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ACTI ON NARRATI VE

TAPE 02-14, SIDE A
Number 0001

CHAIR VIC KOHRING called the House Transportation Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 1:15 p.m Menbers present at the
call to order were Representatives QOgan, WIson, Masek, and
Kohri ng. Representative Scalzi joined the neeting as it was in
pr ogr ess.

SB 226- DESI GN OF H GHWAY PRQJECTS

CHAI R KOHRI NG announced that the matter before the commttee was
CS FOR SPONSCOR SUBSTI TUTE FOR SENATE BILL NO 226(FIN) am "An
Act relating to design of highway projects; and providing for an
effective date."

Number 0088
KRI STIE KEELE, Staff to Senator Dave Donley, Al aska State
Legislature, presented SB 226 on behalf of Senator Donley,

sponsor . She explained that it would require the Departnent of
Transportation & Public Facilities (DOT&F) to design and
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construct mmjor upgrades and new roads to |ast |onger. The
tinmeline of a project's design life wuld begin when
construction is projected to be conpleted, and would vary by the
dol l ar volune of the project. Projects costing under $5 nmillion
woul d be required to be designed for anticipated traffic |evels
at least 10 years after conpletion; projects costing $5 nmillion
to $10 mllion would be designed for levels at |east 20 years
after conpletion; and those over $10 nmillion would be designed
for levels at |east 25 years after conpletion.

M5. KEELE pointed out that current federal regulations require
federally funded major upgrades and new roads to be designed for
at least 20 years of use, and bridges nust be designed for 50
years of wuse; federal |aw doesn't prohibit |onger periods of
design life. She said DOT&PF currently requires a 20-year
design life after conpletion of a project, but construction and
right-of-way delays can result in a reduction of design life
If the design life of major projects - those over $10 million -
is extended to 25 years, there should be |ess need for frequent
road upgrades and construction-related traffic del ays.

Number 0214

M5. KEELE explained that the legislation was nodified after
di scussions with DOT&PF staff to exclude nmintenance projects
and road projects outside of nmajor netropolitan areas.

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON asked why that was done.

M5. KEELE answered that the bill also applies to federally
funded roads. She vyielded the second part of her answer to
Denni s Poshard.

Number 0250

DENNI S POSHARD, Legislative Liaison, Ofice of the Comm ssioner

Departnent of Transportation & Public Facilities, explained that
the departnment had worked closely wth Senator Donley in
developing the bill to nake sure he was getting what he wanted
out of it: he was nostly concerned with netropolitan areas,
which is where the problem he was addressing prinmarily exists.

MR. POSHARD said the problem occurs when a project is built
based on a particular traffic projection and then growth occurs
at a rate that prevents the full design life frombeing realized
before a new project is required to deal with traffic problens.
He said the problem being addressed is not nmainly the design of
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asphalt or actual construction. Rather, the bill is trying to
pronote |onger-range traffic nodels for projects so they wll
| ast | onger.

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON said it sounds |ike commpn sense and that
[the departnent] should be doing that anyway.

M5. KEELE gave the exanple of a road inprovenent after which,
within five years, cars are backed up. That design did not |ast
as long as it was anticipated to.

Nunber 0411

MR. POSHARD added that for any kind of new construction or a
maj or reconstruction, projects are designed to a 20-year design
life anyway. But there are [instances] when a "smaller fix" is
required. He told the commttee that when there is a large
project, it takes longer to inplenent the solution because of
right-of-way issues and environnmental regulations. On occasion

the departnent will use snmaller projects designed to |ast maybe
ten years to "carry you through" until a large project can be
i npl enent ed.

Nunmber 0518

REPRESENTATI VE SCALZI asked if the short-fix option M. Poshard
had just described would be affected by the bill.

MR. POSHARD said the option would be affected slightly: for
projects over $5 mllion, the departnment would not be allowed to
use that "tool." However, it would probably not affect too many
[of the smaller] projects. The bill would affect the big
projects, those over $10 nmllion, which would have to be
designed for 25 years instead of the current 20. He said the
guestion of what solution should be used is a phil osophical one.
Traffic engineers would say they want to have every tool
available to them no matter what the dollar value, but [when
setting] policy, one can set any criteria desired. He said he
felt Senator Donley's concern was that [the state] is doing too
much construction of a smaller scale, and that projects are not
| asting | ong enough.

REPRESENTATI VE SCALZI expressed his support for the concept, and
for the concept of the bill. He asked: |If there were an extra
five years [added to the life of projects], wouldn't there be a
fiscal inpact? He requested an estimte of the inpact.
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MR. POSHARD replied that there would be an inpact on individua
projects, nost likely an incremental grow h. The difference in
a 20-year project and a 25-year project would not be that great.
He said it wasn't an operating-budget concern to the departnent.

Nunmber 0768

REPRESENTATI VE MASEK noved to report [CSSSSB 226(FIN) an] out of
commttee with individual recomendations and the acconpanying
fiscal notes. There being no objection, CSSSSB 226(FIN) am was
noved out of the House Transportation Standing Commttee.

ADJ OQURNMVENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Transportation Standing Commttee neeting was adjourned at 1:29
p. m
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