
































Objective A: "Continue to accommodate and support commercial, residential, and 
other land uses, consistent with the policies of this plan." 

Objective B: "Promote a pattern of growth characterized by a concentrated mixed 
use center, and a surrounding ring of moderate-to-high density residential and 
mixed use areas with lower densities in outlying areas." 

Goal 3: "Encourage high quality buildings and site design that complements Homer's 
beautiful natural setting." 

Objective B: "Encourage high quality site design and buildings." 

Goal 5: "Maintain high quality residential neighborhoods; promote housing choice by 
supporting a variety of dwelling options." 

Objective C: "Promote infill development in all housing districts .... " 

Dr. Raymond's proposal probably advances Goal I, Objective B under Goal I, and Objective C 

under Goal 5. As to the others, there is no basis to conclude that the Commission was legally 

compelled to find that the proposed development would run contrary to those goals and 

objectives. Whether buildings, site design, and residential neighborhoods are "high quality" are 

subjective judgments that are entrusted to the Commission. 

IV. Conclusion 

The decision of the Homer Advisory Planning Commission dated October 19, 2018,e

which granted Conditional Use Permit 2018-09, is upheld in most respects. For reasons described 

above, the matter is remanded to the Commission for the following additional proceedings, which 

are entitled to priority on the Commission's agenda pursuant to HCC 21.93.560(c): 

1.e Gather additional facts as necessary to address the issue of road access in thee

context of HCC 21. 71.030( e ), including, if desired, consultation with the applicant regarding his 

willingness and ability to secure adequate access; 

2.e Create a record on the issue of road access in the context of HCC 21.7l.030(e);e

3.e Malce new findings regarding the criterion in HCC 2l.71.030(e), which shall bee

based on the augmented record; and 

4.e Impose any new Conditions related to access that the Commission, in its beste

judgment, feels are warranted. 

DATED: May 3, 2019 

By: 

Christopher Kennedy 
Administrative Law Judge 
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NOTICE OF DEFERRED APPEAL RIGHTS 

This is an order of remand and is not a final disposition of the matter under 

review. See HCC 21.93.550(a). Although some issues have been fully resolved 

and will not be revisited on remand, if you wish to appeal any aspect of this 

decision, you may await the final disposition. Upon final disposition, parties 

must file an administrative appeal to the Alaska Superior Court within 30 days 

from the date of disposition. See AS 29.40.060, HCC 21.91.130 and Alaska 

Rule of Appellate Procedure 602. 

[This document has been modified to conform to the technical standards for publication.  Names may have been changed 

to protect privacy.] 
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