
 
Re: Preliminary Decision ADL 422799 
 
Andrew Miller 
 
I am writing to oppose the proposed land conveyance of 220 acres of land in the Rosie 
Creek area as described in ADL 422799. I am especially concerned about the loss of public 
trails and recreation access, and open space that the area currently provides. 
 
A Valuable Area for Trails, Recreation, and Wildlife 
 
These state lands contain an extensive network of trails actively used by residents for 
skiing, walking, biking, snowmachining, mushing, and other forms of outdoor recreation. 
These trails are used year-round, but they are most popular in winter after the wetlands 
freeze and are covered by snow.  
 
Trails are an important part of life in Fairbanks. They provide a place for people to get 
outside and get exercise, both of which studies show are important for our physical and 
mental health. This is especially true during our long, cold, dark winters. These are popular 
trails used not only by immediate local residents, but by people from across the Fairbanks 
area, such as me. I have skied, run, snowshoed, and biked on these trails many times. If 
these lands are developed, the community will likely lose not only trail corridors but also 
the quiet, connected open space that makes this area valuable.  
 
This is not unused or surplus land; it is part of a functioning public recreation system. Local 
groups and trail users have invested in this trail network and continue to volunteer services 
to the public, such as trail grooming and maintenance. Before any conveyance is approved, 
DNR should clearly explain how development would aQect these trails, whether public 
access would be preserved, and how trail connections would be protected over the long 
term. 
 
The Eastern Tanana Area Plan recognizes that the area has important wildlife habitat. 
Wetlands, wildlife habitat, and connected open space are important public resources. 
DNR should fully evaluate whether these resources have been adequately considered, 
including the cumulative loss of open space and habitat if the land is conveyed and 
developed. The Eastern Tanana Area Plan specifically called for these remaining state 
lands to stay in state ownership. DNR should not reverse that decision without a clear and 
compelling explanation. 



 
 
Not Appropriate for A8ordable Housing 
 
I understand the need for aQordable housing and support eQorts to bring such housing to 
the Fairbanks area. However, this land does not appear suitable for that purpose. The U.S. 
Government identifies the area as wetlands on its National Wetlands Inventory 
(https://fwsprimary.wim.usgs.gov/wetlands/apps/wetlands-mapper/). I have also been on 
the property winter and summer. It is primarily wetlands, which have poor drainage and 
other development challenges. These challenges will only increase with climate change. If 
housing is built there, residents will have to deal with issues such as melting permafrost 
and wildfire mitigation, thereby increasing the long-term costs of living there.  
 
In addition, the land is several miles from town and has no public transportation. Current 
residents must rely on private vehicles, requiring the expense of long commutes. Those 
costs should be considered when evaluating whether housing in this location would truly 
be aQordable. 
 
Weighing the Benefits 
 
Clearly, the public benefit of retaining these lands for recreation, open space, and wildlife 
habitat is far greater than the benefit of conveying them away for development that will not 
be truly aQordable.  
 
For these reasons, I respectfully ask DNR to deny the proposed land conveyance. These 
lands should remain in public ownership for the long-term community benefits of 
recreation, trail access, wildlife habitat, wetlands protection, and open space. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Eric Troyer  

https://fwsprimary.wim.usgs.gov/wetlands/apps/wetlands-mapper/

