Municipal Impact Statement
Comprehensive Plans: Housing

Overview of SB 50

Alaska Senate Bill 50 proposes amendments to the comprehensive planning requirements for first and
second-class boroughs. The bill aims to enhance housing development strategies within municipal
comprehensive plans, emphasizing the need to address housing shortages and promote sustainable
community growth.

Implications for Municipalities

SB 50 ensures that general law municipalities may incorporate specific housing development objectives
into their comprehensive plans. This includes identifying areas suitable for various types of housing,
setting targets for housing affordability, and outlining strategies to remove barriers to housing
development. Municipalities will need to allocate resources for planning, community engagement, and
potential revisions to zoning ordinances to align with the bill's intended outcome.

Addressing Testimony on Municipal Barriers to Housing Development

In discussions surrounding housing shortages, some testimony has suggested that local governments'
regulations, such as zoning laws and building codes, may impede housing development. This ignores the
diversity of Alaska local governments, including the fact that the majority have neither. In fact, the
complexity of the issue is actively being addressed by Alaska’s cities and boroughs, in many forms.

Local Governments are not the Problem in Alaska

While it's acknowledged that certain local regulations can influence housing development, it's essential
to recognize the proactive measures many municipalities are undertaking to facilitate housing growth:

1. Regulatory Reforms: Municipalities are actively reviewing and updating zoning laws to allow for
higher-density housing and mixed-use developments, thereby increasing housing supply.

2. Streamlined Permitting Processes: Efforts are underway to reduce the time, cost, and uncertainty in
the permitting process, particularly for small owner-build projects, making it easier for developers
to initiate housing projects.

3. Incentive Programs: Local governments are offering incentives such as tax abatements, density
bonuses, and expedited review processes to encourage the development of affordable housing
units.

4. Public-Private Partnerships: Collaborations between municipalities and private developers are being
fostered to leverage resources and expertise, resulting in innovative housing solutions that meet
community needs.

5. Community Engagement: Municipalities are engaging with residents to identify housing needs and
preferences, ensuring that development plans align with community expectations and contribute to
sustainable growth.

Conclusion

SB 50 presents an opportunity for municipalities to further refine their comprehensive plans to address
housing challenges proactively. Evidence indicates that many municipalities are implementing strategies
to facilitate and encourage housing growth. By continuing these efforts and considering the inclusion of
housing plans as part of comp plans, local governments can play a pivotal role in alleviating housing
shortages and promoting vibrant, sustainable communities across Alaska.



