Presented

Date Action Taken: L 191’;246 4’ (7]

QOther:

Wy ,
Verified by: e s Ke,

WASILLA CITY COUNCIL INFORMATIONAL MEMORANDUM IM No. 10-20

TITLE: REPORT BY DITTMAN RESEARCH; OPINIONS AND PERCEPTIONS
OF WASILLA-AREA PROPERTY OWNERS REGARDING POTENTIAL
ANNEXATION - APRIL 2010

Agenda of: June 28, 2010 v Date: June 16, 2010
Originator: Marvin Yoder, Interim Deputy Administrator

Route to: Department ,&gnatun;ngate

X Finance Director

;‘ e ef;;;f«i;‘ i

X Deputy Administrator
nesl

REVIEWED BY MAYOR VERNE E. RUPRIGHT: / A/“V?M

FISCAL IMPACT: [_] yes$or X[_]no Funds Available [:] yes [|no

Account name/number: #Hi#

Attachments: Report by Dittman Research — Opinions and Perceptions of
Wasilla-Area Property Owners Regarding Potential Annexation —
April 2010

SUMMARY STATEMENT:

The City hired Dittman Research to conduct a survey regarding Annexation. The raw
results indicate that 3 to 1 are opposed to being annexed into the city. The results of
that survey are attached.

In past annexations, the city required 100% agreement among the property owners
wishing to be annexed. The annexation process is time consuming and expensive. It is
not cost effective for the City to annex small areas with only a few lots.

The planning department has petitions on file from interested property owners, however;
none of the areas that have expressed an interest have 100% agreement.
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Three years ago the City Council requested the Planning Department investigate
annexing larger areas. The Planning Department, in coordination with USKH, held
several public meetings in the proposed areas and then worked with Dittman Research
to conduct this survey. It is clear that large scale annexation is not desired and should
not be considered.

The question remains: What are the next steps for the City? What should the City do
for the property owners who would like to be included in the City?

There are several options for the City Council to consider at a future meeting:
1. Totally abandon any future attempts at annexation.

2. Consider combining several small annexations areas where there is 100%
interest so there is enough land mass to make the process worth the effort.

3. In larger neighborhoods where there is interest, the city planning department
could secure signed petitions. If petitions are signed by 60% or more of the
residents in that neighborhood (the council could set another threshold) the city
could seek annexation using the legislative approval method.

4. Finally, it should be recognized that the City Council's first consideration is the
viability and vitality of the City. There may be areas where the Council decides it
is in the best interest of the City to annex. The City Council may take action to
annex an area based on a perceived City need or if it determines there is a
compelling reason.

However, as with all methods of annexation the State Boundary Commission makes the
final determination of which areas will be annexed. Even if the council determines
annexation is important for the viability of the city, the State Boundary Commission can
over ride that determination based on the testimony of the city and the residents.

The Planning Department requests direction, at a future meeting on what actions the
City Council would request of the planning department.

Please see the attached results of the survey by Dittman Research.
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Overview

Five areas surrounding the City of Wasilla are being considered for annexation into the City of
Wasilla. To gauge the sentiment of the property owners in these areas, the City of Wasilla
contracted with Dittman Research & Communications Corporation (DRC) to conduct a survey.
This survey featured a dual methodology to allow respondents to answer the survey in the
manner most convenient for them -- the survey could be completed on paper or via the internet.

On April 8, 2010, paper copies of the survey were mailed to all property owners in the potentially
affected areas. Completed surveys were returned directly to DRC for processing via business
reply mail. :

Respondents could also go o the DRC website (www dittmanresearch.com), click on the “Take
Wasilla Annexation Survey” and enter the password located on their paper survey. These
passwords were unique to each property owner, and allowed DRC to ensure that no one
participated more than one time. On April 23, 2010, a “reminder postcard” was mailed to all
property owners who had not completed their survey to-date. The online password was also
provided on this postcard. (See the Section IV “Survey Instrument” for images of the survey
and postcard.)

Aithough the official due date for the survey was May 1, 2010, DRC continued to count and

process all surveys received through June 2, 2010. A total of 1,249 surveys were returned, for
a response rate of 31.8%.

Surveys mailed 3,933
Surveys compieted 1,249
Response rate 31.8%
Returned by mail 974
Completed online 275
Area 1 (North.of Spruce Street) 338
Area 2 (Jacobson Lake/Airport Area) 126
Area 3 (Knik/Goose Bay) 244
Area 4 (Wasilla Lake) 204
Area 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor) 278
No area - incomplete survey 55
No longer own property in area 4

Processing the Data

DRC employees completed coding, editing, data entry and verification, while data processing
was completed through the in-house DRC computer system featuring the Statistical Package for
the Social Sciences (SPSS) program. The SPSS program is one of the most sophisticated
research-oriented data processing and analytical systems available, and is designed specifically
for the processing and analysis of survey research data.
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Looking at all responses as a whole, three-out-of-four (75%}) reported “opposition” to annexation.

Question: Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the
City of Wasilla?

Depends/
~—No answer,
| 1%

By a wide margin, respondents from all areas report opposition to a possible annexation
(71-81% “oppose”; 19-27% “support”).

Depends
Support Oppose No answer
Area 1 (North of Spruce Street) @7 71% 2%
Area 2 {(Jacobson Lake/Airport Area) @ 76% 3%
Area 3 (Knik/Goose Bay) (19%) 81% 0%
Area 4 (Wasilla Lake) @7%) 71% 2%
Area 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor) 25%) 74% 1%

See Section V “Verbatim Comments” for the reasons respondents
support or oppose a potential annexation.




1o



Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?

No answer : Support Oppose Depends BASE

TOTAL 1% 24% 75% 0% 1245 100.0%

No area given 2% 11% 87% 0% 55 4.4%

1 2% 27% 71% 0% 338 27.1%
Area of 2 2% 21% 76% 0% 126 10.1%
Property 3 0% 19% 81% 0% 244 19.6%

4 1% 27% 71% 0% 204 16.4%

5 0% 25% 74% 1% 278 22.3%

No answer 0% 7% 93% 0% 14 1.1%
Registered to 1y, ¢ 1% 23% 75% 0% 1175 94.4%
vote in Alaska

No 2% 34% 64% 0% 56 4.5%

City of Wasilla ~ Annexation Survey April 2010

Dittman Research & Communicatons

n=1245
Page 1






S, BEEE S

CERETLLRES m

BUSINESS REPLY MAIL

m&mé&s’

Doy Wadills mres

A prepstly owess,
2;: el oot S Wil e da e
,,.' wsmmsmmﬁ&ﬁ:ﬁ“ﬁ

CETTHIAN RESESRCH & T
8915 JEWEL LANE RD
ENCHORASE AK ¢o5 0w

R imxﬂﬁmﬁm&tmﬂe% o Mﬁ m
speibieie you toipantinpuben dhe dlsomsior. Ve faing
&saﬁmﬁ%ﬁm&zmmgmmmm
e Reingoanitend Sranaetin. Pesenveatfaag
wrdipses st oo Emelinthis snsy semrtee gosbes
it shave par ey imptant

ity sd Wasille

?%&%mgﬁ%ﬁﬁ ey, s P S —r—
s on B putnite. Tape oy gaghe dosed andomd

CHES

F v b pny qeibians deoab e snesiig,
et Bends Vel @é&ﬁk'ﬁ@ﬂi&iﬁ%«
g BEER S wipenst

¥am huspuvania A S ———
Fuemre vy Sy oo nn el IR 305 3580w

N/




g@ﬁeﬂaéﬁmmm ierioe She smdenadlinfoomation, s tee hne i, avl bl ver ovements. W
e, oo Syl o s o Y it st s S0e s e Tl el fovendim

Surwy vl ety e pemeanl ther sppenn s wr pltem o dhelieen o iy S, welie Dt Beseah B Uise-

b QUESTION: Plesse deck

Chty of Wasills
1 opas-wainian

RRAZEPIXVRFPE L VR IFIISHLPTLERSIPEERILTEILFCLLERF LT LD ERIRFLTR2RFE 2 &F

?&-ﬁ@ﬁ%@&k-wsﬁ@swm Ingpemmin bl essopubsis be dadyml
g e busdoeps o soiaie: et aesndly
sobormdh b awemarinmens. T we silithed
Theensiliants dn fhewlisam o gt e adessagnsiing Seuse o Browms solofund sdider
o i rsatypart df it lepw Weallls commanity dinoe seaitinde e s,

mﬁfﬁmwﬁ Snpsation il :ilﬂk Business ity iraide the sty dhesty infudes e .od-
e dnant mni-dociedpelie snlsereanay | ool ules ess Smever ity Soss el e &
Goartz anfousmisslons ety trear Tl aamise e se gty aREs e
ooy il bty amoig teames 00 o ononaliploes than s fhe adjscent anes
afjmndatbe oty sioe glenning Suirampantaien, Bt iy 3 el con gresitipiitficntlities
ipilblicunliies, piliic sy and et s desimlisthe Aty ool rprosement oo Y. Teeatl
ﬁiﬁmﬁmﬁmfﬁﬁiﬁmmxgmﬁg prsonshypastiipAnd i smter wessser andipaving
menp e thealty. distriots bt predusfppinpsiet in
Thor weantié le-snme bnpasis Sogupertyosmss. Bl dhedoslpawat o s wearoniinp dins,

FE SRR REEFET TR EE R TR RN TR R
B T R B R B Rl B e B G

BESEFREDLERNEFABLIREFVEFTRRF SEFI T EIRXLINNCHBEI SRS EFI LTINS LAILB L R2EEETEE

[ %% DUEETION: Do o SUpport oF GRScs someing pour es o e (g of Waslls?

[l smppnrr [JOppose

BEASOR

s

£

b USETION: Breywon regiverad te vote i Sladka?
Tlives L

.

Flivase fadites v all s pege s naaiiie te pronids fordher nomessats. Toadk porages

V.




REMINDER POSTCARD

(front)
L of Wil
2 E Heming Svenss
Wrallie, M o470
, X
Wasilla Area %
§ Property Owners:  §
i

Eoprosimaely Twedhs sae anbnponsetmaling s st i vou regasding eporemil ansaiion
mmagies i vouhee sbeadyosamed vour aply, Shavkowon! Frot pease fnd i, smwarl md
@a&éi&x@ if;ﬁ% s i ar ol sether reply arliine, dlese gain
P mmress R o, ik an Take Wanle Smnsvation Sumey”
mﬁﬁﬁw&%&m@ﬁ?ﬁhﬁm ittty oy addsss o the Sonntonf
s poacand,

1y hawe avrguesions slbout the poseriiE aneexation, plee corgag
Wharviin Yodey, Cry of Wasilles, Depaty Ciry Diveckon 2t (907) 3739032 or by
sl snderad vasillnabns, Fyon bave guesions for Ditman
%3&&53@% &is«m@m& m%m tivew canlos resdhed 2

D









AREAY1 1N6i‘th of S‘Qruce Street)‘ | | |

QuesTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT

So we can be involved in our planning commission and help make decisions on how our city will be
developed. Be involved and have a say on issues in the city where | work and shop.

We use city facilities already. It would be nice to be able to vote on city matters since we are
affected by them anyway.

Lower property tax.

We want off-road vehicles off our streets, which usually are underage kids. We would hope to have
better funding for our roads and neighborhoods, and property taxes to be lower.

“Urban sprawl” — they should pay taxes as they benefit from the city’'s amenities.

First, more flexibility to provide services and reduction in response time versus borough. Second,
no increase or levying of real estate tax on homes; lower taxes otherwise. Third, local controls,
representation is always better versus remote borough government.

Former city resident; less property taxes, better police protection.

So | can run for city council!! Plus ++, control of off-road vehicles in our area and better road
maintenance. Non-union contractors suck!! (They just don’'t do a good job.) **Vern’s doing a
VERY!! good job.**

To lower property taxes.

Tired of ATV’s, snowmobiles, and dirt bikes 24/7.

We use city facilities, pay sales taxes, and welcome the rules of the city.

For the ability to vote. | hope it will bring better zoning in our area. | like that property tax may be
lower. | aiso like the public utilities.

More police for that five percent of troublemakers. Taxes will inevitably rise as Obama takes over
the entire country and eliminates governors so nothing much matters at this time.

| think we would get better police and fire protection, as well as possible lighting on our streets.
Save money on taxes and maybe get our sireet paved.
Better opportunities.

We do all our trading in Wasilla. We would like a voice in the city administration. We also believe
we would see more police presence inside the city limits.

Regulation in growth.




AREA 1 ngrth of ‘Sgruce Streeﬂ _

QuesTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT'D

Lower property taxes, increased police patrols, and it would get the little #3% @& on four-wheelers
off the streets, make the hillbillies clean up their yards, and remove junk cars.

Bike path maintenance (piowing), lower taxes.
Police protection and response time would probably be quicker if needed.

We do have misgivings about the cost of water and sewer and paved roads — mostly the water and
sewer — because we are retired and on a fixed income.

I'm affected by the choices of the very few that live in the city limits. | want to vote on issues that
affect me. Don’t let those NIMBY FOOLS stop this annexation.

Police and fire protection.

How does it benefit me as a homeowner? Police protection isn’t enough of a reason. Will | end up
paying more taxes? Will the city be responsible for road maintenance?

Obtain Wasilla Police protection and specifically to allow ordinances that: One, restrict four-wheeler
usage. Two, provide for zoning. Three, allow me to have a vote in how my sales fax doliars are
spent. (As | shop in Wasilla proper, pay the sales tax, but | don’'t have a vote.)

Alaska State Troopers are understaffed and have performed poorly in many instances in our area.
It also seems appropriate since we use many “city” services.

Interested in city utilities as a benefit to our home; also, | have paid over $5,000 a year in property
tax and our road is still not paved. | want public utilities.

City services.

If property taxes decrease, services go up, and additional jobs are created, then 'm for it.

We bought fand in this area and built a home so that we could reside outside of the city. We see no
benefit to belong to the City of Wasilla. The tax base within the city provides pienty of revenue — an
abundance!! However, zoning to separate business from residential areas wouid be beneficial.

To have a voice; service; borough out of control taxes.

Annexation would provide an opportunity for my subdivision to enjoy lower taxes, city police
protection, public works support (such as speed humps where needed and snow plowing, road
maintenance, etc.), and representation at the city through council representation (not necessarily

our own council person, but someone to represent our interests).

From above information it fits with our philosophy and ideals and long-range plans.
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AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or gppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT'D

Police support.

So | can vote on Wasilla things.

| use city services as much as anyone already living in city boundaries.
[Also in Area 3] | enjoy city services.

Lower taxes — better road maintenance — better police coverage. Offices closer to people with
closer contact with city government.

Less taxes. Better police protection. Better road maintenance. Building and zoning laws.
Would like to reduce property taxes.
Improved services.

More money for Wasilla to have a new and improved library, post office (feds?), community center —
we need a pool, lower property tax, pave our street finaily — lived on a dirt road more than 16 years.

Lower taxes, police protection, safer community.

Not enough information to make a decision — most concerned about water and sewer and how
more would be affected. Generally a good idea, but need more information.

I think it will give the greater Wasilla area more of a say in local government. it will increase the
“gene pool” for elected officials.

City water and city sewer (city utilities).

| hope stricter building requirements will result in better built and more pleasant looking
neighborhoods. | like the idea of more precise zoning so that you wili have a better idea of what
could be built next to you when you buy a piece of property in these areas.

Lower property taxes. More precise zoning.

Hopefully more zoning/code enforcement.

[Also in Area 3] Provides greater area public participation in local government.

[Also in Area 4] (Area 1, North of Spruce Street — West of church.) Better police and road
maintenance. Being in Area 4 and surrounded by city limits, state police have to respond to

disturbances and that takes too long, and county road crews have to go through city roads to plow
the street and that takes too long.
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AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QussTIiON:  “Do you support or gppose annexing your area fo the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT'D

Annexation makes sense.

While no one likes paying taxes in any form, | feel that if the annexation will lower the total tax
taken from the local citizens and will improve services already provided, it would be a good thing.
If it does not, the Independent Alaskan Mentality will kick in and a hornet’s nest of legal actions will
probably ensue.

| am generally in favor of a sales tax model rather than property taxes. | also feel that the City of
Wasilla is generally run better than the Mat-Su Borough. When my wife and | moved here with our
family over ten years ago, we felt it would be only a matter of time before annexation would occur.

As it states, we all interact with the City of Wasilla and should have say and investment in its
future.

Public safety is my biggest concemn.

Since | use City of Wasilla services and infrastructure regularly, | would like to have a say in the
decision making process.

Already close to downtown... Would like to use city police services.

I enjoy my house and cannot do anything about my neighbors. Once inside city limits, there will be
more rules that would reguiate what their houses and yards look like.

Lower taxes and public utilities.

We live in Wasilia, but we have no say about the city or its elected officials because we live
outside a line. | want more say.

Interested in public utilities such as city sewer and water.

Guarantee water and sewer utilities and I'll go knocking door to door {o encourage my neighbors. |
have no problem with tighter zoning with annexation. Looking at the town of Wasilla, I'd say you
need to tighten it even further.

Our area would become safer due to off-rcad vehicle restrictions and better police protection.
Possibly our land would increase in value.

If my taxes are lower 'm happy.
} am tired of my neighbor firing off his pistol out his front door whenever he feels like it. The Alaska
State Troopers say it is perfectly legal, despite there is no direction a weapon can be pointed that

doesn't involve a home or person. If's only a matter of time...

We support more regulations, more paved streets and sidewalks, and more development.
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AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street) ]

QuESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE
We are in a quiet area, all having our own wells and septic systems (don’t pay for city water and
sewer). We've invested deeply in rebuilding leach fields and pulling wells, and do not want that
money lost. We don’t want city tax! We’re happy now the way we are. Road cleaning and
maintenance have been very good.
| am satisfied with the current situation.
due o age exemption. | have a very good well, and sewer system, our roads are paved. There
would be absolutely NO benefit to me to be a part of the city.
Less rules, specifically zoning! Enjoy off-road vehicles freedom.

Increased taxes but no services.

| don’t want more taxes for even less services, annexing us into it. City is no way to fix their
budget problems.

Higher taxes less services. We do not have any benefits of the city. We have our own septic
and water and the borough does a great job of road maintenance. We do not pay sales tax
here. If we become part of Wasilla we will pay sales tax.

Wasilla police or public safety can’t handle the residents now. | was robbed of everything twice
in Wasilla city limits — on my property while gone — police did nothing except talk to me — never
solved. | am slowly buying back my losses.

Too vague. Wouid like to have absolute specifics.

Tax increase! | can barely afford the $3,800 per year I'm paying now. ltis outrageous.

No need — satisfied with present conditions. Don’t trust the governing body of the City of
Wasilla.

| don’t want added taxes or to hook up to city water or sewer.

Wasilla is a corporation — not a du jour constitutional political entity. | am a sovereign man, as
are all good American adults. Sovereign Americans created governments which are servants of
the sovereign people. (This is not to be construed in any manner as giving the City of Wasilla
corporation any jurisdiction over me or my property.) Your offer to contract is declined.

Refused.

| like the independence of having my own well and septic tank and being left alone more. | can
have some livestock if | wish.

if we do not get water or sewer it's not worth it.
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AREA 1 (North of Sprube Street)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

Cannot afford extra taxes that will be infused later (water, sewer). As it is now | do not have any
borough taxes (my age). You are not giving me any good reason {o change.

The City of Wasilla cannot ever properly manage the area they have. The only benefits are to
the City of Wasilla and negatively impact us!

Opposell! Public utilities, no! Do not need city services; do not want to be in city limits. VERY
OPPOSED to being annexed!! **Already have paved road, private well/septic.**

This move would only serve to broaden the city’s tax base. It will not provide those of us being
annexed with any more services. Let’s be honest, you are not going to hire more police, provide
more fire protection, or services to any of us you intend to annex.

The city should not regulate the use of firearms in any way. Therefore, the city jurisdiction must
not be expanded until it repeals all firearm laws and regulations.

Increase in property taxes. | may be forced in the future to hook up to city water which is very
expensive. '

The City of Wasilla CANNOT keep up with the area it currently services, so | do not believe that
adding to it will serve the people or utilize the new tax money well. The current administration is
a complete joke and drunk with power. NO THANK YOUM

If { wanted to live in the city | would move in the city. Beside, you have the laziest police force |
have ever seen.

We are perfectly happy with our neighborhood the way it is and do not need any additional red
tape in our lives. Thank you.

If | wanted to live in the Wasilla city limits | would have moved there. | like my zoning the way it
is!

I’'m-a creature of habit. | don’t like city politics lately. Living “outside Wasilla” is nice. But would
annexing help get the four-wheelers off the road, really? Would the city patrol and ticket
offenders?

Possible loss of rural way of life. Not an economic/viable corridor. Additional burden on city to
maintain roads within our housing development (which currently is maintained on a regular
basis). (Support Area 4 only!)

We prefer to remain outside the City of Wasilla {CoW) to retain OHV use, reduce CoW potential
tax increases due to annexation and retain personal responsibility for building rights on personal
property.

Too much government regulation.
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AREA 1 (Norfh of Spruce Street)

QuesTioN:  “Do you support or gppose annexing your area to the Cify of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

[Also Area 4] Title 21 or any future type legislation.

Hell no! | am tired of all the rules and regulations! Stop making more and more. Leave Alaska
rural. Keep it borough. Thanks ©.

Too many unknowns — taxes — bureaucracy, city politics, codes, ordinances, enforcement,
animal control. If | wanted to live in the city | would have moved there — | don’t. it would make
me a criminal if | shoot a damn squirre] in my backyard. | will get a break on my property taxes
in four years (age 65). That will be lost under city government. Who requested this annex? By
the way, the Wasilla Police Department does not cover Area 1, the Alaska State Troopers does.

I realize nothing ever stays the same. | prefer that the City of Wasilla continue to plan for
services inside the city in relation to what is happening outside the city. Thank you.

Permits, zoning, firearms, off-road vehicles, high taxes.

Without any drastic increase in the Wasilla Police Department we will have no better coverage
than we have now. Also, it is highly unlikely that we would receive water and sewer service.
(Not enough bang for our buck!)

We do not need or want any more regulation. Stay away.

Taxes, regulations, more government.

There would be nothing to gain and plenty to lose.

if we wanted to live within city limits we would have bought a house already in the city. Also
oppose further restrictions for off-road vehicles.

Already pay too many taxes!!! Don't want to pay morei!!l
Don’t want any more restrictions.

| strongly oppose annexing my area. Do not know enough about it, and after living here for
almost 22 years | think things are great the way they are now.

| do not wish o live in city limits or | would have built our house in the Wasilla city limits.
We firmly do NOT want to be added to Wasilla city limits.

Taxation without representation. | know about LID. No way! | don’t have money for it. Want an
RSA! From the borough we have water already on our own.

Not sure that this survey applies as we are borough amongst city at this time, but we oppose the
annexation because there are not clear terms of what such action would bring if passed.
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AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

The last thing we need is more regulation of any kind!
The Wasilla city limits are already big enough, it's unnecessary to make them ilarger...

I do not wish to be under City of Wasilla jurisdiction with their rules and regulations. Borough is
bad enough.

Zoning.
Do not want or need more government regulations or taxes.

We do not consider ourselves a part of the Wasilla community since we try to do most of our
shopping in Anchorage; we do not use the public facilities; and do not have the Wasilla police
patrolling in our area and do not want them to be patrolling in our neighborhood. We do not
wish to vote in Wasilla city elections or run for any office or boards. We have enough
restrictions as far as building and other permits and do not want to dance to the silly tune of
Wasilla. We are happy the way things are and do not want to be part of a poorly run city
government with ridiculous restrictions.

Tax increase with no return. Morbid fear of being identified as having any commonality with
Sarah Palin.

[Regarding zoning and requirements] | intentionally bought property out of city limits for this
reason. Thank you.

Well documented increase in taxes.

No more regulations.

Oppose STRONGLY! [f | had wanted to be in city limits | would have bought property there.
The benefits are more to the city for annexation than for me as an individual. The lifestyle
changes for being “inside” outweigh any other so-called “benefits” for me. | do not want to be in
the city, rules, etc. Yes, | will shop there. | do not want to be involved in city politics.

Like living outside city limits with fewer restrictions on use of firearms and off-road vehicles.

We have a sales tax in California and it just gets used up by special interests and bad
politicians. Doesn’t work here, why would it work there?

We purposely bought home and property OUT OF CITY limits. We do not want to live in the
City of Wasilia. We DO NOT WANT city zoning, rules, taxes, and regulations. Keep Area 1
borough iand!

We don’t need more government, don’t need your zoning, don’t need your rules on firearms and
ATVs.
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AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

i do not want sales tax in the area.

Because | don’t feel they offer me any more than | have and my taxes would go up and | like it
the way it is.

if we wanted to live in the city, we would have purchased a home in the city.

No desirable benefits; but significant financial costs and reduction in quality of life (more
government, more restrictions, less rural feel).

People outside the city pay sales tax inside the city. [Regarding annexation allowing city voting]
This is not necessarily valuable! [Regarding LID} | am already providing these things!
[Regarding city property tax] I'm sure they will change this! THIS IS NOT GOOD FOR
PROPERTY OWNERS. This is also very BAD TIMING (see Obama Care 2010).

Why?

| don’t want higher taxes, city utilities, or any of your control. Your water is terrible. There is
nothing the city offers that | want.

| do not want to, at some point, be forced to hook up to water with unhealthy fluoride and
chlorine and who knows what else. | have a one bedroom home with a three bedroom sewage
system that is ready now and don't want city sewer. It costs too damn much to hook up. | am
on a fixed income.

More restrictions, more government, impact to property via regulations.

This survey was put out by the City of Wasilla and said they would not see results. What does
the borough think about this? | would like to know that and how Wasilla is going to benefit from
this land grab.

Firearms — off-road vehicles. This is why | built out of town, to get away from dictators. | built in
1973 to be out of town limits and want it to stay that way.

[Also Area 3] No beneficial gains, more restrictions.

Because | don’t want to pay your taxes with no benefit. | have my own water and sewer, and
just simply do not want to be a part of a city that already can’t take care of its own roads and
crime problems. Also, the map above does not explain the proposed boundaries.

Although lower taxes sounds appealing, the thought of total regulation on building, recreation,
and even more, is my deciding factor to opt out. These issues are why we moved here from
Juneau.

No benefits | need.




AREA 1 (Nbrth of Spruce Street)

QuUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

We do not need to increase our town’s population and size. Why not keep our town smali?
Can we not learn from the Lower 487

There is no reason for more government that will not give us any more services than we already
have. They just want to expand their tax base and provide little to no extra services.

No interest in living in a city. No advantage to homeowners. Just another bureaucracy. |
already pay sales tax. Stay away from my property taxes.

| live on a gravel road in a one road subdivision. If we are annexed the road will be paved and |
will be forced into paying a portion of the cost.

We like the freedoms we have of making decisions for our property.

We live here because it is outside the city limits. We don’'t want any government intervention
from the City of Wasilla.

| don’t want any more added expenses — | like it just like it is.

Faster jump to more burdensome zoning regulations and permits. Left Oregon because of
these opportunity-stifling practices. Local money, state bureaucracies, are now near bankrupt
because of these practices.

| do not want to be brought into the city limit of Wasilla.

We do NOT want to be in the city limits — you say taxes are lower now, but wait until you have
more people to serve and taxes will go up.

We don’t believe we would see any benefit to being part of the city, but we'd be paying city
taxes. We are on well water and won'’t get city water. We don’t need trash pick up. So NO,
NO, NO, we do not want to be part of the city.

No benefits for annexing to Wasilla. | have lived in the Valley since June 5, 1982. I've had no
problems with the Mat-Su government.

Strain on public services. Not enough businesses to collect sales tax to cover the cost of
services in the areas proposed. Keep it like it is... it works fine!

We do not want ANY CITY SERVICES! We love our well water and have already paid to pave
our road. | believe AM08-53 should not be repealed so that this issue can be resolved by the
people.

| strongly oppose annexation because there is not any advantage to living within the city limits of
Wasilla. Leave the boundaries as they are.
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AREA 1 (Nérth of Spruce Street)

QuEsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

The cost of taxes, utilities, and gasoline have sky rocketed. Unless there is proof of government
spending under control, | am opposed to any more government.

We are happy the way things are at this time.

To keep the city out of the country.

| see no reason for the annexation. I does not benefit me in any way.
Don’t want to be in the city.

| dislike government interruption in life.

Covenants.

Not interested in additional restrictions on use of my property or in additional licensing or permit
requirements for building, pets, etc.

We don’t want to be in the City of Wasilla. Not now; not ever.
Higher taxes.
Zoning laws.

Bigger city means bigger government. | believe over time this will cost us more money and
bring more rules and regulations that are already strangling our freedoms.

We don’t need additional government!!

We are just now getting the quality of services we voted for 20 years ago. Adding huge
quantities of residential areas will set us back.

We strongly oppose being annexed into the City of Wasilla. We love the lifestyle afforded us by
not being encumbered by further regulations this would cause. We do not want restrictions
placed on our firearms and off-road vehicles. We do not want Wasilla police setting up speed
traps in our neighborhoods. Sorry, Vern —we say NO!!

| do not see what the city can offer. The borough has been great for me.

The only one to benefit from this is for the City of Wasilla.

Because | don’t have the money to hook up to city waste and | enjoy riding my recreational

vehicles when | feel like it. Most of the people in my neighborhood like things just the way they
are.




AREA 1 ( Nbrth of Spruce Strevet)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

| see no benefit in being annexed into the city, just more rules and regulations.
| like my rural residential zoning.

More government equals more taxes, more regulations, and dealing with more government
bureaucrats.

I can’t afford to pay for alt the improvements that would follow annexation.

I don’t want the extra regulation on my property. | believe there will be more taxes as part of the
city; can’t expand government without a price. Don’t want to pay for sewer or water hook up.

| don’t want to pay any higher taxes for property. No laws are enforced by Wasilla Police
Department anyway except traffic. | know | have spent tons on septic and well already. Don’t
need help.

Want to keep our area secluded and private the way it is. Besides, our taxes would go up and it
is too high already for five acres with nothing on it.

We have all the services we need and we do not have to pay more for them! We have enough
government now. If they really were for the people, by the people, and not for themselves, it
may be a different story.

No more bigger government. Wasilla doesn’t need to become another Anchorage with higher
taxes and less service to those taxpayers.

We bought to live in the “country”.

Not interested in your public utilities. Not interested in your extra permits. Not interested in your
rules for off-road vehicles. Not interested in your sales tax. We like our well water, as opposed
to fluoridated city water.

Cost benefit is not there for us or the city.

The city cannot remove snow fast enough already, why give them more. They never plow on
the weekends and take four days off for Christmas and Thanksgiving, which leaves our roads
unplowed for four days. They do a real $%#& job, but my property tax keeps going up.

If | wanted to live in Wasilla { would have bought a house there. | pay your sales taxes and that
is enough.

Want to leave things just like they are. Thanks anyway.

Do not like taxes! Do NOT LIKE additional rules regarding the use of firearms and off-road
vehicles!!!




AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

We are happy the way it is. We do not want the extra taxes.

| purchased property outside of the city because | do not want to live in city limits with its
encumbrances. | moved out of Anchorage because | like the freedom of non-city living. | raise
animals. Cities have too many restrictions and assessments for things you don’t need. | would
have to move further north.

We are fine as we are.
No more taxesii!!

I don’t want the City of Wasilla telling me what | can and cannot do with my property! And... |

think your paragraph is misleading about property taxes. I'm sure mine wouldn’t go down... only
up!!

My taxes would go up. | know people in city limits who tell me they pay borough and city tax on
their home. Could not have horses and | like the country, | like having a well. Don’t want to be
on city water — they can add things to the water.

Would receive no city services for cost of paying city sales tax on all utilities. Would not like the
additional rules for off-road vehicles and the use of firearms the annexation would bring. Less
government. Less taxes!!!

We do not want to live inside city limits. Property taxes are already too high. This is just to get
more money for Wasilla — | shop in Wasilla, pay taxes. Do not need more! Will consider
moving if it happens. (Will move outside city limits.) You won’t give me city sewer or water —
NOI1! Don’t want it anyway.

| want to keep my small farm — built up in 1971. State just took 2% acres. | don’t want city
taxes. The city, in the form of one meeting, can force a person to hook up to city water,
sewage, etc. My parents were forced into it in Kodiak and were fined $100 a day until they lost
everything.

Don’t want to pay city water, sewer, taxes. Would have to charge clients city taxes for our
business. If we wanted city restrictions we would have bought a house in-town initially. No
(obvious) benefits for us.

if I wanted to live in the city limits | would have built my home (house) in the city!

Wasilla has more restrictive laws and no doubt taxes would increase.

Business tax.

We derive no benefit from annexing our property; we would only add layers of complication and
regulations.
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AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QuUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’'D

Don’t want city services; don’t need city services, taxes already oo high!

Things are fine the way they are — “don’t fix what ain’t broke.”

If we wanted to live in city limits we would have bought our house there!

We don’t need to be paying any city sales tax to fund your corrupt police department!

[Also in Area 5] Wasilla has nothing to offer me. City services are poor, at best. They (you)
have an antiquated and improper 911 system (Palmer answers 911??). Police are lazy; they
answer calls for domestic violence complaints over the phone. Not to mention your sales tax.
Many — reguiations, taxes, fees, etc. Keep government to a minimum!

Negatives outweigh the positives. Too expensive.

We like being outside city limits.

I do not want city permits, land use requirements, zoning rules, or additional rules. The city
government is far too liberat for me.

Expect there will be additional taxes and restrictions.

[Also in Area 4] [Regarding “some impacts to property owners”] By more taxes! [Regarding
“property taxes in the city are substantially lower”] Wasilla can’t live up to this promise. You lie!
Oppose — Look, do you get it! | attended and voiced my opposition to this. The city does not
have the capacity to provide additional utility services as they stated the need to build a sewer
treatment plant to do this. This is just a money grab to build a bigger tax base. Get it in your
thick pig-headed skuli, WE DO NOT WANT THIS! | voiced additional comments at three
meetings. Don’t you listen? Obviously not!

Do not agree with the direction the city is going under the direction of the current mayor. Do not
like his approach or attitude, nor do we think his vision is what the majority of the citizens want.
Don't believe that the mayor listens to the citizens. Believe that the areas to be incorporated bring
very little revenue (mostly residential) and if incorporated would mean the city would have to
reinstitute property taxes to provide services (additional police, etc.). We already do most of our
shopping in the city and pay sales taxes for our purchases, so there wouid be no additional
revenue to the city for that. The renewed city property taxes would then be on top of the borough
taxes we currently pay. The services we receive from the borough such as our road services are
superior to (and probably cost less) than what we see in the city limits.

| see absolutely no advantages and many disadvantageous, intrusive Wasilla laws.

If we wanted to live in the city, we would have bought in the city.
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AREA 1 (Ndrth of Spruce Street)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or gppose annexing your area fo the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

Quite frankly | view this as nothing more than an additional tax base grab. Additionally, | know of
no one in my area that supports this land grab by folks who we weren't abie to vote for in the first
place. There is absolutely nothing the City of Wasilla can offer that we are interested in.

If | wanted to live in the city, 1 would have bought a home in the city.
| purchased home outside city limits specifically! Too much government at all levels.
We like where we live and prefer not to have to deal with additional government bureaucracy.

[Also in Area 3] For our properties north of Spruce we won't get water/sewer services and right
now the borough does a better job with road service than the City of Wasilla. | did not get a code
for each of my three properties — all three are impacted by this proposal. | am opposed also for
Area 3 annexation.

There are not enough businesses in Area 1 to collect a reasonable amount of sales tax to support
the necessary service expenditures placed on the city. The city would need {o increase sales tax
or increase its mil levy from 0.0 to 2.0 to support the service level requirement. Not a fiscal
responsible thing to do!

No sewer or water planned in the subdivision for many years, subject to city sales tax, and no
benefits that we don't already have. We've been fine for the past 30-plus years so why annex us
now?

| cannot afford the cost of sewers or whatever else the City of Wasilla decides | need.
Potential costs of city water, sewer...code compliance issues.
Cannot afford higher taxes.

This annexation will not do anything for the homeowner in our area; this will benefit the City of
Wasilla only. They will increase their tax revenue and the homeowners will not receive any
additional services. | do not wish to run for elective city office or serve on city boards or
commissions, nor does my wife. The city has roads that need repair in the main areas and they
cannot keep up with it. How do they plan to maintain all the new roads if they annex the new
areas, hire more people, buy more equipment, and do nothing as in the past?

} oppose the annexation because | don’t know enough about city codes/taxes to make an
educated decision. | don’t really fike more laws/codes (firearms, off-road vehicles, etc.), and feel |
pay plenty of taxes as itis. | aiready pay Wasilla sales tax every time | shop in town so | don't
understand the revenue increase without taxing newly annexed property owners. Is it that hard to
plan for services with the borough? Alaska DOT seems to be doing fine. Also, | have no desire to
run for city office or serve on a city board/commission — that's one reason we bought a house
outside of the city fimits.




AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QuESTION:  “Do you support or gppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’'D

Homes are on their own well and septic. My lot is undeveloped. | enjoy little or no services. |
would support it only on all these conditions: 1. Equal to or less than Mat-Su Borough taxes;

2. Received police services; 3. There was a lower fax rate for undeveioped iand than developed
land, since services used are very liftle; and 4. | can vote on city issues even though | live in
Anchorage, otherwise this is taxation without representation.

Building permits and land use requirements for the city. Rules regarding the use of firearms and
off-road vehicles within the city.

| am satisfied with the level of services and the cost of them offered by the borough. Adding
another level of government to deal with will not improve my quality of life or services. Area 1is
not a business district, so offsetting city costs will have to come from other than business use. The
city wouldn't pursue this unless it was monetarily beneficial to them (and thus not me).

If we wanted to be part of the City of Wasilla instead of the borough we would of purchased our
home within city limits.

As a homeowner for over 23 years, at the same address in the Ravensview subdivision, | have
received no benefit from the City of Wasilla. | do not need or require water or sewer services.
This is just another government land grab for taxation. | am totally opposed to this annexation.

| get nothing out of it except probiems for a home-based business. There is already way too much
government intrusion in my life and | don't need any more.

The generation of more taxes, rules, and regulations will eventually make for a poorer community
and subsequently a downturn in economics for the area. Move the capital and generate jobs, build
industrial factories in the area to help offset our president’s budget!

We do not want to be considered in Wasilla city limits and all that goes with it. If we wanted to be
in the city limits we would have purchased property there.

Annexation will only increase property taxes. The increased cost for police to cover expanded
areas, plus cost of additionai road maintenance equipment and operators, and administrative costs
cannot be supported by existing sales tax revenue as purported previously in news articles. This
annexation was strongly opposed in November, 2009 town hall type meetings. Water and sewer
service would be taxed by LID assessments.

| see no benefit to annexation. | don't want the added expense. | live where | do because | do not
want to live in a city.

No advantages, more government control...exactly what we don't want.

Because of City of Wasilla's rules regarding the use of firearms and off-road vehicles within the

city.




AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QuEsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

We are happy with the way things are at the present time. The borough does a great job with
street and road services. Although there are no city property taxes being assessed, once the
annexation goes through surely that will be the next step in this process. If we had wanted city
"restrictions" regarding land use, we would have chosen to live in Wasilla. We previously owned a
house in another state where we were forced to accept annexation, even though we were against
it. Once the annexation occurred, we were then faced with big assessment fees for water and
wastewater, in addition to even more taxes and fees. Where will the money come from to provide
the additional burden of police and fire protection? More and higher taxes! Annexation just means
more taxes and fees for property owners. Leave us alone! We will fight this annexation.
Annexation just leads to taxation without representation! The bottom line is that the City of Wasilla
just wants to annex these areas to put more money into their coffers. Right now we are not
hearing any absolute guarantees that additional fees and taxes will not be assessed, now or in the
future.

if | would have wanted to live in Wasilla | would have bought in the city. | was here when you
started the sales tax and they said that it was only for the police department and look at how fast it
went to the general fund. | think that this is only a money maker for the city and I'm against if.
Anytime you give up more freedom I'm against it.

This annexation will do nothing for me except create more taxes and oversight from too large of
government already. | know you say it will reduce taxes, but | don't believe it and | am over-taxed
as it is and do not care to have to pay the borough and then Wasilla as well. Please leave well
enough alone. also am not interested in your re-zoning. | want my zoning left as is and am fine
with being in the borough.

If | wanted to be part of a city, | would tive in one.
Too many restrictions on what you can do with your property.
I do not see what the benefit to my family is.

Destruction of wetlands by building contractors within the existing city boundaries is indicative of
the growth at any cost of the city. Our ponds have lost more than four feet of water due to
drainage of wetlands and residential building. Waterfowl and moose have lost habitat because of
it. We don't need more.

One of the main reasons we purchased this property was its location. We did not want fo live in
the city. We prefer the freedom and less restrictive lifestyle that comes with living outside the city
limits. If we wanted to live in the city...we would have bought a house in the city.

| oppose the annexation proposal. | see no benefits to me as an owner of two businesses that
would be subject to even more regulations. | bought unrestricted land and | don't see that the City
of Wasilla has provisions for grandfather rights, just additional permits and land use requirements.
This would negatively affect me, my businesses, and my customers.
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AREA 1 (Nbrth of Spruce Street)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area lto the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

ABSOLUTLY NOT!!! There are zero reasons why | should want to provide Wasilla with any tax
monies as there are zero benefits to me or any other land owner outside the want-to-be city. We
are already paying their sales tax. And as far as the services they will provide in return for our tax
money, they are to maybe put in a sewer line and city water along the sireet someday, at a cost of
several extra thousand doliars to each landowner, and then tell us we can't continue fo use the
wells and septic systems we already have; and force the resident to spend more money to hook
up to their services for which they will charge a few more thousand per household plus an
undetermined amount of money monthly for water and sewer. | have no reason to want to serve
on their boards or committees just so | can tell my neighbors that because some idiot got a bill
passed they can no longer have six or eight trailers in their yard, or that a resolution says they
have to get a zoning permit to build a woodshed in which they are forced to keep the winter's wood
secreted from the sight of their neighbors. What paving are you considering, and how much are
you going to charge for what the borough has aiready done, or did they mess up and do a worse
job of it than you think you can do? Also, how much extra are you planning to charge to repair
them every year for keeping the snow cleared? As far-as police protection is concerned, | rather
imagine we'll get about what the people in Wasilla get now — just less of it. On any given day |
watch their vaunted police force sit on their asses drinking coffee as they watch most of the drivers
on the road go speeding at ten to fifteen miles an hour above the speed limit, through red lights
and stop signs. The police can't do a damn thing until a crime has already been committed and |
trust a hell of a lot more in my riot gun, which is near at hand, than | do in their ability to get out of
their office or away from the donut shop when someone at 911 does finally decide that maybe
there is something amiss going on, and | am dead because | didn't have the right to do anything to
protect myself anymore. Yes, the police are as near as your phone, it just may take them a couple
of hours to get there, if they bother to respond at alli!! I'm perfectly happy with being able to get
out on my four-wheeler or snow machine and use it for transportation to a friends’ so we can go
riding or hunting without having to load them on a trailer, because the little noise they make might
disturb some prima donnas’ beauty rest at 10:00 am in the afternocon. MOST OF THE PEOPLE |
KNOW OUTSIDE WASILLA'S CITY LIMITS ARE PEOPLE WHO MOVED OUT HERE TO GET
AWAY FROM ANCHORAGE AND ITS HIGH-HANDED “GIMME OR I'LL TAKE IT” ATTITUDES.
AND SPECIFICALLY BOUGHT PROPERTY OUTSIDE THE CITY LIMITS OF WASILLATO
STAY AWAY FROM ITS ATTITUDES. WE NEITHER NEED, NOR WANT, YOUR ZONING
LAWS, NOSY COMMITTEES, OR NONEXISTENT SERVICES. WE JUST WANT TO BE LEFT
ALONEW!

Off-road recreational vehicles are running amok and apparently don't recognize the rights of
private property owners to quiet enjoyment of their homes. This is happening inside city limits and
is condoned by the city. In my mind there is no upside 1o being part of the city.

Prefer the rural attributes, including off-road uses.

| do not have enough information to make a informed decision on this. How will my property tax
be impacted? Would i be forced to be part of LID of sewer and water? What are the benefits
other than Wasilla Police Department and paid fire department? When | am provided this
information | will weigh the pros and cons.
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AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

There isn't anything left to develop right here and all else is grandfathered in. We already have
our own water and septic, so it would only mean more taxes that would not benefit me directly.
Our subdivision regulates everything already.

As a small business owner, annexation of Area 1 would require me to carry an additional business
license, charge my customers sales tax, and make sales tax deposits to the city. | don't require
city public utilities and | am concerned about the impact of city building permits, land use
requirements, and zoning restrictions. From my perspective, the benefit of annexation, if any,
wouid be minimal. Residents outside the city's boundaries are inherently part of the larger Wasilla
community, and yes, shop and use public facilities within the city; but that assertion does not justify
annexation of those adjacent areas. The residents of the proposed annexation areas should have
the deciding vote. If the majority of my neighbors support annexation then so be it, but | don't think
it should be a city council decision.

If { wanted to live inside the city limits | would have purchased property inside the city limits. We
intentionally bought outside the city limits. If other people outside the city limits are inquiring about
city services, tell them to purchase property inside the city.

We purposely bought our home outside the city limits so as to not be subject to the same rules,
regulations, zoning, taxing, and requirements that are associated with owning property within the
city limits.

Taxes will go up.
WE don't need the city taxes; we have enough.
The city is not maintaining the streets or sidewalks.

I would like to support this because: 1.Being taxed without representation via city tax, living in
borough. 2.Sewer and water. 3.Don’t like borough manager, nor their costs. But do not
support this because: 1.Don't like the police, most are not nice and they would harass us.
2.How long would sewer and water take to plumb in? Years!! 3.Couldn’t shoot my gun in the
city limits. | also have been told that when you put the sewer system in it was put in (built) at
capacity. That has been exceeded now, and the waste goes to Anchorage. How wasteful and
stupid. Is this true? Also, the city hall of Wasilla has now become like a big city, impersonal.
They don’t even answer their phones now when you call. | don't like that. | do like Vern, but is
he being transparent? It doesn’t seem so when city hall doesn’t answer their phones now. But
are they becoming more controlling and communistic? Seems so. Plus, there is not just,
honest, equal protection under the law, because the police have their records expunged after
two years and their own personal investigate their own police crimes, so therefore they are
exonerated from their crimes. Not so with the PEOPLE. Our records are kept from birth to
death and my friends aren’t investigating my crimes (if any) and exonerating me. A BIG FAT
NOit
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AREA 1 (North of Spruce Street)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

| didn’t move to Alaska to live in a city. 1lived in Folsom, CA. They became addicted {o
development fees and the city grew beyond recognition. This is not the atmosphere in which |
want to live.
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AREA 1 (North of Spi'uce Sfreet)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

UNSURE / NO ANSWER { DEPENDS / NEITHER

What is/are the long-term plans for taxation with this annexation? Would | be forced to pay for
improvements like water, etc.? It doesn’t seem likely to me that Wasilla wants to annex just to
give us more services “for free” — | don’t think you’re being honest about the COST to the
property owner. |s the borough going to stop taxing if we annex to the city??

Would support for city water, sewer, police protection, noise reduction, but do not know if this
would happen under annexation. Oppose because | do not understand the tax structure. This
mailing is the first communication we have received on this — would like more information.
How will the city accommodate adults whose only mode of transportation, for legitimate
reasons, to and from work is by four-wheeler? We do not have an appropriate bus system out
here! My property taxes would need to come down SUBSTANTIALLY! Undecided — need
much more information.

Not sure how | feel about this.

Unknown. Not enough information.

| do not have enough information to make a commitment either way.

Question what services would we receive, paved streets, city water, sewer? My answer
depends on thefyour answers to these questions.




AREA 2 (Jécobson Lake/Airport Area)

QuESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area fo the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT
To limit off-road vehicle use in my area.
Faster police response. Perhaps this will bring more businesses out to Knik-Goose Bay.

Hopefully it will provide better services and maybe city laws regarding loose dogs will help control
the situation as it is now.

The board for Donovan Estates agreed to support this at the April 13" meeting.

Hope to have tighter restrictions on ATV access and hope to have road improvement in the housing
district where we live.

City services, lower property tax, a good move toward our own Municipality of Wasilla.

First, for voting purposes. Second, | like precise zoning and its restrictions, including the off-road
vehicle restrictions and firearm usage.

Lower taxes.

We already feel like we’re part of the City of Wasilla. We do 95% of our shopping there and
commute to and from work there everyday.

Looking forward to having access to the highway. The property will be very comfortable to
subdivide down the road within the city fimit.

Police service at the airport is needed.

| expect the city to provide better road services than we currently get. Our area is increasingly more
dense in population. Stricter standards on firearms would improve safety.

This would benefit the town of Wasilla and would allow us city water, gas, etc.

We believe that we would receive better police protection in the city and also need for a sewer
system is coming to the area. Let’s do it before the problem hits.

[Also in Area 3 and 5] We appreciate the City of Wasilla’s long-term vision for the greater
Wasilla area. We applaud the city’s effort to further study annexation.

With the annexation, our physical address would be Wasilla rather than Meadow Lakes. This
would simplify our residence and mailing address conflicts when communicating with others.

Lower taxes as part of the city who doesn't have property taxes or a road service fee.

The zoning aspect in regards to vehicles, trash, efc.




AREA 2 (Jacobson Lake/Airport Area)

QuesTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT'D

Originally we were against this annexation. Our subdivision is on the border of the city limits. We
felt that if we wanted to live within the city limits, we would have bought a house within the limits.
We are going to be enveloped within the city with all of the explosive growth here in the Valley.
Maybe we can get our roads plowed a little faster and see our property taxes go down a little.

Our neighborhood desperately needs city water. We have notoriously high levels of particulate
matter (mostly iron) in the private wells in the Bettina Way area, due to being in the Lucille
drainage pattern. It is undrinkable from the tap. Filtration systems are expensive and require
more than average, due to the volume of sediment and particulate that needs {o be removed. |
would not mind the extra taxes and restrictions if we could get the water quality issue resolved.
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AREA 2 (Jacobson Lake/Airport Area)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE
Too little benefit, increased costs, and bureaucracy.
No need to except for “GREED”. We are just fine on Foothills with the troopers ~ never needed
them in ten years though. And road service by the people who live on Foothills is fantastic — so

leave us alone. Thank you.

I don’t like the way Wasilla has gone around a lower valued area and left them to the borough, but
taken the higher tax areas from the borough.

{ do not want {o live in a city — that is why | moved here nine years ago. | was at the meeting held at

Goose Bay Elementary School last winter. About 99% of the audience voted NO. Why don'’t you
listen to us!

We totally oppose the annexation. As stated by everyone at the so-called hearings, if we wanted to
be in the city we’d be in the city. Don't want anything they offer and don’t like the high-handed
methods employed by the city and the mayor. We aren’t interested in being a tax collector for the
city.

I'm not interested in your forced services and taxes, period.

| like things the way they are.

Increased taxes with no increase of city services.

If | had wished to live within the city limits of Wasilla | would have purchased property within the city
limits in 19831 { desire no further land use regulations or zoning!

We enjoy being outside the city limits! We enjoy our freedom from the City of Wasilla. We are
Knik-Goose Bay. We do not want to be part of the annexation!

| don’t want more rules or taxes. | don’t want fo have to pay for water or sewer that | don't need.

NO. NO.

| moved outside of city limits to get away from smalil town politics and continual gouging of property
owners — no way do | support annexation by City of Wasilla!

Do not want {o be in Wasilla!
Higher taxes, less services. City of Wasilla is big enough.
Too many restrictions for being considered out-of-town.

| am retired and my house is nearly paid for. With a fixed income | am not interested in being
charged more LID assessments for city-designated “improvements” that | neither need, nor want.
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AREA 2 (Jacobson Lake/Airport Area)

QuestioN:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

Zoning restrictions, firearm, and off-road vehicle restrictions. Do not see benefit.

| do not want to be part of Wasilla city.

I don’t wish to finance city requirements and fund a mismanaged organization. They are merely
looking for a larger tax base and do not have any idea how to manage the new tax base. They
stated that they would not expand any services, police, utilities. Wanted funds to fix back-log of
issues.

| already have taxation without representation; don’t need any more of this.

We oppose this plan. Don’t want to handie sales tax.

| do not wish to be a part of Wasilla. Too much politics.

I have a small business and don’t want the extra hassle and expense of sales tax. | just plain don’t
want to live in city limits.

We already have enough government people telling us what to do.

“Additional rules regarding the use of firearms and off-road vehicles within the city.” The ability to
have the choice is why | live here.

We prefer living outside the city. We moved out in 1992.

| pay enough taxes, living on a fixed income | do not need any more. Was this not voted down last
September?

We do not want more government or taxes.
See no benefit in living in the city limits. Do not want o be policed or restricted as a “city” dweller.

| do not support more regulations. ‘| was born and raised in Alaska and do not support Lower 48
thinking. {am 66 years old and have been teaching for over 30 years.

Taxes — restrictions, etc.

Sounds like a bad deal. No four-wheeling; more restrictions.

Making the “city” larger will require increasing the size and cost of city government, public safety
(fire and police), etc. That, or it will diminish the effectiveness of what is already in place. Ifl

wanted to live in city limits, | would have bought property there.

We are part of Meadow Lakes and want to remain that way. We do not want to pay tax on our
utilities and do not want the extra regulations and government.




AREA 2 (Jécobson Lake/Airport Area)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or gppose annexing your area lo the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

We do not want fo live in the city limits, that is why we bought our home where it is located. Those
of us who live outside the city limits do so for a reason. We do not want to be ruled by city
government.

Annexation of the rural areas surrounding Wasilla would be an imposition on personal freedoms. It
would fimit our enjoyment of recreational vehicles and limit our use of our land.

Added rules, restrictions, and regulations that | am not interested in. If | wanted to live in the city
limits, | would.

Do not want to be in city limits.
| don’t want city taxes, rules, and regulations.

1 don’t want the extra taxes and city rules to govern how | live. | left Anchorage for the same
reason. | feel you should spend time and energy on other issues.

We do not want to be taxed by three levels of government, nor do we want to be under borough and
city rules and laws. We have our own well and do not want to pay for city sewer and water. Do not
want it.

Too much restrictions and zoning changes. Too much government control. Loss of freedom.

| have lived in the Wasilla area for 36 years. | do not need more government in my life. | have
everything | need. | strongly oppose being annexed into the city.

No benefits to us — just more regulations. We are fine being part of the borough.

| am happy with the public safety and water and sewer services | currently have. | enjoy the rural
community | live in and do not want to support another locai government through taxes on my
property which will not benefit me.

We don’t need city regulations or politics out here. By the map, Area 4 would be best.

| don’t see the benefit of more taxation for any of the services | don’t receive.

Don’t know — too many taxes already.

Because this does not show roads to end at!!

[Also in Area 4] Don’'t want to be part of Wasilla. My home is Area 1 — NO. My business is Area
4 - NO.

| do not want to be part of their building/zoning rules.
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AREA 2 (Jacobson Lake/Airport Area)

QuesTiON:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

| feel that the taxes that Wasilla is charging are not in the best interest of the area. Also | feel the
road | live on will not be taken care of any better than it already is.

| am not interested in paying higher taxes due to public utility improvements that will never be
offered in my area.

| do not want any more help from more government. | heard on the radio that the city has more
police than they need so they want to expand the service area. Why don't they fire some of the
police, not grow more government. Growth is not necessarily progress. | personally will fight
against any annexation attempts.

No need for public utilities. Live closer to Alaska State Trooper station than Wasilla police station,
so do not see how response times would be improved.

I did not buy my property to be inside the city limits of Wasilla. | have been to several meetings on
this annexation and the majority of the people there were against it. | am also against the City of
Wasilla being able to annex us without our legal vote on it. | look at this as a way for the city to get
more money from the state without taking the people's choice into consideration. | do not care
about the tax advantage. We will be charged city tax on our utilities.

Taxes and building permits.

1 didn't move here over twenty years ago to be within any city limits. | already paid for paving, |
already paid for water (1 like well water better), { already paid for septic, | already paid for
electricity, | already paid for gas. What in the heck do | need the "city” to take over to charge me
for everything I've already paid for? You can keep the "CITY" right where it sits currently! Stuff
this whole idea in the mayor's back pocket. He can take it with him wherever he goes after he's
replaced! Lawyers...if he wins on this, does that give me the right to have the city take care of my
squirrel problem? The woods are full of those rascals! Oh, don't let me forget | already paid for
the security thing, too ©.

Do not want our freedom taken away!

Already pay plenty of taxes!

Extending city limits will not benefits us in any way, shape, or form, and there is no need to do so.
i prefer to leave it the way it is and taxes are high enough.

We purchased outside of the city limits to avoid restrictive covenants, extra taxation, and limiting
city regulations. Nor did we purchase our property to have a city tell us what we can or cannot do
on OUR PROPERTY. The arrogance of the City of Wasilla has been astounding. The residents

of these areas have told the city NO TO ANNEXATION in many, many meetings! The fact that the
city is still trying to do this is GARBAGE!
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AREA 2 (Jacobson Lake/Airport Area)

QuESsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

We like it the way it is. We don't need more taxes. We do not want anymore government
interference.

Don’t want to see the use of ATV's restricted. Want to be able to target shoot FIREARMS on my
property, which | currently do frequently. No need to have another BiG BROTHER watching. |
choose to live outside of city limits to keep that FREEDOM from more RULES and
RESTRICTIONS.

| am not interested in being subjected to another level of government rules and regulations
associated with my property. The map was hard to read.

I want this area to remain as rural as possible for as long as possible. | homesteaded at Wallace
Lake in 1959 and have not subdivided my homestead. | particularly don't want additional firearms
restrictions.

Do not need or want more government — do not need or want more restrictions on the use of my
land. Do not want anything to do with paying for a new sewer system the city will have to buy in
the next few years. Do not want a bunch of linear thinkers deciding how | shouid live. Why is it
that some people believe they have the right to tell the rest of us that we have to live like them and
then charge us to be regulated? NO! NO! NO!

More laws, more government. Ordinance # 97-46 CH 13.04. | will vote all of them out.

The last time | had to call for the police department the State Troopers were the responding
agency. | oppose the restrictions that an annexation would bring. These include property
permitting, use of firearms, and off-road vehicle use. 1 also think it is screwed up that only one
password is issued to a household. If additional passwords are requested for additional adults
then we as voters shouid — no, we absolutely have the right to be heard, especially in matters such
as this. My wife and adult child would like to have a say. This is crap. | hope the City of Wasilla
stays put. | am a disabled vet and do not pay property taxes, so my reasons are sound and have
nothing to do with money. The annexation has everything to do with money; you want the tax
base from this growing area. There is absolutely no benefit to me from any annexation.

Small business owners will have to comply with more paperwork.

Things are okay the way they are now. Don’t need any more taxation.

| have not been very impressed with Wasilia police or Wasilla zoning. | wonder if | will pay
borough property tax, as well as city tax. Are there other taxes | would be assessed? Off-road

vehicles are a way of life here. | am not ready for more reguiations that change this.

No benefits as a homeowner and property owner. Only the City of Wasilla will benefit from this
annexation. Twenty-five years ago we chose to live outside the city limits and still prefer to do so.
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AREA 2 gJécobson Lake/Airport Area)

QuEesTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

We (my neighbors and 1) live outside the city limits by choice. We are strongly opposed to this
land grab and WILL vote to unseat any politician that supports it if it goes through.

Unnecessary increase in taxes without an increase in services

The mayor has a personal agenda of gun ranges where soccer fields should go. | don’t want to pay
a blinking dime for him.

I don’t want to be in the city limits.




AREA 2 (Jacobson Lake/Airport Area)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

UNSURE / NO ANSWER /| DEPENDS / NEITHER

Don’t know — still weighing pros and cons.

Questions. Would need to do more research.




AREA 3 (KnikiGoose Bay)

QuEsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilfa?” Reason:

SUPPORT
Lowering of property taxes.
Lower taxes.
[Also in Area 1] Provides greater area public participation in local government.
Gives city a broader tax base — which money can be used for better police and fire protection,
and for road and safety improvements. More control on building codes. Protection from
“unwanted” land activities.
| enjoy city services.
Property taxes are too high. However, we like to ride our four-wheelers and target shoot.
Lower taxes.
Lower property taxes and city services and utilities.
Taxes and sewer and water.

We need water and sewer in the Kink-Goose Bay area.

Better roads! | live off South Perin — needs barriers (dangerous hill and lots of dust). Will you
do better than the borough?

If the annexation works to bring down property taxes when will the roads be improved?
Lower property taxes.

Restrictions on use of firearms and off-road vehicles, and hopefully a noise ordinance, and
hopefully again more police protection and coverage.

Fully paved road and police service along with being able to vote for more political events and
candidates.

Don’t need a real reason. Expansion means growth for the economy and well-being of other
Alaskan citizens.

Paragraph 2: “...they shop, use public facilities and are covered by public safety within the
boundaries. Annexation will allow them to vote...”

Lower taxes.

(Al Areas) Future growth and planning looking forward 20 years will be a fact in our potential to
shape a positive image and sustainable property values.
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AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QuESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT'D
| was told property tax would be less and road service would improve.
Enforcement of junk cars and trash removal.
Possibility of lower property taxes.

Police protection, hopefully better roads, and snow removal. Lower taxes, if what they say is
true.

“Annexation will allow them to vote, run for elective city office, and serve on city boards and
commissions.”

[Also in Area 2 and 5] We appreciate the City of Wasilla's long-term vision for the greater
Wasilla area. We applaud the city’s effort to further study annexation.

Sound like it provides a better benefit based on reduced tax and access to LID, based on the city’s
prior participation in water and wastewater projects. More restrictive zoning and regulation is not a
barrier. We would be concerned about expansion of government beyond current costs... bigger
and more government... more politicians. Not sure how you will cover the added cost of expanded
road maintenance obligations without expanding the revenue base (the information provided says
that Wasilla does not charge a road service and/or property tax. We would need to review the
detailed information and the LBC petition on how this would work prior to voting to allow the city to
annex our area. A bigger city council would trigger a “no” vote for us.

Support services including emergency response.

Support only if more information is distributed to us — pros and cons... | like the idea of limiting
gunfire and stopping ATV’s from running on roads and front lawns...

| feel that expansion will provide Wasilla greater influence in Alaskan politics, in attracting business
to the area, and in providing support for outlying areas.

Population has grown. Needs of community grow too. City boundaries need to grow as well.

Lower property taxes.




AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QuEsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE
If we wanted to live in Wasilla we would have purchased a home in Wasilla. We attended several
meetings and there was no one at the meetings that supported it. | believe it would be wasting
taxpayer’'s money to pursue this further.
| purchased the land because it is “outside” the city limits.
Although | don’t necessarily enjoy the Mat-Su Borough’s influence, | don’t want fo comply with some
of the City of Wasilia’s either. Specifically, building codes and prohibition of shooting within city
limits. { have acreage and can shoot safely. There seem to be “core city” issues that conflict with
more rural issues.
No advantage to us. Don’t want to live in a city.
Wasilla City taxes would be charged. We are taxed too much as it is — especially with our current
federal government raping the taxpayer. Local taxes are too high! Property owners are taxed too
much.
[Also in Area 1] No beneficial gains, more restrictions.

| don’t believe | will receive any services.

I really see no advantage to being within city limits. Owned and have lived in my current house
for 17 years and it has been good under the governance model that currently exists.

We see no advantage to being part of the city. We’re happy. Leave us alone.
| see this as an endeavor for imposing more taxes on citizens.
Can see no benefits.

} do not want to be in the city limits of Wasilia!ll | don’t want the taxes or any limits imposed by
the City of Wasilla. If { wanted that, | would have purchased land within the city limits.

Do not want to pay more taxes.

There is no advantage for property owners, only the city.

Moved out of the city to have country property where we could choose for ourselves whether to
have farm animals or not, whether to target practice on our fand or not, whether to shoot a rabbit
or not. We don’t consider ten acres of property with family houses on it a “city” situation. There

are two houses with two families.

| purchased my home outside city limits intentionally. | do not like having extensive limitations
and governmental control. 'm opposed to now having this imposed on me.
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AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QuEsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Government is already too big and | can just see an excuse to waste more tax dollars hiring
more people to aid in fake jobs to heip in running these new annexed areas.

Don’t want taxes raised!

Mr. Mayor — | guess you must not understand the overwhelming opposition to your plan. The
above information is deceitful and | am disappointed in your administration’s tactics. Shame on
you. You are wasting taxpayer's money putting out propaganda. Go back to your smali city
boundaries and try to do it right — with integrity this time!l!

The city will tax our electric, phone, gas, cable television, and other things, for a law officer. No
thank you.

| do not want any more people or groups telling me what | can do on or with my property. Also,
access to ATV and snow machine trails is already limited or blocked off by some #$%&@!

Oppose 100% and | do vote. You have nothing to offer. | don’t need more rules. | already
shop local and contribute through sales tax. | don'’t believe you will NEVER charge property tax
or road fees.

| bought property outside the city so | wouldn’t be considered living in the city and | want it to
stay that way. Thank you.

Less government control equals happier citizens.

| don’t see a reason for any more requirements or zonings for the City of Wasilla or surrounding
areas.

| don’t want to pay more taxes. | would be paying for services | do not want, but am forced to
pay for. 1 like not being in the city limits.

Need lots more information. Prefer to be able to read and digest myself at home. Perhaps a
bullet point mailer listing and detailing the most important pros and cons.

| don’t want to pay more taxes. My neighbor has 20 or more dogs and lives in the city and
nothing is done. Why pay for that type of government?

City cannot provide water, sewer, underground power, street lights, and sidewalks.

Don't want to pay city sales tax — don’t use the facility in the city, use Anchorage instead -
Mat-Su is providing it.

Riding my ATV more freely. Plinking with .22 on my five acres. Not adding to a coming
“metropolis”.
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AREA 3 gKhikIGoose Bay)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

We moved here so we could not be in a city. Nothing good comes from having more
government look after us. | do not want the Wasilla Police Department in charge of our safety.

This area does not need any more regulations.

Not too crazy about additional rules regarding the use of firearms and off-road vehicles if this
annexation occurs. Do not like the restrictions.

An expansion of these areas will only result in an expansion of bureaucracies. More tax doliars
for the city will be used, as always, to justify more regulatory control of us citizens. NO!

Regulations, zoning, additional rules regarding off-road vehicles and firearms, possibility of
duplication of services and outcome of same. Both city and borough property taxes???

We would not benefit in any way to being added to the city limits.

We feel that any more government is too much government! Let us alone. We moved out to
get away from the taxes and BS. Live and let live.

As the landowner on an original homestead, | strongly oppose annexation of my property.

If | had wanted to live within the city limits, | would have bought a house within the city limits.
Strongly oppose.

We do not want to be a part of the Wasilla city tax base, period!! You guys are “nuts”.
Strongly oppose. If | wanted to live in the city limits | would have bought property there. | see

absolutely no advantage in this for me or my neighbors, only disadvantages in the form of
restrictions.

| see no positive outcome if this would go through. | would prefer it to remain as is. | can see
no benefit and strongly oppose.

Not interested in city water, city sewer, city politics (regarding what | can and cannot do within or
on my lots). Annexing all these areas will require more money for infrastructure, which will
result in higher property taxes for everyone. Things are fine the way they are — why change it?
Don’t trust that my property taxes would go down versus rise.

Loss of property taxes would increase burden to the borough.

No benefit services.
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AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Don’t want any more sales taxes.

More big government! More BS. | choose NOT to live in the city limits. No. No. No. No. No.
Would likely raise already exorbitant real estate taxes.

This was overwhelmingly rejected fast fall and | don’t see any change in the homeowner’s
response. The vote in the hearing we attended was: one in favor, approximately 70 against.
We learned this is similar to other hearings. There is absolutely no value to us for annexation.
| would have bought a house in city limits if | wanted to live in city limits.

Moved outside Wasilia city limits specifically to have a rural farm lifestyle and livestock. Not
interested in City of Wasilla politics, services, or utilities. Don’t want anymore bureaucracy or
political busy-bodies.

Strongly oppose to being annexed by the city. This is property homesteaded in 1956 and Wiid
Rose Acres (family} is a site condo that does its own road maintenance and has its own by-
laws. We do [not] need more government rules and regulations.

No need for more government regulations... city, state, or federal.

Unknown costs, restrictions, enforcement of laws — size of government.

| do not want anymore governmental interference in my life. | moved here to not be in the city
and | want to remain outside the city.

The reason we bought this property was because it was not in the city limits.

Do not see the need at this time.

Instead of annexing, work on the traffic situation in downtown Wasilla. Where are the one-way
streets, Main and Talkeetna, so we can move freely downtown? Areas 2, 4, and especially 5,
seem to be suited for annexation with citizens’ approval only! | would lose the ability to use my
runway, trap shooting range, target practice, and do my thing outdoors. Just leave well enough
alone!

Too much government now.

[Also in Area 5] The more area annexed will mean that there will need to be more government
people, and agencies will be created. This is NEVER a positive move.

Don'’t need additional regulations — the borough is adequate. Don'’t need to create more
government and pay more taxes to pay more government employees.
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AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QuESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

There is absolutely no benefit to us in being annexed by the city. We don’t want the city’s
intrusive policies imposed on us and will spend thousands of dollars ourselves to mount a
campaign to fight this annexation.

We are just fine with being in the borough.
Higher taxes and more restrictions and regulations.

We prefer to keep things as they are. We have lived around Wasilla since 1981 and neither of
us like what has become of the city or the decisions city officials have made.

| am satisfied with the present situation and foresee no positive benefit to change.

This is primarily a rural area, so we strongly believe that we do NOT belong within the city
boundaries!! Leave us alonel!

Don’t need more government at this time!
Do not want any additional government regulations or requirements.

| don’t believe annexing these areas would benefit anyone in them. | bought property cutside
city limits to stay out of the city politics, taxes, and added regulations. Thanks, but NO
THANKS!

| don’t want the additional governmental rules and restrictions. Initially it appears that this would
provide lower taxes, but this tax revenue will have to be made up somewhere. So, in the end,
we get more rules and same taxes.

City government has nothing better than the borough to offer.

Why no details? If people knew, they would vote no. Be open with details if you want an honest
vote. Strongly Oppose. Ultimately, somehow, someway, taxes would go up. More restrictions
on land use, firearms, hunting, etc. Borough taxes, regulations, and intrusion is bad enough.
We don’t need another entity controlling and taxing to get their way. | will not only vote, but
work toward NO annexation.

We from Area 3, Kink-Goose Bay, Fairview Loop, opposed and defeated the annexation attempt
made by the City of Wasilla in 1986. Both annexation attempts are for one reason; increase the
tax base for the city. We do not shop in Wasilla because of the sales tax. All the benefits that
you are offering suck, such as police (rent a cops). We are better served by the Alaska State
Troopers. None of the fire departments can save our homes; all they save is the foundations.
You can take your annexation and stick it where the sun doesn’t shine!!!

| don’t want any city restrictions, like building permits, sales tax, or business license, etc. What
we have now is good. Leave it alone.
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AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or ogppose annexing your area o the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Prefer to remain totaily rural.

No perceived need for city services.

Firearm usage and off-road vehicle usage.

First, | don’t want to be in the city limits. Second, the city sales tax outweighs deductions in
property tax with no benefits to being in the city limits. Third, don't want to deal with more
government.

One, | do not like that the city can tell me that | can’t shoot my guns on my property, it's my
property, not theirs! Two, ATV’s. Look at the damage done by ATV’s in the city and the city
does nothing. That is a waste of taxpayer money. The city can NOT manage and keep clean
now. Why would anyone want to be part of that? NO THANKS.

The only thing this will do is raise my tax on my home.

[Also in Area 1] No new taxes!!

I’'m worried that along with their city services will come taxes and restrictions. No thank you. All
of the other local property owners which | spoke with feel the same. Don’t annex usH

Have not heard or read any compelling reason to do so.
Don’t want to be in city limits. Taxed more. Bought just outside for a reason.
Satisfied with existing arrangements.

Just don't feel the need. Our place is just fine as it is. It's off Carr Street, off Fairview Loop. |
can't tell from the lousy map where Fairview Loop is at all.

| see no advantage.
i do not want to be part of city regulation and tax control. We have more than enough now.
Don’t need more government.

There are enough people trying to control what | do, | don’t need the City of Wasilla doing the
same and raising my taxes, too.

We chose to live QUTSIDE city limits when we purchased our home for many reasons, and
shouid NQT effectively be forced to move against our wilift

j don’'t need any more services. | don’t want more faxes and more people running (ruining) my
life — more government. NO!
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AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QuUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Oppose (strongly), we moved here from Anchorage to get away from governmental meddling. |
have lived in Alaska for 26 years and | do not clutter my property, period. But | refuse to be
dictated to regarding how | live my life, period.

| did not purchase a home in the Mat-Su to live in Wasilla, or any city limits. People who want
city service can move into city limits. Adamantly oppose. | consider my neighborhood
agricultural, which would conflict with city values. Wasilla has a bad, corrupt reputation. I'd be
embarrassed.

It does not make sense to accept increased regulation and general authoritarian harassment for
the right to vote in city elections. There is no service offered that we do not already have or
cannot be handled better ourselves.

Don’t want city sewer or water or additional faxes. Don’t see any benefits from such a proposal.
| pay enough taxes already and will not benefit from any services by this action.

Taxes will only go up over time if annexed. First, look at history throughout the United States of
America.

No benefit to our area — only more layers of bureaucracy to delay and discourage property
owner development ideas.

[Also in Area 5] Don’t want to have all the rules and regulations of city living.
| prefer to remain outside the city limits.

[Also in Area 3] Paragraph #4 says enough and more. There is more, but without being there
for the meetings | won’t comment now.

Are two points in the mil rate really a significant lower rate? To me, no.

It would take too long and be too expensive to provide city services out this far at this time.
Also, there are other areas more conducive to annexing because of their proximity to the basic
“core area”.

We have a large piece of property and do not want more reguiation on its use. We also live on
a private road which is quite long and would not want to be forced to bring it up to city
standards. The cost would be prohibitive.

When choosing between property, we chose this one particularly because it is unrestricted and
out of city limits. Our property line is the Wasilla city limit line and we don’t want to be in city
limits. It also decreases the value of our property. We DO NOT want to be annexed!

| do not want any more restrictions on what | can and can’t do on my property.




AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

I don’t want to have {o charge sales tax to customers that come to me now because there is no
sales tax here — | shop “out of town” because of the tax myself.

[Also in Area 4] More government — more building regulations. More “TAXES”. More school
expense. More TAXES — more business fees. No — repeat, NO BENEFIT.

We (my husband and I} are very long time Valley residents and have lived in the same
residence for 20 years. We own our home and have our own well and septic. We already pay
for services we don’t use, and have for many years. NO MORE! Ridiculous!

[Also in Area 4] | moved from the Lower 48 fo get away from unreasonable taxes. Now you are
trying to put me back in the same situations. | pay your tax on everything | buy there, now you
want me to pay more. NO WAY!!

Do not see any point in being annexed to the village of Wasilla.

Our public safety is at risk as long as Verne Rupright is mayor. He has proven he is anti-public
safety, anti-law enforcement. We would possibly reconsider once he is no longer mayor.

There is NO reason the city would want to annex more area unless they could tax it. NONE.
Even though there is no current property tax, this annexation attempt shows there soon will be
one. In a nutshell, nothing the government wanis to do is good for people. And that applies to
Republicans as well as Democrats.

Too many costs; don’t want or need the services. Poor performance of Wasilla government in
the past.

If | had wanted to live in Wasilla | would have bought a home there. Wasilla can best be described
as a festering boil on the butt of Alaska and | want to have no part of it. 1 can't think of a single
reason why | should add another layer of government to my life which already includes one too
many — the utterly useless Mat-Su Borough, which sucks away $250 a month in property taxes for
NOTHING! Please go away and leave me alone.

Do not need the rules and regulations required in the city for ORV's.

I moved to the Valley (borough) {o be free of the restrictions of an incorporated city. | like rural
living, free of the rules required within the city. | prefer my area stay free of annexing by the City of
Wasilla.

Too many regulations.

Already too many crooks running the state. We cannot drink chlorine in our water (city water).

Taxes would go up. We don't need the borough and city and state running our lives, and our
business.




AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QuEsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Didn't you attend all three meetings that were held last year? What was the major response? NO,
we don't want an annexation! Didn't you receive over two hundred signatures on the petition
against the annexation? There were only two RICH property owners that don't even live in the
borough that were in favor of the annexation. Why spend more money on a mute subject. NO
ANNEXATION MEANS NO!!

If we wanted to live in the city limits we would have bought a house there. The additional levels of
government are unwelcome. It is common knowledge that this is simply a land grab to expand the
tax base and appease wealthy {and developers. If this is altempted, expect us to fight the

annexation with any and all resources availabie. Better yet, put it to a vote of the people that will
be affected.

Any gun restrictions cut off hunting in this area.
i chose to live outside the Wasilla city limit when | purchased the property.

This is a sales tax grab so the City of Wasilla can buy more buildings that they consider such a
good bargain, and they do not even know what they will use it for. (Meta Rose.)

Currently there is insufficient staffing for city service providers to accommodate an increase in
service area. Taxes will be increased to pay for those services. Time spent to acquire additional
necessary staff to meet taxpayer needs constifutes taxation WITHOUT representation.

There are no benefits to us; all benefits are to the city. They have nothing to offer us. We are a
rural farming area and choose to remain that way. Police protection will be no better due to the
road restrictions: to few direct road accesses. independent small businesses will have the burden
of collecting sales tax, but will get no added benefits from it. The city laws concerning ATV use will
be too restrictive for our area and be completely unenforceable. As 50 year residents on the same

City is too intrusive, corrupt, and greedy.

| see no benefit to the homeowners. | would anticipate a worsening of road maintenance, also.
Taxes would only go up. If the city is to provide police and other services to the newly annexed
areas, how would they pay for them?

We live near East Fairview Loop area. We do not want to be annexed as there is no benefit to us
to be within the city limits. We pay borough taxes for fire and road service and the Alaska State
Troopers. We do not want to be on city water or sewer. We do not want city lights.

We GREATLY oppose the annexation! We feel that there are absolutely no benefits. We are very
concerned that our current road service, provided by the borough, would be eliminated! We feel
we DO NOT need more "government controlled” services at this time. Thank you. (36 years on
our same property.)
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AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QuUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

We enjoy the relaxed rural environment of our area and the associated climate of individual
freedom and respect which transcends a few bucks saved in property taxes. We do not feel we
would receive any substantial benefit from annexation into the City of Wasilla. We do not see any
need for more restrictions in our area or for more precise zoning. While we are not fond of some
neighbor's lack of building skills, we appreciate their freedom to build as they desire on their own
land. We do not see any abuse or need for increased restrictions or rules regarding the use of
firearms and off-road vehicles in our area. Moving to our area from the smothering restrictions of
the Municipality of Anchorage was like a breath of fresh air from which we have no desire o
return.

Reject the additional rules for firearms and off-road vehicles within city limits.

I do not want more zoning, more taxes, or more government control over my property. | also do
not want rules regarding firearm use and off-road vehicle use. No farm animal regulations, no
more regulations! Enact a borough-wide sales tax and abolish the property tax.

| don't want any more regulation. | do not need or want city services. | do shop in Wasilla, but
more than pay for any services used through the tax. | have no interest in Wasilla politics. | live
outside of a city so as not to have to deal with permits and added laws and regulations. | am very
much against annexation as | expressed at the public meeting.

We do not want to be subject to additional regulations that would result by being within Wasilla city
limits. if | have to pay high property taxes for the privilege of not being regulated to death by
bureaucrats, then so be if.

No benefits to becoming part of a city uniess you like additional taxes and more government
imposed restrictions.

1. 1 do not desire to ask a city official if | can own a dog. 2. You offer no services | desire. 3. | view
your annexation as an aggressive conquest attempt. 4. Leave me alone. 5. Your methods for this
annexation effort are disgusting.

| like being outside of the city because of the firearm and off-road vehicle restrictions that would
apply to us if we were zoned city.

Don'’t need sewer or water. Thanks anyway.
We don't want to be restricted in the use of firearms.

| bought my home in this area 25 years ago with the express intent on not living inside Wasila city
limits. | stili feel this way. | do not want any of the restrictions that go with this plan.

| value our rural neighborhood and my freedom to use my property as | choose. We don’t need
city water, or sewer, or pavement, and the fees involved.
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AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or gppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Taxes and regulations.

I don't agree with the land use requirements as established in the city areas. Regulations are too
restrictive to Alaskans. Cities in Alaska are trying to conform to city regulations in the Lower 48
and it does not fit. We suffer now with too much reguiation.

Not only oppose it, but would spend thousands fighting it in court to keep it from going through.
Would aiso donate to any opponent of any politician who votes for it. The city already tried to take
the Windbreak and Six Robblees’ to get a little bit of road work done and to have friends and
donors make money. Also, | do not need their police department, | can take care of myself just
fine. | do not need Wasilla to put any more politics into living in the Valley. We moved out here

from Anchorage to get away from city government and will do everything we can to keep it the way
it is.

1. | don't want to pay sales tax on utilities or service calls — won't be saving any money. 2. { don't
want to pay sales tax on supplies when | build on my property, or to be restricted on what | build
because of the city rules and regulations. 3.1 don't want restrictions on how many or what type of
animals | want to own or have on my property. | live in a farming area. 4. | don't want city
restrictions and regulations telling me how to ride and use my ATV. 5. | want to be able to use my
firearms without city restrictions and regulations — | am a responsible citizen. 6. | don’t see any
benefits to being annexed into Wasilla city limits. 7. Plain and simple — | don't want to be annexed
into Wasilla city limits.

My tenants would be subject to collecting sales tax from their sales and they are already strapped
with low sales due to the economy. Additional sales tax would take away the edge they have to
~ compete for sales to rural residents.

Will this save money and provide city water and sewer, or cost me more in taxes and not give me
any service?

Too many restrictions and no advantage to being part of Wasilla!

Taxes.

[Also in Area 1] For our properties north of Spruce we won't get water/sewer services and right
now the borough does a better job with road service than the City of Wasilla. | did not get a code
for each of my three properties — all three are impacted by this proposal. | am opposed also for
Area 1 annexation.

Until we hear what the true cost fo us will be, we will be opposed. The City of Wasilla needs to be
more proactive in telling residents how, exactly, annexation will affect them.

Too much government regulation, taxes, and all the other problems associated with big
government.
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AREA 3 (Knik/Goose Bay)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D
| see no advantage fo be in the city of Wasilla.
We don't have enough police patrols as it is, what difference would it make to be part of the city?

Not being able to discharge firearms is a issue, off-road vehicle restrictions is a big issue for my
family. Also, if { wanted to live in the City of Wasilla, | would have bought property within the city
limits. | see no benefits for me to have my property annexed into the city.

In the long run it will, and always, mean higher property taxes, starting with Taj Mahal style fire
stations, with high tax-free benefit packages for the new firemen. it will command more
government employees overall to manage their larger city. More rules and regulations, more
interference in my life as a property owner here for the past 26 years. Now your question below
on whether I'm a registered voter in Alaska. Do | smell an already insider trading by that question?
So those who are registered won't have an effect on your poll. Well, I'm not going fo tell you
whether | am or not because the issue here is how do the property owners feel about this, not how
some flag flying politician feels -about it being their platform for this fali's election!

If we wanted to live within city limits, we would have moved within those limits. We do not want
"additional rules regarding the use of firearms and off-road vehicles”. For the city to "support” a
larger area they would likely need fo increase the sales tax to accommodate the additional
services needed. Higher sales tax is not desired, either.

I am in Area 3. | do not want to pay the inevitable higher taxes that will come with city
annexation.

We lived in an area where we were annexed. It cost us $3,000 more a year and the services did
not change.

Extra cost adding more taxes.

Started home distributor program — do not want to have to pay city tax.




AREA 3 (KnikiGoose Bay)

QuestioN:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area lo the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

UNSURE / NO ANSWER / DEPENDS / NEITHER

Equivocal. What additional services, if any, will you provide following annexation? Will Wasilla
Police Department be expanded to allow for faster response time to the annexed area? Will city
water, sewer, and garbage collection be expanded into the annexed areas? If so, when?




AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT
Hopefully the city will encourage the residents to clean up their properties.

We are a short distance from the city boundary at the present time (Peck Street) and [to] be eligible
for city benefits would be an asset as a property owner.

Low producing wells concern us in Area 4. Hope city water comes with annexation. Assume fire
protection and police are benefits as well. Septic not a problem.

| believe we will get faster police or other services faster than we receive now.

[Also in Area 1] (Area 1, North of Spruce Street — West of church.} Better police and road
maintenance. Being in Area 4 and surrounded by city limits; state police have to respond to
disturbances and that takes too long; and county road crews have to go through city roads to plow
the street and that takes too lfong.

Don’t have a reason to oppose, but haven’t really been explained any benefits of being in city.

Lower property taxes. More responsive police protection than understaffed Alaska State Troopers
can give. More precise zoning.

Lower taxes and police protection.
Because | can run for mayor.

Because it seems inevitable as we are so close to the city limits now. Does not seem
worthwhile to oppose something which is underway.

City services.

For better fire protection.

| would like to see lower property {axes.

Access to public utilities.

Vacant property. Require no services, but taxes seem high.
Water, wastewater, and zoning.

Same reasons you already mentioned.

Better representation. Consistency of land around lake.

| think it would improve the neighborhood | live in. And | thought | was already a part of the City
of Wasilla.




AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT’D

Probably better police and road services, yet | am not sure. Let’s put it this way, | don’t oppose
it... 1am neutral. “'m Canada.” “I'm Switzerland.” | am apathetic ©. We do like Mayor
Rupright though!

Property value might increase.
The sales tax collected by the city aliows for lower property taxes for city residents.

I wish to be in the Wasilla Police Department area as their response time will be quicker than
the troopers.

Would like to see improvements in this subdivision (Williwaw).

[Also in Area 5] | own property in Williwaw subdivision. 1t is ideal property for living “close-in” to
Wasilla. 1t needs to be in the city limits so that the City of Wasilia can “clean it up”. When this
area is annexed and the City of Wasilla “cleans up” the Williwaw subdivision it will increase the
number of city residents, thereby increasing federal funding monies available to the City of
Wasilla.

| consider myself part of the city already; however, | don't have the same rights. |1 want to have a
voice in my own community. The annexation is inevitable. Wasilla is growing and so must the
boundaries. Better now then later.

| would like to be able to receive city services in the future.

It would lower my property taxes and | already pay your city sales tax anyway.

Lower taxes.

Better per capita representation, such as council member per resident. Lower taxes. Police
protection. Having a say in what our sales tax is used for. Ridding ourselves of the borough
bureaucratic system.

| would like to see improvements in the Williwaw subdivision via LID (particularly water and
wastewater).

| have a few storage units that would now have to coliect sales tax on, and a rental house. | don't
know how that will impact my business. 1 DO NOT WANT PUBLIC WATER OR SEWER!!! | want
assurance that I will be able to continue using my well and septic system, and not be charged for
something they have so poorly run to-date. Nor should | be forced to drink treated water. | do
note that the taxes are lower for my property located in the city. | also am concerned that the
police will not be able to keep up with the scoff-laws that run wild on the city streets (they can't
now!) and will be stretched too thin. Will more police require higher taxes? So, | am not sure how
| feel AND WILL VOTE ACCORDING TO HOW THESE CONCERNS ARE ADDRESSED.
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AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT'D

We are more or less part of the city already and having it official may help clean up parts of our
neighborhood including, hopefully, sewer and water.




AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE
[Also in Area 1] Title 21 or any future type legislation.
We don’t need any more government control or taxes. Our taxes are high enough already.

No benefit to offset potential tax increases.

Oppose “Area 4”. If we wanted to live in the city, we would have bought there. Don't like city
water. (Chemicals.)

Not sure how it would affect current land usage.

| am happy with the services here and don’'t need more government oversight and taxation.

| see no value to me for this to happen.

The sole reason Wasilla desires to annex adjacent areas is for taxation purposes. Please
dispense with the bull#$% amenities like running for office, serving on boards, etc. ad nauseam.
Please, please, not everyone is gullible!t

Do not want to be a part of the City of Wasilla — taxation formulas.

[Also in Area 3] More government —~ more building regulations. More “TAXES”. More school
expense. More TAXES — more business fees. No —repeat, no BENEFIT.

[Regarding “property taxes in the city are substantially lower than in the adjacent areas”] Don’t
believe this statement — it is misleading.

There are no city services (water, sewer) in this area.

There’s NO service | need from the city. People have stated, “They don’t want this!!” How
many times are you going to bring this up? Knock it off!

| don’t want to have to get rid of my well and septic. Road paving was supposed to be done in
the 1970’s, but mysteriously, the money disappeared! And it has never been done!

| don’t want any more rules or regulations governing my life. No more government controls.
Too many businesses now building on Bogard. | don’t want city sewer and water. | don’t want
more “Strip Malls!” on Bogard. There are no advantages you have named that would be
beneficial to me, nor my property.

Wouldn’t get any more services.

| moved to this location to stay out of the city. Lately the city has been too guick to spend
money. Wasilia cannot provide anything the borough already does provide.

;‘.‘ ey g sevey & AT R & TE A 56
7 Laft B [ 15 FALTHIN T AT RS




AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QuEsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Too much government.

No benefit for the tax.

Less restrictions.

No more government than we already have!! No more taxes!!

[Also in Area 1] [Regarding “some impacts to property owners”] By more taxes! [Regarding
“property taxes in the city are substantially lower”] Wasilla can’t live up to this promise. You lie!
Oppose — Look, do you get it! | attended and voiced my opposition to this. The city does not
have the capacity to provide additional utility services as they stated the need to build a sewer
treatment plant to do this. This is just a money grab to build a bigger tax base. Get it in your
thick pig-headed skull, WE DO NOT WANT THIS! | voiced additional comments at three
meetings. Don’t you listen? Obviously not!

Have a private airstrip on property which might be restricted by the city.

[Also in Area 5] Not enough information as to what the pros and cons are to me as a property
owner.

NO! NO! NO! NO ANNEX. If | wanted to live in the city | would.

Taxes.

| do not see any benefit to belong in the City of Wasilla at this time.

Surrounded by state and borough roads — no advantage to incorporate within the city.
Why would we want to be part of the City of Wasilla? No benefit that we can see.
We will see no added benefit. No sewer or water, etc.

This is my cabin. | don’'t want additional restrictions on my property. | don’'t need additional
services.

| don’t want to live within any city!
| want less government; please get rid of the borough government as well. | want no
entitlements. | want no special interests. This is what more government brings with it. Let's do

more with less (government).

Don’t want city water and sewer or to pay taxes for the City of Wasilla. Already pay enough
taxes.
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AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QUESTION: = “Do you support or oppose annexing your area o the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D
'm content with Mat-Su Borough services, especiaily road maintenance.
Because it really would not do anything beneficial to me for my business.
Don’'t want fo live in a city.

No benefit to me.

It would add unnecessary “reporting” and permit requirements and would likely add future costs
we cannot afford.

[Also in Area 3] Paragraph #4 says enough and more. There is more, but without being there
for the meetings | won’t comment now.

Would love for the city to come in and clean up Williwaw subdivision, however, worried that city
sewer and water will come in when { just (last summer) spent thousands and thousands on a
well and septic system.

Feel we would lose more than we would gain. (We have a small farm.) Do not see any great
benefit at all.

Impacts to property owners...

Nothing | need from the city | don't already get. Leave us alone.

I moved out here 20 years ago to get out of a city. | think Wasilla has grown enough.

We do not need another fayer of bureaucrats and politicians to hinder the already slow process
of getting important things done, like road improvements, infrastructure maintenance, etc. We
aiso do not need another layer of government trying to figure out how to tax us more while

reducing services rendered and requiring more permits and red tape to get things done.

They are trying to force us into this annexation. | don't think the city manages what they have. |
don’t want to be a part of that city AT ALL! Strongly opposed.

Reduce local government; reduce city operating costs by reducing police, firemen, and other
useless public loafers who do nothing, but collect big salaries and pensions of worker’s
expense.

My entire family is located on Wasilla Lake: parent, brother, children. We have fought to keep
Wasilla Lake open to all uses without restrictions. We believe annexation would have an
adverse effect on the way Wasilla Lake is utilized.

Grandfather rights would need to be included if they annexed Area 4.
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AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QuestioN:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

| do not want to be on city water and sewer. | am happy as things are.

Zoning is too intrusive in city codes.

| have sat in your previously held meetings and have heard your spin. 1 do not believe, nor trust
the Wasilla city council. | do not want any new taxes of any kind. You heard this in your
community meetings. WHY are you still pursuing this? Leave us alone.

Do not want this. Leave us alone.

Just bought property for the reason it was located outside of city limits. Built new home and
have invested life savings for this type of lifestyle. Do not want changes!

| do not like the way the City of Wasilla has developed itself so far. | do not want any part of it
now. My property is used only part-time recreational.

We do not want annexation in this area. We are happy the way it is now. We do not want the
money it will cost or the restrictions that will come.

| don’t believe the city can or will provide the financial support for utility improvements without an
increase in taxes! [ also do not want the added restrictions and regulations.

[Alsc in Area 3] | moved from the Lower 48 to get away from unreasonable taxes. Now you are
trying to put me back in the same situations. | pay your tax on everything | buy there, now you
want me to pay more. NO WAY!!

| like the situation “as-is”. I prefer the rural residential designation.

Do not want to live inside city limits. Don’t want sewer, water, etc. through the city. Want to be
able to ride my four-wheeler out of my subdivision to the trails.

Don’t believe taxes in city limits will remain substantially lower. | believe they will increase
eventually and we will be stuck with over-burdened city services as a result.

More taxes, more restrictions. No benefits, no gain.

[Also in Area 1] Don’t want to be part of Wasilla. My home is Area 1 — NO. My business is Area
4 — NO.

We don't want to lose our ability to have farm animals on our property.
More government, more restrictions equals increased taxes, equals less freedom. We do not

want city water or sewer. Alaska State Troopers are more trained and more professional. Can
you guarantee quicker and better snow removal service?
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AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

| am opposed to the annexation of Area 4 for the following reason. Going west from the Parks
Highway there is an area of the state approximately 1,000 miles long by 700 miles wide that is
road-less and largely dependent upon air travel for access. There is no connecting road system
for this portion of the state. All villages and a huge, and expanding, scattering of “Remote”
cabins dot this immense area. Air travel: floats, wheels, and skis is the only logical means of
access. Without the airplane the majority of these structures wouldn’t have been built and local
businesses would not have profited from the sale of construction materials and grocery stores
from the obvious necessities of life. For this reason the airplane is correctly known as the
“Pickup Truck of Alaska”. The Mat-Su Borough profits handsomely from its unique position as
an obvious supply center for this large road-less lake and river covered area. My concern is
that Area 4, with its existing and expanding seaplane faculties and operations might someday
be eyed for the chopping block of seaplane activities. Lower and Upper Wasilla Lakes are both
FAA listed seaplane bases. Lower Wasilla Lake designation is (516) and Upper Wasilla Lake is
(3K9). An aviation related subdivision is currently in development on Upper Wasilla Lake. This
subdivision, if allowed to continue, will bring in increased property taxes and will enhance
remote development and commerce. My concern is that should annexation occur, new
restrictive taxing and regulatory actions might be a case of shooting oneself in the foot.

| don’t need anymore taxes! And | don’t want anymore rules and regulations! Glue: Think of
ways to reduce taxes, rules, and reguiations! Not raise them! (Or move to San Francisco.)

We have no interest in additional rules, regulations or taxes — we moved outside the city limits
for a reason and would leave if annexed. No thanks!

We like things the way they are.

More taxes eventually.

[Also in Area 5] Don't like the city. Most of the people running the city are idiots! They have NO
common sense and are stupid! Look at what they have done with what they aiready oversee.
That's just what | want, to pay to support more useless cops eating donuts and driving brand

new cars. More strip malls, yeah.

No advantage and increased governmental oversight. | thought this issue was closed after
discussions with Sarah, the then-Mayor of Wasilla.

Don’t want it.

it's just an excuse to expand government.

| don’t want your services or your taxes.

We already have too much government interference in our lives!

More taxes, cheap politics, unnecessary regulations and services.




AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Not interested in your city water or other utilities or more rules and laws.

[Also in Area 5] Oppose!!!l We have established businesses in Area 4 and Area 5 and would
incur significant assessments when public utilities are brought into the area. Our customers
would be subject to increased cost due to sales tax and thereby reducing our competitive
advantage.

[Also in Area 5] | don’t see the benefit to me to be inside the city limits.

Too many ridiculous rules.

“Wasilia politicians for the most part are corrupt, short-sighted, and not democratic. | don’t want
another layer of politicians ruining my life and property. (Think forced annexation, “Windbreak”
fiasco, zero lot line subdivision that violated Wasilla rules, but paid off city officials approved.)

Currently have very good response time with road clearing and sweeping; trooper response.
Don’t need more regulations and taxes! That's why we have been here 28 years.

We do NOT want to be in the city limits — you say taxes are lower now, but wait until you have
more people to serve and taxes will go up. We don’t miss any elections. | own two lots in
Williwaw and did not receive this survey.

To the best of my knowledge annexation would not provide access to either city water or sewer
services. | prefer to receive police protection from the Alaska State Troopers as we do now. We
do not want to become embroiled in Wasilla city politics.

If | wanted to be in the city limits | would have bought property inside the limits. | do not want the
rules on my property {o change to the city rules. Why is the city still pushing this? There was no
support for it at the public meeting. Our subdivision had a meeting on this a few weeks ago and
voted with all against the annexation move by the city. The city thinks we should be part of them
because we do stuff there?! By using that logic we should annex into the Anchorage municipality
since most people from the Valley work there. They are talking about transportation when the
public transportation in Anchorage is failing and did not get new support from the people. What
makes them think that the people out here will use public transportation more when the peopie are
generaily more here to be on their own? Most move away from the city and extra rules. | will fight
this all the way. There are a couple ways for the city to do this. They do not have the support of

the people so they are going to go the route of the current administration and stuff it down our
throats. FOUL!H!!

Think Wasilla is just looking for a larger tax base. Do not want to live in the city limits.

 am on a limited budget and | would have to pay more sales tax. As of now, when | order online |
am not charged for sales tax because | don't live in the city limits.
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AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QuEsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

If we had wanted to be within an incorporated city, we would have moved within their borders —
prefer staying as we are — do not want to be a part of the city - actually a unanimous subdivision
decision was made at our last meeting in April to not become a part of the City of Wasilla.

The processes 've observed over the years I've been a resident in my area of the city's
governmental activities do not impress me as an advantage of being part of the City of Wasilla. |
have no trust for any more government involvement or imposition over my or my family's life
activities.

| see nothing the city can offer me, except higher taxes down the road. | now shop, bank, go to
church, etc. in the city limits. | see nc need o change. Why spend the money?

Enough reguiation already, especially in area of land use, permits, and planning. Don’t need two
entities to go to regarding land use permits and building, etc. It's enough hassle dealing with
Mat-Su Borough!

The City of Wasilla offers nothing to being incorporated into their boundaries, other than more
regulation, more taxes, and more fees. There have been annexation meetings in November,
December, and January, where more than 90% of attendees were in opposition to annexation.
Obviously, the city didn’t listen to the results of those meetings, no differently than Obama with
healthcare. Nobody wants this, it offers nothing.

No measurable benefit to annexation. Taxes will increase due to services required by increasing
acreage within city. City is being mismanaged, for example, trying to change zoning to
accommodate shooting range within a residential area. | would not be interested in annexation
under the current city administration — very unprofessional and dishonest group of city leaders.

| already pay borough property taxes and get very little for the money | pay. If annexed | would
also end up paying city property taxes and assessments for area improvements.

Do not want or need city services and would not like any increase in restrictions regarding permits
and land use Wasiila wants. Well and septic usage is cheaper than an LID with the maijor
assessment and which you continually pay a municipal utility company for forever with increasing
water and sewer fees. No thank you.

| do not see any significant benefit to adding wastewater and water treatment facilities in this area
at this time. It would require that lots be smaller than an acre to be feasible. The only location that
has sufficient density is Settlers Bay, where | believe a shopping center is proposed.

1 am already paying Wasilla sales tax with the goods and services that | purchase within the
boundary of the Wasilla city limits that collect taxes; therefore, | see no revenue increase from the
populous or the surrounding business that supports annexation revenue. The money is not there
and | do not want the added the restrictions of being inside the city limits. | could say much, much
more, but | am out of time. Thank you!!
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_AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area lo the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

We do not want to deal with your petty despots such as public works, planning, and more
especially, your armor-vested, swaggering, vertically challenged individuai you have for your code
compliance officer. He would not need that vest if he were not such a pompous in-your-face
power happy idiot. Your predecessor’s antics have made Maney Drive a racetrack for meatheads,
with dust and danger to all. Dope deals occur daily on that nice turnout your public works director
had built. 1t has a view of the surrounding area and constant traffic comes and goes throughout
the night. Further, we purchased our land because of its rural setting. You have devalued the
worth of our property and annexation will only devalue it more. We have had no opportunity to
vote for any of your regulations which will also impact us. We will gain no pubilic utility LID.
Wasilla's only interest is to have more and more commercial activity to gain more and more sales
tax revenue to squander. The homeowners in Wasilla are well and truly $#%"&. | expect
annexation fo occur, against the annex area residents’ wishes. However, if it does | will make sure
that | run for public office and support those who do for the sole purpose of cleaning house.

Verne, | expected you to clean house when you took office and you did not. | thought you were
better than that. You still have all the bad apples and it appears may have gathered a few more.
None of your people listen to public input and do exactly what they want. You have done nothing
o stop this. The Meta Square purchase is a prime example of Wasilla government run amok.
Annex us and then start planning what you are going to do when you leave public office. You will
not get many votes from the annexed areas if you press on with this.

Nothing to gain, but more zoning restrictions.

1 do not need, nor am | willing, to pay for any of Wasilia's city services.

They just want to tax me!l

There would be no benefit for me.

Have property in two annexation areas — one is undeveloped. Do not want to pay Wasilla city
taxes or have all of the zoning rules the city will impose. See absolutely no benefit in the city
government interfering in our property ownership. Truly believe the Greedy City just wants a
larger tax base. Also, survey only allows answer for one area.

| see absolutely no benefit to myself as a property owner in being annexed. The fact that my
property was NOT within Wasilla city limits was a large reason to buy this particular lot over others

available at the time.

I am a horse owner who keeps them on my property and | don’t see things as far as public safety
changing.

[Also in Area 5] We chose to live in the country, not the city, so we will not be burdened by the city
municipal code. We also own property in Area 5 and oppose annexation to that area as well.

There is nothing you can offer us as a reason for being annexed. No sewer, no water.




AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasifla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Do not want to become part of City of Wasilla.

The city does not charge a property tax or road service fee. How are these services going to be
funded with the new annexation and additional needs for road services, transportation, utilities
safety, etc.? Not enough information. | foresee annexation and then property taxes following.

We believe there are not enough benefits of joining the city to make it advantageous to do so. The
city is not currently long on resources, and that to add any benefit for us to be included in the city
is only more fees, taxes, permits, restrictions, and bureaucracy.

| believe | am closer to Palmer.

| don’t want to be part of the City of Wasilia.

Don’t want the City of Wasilla to restrict where | ride my four-wheeler. Don’t see any great benefits.




AREA 4 (Wasilla Lake)

QuesTioN:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

UNSURE / NO ANSWER / DEPENDS NEITHER

Dor’t know the area I'm in; no streets; why? There are no road systems included in you map!
Extremely difficult to know if we are in #1, #4, or #5. Poor map! We are interested in attending a
meeting where questions will be answered.

Neither. No comment.
| sold the property to the state for the Seward Meridian right-of-way.

| support if taxes are not added to my property. | pay enough to the borough for my lake frontage
property.




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT

First, eventually either Wasilla or Palmer is going to “annex” us with our choice, but more likely

against our will. 1 would just as soon be part of Wasilla instead of cliquish Palmer. Second, the
Valley, Wasilla, Palmer, Sutton — Big Lake — Houston should be and needs to be, only one city.
Otherwise, we just keep fighting against ourselves for our fair share from Juneau.

[Also in Area 4] | own property in Williwaw subdivision. It is ideal property for living “close-in” to
Wasilla. It needs to be in the city limits so that the City of Wasilla can “clean it up”. When this
area is annexed, and the City of Wasilla “cleans up” Williwaw subdivision, it will increase the
number of city residents thereby increasing federal funding monies available to the City of
Wasilla.

All for fower property taxes.

Stricter rules for firearms use and off-road vehicles, possible participation in wastewater utilities,
and paving.

Quicker services such as police, fire.

We do most of our business in Wasilla. We keep up on most politics in Wasilla rather than the
borough.

| potentially support this action, but with conditions. | have never before been asked a question
of this potential gravity with such a vacuum of supporting information. To the best of my
research there is NONE. Even the boundaries of the “Areas” are not clearly posted. | suspect,
by my knowledge of the area, that I'm in Area 5, but that's only a supposition based on what
appears to be Seward Meridian Road crossing the end of the lakes and knowing that
Whispering Woods subdivision, Sears, and WalMart are IN the city. | have asked a few
guestions of the City of Wasilla and the answers | got were vague at best. it would seem that
something of this nature would have been researched prior to asking (I'll bet Wasiila did!). And
the resuits of the research would be publicly available, if not included within the survey
paperwork. | would have expected to be able to find some charts comparing the tax differences,
service differences, police response information, road service differences, and so forth. To the
best of my research thus far, none of that has been made available. To be frank, [ have to
wonder why. | see potential in this, but have grave concerns about anything done so
clandestinely. if's almost creepy to have it so poorly published and publicized. 'm even
surprised that your company would participate in a survey that was so poorly outlined. The
results are so “absolute”, but based on such vague parameters that | question the validity of the
results.

The cost of running the city should not be a burden on only a few. However, the growth of city
personnel should be limited {(no more wage increases untit there are more professional
employment opportunities and the economy improves). Also, when is the train system going fo
be on line to and from Anchorage and the Valley? Lastly, the city needs to plan better, don’t mix
residential and commercial.




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QuesTtIiOoN:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT'D

Better police and utility services.

Makes sense.

Lower taxes.

Public safety patrol and coverage. Tax differential.

More focus on our area, a smalier area to manage. Lower property taxes.

| would rather be in the City of Wasilla than under the thumb of the wackos at the borough.
Lower property taxes.

Would increase revenue for emergency services and improve response time.

I'm possibly in Area 4. | want zoning so that my neighborhood and the lower neighborhood are
forced to get rid of the junk cars on their front lawns, tidy up the pig and cow farms, and pick up
frash. City sanitation and water are desirable if done in an environmentally approved way.
Lower taxes.

We would like the Wasilla police protection. Public utilities may be good.

Lower taxes (property tax).

Will not support annexation to Palmer!

Public safety officers.

City water and sewer would be nice. My street needs paving.

if it will truly lower taxes (property) | support. if it doesn’t, | oppose.

Police protection. Eventual city sewer facilities — wastewater. Rules over four-wheeler use.

Lower taxes, public safety (police). Would like more rules regarding firearms and off-road
vehicles.

More services?

We like how the city is trying to diversify the economic base like a plan for industry near the
Wasilla airport.

We need help in code compliance — the borough does nothing. Lower tax base.
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AREA 5 ( PélmerNVasilia Corridor)

QuESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT’D

Police coverage.
Law enforcement, city sewer.

[Also in Area 2 and 3] We appreciate the City of Wasilla’s long-term vision for the greater
Wasilla area. We applaud the city’s effort to further study annexation.

Lower taxes and increased services.
Local police services, road maintenance, and lower RP taxes.
Lower property taxes and police service.

To help regulate the use of the land surrounding my neighborhoods and hopefully petition for
some speed bumps around the streets for the safety of our kids from drivers disregarding the
posted speed limits.

We have desired to have the city annex our area for the reasons stated above; possibly lower
property taxes and the ability to vote on city issues that affect us, but that we are currently unable
to vote on. Hopefully annexation will include us — about % mile past Seward Meridian!

| support annexing my area to the City of Wasilla because it is time we have a say in what
happens in our town. My kids are young; | want to make sure they have the best and the city is
making good decisions for their future. It is time we embrace our growing population and make
Wasilla safe, a community, and a well-structured place to live.

Lower property taxes and police protection. The City of Wasilla government is also more user-
friendly than the borough.

I support annexation to decrease property taxes and increase code compliance regarding zoning
rules. Thanks for asking.

Sewer and water policy.

For better zoning, eventual city sewer, and hopefully we'll have city transportation service when
Wasilla gets around to that. There are seniors and Kids who would benefit from public
transportation today and there are only going to be MORE seniors around here in the future!! |
must say that the borough does an excelient job of keeping our street plowed and sanded in the
winter and | would expect the same from the city.

Improved property vaiues and services.

Property taxes are already too high in the borough. We also need more city police officers than
Alaska State Troopers.




AReA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QuEesTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT, CONT’D

Support is conditional on learning more positive facts that are guaranteed prior to voting. |1 am in
favor of coverage from Wasilla Police Department rather than coverage from Alaska State
Troopers, which equates to no coverage at all. | am in favor of lower property taxes. { am also in
favor of more precise zoning requirements.

Would like to have city sewer and water. Additional comment is that it would be easier to tell

which area you are in with a more detailed map. Just including the Parks Highway and Palmer
Wasilla Highway would help.

I would like water and wastewater service brought into the area near Seward Meridian and
Wickersham.

Lower property tax and better road maintenance.

| want the city of Wasilla to pass zoning ordinances, and covenants, codes, and restrictions.
Respecitfully yours.

We would like sewer lines extended into our area and improved wastewater treatment facilities for
the Wasilla area. The City of Wasilla should plan to extend water and sewer lines into any area it
is annexing. If they do not plan to do so then | am OPPOSED, as there is little benefit for us.
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AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QuUESTION:  “Do you support or oppase annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

QPPOSE

[Also in Area 4] Not enough information as to what the pros and cons are to me as a property
owner.

Just another layer of government with more regulations.

| also own property in Wasilla. | get nothing from them except taxes! They refuse to pave
streets unless one of the (in crowd) owns property on it. Example! They paved right up to the
back corner of then-Mayor, John Stein’s, property but refused to pave any further.

No good comes from having more government, more tax, fees, control, and excess regulations
and red tape.

We do not support being regulated more than we currently are. We moved where we are for a
reason: TO STAY OUT OF CITY LIMITS!

Why would | want to be part of Wasilla??? Keep your regulations, corruption, and leave me
alonel!

Don’t want to be annexed!!!

Don’t want to be part of the city. That's why we moved to the Valley. We don’t want to be super
micro-regulated and controlled. We don't like the Wasilla city police and their attitudes or how
they operate.

There is no good and compelling reason for us to annex. This is an intrusion into our rights and
we purchased where we did because it is outside of city jurisdiction. We are adamantly
opposed and will fight this to the end.

No sales tax; no business license required from city.
Services they promise will never happen in my lifetime.

[Also in Area 4] Don't like the city. Most of the people running the city are idiots! They have NO
common sense and are stupid! Look at what they have done with what they already oversee.
That'’s just what | want, to pay to support more useless cops eating donuts and driving brand
new cars. More strip malls, yeah.

There is no need in this community (adjacent to Hyer Road) to become beholden to the City of
Wasilla. Paying taxes within Wasilla, where most of us do our shopping, should be sufficient for
the administration of that institution. Requiring the citizens of outlying areas {o be subjects of
Wasilla may force many of us to move to Willow or Talkeeina earlier than anticipated.

| don't like the idea of additional rules. | don’t like changes made to where | live. | don't trust
that I'm getting the full story in this flyer. What are the rest of the negatives?




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QUESTION: ‘Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Too much government.

Would not gain anything by being annexed. No city water or sewer, only more regulations. To
my knowiedge Wasilla police does not service Area 5, as you allege. The Alaska State
Troopers are the present responders.

Annexation will raise taxes. Corresponding services will be siow to develop and not offset
additional costs. Don’t want city sewer and water. | already have all | need.

1 don't want to live in the “City of Wasilia"!!! Leave it alone. All you want is more tax money.
It puts people out of work that maintain the service area. Plus, the city does not have enough
people or equipment to maintain the service area so they will raise taxes. | aiready pay the
borough taxes, and then pay the city — NO WAY.

Do not want or need “city” services and do not like rules inside city limits.

[Also in Area 4] Opposel!!l We have established businesses in Area 4 and Area 5 and would
incur significant assessments when public utilities are brought into the area. Our customers
would be subject to increased cost due to sales tax and thereby reducing our competitive
advantage.

[Also in Area 4] | don’t see the benefit to me to be inside the city limits.

Doesn’t benefit me in any way. More rules and regulations.

If we wanted to live in the city we would have bought in that area.

| would lose some of my freedoms that are afforded me — keeping animals, burning.
Disadvantages outweigh advantages.

Our subdivision has its own well system for residents. Will City of Wasilla have sufficient funds
for increased police force? We do not feel the need to become a part of the city. We pay the
sales taxes and do our major shopping, etc. in Wasilla.

If | wanted to live in a city | could have done so.

As with all government, you want more money through taxation. Well, no thanks! Just another
way to legally steal our money! NO, NO, NO. Has to stop somewhere! Leave us alone.

No more government, we have enough. We choose to live outside cities for many reasons.

if we’d wanted to live in the city, we would have bought in the city.




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QUESTION: ‘Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

You have nothing to offert The streets in Wasilla are HORRIBLE, your “city” is just a highway
strip, and you've never met a business that you stopped from building whatever, wherever.
Allowing all businesses at Fred Meyer to share parking sucks. Allowing Freddie’s on the lake —
bad idea!ll

| can’t afford more in property taxes now or in the future.

We moved here to be out of the city limits and all that it involves.

Not necessary.

Wasilla government will never have my best interest at heart as seen by past performance.
Too much government.

| like it as is.

Strongly oppose. There is no benefit to being part of Wasilla city. We are part of the borough,
and there are no services we need from the city. Wasilla should take care of the residents that
already live in the city limits.

Can't tell by your map if in Area #1 or #4. Don’t see the need to be in the city with more rules
and costs. With animals wouid there be a “grandfather” clause? New ordinances? More public
utilities and police and fire protection costs LOTS of money!!

Already pay enough taxes — don’t want more.

We are homeowners and small business owners between the Paimer Wasilla Highway and
Parks, off of Hyer. We do not want to be subject to additional taxes, re-zoning, or any other
changes being part of the City of Wasiila wouid bring. We are very happy with the way things
are.

[Also in Area 4] | don’t see the benefit to me to be inside the city limits.

Don’t want sales tax, regulations, and government intrusion.

Restrictions on zoning — more activities will possibly be zoned out and that is why we like being
out further,

Higher taxes, more control for building permits. The borough service we receive is working fine.

Business would be negatively affected by sales tax and consumers would shop in areas that
have no sales tax. There is ZERO benefit to the residents of this area to annexation, only
benefitting the tax coffers.




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

| do not want to be within the city limits. | do not want city water or sewer in my area and | do
not want the additional restrictions that would be imposed.

Don’t wish to pay additional taxes when | will receive liftle in return.

Cost.

No more government!!! No more taxes!!!

What's in it for me? What is the city going to bring to my property except more taxes?

If itisn’t broken, don't fix it. | love my neighborhood the way it is.

Not interested in the potential “benefits” listed. Annexation would add restrictions (firearms,
ORV use, etc.). | am opposed at this time. Additionally, | would end up paying sales tax at
more locations in the Valley. NO! NO! NO to annexation of my area.

No benefit seen.

Do not want to pay sales tax in this area. It is also a jut out to areas proposed and the line
makes no sense.

Zoning — know of problems when the City of Wasilla has re-zoned areas which land use is by
plat note. My area is of large lot subdivisions and any public utilities would force land owners to
re-subdivide to small lots per cost of “pipe”. This would ruin the area for present iand use
(animals, warehouses, etc.). NO to City of Wasilla!

I would have to pay more taxes and get nothing in return — just because the bureaucrats want to
build a bigger empire — thus putting more money in their pockets.

| can’t see where it would benefit me to be in the city limits.

| do not shop in Wasilla, | go to Palmer. There are too many people and cars in Wasilla and |
don’t want to be associated with Wasilla because of Sarah Palin! She has ruined Wasilla!

Too far from city center, still too rural. Too little direct impact on our area to justify annexation.

We have too many governmental rules, boards, commissions. We don’t need more of the
above telling us how to live our lives.

Not enough information.

No, the Wasilla city officials have shown there is no benefit due to their waste of tax dollars. |
prefer the Palmer city government over the wasteful Wasilla council.




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area fo the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’D

We like the country area and do not want city water or sewer.

If the rational is that | shop and use public facilities in Wasilla, you would be incorrect. |1 am
located in the corridor because | never wanted to be in Wasilla. For the last 15 years we
considered a move. This could precipitate a move. Af least you may have someone who is
interested.

Change of zoning.

| do business most frequently with Palmer. | think Wasilia already has a large area of concern
and I'd rather not be added to it.

It is quite possible after annexation now, higher tax rates would be voted in to pay for expanded
services. Police force increase in manpower and vehicles — use of off-road vehicles within the
city continues with no enforcement. The City of Wasilla should work to improve the core city
area before any annexation is proposed.

This is nothing but a “land grab” by the city to enlarge their tax base. What'’s in it for the
residents?! | wouldn’t expect any more frequent patrolling by the city police than we get now by
the troopers.

| see no real advantage: same borough taxes, but more city taxes on top of more government
restrictions.

The City of Wasilla offers me nothing. If we were in the city limits we would pay taxes on all of
our utilities. The only thing Wasilla is interested in is taxes, taxes, and more taxes. As a retired
person | don't need to be paying more taxes, | need to pay less. The statements made in your
survey are misleading. Second paragraph — just because | shop in Wasilla doesn’t mean | want
to be in the city. | can, and do, shop elsewhere. We have lived at this location for 20 years and
have never, and | mean never, seen a Wasilla policeman in this subdivision. So don't try to tell
me they cover this area. Third paragraph — you got that right, the City of Wasilla is the only one
that will benefit from annexing this area. Fourth paragraph — the city can plan all they want to
considering ufilities. | know they are not going to do anything about my utilities, so why would
you think | shouid be concerned? | do not need any more rules and regulations, covenants,
rules against firearms and off-road vehicles. From what | can see, nobody pays any attention to
your rules anyway. Fifth paragraph ~ your statement, “...however, the city does not charge a
property tax or road service fee, so property taxes in the city are substantially lower than in the
adjacent areas.” In the same sentence you say the city doesn’t not charge a property tax and
then in the same breath same sentence you state the taxes are lower. Okay... what is it? Does
the city charge property tax or not? Whoever wrote this is obviously a politician and/or lawyer.
Thanks, but no thanks. | will strongly campaign against the city annexing this area.

We do not want to be part of Wasilla! You can keep your taxes, your zoning, and your jaws!
Leave us alone.




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or gppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

| do not want additional regulations regarding off-road vehicle use, building permits, etc.
Sales tax conflicts with my business along with a multitude of other issues.

Taxes, restrictions.

'm from Palmer — | do not wish to be from Wasilla!

Things are great the way they are. | spend thousands of dollars in Wasilla, pay sales tax,
borough tax. Bigger isn’t always better. Been here 30 years.

City expansion is a waste of time and money. All the city wants is fo expand their tax base. |
moved out of Anchorage in 1981. Have no desire to be in a city again.

We don’t want to be part of the city.

Property taxes are low for now, but that can and will change. Add that to a sales tax and it isn’t
worth the benefit.

The area where | purchased my home in was outside the City of Wasilla and | have all the
services | desire. The only benefit of being annexed: would be allowed to pay additional
property tax. If Wasilla needs to increase revenues | recommend raising city sales tax and not
target “only” landowners.

Do not want to be part of the City of Wasilla.

Do not need water or sewer from City of Wasilla, or new taxes.

We do not want to be under the thumb of the city, we have enough help with services from the
borough. Enough taxes. Building permits are a joke. Land use — big deal - not. Do not zone
us in; we do not want any part of “city” use.

Too far from Wasilla.

| have been in this area since the early 1960’s and in that time have seen more and more
regulation, and with annexing just more reguiations, so NO.

Possibility of more services — no additional tax.
| like the way it is.
Do not want to for many reasons. | want to stay the way it is now.

i do not want to live in the “city”. We give Wasilla enough taxes. | like my well — “no chlorine” —
my septic works fine. Tell Rupright to give up. This was soundly defeated last year.
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AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

| do not want to have more permitting imposed on my land.
We moved here so we wouldn’t be in the city limit and that's how we like it.

| do not believe it is necessary to increase boundaries. We bought out of city limits because we
did not want to be in city limits.

Future ability to tax residence and rules and regulations involving ATV and firearms use.
Dor’'t need anymore government control.

If | want to live in Wasilla | will move there!

Don’t want to be in the city fimits.

More taxes, more regulations.

I'm very happy with the way it is now, | don’t see need for a change.

Husband doesn’t trust city government. Wife thinks we’ll be charged for a sewer system when
our well (and everyone else’s in our subdivision) works just fine.

Prefers to remain a rural area between Wasilla and Palmer and not be regulated as part of city
limit so | can raise small livestock.

| like it the way it is.

We have enough government intervention with Mat-Su Borough. Don’t need a whole new body
extorting more of our money. I've told you before what you can do with your donut tax.

As always, this survey is very vague. We don’t need any city services and we sure don't need
any city government along with its taxes. | don’t think we would benefit from the expansion of
Wasilla.

Oppose. No benefit to me — more tax!

| oppose any action of politicians to control and restrict my autonomy. | consider this a grab for
power and control. Wasilla is doing a poor job with what it has. We don’t need or want their
problems or control.

Why — what’s in it for us?

| purposely bought outside of “city limits” and the last thing | want is to be forced into this. Also,

too many times has the promise of “lower taxes” been dangled in front of voters just to have
taxes raised instead. NO! OPPOSE!
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AREA 5 (Pa!merNVasiI!a Corridor)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Fail to see major benefits.

Annexing would be of no positive benefit for us. Example, snow plowing has decreased in
quality since city managed.

We don't need any more rules or taxes. The city just wants more taxes. | don’t want to be part
of this. | oppose it very strongly.

No benefit (like sewer and water), and collecting sales tax. We have a smali business at home.
Paying for a LID is costly.

| do not want to fall under the taxes for the city.

| see no benefit to becoming part of the city. Don't want, or need, city water utilities. | can think
of no city service that would benefit being annexed. 1t would impact my small home-based
business due to having to collect sales tax and the requirement for a city business license. |
would more than likely close the business. | moved from Anchorage because | did not want to
be part of a city.

A Wasilla business license will be required (in addition to borough license). Wasilla needs to
have a plan for the city — a vision — that makes it more attractive. “Wonderland Park” is/was a
visionary leader. Wasilla needs a comprehensive plan for development, “community center”,
and traffic, parks, etc.

Don’'t want any more taxes — learn to budget what you have! Do not need bigger government
intruding into where we live by rezoning. [Regarding utilities through LID] All of these things end
up costing homeowners more money.

| still remember when Anchorage annexed Eagle River. Land taxes did not go down, nor did
public utilities and services improve. “City center’ always gets served first.

| purposely purchased a home outside city limits! | do not agree with or want additional
restrictions imposed. | live in the Valley for a reason and currently if | wouid like to have a
couple chickens in my backyard | can...

Unsure of the City of Wasilla’s in-depth reason behind this (taxes, forcibly taking property for
their benefit, etc.).

No additional sales tax.
We conduct most of our business in Palmer.
1 do not want: More government, more property taxes, more sales tax, city water and sewer,

more land use restrictions, more building permit red tape, more bull#@%$%, and less quality of
life. If | wanted to live in a “City of” | would have bought or built in one. Leave us alone.
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AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QuestioN:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

[Also in Area 1] Wasilla has nothing to offer me. City services are poor at best. They (you)
have an antiquated and improper 911 system (Paimer answers 91177). Police are lazy,; they
answer calls for domestic violence complaints over the phone. Not to mention your sales tax.

| do not want more precise zoning. i support off-road vehicles on trails. | don’t support more
rules on firearms. Thank you.

Find no benefit. 'm a small business owner and it would only cost me more fees and sales tax
collection.

It will cost me city taxes at first AND will cost me (in 20 years) to get hooked to city water and
sewer when you decide to put itin. This is for starters. Any more questions, let me know.

{ don’t want to be told that | cannot run a business out of my home — and my clients like NO
sales tax.

| am not impressed with the competence or courtesy displayed by the Wasilla Police
Department. | know there have been efforts to improve this organization, but for now, | prefer to
be covered by the troopers.

No need for further taxes, nor services.
[Also in Area 3] Don’t want to have all the rules and regulations of city living.

| want the area to stay in the borough and not in the city.

| like it the way it is. We do not need any more control by government-run entities. Local, State or
federal. No more taxes. PERIOD!

1. Your "map" is incredibly misleading. Where are the borders? 2. | pay sales taxes in Wasilla.
What "services” would be received incumbent upon added property taxes, regulation, and added
administrative burden? 3. Given previous administrations in Wasilla, what credibility am 1 to
extend to the current or future ones? 4. Subsequent to #3, what assurance would be extended
that 1 would not be "induced" to mandate changes to the quite satisfactory — thank you very much
— services currently received in the borough? So far this merely appears to be an effort to
increase the tax base without much in return. | chose to live outside the Wasilla limits when |
moved here years ago. | see no reason to alter that decision at this date.

Not enough information or time to evaluate properly. Things are fine the way they are so
opposition is the best vote for me at this time.




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or ogppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’'D
I'm happy with the services already in existence.

| don't want to have more restrictions that restrict what | can do on my property or in the area | live.
Don't want to have to connect to city water or sewer.

In the dictionary annex means "to take or appropriate without permission”. Wasilla wants to take
more territory to broaden their tax base. It's all about the money. More territory will mean more
and larger government. More government needs more funding and a bigger budget. It means
more public work projects, more building city infrastructure, more taxes. Big government always
wanis to get bigger, bar none. The fact they are considering taking the land by "annexing”, without
a public vote, proves my point. Our current government culture is way too wasteful. They think
every building project needs t{o be more beautiful and grand than the last. No government builds a
structure that is just good enough to work and last a fair amount of time. No, they always want to
build the biggest most spectacular structure they can get away with. They build monuments fo
their own successes, legacies. Next our freedoms will be slowly eroded with new more stringent
regulations, like building codes, permits for any construction or deconstruction you may do, etc.
And the permit prices will constantly go up to help pay for the wasteful projects the kings in charge
deem necessary. | grew up on the east coast of the Lower 48, and that's how it happened. The
common man in Delaware is strangled by the rules and regulations in that area. If we allow this to
happen in the Mat-Su Valley, there is no going back. This will be disguised as "being for the good
of the people”, but in reality, it will be for growing our aiready overpowered government. You
asked for my two cents and | honestly gave it to you. But | know this will be thrown away, and
discounted, because I'm just a common citizen. I'm not one of the chosen few. I'm part of the
silent majority. I'm an American. But I'm a realist. I'm sure this decision has already been made.
This survey is just to ease the conscience of the "movers and shakers" in the Wasilla elite. Yes,
I'm registered to vote in Alaska. And my next vote will be to the candidate that resists government
growth.

NO ANNEXATION.

Wasilla is not a city. 1t is a wide spot in the road.

Conflicts with current subdivision covenants. Expect problems with existing residential land uses
(horses, geese, chickens, dogs, vehicles (hobby), landscaping). | like not being in the City of
Wasilla.

New taxes and no benefits for the annexation.

Stay away from me, city; don't want you.

| would like more detailed information about how my area would be affected by annexation.

Don't see a need for more government.




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area fo the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

| purchased my home nine years ago and the fact that it was not inside any city limits was a large
factor in my decision to purchase.

I-am happy with the current amount of infrastructure and services. | see no need for more
restrictions.

| believe that Wasilla wants to annex o gain more taxes, despite what the mailer says. | can't
imagine Wasilla wanting to annex for any other reasons. More people means more tax revenue.

We do not feel there would be much benefit for our area and would oppose higher taxes to support
it.

Taxes.

1. Trying to annex too large of an area at one time. 2. Planning and zoning issues are more
stringent. 3. City does not charge a road service fee, but who will plow the roads? Do we stay in
our same road service areas? If we do, then what is the advantage to the annexation? 4. We
have a community well. Will the city take over the maintenance of this system? If so, why would
we want to pay an LID when we are paying water fees now that are very reasonable? 5. Annexing
will require a huge increase in city staff, like public safety, plus additional staff in the city offices to
handle more planning, zoning, and finance issues. 6. Does the borough continue to maintain the
parks and trails that are within the proposed annexation areas? Summary: Too many unanswered
questions, therefore, | don't see any advantages to annexing to the city.

| don't see any advantage to being part of the city.

Oppose additional governmental control over my land use. Many of the city codes are not
applicable or necessary in the outlying areas (like discharge of firearms).

If | wanted to live within the city limits | would have purchased a house located within the city limits.

Unneeded and unwanted.

Do not believe there is any benefit to being in Wasilla city limits. if | wanted to be in the city limits |
would have moved there. Do not want restrictions on my property. Do not want to participate in
LID for utilities.

Public safety and road maintenance is aiready provided at a very high level. No intervention on
behalf of the City of Wasilla is necessary.

It is just another way to get more money from the people. | don't need city services. If | wanted to
live inside the city | would move there.
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AREA 5 (PélmeerasiIla Corridor)

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT’'D

| purchased this land because of the freedom, unlike in the city limits. | do not want to collect sales
tax from my customers so the City of Wasilla can #*$% away that money like they do all the sales
tax money. The City of Wasilla can't take care of their own business, so why do they think we
want their problems crammed down our throats?

Don't know of any benefit to being within Wasilla City limits.

[Also in Area 4] We chose to live in the country, not the city, so we will not be burdened by the city
municipal code. We also own property in Area 5 and oppose annexation to that area as well.

| do not wish to be subject to sales tax online. Currently, merchandise | purchase via the internet
is tax free. This would change with an annexation.

This survey provides me with inadequate information to make a decision. The map is too hard to
tell what area | live in. The map is poorly illustrated and inadequate to the task. | guessed at my
region so | could continue with the survey. This phony survey is evidence enocugh to establish a
fact. The City of Wasilla is little concerned with what | think and is going to proceed with their
vision regardiess of my opinion.

Not necessary — not enough benefits versus cost.

Additional rules equal loss of freedoms.




AREA 5 (Palmer/Wasilla Corridor)

QuesTtiOoN: ‘Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

UNSURE / NO ANSWER / DEPENDS / NEITHER

I’d favor this if annexation would provide access to water utility; otherwise | don’t see an
advantage.

| find that not enough information is provided to make a choice. Also, confusing statements:
*The city does not charge a property tax or road service fee, so property taxes in the city are
substantially lower than in the adjacent areas.” (What does this mean?)

It is impossible for me to make an intelligent decision with this limited information.

Ninety percent support, ten percent oppose. Support: like “Strong Mayor” government; Wasilla
Police Department is better than troopers; like lower taxes; have better impression of City of
Wasilla than Mat-Su Borough. Oppose: firearms laws should be more relaxed in Palmer-
Wasilla corridor area {o match Mat-Su Boroughs’.

Undecided. Is there an agreement between the city and the borough about taxes and services?
Until that happens and the agreement provided to the public, how can a voter make a decision?




No AREA

QuEesTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT

[NO COMMENTS IN THIS SECTION]




_No AREA

QuEsTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE

You build with no plan!! You waste tax money all the time. If you could do something besides
add police. No gyms, no kid’s places, nothing for youth. There are businesses in residential
areas. | see no real plan. Cart behind the horse?

Taxes.

The new services areas will not receive more service. This is merely a money grab. This citizen
is opposing. Less government starts locally.

Taxes.

No foreseeable services offered by the city, such as sewer and water. | bought my home in 1986
with the express intention of being outside of city limits. Do not want this pushed on us.

Do not want more regulation (laws) for my property. Want {o be able to harvest game on my
property (outside city limits). No additional taxes.

Already have wells, and septic, homeowners dues. Mat-Su Borough provides little service.
Disagree unless get more service for taxes at a rate equal to or less than Mat-Su Borough, also
a break on taxes for undeveloped land. Most of all, property owners can't vote in Wasilla if they
don't live there, thus this is taxation without representation.

There is no such thing as a free lunch as intimated by no property tax. Utilities and other
services will be taxes. The old saying that | am here from the government to help you holds true.
This is just another attempt by local bureaucracy to exert control. Favoritism and criminal
activities will follow just as if it were an attempt to close Windbreak Cafe to benefit a
development.

It would raise taxes and would increase government intrusion and complication with little or distant
benefits.

The map is too inadequate to show if we would be affected by an annexation.
Want to keep my well and septic. Don’t need more taxes.

Additional restrictions such as firearms restrictions, building and iand use restrictions, ATV off-road
vehicle restrictions. If { wanted to live in Wasilla | would have bought my home therel!!

Do not wish to live in the City of Wasilla.
Less government — more freedom!
The city does not provide adequate support for roads and other utilities to the outlying areas

currently in the city — testimony in Wasilla and Knik Road hearings proved that. Don’'t want — don'’t
need the city.
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No AREA |

QuesTiON:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D
| don’t want my business involved in city sales tax.
We don’t need more government and taxes.
| strongly oppose this annexation. The city cannot offer police, water and sewer without increasing
property taxes (Wasilla city). | for one will strongly campaign against this issue. Advise Wasilia city

council not to pursue this.

Contended with borough regulations for many years. Burn barrel — no need to drive to dump.
Large garden space. No restrictions.

Violently oppose — There’s NO reason except you wanting more money. | want nothing to do with
that city. Don't annex anything.

| feel that we would have less service and more taxes. We still buy almost everything in the city.

| see this as bigger government. If | had wanted to live in the city limits that is where | would have
built to begin with. We say no.

The supposed benefits will take forever to implement. For example, city sewer and water,
increased police coverage. The supposed benefits will be very expensive to implement.

Less government.

Attempt to increase the city’s revenue base without any additional services to the residents of the
proposed areas of annexation.

It will cost me more money to live in the city limits and it will cost my business customers money.

What advantage does the city gain by expansion? There are no additional services the city would
provide which are not provided at this time.

City zoning restrictions and requirements in regard to personal activity choices.

No more T.E.A. taxes.

Don’t want, don't need city services.

| do not see a purpose for annexation. The core area is fine the way it currently is. No annexation!
No benefits to us to be annexed. Too much bureaucratic regulation! Wasilia is big enough!!

| feel, know, the more | allow government to take my property, the more | lose.

We do not want to see unrestricted subdivisions become restricted.
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No AREA

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area lo the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

OPPOSE, CONT'D

Totally unnecessary ~ no need for this except to put a greater tax load on property owners and
funds in Wasilla’s pocket.

Do not want to be any part of the City of Wasilla.
Wili raise our taxes.

Area to try to annex is not ready for it, primarily due to excessive cost and lack of support or foliow-
through.

More sales tax means less property tax.
Progress.

Overlapping land use - additional taxes and lack of representation on the local political body.




NO AREA

QUESTION:  “Do you support or oppose annexing your area to the City of Wasilla?” Reason:

SUPPORT

[Also typed in Area 3] (All Areas) Future growth and plénning looking forward 20 years will be a
fact in our potential to shape a positive image and sustainable property values.

OPPOSE

[NO COMMENTS IN THIS SECTION]

UNSURE / NO ANSWER / DEPENDS / NEITHER

Wasilla collects sales taxes from the adjacent 20,000 residents and uses it for the benefit of their
5,000 residents. Why do they want to share this gravy train?
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