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1. Project Need Statement:

is an important element of the
in interior Alaska, especially
fuel. S*rg* docking
river ports will greatly enhance
At present, barges must

River transportation
".ran*:partition system

css7.cslties
facilities at major
the economics of this mode.
bo loaded and unloaded on the bank, creating problems
in finding sufficiant draft for vessels and in moving
goods up and down the river banks, especially during
wet and muddy conditions.

2. Project Description:
is to provide barge docking facilities,

riprap and.accQ”"s”herc needed, at.
Fojrt Yukon, YukoTfllyer

This project
inducing piling,
pij>c Allowing locations:
fQridge, Tanana. *
3. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:
provided by the
data on

The estimate for this project was
Division of Ports \ Harbors from historical

similar past projec s.
4. Analysis of Tmpact on Operating Budget:

Those docking facilities should not reauire any major

maintenance after initial construction..
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5. ldentification of Alternatives Considered:

Do Nothing - This was rejected Decause it would discourage use of the most economical transportation mode

for moving freight.

Install Lesser Facilities: Because of"the nature of freight which could be barged to these locations,
docks are preferable because they ease loading and unloading.
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J PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S) AREA SERVED ELECTION QISTRICTISI
* Garflo Landing Rnrpg Interior Region Interior 1P, 19 % 20
Ollj NOIS) OPERATING NAMCISI [UIDCET COMPONI-NT NUMIIEMS START DATE COMPLETION UAII
[IUOGET (LHUISI - jion 1989
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUESI
I. Project Need Statement JOC3. fed. nciTS.
= Oullding Cnn.trueRon (Cl 1001 G/P MATCH
Villages on the Yukon River and major tributaries rely N 0ZLPot Irrnrovflmonl (1) 100<t GEN. FUND 2250.0
heavily on barge transportation to move bulk commodi— 3 LdUlpment (Cl 1000 I/A nCPTS.
ties and fuel. At present there are no facilities at = -nip 'Ll G 0. GONOS
most locations and very inadequate facilities at 1 Frol. >oh«i Sorvieot (P)
others. = Ot'ior (01
TOTAL
I1. Project Dercription PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
A program for improving barge landing at all river 3 Totally Now Fncllily U Frotnet Mumnn Health A 5nl"lv
crmmunitics 1in tr.e region which are on barge lines, to o Addition to CHitting raclhiy P OtoetCannul Attoit
include gravel ramps, access and deadheads. xx  tVnflvrillon ol Etlitling Fnrlllly O nrnlrel flnimnm rtf NiltUn
1 Mg,or Malnlonnnco or Rr,(jnir Fvironmon |
I11. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost O3 r.ni«i>leneni Pi<*vinu'ly Auiliorilod 1 improve koiREy N C-00%0"V of Him
Fundi to Gnalilo Cn>'<n<*nor, Oftvo»nm™™
The cost estimate for this program is approximate, [ 0"* of 5Pml 1"hmM 00  linp ovP S*»Viee O» AcfO'«ryi(id'Hp Iti'tpfp'!
based on an average estimated cos: per faci ity, of 3 Mn,ot poaititnal fuMiinp Sourco Onmnrfi to» Sorvtcet
$150,000. Individual estimates are not available, 1 OlHfip AccO'n«*noUMe|\b\NProngn"(Vuw»sf
however the funding level proposed will be sufficient Osmond to Lr»m N* i»0 *cv M*mint*
- *. N *%! *
to cover o tio year prograr. o e ST FOATURG TR
IV. Analysis of Impact on Operatirg Budget 0O 00 Silo Curromlv Ownrrl? o OH*
Cl O AHUt'litlrt Available?
These projects are not expected to require any regular O n o Affru Arrevly Avifll(«ltk?
maintenance by the State. OPERATIONAL COST FIRST |  ULTIMATE _.pntvious
6 NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING i ANNUAL Yil-pruoniTv
V. Ildentification of Alternatives Considered INCREASE (OFCRFASF) VFAIL VF Af|
ECO. RCFTS AGI NO'
Delay or do nothing - this was rejected because of the FUNDING GEN. FUND | PRIORI 1v
economics of water transportation arc much more favor—  SOURCE |- S
able than for Lhe other modes encouraging water trans— 1 r.ovi i e(ins
port will result in energy savings to the nation and TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST ° o " Iiion) v
ro-.:. savings to the consummors. POSITION ITTEI 1
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<ENVIRON al issue matrix

FORM

Dc termi nonts

Natoral

Earth

Water

Air

Flora & Fauna

Natural Resources

human Environment
Population

Noise

Energy
Historical/

Archcologiar,

COMMENTS:

Envi ronment

Definition

None

properties of earth and
geology/erosion

The :hysical
earth movement:

Water movement and properties as

support of all 1life & plant forms

Ambient air quality standards

and wildlife
breeding)

Species of vegetation
(bonavior, food sodrce,

Renewable & non-renewable resource

Growth distribution and density
Levels of tolerance and safety
reduction

Cor.rjmption

Cultural features and structures

PROJECT NAME

_Jlarur

land ingJtajaps

Impact

Minor

PRA

AI'SI

Mo*® j-rato
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THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
ELEVENTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE
RE(?UEST
Bill/Resolut:on No. HB 575

Title An act relating to construction of Yukon River barge dorking facilities

RequeStEd hV House State Affiars - Christine Harder Date 3/4/P0O

FISCAL D%TAIL

Agency Affected Transportation & Public Facilities

Program Category Affected
BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected
(Note: If more than one budqet componenf i affected, Separate Tine-item amounts and funding for each

component in the analysis section.)
EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 80 FY 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 85

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 1,500
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

oL
POSITIONS

FULL TIMF
PART TIME
TEMPORARY
111 ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section Il1)
IV. DATE  3/4/80 P D John Bates. Deputy Cooil*kAfoner

COATE OB AGENEY "DdT/er puly Cooicp
Original. legislative Finance PHONE  465-390Q _ ]
cC: Buaftet and Manaucment

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

33 001 (Rev. 12/79)
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