
1

Kim Davis

From: Chris Balovich <chris@cbcalaska.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2026 5:06 PM
To: Planning Department
Subject: Za-26-03

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

I am in full support of the re-zoning of these parcels.  
 
Best Regards, 
 
Chris Balovich 
907-738-0075 
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Kim Davis

From: Nate Mullins <nateofjustice@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2026 1:39 PM
To: Planning Department
Subject: Comment on Application for Rezoning

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

To Whom it May Concern: 

I am writing today to express my enthusiastic support for the rezoning proposal "ZA 26-03" regarding 
several properties in the 1000 and 1100 blocks of HPR. As owners and residents of an adjoining property 
(1110 HPR), the Swearingens have always been good stewards of their property, and conducted 
themselves in exemplary fashion, improving and beautifying the area. They have also been kind and 
helpful neighbors. This subdivision looks a lot nicer today than it has in the past, and there is every 
reason to believe it will continue to do so. The bottling plant and the funeral home have been excellent 
neighbors, and provide important services to the community. 

I see no justifiable reason why these businesses should be forced to maintain R-1 status, honestly it 
seems like an oversight by the City, and something that should have been rectified a long time ago. These 
businesses have been operating in good standing for decades, and they should be allowed to become 
compliant with the CIty by being rezoned as commercial properties, which they clearly are and have 
been for decades. 

Were there to be some fear that they were going to install bright flashing neon lights for a new strip club 
and gambling hall, or a drive-thru liquor store and shooting range, I could see cause for concern, but this 
is clearly not the case. This is a trailer park, a bottling plant, and a funeral home, all commercial 
properties that provide Sitkans with important services. 

As property owners of an adjoining residence, we urge the City to approve this request for rezoning. 

Sincerely, 
Nathan, Jimmy, and Karin Mullins 
1110 HPR 
 
--  
***end transmission*** 

 You don't often get email from nateofjustice@gmail.com. Learn why this is important   

















Planning Commission, City of Sitka

100 Lincoln Str.

Sitka, AK 99835

RE: Opposition to Zoning request ZA 26-03

Members of the Commission,

6 June, 2026

It is important to note that the funeral home owned by Mrs. Prewitt, the Bottling Company owned by Mr.
Calhoun and the trailer court owned by Mr. Swearingen have operated in their current forms for many
years. None of these entities nor other residential property owners have been prompted by any official
body to alter their zoning. This effort is solely driven by the property owners seeking future financial gain
by zoning commercial, during resale of their properties.

In talking with neighbors, it has come to our attention that other property owners in this block have also

been approached by some of the applicants to join this major rezoning request. It is concerning that some
of the commercial entities have approached adjacent residential property owners to join this commercial
rezoning effort. If, as stated in their applications, the sole intent is to bring their businesses into alignment
with commercial code, this raises critical questions. Why approach and involve residential owners at all?

The residential applications suggest altruism-creating more commercial space-but this does not align
with the reality of the situation.

I submit that we, as residents and the city, are not being presented with full transparency. These zoning

requests appear to be driven by financial motivations, not just business alignment. There is no objection
from any of the more than 20+ neighbors for the entities to continue operating as they are. The main

objection is to the rezoning of a city block in the middle of a residential neighborhood from R-1 to

Commercial.

The major and primary concern is that this plot of land will in the future be developed into some measure
of commercial operation that will adversely affect the quality of life and property values of the R-1
residential neighborhood.

I propose, unless this has already been done, that the commission issue conditional use permits for these
existing businesses-the funeral home, the bottling company, and the mobile home park-so that they
may continue to operate as they have. This will preserve the integrity of our neighborhood and protect

property values and quality of life.

In closing, we urge the commission to reject this zoning creep and spot zoning efforts, to uphold the
City's own zoning code and comprehensive plan (Chapter 22.16.080 / LU 6.2), and to prioritize the long-

stability of our residential community.term

u
Francois Bakkes

1105 HPR - Owner









Ken and Gayle Hammons

210 Kruzof St.

Sitka, Alaska 99835

June 15, 2026

Planning Commission, City & Borough of Sitka

c/o Planning Department
100 Lincoln St.

Sitka, Alaska

Ladies and Gentlemen:

First we would like to offer a brief history of zoning questions on

Halibut Point road in the area from Katlian St. / Moller Drive to

Kashevaroff St.

At a series of meeting during 1978, the Sitka Planning Commission,

receiving requests to rezone:

1. Moller Drive to Peterson St. from R-1 to C-1 (east side of

Halibut Point road).

after

2. Katlian St. to a line extended from the north side of Peterson

St. to the beach from Industrial to C-1 (west side of Halibut

Point road).

initiated a discussion of these changes with owners in the affected area

plus those both east of the zones and residing along Halibut Point road

beyond Peterson St.

Many owners participated in a free ranging debate over the course of
two or three commission meetings. Topics included:

1. Existing Conditional Use Permits

a. Sitka Bottling which was established there in the 1940s.

b. Prewitts Funeral Home/Island Bus Co. (early 1960s)

c. Swearingen's Trailer Court (early 1960s).

2. Residents of the larger area wanted no further expansion (or
creeping as some expressed it) of the C-1 zone beyond the
proposed rezoning.






	Balovich_6.11.26
	Mullins_6.11.26
	Steffen et al_6.12.26
	Neighborhood Petition_6.12.26
	Petition Signatures Map_6.12.26
	Bakkes_6.12.26
	Raschick_6.12.26
	Calhoun_06.09.26 email to Planning Commission

