
   
 

PUBLIC COMMENT MEMO 

To: Haines Borough Assembly 

From: Brenda Josephson, Haines Resident 

Date: March 23, 2023 

Re: Agenda Item 7D Ordinance 24-02-668, Borough Assembly Meeting Second Hearing 3/26/2024 
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Dear Assembly Members, 

Please pass ordinance 24-02-668 on Exchange of Information as presented by the Property Assessment 
Ad Hoc Committee.  

The committee carefully reviewed this ordinance before forwarding it to the Borough Administration for 
introduction in December. It was further considered by the Committee of the Whole on February 20th 
and again by the Ad Hoc Committee. Section D was added to clarify that the appellant and assessor 
could continue to share information until the appeal hearing. 

The contract assessor's late-in-the-process memo, which is available on the meeting's website, appears 
to be an attempt to throw a wrench into the public process in order to deny appellants' reasonable due 
process and the right to fair and just treatment, as required by state laws and the Alaska Constitution. 

owners who expressed frustration in attempting to engage with BOE members prior to scheduled 
hearings. It is imperative that the efficacy of BOE deliberations not be contingent upon members 

 

To be clear, property owners were not attempting to contact BOE members last year. In fact, the only 
potential violation of ex parte communications occurred when Assembly Member Schnabel attempted 
to attend a group meeting of appellants on August 10, 2023. All discussion of the appeals stopped when 
she entered the meeting, and she was asked to promptly leave to prevent an ex parte violation. 

Mr. Onshuklis attempts to 
proof as outlined in Alaska Statutes. Per Alaska Statutes, property owners are mandated to prove that 

 

context of Anchorage, property owners are afforded a timeframe of 45 days to furnish all relevant 
evidence, encompassing a 30-day window for initiating an appeal followed by an additional 15-day 
period allocated for the submission of supporting documentation."  
information for other communities, assessors should be required to submit relevant information to the 
BOE at least one week prior to its convening  without providing an opportunity for Haines residents to 
respond to the information to be provided to the Board of equalization. 



   
 

However, the memo fails to disclose the fact that property owners in Anchorage and most other 

appellants immediate access to information upon which to base their appeal. Haines appellants must 
 

due process violations that appellants experienced in 2023 in direct violation of state laws on our 
constitutional rights. 

 Let me provide specifics for your consideration. 

 Information available on the Haines Parcel Viewer includes: 

  
 

 
  

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 



   
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 





   
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 



   
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 



   
 

 

 

 



   
 

 
 

 
 
 

 



   
 

 

As you can see by the examples of other community property viewers, Haines Borough does not provide 
the transparency of information that is available in Anchorage and other communities. The absence of 
transparency prevents appellants from obtaining the necessary information to strengthen their case for 
the assessment of their property. Rudimentary information is only available by going to the assessor s 
office and/or filing public records requests, both of which delay appellants  ability to complete an appeal 
in a timely manner. 

The Property Assessment Ad Hoc Committee carefully developed the Exchange of Information ordinance 
in response to real-world violations that occurred during the 2023 property assessment process in 
Haines. 

Do not accept the argument from the contract assessor that we should model the process after 
Anchorage. We are not Anchorage, and the Haines Borough parcel view does not provide the 
transparency that other communities provide to property owners.  

Accepting a last-minute attempt to subvert the work of the citizens who have dedicated their time and 
expertise to restoring public trust in the assessment process fails to uphold good governance, equal 
protection under the law, due process, and fair and just treatment. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 


