HATCHER PASS RECREATIONAL AREA ACCESS,
TrAILS AND TrANSIT FACILITIES

Category: Purpose and Need for Project - General Support - Nordic

Issue Statement: I support development of the Nordic ski area.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

As a high school skier, | know additional Nordic ski trails would be greatly appreciated, especially since Valley ski teams have so little snow around
town; Hatcher Pass is our main source of snow for training during the season, which is one of the longest of all high school sports. Cross country trails
are also less expensive than an Alpine area, and would be done more quickly.

Our Valley citizens need and deserve the proposed Nordic trail system. Currently Wasilla, Colony and Palmer High Schools are skiing on the same few
trails due to lack of snow cover. We travel up to Independence Mine 3-4 times a week so that we can practice our sport. Without the development of
these trails our kids will not have the vast opportunities to enjoy the trails (skiing, biking, running) and become active. They will be able to learn how to
ski @ a young age, develop skills and continue to ski throughout their lives.

| support the development of Nordic ski trails in the Hatcher Pass area.

Incremental improvements that the public can utilize now make the most sense. Start with the developing the Nordic trails. Construct a short access
road to a trailhead and begin building intermediate level cross country trails. The public wins, they get a return on investment. The borough and
federal funds obtained for this project were initially designated for the Nordic trails. In addition some of the federal funding was reappropriated from
other transportation projects. The intent of the funding is for transportation and the Nordic trails meet the intent of the funding.  First built the
Nordic area with the funds in hand, obtain some success and then we can build on the success with other improvements. This project desperately
needs success — the Nordic trails can provide that now.

| support developing the Nordic trail system in the Southside area ASAP. This part of the borough’s Hatcher Pass recreational plan for the can be
implemented as soon as the access road into the area is completed. As | understand it, there is Federal money earmarked for road construction so let's
get it built. The competitive trails are already laid out so useable trails can quickly be brushed out and used by x-c skiers.

Category: Purpose and Need for Project - General Opposition - Nordic

Issue Statement: I have concerns about development of the Nordic ski area.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment
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We have studied private sector investment in Hatcher Pass on the Willow side. cross country skiing is a financial loss. Do not use this opportunity to
exclaim preservationist skinny ski declarations.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

To develop the area for Nordic skiing with the building of a chalet, parking lot and other facilities would “ruin” the area’s natural and traditional appeal.

| have multiple concerns about the need and purpose of this project. There are multiple other sites for Nordic activities in the valley already and |
propose that we develop them more if we need to, but please do not develop the southern Nordic development area. | also do not believe that it
would be utilized to the extent that the MSB believes. Mountain Streams B&B already has a fairly significant trail system in place on this mountain
which is used, but of all the times, in both winter and summer, that | have been up there | have only seen a handful of people utilizing this area. The
Strables are very well connected in this Nordic group and yet there still seems to not be heavy use. If this area is developed with a more extensive trail
system and a greater number of people, then, whether it is illegal or not, it will not be a safe or fun area to recreate for any of us who have used it for
decades for a lot more purposes than skiing and hiking....please do not develop the southern Nordic development area.

Category: Purpose and Need for Project - General Support - Alpine

Issue Statement: I support development of the Alpine ski area.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

As a downhill skier | would enjoy to have a skiing area close by for me and my family.

Everyone wants it. This will give the Mat-Su public a closer place for winter fun instead of driving to Hill Top or Alyeska.

Issue Statement: Please remember that all other uses of this area are contingent on development of a
downhill ski area.

Which Phase: General Comment

The genesis of this lease was the publics desire for a downbhill ski area. According to the Hatcher Pass Management Plan all other uses of the area are
contingent on the development of a downhill ski area. This should be born in mind as an EIS is developed and if priority of uses is an issue.

Category: Purpose and Need for Project - General Opposition - Alpine

Issue Statement: I have concerns about the potential to attract enough skiers.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment
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FoMS is concerned that the terrain is too moderate to attract enough skiers to be viable, even with the added lift proposed for Phase Il. Furthermore,
high winds regularly blow in this area and low, flat winter light often occurs making downhill skiing challenging in this location.

Category: Purpose and Need for Project - General Support - Not Specified

Issue Statement: | support the proposed project.

Which Phase: General Comment

There are studies and studies for this area, why can't we do some action NOW!!!

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

It has been over twenty years that the Borough has talked about the ski area at Hatcher Pass...it is time to get some kind of facility completed. If we can
put a man on the moon- we can get a lift at Hatcher Pass. Issues have been added to this project that are pitting neighbor against neighbor. No one
asked for zoning, snow machine trails behind residential areas, bans of hunting or firearms. All the people want is a lift and a day lodge and a Nordic
facility to host events. Why is this so hard to accomplish? After all even Cordova has a lift. Chugiak has a Nordic facility. We have a resource that will be
in greater and greater demand. This area is going to have increased usage no matter what.

| hope this project can be completed before | die. | think all moms and now grand moms are with me on this; we want to see the lift in so we do not
have to spend our weekends doing the drive around and drop off. Enough money has been spent studying this project lets get something done already.
| cant think of a healthier form of entertainment for our kids than skiing. Geez they had a lift there is the 60’s Please don't tell me we can have a
manned space station and yet not get a lift at Hatcher pass in 2007.

| have thought for years that Hatcher pass is a prime location for ski area development. it's nice to see that I'm not alone, and that others share my
vision. A ski area is the best way to encourage healthy outdoor activities while creating financial stability and income for the area. "build it, and we will
come."

Which Phase: Public Meeting No. 2

Proposal looks good.

We feel a Ski Resort would do wonders to not only provide the recreation, but to manage the resources well. Even a couple chair lifts would be great.
Maintaining back country areas would be ideal as well.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

I like where you are heading with the project but would ask that the development remain within the confines allotted to the project.
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| would love to see this ski area really happen. | use the 16 mile drop off ski area now as it is the only option for downhill skiing. Have been waiting a
long time, so good luck.

Great ideas go for it! It will help all -- be great for the whole family -- be great for the economy too!

We are in favor of the project!

Please don't just study this to death. The Matanuska-Susitna Borough needs to complete the ski facilities this time. 48 years ago there was a tow rope
in Hatcher Pass. We can send a robot to Mars, but the Borough can’t put a tow rope in Hatcher Pass or even host a Nordic event. Faced with changing
economic climate the Borough needs to assess what it would take to complete even a basic ski chalet w/ tow rope & Nordic trails. Once the facility is

built it will grow organically. Just get started w/ even a basic t-bar & A-Frame. Please before | die of old age. It has already been studied for 20+ years.

Family supports the recreational aspects and improvements of the project.

I have no problem with skiing going in for the young people & recreational purposes; but | do not want the rights of my hunting privileges taken away.

The resources at Hatcher Pass for recreation are wonderful and | would like to see better access for the public in general.

| don’t know exactly were the plan is to build, but | can’t wait...I think this area could be a better area to ride than Alyeska's north face if done right.
Good Luck - | can't wait!

As residents of the Lazy Mountain community, my family and | would stand to benefit greatly from such a project. First, | must say that | am favorably
inclined towards the project.

The opportunity for a world class Nordic and Alpine ski area in the Hatcher Pass area has been a quest for many Alaskans over the years. Kincaid Park
in Anchorage provides a successful template of what the Hatcher Pass Nordic area has the potential to become.
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| applaud the Borough staff and Assembly for moving forward on this type of ski resort plan for Hatcher Pass. | enthusiastically support building both
the downhill and Nordic ski areas!

Projects like this enhance the community in the short and long term. They create jobs and enrich the community as well as expanding recreational and
health opportunities for all members of the adjacent areas. In the dark winter months recreation and outdoor activities that are positive and active can
play an integral role in the physical and mental health of our community. What if building a ski resort dropped alcoholism and domestic violence by
15% ? We have to look at this as a big picture project that may improve the well being of thousands of individuals for years to come.

| generally support the development of the south side of Government Mountain. | have two concerns however under the general topic of EXCLUSIVE
use the area.

An area for parking is a fine idea, as it would allow others to enjoy this area as have I.

Category: Purpose and Need for Project - General Opposition - Not Specified

Issue Statement: I do not support the proposed project.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

| believe building a ski resort in Hatcher Pass would be a huge mistake. For years people have had the opportunity to enjoy Hatcher Pass without having
to pay money or deal with crowds. I've lived here all my life and it would sicken me not to be able to play in the pass without buying lift tickets or
eating as a fancy restaurant.

| live in Alaska because of the opportunity to live next to places like Hatcher Pass, not to stand in line and have my ticket punched. Not to mention the
eye sore that would result from building a resort. When tourists come to Alaska they want to see an untouched land, not ski lifts and condos. If a resort
was built it would ruin the pass for many people including myself. If people want to pay to ski let them go to Alyeska, but don’t turn Alaska into another
Colorado. Please leave the pass as it is and abandon the project.

As a member of the original planning team of 86, we never envisioned a 4 season ski area, we envisioned and compromised the area to always be open
to all user groups, and a small ski slope area was planned for below the Motherlode lodge. At no time was allowing any housing development ever
considered. We encourage any developers to just move down the range another valley or two and build whatever you need, Roads included...But
leave the centerpiece of the Valley alone, as we planned it in 86. We don’t want another "Hillside" facing us.

| find the proposition to put chairlifts at Hatcher Pass a little unsettling. | am a 16 yr old Palmer High School Student who uses the recreates at Hatcher
Pass daily. To put in lifts at Hatcher Pass would mean the long standing users of the area would have to begin to pay to recreate. It is certain that
nothing is free these days but | would rather only pay the 3 dollar parking fee instead of a pricey lift ticket. | also am a member of the Palmer High
Nordic Team. | like the idea of making new trails and such. But for us skiers and snowboarders | think marketing the area will take away from the
backcountry feel as you drop into endless snow near the summit lake area. If any of my interpretations of this proposal are incorrect | would like to be
notified. | just want to get the facts straight.
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What I've read online on A.D.N or saw on the news there’s quite a few people who would not like it if you made a ski resort, so please listen to those
few people who do not want this and consider their opinions.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Leaveit asitis!

Please do not put a ski area in Hatcher Pass. Usually there is not enough snow and it is always wind hammered to sustain a ski area.

We oppose any and all projects concerning Hatcher Pass, leave it as it is. Leave us our hunting areas -- we do not need more traffic. Leave the beauty of
the area. There is already enough ski and machine space. Hatcher Pass Road is too narrow for heavy traffic and it can't be rebuilt; also Edgerton Parks
Rd. has enough traffic, more would destroy the quietness that we have. We do not need a highway which is what would be needed to hold heavy
traffic.

| am writing to express my concern about the Hatcher Pass project... | do not support development plans for this area.

Hatcher is a beautiful area and | have spent many days exploring all the valleys, peaks and ridges. A ski area in the middle of one the best back country
ski runs of the area would essentially mean yet another wild area lost.

Category:  Applicable Laws and Regulations - NEPA

Issue Statement: Complete a thorough environmental assessment prior to any development.

Which Phase: General Comment

While in past studies ski area engineers and designers have noted the site is a natural ski mountain requiring little terrain modification they have noted
that base area developments will require substantial terrain modification. As a result two issues should be born in mind: One, the EIS should fully
encompass the terrain modifications needed for the allowed developments and two, any improvements to the site anticipated in the current grant
should bear in mind the base area terrain modification needed by future developments. Past studies have noted the potential for the development of
a water reservoir mid mountain in the downhill ski area. The EIS should encompass this potential and other associated developments. Finally the EIS
should encompass all anticipated and allowed uses in the lease area.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

There are many possible problems that can be avoided if a thorough environmental assessment is completed before commercial and/or housing
development is allowed in the Southside. Concerns about water, soils, sewage, noise, roads, traffic (especially motorized), views, lighting and animal
habitat need to be addressed.
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Which Phase: Public Meeting No. 2

An assessment of use should be all encompassing to include noise, pollution, disruption to snow and open land, interference with non-motorized, etc.

Category:  Applicable laws and Regulations - Environmental Laws Generally

Issue Statement: Consider scaling back or abandoning the project based on the environmental analysis.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

The key driving factor to use when determining how this project should proceed is the environmental analysis; in other words, if studies indicate that
the Little Su is too sensitive to handle the kind of proposed development the borough should have no hesitation in scaling back development or
abandoning it all together. Nonetheless, the base area road and parking lot should use pervious paving surfaces to minimize runoff to the Little Su and
should focus on respecting and utilizing the site’s natural attributes.

Issue Statement: Perform archeological field studies at the appropriate time.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

The sequence of studies needs to be fine tuned. the archeological field work this past summer [aug.],when the vegetation was too high. they really
couldn’t do a good search of the proposed Nordic trails, stadium, and parking area. They didn't have the proposed road routes and said that they
needed "center line staking" of the three routes. this should be done by early May so they can walk the ground before the vegetation "explodes".

Category:  Applicable Laws and Regulations - HPMP

Issue Statement: The HPMP should be revised.

Which Phase: General Comment

The new version of the Hatcher Pass Management Plan should clearly allow development of a Nordic ski trail system on the south side of Government
Peak without any link to development of an alpine ski area.

Category:  Applicable Laws and Regulations - SPUD

Issue Statement: Complete and adopt the SPUD before beginning work on the project.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment
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Many questions and concerns were discussed and incorporated into the Hatcher Pass SPUD currently before the Assembly. | recommend that the
Assembly look at the SPUD as revised by the Planning Commission, get public input and then adopt the Hatcher Pass SPUD. If there are areas of the
SPUD that prove inadequate, they can be addressed and amended as needed.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

It also seems important to have the Hatcher Pass Special Use District completed and approved before any work should begin. The SPUD is the
community’s tool for creating a well planned area that residents and recreational users can enjoy. It would be unfair to ignore this process.

Category: Consultation and Coordination -Meeting Notices

Issue Statement: Provide more publicity on the project and opportunities to comment.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

| feel that the current plan for development has been relatively quiet and should be more publicized for comment.

Category: Consultation and Coordination - Quality of Informational Materials

Issue Statement: Clarify the process for commenting and submitting comments.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

The format for asking the public to comment is confusing and cumbersome. When we asked for information from DOWL staff to comment on the EIS
we were asked to provide general comments on the overall ski area project plan. However, it is unclear how these comments will be used and why the
deadline of January 16, 2009 is relevant. s this in relation to the EIS that is in the process now? If the public is to comment on the EIS and there was a
scoping meeting held recently to introduce it after the work has already begun it adds to the confusion. The timeline provided does not delineate how
the public comments will impact future decisions. It would be easier for the public to have a single document to sift through rather than a web page
with many links and lots of documents. It would also be helpful to have access to any public comments received by DOWL during this process.

Issue Statement: Provide access to public comments that have been submitted.

Which Phase: General Comment

Where are the comments? | know several individuals, including myself have submitted them.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment
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Why aren’t comments available to view. | know that some have been sent including my own?

Issue Statement: The "Hatcher pass - A New Beginning" document should be revised.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Ref the web site: CURRENT USE AND DEVELOPMENT "electric power to ski areas" There is power only to the downhill area. MANAGEMENT PLAN
AND SPUD "CURRENTLY BEING DRAFTED" The draft is completed. CONSTRUCTION It only addresses the alpine area, need to address Nordic/south
side development. CHAP 6 SOUTH SIDE /NORDIC DEVELOPMENT Recommend adding natural gas to "electric and telephone grids". The initial gravel
road in the south side development needs to be built to "school bus standards" CHAPTER7 Power to the Nordic area needs to be included in phase 1 so
that high school ski meets can be held at that location.

Issue Statement: Use an updated map to show access alternatives.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

The map used to show the two possible eastern access routes to the Southside does not show the subdivision roads in the private property between
them. The map used is not current!

Category: Consultation and Coordination - Information Request

Issue Statement: Provide additional information about the project.

Which Phase: General Comment

Has the center line stakings on the 3 proposed routes into the southside Nordic Development been completed or will it be completed by late May so
that the archeologists can do their work?

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

Where are the maps for this project? Where are the EIS (environmental impact studies) done on the Little Susitna River Watershed that the Hatcher
Pass area drains into?

| would appreciate if | could get more detailed information about this project from you.
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Referencing Proposal #07-059 Amendment #1, | would like to see a copy of the "revised Phase 1 services" that will be provided by DOWL to the
Borough along with the Attachment that gives the additional costs for these services. | would also like to see the scope of the environmental field
work. | am especially interested in the Southside and the criteria for stream identification; the assessment methods of surface and subsurface water;
and the identification criteria for possible access roads into the Southside. | would also like to know what the work schedule for all the parts of the
environmental field work in Phase 1 i.e. Will it continue through the winter?

| would also like to know what will be mapped? Will the Nordic Trails laid out by Bill Spencer be mapped during DOWL's survey work? Will other
routes for non-motorized trails be mapped? Will secondary roads within the Southside as proposed by JL Properties by mapped?

How long will the lifts be? where at on the hill? There are too many reasons to put it there and yet no info for the public to get exited about.

Commercial and/or Housing Development in the Southside

..What is the surface and subsurface water situation? What type of soils are there and how thick are they? What will be the impact of all the
additional septic systems in the area? What should the housing unit density be? What is meant by “cluster type” housing? What size should the lots
be? ... and lots of other questions.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

The caller does not have access to the internet and asked that all information be mailed to her for review.

Will anyone be doing any detailed mapping of the park and the surrounding areas as part of the project. | had someone asking me for a detailed map
the other day, and | have yet to find one, so | thought maybe you would know.

Would it be possible to get a summary and some of the information from the presentation emailed to me? Or will you have that online?

Could you send more information about the Hatcher Pass Recreational Area Access, Trails and Transit Facilities Project? | am in Florida. Send by mail
please. Have no e-mail. What is it all about? Will it be like a park? What will it do to our taxes? | am in Snowbird Lake Estates. Please send me anything
you have about it or just write it in a letter. It sounds like it is going to be pretty big. Will it be anywhere near my place in Snowbird Lakes; the transit
transport system, where will it start?

Hi, | would like some more info on what will be discussed this evening at Colony Middle School.
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Will there still be an area here that will be open to hunting? Or is this going to come to a complete stop with the mere stroke of a pen?

Which Phase: Scoping Comment - From Fishhook Community Council

Are you collecting data from Fish & Game?

Is the Northern Alpine Area where the locals go to snowboard now (mile 16)?

The recommendation was to delay the decision about a Special Land Use District (SPUD) until after completion of the EIS. Will the Borough take
comments between the completion of the EIS and the adoption of a SPUD?

The bubble you show goes into private property — why is this?

Will the areas be limited to non-mechanized uses?

Category: Implementation - Funding

Issue Statement: Address the financial feasibility of the project.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

The downhill ski area will be expensive. So far no one has stayed with this project in spite of the sweetener of getting land in the Southside to sell. |
don’t know if a large ski resort will ever pencil out as profitable.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

..the project documents cite several financial challenges that ski areas face. For example, in discussion about lift tickets, it is suggested that offering
discounted tickets to attract more skiers will be important because there is a DECREASING SKIER USE TREND. Therefore, it is prudent to have data to
support the economic viability of an Alpine Ski Area in today’s shaky economy. Moreover, the available documents fail to demonstrate that there is

any significant funding available for this project; only that funding will be dealt with at a later date.
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| also don’t feel that the economics will add up for this to be a successful venture. Traditionally, this area has been used primarily by local individuals
for whom access is quick and convenient however, for many other users this area is anything but convenient and quite a bit out of the way.

| do not understand how it will actually provide financially for the MSB. There are multiple other areas for Nordic skiing, hiking and mountain biking,
such as the current Hatchers Pass area up to the Crevasse Moraine ski area, Colony schools trails and multiple other sites that are utilized but do not
seem to be even near a capacity that requires another extensive development. This new development will require staffing and extensive maintenance
which will cost money and as a taxpayer of the MSB and State of Alaska | am not in support of it from a financial aspect.l also feel that with the
downturn in the economy this may not be the best time for pushing such a large development with the expenses that it will entail. This area has been
looked at for years to be developed by many private organizations and even they seem to think that it will not sustain, so why are we going to invest
taxpayer money into a potential money pit for a limited exclusive use group?

In the past | have been a supporter of development of an Alpine ski area. What | have learned over the past 25 years is that a downhill area is capital
intensive, financing is difficult to obtain and the economics are not very favorable for a ski area to break even. If the limited available funding is spread
out over the Nordic and the Alpine projects, the past will be repeated, studies will gather dust on a shelf and not enough funding will be available to
complete something to ski on.

| am not a Mat-Su property owner -- but | see no way that the Mat Su can raise enough money for this project -- which inevitably means the money
must come from either state or federal sources. Regardless of projected growth in the valley, this is not a sustainable project and the only way it will
remain open in the future is through public subsidies. We are at an economic time in our history -- we cannot dump money into projects that are not
feasible or sustainable. This is a project that will unnecessarily tax our dwindling state coffers.

Issue Statement: Consider how fees might impact the end users.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

Please keep cost to the end user in mind. Lift revenues normally only cover operation & maintenance of the lift itself, grooming & other expenses are
supported by concessions. If concessions are not large enough prices are driven up.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

It also will exclude those people who can not afford to pay for lift tickets. It will be a money loser for the Mat- Su Borough.

Issue Statement: Do not charge user fees.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment
Residents now use trails for free AND WE WANT IT TO STAY THAT WAY!

Issue Statement: Do not use public funds to support development of Hatcher Pass.

Which Phase: Public Meeting No. 2
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If the Alpine will need to be funded with either additional taxes or housing/development, then do NOT go ahead with the Alpine.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

| am against public funds for this project. Mat-Su bonds are not selling(prison funding)and we have recently gone into debt for kgb school upgrades
etc....Add the current meltdown and recession, how can we spend so much on something to benefit so few???If this is not a viable model for the
private sector public monies should not be involved.

| feel that beyond developing infrastructure to the area such as roads, water and sewer- based on the established priorities that govern then entire
borough, NO money should be used to supplement any private development of Hatcher Pass or other. Is it proper to place the property owners
homes and land at risk (tax foreclosure sales) if they are not able or willing to support the development of Hatcher Pass? | think not. Development of
for profit recreational sites is not a proper role of government. When the social and financial environment are ready for a private corporation to
develop Hatcher Pass, they will step up to the opportunity and make the project happen without the need of tax payers “incentives” via tax payers
bankrolling the project and the likelihood of successful development is greatly increased. Forcing citizens to be charitable through taxation-
(redistribution of wealth)- i.e. give money to a private venture- is not a proper role of government.

Category: Implementation - Phasing

Issue Statement: Consider separating the Alpine portion of the project from the Nordic portion and construct
the Nordic part first.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

| would like to see that somehow the Nordic area is treated as a sole entity and not tied to the timeline of the alpine development. It seems to me that
the process for developing the alpine because of it’s unique setting extremely time intensive whereas the Nordic area not so much. If we could punch a
road into the south side and at the very least get gravel hauled in for parking we could have an area available for near term use and with volunteer
work form the local Nordic ski and hikers and bikers we could some of the proposed trails usable in the short term.

The Nordic area can be developed for much less than the downbhill ski area and should be moved forward regardless of what happens with the downhill
area. The layout of the trail system is already finished. Development of the Nordic area will enhance the future development of the downbhill area
because the Nordic trail system in the Southside area can become a world class course due to the area’s excellent snow, varied terrain and easy access.

Which Phase: Public Meeting No. 2

The Nordic and Alpine should be separated into separate projects. Concentrate on the Nordic first because it will be far cheaper to build.

Please separate the Nordic and Alpine construction. - Build the Nordic first (the Mat-Su Ski Club will groom).

Which Phase: Scoping Comment
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The Nordic Project can be easily developed with far less cost than the Alpine Area, so this part should get underway 1st. Many people who volunteer
labor for parts of this project. Valley high school ski teams are currently travelling 35-60 miles per day to go to Independence Mine to practice -- and
this site is closer and safer to drive to.

In favor of pursuing the Nordic trails 1st -- can double as mountain bike trails in summer.

I think it would be wise to make the construction timeline Nordic-forward, so as to be able to open the relatively more easily constructed Nordic
facilities sooner and have them available. Lift served skiing does have a place at Hatcher Pass, but is not necessarily a priority. Nordic skiing facilities will
have a more immediate benefit, especially to school programs, and requires less overhead and infrastructure than alpine skiing. It will be nice to see a
viable alpine skiing option in the Mat-Su valley, but it is not as pressing a concern as having Nordic facilities available to Mat-Su school programs that
rival the facilities available to Anchorage students. The profits associated with Nordic skiing are not as high, but the costs are not as high either.

FoMS feels strongly that the Nordic ski area project on the south side should receive equal if not more emphasis than the Alpine project. The federal
road funding for the EIS and road construction is dedicated to that project. The Nordic facility will provide 150 operating days in winter, as well as
provide recreational activities through the rest of the year, whereas the Alpine facility will only have 95 to 105 operating days. The Nordic area is a less
complicated and less costly endeavor that will benefit a large and diverse user base on a year round basis. The Nordic area will be useful for summer
recreation serving the interests of hikers, bikers, runners, equestrians, and the like. Currently, there are three local high schools with Nordic ski teams
(there are no local high school alpine teams). These teams have limited training and racing options in the borough and often travel to Chugiak for
practice. Therefore the South Side trails can be used by high school Nordic ski teams and cross country running teams. Therefore, we suggest focusing
on environmental studies and beginning the process of developing trails on the South Side.

Issue Statement: Consider starting with a small-scale ski resort.

Which Phase: General Comment

Area size: Keep it small then see how things go, and the profits (if any) can be used to expand/upgrade the ski areas such as lighting/ snow making.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

Maybe a smaller downhill ski area is more practical as a first phase. If it works out then the ski area can be expanded in later phases.

Issue Statement: Focus existing funding on construction rather than studies.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

| think enough time has been spent on studies...I believe people in the Borough are tired of seeing the funds for projects getting gobbled up by studies
and being buried in political issues that just do not pertain to accomplishing the job at hand. | doubt the Mat-Su Borough will continue to have the
opportunity to get funds, if the funds keep disappearing into endless studies. Surely someone will notice that the money isn’t buy anything tangible.
Like maybe the tax payers or the State Legislators from other districts.

Issue Statement: Prior to spending any more money on consultants the MSB should research if the ski
projects are feasible.
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Which Phase: Scoping Comment

FoMS suggests that prior to spending any more money on consulting, environmental studies, and construction of roads and facilities, the MSB should
invest in conducting a thorough poll in order to determine if the Alpine and Nordic projects are feasible.

Category: Implementation - Responsibilities

Issue Statement: Address who will be responsible for maintenance of trails.

Which Phase: General Comment

Also, if volunteers are going to put in the trails, are they also going to maintain the trails, such as Anchorage?

Issue Statement: Provide enforcement for non-motorized areas.

Which Phase: General Comment

Nordic Area: Also according to the Boro, the south side of Gov't Peak is already non-motorized, why isnt this enforced?

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Need enforcement to keep snowmobilers from tearing up certain areas where other activities are occurring (such as the sledding hill).

Issue Statement: The MSB should retain full ownership of the facilities and manage the project like other
parks in the MSB.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

FoMS suggests that the borough retain full ownership of the facility and be the sole operators if this project is pursued. The facility should be a
borough owned and operated asset that is managed like the other parks in our borough. This would be the most efficient use of resources and ensure
equity among employees and benefit the community as a whole.

Category:  Alternatives - Components - Access Road

Issue Statement: Consider a short access road.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment
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Make the road as short as possible without jeopardizing the scenic qualities of the area.

Issue Statement: Consider access alternatives that do not use Edgerton Parks Road.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Leave out the access road that connects to Edgerton Parks Rd. because this road is not the best and it would be better for everyone to enter on a main
road -- for upkeep and snow removal.

Keep Edgerton Parks Road AS IS.

Issue Statement: Consider access alternatives that do not use Waldo Reed Road.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

The Waldo Reed road option should be reviewed quickly, then discarded. At 2.5 mil/mile the route is far longer {at least twice as long} and crosses at
least 5 streams that contain salmon fry at lower elevations.

Issue Statement: Consider access from Palmer-Fishhook Road.

Which Phase: General Comment

Road Access: Keep the access away from Edgerton, Add a road from Palmer-Fishhook.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Bring in a new road off of the Fishhook to service the recreation area. Edgerton Parks is the only road into that residential area. The increased traffic
will bring additional noise. The traffic will also spur the need for street lights in the future.

Edgerton Park Road is not that great. It would be nice to have access into Hatcher Pass off of Palmer-Fishhook and build a bridge. It would be easier
upkeep.
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Build road access off Hatcher Pass, Fishhook road -- build a bridge across little Su. River and it would be less traffic to everyone on Edgerton Parks Rd.

Issue Statement: Consider non-motorized use of proposed roads.

Which Phase: Public Meeting No. 2

Please consider pedestrian use of, and/or on, the proposed roads, i.e. bikes, runners...

Issue Statement: Consider putting in trails along Palmer-Fishhook Road.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

| think it is crucial that trails are put in along Palmer-Fishhook.

Issue Statement: Consider the most direct route with the least impacts on the Neighborhood to the trailhead.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Access to the trailhead and main parking areas should be the most direct and with the least impact on the current residents or dwellings.By accessing
from the west, the commute time would be an additional 10-20 minutes round trip depending on weather. Minimizing impact to current resident’s

privacy and minimizing noise levels should be a focus.

Issue Statement: Take off Edgerton Parks Road as soon as possible.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Take off Edgerton Park Road as soon as possible to minimize traffic impacts further down the road.

Category:  Alternatives - Components - Transit/Parking Facility

Issue Statement: Consider moving the Nordic transit facility further south.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment - Submitted at RPAMB Meeting
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The transit facility should be located more on the southern end of the access road (whichever route is selected) along with a parking lot. If folks had to
drive all the way to the Nordic center it would defeat the purpose of providing public transportation to the Alpine area and for local residents as a “park
and ride” lot.

Category:  Alternatives - Components - Allowed Uses

Issue Statement: Allow a variety of uses to continue.

Which Phase: Public Meeting No. 2

Of importance to me as a user of areas, | would like to see use of many groups and have access. To have access hurt by one group, hurt all the other
groups from use, access is of concern since it only takes one group to mess it up for all others, we need to consider what groups can use this area w/o
damage or hurting others.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

| want this land to remain open to hunting, horses, snowmachines.

I'm all for skiing & hiking -- and horseback riding, they made the trail first. But remember, we want hunting to continue, also. Keep the window open
during regular hunting season. Everyone knows ahead of time, we all enjoy Alaska together. We choose to live where we do so we can go out our back
door and enjoy each season as it comes. Besides, hunting, in the long run, protects an area from encroachment of too many moose & bear making it
safer for hiking. When you watch the neighborhood kids enjoying this you would also be as concerned as | am that a few are having their own way and
not caring about those that are already using this area for recreation.

| am concerned about the progression of the plan to create a Nordic skiing area in Hatcher Pass and what appears to be movement neglecting other
outdoor enthusiasts such as hunters, trappers and snowmachiners. If the project does push through there must be an acceptance and rights given to
users who don’t just ski and hike but also hunt and trap this area. There are many users of this area who have used the traditional and grandfathered
trails to enjoy this hillside, so however the plan continues it needs to incorporate the rights and respect of specifically, hunters and trappers. Securing
these rights and having this understanding will hopefully defuse any unnecessary misunderstandings between all area users.

Is it right for us who have been using this area to be told that we may only use it if we have skis on or are riding a mountain bike? Why are we putting in
chalets and ski lifts in the only beautiful and easily accessible area in the valley for mountain sports that, again, only serve a small, exclusive use group?

| feel this land is public land to be used for multiple use as all motorize, hunting, skiing, horse riding, berry picking, etc.

As a local business, due to the knowledge of the public as | understand, they live here for the hunting, fishing and snowboarding and that’s why they
purchased their property here. This is a beautiful area to be shared by all, not one specific group. | myself ride and hunt with my children in this area
and value this right of opportunity.
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As a resident of the Mat-Su Borough for over 30 years living on Wasilla-Fishhook Road it disturbs me to see a proposal to limit the activity over the
entire Hatcher Pass area. The proposal to allow only ski, bike and hike access on all of Hatcher Pass limits use of the area to a small population of the
valley's residents. There are numerous residents, myself included who have enjoyed responsible use of Hatcher Pass not only for recreation but for
subsistence through fishing and hunting to support our family. | absolutely disagree with taking away the access for all residents to enjoy and use the
Hatcher Pass area from all residents.

My husband and | raised all of our children in our home here on Wasilla-Fishhook Road. Over the years Hatcher Pass has served us as a vast
recreational area for all types of out door activities including fishing, hiking, snow machining, picnics and hunting to support our family. To hear that a
proposal would take away a number of these opportunities is worrisome to me. That our family, and a large number of other valley residents might be
restricted from the ability to not only enjoy Hatcher Pass responsibly in all ways, but to feed our family is not okay. | absolutely do not want to see this
change take place.

Don’t turn this area into an “exclusive use" area, benefiting only select groups.

I'm pro hunting, fishing, four wheeling, and snowboarding and | don't want this to change for any reason!

Having been raised in the valley, and living at the base of Hatcher Pass, | whole heartedly disagree with any change that would limit all access to
Hatcher Pass. While | understand that development is sometimes necessary, as well as the need to protect our resources, to set aside such a vast and
amazing area to a limited number of users is wrong. This area should never be closed off to responsible use by all residents in all ways. It also disturbs
me that this change would affect both fishing and hunting in area’s of Hatcher Pass. With more and more restrictions on hunting, this would be one
more way of making the provision of fish and game harder to access. This affects a great number of Alaskans and especially valley residents who have
depended on all our resources to support families as well as recreate in Alaska. Do not make this change.

Issue Statement: Allow hunting and trapping in the project area.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

| do not want the rights of my hunting privileges taken away.

Preserve hunting rights.

| have been back to this area many times with my Grandpa, and We would like to continue to have our hunting rights and privileges in this area.

I have hunted these areas and hope you will leave it open for hunting along with your other activities. These area has been traditionally use for hunting
and | hope you can see fit to let us use it and not close another area from our use.
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We appreciate a project that will surely bring enjoyment to our young people, but also have some concerns that must be addressed. For many years
this area has been a vital hunting area and needs to remain so. Muzzle loading and archery are not mainstream hunting techniques, eliminating many
long-term hunting patrons. Nordic skiing is a very worthwhile pursuit, but this area should not be given over to one special interest group. This area
must remain the multi-purpose area it has been throughout time. We look forward to more dialogue on how we can bring together people of different
interest in the enjoyment of this beautiful land.

As our community looses more and more precious natural landscape, we treasure Hatcher Pass. No........ we are not environmentalists, we simply feel
very blessed to live here in the valley with the opportunities it gives us and many others to entertain and feed our families. We feel very strong about
eating meat off the land considering the way animals are fed for human consumption. We prefer healthy untainted meat for our family. A hunting
place close to home that feeds may families is very valuable. Please consider these thoughts as future decisions concerning Hatcher Pass and
neighboring areas are being made.

I am in full support of responsible development of our land use. As we look at this opportunity | would ask that we continue to provide areas in place
currently for hunting use. | have hunted this area from the age of 15 and now as a father of a son, | would like to some day share this hunting area with
him.

Secondly though | imagine this topic is well beyond the scope of your project but again in line with the issues of Non-Exclusive use in the area, and
respecting and preserving traditional uses of the area. As long as it is possible hunting should also be allowed in the area.

Issue Statement: Consider creating a motorized use area or motorized corridors though the area.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Design for multiple uses including a motorized corridor (winter use only) to take folks to the eastern areas outside the lease area.

Also, there is an awesome hill for sledding, a corridor for "sensible" snowmachining is needed to get there.

If this area is to remain non-motorized then give us a way to access the area across Government Creek legally so we have a hope of continuing to live
and recreate in this area that is very dear to a lot more of us than you may think.

...there should be some provisions made for motorized vehicles in the area. A trail system should be included to provide access away from the Nordic
ski areas for snow machines in the winter and 4wheelers in the summer to travel to land west of the South Side Rec Area. The reality is that snow
machine enthusiasts have been using the area for years and | suspect they will for years to come with permission or not. So why don't we respect the
traditional uses of the area and manage the snow machines in a way that will allow for the enjoyment of ALL Alaskans.

Issue Statement: Consider limiting motorized use in the project area.

Which Phase: Public Meeting No. 2
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Better yet, please consider limiting motorized use -- that would be a more honest request.

My main concern is opening this area to ATV & snowmachine use. | oppose any action that would include ATVs being permitted in the area.

We feel that there should be NON-motorized areas for back country skiing/snowboarding. We always enjoy climbing the mountains before it has
opened to snowmachiners, because it is so quiet, serene, gasoline-smell-free, and less crowded (i.e., people, vehicles). We think there are plenty of
places the snowmachiners can go without having to high mark and track/ruin a perfectly good snow pack in less than 5 minutes. They have the ability
to access further into the mountains than folks like us who climb/hike for two hours for a short run.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Keep snowmachines on NORTH side of Gov't Peak -- neighborhood is very quiet now, hundreds of snowmachines on the South side would destroy the
winter quiet as it is now. There's plenty of snowmachining on the NORTH SIDE -- keep it that way.

Issue Statement: Continue to allow traditional backcountry use of the area.

Which Phase: General Comment

| am sure that the well-established backcountry ski community at HP hopes to be able to continue their traditional use of the area when and if the
proposed downhill area becomes a reality. This would involve the use of a lift, if desired, to get up high and then the option to ski the backside north
faces. This would also involve the option to just skin-up the ski-slope from the base without purchasing a ticket. There are existing examples. |
understand that Snow King ski-area in downtown Jackson, Wyoming is like this. This small local ski-area predated the larger (by a long shot) Teton
Village. Jackson, before it became glammed over, was just a small resort village with a long and established tradition of climbing and backcountry
skiing, if you will. Their community found a way to allow the traditional non- mechanized use continue alongside the lifts on the same local village
slope. | suspect there are other small village ski-areas sprinkled throughout the Lower 48 where this is true.

Category: Alternatives - Components - Residential Development

Issue Statement: Do not include any residential development as part of this project.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Furthermore, this area should not be evaluated for residential development. This area should be a dedicated park to benefit all users, including
Anchorage skiers who would likely make the trip when the snow has not arrived in Anchorage yet.

Category: Alternatives - Components - Other Components

Issue Statement: Consider different types of uses when designing the ski areas.

Which Phase: Public Meeting No. 2
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The trail system should be re-evaluated for the Alpine area. Snowboarders & skiers dont want just long runs. We like smaller trails going between the
bigger ones. Maybe you should make 3 propositions of trail systems for the public to choose from.

Issue Statement: Consider a simple tow rope for Phase 1.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

A simple rope tow designed to accommodate skiers and snow boarders seems more than adequate to access the Phase | terrain. This will be the least
expensive and safest method for moving people up the small hill.

Issue Statement: Consider an emphasis on maintaining backcountry skiing.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

| would like to see emphasis on maintaining the backcountry skiing experience at Hatcher Pass. We do not need another condominium-encrusted, lift-
served only ski area, where traditionally skied areas will be declared off-limits because they are now a liability risk.

Issue Statement: Consider concentrating on snowboarding and tubing.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

If you would like a financial winner minimize XC skiing and maximize Snowboarding/Tubing/ half-pipe’s/terrain park. No brag just fact....we have
studied private sector investment in Hatcher Pass on the Willow side. Cross country skiing is a financial loss. If you would like a financial winner
minimize XC skiing and maximize Snowboarding/Tubing/ half-pipe’'s/terrain park.

Issue Statement: Consider picnic tables and fixed grills for the project.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Furthermore, the addition of a few picnic tables and fixed grills and some open areas set apart from the shooting ranges would truly make it a superior
park that even non-shooters could enjoy.

Issue Statement: Consider replacing the mid-mountain chalet with a simple warming hut.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

The mid-mountain chalet seems like an unnecessary feature, considering that it is located in the shade for much of the year. A very simple warming
hut will suffice.
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Issue Statement: Consider requiring dark sky lighting in the design.

Which Phase: General Comment

Please consider requiring darksky type exterior lighting for all future development (housing, Nordic trails, parking lots, alpine ski areas, etc) on lands
in/near Hatcher Pass. Dark-sky lighting has the following advantages: Energy efficiency. Safety (vision not blocked by unnecessary glare). Looks
attractive. Disadvantages: Initial installation can be slightly more expensive.

Issue Statement: Consider restrooms and warming facilities for the area.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Restroom and warming facilities are important for the area if we really want to encourage family activities.

Issue Statement: Consider water and energy saving technology for the project.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

According to one document, Alpine users consume 10 gallons of water a day, but this amount can be reduced to 8 gallons per day through water
conservation strategies. FOMS suggests that these strategies be employed for this project as well as other water and energy saving technology in this
climate of dwindling energy supplies.

Issue Statement: Design the chair lifts to accommodate mountain bikes.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Additionally, chairs should be capable of carrying mountain bikes. A minimal impact trail from the top of the quad could meet up with Hatcher Pass
Road in the vicinity of mile 16. This would allow for a scenic 6-8 mile gradual bicycle descent as many areas in the lower 48 and overseas offer.

Issue Statement: Do not implement lighting or snowmaking for Phase 1 of the Alpine development.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

FoMS does not recommend implementing lighting in Phase 1 or snow making for the Alpine project on the North Side. Purchasing and operating snow
making equipment is expensive and requires large volumes of water and uses large amounts of energy. It would be prudent to wait and see how
successful the area is before assuming that enough skiers will visit the area to make this investment worthwhile.

Issue Statement: Include a beginner trail loop as part of the project.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment
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In regards to the planned Nordic trail network: it is vital to insure there is a true beginner trail loop system of at least 1 mile. This will allow many
newcomers to the sport to enjoy it from the beginning without being intimidated by steep hills and curves. If feasible, the trail system should be wide
enough to allow traditional classic skiers as well as skate skiers the opportunity to enjoy the trail system. Beach Lake trail system is a good example to
build from.

Issue Statement: Include a sledding or tubing hill as part of the project.

Which Phase: General Comment

Also an addition of a tubing hill would be a plus.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Has a tubing hill for this project been considered? I've seen them in the lower 48 and they are successful. Soldier hollow in Utah and Eagle Crest have
tubing hills that are packed with families when open. It's a cheaper alternative than skiing. The tubing hill at Alyeska failed because of lousy terrain and
high prices.

I would like to see a sledding hill with a small enclosed tram off to the side to keep the younger children safe.

Picnic table hill has an existing sledding hill that should be utilized in the design.

Issue Statement: Include lighting for at least 10k of Nordic trails.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment
We also suggest that the project include lights for at least 10K of trails during Phase 1.

Issue Statement: Incorporate a mid mountain load/unload for the high-speed quad lift.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

A consideration should be made of making a mid-mountain unload/load for the high-speed quad. This will allow for beginner skiers to get off at mid
mountain and for those interested in skiing the upper mountain to board at the halfway point and stay on the upper and steeper slopes. Another
advantage of this option is it allows skiers to just ski the top half of the mountain early and late in the year when adequate snow coverage is not
available on the lower half. Many ski areas in the lower 48 have skiers download off the mountain via the lift system when snow is not adequate. The
advantage of a high-speed quad is that it is not intimidating for skiers or walkers as the speed of the chair slows for pickup and drop-off.
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Issue Statement: Incorporate a small lift for inexpensive skiing, sledding and tubing.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Recommend for consideration putting in a small lift —e.g., 100 - 300 yards for tubing and first time alpine skiers and snowboards. This would be much
like what EImendorf and Ft. Richardson have on their very small ski hills. This would be relatively low cost and tubing has proven to be a very fun and
enjoyable outdoor activity for folks experiencing their first outdoor winter activities and requires no skills or expensive equipment. It would also allow
for inexpensive day pass of $5-510 for those just starting out with skiing or snowboarding. Another benefit of this is it would allow for dual use of the
chalet/lodge proposed for the Nordic Facility. It would allow for better opportunities for the chalet to be successful in running a snack bar or small
kitchen operation.

Issue Statement: Incorporate a small snack bar at the top of the quad lift.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

As there is a concern about revenue for the Alpine lift system, options need to be addressed for year round operation. Based on this a small snack bar
grill should be looked at for the top of the quad lift. This should be a small scale warming hut/café providing sandwiches, soup, and warm beverages.
For summer, consideration should be made to operating lifts from 10:00 am to 2:00 pm. This allows numerous summer visitors an opportunity to
enjoy the expansive views and hiking for many of the older tourists that visit Alaska in the summer. A snack bar at the top allows a great place for folks
to get a quick bite while enjoying the beautiful scenery.

Issue Statement: Incorporate a year-round shooting range into the project.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

| believe, however, some simple considerations now could significantly boost usage of the area throughout the year, and not limit the area to
wintertime-only recreation. Specifically, | note that plans are afoot to place a competition biathlon course within the area. Since a biathlon course (by
definition) involves at least one, if not several shooting ranges, has the Assembly given any thought to construct at least one of those ranges in such a
way that it could be used year round by shooters of all disciplines? The Assembly has been deferring action for many years on the construction of
public use shooting ranges. | am sure | need not point out that Alaska had a medalist in the shooting sports at the most recent Olympic Games, and that
rifle shooting is a very popular sport among our high school youth. Couple the popularity of hunting and the time-honored American pastime of
informal target shooting, and such a range would enjoy year round use by a diverse cross section of our community in a safe and convenient venue.
During my time in Cordova, | was pleased to take my family often to the public range out near the airport. It is a shame that the Mat-Su does not offer a
similar facility, and | feel that it is time that the Assembly finally take action to provide a safe and accessible shooting area to the community as a
whole. Given that much of the necessary infrastructure (roads, parking, restrooms, etc) for a proper shooting range will already be required for a
biathlon course, surely the Assembly would wish to spend just a bit more to build a few more berms to permit the facility to have a true year round use
that would be enjoyed by hundreds of families throughout the Valley, and not just a few elite athletes for a small fraction of the year. Such would truly
be a successful and thrifty way to maximize the return on the public investment, and would offer recreational benefits to all. Furthermore, the addition
of a few picnic tables and fixed grills and some open areas set apart from the shooting ranges would truly make it a superior park that even non-
shooters could enjoy.

Issue Statement: Provide a launch for paragliding near the top of the quad lift.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Paragliding opportunities should not be overlooked. A launch area from the quad could be provided at minimal cost and would offer opportunities for
those wanting to learn the sport or to do tandem rides with an experienced guide.

Issue Statement: Trails should be maintained to allow year-round use.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment
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Trails should be established and maintained at a level that provides mountain bike access as well as usable hiking and running opportunities.

Category:  Alternatives - Other Alternatives

Issue Statement: Consider a simple, small-scale ski area.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

One of the best ski areas | have skied is Bridger Bowl, a smaller community owned ski area near Bozeman, Montana. Please consider this model for the
ski area as an alternative to the large year-round resort model. | think this model has many advantages: requires less initial capital, more compatible
with the location, and would probably be preferred by the majority of the users - residents of the Anchorage and Matsu area. My guess is that an
economic analysis of the potential skier use would show that there is limited potential as a destination resort.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

I would love to see a ski area for the use of Mat-Su Borough folks that would be simple, family oriented and affordable for us. As a kid | used to go to
alyeska, but now it is so expensive | don't go even though | would like to take my family there. When they sold it to the Japanese and they upgraded it
to a major resort with high speed chairs and big lodges it got too expensive for the average family. Please keep it a simple place for locals. Look at
Hillberg on Elmendorf or arctic valley as examples. | think you might even be able to buy equipment from struggling ski areas in the lower 48.

When it comes to the development of a downhill ski area, | am lukewarm. A small scale operation, similar to Arctic Valley could potentially be feasible.
My concerns stem from development of permanent infrastructure such as large detachable quad chairlifts. It is hard to imagine that this area could
ever rival Alyeska, which receives a higher quantity of snow. The area of the proposed downhill ski area is notorious for being blasted by winds, which
does not provide ideal conditions for skiing. If multiple lifts are built, they will never be removed when the ski area proves to be a financial burden to
the MSB. More damaging still would be the (over) development of real estate in this area used by so many for recreation. The story of most ski areas in
the USA is that to maintain any profit margin they must sell condos. A ski condo city would be a poor use of the land ecologically and aesthetically. | am
not opposed to a small, community run lift access area, but am very opposed to the permanent alteration of this area by converting a mostly natural
landscape to real estate. Thank you for considering my comments.

Issue Statement: Consider improving existing trails in the MSB.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

| believe that the Borough should focus its efforts on improving already used and established hiking and skiing trails that are located in the Hatcher Pass
area and around the valley.

Issue Statement: Consider improving or developing other sites for skiing.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

In my opinion there are many other options for the Borough to be looking at improving such as crevasse moraine, the aforementioned areas up in the
Pass, around the high schools like Colony, and the ever increasing trail use area on Sun Valley road off of Palmer-Fishhook.
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There are multiple other sites for Nordic activities in the valley already and | propose that we develop them more if we need to.

Issue Statement: Consider using the area for summer pasture.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Born in Switzerland, | know the Alps very well. Alaska natural conditions correspond to the environment of the Alpine pastures. Removing the alder
brush, necessary to clear the ground for skiing, will be a first step in the creation of summer pasture. Consider the possible interest for the local farmers
to keep some animals on summer pasture and increase the lowland hay production. This experiment could reveal the potentially significant resource

for AK agriculture and be a source of summer activity.

Category: Water Resources - Environmental Impacts

Issue Statement: Please do not impact the creeks.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Please do not mess with the creeks with snow making. These creeks have fish in them.

Issue Statement: Please evaluate the potential adverse impacts to private wells in the area.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment
My well could be affected.

Category: Fish and Wildlife - Existing Conditions

Issue Statement: Bears have been spotted in the Government Peak area.

Which Phase: General Comment
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I thought you might be interested that | have seen bears on two occasions in the Government Peak area within the last five years and just last week on
Thursday, | believe | saw bear activity as well. The actual sightings were in October of what | would approximate to be five years ago. Myself and
friends made a hike from the HP Road N of the bridge up Frostbite Ridge , the NE spur that extends from the true summit of Government Peak. As we
topped out on the ridge, we observed what we determined to be a brown bear wander up the drainage that starts at the MSB ski-area parking lot and
curves around to the SE to the N face of Government Peak. The bear then did what | consider to be an extraordinary thing. He/she climbed directly up
a couloir on the north face of Government Peak exiting very near the summit and dropped over onto the south side. The north couloir the bear
ascended was still snow-filled in October from the previous winter. | estimate the couloir to be 45 degrees. Four feet, each with a crampon-like set of
claws no doubt assisted. Personally, | would want a rope, ice-axe, and crampons. We speculated that the bear was seeking a den on the southern
aspect of Government Peak. The second sighting was the following October from the same vantage point. This time, it was a black bear and he/she
was just up slope from us on Frostbite Ridge. The bear dropped over Frostbite Ridge into the same drainage as the brown bear from the previous
year. We then lost sight of the bear. Last Thursday (April 30) with a friend, | made a ski-descent from a peak at the head of Bear Den Valley
(backcountry skiers call this Sin Valley). This valley contains a tributary that flows from the SW into Fishhook Creek just below the Fishhook parking lot.
From our vantage point we were able to look across to the SW face of the immense Government Creek bowl. Between 3500 and 4000° ASL, we saw
what we thought to be bear foraging activity highlighted against the snowcover. Lots of tracks and digging activity.

Issue Statement: The proposed area is an important moose habitat.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

The proposed area is an important moose habitat.

Category: Fish and Wildlife - Environmental Impacts

Issue Statement: Address impacts to the salmon runs in the Little Susitna River.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Another consideration... every south flowing stream, two feet or larger, holds spawning silver salmon in the fall. | would hate to see the Little Su salmon
runs negatively impacted.

Issue Statement: Consider the impacts of development on wildlife in the area.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

| have great concerns about the ability for the abundant wildlife in the area to sustain with a large development in the area that will force them to push
out.

Category: Scenic Resources - Environmental Impacts

Issue Statement: Please consider the potential for impacts to the natural beauty of the area.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment
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I have lived around the foothills of Hatcher Pass for many years, it is my beautiful, naturally beautiful "backyard playground". There's something to say
about natural pristine unpolluted beauty, and | worry now about what will happen to this area with this new project. Not only is its pristine beauty
something to behold, but the wildlife that also abounds throughout the area.

Category: Recreation - Existing Conditions

Issue Statement: The Hatcher Pass area is used for a wide variety of motorized and non-motorized uses.

Which Phase: General Comment

The area that is proposed for the Hatcher Pass ski area is an area that is already prized for backcountry skiing.

Alpine Area: According to the Map it is in an area where not many people currently use, but the rest of the area is still open for recreation as it is
currently. It wouldn't affect Snowmachine areas. Nordic Area: | use this area for hunting and other recreation activities.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

When you see the children in the photos in the news papers or on the television sledding in the segments about Hatchers Pass, | am one of those
kids...the only place | can go to have a good time sledding is Hatchers.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

Horse back riding has taken place in the area for over 40 years.

| get my firewood on this Boro-State land. | have run my horses, 4 wheeler, 4x4 truck, snowmachine up on this land -- for almost 40 years. | am a
master guide and have guided for about 40 years. | have taken clients right from my home/lodge here and hunted on this land.

| also enjoy occasional horseback riding in the spring & autumn months & taking my grandkids sledding down by picnic table hill with our
snowmachines. (This happens only about 3 times a year & we don’t have paddle tracks).

Also, there is an awesome hill for sledding.
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My family also enjoys sledding back on picnic table hill.

The Hatcher Pass area has been a blessing to our family. Our children and we have used this area for recreational purposes as well as an occasional
hunt.

Hatcher Pass has been one of my favorite areas, and although the winds can seriously effect the snowpack, and the area is less than 5000 ft in vertical, |
think the riding is as good as anywhere in the world. | love the area where Glacier Snowcat used to go; a phenomenal area, but it seemed to be
windpacked often...I liked hiking and riding the peak immediately across the gully from the parking lot. The snow there was always incredible.

Since | was an infant my parents owned 360 acres directly south of the proposed Nordic ski area so growing up in this area | have hunted for many
years, harvesting numerous moose with my father and later, my father in law. | have also trapped there and caught my first red fox and coyote in the
plan area. This is something that is a necessity and a pleasure for me, my wife and my four children to participate in year round. My family and | love
to hike and recreate in many other ways as well but we primarily use the trails up in the Pass like mint glacier, archangel and the independence mine
areas.

| have recreated extensively in the Hatchers Pass area and particularly on the Edgerton Parks in the exact area that the Nordic area is proposed. This
recreation has included hiking, moose and bear hunting, berry picking, photography, sledding, atv and snowmachine riding and more. | have truthfully
actively utilized this area for at least 30 years This area is special to me and a place that | want to express my interest over.

| have been a winter recreation enthusiast at Hatcher Pass for over 30 years. | enjoy all types of skiing at Hatcher Pass.

As a climber and backcountry skier | visit Hatcher Pass many times throughout the year.

| harvested my first moose and bear here. I've hunted, trapped, snowshoed, skied, snowmachined and sledded here for nearly all my life.

I've hiked, fished, snow machined, and much more all over Hatcher Pass for more than 30 years. My family has subsisted from hunting for over 50
years.

Category: Recreation - Environmental Impacts

Issue Statement: Address the impact of the project on current recreation uses and users of the area.
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Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

I love to sled and ski resorts will not let you sled...also if you turn it into a ski resort it will be crowded constantly because easier access up the mountain.

Category: Social and Economic - Environmental Impacts

Issue Statement: Please address the potential for impacts to local residents’ quality of life.

Which Phase: Pre Scoping Comment

More study needs to be done because we ALL live down stream and this recreation area could bring tremendous visitor impact, sewage, air pollution
from travel, littering and other impacts that will affect those of us who are local residents. Do NOT do this is a quick, easy and slipshod manner. Please
think long range, for everyone’s continued enjoyment of clean water, clean air and scenic beauty.

Which Phase: Scoping Comment

This caller has concerns about the location of any new access to the southern portion of the Hatcher Pass Ski Area. She and her husband dedicated
ROW to the MSB for access to this area: Walter Reed Road. She stated that some of the neighbors have blocked this dedicated access with rocks and
are encouraging people to park on Doris Circle and trespass on her property to reach the recreation area instead of using the dedicated ROW. She
stated that she has talked to the MSB and posted signs with information trying to address this — but it continues to be a problem. She is very worried
that this project is going to increase the number of people trespassing on her property.

Overall, | have great concern about the impact on the local area for the residents of Edgerton Parks Rd. who have partly moved there to get away from
the crowds and to be able to recreate in an area like this that will be potentially taken away from them.

Issue Statement: Use this project to diversify the MSB's income.

Which Phase: General Comment

Right now, the Mat-Valley has a limited income base, ie property owners, sales tax, why can't we diversify the boro’s income while at the same time
increase tourism, that benefit the Valley and keep dollars her in the Mat-Su rather than Girdwood or Anchorage.
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