
RECEtVED 
JUL 1 8 2025 

MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH 
ANIMAL CARE AND REGULATION BOARD 

it',\.PPEAL HEARING 
CLERKS OFFICt: APRIL 25, 2025 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

A meeting of the Matanuska-Susitna Borough Animal Care and Regulation Board was called to 
order at 10:01 a.m. by Acting Chairperson Daniel Bowen. 

II. ROLL CALL 

Board members present and establishing a quorum were: 
Sally Pollen 
Te1Ty Dennison 
Daniel Bowen 

III. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

Acting Chairperson Bowen queried if there were any changes to the agenda. 

The agenda was approved as presented without objection. 

III. ITEMS OF BUSINESS 

A. AC&R Case No. 25-01, Appeal the Level 1 Classification of Oakley, Arizona Dodd and 
Vanessa Pool, Appellants 

1. Opening Presentation by Borough Staff (15 minutes collectively - the Board and the 
owner/appellant shall have the opportunity to question all Borough staff that make a 
presentation or otherwise offer testimony to the board) 

a. Elin Ashmore, Assistant Borough Attorney 

[Clerk's note: the opening presentation time was shared.) 

Erin Ashmore, Assistant Borough Attorney, provided an opening statement. 

Matt Hardwig, Chief Animal Care and Regulation Officer, provides his opening statement. 

Rachel Brown, Animal Care and Regulation Officer, provided her opening statement. 

Vanessa Pool, appellant, asked questions of Chief Hard wig. 

2. Opening Presentation by Animal Owner (15 minutes collectively - the Board and the 
Borough shall have the opportunity to question the owner(s)/appellant(s) who make a 
presentation or otherwise offer testimony to the board) 

a. Alizona Dodd and/or Vanessa Pool, Appellants 

Vanessa Pool provided an opening statement. 
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3. Victim Statements (15 minutes - the Board, the Borough, and the owner/appellant shall 
have the opportunity to question the victim or victim owner) 

a. Roger Register (Board will call Mr. Register to testify telephonically) 

Roger Register provided telephonic testimony. 

Vanessa Pool asked questions of Roger Register. 

Vanessa Pool petitioned the Board to submit late-filed written arguments and other information 
for the Board to consider. 

Erin Ashmore objected. 

Acting Chairperson Bowen queried if the Board would like to see what Vanessa wants to submit. 

The Board denied the request. 

4. Witness Statements (5 minutes - the Board, Borough staff, and the owner/appellant shall 
have the opportunity to question witnesses) 

a. [Clerk's Note: Neither party filed witness lists] 

There were no witnesses to testify. 

5. Closing Remarks by Animal Owner (10 minutes collectively) 
• a. Arizona Dodd and/or Vanessa Pool 

Vanessa Pool provided closing remarks. 

6. Closing Remarks by Borough (10 minutes) 
a. Erin Ashmore, Assistant Borough Attorney 

Erin Ashmore provided closing remarks. 

IV. ADJUDICATORY SESSION 

MOTION: Terry Dennison moved to enter into adjudicatory session. 

VOTE: The motion passed without objection and the Board entered into adjudicatory session 
at 10:39 a.m. 

MOTION: Terry Dennison moved to exit adjudicatory session. 

VOTE: The motion passed without objection and the Board entered into adjudicatory session 
at 10:58 a.m. 

Acting Chairperson Bowen requested that Ms. Henry read the draft final decision into the record. 

Ms. Henry read the draft final decision into the record. 
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MOTION: Terry Dennison moved to approve the final decision as read into the record by the 
r.,, Clerk. 
' 

VOTE: The motion passed without objection. 

Acting Chairperson Bowen queried if the Board would like to take a brief recess or continue with 
the regular meeting. 

The Board opted to continue with the regular meeting. 

REGULAR BOARD MEETING 
(Immediately following appeal hearing. The Board may recess briefly before conducting the 
regular meeting) 

I. ELECTION OF OFFICERS 
A. Elect Chairperson 

NOMINATION: Terry Dennison nominated Daniel Bowen as Chairperson. 

Daniel Bowen accepted the nomination and was elected without objection. 

B. Elect Vice Chairperson 

NOMINATION: Daniel Bowen nominated Terry Dennison as Vice Chairperson. 

Terry Dennison accepted the nomination and was elected without objection. 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
A. August 13, 2024 
B. September 17, 2024 
C. February 19, 2025 
D. April 2, 2025 

Chairperson Bowen queried if there were any changes to the minutes as presented. 

The minutes were approved as presented. 

III. AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION (3 minutes each) 

There was no one present who wished to testify. 

IV. ITEMS OF BUSINESS 
A. Report from Animal Care and Regulation Staff 

Matt Hardwig, Chief Animal Care and Regulation Officer, and Vanessa Pool, Animal Care and 
Regulation Director, reported on the activities of the shelter. 
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V. BOARD COMMENTS 

Salley Pollen noted that she has learned a lot about the appeal process for the Board. Spoke to her 
appreciation of being on the Board. 

VI. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting adjourned at 11: 14 a.m. 

Minutes Approved: 07/18/25 
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MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH 

ANIMAL CARE AND REGULATION BOARD 

IN RE: 

Level 4 Classification of Jewels 

Matthew Ostrander, Appellant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) AC&R Case No. 25-05 
) 
) 

NOTICE OF RIGHT TO APPEAL AND FINAL DECISION 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that the Matanuska-Susitna Borough 

Animal Care and Regulation Board, on July 18, 2025, rendered the 

following final decision regarding the level 4 classification in 

the above-captioned matter. This Final Order may be appealed to 

Superior Court within 30 days of the date of distribution 

pursuant to MSB 24. 30. 050 and the Alaska Rules of Appellate 

Procedure, Part VI, Rules 601-612. 

FINDINGS 

1. On January 22, 2025, the shelter received a statement 

through the Borough's problem reporter, from Ingrid Jensen 

regarding an incident that occurred on January 20, 2025. R. 

1, 3-5 

2. Officer Teeple spoke with Ms. Jensen who related that since 

spring of 2024 when a new family moved in, they have 

allowed their dogs to freely roam the neighborhood. 

Ms. Jensen reported that whenever she walks her dog, that 
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the dogs from that house come down the driveway barking 

aggressively. R. 1 

3. Ms. Jensen further reported that she had advised them to 

secure their dogs, or she would report them to Animal 

Control. R. 1 

4. On February 22, 2025, Officer Teeple went to the home 

reported to be where the dogs lived. No one was home so he 

left a door tag requesting to be contacted. R. 2 

5. On March 22, 2025, Officer Teeple discovered that another 

officer (Officer Costa) had an open case with the address 

in question, that she had contacted the owners, and that 

there was enforcement action being taken. R. 2 

6. On March 6, 2025, the shelter received a statement through 

the Borough' s problem reporter, from Roger Register 

regarding an.incident that occurred on March 4, 2025. R. 6 

7. Mr. Register reported that as he was walking by the 

appellant's house, that an aggressive husky came off the 

property and was sniffing where he had previously walked. 

Mr. Register provided a video of the incident. R. 6 

8. Officer Costa reviewed the video, which showed the husky 

running out into the street and following the complainant. 

The video also showed a German Shepherd type dog running 

from the driveway and aggressively charging after the 

complainant; when confronted, the dog ran back home. R. 6 
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9. Officer Costa contacted Mr. Register by phone. Mr. Register 

stated that the German Shepherd is the main aggressor and 

tries to nip at you or your dog as you walk by; he stated 

that this has been an ongoing issue. He also explained that 

the dogs are sometimes loose at the Willow Gateway 

Trailhead and the Florence Lake Boat Launch. R. 7 

10. A possible address of the owners of the dogs was 

identified, with the appellant being listed as the owner. 

R. 7 

11. On March 12, 2025, Officer Costa reviewed a case involving 

the same dogs reportedly having bitten a j egger. Officer 

Costa drove to the appellant' s property and upon entering 

the driveway did not see or hear any dogs as she approached 

the residence. R. 7 

12. She noted that she saw the husky mix dog sleeping on the 

covered front porch. She did not see the German Shepherd 

and did not hear dogs barking. She reported she did not 

find anyone at the property and posted a request for a 

callback due to the appellant's dogs being reported as 

being at-large and aggressive. She also noted that a dog 

bite to a human had been reported. R. 7 

13. On March 14, 2025, Officers Dickenson and Costa arrived at 

the appellant' s residence. As they pulled into the 

driveway, Officer Costa reported that she could see several 
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kids outside with a large white and brown Malamute Husky 

mix that was loose on the property, but that she did not 

see the German Shepherd. R. 7 

14. She reported that the officers were able to introduce 

themselves from the truck and requested to speak to a 

parent. Officer Costa asked if the German Shepherd dog was 

contained, and the kids stated yes. The kids advised that 

their dad was coming out to speak to the officers. R. 7 

15. After several minutes, the appellant came out of the 

residence. The off ice rs introduced themselves and advised 

the appellant of the complaint. They further advised that 

this was the third complaint of loose aggressive dogs. R. 7 

16. The officers advised that in the prior incident the 

complainant had taken a video of the dogs running at-large 

and the Shepherd acting aggressively, charging at the 

complainant. Officer Costa stated that they had posted on 

the appellant' s property on a prior occasion and had left 

messages on the appellant's phone. The appellant did not 

confirm or deny that he had received any messages. R. 7 

1 7. The appellant was reluctant to provide any information or 

give his name. Officer Costa asked him if he was Matthew 

Ostrander, and the appellant affirmed the query. The 

appellant stated that the German Shepherd was named Jewels, 

and she was an unaltered female. He advised that Jewels had 
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t ' 

her shots at VCA Anchorage and should be up to date on her 

rabies vaccination but was unable to provide proof. He 

stated that the other dog was named Monty, is a yard dog 

and has nothing and then stated that Monty was seen at the 

vet prior, so may have his shots. R. 7 

18. The appellant advised that he did not see the bite happen 

because they were not at home, but that he had been in 

contact with the victim. He stated that he was not even 

sure what dog bit and wanted to know how the officers have 

proof of a bite or that it was his dog that bit. Officer 

Dickenson advised that his office received a signed witness 

statement form from the victim advising that it was the 

German Shepherd that bit him. Officer Dickenson noted that 

the report also had a photo of the bite injury included. 

R. 7 

19. The Officers advised that the dogs must be restrained on 

the property and that the dogs must be kept off the road. 

The appellant admitted that his dogs roam loose and that he 

does not believe in restraint laws. He stated that he moved 

out to the country so he would not have to follow the law. 

He explained that he has seen his dogs run loose on the 

road and chase people but has not seen them be aggressive. 

R. 7 
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20. Officer Dickenson explained to the appellant that the 

Borough does have a restraint law and that the dogs must be 

contained on the appellant's property. The appellant 

confirmed that he understood but reiterated that he does 

not believe in restraint laws. Officer Dickenson explained 

the quarantine process and advised that the dog Jewels must 

either be quarantined at the residence, or at the shelter. 

Officer Costa briefly explained to the appellant the 

quarantine process and asked him to sign the notice; the 

appellant asked if he had to sign it. The officers 

explained that he did have to sign it in order to do the 

home quarantine or he could have the dog impounded to the 

shelter. R. 7 

21. The appellant stated that he would sign it but did not 

agree with it. Officers provided him with the original for 

his records. The officers again explained that the dogs 

must always be contained on their property and explained 

possible fines for failure to follow the quarantine, 

failure to restrain, failure to vaccinate for rabies, and 

explained the possible classification of his dog. R. 7 

22. The appellant confirmed that he understood. The officers 

explained that if Jewels was found at-large during the 

quarantine period, that she would be impounded at the 

shelter. Officer Dickenson advised that they would be back 
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in contact with the appellant after the quarantine period 

was complete. R. 7 

23. On March 12, 2025, the shelter received a statement from 

William Recknagle for an incident that occurred on 

03/09/25. Mr. Recknagle reported that he was jogging on 

Crystal Lake Road and noticed two dogs that were unleashed 

on their property. Mr. Recknagle reported that both dogs 

were aggressive and the German Shepherd bit him on the 

side. He reported that the owner of the dogs heard the 

commotion and called out from a second-floor window of the 

property and the dogs ran off. The owner apologized from 

the window upon the dogs' return to his property. R. 17 

24. Officer Costa reviewed the witness statement form, and the 

photo of the victim's injuries that was included. Officer 

Costa called Mr. Recknagle and left a voice mail advising 

that she had received the complaint and would be attempting 

contact with the dog owner as soon as possible and 

requested that Mr. Recknagle return her call. R. 17 

25. Officer Costa received a voice mail from Mr. Recknagle 

regarding the bite incident and returned the call. Mr. 

Recknagle reported that he was jogging past the appellant's 

residence when both dogs aggressively charged out at him. 

He reported that the German Shepherd came up from behind 

him and bit him on the side. The dogs continued to bark 
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aggressively until someone at the residence called the dogs 

back to the property. Mr. Recknagle reported that he then 

continued his run. He reported that he did go to the doctor 

the next day for antibiotics and to have the wound cleaned. 

He stated that he was concerned about the dog being up to 

date on its rabies vaccination. R. 17 

2 6. Mr. Recknagle reported that the appellant had advised him 

that the German Shepherd was current on her shots but had 

no proof to provide to Mr. Recknagle. R. 17 

27. On March 14, 2025, Officer Costa was able to confirm that 

Jewels was current on her vaccinations. R. 18, 22 

28. On March 20, 2025, Jewels received a level four 

classification. R. 24. 

2 9. A level four classification means an unrestrained animal 

inflicts an aggressive bite or causes physical injury to 

any human. 

30. The Board finds that Jewels was unrestrained at the time of 

the incident and did inflict an aggressive bite to cause 

physical injury to a human. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Based upon the above findings, the Animal Care and 

Regulation Board now makes the following Conclusions: 

1. The Animal Care and Regulation Board has appellate 

jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to MSB 24.30.020. 
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2. The Chief Animal Care and Regulation Officer has authority 

under MSB 24.26.010 and 24.26.030 to classify an animal as 

it pertains to the captioned case. 

3. The incident meets the level four classification as defined 

by MSB 24. 26. 010 (A) { 4) {a), as Jewels was unrestrained at 

the time of the incident and did inflict an aggressive bite 

and caused physical injury to a human. 

4. Pursuant to MSB 24.26.085(B), Restrictions for Level 3 and 

Level 4 animals may be reduced, modified, or removed. An 

owner of an animal classified at a Level 3 or Level 4, 

including an animal classified under a repealed 

classification scheme, may apply in writing to the Chief 

Animal Care and Regulation Officer to have the 

classification reduced, modified, or removed in accordance 

with this section upon payment of outstanding fees, 

including a review fee set by Assembly resolution, and 

showing that: a Level 3 or Level 4 animal has been 

classified for two years, has not had any further 

incidents, including any violation of this title; or a 

Level 3 or 4 animal that went before the Animal Care and 

Regulation Board for a classification hearing at which the 

Board recommended that the animal be classified for 18 

months instead of two years, the animal has been classified 

18 months, and has not had any further incidents, including 

any violation of this title; and the owner presents 

evidence of having satisfactorily completed an animal 

obedience training course. 
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5. Notwithstanding the time provision of subsection (B) (1) of 

this section, the chief animal care and regulation officer 

must review the classification of an animal upon an 

application presented after 18 months if advised to do so 

by the animal care and regulation board. The advisement by 

the board shall be included in the findings and conclusions 

of the final decision made after a hearing on the 

classification. Requests for removal, modification, or 

reduction of a classification may only be submitted once 

each year. 

ORDER 

Based upon the above Findings and Conclusions, the Animal 

Care and Regulation Board now makes the following Order: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Animal Care and Regulation 

Board affirms the level 4 classification of Jewels. 

DATED at Palmer, Alaska this 18 day of July, 2025. 

MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH 
ANIMAL CARE AND REGULATION BOARD 

DANIEL BOWEN, Chairperson 

ATTEST: 

Assistant Boroug Cler 
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93~ 
~omlf'nity Council, 

PO Box 520931 
Big Lake, AK 99652-0931 

July 14, 2025 

Alex Strawn, Planning Director 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough Planning arid Land Use Department 
350 East Dahlia Avenue 
Palmer, AK 99645 

RECf!NffD 

- JIJL 13 20?5 
GLE 

Rks OFFICE 

RE: Big lake Community Council Response to Proposed Waterbody Setback Ordinance 

Dear Mr. Strawn, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the proposed Waterbody Setback Ordinance. The Big Lake 
Community Council (BLCC) has carefully reviewed this proposal and presents the following formal response on 
behalf of Big Lake area residents. 

The BLCC categorically opposes the proposed ordinance in its current form. We find it fundamentally deficient 
and inconsistent with the clear mandate established by the Assembly. The Waterbody Setback Advisory Board 
(WBSAB) has failed to fulfill its core responsibilities as defined in Section 5 of Ordinance 23-079. The Board was 
explicitly charged with addressing three critical areas: 

1. Waterbody setbacks 
2. Variances/non-conformities, how to deal with structures violating 1973 and 1987 ordinances, and 

remedies for violations 
3. Other pertinent issues 

In addition, the Assembly made it clear that it wanted solutions. 

The proposed ordinance offers no meaningful solutions for the hundreds of Big Lake properties affected by 
decades-old violations of the 1973 and 1987 ordinances. The WBSAB's separate Resolution 24-01, which merely 
advises the Assembly to direct property owners to "hire qualified professionals" to design undefined "pathways 
to compliance," is not a solution-It is an abdication of responsibility that places an unfair financial burden on 
residents while providing no clear guidance or achievable outcomes. 

This approach Is unacceptable. Properties and structures that have existed on Big Lake for decades deserve a clear, 
practical path to compliance, not bureaucratic obstacles that make resolution virtually impossible. 

Rather than _solvlng existing problems, the proposed ordinance creates new ones by introducing sweeping 
regulatory expansions that will further complicate compliance efforts. 

New Regulatory Burdens Include: 

1. Entirely new definitions and restrictions covering kennels, stables, animal yards, paved parking areas, 
hazardous liquid storage (including heating oil), ground-disturbing activities, solid waste storage, snow 
stockpiling, and fertilizer application 

2. Mandatory riparian buffer requirements covering at least SO% of the first 25 feet adjacent to waterbodies 
3. Complex new permitting standards with detailed riparian buffer requirements 
4. Absolute prohibition on variances for structures within 45 feet of waterbodies 
5. Dramatic expansion of ordinance purpose beyond setbacks to include broad environmental and economic 

objectives better addressed through other regulatory frameworks 
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The Big L ke ar~a contain·s the largest concentration of lakefront properties In the Borough. Our residents have 
endured ecade's.bf: 

• C nfusing and contradictory regulations 
• In dequate public outreach regarding requirements 
• U clear permitting processes 
• Es entiallv non-existent enforcement 

Adding m re regulations without addressing existing compliance Issues will further erode public trust in 
governme t and create additional hardships for residents who have invested their lives and resources In our 
communit. 

BLCC me hers and Big Lake residents submitted comments on an earlier version of this ordinance, highlighting 
the same oncerns raised In this response. These comments appear to have been largely disregarded in the final 
proposal, emonstrating a troubling disregard for meaningful public participation in the regulatory process. 

The BLCC implores the Assembly to reject this proposed ordinance and direct the Planning and Land Use 
Departme t to return with a proposal that: 

1. Pr vides specific, achievable remedies for existing violations of the 1973 and 1987 ordinances 
2. Es abllshes clear pathways to compliance that do not require prohibitive professional consultation fees 
3. A dresses regulatory expansion only after existing compliance issues are resolved 
4. In orporates meaningful input from affected property owners and communities 

The resid nts of Big Lake deserve better than this inadequate proposal. We urge the Assembly to uphold its 
commitm nt to finding real solutions rather than creating additional regulatory burdens that compound existing 
problems. 

The BLCC tands ready to work collaboratively on developing practical, fair solutions that protect our natural 
resources hile respecting the rights and investments of longtime residents. However, we cannot support any 
proposal t at fails to address the fundamental compliance issues that have plagued our community for decades. 

President, ig Lake Community Council 
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Butte Community Council Minutes RECEIVED 

IUL 1 0 2 "j Butte Community Center 

3881 S. Butte Rd. 

7:00 PM May 14th,2025 CLERKS OFFIGi 

Call to Order 7:04 PM 

Roll Call and Determination of Quorum -Board members present: Linda, Taylor, Michelle, Ron, Janet, Larry 
and Elaine. +8 members of the community. 

Pledge of Allegiance-Led by Chief Shipton 

Approval of Agenda-Motion by Linda, 2nd by Larry. Unanimous 

Officers Reports 

Secretary1s Report-Approval of April Minutes-Motion by Linda, 2nd by Chief Shipton 

Treasurer's Report-General Fund (Misc.Exp): $ 

Savings {Compound Cleanup): $ 

Building: 

Neighborhood Watch: 

Correspondence-None 

$ 

$ 

489.05 

4,172.21 

51,632.29 

1,680.00 

President's Report-Compound clean-up finalized, and finances explained. 

Need some volunteers for lawn maintenance, paint window frames, install range hood and paper 
towel dispenser and install fire extinguishers. Joann will do lawn (Ron will supply equipment). Mitzi and 
Eileen will paint windows. Larry will install range hood and dispenser. Chief will install fire extinguishers. 

Special Presentations 

Milena Sevigny- Executive Director Kids Kupboard-Free lunches will be provided at Fire Department 
parking lot Mon-Fri from 12-1 starting May 27. 

Joe Metzger- MSB Land & Resource Manager -Borough reserving compound for Public Purpose. It is 
7.5 acres. Borough will take community input on what the land could be used for to enrich our community. 
We brainstormed and gave Joe some ideas as to what the community has in mind. Joe wi ll attend another 
meeting and bring more members from the Borough. 

Committee Reports {2 minutes each) 

Neighborhood Watch-no new issues 

Community Patrol-going well. Now each rotation is 2 weeks 

Little Angels Playground -Mitzi will talk with gravel pit about taking overburden materia l 

Butte Community Sign-none 
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Communit Re arts (3 minutes each) 

Butte Fire Department-Update by Chief Shipton. Reports 3 new hires, 2 new qualified. Budget 
submitted. Call for burning questions during wind. 

Road S rvice (RSA No. 26)-None 

Legislat re-Newsletters from Rep Johnson and Sen Hughes were attached to agenda 

Old Business 

Butte C mmunity Picnic (June14th)-John will provide grills. 3 Bears providing $300 toward food and 
items for picni . Carol Symonds secured Coke products through her daughter from Coca-Cola. 

New Business 

Commu ity Center Rental-Will contact an attorney about rental agreements. 

Motion to pure ase 10 new tables and a cart to store the tables and chairs up to $1100. Moved by Janet, 2nd 

by Eileen. Una imous. 

Adiournment - :00 PM 

Butte C mmunity Cleanup May 17th-18th 

4th Ann al Butte Community Picnic-June 14th 
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1 . ' . 4/9/2Q25 

Minutes of the Chase Community Council ·. 
Board of Directors Meeting 

Date/Time: 04/09/2025 6:00PM 

Location: . Alaska Railroad mile 232 gravel pit . 
The meeting was called to order at __ 6_PM 

RECEIVED 
JUL 2 1 2025 

CJ.J RKS OFFICE 

A quorum was established with the following Board members present (minimum 3): 

Jerry Boutte (via Phone), Mike Woods and Tim Cox, Sara Hogan and Donnie Billington 

Chase Community landowners present: 

Beth Pike, Patricia Cox, Kip Boer, George Stanley, Ari Haunschild and Don and Anne Flemming 

MINUTES The minutes of the January quarterly meeting were read, Mike Woods made a motion to approve 
the minutes and Tim Cox seconded. The minutes approved by the council at large 

Correspondence: Craig Richards sent an email requesting the Talkeetna River Bridge walkway.that is used to 
access the Chase trail system be extended to the 50" bolt holes so his father can get his 50" wide machine over, 
the walkway 
Treasurer's Report: 

Our treasurer said we have $79,769.89 in our account at present with future 2026 community 
assistance grant funds of 15,789 available next winter. 

Sarah Hogan our treasurer who is also the sole member of the community assistance grant committee .. 
and our chairman Mike Woods have successfully been added to persons approved to write checks off 
the Chase Community Council checking account 

Announcements: 

Susitna River .Dam Committee - The Alaska legislators are not pursuing the Watana Susitna Dam project at 
present. The Susitna River coalition have made a trip to Juneau this year to advocate for the demise of the Watana 
Susitna Dam project 

Old Business 
Our chairman has gotten up with Megan Clemens of the Alaska Railroad and she has said that the 

railroad will dump fines quality gravel along our trail in June for future trail improvements. Our chairman has 
requested. that they dump 10 loads. on both sides of the Bullion Slew Bridge arong -.the Chase Trairfrom the 
T alkeetna river bridge to the mile 232 gravel pit 

New Business ' • I 

Our chairman also has gotten up with railroad personnel and he was told that if the Chase Community Council 
Board of Directors approved extending the walkway to 50" that they snould write a letter to the railroad requestJag, 

1 
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2 .' 4/9/2025 

the moving of the walkway handrail to the existing outside bolt holes that would make the walkway 5011 wide. A • 
vote was taken by the Chase Community Council Board of Director to request that the railroad extend the 
walkway width to 50" but to leave the 2 sets of existing bollards at their 47" width. With the stipulation that the 
bollards be left with a 47" width between them (as is presently the case) the vote passed 4 in favor of the 50"width 
with 47" Width on the bollards and 1 In favor of leaving the walkway as is. George Stanley has volunteered to . 
write the letter to the railroad requesting the extension of the walkway to 50" with the bollards left at 47". That was 
actually the original design approved by our community council. 

Some discussion was made about future summer or fall trail work. Operators and equipment would be , 
needed to move the gravel that the railroad has said they would dump along the trail In June. The 
Community Assistance Grants funds will be used for said project. 

A grant application from the Talkeetna hockey association was received but will be addressed ata later date 

when all grants have been received. 

Persons to be Heard 
Land owners Art Haunschlld and Don and Anne Fleming were at the meeting to request that the Talkeetna River 
Bridge walkway be extended to the existing bolt holes that would make the walkway 50" wide but they all said 
that leaving the bollards at 47" was ,acceptable to them. 

Mike Woods moved to adjourn the meeting and Tim Cox seconded. The motion was approved. The . 
meeting adjourned at 6:45 p.m. 

Minutes respectfully.submitted by __ Beth Pike· (acting secretary) 

Minutes Approve • 

Signature: __ --=-~-:--------- Chairperson Date:j~ \ c\\i,o z£ 
Attested:----,.:~---.;...,----=---~--+-~~~ Secretary Date: 7- ~-do~ •· 



Greater Talkeetna Road Service Board of Supervisors 
Minutes of Regular Meeting 

June 12, 2025 

RECEIVED 

JUL 11 ? i; 

Cl..~RKS OFFICE 

A regular meeting of the Greater Talkeetna Road Service Area Board of Supervisors (RSA 
29) was held via Zoom at 6:30 pm on June 12, 2025. Board members John 
Strasenburgh, Robert Gerlach, and Billy FitzGerald attended. Wade Lyndaker, Borough 
Road Superintendent, Dustin Spidal, Operational Branch Manager for Roads, Dawn 
Harris of D&S Road Services also attended. Dustin and Dawn were absent for part of 
the meeting. 

I. There was a quorum, and the meeting was called to order at 6:34 pm. 

11. Minutes of the May 8, 2025 RSA 29 meeting were approved as written. 

Ill. The 2nd Street "repair unstable pavement" project, discussed at our May 8, 2025 
meeting, is scheduled to start June 13, 2025, and be completed by June 16th

• 

IV. Wade reported that material had been added to and compacted on both the 
North and South Alleys, in order to fill several low spots and large areas of 
ponding. This will be monitored to see how well it holds up. 

V. Broad discussion regarding systemic problems particularly with the "boney" 
condition of many of the gravel roads. Remediation via the rock crusher is an 
effective process, but goes far beyond routine maintenance. It is really a 
project, and roads need to be prioritized. 

VI. Flooding on Romano has become more prevalent. The most appropriate action 
at this point is to grade and reshape the road in order to divert the water, at 
relatively low cost. There was consensus to do this and to monitor its effect, 
hoping to avoid the need to incur the cost of hydrological studies and installing 
culverts. 

VII. Dustin reported design work has started on painting the lower chords of Yoder 
Bridge over Montana Creek. It is a large and expensive project, particularly 
since the existing paint contains lead. Cost, other than rough estimates, has not 
yet been determined. 

VIII. The striping (center line and fog lines) of the newly paved Woodpecker Avenue 
is scheduled to occur later in July or August. There have been reports of 
vehicles traveling too fast, suggesting also a need for speed limit signs. 
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IX. . Permazyme treatment of the gravel roads Is very expensive and hasn't 
performed in test applications to be any better than calcium chloride. On gravel 
road remediation projects, such as those using the rock crusher, it may be 
beneficial In terms of longevity, to incorporate Calcium Chloride Into the work 
plan. This needs more thought and research. 

X. Robert reported that Calcium Chloride had been applied on selected downtown 
and East Talkeetna streets, but that the material was generally not applied to 
the full width of the road driving surface. It may be that part of the problem 
was insufficient water in the solution. Wade will take a look. 

XI. Robert mentioned a need to take a harder look at the signage at Riven and Birch 
Creek Blvd, because what is there now Is not sufficient to warn of sight distance 
problems, a blind intersection, and the need to slow down. Wade and Dustin 
will follow up. 

XII. There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:10 pm. 

Sincerely, 

~nburgh 
RSA 29 Primary Supervisor 
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