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2035 Homer Comprehensive Plan Update Comments 
Due by March 14, 2025 

 
 
High Level Comments 
I appreciate the extensive work that has developed this dra5 plan.  That said, this plan is filled 
with several sugges<ons/recommenda<ons/strategies (many of which are advocated by special 
interests) for the City to be involved in areas that are clearly beyond what the City should be 
responsible for.   Likewise, these strategies will become requirements in Phase 2 of the planning 
process, obliga<ng the City and its residents to comply with requirements that much of the 
popula<on doesn’t have visibility to and likely wouldn’t support if they knew the far-reaching 
implica<ons and financial burdens of those strategies.   
 
A large part of the popula<on of Homer and the surrounding communi<es are working, raising 
families, caring for elders, volunteering, and engaged in other community ac<vi<es—they don’t 
have <me to par<cipate in the comprehensive planning process—consequently, their interests 
likely are not represented in the Plan.  These people look to the City Council to watch out for 
their interests, make good decisions, prevent government overreach, and to protect them.   
 
I encourage the City Council members to remember who pays for city salaries, programs, and 
ac<vi<es.  While there is fee for service funding for water, sewer and the Port and Harbor, a 
significant amount of funding for City Government comes from taxes on your cons<tuents—
especially property taxes—where your cons<tuents are held cap<ve to pay for unrealized gains 
on the property they already own, for the rest of their lives. 
 
I encourage the City Council, to ask yourselves the following ques<ons as you review this plan:   
 

Am I looking out for the interests of those who have not been able to par<cipate in the 
planning process?   
 
Have I done everything possible to seek input from those members of our community?   
 
What blind spots exist—have I sought out dissen<ng or contrary opinions? 
 
Have I created an environment where those dissen<ng or contrary opinions can be 
brought forward without fear of bullying from those who believe otherwise?  
 
How does this plan create obliga<ons that can be used to take away liber<es from the 
Homer ci<zens?   
 
How does this plan expand the scope of government in ways that are clearly outside the 
City’s mission?   
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Who pays—How does this plan take money out of the pockets of a broad popula<on of 
Homer ci<zens to subsidize a narrow popula<on of special interests?  
  
Should the Homer ci<zens vote on key elements of the plan that will create financial 
obliga<ons?   

 
Detailed Comments 
Using those ques<ons as a basis for review, I offer the following comments: 
 

1) Stay within the City Responsibili<es:  Focus on the Core Func<ons. 
City of Homer Mission:   
Mission Statement: The City of Homer exists to provide quality services to all its ci<zens; 
to respond in the most appropriate, open, and fiscally responsible manner possible to 
ci<zens’ needs and concerns; and to do so through the ac<ve par<cipa<on of those 
ci<zens. These services include police, fire, emergency medical service, parks, 
cemeteries, animal control, street maintenance, water, wastewater collec9on and 
treatment, port and harbor, airport terminal, library, planning and general 
administra9on.   
 
Consequently, the plan should focus on the core func<ons of City Government for which 
you are responsible.  The mission of the City and core responsibili<es DOES NOT include 
advancing social equity or climate change policies as suggested pervasively throughout 
the dra5 Plan.   
 
One stated purpose of the plan, shown on page 2 is:  This comprehensive plan update is 
Phase 1 of a two-phased project. In Phase 2, the project team will work closely with the 
City of Homer to update the Cityʼs zoning code, Title 21, to support the land use 
recommenda<ons in the updated plan.  
 
In fact, the zoning code is referred to at least 57 <mes in the document, reinforcing how 
important this plan will be for upda<ng the code.   

 
This plan is filled with all kinds of strategies that are clearly beyond what the City should 
be responsible for.   These strategies will become requirements in Phase 2 of the 
planning process, obliga<ng the City and its residents to requirements that much of the 
popula<on doesn’t have visibility to and likely doesn’t support.  As noted previously, 
they don’t have <me to par<cipate in the development of this Plan and are trus<ng on 
the City Council to make wise choices.  A wise choice is to focus on the core func<ons. 
 

2) Apply cri<cal thinking to evaluate key terms used throughout the Plan document.  Many 
of these key terms are freely and abundantly used without regard to a rigorous 
defini<on because “everybody knows what that means”.  Some of these terms are code 
for special interests to leverage their agendas that benefit their organiza<ons and 
causes, to the detriment of the broad ci<zenry you represent.  Examples include: 
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a. Social Equity:  The document does not define this term (yet it shows up three 

<mes) and thus it fails to be clear exactly what the authors are expec<ng what 
ac<ons the City will take.  This undefined term is loaded with ambiguity that is 
leveraged by special interests to transfer wealth, all in the interest of “the 
children” or any other targeted audience that they feel needs to be subsidized.  
Some who advocate for such things are typically funded by out of State na<onal 
organiza<ons who do not represent the whole Homer community.  Failure to 
support this social agenda results in name calling and in<mida<on by the 
advocates.  We have seen this play out in the lower 48.  Do not let this occur 
here.  The City has NO responsibility to pursue a vague divisive social equity 
agenda.   
 
RECOMMENDATION:  eliminate any men6on of social equity (or subs6tu6on of 
similar concepts) from the DraC Comprehensive Plan and any newly created 
suppor6ng documents.    
 

b. Resilience:  Who can’t be suppor<ve of resilience?  However, its abundant use in 
the Plan is misleading and manipula<ve.  The word “resilient or resilience” 
appears 54 <mes in the dra5 plan and is used 25 <mes prior to being defined on 
page 28.  It is used 50 <mes in reference to climate change.  The defini<on that 
the Plan uses is as follows:   
 
Resilience: The ability of a community to an<cipate, plan, and prepare for 
threats, persevere through stressful or disrup<ve events, and recover and adapt 
to new condi<ons.  
 
This defini<on was Adapted from the Fairbanks North Star Borough Climate 
Ac<on and Adapta<on Plan, 2024.   While this defini<on is a perfectly good 
generic defini<on, its repeated misuse throughout the process and in the Plan 
document is problema<c in at least 3 ways.   
 

i. This defini<on has not actually been approved in the document it was 
taken from—it is an unapproved dra5.  Even if it was approved, does that 
mean that the City of Homer and its residents agree with its use here?     

ii. While it is used extensively in the dra5 comprehensive plan, and was 
used in surveys, it was not defined un<l now so people would know what 
it means.   

iii. As men<oned above, the defini<on is a good generic descrip<on of what 
Resilience can be, however, throughout the Plan document, the phrasing 
and use of Resilience is jargon that is typically used as a solu<on to 
climate change.  Its use creates a pathway to make climate change the 
center piece of this document and the center of all decision making, while 
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ignoring our finite resources.  Climate change is discussed in more detail 
later.    

 
The bogom line:  the generic defini<on of resilience has been misappropriated to 
be a climate change mi<ga<on which opens the door to all kinds of special 
interests who may wish to influence and mandate future decisions of the City 
Council and Planning Commission regarding the zoning code and development 
(no mager what the cost) that may go against the wishes of the broader 
electorate.    
 
RECOMMENDATION:  eliminate any men6on of resilience (or subs6tu6on of 
similar concepts) from the DraC Comprehensive Plan and any newly created 
suppor6ng documents unless it is disassociated from climate change and is 
specifically descrip6ve of what the Plan is protec6ng against.  Hardening the 
Spit and Harbor facili6es to make them resistant to storm damage is an 
example of building resilience into the process of managing these important 
assets (helping them to persevere through disrup9ve events).    

 
c. Sustainability:   Who can’t be suppor<ve of sustainability?  However, its abundant 

use in the Plan is misleading and manipula<ve.  Sustainable or sustainability are 
men<oned 95 <mes in the dra5 plan and is used 43 <mes prior to being defined 
on page 28.  The defini<on that the Plan uses is as follows:   

 
Sustainability: The process of using our finite resources as a community to 
balance the goals of economic vitality, environmental stewardship, and social 
equity to ensure that we can meet the needs of present genera<ons without 
compromising the ability of future genera<ons to meet their own needs.   
 
This defini<on was Adapted from the Fairbanks North Star Borough Climate 
Ac<on and Adapta<on Plan, 2024.   This defini<on, and its repeated use is 
problema<c in at least 4 ways.   
 

i. This defini<on has not actually been approved in the document it was 
taken from—it is an unapproved dra5.  Even if it was approved, does that 
mean that the City of Homer and its residents agree with its use here?     

ii. While it is used extensively in the dra5 comprehensive plan, and was 
used in surveys, it was not defined un<l now so people would know what 
it means.   

iii. It leverages the term Social Equity and as men<oned previously, the City 
has NO responsibility to pursue a vague divisive social equity agenda. 

iv. Most importantly, Economic Vitality, appears only two more <mes in the 
dra5 plan aside from the defini<on of Sustainability, once on page 12 and 
once on page 30.  In each case, Economic Vitality is listed on Goal A in the 
Sustainability, Resilience & Climate Change sec<ons.  In each case, the 
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underlying strategies listed have NOTHING to do with Economic Vitality.  
The phrasing of Economic Vitality is being used as jargon that allows the 
plan advocates to “check the box” that it links Sustainability with 
Economic Vitality.   
 
In fact, economics is consistently separated from Sustainability 
throughout the document as shown in the Plan Purpose sec<on on page 
2:  The updated Homer Comprehensive Plan will be a combina<on of long-
term vision, goals, and prac<cal strategies that will: guide decisions about 
land use and environment, housing, public services and infrastructure, 
transporta<on, economic development, health and wellness, 
sustainability, resilience and climate change, and quality of life, and 
more.    
 
As shown here, sustainability is consistently used in the context of 
“sustainability, resilience, and climate change”.  In fact, at least 80 of the 
95 <mes Sustainability is used, it is either directly sta<ng or indirectly 
inferring a link to climate or climate change thus demonstra<ng the bias 
of the real intended use of Sustainability—a pathway to make climate 
change the center piece of this document and the center of all decision 
making, while ignoring our finite resources.   
 
The good news is that fiscal sustainability is men<oned about 9 <mes, 
mostly in the Governance sec<on.  However, throughout the process, 
when people were asked for their opinion, there never has been any 
men<on of: 

• our finite resources, or 
• economically sustainable ac<ons, or  
• economic evalua<on of ac<ons deemed to be 

“sustainable”, or  
• a limita<on as to what can be done as it may not be 

economically sustainable. 
 

The survey ques<ons and presenta<ons always centered on, “do you 
want us to do sustainable things?”  Well of course we do!   
 
The bogom line:  lack of specific defini<on and liberal use of the word 
“Sustainable”, opens the door to all kinds of special interests who may 
wish to influence and mandate future decisions of the City Council and 
Planning Commission regarding zoning code and development (no mager 
what the cost) that may go against the wishes of the broader electorate.    
 

RECOMMENDATION:  eliminate any men6on of sustainability (or subs6tu6on of 
similar concepts) from the DraC Comprehensive Plan and any newly created 
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suppor6ng documents unless it is specifically descrip6ve of what the Plan is 
protec6ng against.  Fiscal sustainability is an example:  If the funding demand 
for desired projects exceeds the revenue available, spending for the desired 
projects will deplete the available funds.  Insufficient funds will result in 
staffing reduc6ons, benefit reduc6ons and other cost cuSng measures to fund 
the desired projects.  This is an unsustainable business model as it will prevent 
the City from being able to perform its core func6ons.    
 

d. Climate Change:  The word “climate” appears at least 56 <mes in the dra5 plan 
document, each <me referring to climate change.   Its use is so pervasive 
throughout the document, it’s not possible to point out all the ways it has been 
used to manipulate the survey and dra5ing processes in crea<on of the Plan.    
 
Kaplan’s law of the instrument may be stated as follows:  Give a small boy a 
hammer, and he will find that everything he encounters needs pounding.   This 
principle can be applied to many of the special interests who have been involved 
in the development of this Plan.  Climate is the center of their existence—both 
funding and philosophy—so they call everything climate change and seek to 
deploy any number of ac<ons (which they financially gain from) to mi<gate it.  
Mi<ga<ons include such items as greenhouse gas inventories, electric vehicles 
(EVs), EV charging sta<ons, microgrids, solar, wind, and <dal electricity 
genera<ng resources—no mager how ligle sense it makes.  Consider three of 
these mi<ga<ons that are focused under Strategy 2, Reduce the greenhouse gas 
emissions produced by City opera<ons and encourage the reduc<on of emissions 
throughout the Greater Homer Area (page 30): 
 

i. Greenhouse Gas (GhG) Inventory, page 30: “Maintain a staff posi9on 
that can con<nue to produce annual basic inventory reports for all energy 
consuming and Greenhouse Gas (GhG) producing City sectors, including 
summaries of energy consump<on, GhG, energy outputs, and costs; 
report should include both sector and individual facility totals for detailed 
year-to-year comparison”.   
 
A GhG inventory is an absolute waste of <me and money.  On page 28, 
the plan states, “The City of Homer started this process in 2007 when it 
became the first community in Alaska to develop a Climate Ac<on Plan 
(CAP), which asserted that ac<on was necessary to prepare Homer for the 
impacts of climate change”.   Taking credit for being first to spend public 
money to develop a useless document is probably not something to brag 
about.  GhG inventory genera<on, tracking, and analysis effec<vely takes 
credit for ac<vi<es that would have been done anyway because they 
make economic sense (or provide public safety benefits) on their own.  
The inventory allows us to “virtue signal” or “pat ourselves on the back” 
for (maybe) reducing a miniscule amount of GHG’s on a global basis.  All 
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the project details listed in the City’s 2022 status report on climate 
implementa<on strategies including HVAC improvements, interior and 
exterior ligh<ng upgrades, digital controller upgrades and replacing 
pumps with high efficiency motors are examples of things that make 
economic sense, yet they are characterized as climate mi<ga<on.   
 
Our city leadership needs to ask itself, “How do the single parents, 
undernourished, elderly, homeless and others in need in Homer feel 
about spending $100,000 per year for a fully loaded staff posi<on (and 
untold funds devoted to contractors, consultants, and special interests) to 
inventory GhG’s so we can feel good about ourselves?   
 
Recommenda6on: The City should not devote a staff posi6on to 
produc6on of GhG inventories or repor6ng.   
 

ii. EV Charging Sta<ons, page 31, and page 51: “Explore the development of 
a widespread EV charging network to support the transi<on to electric 
vehicles for residents and visitors and reduce transporta<on related GhG 
emissions”.  
 
This would be a typical recommenda<on in a comprehensive plan from 5 
years ago.  Today, virtually every major automobile manufacturer has 
drama<cally scaled back, or flat out eliminated their Electric Vehicle (EV) 
manufacturing plans.  EV’s just don’t make sense, especially in Alaska.  
This is one area in par<cular that the City has no business devo<ng any 
<me and effort to.  Addi<onally, even if manufacturers decide to 
reestablish plans to build EV’s, the City should not even consider 
contribu<ng to develop a widespread EV charging network.  There is no 
reason that the City should subsidize the roll out of charging sta<ons 
when compe<<ve market forces should do that on their own.   
 

iii. Advocate and invest in renewable energy sources, page 31: “Work with 
partners such as Homer Electric Associa<on, Homer Drawdown, and KPB 
to advocate for and invest more in renewable energy sources including 
hydroelectric, solar, wind, and <dal energy”.  
 
It’s not clear who Homer Drawdown is—there isn’t any informa<on on 
their website deno<ng who they are affiliated with.   
 
Recommenda6on:  The City should not specify an ac6on in this 
document that points to a partner who is not transparent as to their 
origin and ongoing funding.   
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Addi<onally, the City should neither advocate for, nor invest in renewable 
resources so we can feel good about ourselves.  It should not come as a 
surprise that those who advocate for such solu<ons, par<cularly 
residen<al solar, wind, and <dal energy, have never published the analysis 
to demonstrate true cost and the miniscule GhG reduc<ons these 
solu<ons will have if deployed in Alaska.   
 
Recommenda6on:  The City should not invest in renewable resources to 
offset City electricity costs unless a financial analysis jus6fies the 
expenditure.  No considera6on should be made for GhG offsets in the 
analysis.   
 
The city should never invest in any solar, wind, or <dal energy project if 
the exis<ng u<lity net energy metering tariff is in place.  As currently 
structured, the net energy metering tariff is a transfer of wealth from 
those who don’t have renewables (generally lower income households) to 
those who install renewables (high income households).   The City would 
do a disservice to its residents to take money from low-income 
households to reduce the electricity cost in its buildings.    
 
Recommenda6on:  The City should not invest in renewable resources 
using the subsidies inherent in net energy metering.   

 
3) Economics/Governance:  The Governance sec<on beginning on page 68 provides out of 

date background sta<s<cs.  Why does the City of Homer not have expenses and revenue 
informa<on more recent than the year 2022?  Recommenda<ons, par<cularly those that 
have financial impact, cannot depend on data that is over 2 years old.    
 
Recommenda6on:  Update this whole sec6on to include the financial data and 
sta6s6cs through the year 2024. 
 

4) Live within your means.  Sources of Revenue: 
Do not depend on State or Federal funding for any services.  Do not establish long 
running programs/ac<vi<es with one-<me funding.  This only creates the expecta<on 
that those programs/ac<vi<es are necessary and must be con<nued at all costs.  If there 
is a one-<me funding that is used, the on-going funding need must be iden<fied and 
mi<gated, or the program/ac<vity should not be done.  The City’s historical budget has 
demonstrated a dependence on Capital and Opera<ng Grants.  Are we prepared to live 
within our means WHEN these grant sources dry up?  Too o5en the thinking is: “There’s 
a federal grant available, so let’s apply for it because it is free money”.  That money isn’t 
free—it was taken from the City’s cons<tuents and others who are Federal taxpayers.  
 
Recommenda6on:  Develop a plan to provide only the basic services of City 
government that is not dependent on State and Federal grants. 
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Addi<onally, on page 72, the dra5 Plan notes:   
Dependence on Sales Tax as a Primary Revenue Source  
Sales tax remains the most significant revenue source for Homer, contribu<ng 43 percent 
of total revenues in 2022. Sales tax revenue has grown at an average annual rate of 3.32 
percent, but its reliance makes the city vulnerable to economic downturns and shi_s in 
consumer spending.    
 
This reinforces the need for the City to live within its means and to build a larger rainy-
day fund to navigate the vola<lity of this revenue source.   
 
Recommenda6on:  Develop a plan that provides only the basic services of City 
government and grows a rainy-day fund to navigate the vola6lity of the sales tax 
source of revenue. 
 
 
Once again, on page 72, the dra5 Plan notes:   
Aging Popula9on and Increased Property Tax Exemp9ons  
Property tax revenue has remained stable but faces future risks due to the increasing 
number of senior ci<zens eligible for property tax exemp<ons. The share of tax-exempt 
property has grown, poten<ally impac<ng the Cityʼs ability to generate stable revenue 
from this source.  
 
This statement is factually incorrect when it says the tax revenue is stable.  By using the 
2022 financial data, the dra5 Plan disregards the substan<al increase in property taxes 
that have occurred due to drama<cally inflated assessed property valua<ons over the 
past few years.   
 
The narra<ve in the Adopted Biennial Opera<ng Budget dated May 22, 2023, states: 

Property Tax  
Property tax con<nues to trend upwards as real estate becomes more valuable 
and new structures are developed in Homer. Despite na<onal trends in which 
housing starts have cooled slightly due to high interest rates, development 
interest in Homer has not subsided. In calendar year 2021, the City issued 62 
zoning permits at a total es<mated value of $23.3 million. In calendar year 2022, 
those numbers grew to 66 and $29.8 million respec<vely. When forecas<ng 
Property Tax revenues, we included modest year over year growth, however, we 
expect the actuals will exceed our conserva9ve forecasts.  

 
The fiscal year 2025 Budget published in the Amended Biennial Opera<ng Budget dated 
May 28, 2024, documents an 8.8% increase in property tax revenues to $4.2 million.     
 
The City of Homer has benefited from growing (not stable) property tax revenue.  In fact, 
these valua<ons (and associated taxes) based on unrealized capital gains, have grown so 
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drama<cally, there is a movement afoot to change the property tax rules in the Kenai 
Peninsula Borough.   
 
Recommenda6on:  Develop a plan that provides only the basic services of City 
government and grows a rainy-day fund from the increased property tax revenues that 
are currently occurring to navigate the uncertainty of future property tax revenues. 
 
 

5) Live within your means:  Core services 
Page 34 describes Reliable and Affordable Services 
The City of Homer provides a range of services, including water, sewer, planning, road 
maintenance, community development, recrea<on, parks, port and harbor management, 
fire protec<on, law enforcement, and emergency services...	All services provided by the 
City need to support quality of life, economic development, and safety by mee<ng the 
needs of all community members.  
 
Nowhere in this descrip<on does it say the City is responsible for non-core services such 
as social equity or climate change mi<ga<on.   
 

6) Live within your means:  Staffing 
On page 18 in the Governance sec<on, it notes key themes guiding the Plan.  One item 
listed notes:  Staff Capacity Challenges Impac<ng Service Delivery.   
 
This dra5 Plan includes an expansion of city government projects and services which (if 
affordable) would exacerbate this staffing challenge.   
 
Recommenda6on:  Develop a plan that provides only the basic services of City 
government that is affordable.  This plan will reduce the demand for expansive 
government services and limit the need to add staff thus reducing staff capacity 
challenges. 
 

7) Live within your means:  Parks 
In the quality-of-life sec<on on page 17, the following strategy is listed:   
 
Outdoor Recrea9on  
Care for and expand Homerʼs network of outdoor trails and parks.  
 
Parks are men<oned 31 <mes in the dra5 Plan, and the general theme is to expand the 
quan<ty and quality of our parks and expand government as a result.  On page 64, the 
following is stated, “Reconfigure the Cityʼs organiza<onal structure to provide park 
facili<es and recrea<on services by establishing a dedicated Parks and Recrea<on 
Department and ensuring staff capacity is appropriate”.  
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There appears to be a lot of interest in adding parks and trails throughout the plan 
update, even though the City manages substan<al park infrastructure.  According to the 
City's Website:   
 
"The City of Homer has 29 dedicated parks, with ameni<es ranging from undeveloped to 
playgrounds, ball fields, and picnic areas. There are 25 trails that cover almost 11 miles 
and complement our beau<ful beaches which stretch 15.5 miles around town. We have 
mul<ple pavilions available to reserve for special events, or you can enjoy them for free 
whenever they are not reserved. We host six ball fields that cater to various needs of 
Lihle League and So_ball user groups. Total park acreage is over 520 acres."   
 
It would be good to understand the u<liza<on of all these parks and trails before we 
consider addi<onal ones.  They all cost money to build and maintain—the maintenance 
of which can far exceed the ini<al cost.  Ques<ons to ask include: 
 

i. Are there third par<es who advocate for these specific features who are 
willing to be financially responsible for maintaining them a5er they are 
built?   

ii. Are some of the exis<ng trails under/unu<lized and should they be 
abandoned or repurposed?   

iii. Is there an overall "traffic flow" plan for trails that establishes, at a high 
level what we want to do with trails? 

iv. What areas do we want to facilitate flow to/from 
(beaches/skyline/Diamond Ridge/East Hill/West Hill/East End)?   

v. Bikes/eBikes vs Pedestrian/Hikers vs perhaps snow machine/ATV's?   
 
There should be considera<on as to who uses the parks or trails proposed and who pays 
for them.  Is this a case where many who never use those features pay for the few who 
do?  The new parks or trails could be great ideas, but there needs to be a robust 
discussion of how they could be funded and managed within our exis<ng city resources 
before any of this gets codified in the Zoning process.   
 
Recommenda6on:  The City should not add any addi6onal park or trail responsibili6es 
un6l an analysis is done to understand the true u6liza6on and cost of the exis6ng 
assets.   
 
 

8) Live within your means:  Homer Accelerated Roads and Trails (HART):   
HART is a voter approved sales tax which dedicates funds to road and trail related 
projects in the City.  There has been substan<al lobbying for addi<onal trails in the 
planning process.  The dra5 comprehensive plan includes the recommenda<on (twice) 
on page 36 to renew the Homer Accelerated Roads and Trails Fund beyond 2027.   The 
City Council should dig deep on the following ques<ons:  
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a. Can the City unilaterally renew this tax, or would it require a vote of residents? 
b. Are those who advocate for more trails, then seek funding for them, financially 

benefivng in some way? 
c. Are targeted trail pathways likely to infringe on property owners’ rights?     

 
9) Live within your means:  Homer Accelerated Water and Sewer Program (HAWSP):   

The Adopted Biennial Opera<ng Budget dated May 22, 2023, states: 
Like HART, HAWSP is a voter approved sales tax which dedicates funds to water and 
sewer related projects in the City. HAWSP also receives a significant amount of money 
from special assessment district loan repayments each year. Much of the HAWSP fund 
goes to the repayment of Alaska Department of Environmental Conserva<on loans which 
support water and sewer projects.  
 
The dra5 Plan includes the following statement on page 37:  Maintain the Homer 
Accelerated Water and Sewer Program (HAWSP) to fund the design and  
construc<on of facili<es that support new customers, with a focus on new water and 
sewer connec<ons within the City limits (infill).  
 
Like HART, Can the City unilaterally renew this tax, or would it require a vote of 
residents? 
 

10) Educa<on:  Stay in your lane 
Educa<on is men<oned at least 28 <mes in the dra5 Plan.  Many of these men<ons 
appear to be references to K-12 learning such as Strategy 7 on page 17:  Offer high-
quality K-12 educa9on in Homer and sustain lifelong learning opportuni<es for all 
residents.   
 
Page 34 of the dra5 plan states:  The City relies on other en<<es, such as the Kenai 
Peninsula Borough17, for other public services such as educa9on, healthcare, and solid 
waste management.  Since educa<on is the Borough’s responsibility, it’s not clear what 
the City is responsible for regarding educa<on, or why any men<on of it should be 
included in this Plan.    
 
On page 66, the Plan is sta<ng that it’s the City’s responsibility to “Advocate for state-
level increases to the Base Student Alloca9on formula”.  This is a very specific and 
narrow recommenda<on that doesn’t begin to address why the State allocates among 
the highest level of funding for K-12 educa<on yet con<nues to perform among the 
bogom level in results.  Why wouldn’t the City advocate for effec<ve educa<on 
performance results that would be consistent with the spending level that has been 
provided historically?   
 
Recommenda6on:  Eliminate this recommended advocacy ac6on from the plan.   
Recommenda6on:  Review the draC Plan for any advocacy recommenda6ons and 
eliminate them if they are not consistent with the core func6on of City government. 
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Closing comments 
The comprehensive planning process has agempted to reach out to the community, to 
seek input on how to shape the future of the City of Homer.  An enormous amount of 
work has been put into the development of the plan.  Thank you for taking on this 
challenge.   
 
However, like the development of the Climate Ac<on Plan, this process has been 
hijacked by special interests who seek to codify obliga<ons that the City must comply 
with.  Those documented obliga<ons benefit these special interests as it furthers their 
cause/beliefs/philosophies and holds the City (and its residents) hostage to implement 
their pet projects iden<fied in the dra5 Plan.  Don’t fall for it.  The City Government is 
here to provide core services, not to be a social equity and climate leader.  City 
Government should focus on the blocking and tackling of providing core services in a 
safe, responsive, excellent, and economic fashion.   
 
My review and comments to the dra5 Plan represents many hours of effort, yet it only 
scratches the surface.  Many of my specific comments represent themes or areas that 
require further review needed to whigle down scope of this document.  I encourage the 
City Council to view these comments as a challenge to do more to align the dra5 Plan 
with providing core City Government services.   
 
Recommenda6on:  The City Council and City Leadership must review the draC Plan 
with a cri6cal eye, seeking to iden6fy and eliminate (or use language to de-obligate) all 
the recommenda6ons that are beyond the scope of the core business func6on that the 
City should perform.   
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Wednesday, March 5, 2024 

Comments on the 2025 Draft Comp Plan from the Homer 
Housing Policy Workgroup 

Mission: The #1 priority for the Homer Community for the next 10-20 years–with 87 
percent of community survey respondents believing that increasing the supply and 
accessibility of affordable housing is important per the Comp Plan Survey–is to 
“increase the supply and accessibility of affordable housing.” Our mission is to identify 
policy tools that can help achieve both affordable and attainable housing. 

Vision: Homer is a place where every community member has a home that they can 
afford. Attainable housing is the bedrock of sustainable economies, and community, 
family, and individual wellbeing.  

A shared Project of MAPP and Guiding Growth, the Homer Housing Policy Workgroup 
has been meeting regularly over the course of a year to discuss viable policies (legal 
and consistent with local values) to improve accessibility of attainable housing. We 
recommend the following changes to the Draft Comprehensive Plan. 

Key:  

Strikethrough means we recommend striking language. 

underline Means we recommend adding language. 

 

P. 21, Amendment to the language describing the scope and purpose of “Downtown 
Mixed Use Zones”  

The urban core of Homer, allowing for a mix of commercial, community, and high to 
medium density residential uses (low lot size minimums, high lot coverage, reduced 
setback limitations and parking maximums) with adaptability to changing market needs. 
A focus on close proximities and a walkable, human-scale environment, enabling all-day 
and all-season use by all. This area discourages/limits the construction of single 
family, market-rate, street level residences while promoting multifamily residential 
housing, in conjunction with commercial buildings, and offers 
affordable/attainable housing incentives.  
 

Rationale: to achieve density, we must also discourage sprawl. Attainable 
housing is Homer’s top priority, so it is necessary to name the priority in zoning 
code, similar to how “walkability” is named here. 
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P. 21, Across all zones, particularly Downtown mixed Use, Commercial Mixed Use and 
Residential, identify the community-identified values of walkability, recreational 
access, climate mitigation, and conservation of lands.  
 

Rationale: For development to be smart, we need to balance the community’s 
values against one another: Within any given zone, we should not, eg. allow for 
development that cuts off access to a popular recreational site or significantly 
diminishes walkability, but should instead direct it to a place where that does not 
happen. Calling this out in the description of the zone can help planners and 
prospective buyers/developers weigh their options in advance of a purchase or 
permit application. 

 
P. 24, 3. Add: Incentivize long-term rentals and disincentivize proliferation of 
short-term rentals in neighborhoods. Add * to indicate that code change needed. 

 
Rationale: The percentage of the housing stock tied up in short-term rentals 
plays a significant part in the cost and availability of housing in Homer, as this 
plan notes.  

 
P. 24, 3 c. Expand allowable housing types, including accessory dwelling units, tiny 
homes, townhomes, courtyard homes, and manufactured and modular homes.  
 

Rationale: Tiny homes, while often promoted as affordable housing, do not help 
achieve the goal of land efficiency in Homer. They typically require the same 
infrastructure connections (water, sewer, roads) as larger homes but house fewer 
people, leading to lower overall density. Additionally, tiny homes are not well 
suited to the needs of Homer’s year-round working families who need more 
space. 

 
P. 24, 3 d. Create development incentives, such as affordable housing initiatives, 
density bonuses, core-area incentive zoning to encourage affordable and senior 
housing, and public private partnerships for affordable and long-term housing 
development. Add * to indicate that code change needed. 
 

Rationale: Incentive Zoning is a proven strategy that can help increase both 
housing density and affordability. In cities like Seattle, developers who include 
affordable housing or other community benefits are granted additional building 
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height or floor area beyond the base zoning limits. (seattle.gov) Homer has very 
little land it is able to offer as an incentive in a public-private partnership, but 
Homer’s vertical space is a valuable asset that could be leveraged, while 
preserving more of Homer’s lands and landscape. 
 
Seniors living with or anticipating mobility difficulties often prefer to downsize into 
single-floor residences. The availability of ranch-style homes near Homer’s 
in-demand medical district is limited and building more single-floor houses near 
Hommer’s central business district does not support density. Allowing the 
construction of taller buildings equipped with elevators would increase the supply 
of ADA-compliant single floor residences in Homer. This building type will support 
our senior community and ease demand on the single family home market, so it 
should be prioritized in the comp plan. 

 
P. 24, 5 a. Partner with public and private entities to preserve existing open spaces, 
establish lease agreements to increase access to trailheads on private land, and 
create new green space connections that increase recreation activities and habitat 
value areas. 

Rationale: Lease agreements provide a cost-effective mechanism for increasing 
public access to recreational areas, compared to land purchases. Many 
communities use lease agreements to secure trail access across private property 
while allowing landowners to retain ownership and control of their land. This 
strategy, especially with contributions from the Borough or State, could also allow 
Homer to increase access to trails in the greater Homer area. 

P.40, Strike all references of “perceptions.”  
 

Rationale: this is not a matter of perceptions but a verifiable reality. Cite data on 
rising cost of housing and percent-of-income stats and refer to rising cost of 
housing (see draft comp plan itself, as well as attached data from Homer real 
estate agents and links here and here).   

p. 40, Add sections to the Housing Chapter:  
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The Pressure of Seasonal Tourism on Housing 
 
The City of Homer experiences significant pressures from seasonal tourism. 
Commercial and residential housing stock becomes increasingly unattainable 
during the summer months as second/vacation homeowners return, seasonal 
staff arrive, and longer-term rentals are converted to short-term lodging. This 
convergence drives down the availability of housing and drives up the price of 
housing to unattainable levels for both year-round residents and seasonal 
workers. The downstream economic consequences can be detrimental to both 
residents and businesses. Locals have difficulty finding year-round rentals, 
neighborhoods become de facto “mixed use” zones, with absentee owners 
offering short-term rentals. Without sufficient housing stock for seasonal and 
year-round employees, businesses are forced to reduce hours of operation and 
services while increasing their labor expenses to offset the higher cost of living. 
These pressures can extend as far as impacting visitor satisfaction and even the 
ability of businesses to survive. 
 
Additionally, Homer’s total available housing stock is augmented by a high rate of 
second homes, many of which are occupied for a portion of the summer, and then 
either sit vacant or are rented on a short-term basis the rest of the year. The US 
census estimates that 20 percent of homes in Homer are “vacant,” the great 
majority of these are second homes, with the Kenai Peninsula Borough Office of 
Land Management reporting that in 2024, 36% of homes in the Homer area are 
owned by out-of-area and out-of-state owners. As an aggregate, a high rate of 
second homes drive down availability and drive up cost. Policies that raise 
revenue from non-occupied homes to support year-round attainable housing are 
among the best tools available to ameliorate these pressures.  
 

Short-Term Rentals 

In the Homer Comprehensive Plan Revision Community Survey, about 18 percent of 
respondents identified vacation rentals as a barrier to housing, reflecting concerns 
about housing availability and neighborhood integrity. Data about the number of 
short-term rentals in Homer varies: the city identified approximately 326 short-term 
rental units in 2022 using now-discontinued city software. This represents 14.8 percent 
of the total housing stock, a notably high percentage compared to other communities in 
Alaska (see Figure 11). Kenai Peninsula Borough Land Management Department 
estimated 475+/- Airbnb, and 260 +/- VRBO offerings in the “greater Homer area” in its 
March 2023 Homer Housing Review. Growing support exists within the community for 
prohibiting short-term-rentals on property that is not the operator’s primary 
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residence, to preserve residential neighborhoods and ensure housing availability 
for long term residents and workers. 

 
P. 41, Misleading to say that high building costs are “largely driven by shipping 
expenses to Alaska.” Alaska is part of a major national trend, the cost of building homes 
and rent has gone up across the nation. Homer and Alaska have an exaggerated 
experience of this national trend, due to the cost of shipping and labor (which in-turn is 
driven by increased cost of living) here.  
 
P. 41, Misleading to say “available land does not seem to be a barrier.” Please note that 
many vacant parcels are vacant in part because of the high cost of development or 
untenable environmental conditions, related to the preponderance of wetlands, unstable 
slopes, steep slopes, lack of utilities, etc.  

P. 44, 1.  a) Update zoning regulations to support higher density and mixed-use 
developments, where appropriate weighed against other community values of 
recreational access, conservation of lands and walkability, facilitating the creation 
of multi-family housing, mid-rise senior housing, and affordable units.   

Rationale: The community does not want dense growth everywhere.They want 
this value to be met alongside these other values.  

Seniors living with or anticipating mobility difficulties often prefer to downsize into 
single-floor residences. The availability of ranch-style homes near Homer’s 
in-demand medical district is limited and building more single-floor houses near 
Hommer’s central business district does not support density. Allowing the 
construction of taller buildings equipped with elevators would increase the supply 
of ADA-compliant single floor residences in Homer. This building type will support 
our senior community and ease demand on the single family home market, so it 
should be prioritized in the comp plan. 

P. 44, 1. b) Remove regulatory barriers to compact and infill development, enabling 
denser housing projects that integrate well into existing neighborhoods, where 
appropriate weighed against other community values of recreational access, 
conservation of lands and walkability.  

Rationale: The community does not want dense growth everywhere.They want 
this value to be met alongside these other values.  
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P. 44, 1.d) Update Homer City Code to include the definition of both short term 
rentals and bed and breakfasts. Add * to indicate that code change needed. 

Rationale: As identified in this plan, short-term rentals are an important player in 
Homer’s housing affordability crisis. They need to be defined in code.  

P. 44, 1.e) Update existing Homer City Code allowing bed and breakfasts only on 
the premises of the operator’s primary residence in Rural Residential and Urban 
Residential residential neighborhoods to specify (a) that the code applies to both 
bed and breakfasts and short term rentals and (b) that it applies in new zoning 
area “Transition Residential”. Add * to indicate that code change needed. 

Rationale: This is housekeeping. This is likely the single easiest and most 
impactful code step that the City can take regarding housing. It is a no-brainer 
considering the codes on the books prohibiting  B&B’s that are not on the 
premises of the operator’s primary residence in neighborhoods (HCC 21.12.020), 
consistent with the same requirement for other  “Home occupations” (eg. lawyers 
and seamstresses) in neighborhoods (HCC 21.51.100).  

P. 44, 2. Develop incentives, disincentives, and public-private partnerships in support 
of affordable and long-term housing development.  

P. 44, 2. a) Explore the creation of a local housing fund and implement targeted 
incentives to encourage both the conversion of short-term rentals to long-term 
rentals and the development of affordable, year-round housing.  

Rationale: We need to target not only new development but transitioning existing 
STRs to Long-Term. 

P. 44, 2. f) Advocate for the establishment of a Kenai Peninsula Borough Bed tax 
and allocation of revenue to support attainable housing projects and incentives 
to convert short-term rentals into long-term rentals.  

Rationale: Any “incentive” offered for attainable housing or long-term housing 
needs a revenue source. The Alaska Municipal League has identified bed taxes 
as the best and cleanest source of funding for housing incentive programs in 
community’s like Homer where seasonal tourism plays a significant role in 
housing affordability and availability 
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P. 44, 2. g) Advocate for the creation of an Alaska Statute that would permit an 
“Empty Homes Tax” or “Speculation and Vacancy Tax,” such as that in British 
Columia to increase the stock of available housing and raise funds to incentivise 
attainable housing for residents. 

Rationale: Any “incentive” offered for attainable housing or long-term housing 
needs a revenue source. The Alaska Municipal League has identified a tax on 
vacancy as one of the simplest and cleanest ways to create revenue for incentive 
programs.  

P. 45, 4. a) Conduct a detailed Housing Needs Assessment to identify current and future 
housing needs, as well as the factors limiting affordable housing accessibility, 
including the number of short-term rentals (both on operators’ primary residence 
premises and not) and second homes, to assess numbers of units required to serve 
projected population growth and affordability ranges as well as support economic 
growth and industries. Incorporate findings into an action plan.  
 

Rationale: Must include these major factors impacting the housing market for a 
full picture. 

 
P. 45, 4. b) Complete a housing stock report, including an assessment of the number 
of short-term rentals (both on operators’ primary residence premises and not) 
and second homes, and buildable lands inventory, incorporating limitations such as 
wetlands, drainages, slope, and accessibility. Incorporate findings into an action 
plan.  

Rationale: Must include these major factors impacting the housing market for a 
full picture. 

P. 45 Housing Indicators Chart 
 
Add: 
Indicator: Short Term Rentals 
Description: Short term rental trends, both on operators’ primary residence 
premises and STRs that are not.   
What it tells us: Percentage of housing stock available for full-time occupancy 
Sources: Housing Need Assessment (see 4 (a) on p. 45) 
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Indicator: Second Homes 
Description: Unoccupied or seasonally occupied homes with out-of-area and 
out-of-state owners. 
What it tells us: Percentage of housing stock available for full-time occupancy. 
Sources: Housing Need Assessment (see 4 (a) on p. 45). Vacancy data available 
from the US Census and percent out-of-area/state ownership available from the 
Kenai Peninsula Borough. 
 

Rationale: Must include these major factors impacting the housing market for a 
full picture. 

 

 

Sincerely,  

Homer Housing Workgroup,  

A citizen workgroup, supported by MAPP and Guiding Growth 
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Thursday, March 13 2024 

Homer Stormwater Workgroup  
Comments on Draft Comp Plan 

Mission - Our mission is to identify policy tools to work toward the Homer Community’s 
priorities, identified in public surveys in 2024, including “Preserve open public spaces within the 

city from development,” “Create a livable, walkable, vibrant downtown,” “Increase access to 
recreational opportunities for visitors and residents,” “Prepare for and address the effects of 
climate change on Homer” and where 77 percent of the 551 community survey respondents 

said that preserving open public spaces within the city from development was important and 34 
percent of residents listed sustainable and resilient development as the single most important 

priority. 

  

Vision - Homer is a place where high-value open spaces are preserved from development, 
people have access to a range of outdoor recreational opportunities, and we are efficiently 

preparing for and mitigating against the public hazards of landslides, flooding, drought, fire, and 
low water quality.  

  
The Homer Stormwater Workgroup is a group of citizens who have been meeting regularly for 
over two years with local experts on wetlands, peatlands, landslides, hydrology, water quality, 
planning, soils etc. to identify metrics and policy tools to support the Homer community’s values 
of open space, outdoor recreation, and mitigating the hazards associated with climate change. 
We recommend the following changes to the Draft Comprehensive Plan.

Key: 
Strikethrough - recommend striking language.
underline - recommend adding language.Key to suggested changes:  
* - Code Needed 

P. 18 “Development that Fits Natural Conditions” 

Homer Planning Commission and Planning Staff are encouraged to do site visits to 
ensure proper planning in technically difficult and environmentally sensitive zones, such 
as in and around wetlands, creeks, bluffs, steep slopes, etc.  

Rationale: The Planning Commission currently has an unwritten policy of not visiting 
sites, which is detrimental to sound decision making in sensitive and technically 
challenging areas.  

1
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P. 19 “Residents cherish Homerʼs varied opportunities for recreation and subsisting, but they 
want more connections and protection of those opportunities …” 

Rationale: The word subsistence has an important technical definition with 
ADF&G–and Homer is not a community that qualifies for subsistence harvest 
because we are on the road system. Better to say something like “natural 
harvest” or “harvest” 

P. 22, Table with Application Areas for Environmental Constraints:  

Airport Critical Habitat, Bridge Creek Watershed Protection District, the Diamond Creek 
Recreation Area, the Woodard Creek Watershed, Federal Emergency Management Agency 
flood zones, coastal and inland bluff stability landslide hazard areas, landslide hazard areas,  
anadromous streams, wetlands, wooded lands, and slopes 30 percent or greater.  

Rationale: It is inappropriate to restrict overlay of creeks to anadromous waters, since 
there basically are none in Homer.  However, Homer has many important creeks and 1

wetlands that need to be well managed to mitigate flooding and erosion concerns raised 
by the public, as well as habitat and open space values that are so clearly expressed in 
public surveys. Including these areas in the overlays that indicate environmental 
constraints is in keeping with the public’s value of “green infrastructure incorporation, open 
space preservation, and greater attention to development standards for both private 
development and public infrastructure” outlined in the plan. The EPA identifies stormwater 
buffers as a “Stormwater Best Management Practice,” defining them as areas of natural 
vegetation around waterbodies and wetlands that protect the slope stability and water 
quality of neighboring areas and waterbodies. 

For landslides in particular, we need to see these layers to help explain to staff, council 
and the pubic the need for greater data collection, such as annual flights of LiDAR over 
unstable slopes to identify new areas at risk of landslides and to regularly monitor known 
unstable slopes. 

With regard to mapping Environmental Constraints, Future Land Use Maps, and Zoning Code 
(a)  The Zoning Map and Future Land Use Map should zone for Conservation sensitive 
areas around Lampert Lake and in the wettest/deepest peatlands area in the Beluga 
Wetland Complex. The City should develop a revenue-generating mechanism to 
purchase these lands if necessary, for the public good. (b) please ensure that the overlays 
on map of “Future Land Use” and “Environmental Constraints” are the same. (c) Move 
“Environmental Constraints” from the Appendix to the Core Plan. (d)  GIS layers of constraints 
need to be made available on the City Website, overlaying parcels to inform citizens, potential 
land buyers, staff, and commissions.e) Include mapping of wetlands and streams, and other 
important maps showing landslide risks, etc. as outlined below. (f) Refer to Environmental 

 https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/1a4eb07b42ff4ebb8c71ba45adaedf0c/1
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Constraints Overlay in strategies that describe how the information in the layers will be 
incorporated into plans, policy and code, as suggested below.  
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In the appendix, include City of Homer Public Works Maps on water flow and drainages. 
Public Works has a lot of important data on flow, like expected future peak flow rate by basin, 
that should be integrated into the document and made available as GIS layers, overlaying 
parcels. They shared these layers with the team, but if they got lost in the shuffle, they can 
easily be accessed by your team. For an idea of what we’re talking about see this City of Homer 
story map on peak flow: https://www.arcgis.com/apps/MapJournal/index.html?
appid=2f427e99603a4c61979f5b4e64462096, GIS layers overlaying parcels need to be 
made publicly available to inform citizens, potential land buyers, staff, and commissions. 
Importantly, GIS layers allow for the addition of additional information as it is gathered, 
thereby keeping any regulations up-to-date. 

On the Environmental Constraints Overlay and in the appendix, Show DGGS Discharge 
Maps: https://dggs.alaska.gov/webpubs/dggs/ri/text/ri2022_005.pdf. GIS layers showing 
coastal and inland landslide hazards overlaying parcels need to be made publicly 
available to inform citizens, potential land buyers, staff, and commissions. GIS layers will 
allow for the addition of additional information as it is gathered, such as new LiDAR over 
unstable slopes to identify new areas at risk of landslides and to regularly monitor 
known unstable slopes. The DGGS report is "just" the first unstable slope study for 
Homer and it did not even include field studies. 
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On the Environmental Constraints Overlay and in the appendix, show the landslide 
hazard area around Bluff Point from the DGGS Report, https://dggs.alaska.gov/pubs/id/
31155. GIS layers this hazard and the buffer line around it needs to be made publicly 
available to inform citizens, potential land buyers, staff, and commissions. This landslide 
hazard in particular needs special attention and rules must be promulgated to protect 
residents and infrastructure to try to keep folks out of harms’ way.  

 
In the Environmental Constraints overlay and in the appendix, show Peatland Depth Maps. 
These maps are vital indicators of the volume of water held in the peatlands, their viability as 
building sites, and their potential to cause flooding along Kachemak Drive if filled. These maps 
are available through the Homer Drawdown Group: https://www.homerdrawdown.info/peatland-
project/map. GIS layers overlaying parcels need to be made publicly available to inform 
citizens, potential land buyers, staff, and commissions. Importantly, GIS layers allow for 
the addition of additional information as it is gathered, thereby keeping any prioritization 
or regulation up-to-date.  

5
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On the Environmental Constraints Overlay and in the Appendix, show wetland and water 
mapping, as it appeared in the 2018 Comp Plan. Available from Homer Soil and Water 
Conservation District. In addition to appearing in the plan, GIS layers overlaying parcels need 
to be made publicly available to inform citizens, potential land buyers, staff, and 
commissions. Importantly, GIS layers allow for the addition of additional information as it 
is gathered, thereby keeping any prioritization or regulation up-to-date. It is particularly 
relevant for zoning and rezoning considerations, as well as property valuations.  
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On the Environmental Constraints Overlay, in the Appendix, and in the Future Use and Zoning 
Maps show Conservation Lands Conserved by Kachemak Moose Habitat, Inc.: Available on the 
Kenai Peninsula Borough Parcel Viewer: https://geo.kpb.us. In addition to appearing in the plan, 
GIS layers overlaying parcels need to be made publicly available to inform citizens, 
potential land buyers, staff, and commissions. Importantly, GIS layers allow for the 
addition of additional information as it is gathered, thereby keeping any prioritization or 
regulation up-to-date. It is particularly relevant for zoning and rezoning considerations, as well 
as property valuations.  
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On the Environmental Constraints Overlay, in the Appendix, and in the Future Use and Zoning 
Maps show Conservation Lands Conserved by Kachemak Heritage Land Trust: Information 
available from the Land Trust and on the Kenai Peninsula Borough Parcel Viewer: https://
geo.kpb.us. GIS layers overlaying parcels need to be made publicly available to inform 
citizens, potential land buyers, staff, and commissions. Importantly, GIS layers allow for 
the addition of additional information as it is gathered (such as, in this case, additional 
purchases for conservation), thereby keeping any prioritization or regulation up-to-date. 

 

 

On the Environmental Constraints Overlay, in the Appendix, and in the Future Use and Zoning 
Maps, please show parks that are available to the public, owned by the Kachemak Bay 
Equestrian Association and Stream Hill Park Homeowners Association. These are important 
recreation sites that should be incorporated into Recreational Access and walkability planning. 
Available on the Kenai Peninsula Borough Parcel Viewer: https://geo.kpb.us. GIS layers of 
conserved lands need to be made available overlaying parcels to inform citizens, 
potential land buyers, staff, and commissions.  GIS layers allow for the addition of 
additional information as it is gathered (such as, in this case, additional purchases for 
conservation), thereby keeping any prioritization or regulation up-to-date. 
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p. 24, 2. Update Homer City Code to better respond to existing and future opportunities for 
moderate, sustainable growth.  
a) Implement zoning codes that allow for greater flexibility and adaptability, such as form-based 
codes that focus on building form and relationships rather than strict use classifications. 
h). Ensure sustainable development through code that mitigates the hazards of 
landslides, flooding, and low water quality.* 
i) Expand language describing the kinds of conditions that can be placed on Conditional 
Use Permits  (Homer City Code, 21.71.040 Approval of conditional use) to include 
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measures maintaining riparian waterways, soil stability, woodlands, vegetation, wetland 
protection, and water quality.* 
k) Improve continuity between strategies in the subdivision plan approval, and activities 
on individual properties within the subdivision.* 
l) Set a codified backstop on the ability of the Planning Commission to rezone areas 
toward more intensive uses, using existing code on “variances” as a guide.* 

4. Strategically align development code with natural hazard considerations and habitat values. 
a) Use the City of Homer Hazard Mitigation Plan, Climate Action Plan, and create a Waterways 
Plan and a Landslide Plan to use as a guiding tools to inform land use policies and 
development regulations, ensuring ongoing updates reflect the latest hazard assessments and 
mitigation strategies.  
b) Revise development regulations for steep slopes and sensitive sites to address grading, 
drainage, vegetation clearing, building setbacks, and footprints. Allow flexibility in road 
dimensions to minimize excessive grading. Require site-specific analysis or geotechnical 
reports for development on or above steep slopes, outfalls, landslide-prone lands and 
wetlands. Sensitive and hazard zones will be mapped in GIS overlays that are visible on 
all zoning maps and possibly overlays on KPB Parcel Viewer, trigger the need for outside 
analysis and engineering (like current traffic analysis requirements), and/or have 
appropriate Site Development Standards, Platting Requirements, Stormwater 
Management Plans. 
c) Ensure Use best-management practices to to support healthy habitats, clean water and 
erosion mitigation to develop development setbacks for streams and sensitive watersheds 
align with Alaska Department of Fish and Game recommendations. 

Rationale: ADF&G is only concerned with anadromous waters. Homer has many 
important creeks and waterbodies that are not anadromous. The EPA identifies 
stormwater buffers as a “Stormwater Best Management Practice,” defining them as 
areas of natural vegetation around waterbodies and wetlands that protect the slope 
stability and water quality of neighboring areas and waterbodies. 

d) Strengthen erosion, and stormwater, and groundwater management standards to minimize 
bluff and shoreline erosion. Incorporate best management practices (BMPs) into development 
review processes, including improved surface water and groundwater management on around 
coastal and inland bluffs. 
e) Institute regulation limiting or prohibiting development within the highlighted landslide 
risk area around Baycrest,  
f) Landslides are one of the most significant hazards Homer faces and their likelihood 
goes up with increased development and climate change, and so the City must dedicate 
resources and energy to understanding this hazard better, particularly through LiDar and 
on-the-ground analysis. When this studies reveal areas where regulations promoting 
health, safety, and infrastructure are necessary, the City should promulgate them. In the 
meantime, it would be prudent to institute general regulations limiting vegetation 
removal within 100 ft of the coastal and inland bluffs. 
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g) Protect lands with limited development potential with high recreational, habitat, and/or 
hazard mitigation values through strategic acquisitions, land trades, conservation easements, 
or other long-term protection tools.  
h) Collaborate with conservation organizations and regional partners (e.g., Homer Soil and 
Water Conservation District, Kachemak Heritage Land Trust) to identify and manage 
environmentally sensitive areas and critical natural systems. Explore Special Use Districts and 
Area Plans, eg. Inland Bluff Area Plan to coordinate infrastructure, drainage, and trail 
planning at a regional or watershed level. Collaborate with local partners to offer 
environmental conditions workshops to the Planning Commission, Planning Staff, and 
Community Development. Workshops could include “Know your Water” or waterway 
“Waterways workshop,” covering topics from erosion to landslides to flooding. 
i) Ensure that environmental overlays are available as GIS layers on the City website and 
that the are required to be included in platting and permitting.    
j) Expand the definition of “Standing” in Homer City Code to accommodate for 
development impacts to the broader community, such as impacts to public lands, 
conservation lands, hazards associated with flooding, erosion, road or public property 
damage. 
k) Create a special management area around the Bluff Point landslide hazard.  
l) Join other Tree City USA communities in a commitment to a community that’s healthier, 
happier, and more livable. 
m) Modify code to indicate that large projects or projects in sensitive sites need 
comprehensive checklists and additional time for public participation with full public 
notice. 

5. Conserve open green space in Homer to protect environmental values, provide recreational 
opportunities, and enhance biophysical connectivity. 
a) Partner with public and private entities to preserve existing open spaces and create new 
green space connections that increase recreation activities and habitat value areas. Explore 
and implement mechanisms for revenue generation to allow for municipal land 
purchases and easements, including but not limited to tools such as Stormwater Utilities, 
Drainage/Watershed Districts, Open Space taxes, and other strategic revenue generation 
strategies to support this important value for Homer.  

b) Develop a strategic open space protection plan that prioritizes high-value lands for 
conservation, recreation, and habitat connectivity and develops mechanisms for purchase 
and conservation. Focus on areas with high recreational, habitat, and/or hazard mitigation 
values  limited development potential due to biophysical characteristics and use tools 
such as land purchases, trades, conservation easements, and partnerships with land trusts and 
public agencies to secure long-term protection. 
c) Integrate green infrastructure and open space into development regulations by incorporating 
parks, trails, and stormwater management systems into zoning and subdivision standards to 
enhance resilience and livability.  
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d) Implement Explore conservation and public benefit requirements for large developments, 
such as dedicating land for open space, habitat corridors, stormwater management, or 
community recreational facilities.*  

e) Identify opportunities and tools for trail and park expansion within city tidal lands, enhancing 
waterfront access and recreational connectivity.  

P. 32 

5. Protect and enhance wetlands and waterbodies to support stormwater management, water 
quality, recreation, and responsible development.  

a) Develop a new GIS wetlands mapping inventory to inform a Wetlands Management Plan that 
can be used to help preserve the functions and values of important wetlands and manage the 
proper use of lower value wetlands. Use the wetland maps and Wetlands Management Plan to 
guide decision making. * 

b) Enhance stream channels with the creation of ponds, wetlands, and different habitats that 
allow for trail systems, water bird habitat, overflow surface water and stormwater collection.  

6. Protect and enhance open spaces for recreational and environmental benefits.  

a) Inventory lands using geographic information systems (GIS) and develop a strategy for 
targeted open green space acquisition, including generation of funds for the acquisition 
(lighting bolt). 
b) Amend land use regulations and relevant plans to incorporate policies, procedures, and 
management standards for natural open space.*(lighting bolt) 
d) Promote and encourage the identification and conservation of open spaces including access 
to greenbelts, parks, coastal refuges, and state parks, e.g., Diamond Creek Recreation Site.  
e) Create a strong alliance with the community, state and local governments, education, and the 
private sector to ensure that parks are accessible to people of all ages and abilities in the 
community.  
f) Encourage public-private collaboration methods for natural open space protection, such as 
working with entities including the state and federal government, Homer Trails Alliance, Center 
for Alaskan Coastal Studies, and Kachemak Heritage Land Trust. 
.  
p. 37 
5. Develop a long-range stormwater drainage and management plan to mitigate negative 
downstream impacts such as property damage, bluff erosion, and pollution and maintain 
Homer’s drinking water supply.  
a) Update and refine the Low-Impact Development Plan (also referred to as the Green 
Infrastructure – Stormwater Master Plan). The plan should consider water quality, inflow and 
infiltration, climate change, and erosion, and provide recommendations for implementing 
proactive stormwater management. The plan should also identify strategic locations for real 

12
35



estate acquisitions to support green infrastructure and the necessary mechanisms for 
revenue generation for purchase of Green Infrastructure lands purchases, including but 
not limited to Stormwater Utilities, Drainage/Watershed Districts, sales taxes and other 
strategic revenue generation strategies.  
b) Create an updated holistic, regional map of the stormwater network to ensure stormwater 
management decisions are made appropriately for each stormwater drainage basin for a system 
wide improvement. Convert mapping to GIS layer to be included in plat and permitting. 

Sincerely, 

Homer Stormwater Workgroup, 

A Community and Local-Expert Project 
Sponsored by the Kachemak Bay Conservation Society  
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DRAFT –Review of  Dra0 2035 Comprehensive Plan for Homer, Alaska 
Public Comments by: Charles Barnwell, COH Planning Commissioner 

3/14/2025 
This Comprehensive Plan (“Plan”) represents considerable work by the project team–City of Homer (COH), Agnew Beck 
(AB), COH Planning Commission and others; as well as input from the Homer public. My background is as follows: a 
geologist with 15 years of field work in Alaska, with an B.S.in geology  from the University of Wisconsin-Madison; an M.S. 
in Planning from University of Alaska; and 35 years of GIS work for ESRI, the Municipality of Anchorage, and various 
engineering companies in Alaska.    
I followed these guidelines in my review of the Plan: 

·       If you don’t like something, provide an alternaXve,  provide detail on what/how you would change, 

·       something is missing, or 

·       you have a beZer idea for themes or policies, say it. 

My comments are as follows:  
Document Review (Feb2025_2035HomerCompPlanUpdatePRD_Full.pdf): 

General Comments:  
● I think in general the layout and organizaXon of the dra] Comprehensive Plan (“Plan”) is well done.  There are 

many excellent secXons and good wriXng.  However,I think some of the introductory paragraphs of the secXons 
are limited and don’t explain enough the topic. I realize the Plan should be focused on policy and not on detail, 
but I would recommend some more explanaXon in some places (see comments below). I like the Plan's use of 
the icons (capital, code, etc.) next to strategies is a great idea to illustrate the needs in a simple, easy to read way.  

● Missing in this Plan, is addressing the comparison of the 2018 Comprehensive Plan and this Plan.   A summary of 
an audit of the 2018 Plan is needed. What didn’t get accomplished in the 2018 Plan? Where were there 
misdirecXons?  What prioriXes in 2018 Plan are no longer valid?  What was accomplished and what wasn’t from 
the 2018 Plan? how well was the 2018 Plan implemented?  What items were missing or unaddressed?  In my 
experience, few of the prior plans are audited and discussed in detail. This is unfortunate as we should learn 
from  previous plans and improve on them.  I would like to see a page here that summarizes say in table form 
what goals, objecXves, strategies were present in the 2018 Plan and what of them were accomplished. 

● A comprehensive plan is difficult to produce as it is wide ranging in its scope.  A lot to consider.  One of the 
biggest challenges is consistency throughout the secXons in terms of policy, goals, and objecXves. I think in many 
ways this Plan is fairly consistent, but in the Land Use area there are some serious inconsistencies. (see below).   

● ImplementaXon of the Plan: this is where the rubber meets the road: how do we implement the beast of a Comp 
Plan?  I think funcXonal plan components such as the TransportaXon Plan, and Hazards MiXgaXon Plan are key, 
and Area Plans, because otherwise there is so much to address in a Comp Plan. Leverage the funcXonal plans 
and area plans. The other parts, e.g. strategies, will rely on City Code that hopefully is developed in line with Plan 
policies. 

● Mapping and GIS usage in this Plan is mediocre, and given the effort and budget of this Plan, I am disappointed 
in the quality of the maps, and the lack of use of digital (online) mapping tools.  See comments on maps below, 
See comments below on page 11.  The Environmental Constraints mapping and discussion in this Plan is missing 
important informaXon and explanaXon.  See comments below on page 11. 

● I was taught in my UAA grad school planning program the importance of environmental planning and its role in 
the Comprehensive Plan. My thesis advisor, Lidia Selkregg, a geologist and planner, believed in this approach 
wholeheartedly.  I think this Plan has some good aspects along this integraXve thinking, but falls short.  In 

1
37



Homer, especially, given its small size (25 sq.miles), the importance of environmental resources can’t be 
overstated. For example, the wetlands/peatlands resources, and key watersheds.  

  

What is a Comprehensive Plan? , P.2.  This is a good descripXon, especially the part about the Future Land Use Map, 
but I would add this verbiage: 
“A comprehensive plan is a long-term strategic framework that guides the growth and development of a community. Key 
components include: 

● Vision and Goals: A clear statement of the community's aspiraXons and objecXves for the future. 
● Land Use Planning: Strategies for how different areas of the community will be developed and used over Xme. 
● TransportaXon and Infrastructure: Plans for transportaXon systems and public uXliXes to support growth. 
● Community Engagement: Processes to involve residents and stakeholders in shaping the plan.” 

What is Zoning Code?, P.2. 
Zoning Code: A lot of folks don’t really understand what “code” is and why it is important. This is a good summary, but I 
would add the following verbiage. There has  been lots of discussion on each of the points below: 
City code should be explained, and it refers to the regulaXons and ordinances that govern land use, building standards, 
and other municipal acXviXes. Key consideraXons of this code  include: 

● Zoning RegulaXons: Rules that dictate how land can be used and what types of structures can be built in specific 
areas. 

● Building Codes: Standards for construcXon to ensure safety, accessibility, and environmental sustainability. 
● Permilng Processes: Procedures for obtaining approval before iniXaXng construcXon or development projects. 
● Enforcement Mechanisms: Protocols for ensuring compliance with the city code and addressing violaXons. 

Title 21 typically refers to a specific secXon of municipal code that outlines zoning regulaXons and land use policies. Key 
consideraXons include: 

● Zoning Districts: DesignaXons that determine allowable land uses and development standards in different areas. 
● Density and Intensity Standards: Guidelines for the number of units or the scale of development appropriate for 

each zoning district. 
● Special Use Permits: Processes for approving land uses that may not be allowed by right, requiring addiXonal 

review. 
● Variances and ExcepXons: Mechanisms for granXng deviaXons from established zoning regulaXons under certain 

circumstances 

Homer by the Numbers, P.5, and P.6.  A nice summary, good graphics.Same for the graphic on p.6. 

P.8. Land Use and Environment.  

This secXon starts with a  good list of key themes.  Missing, however, in the themes list is menXon of the need for 
conserving green open space, a key priority in the 2024 public survey.  Green, open space fits with not just outdoor 
access, but also with the strategies listed below on this page.  Also, the strategies here should be consistent with 
strategies regarding wetlands and green infrastructure (see pages  12, 18, 31, 32).   

Future Land Use Map Overlay Categories, P.10.  A nice breakout and helps in understanding the Plan, however, I 
have the following comments: 

Area Plan: it would be helpful to explain in more detail or with examples what an Area Plan is. As stated in the Plan 
policies need to be developed for specific areas.  Area plans can help implement the Plan, and should be uXlized.  I lived 
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in Anchorage, and am familiar with many Area or District Plans there, notably the Hillside District Plan.  Also, the Plan 
needs addiXonal areas beyond just downtown and the Spit.  West Homer, Hillside Homer, or East Homer where there are 
unique environmental and other issues in each of these. 

Environmental Constraints:  In addiXon to helping idenXfying places where more site analysis is warranted, 
Environmental constraints are criXcal factors that can influence planning and development processes, and can help 
achieve goals of preserving and conserving green open space. Missing in the ApplicaXon Areas column for Environmental 
Constraints are key wetlands and peatlands, and areas of soils not favorable for development.  
  
I think the Plan should add the following verbiage further explaining environmental constraints:  

Environmental Constraints generally focus on:  
● Wetland ProtecXon: Areas classified as wetlands and peatlands require special aZenXon to preserve biodiversity 

and water quality.; and serve as carbon sinks reducing emissions of CO2.  
● Coastal Erosion: Coastal areas may face risks from erosion, requiring careful management to protect 

infrastructure and ecosystems. 
● Floodplain Management: Development in flood-prone areas needs to be minimized to reduce risks to life and 

property. 
● Habitat ConservaXon: ProtecXng habitats for endangered species and biodiversity  is essenXal to maintain 

ecological balance. 
● Geohazards such as tsunamis, landslides, and other. 

Future Land Use Map, P.11.  This is a core and criXcal part of a comprehensive plan.  As stated on P.8, a 
focus of this Plan is to “implement a future land use map.” This map should be described in more detail on this 
page. I am also concerned that the land uses shown in the map (Figure 3) are inconsistent with the Plan’s goals 
as stated in many secXons.  See detailed comments below in the review of the Core Plan (pages 5 and 8 of my 
comments).  

Sustainability, Resilience and Climate Change, P.12,.  A criXcal part of the plan given our Xmeframe.  I 
think this secXon is generally well wriZen and organized, however, it is not consistent with other parts of the Plan, for 
example, a key theme of preservaXon of Ecosystems and Open Space, and Goal B contradicts the Future Land use Map 
on page 11 that shows industrial use in criXcal peatland areas that serve as carbon sinks, green infrastructure, and 
habitat. AddiXonally, Point #5 on this page states "protect and enhance wetlands and waterbodies to support 
stormwater management…"  This points again to the need to be consistent in the Plan about land use and other policies. 

Public Facili]es and Services, P.13,  I think the goals listed here are excellent, and reinforce each other. 
Strategies also are good and support the goals. 

Housing, P.14, This isn’t my area of experXse, but generally it seems this secXon is lacking specifics. 

Transporta]on, P.15, In general, a good summary. I suggest the menXon of the 2024 COH TransportaXon Plan for 
more detail.  I think one thing that is missing is menXon of the issue of a truck route for Homer, which the TransportaXon 
Plan does not fully address. 

Economic Development, P. 16, A good summary, but seems to be missing menXon of the Port and Harbor and its 
role.  Maybe a strategy here that should be listed is development of a Port and Harbor Management Plan. 
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Quality of Life, P.17.  I agree with all of the goals and  strategies, however, think that with regard to outdoor 
recreaXon, there is not enough emphasis or menXon oof open space and green space expansion. These should be part of 
the strategies here. 

Governance, p.18, This appears to be generally a good summary of goals and strategies.  
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DRAFT CORE PLAN  AND APPENDICES REVIEW 
Document:  Feb2025_2035HomerCompPlanUpdatePRD_Core.pdf 
Document: Feb2025_2035HomerCompPlanUpdatePRD_Appendices 

Comments below are a bit redundant of comments above for the Full Plan version, but I’m providing them anyway as 
this document was provided for review. 

How does the 2035 plan relate to 2018 Plan,P.8, In this paragraph there is no menXon of whether or not an audit of the 
2018 Plan took place, in other words, how well was the 2018 Plan implemented?  What items were missing or unaddressed?  This is 
unfortunate as we should learn from  previous plans and improve on them.  I would like to see a page here that summarizes in table 
form what goals, objecXves, strategies were present in the 2018 Plan and which of them were accomplished. 

Future Land Use Map, P.9, (see also p.23). This is a core and criXcal part of a comprehensive plan in my experience.  In this 
Plan as stated on P.8, a focus of this Plan is to “implement a future land use map.”   This map should be described in more detail. on 
this page.  I think generally this is a well wriZen and clear page describing land use relaXve to zoning. 

Suggested addiXonal language for this secXon is as follows: 

"The future land use map is a vital tool for guiding development and resource management. Key consideraXons include: 
● Zoning DesignaXons: Clear classificaXon of areas for residenXal, commercial, industrial, and conservaXon uses. 
● CompaXbility with ExisXng Uses: Ensuring new land uses align with current neighborhood characterisXcs and infrastructure. 
● Environmental ConsideraXons: IncorporaXng natural features and constraints into land use planning to protect ecosystems. 
● Community Input: Engaging residents in the planning process to reflect their needs and prioriXes in the land use 

designaXons." 

Land uses as portrayed in the map are inconsistent with zoning, for example “industrial with “General commercial” zoning n 
Appendix F (Figure 4).   See my comments on the “full” Plan above. The Green Infrastructure conservaXon plan as pushed by the COH 
for several years is not menXoned in the context of land use. The Drawdown Peatland project spent considerable Xme and effort 
focused on key land areas in east Homer, only to see this area apparently designated “Industrial.  See Figure 1 below. 

Figura 1. Future Land Use Map - issue 
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Development of the Plan and other Plan info, Pages 10—14, A nice organized, wriZen summary of Plan 
development, Xmelines, etc. 

Implementa]on, P.15-16.   I think comprehensive plan implementaXon is difficult, and this secXon doesn’t 
describe or explain implementaXon as well as it should be.  As we have learned from other plans, if the Plan isn’t 
implemented properly it is just another document on the shelf. 

This secXon begins by explaining that the plan tarts with idenXfying key themes, followed by goals, etc. This is 
acceptable; however, the roles of the various parts of the Plan need clarificaXon. FuncXonal plans and area plans should 
play a significant role in implementaXon. Figure 2 below is a very good depicXon of how funcXonal plans and area plans 
fit within the Comprehensive Plan. 

Page 16, however, is a good, clear summary of land use acXons. 

The process of Plan implementaXon will cover a 10-year period, and this secXon on page 15 simply describes the iniXal 
process. 

ImplementaXon guidelines and specificaXons are missing in this plan.  Should discuss implementaXon opXons.  Need to 
be clear how the Plan will be implemented over the next 10 years. I suggest including the following language in the 
secXon on P.15 to clarify what is meant and faced in implementaXon of plans. 

Examples of Successful Implementa]on Strategies: 

1. Community Engagement Programs: Leveraging workshops and surveys to involve residents in decision-making. 

2. Phased Implementa]on: Breaking down large projevs into manageable phases to ensure gradual progress and 
assessment. 

3. Public-Private Partnerships: CollaboraXng with local businesses to fund and support urban development 
iniXaXves. 

4. Performance Metrics: Etablishing clear indicators to monitor progress and make necessary adjutments 
throughout implementaXon. 

Common Challenges Faced in Previous Implementa]ons: 

1. Funding Shorfalls: Insufficient financial resources can hinder projev execuXon. 

2. Community Resigance: Law of public support or opposiXon to proposed xanges can tall progress. 

3. Coordina]on Among Stakeholders: Difficulty in aligning goals and responsibiliXes among various parXes can 
lead to miscommunicaXon. 

4. Regulatory Hurdles: NavigaXng complex zoning laws and regulaXons can delay implementaXon. 

The relaXonship of funcXonal and area plans should be menXoned. See Figure 2 below.  How can these be used as tools 
to implement the Comprehensive Plan?   

With respect to funcXonal and area plans I suggest including the following table: 
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Figure 2. Comp Plan and its relaAves.  Credit: Michelle McNulty, APA Alaska Chapter, 2021. 

 

Plan Status

COH Transporta]on Plan: Current, but there are unanswered quesXons. 

Hazards Mi]ga]on Plan 2022, needs updaXng

Stormwater Management Plan: ?

Port and Harbor Management Plan ?

Wetlands Management Plan. No plan in place yet.

Area Plans: Homer Spit Plan, needs updaXng 
Downtown ? 
Recommended others, e.g. DCRA 2013, needs 
updaXng.
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Land Use & Environment, p17, SEE ALSO COMMENTS ON LAND USE/ENVIRONMENT IN MY COMMENTS ON THE 
“FULL” PLAN ABOVE.  This secXon needs a brief intro regarding the importance of land use and environment to the Plan.  
I suggest the following verbiage as a brief into before going into Key Themes Guiding the Plan: 

“Land use and environment in planning are criXcal aspects that ensure sustainable development and the preservaXon of 
natural resources. Key consideraXons include: 

● Land Use Compa]bility: Ensuring that various land uses (residenXal, commercial, industrial) coexist without 
negaXve impacts on the environment or community. 

● Environmental Sustainability: IntegraXng pracXces that protect ecosystems and promote resource conservaXon 
in land use decisions. 

= 
● Impact Assessments: EvaluaXng potenXal environmental effects of proposed developments to inform planning 

decisions. 

● Regulatory Frameworks: ImplemenXng policies and zoning regulaXons that enforce environmental protecXons.” 

Suggeged addi]onal language for this sec]on: 
The future land use map is a vital tool for guiding development and resource management. Key consideraXons include: 

• Zoning Designa]ons: Clear classificaXon of areas for residenXal, commercial, indutrial, and conservaXon uses. 

• Compa]bility with Exis]ng Uses: Ensuring new land uses align with current neighborhood xaraverisXcs and 
infratruvure. 

• Environmental Considera]ons: IncorporaXng natural features and contraints into land use planning to protev 
ecosytems. 

• Community Input: Engaging residents in the planning process to reflev their nes and prioriXes in the land use 
designaXons." 

Development that fits Natural Condi]ons, P.18.  An important secXon of the Plan, and one of the best wriZen ones, 
addressing environmental constraints and development.  In general, this is well wriZen, but needs more elaboraXon on 
the items listed, namely steep slopes, wetlands, habitat, and "land with biophysical characterisXcs that make 
development challenging."   

 I think the key Items to be elaborated on in this secXon include:  Geohazards (slope, tsunami, erosion), soils, wetlands, 
peatlands, and habitat.   

• With regard to geohazards,  coastal bluff stability is an issue in Homer. Regarding slope failure poten>al 
(landslides) the coastal bluff in the Downtown area was idenXfied by DGGS with a high instability score (p10 of 
their 2024 report).  Unfortunately, this report did not examine this secXon of the bluff in detail with field 
observaXons. There are two and possibly three major slumps between West Hill Road and Bishops Beach. In 
January, the West Hill Road slump re-acXvated and lost another 800-foot slice off the bluff face. Tsunami risk or 
potenXal is another geohazard that should be menXoned here. (see map and DGGS report info).   

• Steep slopes: the problem in Homer is not only a considerable amount of steep slopes (see Appendix F in 
Appendices), but poor soils (see COH LID Study), and this combinaXon leads to slope failure potenXal.  

• Peatlands are a soil type and have been mapped by NRCS in detail in the Homer area (see map).  The peatlands 
serve many important environmental funcXons: water storage, carbon sinks, habitat, and in parts of Homer 
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idenXfied for stormwater management.  Habitat is a natural condiXon that seems missing in the Plan. Some brief 
descripXon of key habitats here would be useful.  Wetlands are an important land type in Homer, yet not 
described in the Plan at least briefly as to their importance.  Other soil types are of concern with development. 
The COH LID study analyzed soil groups by watershed basin. 

• Wetlands are menXoned on pages 12, 18, 31, 32 in the Plan, yet there is no brief descripXon of wetlands in 
Homer: what type they generally are, where they are.  Wetlands are present in key parts of Homer (see map), 
and generally should not be developed as they present good opportunity for green infrastructure related storm 
water management, and habitat. The problem the City has is that it has no jurisdicXonal tool at this Xme to 
manage wetlands.  

• Watersheds vary in Homer as to their flood potenXal, drainage aspects, and landslide potenXal.  Key watersheds 
should be briefly discussed, in parXcular Woodard Creek as it is located above downtown, and has been known 
to flood and landslide. The COH Land Impact Development (LID) report again idenXfied and mapped Homer's 
watersheds, along with soils and other characterisXcs.   

• Floodplains and Coastal Erosion should also be menXoned briefly in this secXon. 

All of the above constraints can be illustrated with the use of maps—See comments below on page 11. 

Addressing Gaps in Outdoor Access, P.19.  This is a great secXon that relates to menXon of open space, walkability, 
and other themes in the Plan.  What is missing in the Plan (and in the TransportaXon Plan) are maps showing where 
known gaps are.   

Targeted Planning for Unique Places, P.20.  A good secXon and well wriZen.  Another word for this is “Area Plan” 
frequently used in comprehensive planning in the U.S. and abroad.  Some menXon should be made here of the need to 
develop Area Plans for these unique places.  A reason for uXlizing area plans also is that they can help take the burden of 
plan development and implementaXon off of City staff.  

Strategies and Poten]al Ac]ons, P.21-22.  This is a very important part of the Plan. This needs to be carefully 
constructed and consistent with other parts of the Plan.   Need a sentence on p.21, explaining the following table (Fig.7 
(this should be a table, not figure).  This table and accompanying map have to be correct and consistent.  Of note, are 
some major quesXon marks:  namely on P.22  “industrial” which says the 2018 designaXon was “ commercial 2 and 
conservaXon.  A major change.   

DRAFT Future Land Use Map, P.23.  Figure 9.   See my other comments in my review (pages 3 and 5). Graphically 
and in terms of layout, this important map is acceptable. However, a significant inconsistency is found in the 
“environmental constraints overlay,” which is generally acceptable but inconsistent in the Homer Airport area. The 
“industrial” land use in this area does not align with the “criXcal airport habitat” or “conservaXon” land uses as 
designated in 2018 or in other locaXons. This should also be consistent with #5 on P.25, which states, “conserve open 
green space in Homer to protect environmental values, provide recreaXon opportuniXes, and enhance biophysical 
connecXvity.” The designaXon of “industrial” land use and commercial zoning is fundamentally inconsistent with this 
goal/strategy. 

AddiXonally, the applicaXon of the “environmental constraints overlay” in the Diamond Creek area is quesXonable. I 
support the protecXon of this area as an open space/parks area, but I am not sure it fits into the environmental 
constraints category. 

Strategically align development code with natural hazard considera]ons and habitat values, P.25. #4. An 
important strategy.   I agree with all of the sub- strategies, and they align with the rest of the Plan. 
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Conserve open green space in Homer to protect…..#5., P.25.  I suggest pulng a "code" icon here and probably 
should be as it will take funding to do some of these items, e.g. strategy 5b, develop an open space protecXon plan, or 
5e, idenXfy opportuniXes for trail and park expansion.  

Develop Policies for specific community areas, P.27. A "code " icon is needed here, given the menXon of the need 
to update codes, and other. As menXoned above I suggest the use of Area Plans as a tool for development of policies.   

Sustainable and Resilient Development, P.29. In general, a nicely wriZen secXon, but the verbiage in this secXon 
menXons tsunamis, landslides, and erosion, which as suggested above, should be clearly explained in the Plan (suggest 
doing this in the Development that Fits Natural CondiXons secXon—see above). The map figures here are nice, but 
should more appropriately be in the Development that Fits Natural CondiXons secXon. 

Goals, P.30.  A very nicely wriZen, though}ul, succinct set of goals and strategies.   

Stormwater management, P.31, #4..  A criXcal strategy that Xes into the Green Infrastructure iniXaXves, and various 
studies, such as the COH LID Study.  See strategy 4d which states "update green infrastructure mapping to idenXfy and 
retain natural drainage channels and important wetlands that serve drainage funcXons." This statement should be 
supported and consistent with other policies in the Plan such as retenXon and conservaXon of key wetlands, e.g. Beluga 
Lake area. 

P.32. #5,  Wetlands. This strategy is very important to the City, and is well worded,  but as above this strategy has to be 
consistent with other parts of the Plan.  MenXon should be made here in terms of inventory, the Drawdown Peatlands 
mapping and data that should become part of a Wetlands Management Plan. Also, a capital icon should be shown on 
this as it will take funding to develop a new wetlands inventory and wetlands management plan. Again, a map showing 
generalized wetlands should be in the Plan. 

P.33. Public Facili]es and Services.  A good secXon, and well worded parts here, e.g. Vulnerability to Natural Hazards.  
Reference should be made to a map (see suggested Geohazards map below).  Also, perhaps reference should be made to 
the Public Works Campus Task Force Report of 2021.   

P.34. Reliable and Affordable Services. This too should be consistent, and menXon for example the need to move the 
Public Works Campus out of the tsunami zone to ensure reliable services. 

P.36. Facili]es.  #1: This should have a capital funding icon next to it.  Well worded otherwise. 

P.37. #4. Include a sentence here speaking to need for Collaborate with DOT&PF on traffic boZleneck soluXons in the 
FAA Drive/Ocean Dr. intersecXon. 

P.38. Port and Harbor. There should be more detailed informaXon and explanaXon in this secXon, given the huge 
investments that are being  considered.  At the least, carefully check this language here so that it is consistent with 
current COH and Corps language and projects. 

P.40. Housing.  An acceptable summary, but this secXon needs to also provide opXons for how to address the 
challenges (p.41).  The survey summaries on Fig.12 are good, but more discussion is needed on these top five community 
areas.   
An inventory of developable land targeXng housing potenXal should be menXoned and perhaps even provided in this 
Plan.  For example, looking at downtown Homer, there are key tracts of vacant land that could serve as housing areas, 
e.g. the tracts shown below:  
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In general, I find the Housing secXon lacking in terms of discussing opXons and alternaXves, key components in social 
planning.   

P.45. Consider Sustainable Development and Crea]ve Solu]ons. A great Xtle and secXon here.  How well is this 
consistent with the rest of the Plan?  There are a number of items to add to this secXon:  such as “inventory land in the 
COH area that could serve as affordable housing locaXons” , and other.  

P.47. Transporta]on.  A nicely laid out and wriZen secXon focused on walkability, which I personally love. However, 
missing is discussion of the key dilemmas in transportaXon planning in Homer: a truck route, the boZleneck zones, such 
as the entry to Homer Spit.  The TransportaXonPlan is supposed to provide the detail on these aspects but doesn’t, and 
this is important to this Plan. 

P.63. Health Care. A good summary, but lacking.  A capital icon is needed here, as I painfully know seeing the Hospital 
(SPH)  bond fail in 2024.  I realize a Comp Plan is not the place to solve SPH or health care problems, but  a liZle 
discussion is needed here in terms of SPH importance to the Community.  Hopefully, those knowledgeable about SPH will 
provide comment. 

p.65. Youth and Childhood (#6) A good summary.  This is criXcal if we want our community to grow in a healthy 
manner. 

p.66. Some more detail on public safety is needed. The Fire Department is in need of help these days beyond physical 
aids. 

Review of Maps in the Plan and Appendices 

Comments on Maps in the Plan and Appendices: 
Maps are a criXcal part of any Comprehensive Plan.  I think the maps as in this Plan need to be improved.  
In summary:  

1. Graphically, the maps are not of high quality, with the excepXon of Fig.16 on page 48. Figure 6 is interesXng use 
of data, and illustrates the point well.  

2. Themes are someXmes mixed e.g. land use and constraints 
3. The important aspects of environmental constraints are not clearly depicted 
4. The importance of geohazards are not clearly depicted. 
5. Slopes >30% are not easy to see on the Plan map 
6. Land ownership, land inventories are not depicted well in the Plan.  In my experience, this was a key part of any 

planning effort. Figure 2 of land ownership: check data as COH parcels along Kachemak Dr. are missing. 
7. Important constraints such as peatlands, tsunami zone, wetlands are not depicted or are not clear. 
8. Habitat is not properly portrayed.   

Appendix F. Figure 5: Environmental Constraints Map. This map is well intended but its main issue is that 
it lumps various constraints and layers together making it not clear to see the constraints.  Wetlands are present in the 
Homer area; however, they do not seem to be depicted at all, despite being an important environmental constraint in 
this Plan. Having lived in Anchorage, where there is detailed and extensive use of wetlands mapping in permilng, I 
understand that Homer lacks detailed and updated wetland mapping, making the KWF wetlands map unsuitable for 
jurisdicXonal permilng uses. However, a map showing at least general wetland areas should be included in this Plan. 
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Habitat is not depicted well; for instance, the moose tracks are not an adequate representaXon of habitat. If there is 
habitat data for Homer, it should be shown on a separate map. 

Topography is also not depicted well, which is important in Homer. AddiXonally, parks and conservaXon areas should not 
be included as environmental constraints on this map. 

I suggest breaking out the Environmental Constraints maps into 4 separate maps (showing layers listed): 

1. Geohazards 
• Slope failure vulnerability 
• Slopes >30% 
• Tsunami inundaXon line 
• Coastal Erosion zones 

2. Peatlands 
• Peatlands as mapped by NRCS soils (Note: Drawdown has extensively mapped these areas in the Beluga Lake 

area) 
• Note: this map deserves its own map given the importance of peatlands to groundwater, habitat, as a carbon 

sink, stormwater. 
3. Watersheds and Floodplains 

• Streams (major ones) 
• Key Watersheds 
• Floodplains  

4. Wetlands (non-jurisdic]onal) 
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P.24—27: Overall, a very well wriZen and consistent set  of goals and strategies. Check for consistency. 

P.29: The hazards and constraints shown on this page are not consistent really with the topic of sustainability, perhaps 
resiliency.  I would suggest pulng these maps in a separate secXon under land use called “Geohazards”. 
P.30—32.  As with previous pages, a good summary, nicely wriZen and organized.  Check for consistency with other parts 
of the Plan. 
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From: Renee Krause
To: Zach Pettit
Subject: FW: Comments on the Draft Comprehensive Plan update
Date: Tuesday, March 18, 2025 2:54:28 PM

Include this email as well
 
Renee Krause, MMC
City Clerk/ADA Coordinator
City of Homer
491 E Pioneer Avenue
Homer, AK 99603
907-235-3130
907-235-3143 Fax
Rkrause@ci.homer.ak.us
 
"Listen to the wind, it talks. Listen to the silence, it speaks. Listen to your heart, it knows."
– Ojibwe Prayer
PUBLIC RECORDS LAW DISCLOSURE:  Most e-mails from or to this address will be available for public inspection
under Alaska public records law.
 
From: Michael Jones <mljhea9@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 14, 2025 4:05 PM
To: Donna Aderhold <DonnaAderhold@ci.homer.ak.us>; Mayor Email
<Mayor_Email@ci.homer.ak.us>; Department City Manager <citymanager@ci.homer.ak.us>;
Department Clerk <clerk@ci.homer.ak.us>; Jason Davis <JasonDavis@ci.homer.ak.us>; Bradley
Parsons <bradleyparsons@ci.homer.ak.us>; Caroline Venuti <CarolineVenuti@ci.homer.ak.us>;
Storm Hansen <StormHansen@ci.homer.ak.us>; Shelly Erickson <ShellyErickson@ci.homer.ak.us>;
mljhea9@gmail.com
Cc: Ryan Foster <rfoster@ci.homer.ak.us>
Subject: Re: Comments on the Draft Comprehensive Plan update
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.

Council Member Adderhold, (And others)
i discovered a typo in my email below…if 39% reside within the City of Homer
limits, (that means 61% of the respondents reside outside the City Limits). 
 
The fact that 61% of the respondents reside outside the City Limits prompts a
few questions to consider:
 
Sorry for the error…
 
Michael L. Jones
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From: Michael Jones <mljhea9@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2025 11:19 PM
To: Donna Aderhold <DonnaAderhold@ci.homer.ak.us>; mljhea9@gmail.com
<mljhea9@gmail.com>; mayor@ci.homer.ak.us <mayor@ci.homer.ak.us>;
citymanager@cityofhomer-ak.gov <citymanager@cityofhomer-ak.gov>; clerk@cityofhomer-
ak.gov <clerk@cityofhomer-ak.gov>; JasonDavis@ci.homer.ak.us
<JasonDavis@ci.homer.ak.us>; BradleyParsons@ci.homer.ak.us
<BradleyParsons@ci.homer.ak.us>; CarolineVenuti@ci.homer.ak.us
<CarolineVenuti@ci.homer.ak.us>; StormHansen@ci.homer.ak.us
<StormHansen@ci.homer.ak.us>; Donna Aderhold <DonnaAderhold@ci.homer.ak.us>;
shellyerickson@ci.homer.ak.us <shellyerickson@ci.homer.ak.us>
Cc: rfoster@ci.homer.ak.us <rfoster@ci.homer.ak.us>
Subject: Re: Comments on the Draft Comprehensive Plan update
 

Council Member Adderhold,
Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments to the Draft
Comprehensive Plan and providing your email reply today.
I am including the other members of the City Council in my reply to keep us on
the same page. 
 
I may provide you with a more detailed response in the next week or so, but I
wanted to make sure you had the benefit of this reply prior to any upcoming
discussions you (and the other Council Members) may be involved in.
 
I’m concerned about using the term “aspirational” because that term isn’t
actually used the in the Draft Plan, and according to the Merriam-Webster on-
line dictionary, “aspiration” is defined as “a strong desire to achieve something
high or great” and “aspirational” is defined as “of, relating to, or characterized
by aspiration”.  I’m concerned that the term “aspirational” overstates the
importance of some ideas thus diluting the focus we should have as we lay out
the City’s future. 
 
Based on my past experiences, ideas that are categorized as “aspirational” are
likely to be used by parties to REQUIRE implementation of principles, projects,
and design features in the future, thereby OBLIGATING City Commissions and
the City Council to take actions and spend money.  “We say right here in the
document produced by the City that we aspire (or desire) for XYZ to happen,

52

mailto:mljhea9@gmail.com
mailto:DonnaAderhold@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:mljhea9@gmail.com
mailto:mljhea9@gmail.com
mailto:mayor@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:mayor@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:citymanager@cityofhomer-ak.gov
mailto:citymanager@cityofhomer-ak.gov
mailto:clerk@cityofhomer-ak.gov
mailto:clerk@cityofhomer-ak.gov
mailto:clerk@cityofhomer-ak.gov
mailto:JasonDavis@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:JasonDavis@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:BradleyParsons@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:BradleyParsons@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:CarolineVenuti@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:CarolineVenuti@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:StormHansen@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:StormHansen@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:DonnaAderhold@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:shellyerickson@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:shellyerickson@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:rfoster@ci.homer.ak.us
mailto:rfoster@ci.homer.ak.us
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.merriam-webster.com%2fdictionary%2faspiration&c=E,1,7AcDb6DxsWAUJSRkKi1b7hhXb4q-7h8mKIlhy2dVszTt-uM8JSnyZzR32kPSQBSZIxB44hwJ8PL77dmvomVOoc8A7JIHMFzeOqWwGo-Evq8,&typo=1


therefore, WE MUST DO XYZ”.
 
The Comprehensive Plan should distinguish between what is “gotta do” and
what is “nice to do” (needs versus wants) regarding City Government.  The
Draft Plan fails to make those distinctions.  This failure to distinguish results in a
long, unfocused document that is not actionable by City Government.   
 
Consistent with my comments previously submitted, the City should focus (and
make it very clear in the draft plan) on the CORE FUNCTIONS City Government
must execute and the funding mechanisms that allows for that execution. 
Those CORE FUNCTIONS and how they will be facilitated by zoning (as it exists
today, or as it should be changed) should be laid out clearly in the base
document.   This should act as a roadmap for City Leaders, staff, and residents
so they can have a “North Star” to guide their decisions over the years, no
matter who is in the leadership role. 
 
Aspirations should be clearly laid out in an appendix with an appropriate lead in
paragraph that says something like:
“The purpose of this appendix is to capture and distill down the feedback
received from the community during the planning process.  This feedback helps
to shape potential visions of where the City of Homer may be in 10 to 20 years. 
The ideas, principles, themes, and strategies included in this appendix provide
insight and context, at a point in time, for ways to navigate over the next 10 to
20 years; however, they are not all inclusive nor binding in any way and shall
not be used to obligate the City to act or cease from acting as it executes its
responsibilities”.
 
On a final note...I thank you for prompting me to look at the Draft Plan once
again.  There is a lot to digest there.  It seems I come away with new insights
every time I review it. 
 
Page 3 lists the top 3 themes that emerged from the community survey stating
what respondents value the most, find the most challenging, and described as
the ideal Homer 20 years from now.   This simple page may serve as an
excellent North Star to focus our efforts as we navigate forward.  I expect about
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10% of the Draft Plan has direct actions that focus on these thematic areas. 
 
That said, page 4 has the following statement at the top of the page:
 

Who responded to the 2024 Community Survey?
556 people participated in the survey, exceeding our goal of 500
participants. 224 comments were received on the interactive map. Of the
556 survey participants:

·         70% have lived in Homer more than a decade.
·         91% live in Homer year-round.
·         39% reside within the City of Homer limits.

 
The fact that 39% of the respondents reside outside the City Limits prompts a
few questions to consider:

1. Is a substantial part of the Comprehensive Plan influenced by those who
live outside the jurisdiction of the City?

2. Are the themes on page 3 representative of the values of the residents of
the City?

3. Would these themes look different if only data from City residents was
used?

4. Are the ideas and associated financial obligations in the Draft Plan
proposed by people who don’t have any financial responsibility?

5. Will the people who live outside the jurisdiction of the City benefit from
expenditures made by City residents?

6. Is this consistent with a “user pays” principle?
 
It would be fruitful to have further analysis that answers these questions, just
to validate if the page 3 themes are accurately representative of Homer
residents who will be financially responsible for the operation of the City’s
Government actions. 
 
I look forward to continuing to participate in this process. 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
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Michael L. Jones
 
From: Donna Aderhold <DonnaAderhold@ci.homer.ak.us>
Date: Thursday, March 13, 2025 at 1:32 PM
To: Michael Jones <mljhea9@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Comments on the Draft Comprehensive Plan update

Dear Mr. Jones,
Thank you so much for taking time to engage with the comprehensive planning process so
thoroughly, your careful review of the plan, and taking time to articulate your specific comments. I
am sure that city staff and the consultant will take each of your comments into consideration.
 
I will note that the comprehensive plan is aspirational for where the community wants to be in 10-20
years. It does not obligate the city to do anything or spend any money. As a member of city council, I
do consider the budget as we make decisions and agree with you that we need to live within our
means and rebuild our reserves.
 
Again, thank you for dedicating your time to the comprehensive planning process.
 
Take care,
Donna
 
Donna Robertson Aderhold (she/her)

Homer City Council
491 E. Pioneer Ave.
Homer, AK 99603
 

907-244-4388
 

PUBLIC RECORDS LAW DISCLOSURE: Most e-mails from or to this address will be available for public
inspection under Alaska public records law.
 

On Mar 11, 2025, at 2:13 PM, Michael Jones <mljhea9@gmail.com> wrote:



CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise
caution when opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown
senders.

Mayor of Homer, City Council Members, City Manager,
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Community Development Director
 
Thank you for your Leadership efforts to make Homer a wonderful
place to live, work, and recreate. 
 
I have submitted two packages of comments for consideration in the
Draft Comprehensive Plan update process.
For transparency, I’m providing those comments to you in this email.
 
I have devoted countless hours to this planning process in meeting
participation, draft reviews, and comments—something that many
of our Homer constituents cannot devote themselves to.
 
I love living in this community.  I have seen what poor city
governance and never-ending government growth looks like. 
 
It is with this background that I offer the following comments.
 
Comments submitted on March 6 to Ryan Foster, City of Homer (in
text below and the attached PDF):
 
High Level Comments
I appreciate the extensive work that has developed this draft plan. 
That said, this plan is filled with several
suggestions/recommendations/strategies (many of which are
advocated by special interests) for the City to be involved in areas
that are clearly beyond what the City should be responsible for.  
Likewise, these strategies will become requirements in Phase 2 of
the planning process, obligating the City and its residents to comply
with requirements that much of the population doesn’t have
visibility to and likely wouldn’t support if they knew the far-reaching
implications and financial burdens of those strategies. 
 
A large part of the population of Homer and the surrounding
communities are working, raising families, caring for elders,

56



volunteering, and engaged in other community activities—they don’t
have time to participate in the comprehensive planning process—
consequently, their interests likely are not represented in the Plan. 
These people look to the City Council to watch out for their interests,
make good decisions, prevent government overreach, and to protect
them. 
 
I encourage the City Council members to remember who pays for
city salaries, programs, and activities.  While there is fee for service
funding for water, sewer and the Port and Harbor, a significant
amount of funding for City Government comes from taxes on your
constituents—especially property taxes—where your constituents
are held captive to pay for unrealized gains on the property they
already own, for the rest of their lives.
 
I encourage the City Council, to ask yourselves the following
questions as you review this plan: 
 
Am I looking out for the interests of those who have not been able to
participate in the planning process? 
 
Have I done everything possible to seek input from those members
of our community? 
 
What blind spots exist—have I sought out dissenting or contrary
opinions?
 
Have I created an environment where those dissenting or contrary
opinions can be brought forward without fear of bullying from those
who believe otherwise?
 
How does this plan create obligations that can be used to take away
liberties from the Homer citizens? 
 
How does this plan expand the scope of government in ways that are
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clearly outside the City’s mission? 
 
Who pays—How does this plan take money out of the pockets of a
broad population of Homer citizens to subsidize a narrow population
of special interests?
 
Should the Homer citizens vote on key elements of the plan that will
create financial obligations? 
 
Detailed Comments
Using those questions as a basis for review, I offer the following
comments:
 

1. Stay within the City Responsibilities:  Focus on the Core
Functions.

City of Homer Mission: 
Mission Statement: The City of Homer exists to provide quality
services to all its citizens; to respond in the most appropriate, open,
and fiscally responsible manner possible to citizens’ needs and
concerns; and to do so through the active participation of those
citizens. These services include police, fire, emergency medical
service, parks, cemeteries, animal control, street maintenance,
water, wastewater collection and treatment, port and harbor,
airport terminal, library, planning and general administration. 
 
Consequently, the plan should focus on the core functions of City
Government for which you are responsible.  The mission of the City
and core responsibilities DOES NOT include advancing social equity
or climate change policies as suggested pervasively throughout the
draft Plan. 
 
One stated purpose of the plan, shown on page 2 is:  This
comprehensive plan update is Phase 1 of a two-phased project. In
Phase 2, the project team will work closely with the City of Homer to
update the Cityʼs zoning code, Title 21, to support the land use
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recommendations in the updated plan.
 
In fact, the zoning code is referred to at least 57 times in the
document, reinforcing how important this plan will be for updating
the code. 
 
This plan is filled with all kinds of strategies that are clearly beyond
what the City should be responsible for.   These strategies will
become requirements in Phase 2 of the planning process, obligating
the City and its residents to requirements that much of the
population doesn’t have visibility to and likely doesn’t support.  As
noted previously, they don’t have time to participate in the
development of this Plan and are trusting on the City Council to
make wise choices.  A wise choice is to focus on the core functions.
 

2. Apply critical thinking to evaluate key terms used throughout
the Plan document.  Many of these key terms are freely and
abundantly used without regard to a rigorous definition
because “everybody knows what that means”.  Some of these
terms are code for special interests to leverage their agendas
that benefit their organizations and causes, to the detriment of
the broad citizenry you represent.  Examples include:

 
1. Social Equity:  The document does not define this term

(yet it shows up three times) and thus it fails to be clear
exactly what the authors are expecting what actions the
City will take.  This undefined term is loaded with
ambiguity that is leveraged by special interests to transfer
wealth, all in the interest of “the children” or any other
targeted audience that they feel needs to be subsidized. 
Some who advocate for such things are typically funded
by out of State national organizations who do not
represent the whole Homer community.  Failure to
support this social agenda results in name calling and
intimidation by the advocates.  We have seen this play out
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in the lower 48.  Do not let this occur here.  The City has
NO responsibility to pursue a vague divisive social equity
agenda. 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  eliminate any mention of social equity (or
substitution of similar concepts) from the Draft Comprehensive
Plan and any newly created supporting documents.  
 

1. Resilience:  Who can’t be supportive of resilience? 
However, its abundant use in the Plan is misleading and
manipulative.  The word “resilient or resilience” appears
54 times in the draft plan and is used 25 times prior to
being defined on page 28.  It is used 50 times in reference
to climate change.  The definition that the Plan uses is as
follows: 

 
Resilience: The ability of a community to anticipate, plan, and
prepare for threats, persevere through stressful or disruptive events,
and recover and adapt to new conditions.
 
This definition was Adapted from the Fairbanks North Star Borough
Climate Action and Adaptation Plan, 2024.   While this definition is a
perfectly good generic definition, its repeated misuse throughout
the process and in the Plan document is problematic in at least 3
ways. 
 
This definition has not actually been approved in the document it

was taken from—it is an unapproved draft.  Even
if it was approved, does that mean that the City of
Homer and its residents agree with its use here?   

While it is used extensively in the draft comprehensive plan, and was
used in surveys, it was not defined until now so
people would know what it means. 

As mentioned above, the definition is a good generic description of
what Resilience can be, however, throughout the
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Plan document, the phrasing and use of Resilience
is jargon that is typically used as a solution to
climate change.  Its use creates a pathway to
make climate change the center piece of this
document and the center of all decision making,
while ignoring our finite resources.  Climate
change is discussed in more detail later.  

 
The bottom line:  the generic definition of resilience has been
misappropriated to be a climate change mitigation which opens the
door to all kinds of special interests who may wish to influence and
mandate future decisions of the City Council and Planning
Commission regarding the zoning code and development (no matter
what the cost) that may go against the wishes of the broader
electorate.  
 
RECOMMENDATION:  eliminate any mention of resilience (or
substitution of similar concepts) from the Draft Comprehensive
Plan and any newly created supporting documents unless it is
disassociated from climate change and is specifically descriptive of
what the Plan is protecting against.  Hardening the Spit and Harbor
facilities to make them resistant to storm damage is an example of
building resilience into the process of managing these important
assets (helping them to persevere through disruptive events).  
 

1. Sustainability:   Who can’t be supportive of sustainability? 
However, its abundant use in the Plan is misleading and
manipulative.  Sustainable or sustainability are mentioned
95 times in the draft plan and is used 43 times prior to
being defined on page 28.  The definition that the Plan
uses is as follows: 

 
Sustainability: The process of using our finite resources as a
community to balance the goals of economic vitality, environmental
stewardship, and social equity to ensure that we can meet the needs
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of present generations without compromising the ability of future
generations to meet their own needs. 
 
This definition was Adapted from the Fairbanks North Star Borough
Climate Action and Adaptation Plan, 2024.   This definition, and its
repeated use is problematic in at least 4 ways. 
 
This definition has not actually been approved in the document it

was taken from—it is an unapproved draft.  Even
if it was approved, does that mean that the City of
Homer and its residents agree with its use here?   

While it is used extensively in the draft comprehensive plan, and was
used in surveys, it was not defined until now so
people would know what it means. 

It leverages the term Social Equity and as mentioned previously, the
City has NO responsibility to pursue a vague
divisive social equity agenda.

Most importantly, Economic Vitality, appears only two more times in
the draft plan aside from the definition of
Sustainability, once on page 12 and once on page
30.  In each case, Economic Vitality is listed on
Goal A in the Sustainability, Resilience & Climate
Change sections.  In each case, the underlying
strategies listed have NOTHING to do with
Economic Vitality.  The phrasing of Economic
Vitality is being used as jargon that allows the
plan advocates to “check the box” that it links
Sustainability with Economic Vitality. 

 
In fact, economics is consistently separated from Sustainability
throughout the document as shown in the Plan Purpose section on
page 2:  The updated Homer Comprehensive Plan will be a
combination of long-term vision, goals, and practical strategies that
will: guide decisions about land use and environment, housing, public
services and infrastructure, transportation, economic development,
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health and wellness, sustainability, resilience and climate change,
and quality of life, and more.  
 
As shown here, sustainability is consistently used in the context of
“sustainability, resilience, and climate change”.  In fact, at least 80 of
the 95 times Sustainability is used, it is either directly stating or
indirectly inferring a link to climate or climate change thus
demonstrating the bias of the real intended use of Sustainability—a
pathway to make climate change the center piece of this document
and the center of all decision making, while ignoring our finite
resources. 
 
The good news is that fiscal sustainability is mentioned about 9
times, mostly in the Governance section.  However, throughout the
process, when people were asked for their opinion, there never has
been any mention of:

·         our finite resources, or
·         economically sustainable actions, or
·         economic evaluation of actions

deemed to be “sustainable”, or
·         a limitation as to what can be done

as it may not be economically
sustainable.

 
The survey questions and presentations always centered on, “do you
want us to do sustainable things?”  Well of course we do! 
 
The bottom line:  lack of specific definition and liberal use of the
word “Sustainable”, opens the door to all kinds of special interests
who may wish to influence and mandate future decisions of the City
Council and Planning Commission regarding zoning code and
development (no matter what the cost) that may go against the
wishes of the broader electorate.  
 
RECOMMENDATION:  eliminate any mention of sustainability (or
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substitution of similar concepts) from the Draft Comprehensive
Plan and any newly created supporting documents unless it is
specifically descriptive of what the Plan is protecting against. 
Fiscal sustainability is an example:  If the funding demand for
desired projects exceeds the revenue available, spending for the
desired projects will deplete the available funds.  Insufficient
funds will result in staffing reductions, benefit reductions and
other cost cutting measures to fund the desired projects.  This is
an unsustainable business model as it will prevent the City from
being able to perform its core functions.  
 

1. Climate Change:  The word “climate” appears at least 56
times in the draft plan document, each time referring to
climate change.   Its use is so pervasive throughout the
document, it’s not possible to point out all the ways it has
been used to manipulate the survey and drafting
processes in creation of the Plan.  

 
Kaplan’s law of the instrument may be stated as follows:  Give a
small boy a hammer, and he will find that everything he encounters
needs pounding.   This principle can be applied to many of the
special interests who have been involved in the development of this
Plan.  Climate is the center of their existence—both funding and
philosophy—so they call everything climate change and seek to
deploy any number of actions (which they financially gain from) to
mitigate it.  Mitigations include such items as greenhouse gas
inventories, electric vehicles (EVs), EV charging stations, microgrids,
solar, wind, and tidal electricity generating resources—no matter
how little sense it makes.  Consider three of these mitigations that
are focused under Strategy 2, Reduce the greenhouse gas emissions
produced by City operations and encourage the reduction of
emissions throughout the Greater Homer Area (page 30):
 
Greenhouse Gas (GhG) Inventory, page 30: “Maintain a staff

position that can continue to produce annual

64



basic inventory reports for all energy consuming
and Greenhouse Gas (GhG) producing City sectors,
including summaries of energy consumption, GhG,
energy outputs, and costs; report should include
both sector and individual facility totals for
detailed year-to-year comparison”. 

 
A GhG inventory is an absolute waste of time and money.  On page
28, the plan states, “The City of Homer started this process in 2007
when it became the first community in Alaska to develop a Climate
Action Plan (CAP), which asserted that action was necessary to
prepare Homer for the impacts of climate change”.   Taking credit for
being first to spend public money to develop a useless document is
probably not something to brag about.  GhG inventory generation,
tracking, and analysis effectively takes credit for activities that would
have been done anyway because they make economic sense (or
provide public safety benefits) on their own.  The inventory allows us
to “virtue signal” or “pat ourselves on the back” for (maybe)
reducing a miniscule amount of GHG’s on a global basis.  All the
project details listed in the City’s 2022 status report on climate
implementation strategies including HVAC improvements, interior
and exterior lighting upgrades, digital controller upgrades and
replacing pumps with high efficiency motors are examples of things
that make economic sense, yet they are characterized as climate
mitigation. 
 
Our city leadership needs to ask itself, “How do the single parents,
undernourished, elderly, homeless and others in need in Homer feel
about spending $100,000 per year for a fully loaded staff position
(and untold funds devoted to contractors, consultants, and special
interests) to inventory GhG’s so we can feel good about ourselves? 
 
Recommendation: The City should not devote a staff position to
production of GhG inventories or reporting. 
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EV Charging Stations, page 31, and page 51: “Explore the
development of a widespread EV charging
network to support the transition to electric
vehicles for residents and visitors and reduce
transportation related GhG emissions”.

 
This would be a typical recommendation in a comprehensive plan
from 5 years ago.  Today, virtually every major automobile
manufacturer has dramatically scaled back, or flat out eliminated
their Electric Vehicle (EV) manufacturing plans.  EV’s just don’t make
sense, especially in Alaska.  This is one area in particular that the City
has no business devoting any time and effort to.  Additionally, even if
manufacturers decide to reestablish plans to build EV’s, the City
should not even consider contributing to develop a widespread EV
charging network.  There is no reason that the City should subsidize
the roll out of charging stations when competitive market forces
should do that on their own. 
 
Advocate and invest in renewable energy sources, page 31: “Work

with partners such as Homer Electric Association,
Homer Drawdown, and KPB to advocate for and
invest more in renewable energy sources including
hydroelectric, solar, wind, and tidal energy”.

 
It’s not clear who Homer Drawdown is—there isn’t any information
on their website denoting who they are affiliated with. 
 
Recommendation:  The City should not specify an action in this
document that points to a partner who is not transparent as to
their origin and ongoing funding. 
 
Additionally, the City should neither advocate for, nor invest in
renewable resources so we can feel good about ourselves.  It should
not come as a surprise that those who advocate for such solutions,
particularly residential solar, wind, and tidal energy, have never
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published the analysis to demonstrate true cost and the miniscule
GhG reductions these solutions will have if deployed in Alaska. 
 
Recommendation:  The City should not invest in renewable
resources to offset City electricity costs unless a financial analysis
justifies the expenditure.  No consideration should be made for
GhG offsets in the analysis. 
 
The city should never invest in any solar, wind, or tidal energy
project if the existing utility net energy metering tariff is in place.  As
currently structured, the net energy metering tariff is a transfer of
wealth from those who don’t have renewables (generally lower
income households) to those who install renewables (high income
households).   The City would do a disservice to its residents to take
money from low-income households to reduce the electricity cost in
its buildings.  
 
Recommendation:  The City should not invest in renewable
resources using the subsidies inherent in net energy metering. 
 

3. Economics/Governance:  The Governance section beginning on
page 68 provides out of date background statistics.  Why does
the City of Homer not have expenses and revenue information
more recent than the year 2022?  Recommendations,
particularly those that have financial impact, cannot depend on
data that is over 2 years old.  

 
Recommendation:  Update this whole section to include the
financial data and statistics through the year 2024.
 

4. Live within your means.  Sources of Revenue:
Do not depend on State or Federal funding for any services.  Do not
establish long running programs/activities with one-time funding. 
This only creates the expectation that those programs/activities are
necessary and must be continued at all costs.  If there is a one-time
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funding that is used, the on-going funding need must be identified
and mitigated, or the program/activity should not be done.  The
City’s historical budget has demonstrated a dependence on Capital
and Operating Grants.  Are we prepared to live within our means
WHEN these grant sources dry up?  Too often the thinking is:
“There’s a federal grant available, so let’s apply for it because it is
free money”.  That money isn’t free—it was taken from the City’s
constituents and others who are Federal taxpayers.
 
Recommendation:  Develop a plan to provide only the basic
services of City government that is not dependent on State and
Federal grants.
 
Additionally, on page 72, the draft Plan notes: 
Dependence on Sales Tax as a Primary Revenue Source
Sales tax remains the most significant revenue source for Homer,
contributing 43 percent of total revenues in 2022. Sales tax revenue
has grown at an average annual rate of 3.32 percent, but its reliance
makes the city vulnerable to economic downturns and shifts in
consumer spending.  
 
This reinforces the need for the City to live within its means and to
build a larger rainy-day fund to navigate the volatility of this revenue
source. 
 
Recommendation:  Develop a plan that provides only the basic
services of City government and grows a rainy-day fund to
navigate the volatility of the sales tax source of revenue.
 
 
Once again, on page 72, the draft Plan notes: 
Aging Population and Increased Property Tax Exemptions
Property tax revenue has remained stable but faces future risks due
to the increasing number of senior citizens eligible for property tax
exemptions. The share of tax-exempt property has grown, potentially
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impacting the Cityʼs ability to generate stable revenue from this
source.
 
This statement is factually incorrect when it says the tax revenue is
stable.  By using the 2022 financial data, the draft Plan disregards the
substantial increase in property taxes that have occurred due to
dramatically inflated assessed property valuations over the past few
years. 
 
The narrative in the Adopted Biennial Operating Budget dated May
22, 2023, states:
Property Tax
Property tax continues to trend upwards as real estate becomes more
valuable and new structures are developed in Homer. Despite
national trends in which housing starts have cooled slightly due to
high interest rates, development interest in Homer has not subsided.
In calendar year 2021, the City issued 62 zoning permits at a total
estimated value of $23.3 million. In calendar year 2022, those
numbers grew to 66 and $29.8 million respectively. When forecasting
Property Tax revenues, we included modest year over year growth,
however, we expect the actuals will exceed our conservative
forecasts.
 
The fiscal year 2025 Budget published in the Amended Biennial
Operating Budget dated May 28, 2024, documents an 8.8% increase
in property tax revenues to $4.2 million.   
 
The City of Homer has benefited from growing (not stable) property
tax revenue.  In fact, these valuations (and associated taxes) based
on unrealized capital gains, have grown so dramatically, there is a
movement afoot to change the property tax rules in the Kenai
Peninsula Borough. 
 
Recommendation:  Develop a plan that provides only the basic
services of City government and grows a rainy-day fund from the
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increased property tax revenues that are currently occurring to
navigate the uncertainty of future property tax revenues.
 
 

5. Live within your means:  Core services
Page 34 describes Reliable and Affordable Services
The City of Homer provides a range of services, including water,
sewer, planning, road maintenance, community development,
recreation, parks, port and harbor management, fire protection, law
enforcement, and emergency services... All services provided by the
City need to support quality of life, economic development, and
safety by meeting the needs of all community members.
 
Nowhere in this description does it say the City is responsible for
non-core services such as social equity or climate change mitigation. 
 

6. Live within your means:  Staffing
On page 18 in the Governance section, it notes key themes guiding
the Plan.  One item listed notes:  Staff Capacity Challenges Impacting
Service Delivery. 
 
This draft Plan includes an expansion of city government projects
and services which (if affordable) would exacerbate this staffing
challenge. 
 
Recommendation:  Develop a plan that provides only the basic
services of City government that is affordable.  This plan will
reduce the demand for expansive government services and limit
the need to add staff thus reducing staff capacity challenges.
 

7. Live within your means:  Parks
In the quality-of-life section on page 17, the following strategy is
listed: 
 
Outdoor Recreation

70



Care for and expand Homerʼs network of outdoor trails and parks.
 
Parks are mentioned 31 times in the draft Plan, and the general
theme is to expand the quantity and quality of our parks and expand
government as a result.  On page 64, the following is stated,
“Reconfigure the Cityʼs organizational structure to provide park
facilities and recreation services by establishing a dedicated Parks
and Recreation Department and ensuring staff capacity is
appropriate”.
 
There appears to be a lot of interest in adding parks and trails
throughout the plan update, even though the City manages
substantial park infrastructure.  According to the City's Website: 
 
"The City of Homer has 29 dedicated parks, with amenities ranging
from undeveloped to playgrounds, ball fields, and picnic areas. There
are 25 trails that cover almost 11 miles and complement our
beautiful beaches which stretch 15.5 miles around town. We have
multiple pavilions available to reserve for special events, or you can
enjoy them for free whenever they are not reserved. We host six ball
fields that cater to various needs of Little League and Softball user
groups. Total park acreage is over 520 acres." 
 
It would be good to understand the utilization of all these parks and
trails before we consider additional ones.  They all cost money to
build and maintain—the maintenance of which can far exceed the
initial cost.  Questions to ask include:
 
                                                                                       i.            Are there third parties who advocate

for these specific features who are willing to be
financially responsible for maintaining them
after they are built? 

                                                                                     ii.            Are some of the existing trails
under/unutilized and should they be abandoned
or repurposed? 
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                                                                                   iii.            Is there an overall "traffic flow" plan
for trails that establishes, at a high level what we
want to do with trails?

                                                                                   iv.            What areas do we want to facilitate
flow to/from (beaches/skyline/Diamond
Ridge/East Hill/West Hill/East End)? 

                                                                                     v.            Bikes/eBikes vs Pedestrian/Hikers vs
perhaps snow machine/ATV's? 

 
There should be consideration as to who uses the parks or trails
proposed and who pays for them.  Is this a case where many who
never use those features pay for the few who do?  The new parks or
trails could be great ideas, but there needs to be a robust discussion
of how they could be funded and managed within our existing city
resources before any of this gets codified in the Zoning process. 
 
Recommendation:  The City should not add any additional park or
trail responsibilities until an analysis is done to understand the
true utilization and cost of the existing assets. 
 
 

8. Live within your means:  Homer Accelerated Roads and Trails
(HART): 

HART is a voter approved sales tax which dedicates funds to road
and trail related projects in the City.  There has been substantial
lobbying for additional trails in the planning process.  The draft
comprehensive plan includes the recommendation (twice) on page
36 to renew the Homer Accelerated Roads and Trails Fund beyond
2027.   The City Council should dig deep on the following questions:
 

1. Can the City unilaterally renew this tax, or would it require
a vote of residents?

2. Are those who advocate for more trails, then seek funding
for them, financially benefitting in some way?

3. Are targeted trail pathways likely to infringe on property
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owners’ rights?   
 

9. Live within your means:  Homer Accelerated Water and Sewer
Program (HAWSP): 

The Adopted Biennial Operating Budget dated May 22, 2023, states:
Like HART, HAWSP is a voter approved sales tax which dedicates
funds to water and sewer related projects in the City. HAWSP also
receives a significant amount of money from special assessment
district loan repayments each year. Much of the HAWSP fund goes to
the repayment of Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
loans which support water and sewer projects.
 
The draft Plan includes the following statement on page 37: 
Maintain the Homer Accelerated Water and Sewer Program (HAWSP)
to fund the design and
construction of facilities that support new customers, with a focus on
new water and sewer connections within the City limits (infill).
 
Like HART, Can the City unilaterally renew this tax, or would it
require a vote of residents?
 

10. Education:  Stay in your lane
Education is mentioned at least 28 times in the draft Plan.  Many of
these mentions appear to be references to K-12 learning such as
Strategy 7 on page 17:  Offer high-quality K-12 education in Homer
and sustain lifelong learning opportunities for all residents. 
 
Page 34 of the draft plan states:  The City relies on other entities,
such as the Kenai Peninsula Borough17, for other public services such
as education, healthcare, and solid waste management.  Since
education is the Borough’s responsibility, it’s not clear what the City
is responsible for regarding education, or why any mention of it
should be included in this Plan.  
 
On page 66, the Plan is stating that it’s the City’s responsibility to
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“Advocate for state-level increases to the Base Student Allocation
formula”.  This is a very specific and narrow recommendation that
doesn’t begin to address why the State allocates among the highest
level of funding for K-12 education yet continues to perform among
the bottom level in results.  Why wouldn’t the City advocate for
effective education performance results that would be consistent
with the spending level that has been provided historically? 
 
Recommendation:  Eliminate this recommended advocacy action
from the plan. 
Recommendation:  Review the draft Plan for any advocacy
recommendations and eliminate them if they are not consistent
with the core function of City government.
Closing comments
The comprehensive planning process has attempted to reach out to
the community, to seek input on how to shape the future of the City
of Homer.  An enormous amount of work has been put into the
development of the plan.  Thank you for taking on this challenge. 
 
However, like the development of the Climate Action Plan, this
process has been hijacked by special interests who seek to codify
obligations that the City must comply with.  Those documented
obligations benefit these special interests as it furthers their
cause/beliefs/philosophies and holds the City (and its residents)
hostage to implement their pet projects identified in the draft Plan. 
Don’t fall for it.  The City Government is here to provide core
services, not to be a social equity and climate leader.  City
Government should focus on the blocking and tackling of providing
core services in a safe, responsive, excellent, and economic fashion. 
 
My review and comments to the draft Plan represents many hours of
effort, yet it only scratches the surface.  Many of my specific
comments represent themes or areas that require further review
needed to whittle down scope of this document.  I encourage the
City Council to view these comments as a challenge to do more to
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align the draft Plan with providing core City Government services. 
 
Recommendation:  The City Council and City Leadership must
review the draft Plan with a critical eye, seeking to identify and
eliminate (or use language to de-obligate) all the
recommendations that are beyond the scope of the core business
function that the City should perform. 
 
 
Comment submitted on March 11 via the comment portal on the
Comprehensive Plan Web page (in text below):
 
On page 65 the draft plan says:
b) Bolster the efforts of the Mobilizing for Action through Planning
and Partnerships (MAPP) Homer Early Childhood Coalition in
supporting families with young children to learn about community
events, connections, resources, and information, including
distribution of the Family Resource Booklet.
 
 
Question:  What screening has been done about the MAPP process
and organization and what they stand for? 
Question:  Why are they specifically identified as a partner? 
 
MAPP is affiliated with the National Association of County and City
Health Officials (NACCHO)
Things to consider: 

NACCHO is headquartered in Washington D.C.
NACCHO’s most recent annual report is from the year 2020. 
Many of their key policy statements are not publicly available
online—requiring a membership in order to view the
information. 
There is a complete section of their work activity that is focused
on climate change. 
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Question:  Has the City of Homer vetted NACCHO given their lack of
transparency and climate change focus/bias?
 
Question:  Climate change discussion pervasively dominates the
Draft Plan and is overrepresented by the many special interests who
have been involved in the development of the plan.  Does the plan
benefit from yet another entity whose focus/bias is the climate
change narrative?
 
In their Intro to MAPP 2.0, their focus is on health equity, yet the
Draft Comprehensive Plan does not mention the term one time. 
 
Question:  Is it the intention of the City of Homer to focus the
Comprehensive Plan update on health equity issues?
 
The Draft Plan consists of many layers of non-transparent agendas
aligned and influenced by special interests.  
 
Recommendation:  Since the Draft Plan has been dramatically
influenced by special interests, and it isn’t transparent what
influence those special interests have had in the development of
the Plan and its recommendations, the draft plan needs to map
out (in a new appendix section) the names of the organizations
mentioned throughout this document.  In addition to the names,
there needs to be a short synopsis of each organization’s focus
area or mission to create greater transparency as to who has
influenced the development of this Draft Plan.  That synopsis
needs to identify ANY climate change activity or policy the
organization advocates for or engages in. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Michael L. Jones
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From: Renee Krause
To: Zach Pettit
Subject: FW: Homer Comprehensive Plan Comments
Date: Tuesday, March 18, 2025 3:04:04 PM

See below
 
Renee Krause, MMC
City Clerk/ADA Coordinator
City of Homer
491 E Pioneer Avenue
Homer, AK 99603
907-235-3130
907-235-3143 Fax
Rkrause@ci.homer.ak.us
 
"Listen to the wind, it talks. Listen to the silence, it speaks. Listen to your heart, it knows."
– Ojibwe Prayer
PUBLIC RECORDS LAW DISCLOSURE:  Most e-mails from or to this address will be available for public inspection
under Alaska public records law.
 
From: Chrissy Zubek <cnzubek@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2025 10:27 AM
To: shelly@agnewbeck.com; Department Planning <Planning@ci.homer.ak.us>; Department Clerk
<clerk@ci.homer.ak.us>
Subject: Homer Comprehensive Plan Comments
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.

Good morning,
 
I wanted to leave some personal comments on the comprehensive plan. 
 
I think the plan could use more of the purple definition boxes to make it more user friendly
and define some of what we are desiring as a community. What does "sustainability" mean,
what are we talking about when we are proposing "mixed use land" and denser housing? What
does creating a walkable downtown area really mean and look like for the community?
I also feel like some of it is very general and could use more examples/support/clarification. It
is one thing to say "we need affordable housing" but how are we going to do that and how are
we going to get the community on board to institute these changes? Sure, people acknowledge
we need affordable housing, but not at the cost of their view. Changing zoning and land use
sounds scary to many, so give some examples of what it could look like and how it would be
beneficial personally and economically for Homer. 
 
I appreciate the acknowledgement and support of commercial fishing and the marine trades
here in Homer. Along those lines, I think it would be a good idea to look into ways to support
the fishing community here locally, those selling seafood and restaurants buying it directly
from fisherfolk or small seafood distributors as opposed to large processors, which would
support local business and keep more local, fresh seafood in the hands and mouths of our
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community.
 
I am questioning some of the inclusion in the healthcare section. I think in light of the recent
community vote and in the interest of keeping the document relevant for the next 10 years, we
should remove section b in [Quality of Life Strategy #1 - Healthcare] "Continue to
support... the SPH master facilities plan..." etc with the list of the hospital's endeavors. The
city should support the hospital in a general sense, as it is the largest employer, but I don't
think it needs to be involved in the specifics. 
 
I agree that the city needs to establish an alternate truck route to keep truck traffic off of
Pioneer.
 
In regards to land use, I think it is important for the city to start thinking about taxes and how
to motivate land use in the area. I think one thing to explore is a land value tax, which
incentivizes the creation of productive land, both commercially and residentially. Taxes are
very low in Homer, especially on "undeveloped" land, however land inherently has value. By
not taxing undeveloped land appropriately, we are encouraging land owners to sit on land and
do nothing with it, when they could be developing it or selling to someone who wants to
develop and use the land, whether to build a home or start a business. There are large stretches
of unused land, both along the highway and found around town and up the hills. By
acknowledging and taxing that land appropriately, it can be moved from the hands of someone
who isn't using it to someone who will, or encourage those landowners to use it. In the same
vein, it would also create some relief and acknowledgement for the productivity that
developed land brings to our community and sharing the taxes. That's probably my most
specific suggestion and perhaps more appropriate for an action phase, but I believe it deserves
some thought nonetheless-- at least about exploring taxes and the way changing them (not
inherently raising them) can benefit our community as a whole.
 
In order to promote some of the density and growth of small business and marine trades in the
city, I recommend looking more into how we can help create and support an agglomeration
community. In a walkable area like the spit, if you go down for one thing, you often find
yourself popping into other shops, grabbing a coffee, maybe walking down to the Harbor.
Along Pioneer, there are many shops, but spread far enough apart that you have to drive and
make it a point to visit them. Having shops, especially shops of like kinds, more concentrated,
would encourage consumers to create greater community ties and reliance and ease to shop
local businesses. If I could pop into a butcher shop, walk next door to a cheese shop, and head
a few doors down to grab spices from another shop, then stop into a kitchenware shop to buy
the pan I need, I could eat and support more local business without driving up and down the
road.
These agglomeration communities could exist outside of Pioneer as well, down into the
industrial area of East End and be more developed in Old Town and at the base of West Hill as
well.
 
I think this comprehensive plan is a great start to the conversations we need to have in our
community and will help guide and keep us focused as Homer grows and changes over the
next decades. Thank you for all you have done and for considering my comments and hope
they can be of use or interest at some point in the future.
 
--
Sincerely,
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Chrissy Zubek
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Economic Impact Statement: Kachemak Bay State Park (2019–2024) and Outlook to 2030 

ExecuDve Summary: 
Kachemak Bay State Park – Alaska’s first state park – is a cornerstone of the Kenai Peninsula’s 
economy and a vital asset for the State of Alaska. Over the past five years (2019–2024), the park 
has generated millions in visitor spending, supported local businesses in Homer and 
surrounding communiJes, created employment opportuniJes, and provided invaluable 
environmental benefits. Even amid pandemic-related setbacks in 2020, the park’s economic 
contribuJons have rebounded strongly. Looking ahead to 2025–2030, conJnued investment in 
Kachemak Bay State Park will spur further tourism growth, bolster regional businesses, enhance 
ecosystem services, and increase state and local revenues. LegislaDve support and funding for 
the park are essenDal to sustain and amplify these benefits for Alaskans. 

Tourism and Visitor Spending (2019–2024) 

Visitor Volume: Kachemak Bay State Park aQracts thousands of visitors each year despite its 
remote access (boat or small plane only). VisitaJon peaked around 2016 and then saw a slight 
decline through 2019. 

espis.boem.gov  

In the earlier 2010s, visitors were roughly half local Alaskans and half out-of-state tourists, but 
by the late 2010s a growing majority were out-of-state visitors as in-state visits declined. The 
park drew an esJmated 5,000–7,000 visitors annually in the late 2010s, reflecJng its status as 
one of Homer’s most popular aQracJons. 

conservaJonfund.org 

Pandemic Impact: Like Alaska’s overall visitor industry, the park experienced a sharp drop in 
2020 due to COVID-19. Statewide, visitor volume fell by 82% in summer 2020 (427,000 visitors 
vs. 2.3 million previously). 

espis.boem.gov 

Kachemak Bay State Park saw only minimal visitaJon during summer 2020 as travel restricJons 
halted cruise stops and greatly reduced independent travel. However, this setback was 
temporary. 

Rebound and Spending: Tourism to Kachemak Bay State Park bounced back strongly in 2021–
2022. With Alaska’s tourism on an upswing, Homer’s 2021 gross sales were up 8% from 2020 
and within 2% of pre-pandemic levels, fueled by a robust summer season. Water taxis and tour 
operators at Kachemak Bay saw heavy use as independent travelers returned in large numbers. 

81

https://espis.boem.gov/Final%2520Reports/BOEM_2022-053.pdf#:~:text=to%2520the%2520park%2520consisted%2520of,of%2520Natural%2520Resources%252C%2520December%25202021
https://www.conservationfund.org/our-impact/projects/protecting-a-key-piece-of-kachemak-bay-state-park/#:~:text=as%2520Hawaii%2520Beach%252C%2520provides%2520safe,recreation%2520and%2520water%2520taxi%2520transportation
https://espis.boem.gov/Final%2520Reports/BOEM_2022-053.pdf#:~:text=match%2520at%2520L7951%2520Alaska%2520spent,McKinley%2520Research%2520Group%25202020


On a busy summer day, hundreds of tourists are dropped off by water taxis at the park’s Saddle 
Trail (Grewingk Glacier) access beach. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

conservaJonfund.org 

 Visitor spending associated with the park is substanJal: park visitors pay for water taxi fares, 
charter guides, lodging, dining, gear rentals, and more in the local area. For example, if 6,000 
park visitors each spent an average of $500 on trip expenses, that would inject roughly $3 
million annually into the local economy. Actual spending varies, but it is clear that tourism and ÷ 
recreaDon are essenDal to the economy of Homer and the Kenai Peninsula, with Kachemak 
Bay State Park serving as a major draw and economic driver. conservaJonfund.org 

Table 1: Kachemak Bay State Park – EsDmated VisitaDon & Visitor Spending, 2019–2024 

Sources: Alaska DNR park visitaGon data, McKinley Research Group (statewide tourism impacts), 
Kenai Peninsula Borough economic reports, City of Homer reports. 

espis.boem.gov 

cityoRomer-ak.gov 

Year
EsDmated 
Visitors

Notable Trend
EsDmated Direct Visitor 
Spending (Homer Area)

2019
~5,000 – 
6,000

Slight decline from 2016 peak 

espis.boem.gov 

; ~60% out-of-state visitors

~$2.5 – $3.0 million (pre-COVID 
high)

2020
~1,000 
(minimal)

–80% drop due to COVID-19 travel 
shutdowns 

espis.boem.gov

~$0.5 million (severely reduced)

2021
~3,000 – 
4,000

ParJal rebound (independent 
travelers; no large cruises)

~$1.5 – $2.0 million 
(recovering)

2022 ~5,000+
Strong rebound, nearing 2019 level 

cityo^omer-ak.gov

~$2.5 – $3.0 million (near full 
recovery)

2023
*

~6,000+
ConJnued growth; likely surpassed 
prior peak

~$3.0+ million (esJmated)
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 2023 figures are projecGons based on trends. 

Kachemak Bay State Park’s tourism impact extends beyond raw visitor counts. Many travelers 
stay in Homer specifically to visit the park, making Homer “the gateway to Kachemak Bay State 
Park”. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

The park’s presence lengthens visitor stays and encourages higher expenditures, as tourists add 
kayaking trips, glacier hikes, and cabin overnights to their iJneraries instead of just passing 
through. This increases tourism’s mulDplier effect, benefihng a wide array of local industries. 

Impact on Local Businesses and CommuniDes 

Local businesses thrive on the tourism generated by Kachemak Bay State Park. Homer has a 
diverse economy, but tourism and recreaDon are among its most prominent sectors. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

Visitors to the park fuel demand for services such as: 

Lodging and Dining: Hotels, lodges, bed-and-breakfasts, and campgrounds in Homer enjoy 
increased occupancy from park visitors. Tourists oien spend mulJple nights, benefiJng 
eateries, cafes, and bars. Homer’s visitor industry “supports local coQage industries including 
bed-and-breakfasts and arts and crais,” a fact noted in 2004 and sJll true today. The influx of 
park-goers – especially in summer – is a lifeline for many small hospitality businesses. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

Guides and Ouciders: Kachemak Bay State Park is only accessible by boat or air, giving rise to a 
robust charter sector. Several water taxi companies (e.g. Mako’s Water Taxi, Bay Excursions and 
others) transport visitors across Kachemak Bay to trailheads and coves, and numerous guide 
services offer hiking, kayaking, fishing, and wildlife-viewing tours. These operators are typically 
locally owned small businesses. Statewide, more than 630 commercial use permits are issued 
annually to businesses operaJng inside Alaska’s state parks – a porJon of which are in 
Kachemak Bay, enabling guided adventures that enrich the visitor experience and local 
economy. 

dnr.alaska.gov 

Retail and Supplies: Increased visitor traffic boosts retail sales in Homer. Outdoor gear shops 
rent or sell items for camping, kayaking, and fishing trips. Gii shops and art galleries (for which 
Homer is famous) see more customers; many tourists shopping for local arts, crais, and 
souvenirs are in town because the park drew them there. Groceries, fuel, and other supplies are 
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also purchased by visitors preparing for excursions “across the bay.” Homer’s total retail sales 
were nearly $196 million in 2022 (about $33,000 per capita) , a figure that is bolstered by 
tourism spending each year. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

datausa.io 

TransportaDon and Services: Beyond the water taxis, ancillary services benefit too. The Alaska 
Marine Highway ferry and small airlines that connect Homer to remote communiJes (and bring 
some visitors in) are supported by the overall tourism demand. Taxis, shuQle services, and 
vehicle rental agencies in Homer also gain business from park visitors who need to get around 
town and the harbor. 

Crucially, many of these economic benefits extend to surrounding communiJes. For example, 
Halibut Cove, a small community across the bay, hosts wilderness lodges and an art gallery/
restaurant that cater to park visitors. Other bay communiJes (Seldovia, Nanwalek, Port Graham) 
see indirect benefits as Homer’s hub economy grows. The park helps “anchor” Homer’s coastal 
economy and spreads opportunity across the region. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

Overall, Kachemak Bay State Park has become a pillar of Homer’s idenJty as a recreaDon and 
tourism desDnaDon. Its creaJon in 1971 directly contributed to tourism growth in the area, and 
today it remains a key asset for business vitality. Entrepreneurs conJnue to invest in new tours, 
accommodaJons, and events centered on the park, confident that the demand will persist or 
grow. This symbioJc relaJonship means that supporDng the park equates to supporDng local 
businesses and livelihoods in the community. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

Environmental and ConservaDon Benefits with Economic Value 

Kachemak Bay State Park delivers economic benefits not only through tourism, but also through 
its environmental and conservaDon roles. The park protects a vast area of 400,000 acres of 
mountains, forests, shoreline and bay habitat, which in turn provides ecosystem services that 
have real economic importance: 

Fishery Support: Kachemak Bay is designated a criGcal habitat area due to its rich biodiversity. 

en.wikipedia.org 

 Healthy fish and wildlife populaJons sustained by the park directly benefit commercial and 
sport fisheries – major economic drivers for the region. For instance, salmon spawn in the park’s 
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streams and lakes, contribuJng to salmon runs that local fishermen depend on. The bay’s rich 
marine ecosystem, partly protected by the park and adjacent reserves, supports Homer’s 
famous halibut and salmon fisheries. Homer’s port landed 4.7 million pounds of seafood worth 
$12.5 million in 2020, making it the 7th largest port in the U.S. by seafood value. This 
producJvity is Jed to intact habitat and clean water in Kachemak Bay. By conserving spawning 
areas and coastal waters, the park helps sustain the fisheries (and related jobs in fishing and 
seafood processing) that are fundamental to the local and state economy. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

Ecosystem Services: The undeveloped landscapes of the park provide services that would be 
costly or impossible to replace. Its forests sequester carbon, helping to buffer climate change by 
storing many thousands of tons of CO₂ – an environmental service with global economic value. 
The wetlands and Jdal marshes along the bay absorb floodwaters and storm surges, protecJng 
infrastructure in coastal communiJes naturally. They also filter water, maintaining the high 
water quality that shellfish growers and tour operators rely on. While harder to quanJfy in 
dollars, these benefits are significant. If the park’s ecosystems were degraded, the costs would 
show up in disaster recovery, erosion control, water treatment, and lost economic opportuniJes 
(e.g. decline of fisheries or tourism if wildlife disappears). InvesJng in conservaJon through the 
park is far cheaper than paying for lost services later. 

Research, EducaDon and Grants: Because of its relaJvely prisJne condiJon, Kachemak Bay 
State Park aQracts scienJfic research and conservaJon funding. The area hosts the Kachemak 
Bay NaDonal Estuarine Research Reserve (KBNERR) – one of only 30 such reserves in the U.S. – 
and the NOAA Kasitsna Bay Laboratory, both of which partner in studying and protecJng the bay
. 

whsrn.org 

These insJtuJons bring in federal research dollars and employ scienJsts, educators, and 
support staff in the local area. They conduct long-term monitoring of environmental health 
(documenJng trends like ocean warming and glacial change) and engage the community in 
stewardship. Such acJviJes not only have direct economic input (through salaries and 
operaJonal spending) but also raise the profile of Kachemak Bay, aQracJng visiJng researchers 
and students who spend money locally. AddiJonally, the park and reserve status help local 
groups win grants for habitat restoraJon, invasive species removal, and environmental 
educaJon, injecJng further funds into the economy. The community is clearly aware that 
“healthy environments [and] places to work and play” go hand-in-hand with “real economic 
opportunity”. 

conservaJonfund.org 
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Quality of Life & Property Values: The conservaJon of Kachemak Bay’s stunning scenery and 
wildlife enhances quality of life for residents, which has its own economic ripple effect. Homer’s 
“quality ameniJes” – chief among them access to the bay and park – make it a desirable place 
to live and reJre, aQracJng new residents and investors. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

 This in-migraJon contributes to the tax base and entrepreneurial acJvity (many small 
businesses choose Homer for its lifestyle appeal). Real estate near preserved open space oien 
commands higher values; indeed, Homer's growth and relaJvely high housing demand reflect, 
in part, the draw of nearby natural beauty. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

 Furthermore, the park provides subsistence resources (berries, fish, game) for local residents, 
which, while not always moneJzed, have significant cultural and economic importance – 
reducing cost of living for those who harvest them. 

One clear example of turning ecological richness into economic gain is the Kachemak Bay 
Shorebird FesDval. Each May, as more than 100,000 shorebirds stop over in the bay’s extensive 
mudflats during migraJon. 

whsrn.org 

Homer hosts a fesJval that draws bird watchers from around the world. FesJval parJcipants 
take guided walks in the state park, aQend workshops, and frequent local businesses. With over 
50 events on the schedule (from boat tours to arts shows) , the Shorebird FesJval infuses 
money into the community during the shoulder season, showing how conservaDon can be 
leveraged into tourism revenue. Without the habitat protecJons of the park and reserves, this 
natural spectacle (and the economic boost it brings) could be lost. 

whsrn.org 

In summary, Kachemak Bay State Park’s environmental stewardship role yields a spectrum of 
economic benefits: robust fisheries, free ecosystem services, research jobs, and a magnet for 
eco-tourism. These benefits underscore that funding the park is not a luxury – it is a sound 
economic strategy to preserve the natural capital that underlies many industries and 
community well-being on the Kenai Peninsula. 

Job CreaDon and Employment 
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The acJviJes in and around Kachemak Bay State Park support substanJal employment, both 
directly and indirectly: 

Park Management Jobs: The park itself provides some stable public-sector jobs. Alaska State 
Parks (a division of the Department of Natural Resources) employs rangers and maintenance 
staff to manage Kachemak Bay State Park. This includes a park ranger staDon at Halibut Cove 
Lagoon 

en.wikipedia.org 

with rangers who patrol trails, assist visitors, and conduct safety and conservaJon programs. 
Although the full-Jme staff is small (statewide only 43 full-Jme employees manage all 121 state 
park units), Kachemak Bay benefits from a share of those posiJons and from seasonal hires. 
Each summer, a trail crew (oien youth or young adults) is hired to work on park trails – for 
example, 6 trail crew posiDons were recently adverJsed for Kachemak Bay State Park. 

dnr.alaska.gov 

dnr.alaska.gov 

These jobs provide training and income for Alaskans and help build the state’s outdoor 
workforce. In addiJon, the park leverages a large volunteer program – over 800 volunteers 
contribute 80,000 hours annually in Alaska’s state parks– effecJvely supplemenJng paid staff 
and increasing the park’s capacity to host visitors. While volunteer labor isn’t counted in 
employment staJsJcs, it represents significant economic value in work accomplished 
(equivalent to ~$2 million worth of labor statewide, using conservaJve wage esJmates). 

dnr.alaska.gov  

Tourism and Hospitality Jobs: The tourism draw of the park translates into many private-sector 
jobs in Homer and the greater Kenai Peninsula. These jobs include water taxi operators, tour 
guides, charter boat captains and crew, fishing guides, kayak instructors, lodge and restaurant 
staff, retail clerks, and more. Many are seasonal jobs concentrated in summer, but some 
posiJons (hotel staff, maintenance, planning) are year-round to prepare for and sustain the 
visitor industry. It is esJmated that park-related visitaJon supports on the order of 50+ jobs in 
the Homer area when considering direct employment and addiJonal induced jobs from visitor 
spending. For context, Alaska’s out-of-state visitor industry accounted for 43,300 annual jobs 
statewide in 2017 

alaskaJa.org 
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(about 1 in 10 jobs in Alaska) and $1.5 billion in labor income. The Kenai Peninsula, being a top 
tourist region (“Alaska’s playground” for outdoor recreaJon), claims a sizable porJon of those 
jobs. Homer’s economy in parJcular shows over 26% of employment in leisure, hospitality, 
retail and related sectors– the sectors that encompass most tourism acJvity. Kachemak Bay 
State Park is a key driver filling those jobs. A water taxi company, for instance, might employ a 
dozen people (boat skippers, deckhands, office staff) at the height of summer; guided tour 
ouwits employ several guides each; restaurants hire extra servers and cooks to handle the 
tourist influx. These employment opportuniJes are especially valuable in Homer’s relaJvely 
small labor market, providing income to families and young people. Notably, tourism jobs oien 
serve as entry-level opportuniJes that can lead to careers in business or resource management, 
or allow residents to stay in the area rather than leaving for work. 

espis.boem.gov 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

MulDplier Effect on Jobs: Tourist spending circulates through the economy, supporJng even 
more employment in indirect ways. When a park visitor pays for a night in a local hotel, that 
hotel in turn pays wages to its staff, who then spend money at local stores, and so on. 
Economists esJmate that for every 1 direct job in tourism, another 0.5–1 jobs may be supported 
in the broader economy due to these mulJplier effects (through suppliers, services, and 
increased household spending). In the Kenai Peninsula Borough, tourism growth through 2019 
had posiJve spillovers: it drove gains not only in obvious sectors like lodging and food (which 
saw steady sales increases) , but also indirectly in construcJon, transportaJon, and others as 
businesses expanded to meet visitor needs. Therefore, the park’s role in aQracJng visitors helps 
maintain employment in virtually every corner of the local economy – from fuel dock workers 
fueling water taxis, to carpenters building new cabins, to farmers selling produce to local 
restaurants. The Alaska Travel Industry oien notes that tourism jobs have a wide reach, 
benefiJng both urban and rural areas and providing opportuniJes across the wage spectrum 

espis.boem.gov 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

Future Employment Outlook: As visitaJon grows, more jobs will be created. Already, new tour 
companies and services have been launching (for instance, kayak rentals specifically targeJng 
park campers). If the State invests in the park (e.g. funding more ranger posiJons or facility 
upgrades), that in itself creates construcJon and public service jobs. Looking ahead to 2025–
2030, the potenJal expansion of ecotourism and even winter tourism (e.g. ski or snowshoe 
tours in the park’s quieter season) could further diversify and increase year-round employment. 
Importantly, these jobs are in-state and cannot be outsourced – they rely on the unique 
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geography and culture of Kachemak Bay. Every visitor who comes for the park essenJally 
“brings a job with them,” in that their spending requires hands-on services by Alaskans. In a 
state seeking to broaden its economic base beyond oil and gas, the employment sustained by 
parks like Kachemak Bay is increasingly vital. 

In summary, Kachemak Bay State Park is an employment generator. It creates jobs directly in 
park operaJons and catalyzes many more in tourism and support services. These jobs range 
from entry-level seasonal work to skilled professional posiJons, contribuJng to a well-rounded 
local labor market. By supporJng the park, the Legislature would support current jobs and 
enable the creaJon of new ones, helping to keep unemployment low and incomes flowing on 
the Kenai Peninsula. 

State Revenue ContribuDons and Park Funding 

The economic acJvity associated with Kachemak Bay State Park contributes to government 
revenues, while the cost to the state to maintain the park is relaJvely small – yielding an 
excellent return on public investment. 

Local Tax Revenues: The City of Homer and Kenai Peninsula Borough derive significant tax 
income thanks to park-driven tourism. Homer imposes a 4.85% sales tax (and the Borough 3%), 
for a combined 7.85% sales tax on most purchases. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

 Visitors drawn by the park spend money on taxable items like restaurant meals, souvenirs, 
tours, and lodging (lodging is taxed by Homer at the general rate, as there is no separate bed 
tax). For example, an average summer day’s influx of park visitors might generate tens of 
thousands of dollars in gross sales – from charter Jckets to rental gear – equaJng to hundreds 
or thousands of dollars in tax revenue that very day. Over a full season, these taxes add up. 
Homer’s sales tax revenues have grown as tourism recovered; by 2021, gross sales were within 
2% of pre-pandemic highs, indicaJng healthy tax collecJons. AddiJonally, the Kenai Peninsula 
Borough benefits from sales taxes on any spending outside city limits (e.g. charters that operate 
from outside Homer’s city boundary). The Borough also has a property tax base that is indirectly 
bolstered by the park (higher property values and lodging development in Homer). Simply put, 
tourism helps fund local services – from roads to schools – and Kachemak Bay State Park is a 
notable contributor to that tourism. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

Statewide Tax Revenues: At the state level, the impact is more indirect but sJll important. Out-
of-state visitors drawn to Alaska bring new money into the state economy, which generates 
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state revenues via corporate income taxes, fuel taxes, and fishing/hunDng licenses, among 
others. While Alaska famously has no statewide sales or income tax on individuals, the visitor 
industry does contribute through business taxes and fees. For example, guides and tour 
companies pay state corporate taxes on profits; out-of-state owned cruise lines pay state taxes 
and fees when docking or operaJng tours; fuel purchased for boats and planes translates into 
fuel tax receipts. Moreover, increased employment in the tourism sector leads to higher use of 
taxable goods (e.g., employees buying gas, vehicles, etc.). The Commercial Passenger Vessel 
(CPV) tax is a noteworthy mechanism: large cruise ships pay a per-passenger tax, a porJon of 
which is shared with communiJes like Homer for infrastructure. If Homer aQracts more small 
cruise ships or tour boats because of its gateway to the park, it could see increased CPV tax 
distribuJons (Kenai Peninsula communiJes received shares of this tax through the 2010s) . In 
sum, while the $4.5 billion economic output of Alaska’s visitor industry in 2017 does not all 
translate to state general fund revenue, it underpins a broad tax base and economic stability 
which the state’s finances ulJmately depend on. Kachemak Bay State Park, by enhancing 
Alaska’s appeal and visitor numbers, plays a part in sustaining those state revenue streams. 

espis.boem.gov 

alaskaJa.org 

Park-Generated Fees: The park itself directly generates revenue through user fees and permits. 
These include public use cabin fees (typically ~$75 per night for a cabin), camping fees at 
designated sites, commercial operator permit fees, and parking or boat launch fees (where 
applicable). While Kachemak Bay State Park does not charge an entry fee at the gate (there is no 
road entry), it benefits from the State Parks Access Pass program and day-use fees that some 
visitors pay via honor staJons or when using certain faciliJes. All these sources feed into the 
Alaska State Parks budget. According to the Alaska DNR, park visitors help fund the system 
through user fees, which have increased over the last 15 years. State Parks as a whole has seen 
rising revenue from fees even as visitaJon climbed 29% in a decade. In the case of Kachemak 
Bay, its remote nature means user fees are a smaller component than for road-accessible parks, 
but as visitaJon grows, we can expect cabin rentals and permits to grow as well. These funds 
offset some of the operaJng cost, reducing the net burden on the state budget. 

dnr.alaska.gov 

dnr.alaska.gov 

State Funding and ROI: OperaJng Kachemak Bay State Park requires an annual state 
expenditure for staff, maintenance, and basic services. This is funded via the Parks operaJng 
budget (a mix of state general funds and the user fees menJoned). While specific budget 
allocaJons for this park are not published separately, the cost is modest – likely on the order of 
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only a few hundred thousand dollars per year. For that investment, the returns are enormous. 
Consider that for every $1 the state spends on parks, visitors spend an esDmated $6 or more 
in local economies (a raJo observed in many states’ park systems). In Alaska, state parks 
collecJvely receive over 4 million visits per year and are “a key component of Alaska’s 
economic future” with conJnued tourism growth. 

dnr.alaska.gov 

 Kachemak Bay State Park exemplifies this high return on investment (ROI). If the state spends, 
say, $200,000 annually to keep the park running, and the park induces $3 million in visitor 
spending (as Table 1 suggests for 2022–2023), the ROI is on the order of 15:1 in direct spending, 
not to menJon jobs and taxes generated. Few public expenditures can boast such leverage. This 
strengthens the case for increasing the park’s funding: even incremental improvements (extra 
trail maintenance, more ranger outreach) can aQract addiJonal visitors or extend stays, quickly 
paying for themselves via economic acJvity. Conversely, under-investment could have a high 
opportunity cost. The Ten-Year Strategic Plan for State Parks warned that rising use without 
adequate funding threatens to “damage park resources and challenges the agency’s ability to 
sustain faciliJes and programs”. 

dnr.alaska.gov 

In Kachemak Bay, insufficient funding might mean closed trails or reduced safety patrols – which 
could result in negaJve visitor experiences, lower visitaJon, and ulJmately less revenue for 
local businesses and the state. 

In summary, Kachemak Bay State Park more than pays for itself. It channels tourist dollars into 
public coffers and community prosperity. Ensuring the park is well-funded and well-maintained 
is a fiscally responsible strategy that will maintain this posiJve revenue flow. As many Alaskan 
communiJes (including Homer) have recognized, supporJng outdoor recreaJon infrastructure 
yields dividends in economic vitality. 

conservaJonfund.org 

.The Legislature’s financial backing of the park is thus an investment in Alaska’s broader 
economic health and its diversified revenue streams. 

Future Economic Outlook (2025–2030) 

The outlook for Kachemak Bay State Park over the next five years is highly promising, with 
mulJple indicators suggesJng growth in economic benefits. Based on trends and planned 
iniJaJves, we project: 
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Rising VisitaDon: Barring unforeseen disrupJons, park visitaJon is expected to increase 
moderately each year through 2030. With travel paQerns returning to normal and interest in 
outdoor recreaJon at high levels, Kachemak Bay State Park could realisJcally surpass its 
previous peak visitor numbers. By 2025, visitaJon may consistently exceed 7,000 annually, and 
by 2030 it could reach the 8,000–10,000 range (roughly a 50% increase from 2019). Homer’s 
Comprehensive Plan notes that Homer “will conGnue to draw in visitors as the gateway to 
Kachemak Bay State Park” , reflecJng confidence in sustained tourism growth. This growth will 
be driven by returning cruise travel (some small cruise ships include Homer stops), aggressive 
markeJng of the park’s aQracJons, and the park’s inclusion in more tour packages. AddiJonally, 
demographic trends favor increased visitaJon – many baby boomer reJrees and young 
adventure-seekers alike are traveling to experience Alaska’s wild parks. Kachemak Bay offers an 
accessible wilderness experience (just a short boat ride from town), posiJoning it to capture a 
growing share of these travelers. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

Visitor Spending Growth: With more visitors and potenJally longer stays (as new acJviJes and 
faciliJes come online), visitor spending should grow commensurately. If visitaJon hits ~10,000 
by 2030, and assuming a conservaJve spending average of $500 per visitor, annual spending 
could reach $5 million (in today’s dollars) in Homer and vicinity aQributable to the park. In 
reality, if more high-end offerings like wilderness lodges or guided mulJ-day treks develop, the 
average spend per visitor could rise, pushing totals higher. The focus on ecotourism – a segment 
idenJfied for expansion on the Kenai Peninsula– tends to aQract visitors who are willing to pay 
for unique guided experiences, which could increase overall revenue. We also anJcipate growth 
in shoulder-season spending; events like the Shorebird FesJval might be expanded, and new 
events (trail races, fishing derbies, etc.) could bookend the summer, smoothing out the tourism 
shoulder seasons. Overall, local businesses can expect steadily increasing revenues Jed to park 
tourism, which could encourage them to invest in expansion (new boats, addiJonal rooms, etc.), 
further sJmulaJng the economy. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

Enhanced Business OpportuniDes: The period to 2030 will likely see new enterprises emerging 
around the park. For example, entrepreneurs might create water taxi services from addiJonal 
launch points, or offer glamping (luxury camping) experiences on the park’s edge. With state 
support, there could even be development of a small visitor center or interpreJve center in 
Homer focusing on Kachemak Bay’s natural and cultural history, which could itself aQract 
visitors and employ staff. The park’s Management Plan (2022) emphasizes fostering increased 
tourism and local economic acJvity in a sustainable way. 

dnr.alaska.gov 
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This suggests the state will facilitate things like improved trail infrastructure, signage, and 
possibly new public-use cabins to meet demand. Already, a criJcal access improvement was 
achieved with the Saddle Trail property acquisiJon in 2022–2023, which ensures the popular 
Grewingk Glacier trail remains accessible to hundreds of visitors per day. 

conservaJonfund.org 

 With that secured, companies can conJnue and expand glacier tours without fear of losing 
access. Such stability and improvements give businesses confidence to innovate and market 
new products. In addiJon, the ongoing resoluJon of policy issues (e.g. finalizing rules on 
personal watercrai in Kachemak Bay, as menJoned in park planning documents) will set the 
stage for consistent, park-friendly commercial operaJons. By 2030, we may see year-round 
adventure offerings (like winter snowcat skiing or aurora viewing camps in the park) adding to 
the economic mix. 

Community and LegislaDve Support: Both the community and the Legislature appear poised to 
support the park’s trajectory. Public interest in the park is high – local advisory boards are 
acJve, and groups like Friends of Kachemak Bay State Park assist with funding and maintenance. 

dnr.alaska.gov 

conservaJonfund.org 

This support can amplify state dollars and ensure projects are completed. On the legislaJve 
side, as policymakers recognize the high ROI of park funding, there may be efforts to increase 
the parks budget or pass bonds for recreaJon infrastructure. Any such investments would 
further sJmulate economic returns going into 2025–2030. For example, if the state were to 
fund the construcJon of addiJonal cabins or a new dock, the short-term construcJon jobs and 
long-term tourism enabled by those faciliJes would boost the economy. Moreover, maintaining 
the park’s natural integrity through supporJve laws will preserve its long-term value. The 
community understands that cultural and economic well-being are intertwined with 
environmental stewardship in Kachemak Bay. 

nerrssciencecollaboraJve.org 

Therefore, one can expect conJnued advocacy for policies that keep the bay and park healthy 
(e.g. monitoring industrial proposals, managing visitor impact) – effecJvely protecJng the 
resource that underpins the local economy. 

PotenDal Challenges: The outlook is bright, but it assumes proacJve measures to capitalize on 
opportuniJes. If, for instance, global tourism faces another shock or if state funding were cut 
dramaJcally, projecJons would need revision. Climate change is a variable as well – while a 
warming climate could lengthen the tourist season in Alaska, it could also impact fisheries or 
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wildlife in unpredictable ways. Fortunately, the park’s adapJve management (guided by 
research from KBNERR and others) will help navigate these changes. Another consideraJon is 
infrastructure in Homer (e.g. harbor capacity, transportaJon) keeping pace with growth. The 
city is already planning for a new large vessel harbor to support marine industries and tourism. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

ConJnued coordinaJon between the park, city, and businesses will be important to ensure that 
by 2030 the visitor experience remains high-quality (avoiding congesJon or resource strain). 
Assuming these challenges are met, the overall economic outlook is that Kachemak Bay State 
Park will contribute even more significantly to the Kenai Peninsula economy by 2030 than it 
does today. 

In concrete terms, if current trends hold and modest enhancements are made, by 2030 the park 
could be supporJng on the order of $5–6 million in annual visitor spending, 70–100 local jobs, 
and $300,000+ in tax revenues each year. Those figures represent a strong return and an 
important piece of the region’s economic puzzle. 

Conclusion and RecommendaDons 

Kachemak Bay State Park has proven to be one of Alaska’s best investments in terms of 
economic return, community benefits, and environmental conservaJon. Over 2019–2024, it has 
generated robust tourism revenue, bolstered businesses in the Homer area, supported jobs, and 
contributed to state and local coffers – all while safeguarding irreplaceable natural habitats. The 
park exemplifies how conservaJon and economic development can go hand in hand: its 
“remarkable beauty and recreaDonal opportuniDes” have made it a major draw for visitors and 
a catalyst for Homer's growth. 

accscatalog.uaa.alaska.edu 

Looking ahead, the park’s economic significance will only grow, provided that it receives the 
necessary support. 

To the State Legislature: We strongly recommend conDnued and increased financial backing 
for Kachemak Bay State Park. In pracJcal terms, this means ensuring the park’s operaJonal 
budget is sufficient to hire the needed staff and maintain faciliJes, and funding key capital 
improvements outlined in the new management plan. Every dollar allocated will likely return 
many more in private spending and tax generaJon. By invesJng in trail improvements, public 
cabins, safety and interpreJve programs, and markeJng of the park, the Legislature will be 
directly sJmulaJng economic growth in the Kenai Peninsula. Such funding will help extend the 
tourist season, aQract new visitor demographics, and disperse use to minimize impact – all 
boosJng the economic capacity of the park. 
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AddiJonally, supporDve policies are crucial. The Legislature should conJnue to uphold the 
park’s protecJve status and resist efforts that could degrade its natural value (for example, 
ensuring that any resource development adjacent to the park does not harm the visitor 
experience or wildlife). Maintaining the park’s wilderness character is not just an environmental 
stance but an economic one – it is precisely the unspoiled nature of Kachemak Bay that keeps 
visitors coming. As one Homer resident observed, having the park “protected forever” means it 
will be enjoyed by future generaJons – and conJnue contribuJng to the economy long-term. 

conservaJonfund.org 

In conclusion, Kachemak Bay State Park is not just a scenic treasure – it is a robust engine of 
economic acDvity and community well-being. It brings outside dollars into Alaska, supports 
local enterprises, creates jobs, and provides valuable ecosystem services. The past five years 
have demonstrated its resilience and importance, and the next five promise even greater 
returns if we make wise investments now. By fully backing the park, the State Legislature will be 
supporJng a sustainable economic asset that aligns with Alaska’s values and diversifies its 
economy. The evidence is clear and compelling: funding Kachemak Bay State Park is an 
investment in Alaska’s future prosperity. 

Sources: This statement draws on data and analyses from the Alaska Department of Natural 
Resources, Alaska Travel Industry AssociaJon, Kenai Peninsula Borough economic reports, City 
of Homer publicaJons, and conservaJon organizaJons. Key references include McDowell 
Group’s Economic Impact of Alaska’s Visitor Industry, Alaska DNR’s park staJsJcs and strategic 
plans, Homer’s Comprehensive Plan and economic development reports, and local tesJmonies 
about the park’s value 

alaskaJa.org 

dnr.alaska.gov 

dnr.alaska.gov 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

conservaJonfund.org 

conservaJonfund.org 

 These sources consistently reinforce that Kachemak Bay State Park yields significant economic 
benefits and that strategic support will enhance those benefits in the years to come. The State 
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Legislature can act confidently, knowing that backing this park is backing an Alaskan success 
story – one where our natural heritage and economic interests prosper together. 

cityo^omer-ak.gov 

dnr.alaska.gov 

Economic Impact of Parks and Outdoor RecreaDon in Alaska 

Major Economic Driver: Outdoor recreaJon and park tourism are significant contributors to 
Alaska’s economy. Almost 1.6 million visitors came to Alaska in the summer of 2011, 91% of 
them primarily to see the state’s mountains, glaciers, and wildlife. 

nps.gov 

These visitors spent about $1.7 billion in the state (mostly during summer), supporJng an 
esJmated 37,800 jobs (full- and part-Jme, direct, indirect, and induced) and generaJng $1.24 
billion in labor income. 

nps.gov 

The visitor industry has been one of Alaska’s most robust sectors – in fact, it’s the only private-
sector industry that has grown almost conDnuously since statehood. 

nps.gov 

Statewide Outdoor Industry: Broader analyses confirm the outsized economic role of outdoor 
recreaDon. For example, federal data show outdoor recreaJon directly contributes around 4.6% 
of Alaska’s GDP and tens of thousands of jobs. 

nps.gov 

State officials have noted that Alaska’s outdoor industry generates roughly $7.3 billion in 
annual consumer spending and supports about 72,000 jobs across the state (including resident 
recreaJon and visitor acJviJes) – underlining the importance of natural landscapes to Alaska’s 
economy. 

nps.gov 

 In short, parks, wilderness areas, and outdoor pursuits are not just environmental assets but 
key economic engines for Alaska. 

Tourism and Employment on the Kenai Peninsula 

Kenai Peninsula Tourism: The Kenai Peninsula region (which includes Kachemak Bay State Park 
and other popular desJnaJons) benefits greatly from tourism and outdoor recreaJon. Studies 
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have found that most recent economic growth in Kenai Peninsula communiDes has been 
driven by the visitor industry. 

nps.gov 

In Seward, for instance, the establishment of Kenai Fjords NaJonal Park spurred rapid expansion 
of tourism-related businesses. Visitor-related employment in sectors like trade, services, and 
transportaDon grew ~5.9% annually, and retail sales from summer visitors rose ~9.9% per year 
(inflaJon-adjusted) since the late 1980s. 

nps.gov 

By the 2000s, park tourism was a $52 million per year business for the town of Seward, 
helping sustain the local economy through the 1990s and beyond. 

nps.gov 

Job CreaDon: Tourism and recreaJon support thousands of jobs on the Kenai Peninsula, ranging 
from hospitality and guiding to transportaJon. Even in smaller communiJes, the impact is 
notable. Homer, for example, developed one of the earliest significant visitor industries in 
Southcentral Alaska – thanks largely to its stunning scenery. 

labor.alaska.gov 

 By the late 1990s, Homer had the largest charter fishing fleet in the state (245 boats) to serve 
visitor demand, alongside over 200 bed-and-breakfasts and many tour operators. Local officials 
noted that “thousands come [to Homer] simply to sightsee, taking in the Homer Spit and the 
beauty of Kachemak Bay and Kachemak Bay State Park”. 

labor.alaska.gov 

labor.alaska.gov 

 This influx of visitors translates into jobs for fishing guides, water taxi services, lodge owners, 
restaurants, and other businesses in the community. 

Visitor Spending Trends and Local Economies 

High-Value Visitors: Visitors aQracted by Alaska’s parks and wilderness oien stay longer and 
spend more, boosJng local economies. Analysis of visitor paQerns shows that tourists who visit 
marquee nature desJnaJons tend to have higher expenditures per trip. For example, visitors to 
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Denali NaDonal Park averaged about $2,300 spending per travel party, more than double the 
~$1,100 per party spent by other Alaska visitors. 

nps.gov 

Similarly, remote parks with unique aQracJons see outsized per-visitor spending – a study of 
Katmai NaDonal Park & Preserve found its visitors spend about three Dmes more per trip than 
the average Alaska traveler. 

naJonalparkstraveler.org 

These high-value visitors contribute significant revenue to gateway communiJes (on lodging, 
tours, charters, supplies, etc.), even if total visitor numbers are smaller. 

Economic ContribuDons of Parks: Individual parks and wilderness areas make substanJal 
contribuJons to regional economies. Katmai NaJonal Park (though remote in southwest Alaska) 
is an instrucJve example: annual visitor spending related to Katmai was esDmated at 
$52.1 million, which supported roughly 650 jobs and $24.3 million in labor income in the 
Alaska economy. 

nps.gov 

Notably, about 60% of those jobs and a large share of spending occurred in the five boroughs 
closest to the park (including the Anchorage and Kenai Peninsula areas). 

naJonalparkstraveler.org 

naJonalparkstraveler.org 

Likewise, the creaJon of parks has proven to catalyze local business growth. Aier Kenai Fjords 
NaJonal Park was established near Seward, the town saw a surge in tour companies, hotels, and 
visitor services – illustraJng how public lands draw new spending into local economies. 

nps.gov 

 In short, visitor expenditures on tours, lodging, food, and acDviDes provide a vital revenue 
stream for many Alaskan communiJes, especially in summer. 

Environmental ConservaDon and Sustainable Economy 

Nature as the Main AdracDon: The prisDne environment is the foundaDon of Alaska’s tourism 
economy, and conservaJon is key to its sustainability. Surveys consistently show that Alaska’s 
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wilderness and wildlife are the top reasons people visit. In one statewide study, over 80% of 
visitors said the opportunity to experience Alaska’s wilderness influenced their decision to 
come (and was important in their trip planning). 

nps.gov 

 87% of respondents also felt that protecDng Alaska’s wilderness character is important. 

nps.gov 

This implies that maintaining healthy ecosystems, scenic landscapes, and abundant wildlife 
directly supports conDnued visitor interest and return trips. 

Support for ProtecDon: Tourists and residents alike recognize that long-term economic benefits 
depend on conservaJon. In fact, most visitors even support measures like limiDng use of 
popular areas to prevent environmental damage – about 80% favor raJoning access if needed 
to protect the natural environment and wildlife populaJons. 

nps.gov 

The raJonale is clear: if Alaska’s natural adracDons are degraded, the economic gains from 
tourism could decline. By contrast, strong environmental stewardship helps ensure the state 
can market its “wild” and unspoiled character for generaDons, sustaining the flow of visitor 
spending. In summary, environmental conservaDon and economic sustainability go hand in 
hand in Alaska’s outdoor recreaJon sector – protecJng parks and wilderness safeguards the 
very assets that drive tourism and jobs. 

Kachemak Bay’s ContribuDon to the Regional Economy 

Tourism Magnet in Kachemak Bay: Kachemak Bay State Park (and the adjoining State 
Wilderness Park) is a cornerstone of the southern Kenai Peninsula’s recreaJon economy. As 
Alaska’s first state park, it preserves over 400,000 acres of mountains, forests, coastline, and 
glaciers that serve as a major draw for visitors. The park is accessible only by boat or plane, so 
many visitors travel through the city of Homer – which has become a bustling gateway hub. 
Thousands of tourists each year cross Kachemak Bay to hike, camp, view wildlife, and kayak in 
the state park 

labor.alaska.gov 

This visitaJon significantly benefits Homer’s local businesses. Water taxis, tour boats, fishing 
charters, kayak ouwiQers, and guide services all operate in and around the park, generaJng 
income and employment. Tourists drawn by Kachemak Bay’s natural beauty also spend money 
on lodging, dining, and shopping in Homer, contribuJng to city tax revenues and local jobs. 
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Economic Ripple Effects: The presence of Kachemak Bay State Park has spurred broader 
economic development in the region. Homer’s reputaDon as a scenic desDnaDon is largely Ded 
to Kachemak Bay, and this has helped the town diversify beyond fishing into a vibrant tourism 
economy. The park’s popularity supports not only direct tourism jobs but also indirect roles 
(from air taxis and transportaJon to gear retailers and arJsans catering to visitors). Even cultural 
aQracJons like museums see an upJck from tourists drawn to the area – for instance, Homer’s 
PraQ Museum welcomed roughly 32,500 visitors in one year, many of whom were likely in town 
because of acJviJes in Kachemak Bay. In economic impact terms, Kachemak Bay State Park 
serves as an anchor asset that funnels outside dollars into the local economy. By adracDng 
visitors and outdoor enthusiasts, the park helps sustain businesses on the Kenai Peninsula and 
underscores how conservaDon areas can drive regional prosperity. 

labor.alaska.gov 

labor.alaska.gov 

In summary, research and data from ISER and other sources illustrate that parks like 
Kachemak Bay State Park are not only environmental treasures but also powerful economic 
catalysts. They draw visitors who inject money into local communiJes, create jobs in tourism 
and recreaJon, and even inspire infrastructure and business growth. SupporJng and 
maintaining these natural assets – through conservaJon and thoughwul management – is 
integral to ensuring long-term economic sustainability for the Kenai Peninsula and Alaska as a 
whole. The Economic Impact Statement can be strengthened by highlighJng these findings: 
robust visitor spending, job creaJon in gateway communiJes, growing tourism trends, and the 
criJcal link between a healthy environment and a healthy economy. 

nps.gov 

labor.alaska.gov 

Each data point reinforces that Kachemak Bay and similar protected areas are valuable 
economic engines, underscoring the importance of invesJng in their preservaJon and access. 

The key findings from ISER (InsJtute of Social and Economic Research) relevant to our Economic 
Impact Statement on Kachemak Bay State Park and Kachemak Bay Wilderness Park include: 

Economic Impact of Parks and Outdoor RecreaDon in Alaska: 

• Outdoor recreaJon contributes significantly to Alaska’s economy. 

• Alaska’s outdoor industry generates $7.3 billion annually in consumer spending and 
supports around 72,000 jobs statewide. 
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• Visitors primarily come for Alaska’s natural aQracJons, mountains, glaciers, and wildlife. 

Visitor Spending Trends and Economic Benefits: 

• Visitors to remote parks and wilderness areas spend significantly more per trip 
compared to average Alaska visitors. For instance, visitors to parks like Katmai spend 
nearly three Dmes more than average tourists. 

• High-value visitors substanJally support local economies through lodging, tours, 
charters, dining, and retail spending. 

Tourism and Job CreaDon on the Kenai Peninsula: 

• Tourism has been a major economic driver on the Kenai Peninsula, significantly boosJng 
employment in sectors such as hospitality, retail, guiding, and transportaJon. 

• Homer specifically benefits from Kachemak Bay State Park, with the community seeing 
robust growth due to increased visitor demand for lodging, water taxis, fishing charters, 
and outdoor recreaJon services. 

• Homer’s economic diversificaJon into tourism is closely Jed to the popularity and scenic 
draw of Kachemak Bay. 

Environmental ConservaDon and Economic Sustainability: 

• The prisJne quality of Alaska’s wilderness directly influences visitor decisions and 
spending, with over 80% of visitors ciJng wilderness and wildlife experiences as criJcal 
reasons for their trips. 

• A majority of visitors strongly support conservaJon measures, including limiJng access 
to protect natural assets, underscoring the economic importance of environmental 
stewardship. 

Kachemak Bay State Park’s Specific Economic ContribuDons: 

• Kachemak Bay State Park acts as a significant tourism magnet, bringing thousands of 
visitors annually who spend money in Homer and surrounding areas. 

• Economic ripple effects from park visitors extend beyond direct spending to sJmulate 
local businesses, transportaJon services, and cultural insJtuJons (e.g., PraQ Museum, 
local art galleries). 

• The park's protected status contributes to Homer's idenJty and economic vitality, 
emphasizing how conservaJon areas can simultaneously promote ecological health and 
regional economic prosperity. 
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These insights from ISER reinforce the argument that Kachemak Bay State Park and Wilderness 
Park are not just valuable environmental resources but crucial economic assets deserving 
conJnued and increased legislaJve support and investment. 

Economic Impact of Alaska’s Tourism Industry (ATIA Findings) 

Statewide Economic Impact Overview 

Alaska’s tourism industry is a major economic driver for the state. Recent studies by the Alaska 
Travel Industry AssociaJon (ATIA) show that in 2022, visitors to Alaska spent about $3.9 billion 
directly with Alaska businesses, which generated roughly $5.6 billion in total economic acJvity 
when mulJplier effects are included. 

alaskaJa.org 

This makes tourism one of Alaska’s largest “renewable” industries, leveraging the state’s natural 
aQracJons without depleJng them. 

alaskaJa.org 

 In fact, over 3 million visitors traveled to Alaska in the May 2023–April 2024 period alone, 
underscoring the substanJal volume of people drawn to the state’s scenery, wildlife, parks, and 
cultural experiences. Such visitaJon levels firmly establish tourism as a significant contributor 
to Alaska’s economy. 

alaskaJa.org 

alaskaJa.org 

Visitor Spending and Revenue ContribuDons 

Visitor spending trends in Alaska have been very robust. ATIA reports that visitor expenditures 
increased by 40% from 2016 to 2022 

alaskaJa.org 

, reflecJng strong growth in tourism’s economic clout (this growth encompasses both higher 
visitor volumes post-pandemic and higher per-trip spending). Travelers stay an average of about 
8–9 nights in the state, which translates to considerable spending on tours, lodging, dining, 
transportaJon, and other services 

alaskaJa.org 

. This tourism spending doesn’t just benefit private businesses; it also bolsters public revenues. 
In 2023, tourism acJvity generated over $157–158 million in revenue for the State of Alaska 
through various taxes, fees, and permits. (For example, out-of-state visitors alone paid over $10 
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million via the vehicle rental tax that year.) These funds help support state and local services 
and infrastructure. In short, every dollar spent by visitors circulates back into Alaska’s 
communiDes and government coffers, amplifying the economic benefits of tourism. 

alaskaJa.org 

akrdc.org 

Employment and Job CreaDon 

Tourism is also a major source of jobs for Alaskans. The industry supported approximately 
48,000 jobs statewide in 2023, ranging from hospitality and guiding jobs to transportaJon, 
retail, and support services. This level of employment accounts for roughly one in every ten 
jobs in Alaska, highlighJng how pivotal the visitor industry is to the state’s labor market. 
Tourism employment generated about $1.4 billion in payroll in a recent pre-pandemic year 
(2018), reflecJng substanJal income for Alaska households Jed to visitor spending. 

akrdc.org 

akrdc.org 

 The breadth of tourism-related employment – from hotel staff and fishing charters to park 
rangers and restaurant workers – means the industry’s impact is felt across urban centers and 
small communiJes alike. By providing year-round and seasonal jobs, tourism plays an outsized 
role in Alaska’s employment landscape and helps diversify an economy that has tradiJonally 
relied on extracJve industries. 

akrdc.org 

Outdoor RecreaDon and Regional Impacts (State Parks & Kenai Peninsula) 

A large share of Alaska’s tourism success is built on its outdoor recreaDon opportuniDes and 
public lands, including naJonal and state parks. Visitors come to experience Alaska’s iconic 
natural aQracJons, and their spending significantly benefits local economies. For example, a 
NaJonal Park Service analysis found that in 2018, 2.92 million visitors to Alaska’s naDonal 
parks spent $1.36 billion in the state, supporDng 17,760 jobs and contribuJng nearly $2.0 
billion in economic output. 

nps.gov 

.This illustrates how park tourism – from Denali to Kenai Fjords – acts as a powerful economic 
engine. State parks and outdoor recreaJon areas similarly draw travelers and fuel spending. The 
Kenai Peninsula, oien called “Alaska’s Playground” for its wealth of outdoor acJviJes, saw 
roughly 868,000 visitors in 2016 (the last year with complete data). 
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kpedd.org 

Tourists flock there for world-class fishing, hiking, wildlife viewing, and scenery – including 
aQracJons like Kenai Fjords NaDonal Park and Kachemak Bay State Park. In fact, Seward 
(gateway to Kenai Fjords) hosted over 440,000 visitors in 2016, and Homer (gateway to 
Kachemak Bay State Park) saw about 166,000 visitors that year. 

kpedd.org 

Kachemak Bay State Park – Alaska’s first state park – provides a prime example of how outdoor 
recreaJon supports local economies. The park’s Grewingk Glacier trail (accessible via water taxi 
from Homer) is one of Homer’s most popular aQracJons and a significant economic driver for 
the region. 

conservaJonfund.org 

On peak summer days, hundreds of tourists are shuQled across Kachemak Bay to hike, kayak, 
and explore, injecJng spending into water taxi services, ouwiQers, guides, lodging, and 
restaurants in the Homer area. 

conservaJonfund.org 

It’s no surprise that tourism and recreaDon are considered essenDal to the economy of Homer 
and the Kenai Peninsula as a whole. 

conservaJonfund.org 

 Local businesses—from charter boat operators to cafe owners—depend on the influx of visitors 
drawn by the area’s natural beauty and recreaJon opportuniJes. Industry leaders affirm that 
outdoor recreaJon and adventure tourism form a key pillar of Alaska’s economy, and invesJng 
in these assets (trails, parks, campgrounds, etc.) yields dividends in jobs and revenue for 
communiJes. 

alaskaoutdooralliance.org 

Key Takeaways for the Economic Impact Statement 

The data from ATIA’s economic impact studies reinforce that tourism is a powerhouse sector in 
Alaska. It generates billions of dollars in spending, supports tens of thousands of jobs, and 
contributes significantly to state and local revenues. Crucially for regions like the Kenai 
Peninsula, visitor interest in outdoor recreaDon – from state parks like Kachemak Bay to 
naJonal parks and wilderness areas – translates into tangible economic benefits for local 
communiJes. These findings underscore the value of sustaining and invesJng in Alaska’s 
tourism and recreaJon infrastructure. By highlighJng tourism’s substanJal economic footprint – 
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$5.6 billion in annual impact, 48,000 jobs, and robust growth in recent years– the Economic 
Impact Statement can confidently argue that supporJng the tourism and outdoor recreaJon 
industry is not only a cultural or environmental priority, but also a sound economic strategy for 
Alaska’s future 

alaskaoutdooralliance.org 

Sources: Alaska Travel Industry AssociaJon research and reports 

alaskaJa.org 

 Alaska DNR and Kenai Peninsula economic data 

kpedd.org 

NaJonal Park Service and industry statements 

nps.gov 

conservaJonfund.org 

Kachemak Economic Impact 

Economic Impact Statement: Kachemak Bay State Park & Kachemak Bay Wilderness Park 

2019–2024 and Outlook to 2030 

ExecuDve Summary 

Kachemak Bay State Park and Wilderness Park serve as major economic engines for Homer and 
the Kenai Peninsula. Over the past five years (2019–2024), these parks have significantly 
contributed to local and state economies through tourism, visitor spending, employment, and 
conservaJon-related benefits. With conJnued investment, economic returns are projected to 
expand substanJally by 2030. 

Tourism and Visitor Spending 

• Kachemak Bay State Park draws approximately 6,000 visitors annually, contribuJng 
roughly $3 million in direct local spending each year (water taxis, lodging, dining, 
ouwiQers). 

• According to ATIA, Alaska tourism generated $3.9 billion in direct spending in 2022, with 
$5.6 billion total economic acJvity. This highlights the parks' role within a rapidly 
expanding statewide tourism economy. 
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• High-value visitors aQracted to wilderness desJnaJons such as Kachemak Bay spend 
significantly more per visit, amplifying economic impacts in Homer and the surrounding 
region. 

Local Business Impacts 

• Local businesses such as water taxi operators, fishing charters, lodging providers, and 
retail shops rely on park-driven tourism, sustaining and creaJng jobs. 

• Homer, recognized as "the gateway to Kachemak Bay," has developed robust visitor 
infrastructure directly benefiJng from park visitors, demonstraJng tourism's criJcal role 
in regional economic stability. 

Job CreaDon and Employment 

• Tourism linked to Kachemak Bay supports approximately 50+ direct jobs locally, spanning 
hospitality, transportaJon, retail, and guiding sectors. 

• ATIA reports that statewide, tourism supports approximately 48,000 jobs—about one in 
ten Alaska jobs—underscoring significant employment potenJal through sustained 
investment in park resources. 

Environmental ConservaDon and Economic Sustainability 

• ISER findings confirm that Alaska's wilderness and wildlife are primary aQracJons, 
influencing over 80% of visitor decisions. 

• The prisJne condiJons preserved by Kachemak Bay parks aQract visitors and underpin 
sustainable tourism. Visitor surveys consistently show strong support for conservaJon 
efforts, recognizing that long-term economic vitality depends on environmental 
stewardship. 

State and Local Revenue ContribuDons 

• Tourism generates significant local tax revenues (7.85% combined city and borough sales 
tax), with annual contribuJons esJmated at tens of thousands of dollars directly linked 
to park visitor spending. 

• Statewide, ATIA indicates visitor spending generated over $157 million in state revenue 
(2023), through various taxes, fees, and permits, emphasizing parks' roles in broader 
fiscal health. 

Future Economic Outlook (2025–2030) 
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• VisitaJon is projected to increase to 8,000–10,000 annually by 2030, potenJally driving 
annual local visitor spending above $5 million. 

• ConJnued state investment, including infrastructure improvements and markeJng, 
could substanJally enhance employment and economic contribuJons. 

• Expanding ecotourism and off-peak seasonal visitaJon could further strengthen the local 
economy, supporJng year-round employment and business growth. 

RecommendaDons for LegislaDve Support 

• Enhanced financial investment in Kachemak Bay State Park and Wilderness Park 
infrastructure and conservaJon iniJaJves is strongly recommended. Such investment 
has proven returns, directly translaJng into increased visitor spending, job creaJon, and 
long-term economic sustainability. 

• ProtecJng and promoJng the parks aligns with broader state economic goals, 
supporJng a diversified and resilient Alaskan economy. 

Economic Impact Statement – Kachemak Bay State Park (Kenai Peninsula) 

Visitor Volume Trends on the Kenai Peninsula 

Tourism on Alaska’s Kenai Peninsula has seen strong growth in recent years, contribuJng 
significantly to the region’s visitor volumes. Statewide, Alaska welcomed about 2.7 million out-
of-state visitors in summer 2024, a 2.1% increase from 2023 and a full rebound from the 
pandemic downturn. In fact, summer 2024 visitor levels were 22% higher than 2019 (pre-
COVID) and 63% above 2014, driven largely by booming cruise travel. Cruise ship passengers 
make up roughly two-thirds of Alaska’s summer visitors (66% in 2024), with air arrivals 
comprising 31% and highway/ferry travelers about 3%. These trends indicate robust tourism 
growth, which in turn benefits key desJnaJons on the Kenai Peninsula. For example, the Kenai 
Peninsula Borough hosted approximately 563,000 visitors in summer 2016 alone, and that 
number has likely grown alongside statewide increases. Notably, Homer stands out as a popular 
stop for non-cruise travelers – about 29% of all Kenai Peninsula visitors included Homer in their 
trip (40% of those who flew into Alaska, and 59% of those who drove or ferried). This steady 
influx of visitors through Homer underscores the area’s importance as a gateway to aQracJons 
like Kachemak Bay State Park. 

Visitor Spending Paderns and Length of Stay 

Tourists not only come in large numbers but also spend significant Jme and money in the local 
economy. On average, visitors to the Kenai Peninsula spent around 11 nights in Alaska and 5 
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nights on the Kenai Peninsula during their trip, providing ample opportunity for local 
expenditures. Per-person spending in the region averaged about $333 (summer 2016 data), 
though spending varied greatly by travel mode. Independent travelers (those arriving by air or 
road/ferry) tend to spend the most locally, while cruise passengers spend far less out-of-pocket 
in local communiJes. Air travelers averaged about $518 in regional spending, and highway/
ferry travelers about $449 per person, compared to roughly $55 for cruise passengers (many of 
whose expenses are prepaid to cruise lines). In terms of trip purpose, leisure visitors and those 
visiJng friends/relaJves each spent around $326–$329 per person, whereas business travelers – 
who stayed longest – spent about $451 on average. 

When it comes to what visitors spend money on, outdoor recreaDon and related services 
account for the largest share of expenditures. In summer 2016, total visitor spending on the 
Kenai Peninsula reached an esDmated $187 million over the five-month peak season. The 
breakdown of spending shows a clear paQern: the top categories were tours, acJviJes, and 
entertainment – much of which are outdoor or recreaJon-oriented – followed by lodging and 
dining.  

Key spending categories included: 

• Tours, acDviDes & entertainment: $61 million (32% of all visitor spending), reflecJng the 
popularity of guided excursions and outdoor adventures. 

• Lodging: $53 million (28%), as visitors patronize local hotels, lodges, and campgrounds 
during mulJ-night stays. 

• Food & beverage: $44 million (23%), supporJng restaurants, cafes, and bars across the 
borough. 

• TransportaDon (local transport, rental cars, fuel): $15 million (8%) 

• Giws, souvenirs & clothing: $15 million (8%) 

. 

These paQerns illustrate that visitors to the Kenai Peninsula – including those drawn by Homer 
and Kachemak Bay – inject dollars across a range of local businesses, with a parJcularly large 
impact on the tour/ouwihng and hospitality sectors. 

Economic ContribuDons to Local Businesses 

Tourism is a cornerstone of the Kenai Peninsula’s economy, supporJng thousands of jobs and 
generaJng substanJal income for local residents. During the summer 2016 season, visitor 
spending directly supported about 2,500 jobs in the Kenai Peninsula Borough, with roughly 
$69 million in payroll paid to local workers. These are jobs in hotels, lodges, tour companies, 
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fishing charters, restaurants, retail shops, transportaJon services, and other tourism-related 
businesses. In fact, visitor dollars ripple through many sectors – when tour operators and lodge 
owners earn income, they in turn spend money at other local businesses, creaJng addiJonal 
indirect benefits. AccounJng for these mulDplier effects, the total employment aQributable to 
visitor spending was approximately 3,100 jobs, represenJng around 10% of all employment in 
the borough’s economy. Likewise, the combined direct and secondary labor income from 
tourism (about $95 million) made up roughly 6% of all labor income in the Kenai Peninsula 
Borough. (Tourism jobs tend to be seasonal and entry-level, which is why their share of 
employment is higher than their share of total wages.) 

Importantly, these figures highlight that many local businesses rely on visitor spending for a 
significant porDon of their revenue. In the summer months, one in every ten jobs in the 
borough is Jed to non-resident visitors – a testament to tourism’s broad economic reach. 
Sectors like guided tour companies, outdoor adventure ouciders, lodging providers, 
restaurants, and retail stores all thrive on the influx of summer travelers. In communiJes such 
as Homer, this seasonal boost is criJcal for small businesses. The dollars spent on charter fishing 
trips, water taxi rides, park tours, hotel nights, and even souvenirs help sustain year-round 
livelihoods for many residents. 

Outdoor RecreaDon as a Key Economic Driver (The Role of Kachemak Bay State Park) 

Outdoor recreaJon is at the heart of what draws visitors to the Kenai Peninsula and Homer 
area, and it plays a pivotal role in the local economy. Survey data show that a large share of 
Kenai Peninsula visitors come specifically to experience the region’s natural aQracJons. For 
example, 36% of visitors engage in wildlife viewing, 22% go fishing, and 22% enjoy hiking or 
nature walks during their Kenai trip. Many also take scenic day cruises (26%) or kayaking trips in 
the area’s bays and zords. These outdoor acJviJes not only fulfill travelers’ Alaska adventure 
dreams, they also fuel local businesses – from charter boat operators and fishing guides to tour 
companies and gear ouwiQers. In fact, the single largest slice of visitor spending on the Kenai 
Peninsula is on tours, acDviDes, and entertainment (over one-third of all spending), which 
reflects how much visitors value outdoor experiences here. This spending directly translates into 
jobs: roughly 34% of all tourism employment in the borough is in the tours/acDviDes sector 
(about 840 summer jobs), more than in lodging or dining. 

Within this context, Kachemak Bay State Park stands out as a cornerstone of the outdoor 
recreaDon economy in the Homer area. As Alaska’s first state park, Kachemak Bay State Park 
encompasses remote zords, forests, and glaciers that offer iconic Alaskan adventures like hiking 
rugged trails, camping in wilderness sehngs, kayaking among marine wildlife, and bear or bird 
viewing. Homer serves as the gateway to Kachemak Bay State Park, and the park’s presence is 
a major reason why Homer is a “must-visit” for so many travelers. Visitors bound for Kachemak 
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Bay regularly hire water taxis, charter boats, or guided tour services to access the park’s across-
the-bay wonders, which channels visitor dollars into local water taxi companies, tour 
ouciders, guides, and related businesses. The popularity of Homer among visitors (nearly one-
third of Kenai Peninsula visitors stop there) is largely driven by these outdoor offerings – from 
world-class fishing for halibut and salmon, to the appeal of exploring Kachemak Bay’s prisJne 
wilderness. In essence, Kachemak Bay State Park is a key asset that helps adract and retain 
visitor spending in the region. It complements other Kenai Peninsula aQracJons (like Kenai 
Fjords NaJonal Park in Seward) in forming a rich porwolio of outdoor experiences that 
encourage travelers to extend their stay and spend more locally. Each hiker on a trail, kayaker on 
the bay, or wildlife photographer in the park potenJally means another night in a Homer B&B, 
another meal in a local restaurant, and more income for the community. 

In summary, tourism – especially nature-based tourism – is a vital economic engine for the 
Kenai Peninsula and Homer. Visitor volumes are high and rising, and these travelers spend 
substanJal Jme and money enjoying the area. Their expenditures on tours, lodging, food, and 
services inject millions into local businesses, supporJng thousands of jobs. Outdoor recreaJon 
is both the main aQracJon and the main beneficiary: the region’s natural assets like Kachemak 
Bay State Park draw visitors from around the world, and in return those visitors drive economic 
growth in the local communiJes. These trends and figures underscore the importance of 
protecJng and promoJng places such as Kachemak Bay State Park, as they not only conserve  

Kachemak Bay State Park is not only a natural treasure but also a powerful economic engine for 
the Kenai Peninsula region. This study finds that park-related tourism generates substanJal 
benefits in visitor spending, local business revenue, employment, and tax receipts. Each 
summer, hundreds of thousands of tourists travel to the Homer area – the gateway to 
Kachemak Bay State Park – contribuJng an esJmated $187 million in direct spending over the 
season. This expenditure supports roughly 2,500 jobs in the local economy (over 3,100 jobs 
when including secondary effects) and about $69 million in wages. In total, park-driven tourism 
accounts for approximately 10% of all employment in the Kenai Peninsula Borough, 
underlining its criJcal role in the region’s prosperity. AddiJonally, visitor spending yields 
millions in tax revenues for local governments through sales and lodging taxes, helping fund 
public services. 

Overall, Kachemak Bay State Park stands out as both a natural and economic asset. VisitaJon 
trends are strong and growing – Alaska welcomed a record 2.7 million summer visitors in 2024– 
suggesJng the park’s economic contribuJons will conJnue to expand. Strategic investments in 
park infrastructure, sustainable tourism management, and markeJng can further enhance these 
benefits. The following report details the park’s economic impact, covering tourism volumes 
and spending, local business and employment effects, fiscal contribuJons, future outlook, and 
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recommendaJons for policymakers to sustain and amplify the park’s posiJve economic 
influence. 

Kachemak Bay State Park, established in 1970 as Alaska’s first state park, encompasses nearly 
400,000 acres of mountains, glaciers, forests, and shoreline wilderness on the southern Kenai 
Peninsula 

travelalaska.com 

Accessible only by boat or plane across Kachemak Bay from Homer, the park features rugged 
alpine peaks, expansive icefields, rich marine wildlife, and prisJne coastal landscapes. This 
unparalleled natural sehng offers visitors a quintessenJal Alaskan outdoor experience – from 
hiking 80+ miles of trails to kayaking among sea oQers and whales – making Kachemak Bay State 
Park a signature adracDon for tourists and Alaskans alike. 

The park’s significance goes beyond ecology and recreaJon; it is also a vital economic asset for 
the surrounding communiJes. Tourism centered on Kachemak Bay State Park brings an influx of 
visitor spending that supports local businesses (such as water taxis, tour guides, lodging, and 
restaurants) and generates employment in the region. In essence, the park serves as a 
cornerstone of Homer’s tourism industry and a key contributor to the broader Kenai Peninsula 
economy. This report presents a comprehensive economic impact study of Kachemak Bay State 
Park, examining how visitor acJviJes translate into monetary contribuJons. We analyze recent 
data on tourism volume, visitor expenditures, and resultant impacts on local income, jobs, and 
government revenues. We also consider future trends and offer policy recommendaJons to 
maximize the park’s economic benefits while preserving the natural resources that underpin its 
appeal. By illustraJng the park’s economic value, this study aims to inform policymakers and 
stakeholders as they evaluate conJnued funding and support for Kachemak Bay State Park. 

Tourism Impact 

Kachemak Bay State Park plays a pivotal role in adracDng tourists to the Kenai Peninsula. In the 
summer of 2016, an esJmated 562,800 out-of-state visitors came to the Kenai Peninsula 
Borough, largely drawn by renowned desJnaJons like Seward, Homer, and the park’s wilderness 
across Kachemak Bay. Approximately 29% of these visitors traveled to Homer (the launch point 
for Kachemak Bay State Park) as part of their Alaska trip. This indicates that well over 160,000 
non-resident travelers included the Kachemak Bay/Homer area in their iJneraries in a single 
summer. (By comparison, Seward – another major peninsula aQracJon – saw about 78% of 
visitors.) In addiJon to out-of-state tourists, the park also welcomes many Alaskans who visit for 
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camping, fishing, and outdoor recreaJon, especially in summer and during events like the 
annual Shorebird FesJval in May. These in-state visitors, while not bringing new money from 
outside Alaska, nevertheless contribute to local tourism acJvity and support businesses in 
Homer year-round. 

Tourism trends indicate that visitaJon to Kachemak Bay State Park and the region is on a 
growth trajectory. Alaska’s overall visitor volume has climbed significantly over the past decade 
– reaching about 2.7 million summer visitors in 2024, up 63% from 2014 levels. The most 
recent data show a 2.1% increase from 2023 to 2024 alone, conJnuing a long-term growth 
paQern (aier a brief interrupJon in 2020-2021). Notably, cruise ship travelers made up 66% of 
2024 visitors, reflecJng the booming cruise industry. While Homer is not a major port for large 
cruise ships, many cruise passengers visit the Kenai Peninsula via land tours or independent 
travel before/aier their cruises, and some smaller adventure cruises include Kachemak Bay. The 
remaining 34% of visitors arrive by air or highway/ferry– the independent travelers who are the 
primary clientele for Homer and Kachemak Bay State Park. This segment (air and highway 
visitors) grew ~35% from 2014 to 2024 statewide. Given these trends, it is likely that Kachemak 
Bay State Park’s visitaDon has rebounded and grown since 2016, paralleling Alaska’s tourism 
expansion. The park’s wilderness appeal aligns with the rising demand for outdoor, nature-
based travel. Overall, tourism to Kachemak Bay State Park remains robust and is poised for 
conDnued growth, barring unforeseen disrupJons. The summer season (May–September) is the 
peak period, but shoulder-season visitaJon has potenJal to increase as visitors seek spring 
wildlife viewing and even winter excursions in the park. The steady inflow of tourists provides a 
strong foundaJon for local economic impacts, as detailed in the following secJons. 

Visitor Spending Analysis 

Visitors drawn to Kachemak Bay State Park contribute significantly to local spending, benefiJng 
a wide array of businesses. According to economic data for the Kenai Peninsula (Summer 2016), 
direct visitor spending totaled approximately $187 million in the five-month peak season. This 
figure represents expenditures by out-of-state travelers on goods and services while in the 
region and serves as a reasonable proxy for park-related tourism spending (since Kachemak Bay 
State Park is one of the major moJvators for travel to the Homer area). On a per-person basis, 
this equates to roughly $330 spent per visitor in the local economy during their trip. Visitor 
dollars are distributed across several key spending categories, as summarized in Table 1. 

Table 1. Kenai Peninsula Visitor Spending by Category (Summer 2016) 

 
(Out-of-state visitors; May–Sept total) 

Spending Category
Amount 
Spent

Share of 
Total
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As Table 1 shows, visitor expenditures are led by tours/acDviDes, lodging, and food services. 
Approximately one-third of all spending was on tours, acDviDes, and entertainment (32%), 
totaling about $61 million. In the context of Kachemak Bay State Park, this category includes 
guided nature tours, kayak excursions, water taxi services across the bay, fishing charters, park 
entrance fees or cabin rentals, and other recreaJonal acJviJes that tourists undertake to 
experience the park’s wilderness. The next largest segment is lodging (28%), about $53 million 
in summer spending. This encompasses hotels, bed-and-breakfasts, lodges, and campgrounds in 
Homer and nearby areas where park visitors stay before or aier their forays into Kachemak Bay 
State Park. The food and beverage sector accounts for roughly 23% of visitor spending ($44 
million), as travelers dine in local restaurants, frequent cafes, purchase groceries, and enjoy 
Homer’s pubs and eateries. 

Smaller but sJll significant porJons of visitor dollars go toward transportaDon (8%) and retail 
shopping (8%). TransportaJon expenditures (about $15 million in the season) include local 
travel costs such as rental cars, fuel, taxis/shuQles, and the Alaska Marine Highway ferry – for 
instance, visitors driving down from Anchorage or those renJng cars in Homer to explore the 
area. It also implicitly covers water taxi fares to reach the park, which are a unique 
transportaJon expense directly Jed to Kachemak Bay State Park visits. Giws, souvenirs, and 
clothing purchases (also roughly $15 million) represent tourist shopping at gii shops, art 
galleries, outdoor gear stores, and other retailers – a boon for Homer’s merchants who sell 
Alaska NaJve crais, apparel, and mementos. It’s worth noJng that these figures exclude any 
spending that visitors pre-paid to cruise lines or package tour operators (for example, if a cruise 
tour included a Homer excursion or lodge stay, those payments might not be counted locally). 
Thus, the $187 million is a conservaJve measure of on-the-ground spending injected into the 
local economy by visitors. 

Overall, visitor spending related to Kachemak Bay State Park is broad-based, touching nearly 
every sector of the local economy. A typical park visitor might, for example, pay for a water taxi 
and guided hike in the park (tour/transportaJon), spend a night in a Homer hotel or 

Lodging (Hotels, Cabins, Camping) $53 million 28%

Food & Beverages (Restaurants, Groceries) $44 million 23%

TransportaJon (Local transport, car rentals, 
fuel)

$15 million 8%

Giis, Souvenirs & Clothing $15 million 8%

Total Direct Spending $187 million 100%

Spending Category
Amount 
Spent

Share of 
Total
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campground (lodging), enjoy dinner and breakfast in town (food/beverage), and perhaps buy a 
locally-made souvenir or outdoor gear (retail). MulJply this by tens of thousands of visitors, and 
it is clear how the park sJmulates significant economic acJvity. The per-visitor spending 
paderns also suggest opportuniJes: encouraging visitors to stay longer in the area or parJcipate 
in addiJonal acJviJes can further increase local expenditures. The next secJon examines how 
this spending translates into business revenue and economic value for the community. 

Local Economic ContribuDons 

The influx of visitor spending drawn by Kachemak Bay State Park provides a vital stream of 
revenue for local businesses and service providers. Virtually every dollar spent by park visitors 
becomes income for a business in the community – whether it’s a tour operator, a charter boat 
captain, a hotel owner, a restaurant, or a retail shop. In the summer 2016 season, the $187 
million in direct visitor expenditures went to hundreds of local enterprises, from small family-
run B&Bs to tour companies and gas staJons. This spending sustains businesses that might 
otherwise not exist or thrive in the remote Homer area. For example, water taxi services and 
adventure ouwiQers are in high demand specifically because of park tourism, generaJng 
business revenues that ripple through the local economy in the form of wages, profits, and 
supplier purchases. Similarly, hotels and lodges in Homer see high occupancy in summer largely 
thanks to park and wilderness visitors, which in turn supports year-round operaJons and 
employment. Restaurants, grocery stores, and breweries benefit when the town fills with 
tourists in the summer months, significantly boosJng their sales. Retail shops – from art 
galleries to outdoor equipment stores – likewise see increased business from visitors gearing up 
for or commemoraJng their Kachemak Bay experience. 

These direct sales to visitors create a mulDplier effect in the local economy. Businesses must 
purchase supplies (food from wholesalers, fuel from distributors, etc.), pay uJliJes and rent, 
and invest in equipment – much of which involves local or regional suppliers. Perhaps most 
importantly, businesses pay their employees, who then spend a porJon of their earnings locally 
on housing, groceries, healthcare, and other needs. This secondary circulaDon of money 
amplifies the iniJal impact of visitor spending. An economic analysis of the Kenai Peninsula 
found that beyond the direct impacts, secondary (indirect and induced) impacts added roughly 
600 addiDonal jobs and $26 million in labor income during the summer season. In terms of 
overall economic output (the total value of all sales and resales generated), the visitor industry 
on the Peninsula produced about $218 million in total economic output in summer 2016 when 
mulJplier effects are included. In short, dollars spent by park visitors tend to stay and circulate 
within the community, supporJng not only tourism-oriented firms but also grocery stores, 
construcJon companies, and many other sectors indirectly. 
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It is also worth noJng the geographic spread of economic benefits. While Homer is the primary 
beneficiary (as the gateway city where most spending occurs), surrounding communiJes on the 
Kenai Peninsula see gains as well. For instance, some visitors en route to Kachemak Bay might 
stop in Soldotna or Kenai for supplies or addiDonal fishing trips, spreading spending across the 
borough. Other park visitors may take side trips to places like Seldovia or anchor in Halibut 
Cove, benefiJng those small communiJes through water taxi fees or local purchases. The park’s 
popularity thus contributes to the overall economic vitality of the region. In a real sense, 
Kachemak Bay State Park serves as a magnet that draws tourist dollars into Southcentral Alaska, 
where they then support a network of local businesses. This ongoing injecJon of outside money 
helps diversify the area’s economy (tradiJonally reliant on fishing and government) and 
underpins many entrepreneurial ventures in adventure tourism and hospitality. The health of 
many local businesses is directly Jed to the ebb and flow of park visitaJon. When visitor 
numbers rise, these businesses flourish and may expand; if visitor numbers were to fall, the 
contracJon would be felt in business revenues and, subsequently, in jobs and income locally. 
Fortunately, as described, the trend in recent years has been one of rising or robust visitaJon, 
meaning the local economic contribuJons of the park have likely grown even larger than the 
2016 baseline. The next secJon quanJfies the employment and income supported by this 
visitor spending in more detail. 

Employment Effects 

Tourism generated by Kachemak Bay State Park is a major source of jobs and income on the 
Kenai Peninsula. When visitors spend money on tours, lodging, dining, and other services, 
businesses must hire workers to provide those services – whether it’s guiding a hike, captaining 
a water taxi, cooking meals, or cleaning hotel rooms. In the summer of 2016, visitor spending 
directly supported approximately 2,500 jobs (full-Dme and part-Dme) in the Kenai Peninsula 
Borough. These are jobs directly adributable to serving visitors – for example, hotel staff, tour 
guides, charter boat crews, wait staff, retail clerks, and so on. The labor income paid out to 
those workers was about $69 million in wages and salaries for that season. These figures 
highlight that the park-related visitor industry is a significant employer in the area, especially 
during the peak summer months. 

To put this in perspecJve, an economic analysis found that the visitor industry (largely driven by 
leisure travelers such as those coming for Kachemak Bay) accounted for roughly 10% of all 
employment in the Kenai Peninsula Borough. In other words, one in ten jobs in the borough is 
connected to non-resident visitor acJvity. This makes tourism one of the larger employment 
sectors, comparable to or exceeding industries like oil/gas or manufacturing in its jobs footprint 
(though many tourism jobs are seasonal). In terms of labor earnings, the visitor sector 
represented about 6% of total borough-wide labor income. The share of income is a bit lower 
than the share of jobs because many tourism jobs are seasonal or part-Jme and oien entry-
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level, which tend to have lower average wages. Nonetheless, $69 million in direct payroll (and 
$95 million including secondary payroll effects) is a substanJal injecJon into household 
incomes locally. Those wages go to thousands of residents – from high school and college 
students with summer jobs, to year-round residents who make a living in hospitality, to fishing 
boat captains diversifying with tourism charters, and beyond. This income supports families and 
is spent on rent, groceries, transportaJon, and other local goods, further sJmulaJng the 
economy. 

The employment impact by sector mirrors the spending paQerns. The largest job generators 
were the tour acDviDes sector (~840 jobs) and lodging (~750 jobs), followed by food and 
beverage (~700 jobs). TransportaJon services (including car rentals, taxis, water taxis) 
accounted for around 180 jobs, and retail gii purchases supported roughly 80 jobs. Thus, the 
park’s tourism creates employment opportuniDes across a range of skill levels and businesses 
– from outdoor guides and park rangers, to hotel housekeepers and front-desk staff, to chefs, 
waiters, drivers, and shopkeepers. Many of these jobs are filled by local residents of Homer and 
nearby communiJes, meaning the park helps sustain the local workforce. Notably, some 
employment is seasonal (peaking in summer), but the income earned oien carries families 
through the winter, and a number of tourism businesses have expanded shoulder seasons to 
lengthen employment. Furthermore, the park’s existence and popularity indirectly support 
professional jobs in areas like markeDng, administraDon, and management for tour companies 
and lodges, as well as self-employment (many guides and operators run their own small 
businesses). 

When including the mulDplier (indirect/induced) effects, total employment linked to visitor 
spending rises to about 3,100 jobs, as menJoned earlier. These addiJonal ~600 jobs come from 
industries like local suppliers, food wholesalers, maintenance services, etc., and from the 
spending of tourism-sector employees in local shops. The combined impact underscores that 
Kachemak Bay State Park is a cornerstone of the local labor market. It supports a diversity of 
jobs that keep the economy of Homer and the Kenai Peninsula more dynamic. Without the 
park’s draw, the region would likely have far fewer employment opportuniJes, especially for 
younger people or those in service occupaJons. The park’s economic impact on employment 
also highlights the importance of maintaining a healthy tourism environment – quality visitor 
experiences ensure conJnued demand and thus steady jobs. Any decline in visitaJon would 
ripple quickly into employment reducJons. Conversely, growth in visitor numbers or spending 
can sJmulate job creaJon and higher incomes. For policymakers, this means supporJng 
Kachemak Bay State Park and its tourism infrastructure is essenJally an investment in local jobs 
and livelihoods. 

State and Local Revenue ContribuDons 
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In addiJon to private-sector benefits, park-related tourism also generates public revenue for 
government enJJes. As visitors spend money on taxable goods and services, they contribute to 
sales taxes and other fees that bolster state and local coffers. The Kenai Peninsula Borough and 
City of Homer rely on sales tax as a key revenue source, and tourist spending provides a 
significant boost, especially in the summer months. The Kenai Peninsula Borough levies a 3% 
area-wide sales tax on most retail sales, rentals, and services. The City of Homer, on top of that, 
has its own city sales tax (bringing the combined sales tax rate in Homer to approximately 
7.85% on taxable purchases). 

kpb.us 

salestaxhandbook.com 

This means that when park visitors pay for a meal, a hotel room, a charter, or souvenirs, a 
porJon of that transacJon goes directly into public funds. For example, $100 spent on lodging 
or tours in Homer would yield about $7.85 in sales tax revenue, split between the city and 
borough. On a seasonal scale, the $187 million in recorded visitor spending (if fully taxable) 
could generate on the order of $5–10 million in sales tax revenue for local governments. Actual 
collecJons will vary (some items like groceries may be exempt or capped, and not all spending 
occurs within city limits), but it is clear that millions of dollars in tax receipts flow from tourism. 
These funds help pay for local infrastructure, public safety, parks, and other services that benefit 
residents and visitors alike. In essence, tourists drawn by Kachemak Bay State Park help fund the 
very community faciliJes that make Homer and the Kenai Peninsula livable. 

Besides general sales taxes, targeted tourism taxes also play a role. Many jurisdicJons 
implement special lodging taxes (oien called bed taxes) on hotel and short-term rental stays. 
The Kenai Peninsula Borough has considered establishing a dedicated bed tax of up to 12% on 
short-term accommodaJons (which would be in lieu of the general sales tax on those stays). 

kpb.legistar.com 

 If implemented, such a tax would largely be paid by visitors and could generate substanJal 
revenue earmarked for tourism promoJon or infrastructure. For instance, a 5% or 10% bed tax 
on all the hotel nights booked by park visitors would create a fund that could be reinvested in 
trail maintenance or markeJng for Kachemak Bay State Park. While as of this wriJng Homer 
does not have a separate bed tax (and instead uses the general sales tax), the discussion reflects 
the understanding that tourism can help pay for itself through these revenue mechanisms. The 
City of Seward in the same region, for example, has a successful bed tax that funds its local 
faciliJes. Policymakers in the Homer area may consider similar strategies to ensure a steady 
stream of reinvestment in tourism assets. 
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At the state level, Alaska does not have a statewide sales tax or personal income tax, so direct 
fiscal gains from tourism are more limited. However, the state does collect revenues through 
other channels. For example, many visitors purchase fishing licenses to fish in Kachemak Bay or 
nearby rivers, contribuJng to state fish and game funds. Visitors who arrive by the Alaska 
Marine Highway (state ferry) pay fares that support that state-run service. AddiJonally, 
businesses that profit from tourism pay state corporate income taxes and other fees; 
employees spend money that generates fuel tax and other minor taxes. Alaska State Parks (the 
agency) collects some fees from Kachemak Bay State Park users (such as public-use cabin rental 
fees, state park decals, etc.), though these are relaJvely small in scale. Indirectly, a thriving 
tourism economy improves overall economic performance, which can increase state revenues 
from corporate taxes and industry-specific taxes (like alcohol or fuel taxes paid by businesses 
and visitors). While these state revenue contribuDons are harder to quanJfy, they exist and 
reinforce the point that tourism at Kachemak Bay has mulJ-level fiscal benefits. 

Importantly, local government revenues from tourism reduce the tax burden on residents. 
Sales tax from visitor spending means the borough and city can fund schools, road 
maintenance, and emergency services with money that essenJally comes from outside visitors 
rather than raising property taxes or other local taxes. In Homer’s case, the summer tourism 
surge significantly boosts retail acJvity, helping the city’s finances. This dynamic is a strong 
argument in favor of supporJng and growing the tourism sector – it effecJvely broadens the tax 
base. As visitor numbers grow, these tax contribuJons will also grow. Conversely, if tourism 
were to decline, local governments could feel a budget pinch. Therefore, sustaining Kachemak 
Bay State Park’s aQracJveness and access is not just an environmental or business concern, but 
also a fiscal strategy for the region. Overall, the park’s visitors contribute meaningfully to public 
revenues that benefit the community at large, creaJng a virtuous cycle where the park’s 
popularity helps fund ameniJes that improve quality of life and visitor experience. 

Future Economic Outlook 

The future economic outlook for Kachemak Bay State Park is overwhelmingly posiJve, 
assuming that current trends conJnue and appropriate management is in place. The broader 
context of Alaska tourism provides reason for opJmism: the state has seen record visitor 
volumes in recent years (rebounding strongly aier the 2020-2021 pandemic downturn). As 
noted, summer 2024 brought in about 2.7 million out-of-state visitors, the highest ever, and 
projecJons indicate further growth in the coming years. This growth is driven in large part by 
the cruise industry (which may have indirect effects on the park via land excursions) and by 
sustained interest in Alaska as a bucket-list desJnaJon for independent travelers. Kachemak Bay 
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State Park, with its dramaJc scenery and adventure opportuniJes, is well posiJoned to capture 
a share of this expanding market. Outdoor and nature-based tourism has been on the rise 
globally, and Kachemak Bay offers exactly the kind of prisJne, uncrowded wilderness experience 
that post-pandemic travelers seek. The park’s 50th anniversary in 2020 shone a spotlight on its 
legacy and aQracJons, and markeJng efforts by enJJes like the Alaska Travel Industry 
AssociaJon and local tourism groups conJnue to promote Homer and Kachemak Bay as must-
visit spots. We can reasonably expect a modest annual increase in park visitaDon in the range 
of a few percentage points per year, barring any major external shocks. Even a conservaJve 
growth rate of +2% per year could compound to over 15% more visitors in a decade – meaning 
tens of thousands more people exploring the park and spending money locally. 

Several factors will influence the pace and nature of future growth. On the upside, 
improvements in transportaJon access (such as more flight opJons into Homer or improved 
ferry service) could facilitate increased visitaJon. If Homer were to receive more (or larger) 
cruise ships on occasion, that could also spike visitor numbers (though currently large cruise 
ships primarily go elsewhere). The rise of independent travel iJneraries and the ability of 
visitors to discover places via online media might lead more self-guided tourists to include 
Kachemak Bay State Park in their Alaska trip plans. AddiJonally, as Anchorage and the Kenai 
Peninsula conJnue to market aQracJons like bear viewing, fishing, and state parks, Homer’s 
profile may rise. On the downside, capacity constraints and environmental consideraJons could 
temper growth. Kachemak Bay State Park is largely wilderness with minimal infrastructure; only 
so many people can be on trails or camp at any given Jme without degrading the experience or 
environment. Water taxi capacity and Homer’s lodging capacity also create natural limits – on 
busy days in July, the park and town already operate near full capacity. External risks such as 
economic recessions, spikes in fuel prices, or global travel disrupJons can also affect visitor 
numbers in any given year. 

That said, the economic outlook remains robust because even maintaining current visitaJon 
levels yields significant ongoing benefits, and there is sJll slack in shoulder seasons. One 
opportunity for growth is to expand shoulder-season and winter tourism. Kachemak Bay State 
Park is accessible year-round, and acJviJes like backcountry skiing, snowshoeing, and wildlife 
viewing (e.g., watching marine mammals or spring bird migraJons) could aQract visitors outside 
the summer peak. If marketed effecJvely, this could lengthen the tourist season, smoothing out 
business income and employment. Another avenue is developing new visitor experiences – for 
instance, addiJonal public-use cabins or yurts in the park could allow more overnight stays 
(currently, overnight use is relaJvely limited by logisJcs). Any such developments should be 
done sustainably, but they could increase the economic impact by enabling longer trips. 

In terms of raw numbers, if visitor spending grows roughly in line with visitaJon, we could 
foresee direct spending surpassing $200 million per season in a few years (up from $187 
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million in 2016), with total economic output perhaps reaching $250+ million when mulJpliers 
are considered. Employment supported by tourism would rise correspondingly – potenJally 
adding a few hundred more jobs over the next decade if growth conJnues. These are not pie-in-
the-sky figures; they simply extend the trajectory we have data for. It will be important to 
manage this growth so that the quality of visitor experience remains high – nothing would 
jeopardize the park’s economic value faster than reports of overcrowding or environmental 
degradaJon. Thus, the outlook Jes closely to careful stewardship. Assuming that is achieved, 
Kachemak Bay State Park’s economic contribuDons are likely to grow and remain a 
cornerstone of the local economy for the foreseeable future. The park’s appeal is enduring, 
and interest in authenJc nature experiences is unlikely to wane. With climate change and other 
global issues, Alaska may actually become even more aQracJve as a prisJne desJnaJon. In 
conclusion, the park’s economic future is bright, conJngent on strategic acJons to sustain and 
capitalize on its popularity. 

Policy and Investment RecommendaDons 

To maximize the economic benefits of Kachemak Bay State Park while preserving its natural 
integrity, several policy and investment measures are recommended for consideraJon by state 
and local policymakers, park managers, and community stakeholders: 

• Invest in Park Infrastructure and Maintenance: Increasing funding for trails, campsites, 
cabins, and sanitaJon in Kachemak Bay State Park will enhance the visitor experience 
and enable the park to handle growing numbers sustainably. Well-maintained trails and 
faciliJes encourage longer stays and return visits. For example, construcJng addiJonal 
public-use cabins or improving trail signage and safety features can make the park more 
accessible to a broader range of visitors. Such investments act as a force mulJplier on 
economic impact – saJsfied visitors are more likely to spend in the local economy and 
recommend the desJnaJon to others. DedicaJng a porJon of tourism-related revenues 
to a Park Improvement Fund could ensure ongoing maintenance of the park’s natural 
assets, which directly underpin its economic value. 

• Enhance Access and TransportaDon: Work with transportaJon providers to improve 
access to the park. This could include supporJng the Homer water taxi operators 
through infrastructure upgrades (e.g. beQer dock faciliJes or landing crai 
improvements) or coordinaJng schedules to ensure visitors can reliably get to and from 
the park. Exploring opJons for expanded ferry service or air links during peak season 
may also aQract visitors who do not rent cars. Easier access translates to higher visitaJon 
and spending. Any access enhancements should be done in consultaJon with park 
officials to manage environmental impact, but overall, smoothing the transit “last mile” 
to the park will make it more appealing. AddiJonally, ensuring the Homer Airport 
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conJnues to offer robust flight connecJons (and possibly markeJng Homer as a direct 
fly-in desJnaJon for park adventure) can support tourism growth. 

• MarkeDng and PromoDon of the Park: Policymakers should conJnue to support 
markeJng efforts that highlight Kachemak Bay State Park as a unique desJnaJon. This 
includes partnering with the Alaska Travel Industry AssociaDon, local tourism boards, 
and travel media to promote the park’s experiences (hiking, kayaking, wildlife viewing) in 
target markets. Special focus could be on aQracJng niche segments like eco-tourists, 
adventure travelers, photographers, and birdwatchers who tend to spend more and stay 
longer. CreaJng iJneraries or packages that bundle the park with other Kenai Peninsula 
aQracJons (for instance, a “Kenai Wilderness Tour” that includes Kachemak Bay State 
Park, Kenai Fjords, and fishing charters) can disperse visitor flows and increase overall 
regional spend. MarkeJng should also leverage the park’s status as Alaska’s first state 
park and its wilderness character – these storytelling angles resonate with visitors and 
can draw heritage or conservaJon-minded tourists. 

• Extend the Tourism Season: Encourage and develop shoulder-season tourism products 
to reduce the extreme seasonality of visitaJon. For example, local organizaJons and 
businesses can be supported (through grants or joint markeJng) to create events or 
packages in May and September, such as guided spring wildflower hikes, fall 
photography workshops, or expanded programming around the Kachemak Bay 
Shorebird FesDval. In winter, promoJng acJviJes like backcountry skiing, snowshoe 
treks to glaciers, or even guided snowmachine (snowmobile) tours in permiQed areas 
could bring a smaller but meaningful number of visitors. Extending the season helps 
businesses employ staff for longer, stabilize income, and make beQer use of 
infrastructure, thereby increasing the annual economic impact of the park. Policymakers 
could assist by adjusJng any seasonal regulaJons if needed and by ensuring year-round 
maintenance of access points (for instance, keeping trailheads or docks in serviceable 
condiJon in spring/fall). 

• Support Local Business Development and Training: The quality of visitor experience 
(and thus their spending and likelihood to return) depends greatly on the services 
provided. InvesJng in workforce development programs – such as hospitality training, 
wilderness safety training for guides, and visitor service workshops – can help elevate 
the skill level of those employed in the park’s tourism sector. Local colleges or vocaJonal 
programs could be incenJvized to offer courses relevant to outdoor tourism and 
hospitality. Policymakers might also provide small business support (low-interest loans, 
grants, or mentoring) for entrepreneurs looking to start or expand businesses that relate 
to park tourism, such as equipment rental shops, eco-tours, or cultural tourism ventures. 
Strengthening the ecosystem of local businesses ensures that the economic benefits of 
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the park stay local and grow. It also fosters innovaJon in the kinds of experiences 
available to visitors, which can increase spending and saJsfacJon. 

• Ensure Sustainable Tourism and Resource ProtecDon: It is crucial that economic gains 
do not come at the cost of the park’s long-term health. Policymakers should implement 
and enforce sustainable tourism pracDces. This could include insJtuJng visitor capacity 
guidelines in sensiJve areas, requiring commercial operators to follow Leave No Trace 
principles, and funding environmental monitoring in the park. By protecJng wildlife, 
habitats, and the overall wilderness character, the park will conJnue to be an aQracJve 
desJnaJon for future visitors. Consider developing a carrying capacity study for 
Kachemak Bay State Park to determine opJmal visitor numbers and inform any 
necessary permit or quota systems for high-use trails or camping areas. ProacJvely 
managing impacts will prevent degradaJon that could reduce the park’s appeal. 
Sustainable pracJces themselves can be a selling point – many travelers are drawn to 
desJnaJons that balance use and conservaJon. Thus, conservaJon policy is integral to 
sustaining the park’s economic engine. 

• Leverage Tax Revenues for Reinvestment: As discussed, tourism in the Homer area 
generates significant tax revenue. Policymakers should consider mechanisms to reinvest 
a porDon of these revenues back into tourism infrastructure and promoDon. For 
example, if a borough lodging tax is enacted in the future, earmark a percentage of it for 
park maintenance, trail building, or visitor faciliJes (restrooms, visitor kiosks) that 
directly support Kachemak Bay State Park. Even without new taxes, allocate some of the 
exisJng sales tax income during peak quarters to fund grants for tourism markeJng or 
park conservaJon projects. This creates a virtuous cycle: tourist dollars fund 
improvements that in turn aQract more tourists. Transparent use of these funds for 
tourism-related purposes can also build public support for the visitor industry by 
showing residents that hosJng tourists yields direct improvements to community assets. 

In summary, policy acDons and investments should aim to sustain growth, improve visitor 
experience, and safeguard the natural environment that is the source of the park’s economic 
value. By improving infrastructure, access, and markeJng – and doing so in an environmentally 
responsible way – Kachemak Bay State Park’s economic impact can be amplified. The 
recommendaJons above are designed to help the park reach its full potenJal as a driver of 
sustainable economic development on the Kenai Peninsula. Policymakers are encouraged to 
treat the park and its tourism industry as a strategic asset: one that, with wise management, 
will conJnue to provide jobs, income, and community funding long into the future. By 
implemenJng these recommendaJons, stakeholders can ensure that Kachemak Bay State Park 
remains both a wild jewel of Alaska and a source of prosperity for its people. 
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Roberta Highland and Robert Archibald 
P.O.BOX 2460, Homer, AK.  99603 

March 18, 2025  
City of Homer Planning Commission 
491 E. Pioneer Ave. 
Homer, AK. 99603 

Dear Planning Commissioners, 

In general there are many positives about the new Plan. However, we have three 
main comments on the most recent draft of the Homer Comprehensive Plan Update: 

1. Land Use:  The "Future Land Use Map" as shown in the new Plan (Page 11 in the "Full"
version of the Plan) has a grave issue: the "Industrial" land use shown to the west of
Kachemak Drive. This has to be changed. We can't have an Industrial land use
designation on top of critical habitat and important peatlands/wetlands.  This is
inconsistent with the strategies laid out in this Plan (see paragraph 2 below).  This
wetlands area has been a focus for Homer conservation groups, not to mention
recreational users,  for more than 25 years; and a part of the City's Green Infrastructure
planning for at least the past 5 years.

2. Wetlands: The 2018 Comp Plan which we worked so hard on, and had lots of expert
input, had a wetlands map and acknowledged the importance of wetlands to Homer.
Wetlands is mentioned in a number of places (pages 12, 18, 31, 32)  in this Plan with
good suggestions, but this Plan has no wetlands map! This has to be changed so that
at the least the Kenai Watershed Forum generalized wetlands are shown on a map in
the Plan, along with text explaining wetlands in Homer, and their importance.

3. Green Infrastructure: It's a disappointment to see the no green infrastructure maps in
this new Plan.  Green Infrastructure was a big part of the 2018 Plan, and a great deal of
City of Homer effort put into green infrastructure planning, including the expenditure
of substantial funds.  Maybe a map isn't needed, but this new Plan needs to address or
update green infrastructure, and identify priorities that have arisen since 2018.

Roberta Highland 

Former City of Homer Planning Commissioner 

Robert Archibald 

Parks, Art, Recreation & Culture Advisory Commission 
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