




















  

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

  
  
  
  

  
  
  
  
      

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

  
  
  

I, Sam Hatch, object to the LID. The city has multiple problems with the current LID proposal. 

1. The Assembly is abusing both its emergency declaration by extending it beyond any 
immediate flooding emergency, and the LID mechanism by seizing property and failing to build 
an actual permanent improvement. Flood Fighting is an emergency action, not an improvement, 
and all of Juneau should pay for that together, just like fire-fighting, police and ambulances. The 
city administration is choosing to spend millions on “wants,” like fancy office buildings, gondolas, 
and art on the docks, while demanding a cost-share on the public’s “needs”. Would you use a 
LID to build a police or fire station, or a park in a neighborhood? Or charge individuals for 
emergency services during a crash? 

2. We will receive no benefit from the currently proposed barrier. Since we chose to elevate and 
retrofit our property due to a decade of inaction by the city on previous floods, the living space 
for my house is higher than the top of the proposed barriers. Everything else is designed to 
safely flood. The barrier can only hurt us and damage our property. 

3. The city has failed to include all benefited properties in the LID. The proposed barrier is a 16 
foot inundation + 4 vertical feet levee. But only the 16 foot inundation map was used to define 
the properties in the LID without accounting for the actual elevation protected by the barrier. 
There are hundreds of additional properties that should be included. The city pushed this 
forward without doing its due-diligence to identify all benefited properties. 

4. The LID’s current assessment method is indefensible, four properties are receiving $150,000 
or more in bank stabilization work for only $56,000. This means the real cost is borne by the city 
and all the other LID members. The “equal” assessment method makes no distinction between 
the actual elevation of the houses included. There is a massive difference in benefit if only the 
garage and crawlspace could get wet (maybe $20,000 of damage), versus the lower level living 
space being flooded (over $100,000 of damage). The LID assessment of $6,000 per property 
regardless of property details is dereliction on the city's part and illegal per the intent of the LID 
statute. 

5. The 70 riverbank properties being used to build the barriers are being subjected to eminent 
domain without due process. Assessed the same as everyone else, they have the most to lose 
as a significant part of their property will be converted to an overseas army base for 10 years -
basically forever for many property owners. The MOU waiving all city responsibility for the 
barriers is insulting, as is the loss of the use of the property for 10 years without any 
compensation or binding contract. This is eminent domain by the city as it will use the properties 
regardless of the owner’s desires or rights. Federal and State law require compensation and 
due process for the use of eminent domain. Unless the city addresses this it will stop 
construction of the barriers. 

6. The city’s predilection to move forward without a complete H&H study indicating a successful 
strategy is frightening and irresponsible. The HESCO plan should not proceed if it will cause a 
rise in floodwaters that will negatively affect other property owners, like the multiple: schools, 



































 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

Afterall some of us haven’t forgotten that the Augustus Brown swimming pool was no 
longer going to be a drain on taxpayers after the Diamond Park Aquatic Center was brought 
into performance but here we are having just born the cost of its renovation. Do something 
good for this community for a change instead of advancing agendas without the knowledge 
of or support of the tax paying citizens of this amazing community. 

Do you charge the homeowners out Thane road for the avalanche control expenditures 
incurred annually for the counter measures taken on their behalf in effort to keep them 
safe? 

This ordnance needs to be more thoroughly considered utilizing the most current data 
available before any measures are taken or any unwarranted expense passed onto those of 
us impacted by the flooding in the Valley, the city should be seeking a solution for the 
entire flood zone not just a portion of it. 

The citizens you propose bear the cost of this non property value increasing temporary 
likely to never be effective idea that would likely require those resistant to it to be 
prosecuted before full compliance could be achieved rendering these efforts fruitless as 
this plan can't work without full participation – these home owners are already traumatized 
many of whom are struggling and financially broke. 

Not providing the information in this proposed ordinance to those impacted immediately 
after its introduction is unforgivable - your deceitful tactics and strategy of distributing 
notifications regarding this proposal the week before Christmas strips us of our opportunity 
to help shape what this ordnance should be. 

I also suspect the poor maintenance or lack thereof, of the ditches and stormwater 
systems in the valley added to the impact of the most recent flood and would argue that 
had they been properly maintained fewer residents would have been impacted. Or perhaps 
the homeowners who chose to just fill in the ditches on their property negating their 
effectiveness. 

Thank you for your time, 

I Justin Papenbrock Object to LID 210 
3813 Melrose St. 
Juneau AK 
5B2501200060, Mountain View 2 BL B LT 6 



 
 



















 

 

 

From: Andrew Hann <achann@pm.me> 
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2025 4:13 PM 
To: City Clerk <city.clerk@juneau.gov> 
Subject: Ordinance No 2024-40(am) dissent 

EXTERNAL E-MAIL: BE CAUTIOUS WHEN OPENING FILES OR 
FOLLOWING LINKS 

Hello, please see the attached pdf document which is a short writing from me, 
accompanied by a neighbor outlining our disapproval of the LID plans that would 
incur a large fee dumped on local families. 

Thank you. 























































 





















  
   

 
  

     

  

   

          
       

 
 

  
 

  
 

 
  

Andi Hirsh 

From: Kim Custe  < > 
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2025 10:03 AM 
To: City Clerk 
Subject:   024-40(am) 

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up 
Flag Status: Flagged 

Categories: Andi H 

EXTERNAL E-MAIL: BE CAUTIOUS WHEN OPENING FILES OR FOLLOWING LINKS

  We oppose the adoption of Ordinance Serial No. 2024-40(am).  We would prefer taking the approach 
of preventing the flood by lowering the lake level.

Parcel Number/Legal Description: 5B2501090010, SMITH PARK BL 1 LT 1 

Kimberly B Custer; Letitia M Custer:

PO Box 35117
Juneau, AK 99803
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Best,
Rhys
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