
By: Council Member Sullivan-Leonard 
Adopted: August 13, 2012 

Vote: Holler, Katkus, Sullivan-Leonard, and Wall in favor. Woodruff opposed. 

CITY OF WASILLA 
RESOLUTION SERIAL NO. 12-20 

Harris absent. 

A RESOlUTION OF THE WASILLA CITY COUNCIL OPPOSING BALLOT 
MEASURE TWO, COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM, TO BE VOTED 
UPON AT THE UPCOMING STATE PRIMARY ELECTION ON AUGUST 28, 2012 .. 

WHEREAS, the Alaska Constitution provides that Alaska's resources shall be 
made available for maximum use consistent with the public interest; and 

WHEREAS, Alaska's current regulatory process for permitting resource 
development protects the environment, human health and safety, and subsistence 
values; and 

WHEREAS, input from coastal communities is an important part of the project 
approval process and the concerns of local citizens are reflected in decisions about 
coastal development; and 

WHEREAS, Ballot Measure 2 has the potential to undermine ongoing and future 
development projects across Alaska that help drive the economy and create jobs; that 
the impact of the measure is so broad it could affect oil, gas, mining, fishing, retail, 
tourism, small businesses and even individual property owners with burdensome new 
regulations; and 

WHEREAS, Ballot Measure 2 would create a new, unaccountable and unelected 
policy board to set coastal statewide policy composed of decision makers without the 
necessary technical knowledge or expertise to oversee responsible coastal 
development; and 

WHEREAS, Ballot Measure 2 would create endless legal battles over current and 
future development, with no clear timeline for resolution; and 

WHEREAS, Ballot Measure 2 does not simply restore the prior coastal zone 
management program; but instead, substitutes a new, needlessly complex and 
bureaucratic regulatory regime; and 
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WHEREAS, Ballot Measure 2 is so defective, poorly written and ill-defined that it: 

• Delegates authority over coastal management decisions to a handful of 
unelected officials with few concrete standards to guide their decision
making; and 

• Fails to establish a timely permitting process or eliminate duplicative 
processes; and 

• Allows individual coastal districts to veto a permit based on standards that 
may have no scientific basis, even if that permit meets all state and federal 
standards; and 

• Greatly expands the scope of Alaska's \\coasts" to include any use or resource 
elsewhere that could affect a coastal region; and 

WHEREAS, a truly effective coastal management program needs dear and 
reasonable triggers for accountability, specific timelines and firm deadlines for 
completion of the required review process; and 

WHEREAS, Alaskans share a longstanding commitment to a balanced approach 
to development with strong environmental standards; that Ballot Measure 2 alters that 
balance in a dangerous way. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Wasilla City Council opposes the 
passage of Ballot Measure 2 to be voted upon in the Alaska statewide primary election 
on August 28, 2012. 

ADOPTED by the Wasilla City Council on August 13, 2012. 

ATTEST: 

KRISTIE SMITHERS, MMC, City Clerk 
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Resolution Serial No .. 12-20: OPPOSING BALLOT MEASURE TWO, COASTAL 
ZONE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM, TO BE VOTED UPON AT THE UPCOMING 
STATE PRIMARY ELECTION ON AUGUST 28, 2012 .. 

Agenda of: July 9, 2012 
Originator: Council Member Sullivan-Leonard 

Route 
to: 

X 

Department 

Finance Director 

X Interim Deputy Administrator 

X City Clerk 

Date: July 2, 2012 

Date 

FISCAL IMPACT: Dyes or r8J no Funds Available D Yes or D No 

Account name/number: 
Attachments: 

Resolution Serial No. 12-20 (2 pages) 

SUMMARY STATEMENT: I am submitting Resolution Serial No.12-20 to you for your 
review and support. 

Ballot Measure 2 will be on the upcoming primary ballot on August 28, 2012. It is 
an initiative that will create another level of government that is not necessary. At a time 
when the Mat-Su Borough is looking to develop capital projects to spur our economy 
this is not the time to implement another level of bureaucracy to stop needed 
infrastructure and economic growth. 

As you are aware, our state is already subject to strict oversight by EPA and 
other environmental standards and regulations that are cumbersome and cause many 
projects to take years to complete. This ballot measure would affect our many sectors 
that are working hard to get our economy moving forward through: oil and gas 
development, mining, fishing, retail, tourism and small business development. Let's stop 
the growth of government and support the economic growth in Alaska. I ask for your 
support to pass this resolution to send a clear message that the City of Wasilla does not 
support Ballot Measure 2. 

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution Serial No. 12-20. 
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Kristie Smithers 

Subject: FW: info for council on BM 2 

Kristie, 

Please add the following informative opinions on the Alaska Coastal Zone Management Program, 
Ballot Measure 2 to the upcoming agenda for council's review and consideration. 

Thanks, 

Colleen 
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MY.Turn 
Why coastal zone initiative, Prop 2, $hould be. defeated 

Frank Mutkowski 
Frank Murkowski was governorofAiaskafrom·2002 to2006, its U.S. senator fronf 1980to2002.and .chairman 

of the ... Senate EnergyCommitte~frorr1199§t().20R1 •. 
{The following .is a condensed. version off()rmer (3oy.l\llljrkowski's 

recently.published editorial,reprinted with his permission.) 

Make no mistake, the Coastal Zone Planning initiC1tivethatvviUa~p~ar()nthis)\ugust'sPrinic:uyJ3c:dlot 
as Proposition 2 is very different fromthebillthat passedtheHOU§e40-0.inth~.2011.s~s~ion pfthe 
Legislature. Proposition 2 will do nothing more than addtnore .governmentandanother permitting 
layer that will delay projects and cost jobs. 

As proof -- only 7 out .of 60 Alaska legislators supported what willbe Proposition 2 whenitwas 
proposed as legislation in the 2012 session of the Legislature .. ReJ11el11ber-"' 

• 
There. had be .. en .. d .. e .. ··b ... a .. te o·n.· G ..•. o.a· s. ·t. a. I.·.Zo. ·. n. ·e.·· .. · .. ·fc .. o·.· '.·.··.·.tw··.·. o ... •>" .•.••. ea·· .... ".s,. s.·.·.o .... J·.··.·.·.e·.··.· .. • .. ·.··.g·.····. ~ .. ··.·s .. 1 .• ato·········.·.•·r;···.········.s······.·.·····.• ...•.•.... w··········.· ...•. ·.· .. ··e·• .•. ·.···.····.li···.·.······· ... e··.·.·· .• ············.·.·.• .• n····.· .. ·.··.u···.· •. •.· .. · ... l.·.· ... ' ... y···.·· .. · .. •· .• •.·· .. • .• a .. ·······w. ..••....•...•. · .. •.a.·.·.·······li .... ··.e o. '.·· .. ·.t·.· •• h ......... · .. ·e··.· .. · .. impact of the differing proposals. 

The vot. e ln. t ... he 2·. 0 ..... 11 se··.ssio .. n. ·.· s·.· h. o .. · .. w.·e·····.·.d··.t·. h.·· a.·.· .. t·····.a·.· .. ".·.·· . .4····. O ... · ...• H ... · ... ·· ....•. o ...... ·.···.u·········•·s ... ·e···.· ••..•... ·m ..•••• ·.·•.· .•... ·.• .. •.··.·.•e.·.·•.·•·.m··.· ....•.. · ..... ··.·.b·········.·.· .•... e·····.· .. ·• .. • •. '.•.· .. ··.· ..•• •.s ... · .• · .• ·· ...•• ·.·.•.•.•.a.• .... •.•·.·.•··.n.• .•. · .• ·.·• .• ··.· .• d.•.·.·.·.·.···.· ...•. ·.·.·.•• .• ·.·.m.• ...... •.·.··.· •..• ·.·· .•. ·.··a·.·······.··.• .. · ..•. ·.n.· ..... • •... • •.. Y·· .. · ... •··· .• • .• ·•·.· .. • •. ·.n····· • .,··.•.·.· .....• o .... ·•.··.· ... · •. ·m·· .. •.··•··••· ... ···.· ... · ..•.. ·.· •. ·.·I··.·.n·.·.•· .• • ..... •.•·.d····•.·.··.·u· .. · •. ·.•.·· •.• • .... s ..•.. ·.·.·.·.t.ry.were willing to support reasonable coastal zone legislation. 
Yet, only.7 legislators supported what will be Propositiotl2in thefor1J1 .. oflegislation --•6 

• 

• 
Democrats and 1· Republican from Homt;;r~ 

If 53 Republicans· and ·Democrats canagreeonso111ething,we s~ouldallta~~}CI.step back ahd ·.really 
consider what the initiative that will appear on the primaryballotwilldoand won'tdo. 

Proposition 2 .Provides no state .. standardstolif11itthe extentof .. a C()astaldistrict 
The complexities, inconsistencies, and al11biguities vvill causelitigation,andlitigatibh\NIII cause 
significant delays in obtaining consistency determinations and costAiaska jobs. 

The initiative is being promotedbygovernmentpeople whowantto add mdr~governrnent and more 
conditions to projects that have been approved by state and feder~l figenc;ies. More goyen1ment 
stands in stark contrast to Alaskans who are saying we already have too muct1 government in our 
lives. 

For all these reasons I urge the defeatofBallofPropositioh 2. 

2 




