


SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO 49

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FIFTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
Relating to the development of
visitors®™ facilities on the
north and south sides of the
Alaska Range.
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
WHEREAS the commercial tourist industry is seeking new
destinations and experiences to satisfy a growing demand for
visitors; and
WHEREAS tourists have rated viewing Mt. McKinley as a
major reason for visiting Alaska; and
WHEREAS, in order to protect wildlife viewing
opportunities, road traffic in Denali National Park and
Preserve has been restricted and new ways of satisfying the
demand for visitor destinations oriented towards Mt. McKinley
must be developed; and
WHEREAS the State of Alaska and the National Park Service
have recognized the exceptional opportunities for viewing Mt.
McKinley from the south side of the Alaska Range, as well as
from the north side; and
WHEREAS Denali State Park on the south side of Mt.
McKinley encompasses accessible locations with excellent
opportunities for viewing Mt. McKinley and for related outdoor
recreation activities; and
WHEREAS the Stampede Trail and Kantishna area encompass
accessible locations with excellent opportunities for viewing
Mt. McKinley, for outdoor recreational activities, and for
enabling development; and
WHEREAS one of the purposes of the Alaska Legislature 1in
establishing Denali State Park was to encompass prime Mt.
McKinley viewing locations and to enable development of a
major visitors®™ complex oriented toward Mt. McKinley; and
WHEREAS the National Park Service 1s interested 1in
investing in a visitors®™ center on the south side, and is



currently working with the Alaska Division of Parks and
Qutdoor Recreation and the Denali State Parks Citizens
Advisory Board to accomplish the necessary planning; and

WHEREAS various organizations are supportive of and
working with the Department of Natural Resources to locate and
verify access into existing private land on the northwest
portion of Denali National Park that could be used for
visitors®™ facilities; and

WHEREAS the development of visitors®™ facilities on either
side of the Alaska Range are being planned as private-public
partnerships involving private development of commercial
facilities; and

WHEREAS the development of a new visitors®™ center and
related facilities would generate employment and support small
businesses operating recreational services in the vicinity;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature supports
joint state, federal, and private participation in the
cooperative planning and development of a South Denali
visitors®™ complex; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature
supports the efforts of those involved in identifying access
to and development of visitors facilities on private lands on
the north side of Mt. McKinley.

COPIES of this resolution shall be sent to the Honorable
Donald P. Hodel, Secretary of the Interior; and to the
Honorable Ted Stevens and the Honorable Frank Murkowski, U.S.
Senators, and the Honorable Don Young, U.S. Representative,

members of the Alaska delegation in Congress.



Complementary amendments to SJR 49 -
Intended to enhance satisfaction of the demand for visitor
destinations oriented to Mt. McKinley.

Amendment No. 1
On Page 1, line 5:
Delete title, and insert new title to read:

"Relating to the development of visitors®™ facilities

on the north and south side of the Alaska Range."

Amendment No. 2
On Page 1, line 19:
Following the word "Range™, 1insert "as well as from the

north side"

Amendment No. 3
On Page 1, line 20:
Following the word "Park", 1insert "on the south side of
Mt. McKinley"™

Amendment No. 4
On Page 1, line 23:
Insert a new whereas to read:

"WHEREAS the Stampede Trail and Kantishna area encompass
accessible locations with excellent opportunities for viewing
Mt. McKinley, for outdoor recreational activities, and for

enabling development; and



Proposed amendments to SJR 49
page 2

Amendment No. 5
On Page 2, lines 2 -4
Delete all material and insert 2 new whereases to read:

"WHEREAS various organizations are supportive of and
working with the Department of Natural Resources to locate and
verify access into existing private land on the Northwest
portion of Denali National Park that could be used for
visitor®s facilities; and"

"WHEREAS the development of visitors®™ facilities on
either side of the Alaska Range are being planned as
private-public partnerships involving private development of

commercial facilities; and"

Amendment No. 6
On Page 2, line 11
Add a second resolved clause to read:

"BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature
supports the efforts of those involved in identifying access
to and development of visitor facilities on private lands on
the north side of Mt. McKinley."



United States Department 0f the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

ALASKA REGIONAL OFFICE
IN REPLY REFER TO! 2525 Gambell Street. Room 107
Anchorage, Alaska 99503 ¢2892

K18(ARO-SA)

January 14, 1988

Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Senate
P.O. Box V (MS 3100)
Juneau, Alaska .99811

Dear Senator-Stu rgu_lewski:

Enclosed is the summary statement you requested on the South Denali
project. Jack Wiles of the Division of Parks and Outdoor Recreation
and | consulted about this, and it expresses our agreement.

My very best wishes to you for this and your other plans for this
session.

Sincerely,

A
j(aj/et McCabe
Special Assistant

cC:
Jack Wiles
Mike Abbott



SUMMARY
SOUTH DENAL1 PROJECT

Background - The South Denali project is intended to accomplish the planning
and public proceedings necessary to provide a sound basis for initiating the
development of a visitor center and related visitor facilities on the south
side of the Alaska Range. The location of the complex would be selected to
provide an excellent view of Mt. McKinley and opportunity for enjoying the
recreation activities in the surrounding state and national parklands. Total
project cost is estimated at $400,000 - $200,000 from the State and $200,000

fron the National Park Service.

Accomplishments

Step 1 Update the Denali State Park Master Plan, determine
criteria for the location of the visitor complex,
identify and prioritize alternative sites, consult with
the Denali State Park Citizens®™ Advisory Board, and hold
public meetings on this process. (Step 1 is currently
underway using $100,000 advanced by the National Park
Service to contract with a private planning consultant.)

Step 2 Study priority sites more thoroughly: conduct subsurface
tests, analyze environmental and socioeconomic impacts of
the development, conduct public hearings.

Step 3 Prepare an overall site plan for the visitor conplex.
(If private property is involved, coordinate with private
owners.)

Step 4 Prepare sample aocuments for state concessions contracts

for the development.

At the conclusion of this project, the Denali State Park will have an updated
master plan, and the State and the National Park Service should have
sufficient information and public input so they can agree on a site and an
overall site plan for the proposed visitor corrplex. At that point the
National Park Service would be able to proceed to request federal development
funds for the visitor center, and the State could engage private parties to
provide commercial facilities and services for the conplex.

Potential Benefits - The project will accelerate a growing sector of the
economy. viewing Mount McKinley has been rated as Alaska"s top tourist
attraction. With year-round road access, the conplex will contribute to the
development of winter and shoulder season tourism. Jobs will be generated by
the planning, engineering and construction as well as the ongoing operation
of the conplex. Federal financial investment in Alaska v/ill be extended
through the operation of the visitor center. In addition, the project will
have spill-over benefits for numerous businesses oriented towards recreation
and tourist traffic in the region.



Denali Stale Park Citizens' Advisory Board
SR Box 6706
Wasilla. Alaska 99687
January M, 1988
The Honorable Steve Cowper
Governor. Slate of Alaska
Pouch A
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Governor Cowper:

We. the Denali State Park Citizens’ Advisory Board, would like to bring a
matter of great concern to your immediate attention - proposed funding
($200,000) for completing the planning phase for Denali State Park. This
funding has somehow been deleted from the Administration's proposed

budget for the upcoming session.

Initially, it was our understanding that the Administration was supportive of
these efforts because it would lead to an updated comprehensive master
plan for the pari: which would enable Division of Parks and Outdoor
Recreation!DPOR) to establish solid management decisions for Denali State
Park - for resource management and protection as well as recreation and
economic development (outdoor enthusiasts and tourists alike).

Since the establishment of the Board, three years ago. we have dealt with the
issue of potential major commercial development in the Park. From our
inception, we have stated that we feel it is imperative to have an updated
solid comprehensive management plan for the park before anything - either
of conservation or commerical orientation happens in the Park. The Director
has supported our efforts to update the comprehensive plan.

We have requested and supported a complete updating of the plan for Denali
Stale Park for three years. This planning effort would enable the state to
plan and develop the park in an orderly manner taking into consideration all
factors and facets - environmental concerns, recreation and economic
development, and resource management and protection.

National Park Service has had an interest in development of a visitor center
for Denali State Park for sometime, hoping it would alleviate some of their
overcrowding on the North Side and allow more people to enjoy the
Mountain. This past summer, they came lorlh with $10(1.01)0 to begin the
elfort to update Denali State Park scomprehensive master plan with the



understanding llial the State would support a $2()().(MMJ appropriation this
next session to continue the effort next summer.

At our meeting on January 12. we were informed as a Hoard that the
$200,000 request was no longer in the Administration s budget. We also
received a copy of the January 4 letter from National Park Service to you
stating that they could not continue their effort in Denali Stale Park if the
stale would not make afinancial committment. Further, it is the
understanding of the Hoard that several legislators have come forth and
staled that they would support the effort, if the Administration would take

the lead.

liveryone seems to feel that Denali State Park has great potential -
environmentalists, recrealinnnl enthusiasts, tourists, hunters, park managers,
and commercial interests. The Hoard’s concern is that whatever happens to
the Park is well balanced and well planned. Without slate support fur the
planning effort, this can not happen. We will lose what federal funds have
been made available and continue to have no state funds. We can not afford
to allow such a magnificent park to he developed without adequate planning
and foresight. If tourism is the states new economic hope, then surely Denali
Slate Park needs to be considered. We would appr eciate your attention to
this matter and your consideration of reinstating the $200,000 request for

Denali Slate Park.

We look forward to your thoughts on this matter. We would appreciate
hearing why it was deleted and if there is anything that we can help to
provide information that would cause you to reconsider the budget request.
Thank you for your consideration and attention.

cc: Judy Hrady. Commissioner. PDF.
Neil Johannson. Director. PPnk
Mat-Su Delegation Senators lav Terltuln and Mike Szyinanski
Hcpiesentaliv 0? Ron l.arson and Curl Menard



United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

ALASKA REGIONAL OFFICE
IN REPLY REFER TO! 2525 Gambell Street, Room 107

Anchorage, Alaska 99503 2892
A22(ARO-SA)

4- JAN 1988

Honorable S* ,.e Cowper
Governor of Alaska

Box A

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Governor Cowper:

We were disappointed to learn that the Department of Natural Resource®s
budget request for $200,000 for the South Denali Project was deleted from
the budget that you transmitted to the Legislature.

For several years we have been working with the Alaska Division of Parks
and Outdoor Recreation on this project. We are currently in the midst of
a cooperative planning process, using a private contractor, that will
update the Denali State Park Plan and determine components and
alternative sites for the visitor comples. NPS has committed $100,000 to
this planning and is seeking an additional $100,000 in federal funding.
This funding was to be matched by $200,000 from the state. The total
expenditure of $400,000, half state and half federal, was to have taken
us to the point where the state could contract with a private sector
developer to build a resort/lodge and the National Park Service could
request funding for the development of a visitor center focusing on Mt.
McKinley and the Alaska Range.

In addition to the money already expended, both the state and federal
governments have already invested substantial amounts of staff time in
preparing this project. It would be extremely difficult to get the
project back on track if it were derailed by lack of state funds at this
time.

We have coiimitted planning funds, have worked long and patiently with
state personnel, and we hope to invest in the development of a Mt.
McKinley visitor center that will be a major attraction for people coming
to Alaska, as well as residents. However, we cannot continue this
program without a state financial commitment. Unless there are state
funds, we will be forced to cancel our financial investments in the
project.



We hope state funds can be made available, to permit continuation of the
project. For a relatively small investment, the state can expect very
substantial returns, from a perpetua ”resource. For lack of such
investment, a great deal would be lost.

Regional Director

cc:
Ccmnissioner Brady
Mike Abbott, Resource Development Council



SCOPE OF SERVICES
UPDATE OF MASTER PLAN FOR DENALI STATE PARK

INCLUDING AN

ANALYSIS OF AND ALTERNATIVES FOR A VISITORS DESTINATION COMPLEX

Background

The concept of developing a major visitors®™ destination on
the south side of the Alaska Range has been discussed and
studied for many years. The South Denali Concept Proposal,
1986, (attachment 1) summarizes a series of state and
federal studies conducted during the past 20 years. Public
interest in a hotel and visitors®™ center oriented toward
the region®s dramatic views of Mount McKinley strongly
influenced the creation of the Denali State Park by the
1970 Alaska state legislature. Subsequently the Tokositna
site was studied, but these plans were dropped, largely
because of widespread public outrage at the "domed city"
concept.

In 1984, the National Park Service, Alaska Department of
Natural Resources, and Alaska Department of Transporation
and Public Facilities entered a memorandum of agreement
(attachment 2) to further study the proposal and to arrive
at a joint decision regarding a site for the destination
complex. During the summers of 1985 and 1986, state and
federal 6taff compiled existing research and conducted
field studies focussing on sites along Curry Ridge near the
Parks Highway. The resulting concept proposal was reviewed
by the public at a series of hearings in April 1986.

The proposal met with mixed reaction. There was
considerable sentiment that the state and NPS should
receive more public input on alternate sites, that private
lands in the area should be considered as development sites
and that the scale of the proposal was excessive. The
Denali State Park Citizens Advisory Commitee, a state
appointed oversight group, supported the South Denali
concept but recommended that the state park plan be updated
and that alternatives be analyzed before further action was

taken on the proposal.
Overall Project Program

State and federal governments have agreed on the following
basic goals for the South Denali Prciect:



Purposes of this Phase

The basic purposes of the scope of services for the current
project are as follows:

A. To prepare a regional overview of public recreational
opportunities and activity in the planning region.
(Defined as shown on the attached map.)

B. To prepare an update of the 1975 master plan for
Denali State Park.

*

C. Within the context of the regional overview and the
State Park plan to evaluate alternatives for a
visitors®™ destination complex.

D. To involve the Denali State Park Citizens Advisory
Board and the public in this planning process.

SCOPE OF SERVICES

The contractor shall provide all manpower, transportation,
equipment, and supplies necessary to perform the following
services complete and in conformity with all requirements
contained in this work directive. All of the work shall be
conducted or supervised by planners, landscape architects,
engineers or biologists licensed (where applicable) 1in the
state of Alaska. A project planner, architect, landscape
architect, or project engineer shall be assigned by the
contractor to manage andcoordinate the work. Anyland
disturbing field work will have prior approval by the Area
Superintendent, Division of Parks and Outdoor Recreation,
if it involves state park lands, and by the superintendent
of Denali National Park and Preserve, 1if it involves

national park lands.

A. Regional Overview
1. Outdoor Recreational Opportunities - Assess and
describe public recreational values and
opportunities in the planning region. Consider

the role of the Denali State Park and potential
vistors® center in relation to the railbelt

region.

2. Public use - Assess and describe current
patterns of public recreational land use in the
planning region. Identify recent trends and

changes in use and estimate probable trends.
Note recreational locations and opportunities
that are over crowded, under used and unused.



patterns of tourism and recreational traffic
using the Parks Highway and the Alaska railroad.
Evaluate the complex as an attraction for
additional tourism putside Alaska.

Recommendations - Prepare recommendations to
park managers on the following subjects. Where
possible utilize schematic diagrams to help
illustrate recommendations.

a. Park management policies to protect park
resources and to respond to current and
projected recreational use and demand.

b. Changes/ closures, or new development of
trails, campgrounds, public use cabins,
informational and interpretive facilities,
and/or other public recreational facilities
that are needed and appropriate in the
planning region. Prepare schematic bubble
diagrams to represent changes or new
development within the park.

C. The components of a visitors destination
complex, including desirable level of
development and recommended” criteria for
site selection for tne complex. A matrix
with weighted values may be developed to
help clarify site selection criteria and
their relative priority.

d. The nature and type of additional private
recreational services and facilities that
would enhance and complement the existing
range of public and private recreational
opportunities and be appropriate for a
concession or permit from state and federal
land managers.

e. Measures which would encourage extension of
greater public recreational use into the
spring, fall, and winter months.

C. Evaluation of Alternatives for visitors* Destination
Complex.

1.

In accordance with site selection criteria,
identify and evaluate three alternative sites and
probable development of foot prints of the
complex. Use the largest scale maps-available
(where applicable the 20° contour maps from
DOTPF). At least one of these sites shall



Field Inspections and Reviews

At the initiation of the project there shall be one
fixed wing overflight of the planning area. The
overflight shall include state and federal personnel
who will share their knowledge of the area with the
contractor. During the summer of 1988 the National
Park Service will provide a helicopter trip to assist
the consultant in field inspection of sites. The
evaluation of alternative sites in relation to the
adopted criteria shall be based on this inspection,
existing aerial photography, topographic maps and other
considerations.

Schedule/Public Meetings

It is intended that the fall and winter of 1987 and
1988 be used to complete research and data collection
for the study, together with preparation of preliminary
drafts and maps of this material. The spring and
summer of 1988 shall be used to apply site selection
criteria and complete planning recommendations. During
the fall and early winter, at the initiation of the
contract work, there will be a series of meetings with
the State park and NPS personnel to obtain information
about Denali State Park and State park panning and
management practices and to obtain information about
previous work on South Denali Planning. Frequent (at
least monthly) contact with state and federal per onnel
is expected to review progress, obtain data and dip- 3s

policy choices.

The consultant shall attend meetings with the public
and the Denali State Park Advisory Board as follows:

November. 1987 - Meeting at Susitna Valiev ScV 1 with
Advisory Board and public to review the reg- "ai
overview, describe the project and ask for auv/ice cbout
issues, resources and other considerations.

February, 1988 - Meeting at Susitna Valley School with

Adv Zsory Board and public to present the assessment of

re.ources, needs, 1impacts, opportunities, etc.

(B. 1. - 4.) and to ask for advice about site selection

criteria and components of development.

June, 1988 - Meeting at Susitna Valley School with
Advisory Board and public to present master plan update
recommendations (B. 5. a. - c¢.) and to review and
revise site selection criteria. (Draft criteria to be
distributed to Board prior to meeting.)



S tate of A 1l aska
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
*Juneau

January 20, 1988

Mr. Boyd Evison

Regional Director

U.S Department of the Interior
National Park Service

2525 Gambell Street, Room 107
Anchorage, AK 99503-2892

Dear Mr. Evison:

Governor Cowper asked me to respond to your January 4 letter
regarding the South Denali Project.

Since we Tfirst began discussing this project with you and
your staff, we consistently stated that we would not be able
to make any financial commitments given our current revenue
situation. We have been supportive of the project and have
done what we could with your staff given our limited staff
and resources.

During preparation of our budget, which we just submitted to
the Legislature, we received in excess of $800 million in
requests to fund various projects and programs throughout
the state. The majority of these requests were for essen—
tial services such as improvements to health facilities,
ports, road maintenance, sewer and water construction and
ma}ntenance programs, and education facilities, just to name
a few.

Based on current revenue projections, we believe that we
will only be able to fund one-tenth of these projects. Many
essential programs cannot be funded and projects that are
partially completed will not be finished.

The South Denali Project is a good project which deserves
support. We appreciate your commitment and efforts on



Mr. Evison - 2. Janaury 20, 1988

this project. Unfortunately, the reality for the state 1is
that we simply do not have the funds to commit to this
project at this time.

Sincerely,

RocKSwope
Special Staff Assistant
to the Governor

cc: Commissioner Judith Brady
Mike Abbott, Resource Development Council
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This legislation involves no expenditure by the Department of
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Pljepareagy': Lawrence Ostrovsky Phope - 4652400

Division : Commissioner's Office Dae. 1-27-88
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Agency; Department of NaMral Resources

Distribution (by preparer):
Legislative Finance
Legislative Sponsor
Requestor
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Impacted Agency(ies) Pa8e ------- of
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A CONCEPT PROPOSAL FOR
DEVELOPING A MAJOR VISITOR
DESTINATION IN DENALI STATE

PARK QN THE SOUTH SIDE OF THE
ALASKA RANGE



CONCEPT SUMMARY

Th con ept of developing a major ws itor dest |nat|on on the south side of the Alaska Range has bee]n dlscussed

stu |e for manP]/ years. VIews 0 McKinl eg d Jts comﬁanl N pe%s are spectacu ar in this area andg
are high te the great glaciers whloh flow down the south side of the range, The dramatic sculptured
andscape offers scenery and"recreational opportunities that could attract worldwide tourism visitation and
expand outdoor recreation opportunities for Alaskans as well.

Alaskan artist Sydne Laurence palnted his most famgus scenes of Mt. McKlnIey from the south side. In the
1920s. he Alaska Rdilroad built a hotel and schedgle an overnldht stop at Curfy Station. A brld?e and trai
Led toal éout on top of Cél g |dge Overéhee t20¥ears ent aI South Dena|deve|o men sites have
een stu |e }/state nd Iag ncies and have been the su Aecto environmental and ec nomic |nvest|ag
tions an blic meet |n%s The resuyl mg public interest influenced creation of the 282.000-acre Denali State

Park (expanded to 324240 acres in 1976) by the 1970 Alaska Legislature.

After rewewmg fhese studies, the artmgants tocdsed thelranalyseson alternatlves W|th|n e most promising
zone for site selection, The Curr gg area offers an excellent combination of Ru enefits, at a com-
Baratlvey low cost, with minimal envitonmental impact. Within this focus area, an array of alternatives for
oth location and type of development exist.

The outstanding features offered by the Curry Ridge area are:

View — Curry Rldgﬂe is the first place where a traveler headlnd north alonlxg/I the ks Highwa enters the en-
V|hronmentofth Afaska Ran I1||I5|de benches have spectacular views of Mt. McKinley afd th Aaﬁ n%e
The ridge to o fers the sen e of space and isolation df a remote Alaska locatio | n. Some points afford a 360

degree panorama of the mountalns of southcentral Alaska.

Access — Potential sites would be Wlthln a short distance of the year-round Parks nghway A hiking trail
from the Alaska Railroad can be eveloped ry recreatlnz%the histofic footbrld%e and trajl to' Curry Lookout.
Located approximately 140 miles from Ano o]a e an miles from Fairbanks. Curry Ridge is a convenient,
desirably 'spaced stopover along an established tour route.

Odtdoor Recreatlon — The varied ecosystems. In.the Curry ng%e V|C|n|ty riverine, forest, sub- a;nne and alpine)
offerawi erange outdoorrecreauon Rosm ilities. Flshln atin ndcamrpln g would he possib e(on nearbg
rivers and lakes. T gwoded h||3|desa dri ge top prow a variety of opportunities including: hiking, cros
country skiing, wildlife and wildflowcr viewl

(Jnlque Destinatign Point — As a development Wlthln a Park South Depali must have distinctive quali tles
which grotect and enhance Me visjtor experience of natural Alaska. It should be a place where eo le fee
close t0 nature and enj ox the natural world With ap P \Prlate de5|gn and oloeratlonal coptrals, thedeve ment
can provide a unique and memorable experience [eaving the viSi a sense of having experienced the
spaclous vistas and remoteness of Alaska.

tor wit



BACKGROUND: LOCATIONS CONSIDERED IN PREVIOUS STUDIES
Indian Ridge Site (Chulltna Pass)

Cresa Cormrck nd P et. A Program foF Increasing the Contribution of Tourjsm.to the Alaskan Economy
re a rState o Alas a, Department ot Economic Deve oBment Travel Division and (38 Department
ommerce, Economic DeveIopment Administration, December, 1968

Thrs study drscussed the need and defined the planning considerations for a hotel complex on the south side

? ka Ran e. The site selected was in thp vicinit of Chulrtna Pass 0 krnq across t e Chulitna River
up t e rr acrer to Mt. McKrnIey 42 miles away. room oFg ote vas to he Iocated at the
1,700-foot | eve one mre]east of the Parks Hrphwa H)proxrmate Mrle (pst 164-165) and '/2 mres from
the railroad. Aﬁ pq t ersrtesaso met location criteria, the tean' selected Chulitna Pass area recom-
mended contro ne rgovernment a?enc y and develoRment of a variety of facilitie errn%
Various t¥] pes of vrsrt rs, saYm "IfvisItor trave 510 cont nue to Ihcrease in proportion to Alas spoten ial,
a major notel must be ‘built ' the vicinity of M. McKinle

After construct}on of a road tnrs site guld hav(? convgnrent ac es% to the rarJoad and the hrghwar{ he.lo%a-
tion is a north %crng slope. which could be cofd. Winds throug pass and severe weather could limit the
season. Some think this viewshed Is not as dramatic as other Iocat ons

South Curry Ridge Site

(.]S Department of the Interior, National Park Service. Lodging for Mount McKinley National Park-Present
and Projected Requrrements and its Relationship to Park Visitation, Possible Park Enlargement, and Alaska

Tourism. Apl’l

This study selected south Curry Ridge because it "provides a superlative platform for viewing and interpretin
the clsrmagtr secteion oFtheAaZka R% Itoutlﬁngd amajor aPk orrené?ttourrsm pomplex ?thahote?/lodgg
of 125 rooms in the first phase. Thrs srte is within the Zone proposed for site selection in this brochure.

(JS Department ofhtheglgkt)erlor National Park Service. braft General Management Plan, Denali National Park

and Preserve, Marc

This study recommends a south Curry Ridge site and a location to be decided by ajoint state and federal group.

Byers Lake Site

State of Alaska, Department of Highways, Environmental Impact/Section 4f Statement. September 1973,
State of Alaska, Division of Parks. pevelopment Prospectus, Denali State Park, May 1974,
State of Alaska, Division of Parks, penali State Park, a Master Plan, 1975.

The Envrronmental Im pt Statement and Development Pros ectuswere pre ar dto solrcrt pro 0sals fordevelo -
ment 07_a Service co g a concessionalire In the g rs Lake area | p)proxrmatey Mile
Post 1473l This complex wa to include a lodge, ski aréa, park headquarters an vrs tor center.

The Denali State Park Master Plan further drscussep this site. The_site has easy access, a nice vrew of Mt.

McKrnIe and to{pogra’phyc nducive to arecreatrona devel opment The area can supportavarretyo actrvrtres
Inclydin m(p q h% oatrng fish and skiing. Currently, this area includes H a roynd,
prcnrc sites, boat aunc nd a small boat-in campground. Pdtentjal negatrve aspects o e opl %t IS srte
ncIudet e anticipated change In future use patterns, proximity to the lak€ and assocrated uti rtres an fatron

I a sewage trea] ment gﬁa S g recreation area for %trn and ca{ngrng Byers Lake provides a valuable
component in the over recreatronal opportunities o urry Ridge area.

Tokosltna Site

State of Alaska. Division of Parks and (J.S. Department of the Interror Nabtronal Park Service, Envrronmental
Investigation and Site Analysis * Tokositna, Denali State Park, U|y 1980, and 14 other StUdy reports.

The Tokosrtna area has a long hisic'y of interest. The concept o 2 facrlrty in the area was proposed in 1

Dr. Bradford Washburn, the scienfist whv i.rot rruip, . *v neES his concept was sugported in 1
| th e Mount McKrnIe Natronal Park Master Plan ang in 1973 In the Denali State Park Master Plan. In |
Denalj State Park was exRanpe to Include the Tokositna area. In 1978. money was appropriated by the St
Legislature to evaluate the feasibility of developing a visitor facility.

The Tokositna study site Is a(pproxrmately 15 miles west of the Parks Hrghwa near Lond Point. This site has
superlative views up the Tokositna Glacier of Mt McKrnIe}/ 35 miles awaPr lends itself to numerous other
recreational opportunrtres Including tloat trips, hiking, fishing, skiing, wildfife viewing and glacier exploration.
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Problems with the site inclyde its remote Iocaéion, cost of access, land, u?e conflicts and weather. Studies recom-
mend two Possmle_ routes of access. One would require building an entirely new 14-mile road, the Oé
2 miles of the existing Petersville Road (Mile PoSt 114.8 Parks Highway) and constructing 12 a

{
her upgradin
. . il dltloﬁiﬂ m||e%
to the site. Currently,”the road construction costs would be proRibitive.

Three public meetings were held in January 1979. Miners expressed concern that upgrading the Petersville
Road would have adverse effects on their_mining operations in Cache Creek. Other local residents felt a new
road would impact their rural_lifestyles. The variety of mixed land uses in the Peters Hills and Dutch Hills,

I
Par,tlcularl mining activity, mlpht conflict with a large increase In VI?ItOf use. The Tokositna site is on a north-
acing slope and woulo be cold, windy and sunless during parts of the year.

Alder Point Area

National Park Service Rangers, Denali State Park Rangers, and local residents, Mmemorandum, Development

Alternatives, South Denali, Aprl 17, 1985.

This site,w?s never. seHousl con,sidereg as a maé'or development site but was di%cussed as a main vangige
or

oit. It is located in the mountains and has suR] rlative views or Mt. McKinley, Though the costs of roa
ram access would be prohibitive. Alder Point may be a feasible destination“for hiking.



GOALS
1. To provide for public use and enjoyment of state and federal park lands in the South Denali region

To establish a visitor destination in a location with a prime view of Mt. McKinley

To enhance outdoor recreation opportunities in the surrounding region

To provide the}gublic with information about the geology and nr'ural and cultural history of the Alaska
Range, Mt. McKinley and the Denali region

T0 i_nteqrate r?Iannin of the South Denali destination with updating of plans for Denali State Park, Denali
National Park and Preserve, and the surrounding area

To develop facilities which are compatible in architecture, design and use with the natural beauty of the
setting; to create a unique visitor s attraction

2. To manage and protect area resources

To develop in a manner which complements and protects the site's natural character

To minimize impacts to wildlife populations

To provide additional outdoor recreation opportunities ar.d management facilities in Denali State Park

To complement and guide development within and adjacent to Denali State Park

To offer an alternative to visiting the park facilities on the north side of the Alaska Range
3. To develop and diversify the state's economy

To encourage the expansion of the Anchorage-Fairbanks tour business

To extend the length of the tourism season

To provide additional sour.-es of state revenues and private sector jobs

To encourage government/private partnership in tourism development

To benefit the local economy and minimize impacts on local lifestyles



ALTERNATIVES TO BE ANALYZED

During this initial plannln? stage, dpubllc comment on the following topics will be gathered to determine the
scopeand direction of future Stu

Outdoor recreation opportunities — Development in the Currv Ridge area should serve as a center for a wide

ranrge of outdoor recreatlo Jal actlvmes radlatlng throu hou%t e area Alaskan tourists and recreationists are

Increasingly looking for a ver3|ty of out oor act|V|t| s. Shuttle bus service ¢cculd_connect the visitor with

OP portunitie 3 for river trips, flghtseemg Iking, fishing, WI|dI§ and bird viewing. Cross-country skiing, dog
edding and other snow-related activities will“also be”analyze

CROSS-COUNTRY SKIING

APPRECIATION \ / WILDLIFE OBSERVATION

BOATING, RAFTING OF

WH-DFLOWER WALKS, CHULITNA & TOKOSITNA
BERRYING RIVERS
DOG SLEDDING ICE SKATING
SPORT HUNTING SLEDDING
CAMPING/PICNICKING HIKING/CLIMBING
DOWNHILL SKIING | FLIGHTSEEING

SNOWMOBLILING

Facilities included — The types of services to be1prOV|ded bg the develo;t)m | clude. Iodglnge visitor informa-
BIOH an nterpretatlon access and maintenance. These services indicate that the 1 owmg lopments should

Visjtor center :

Lo%; ) s) and restaurant(s) (at one or more sites)

Ounescom ound

A

Youih hgstel

Uti |t|es
Site selection criteria;

éoil.s weather conditions

,ralnafge vegetatmn

view of Alaska Range cost

wildlife habitat access

Impacts to wildlife, plants, view diversity of recreation
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PROCESS: PURPOSE OF THIS BROCHURE
The project will be planned and developed cooperatively, with roles and responsibilities as follows:

The State — Because the main development will be located within Denali State Park, the State Division of
Parks and Outdoor Recreation will serve as project lead and make final decisions regarding use of state lands.

The Federal Government — The visitor center would be a point of grientatjon for public use and enjoyment
of the nearby natignal park lands as well as state park lands, The National Park Service will work with the
state in the joint development and operation of South Denali.

Private Developers — Private sector partjcipation js essential for the development of commercial components
of the South Doenall destination, prlrﬁarlly F%ﬁe lodge and relatedt Fam |t|espand utilities. P

The Public — South Denalj reﬁresents a maéor,use of P ublic resources. The public wil| be asked to_provide
input and %mdance by reviewing and comménting %n he proposal. This brochure is the first step in public
review. A second public review will occur next year'when the araft environmental impact statement is complete
and the proposed alternatives are defined.

In summary, purposes of this brochure are;
To inform — To introduce the concept of developing a major visitor destination in Denali State Park

T0.generate interest — To generate discussjon and. stimulate thinking and ideas from poth goyernmental par-
t|0|8ants, private corporatlgns and t?]e public: to facilitate this procgess public workshops %wn be scheduled

To generate comment — To ask public assistance in identifying sjgnificant issues which should be analyzed
andgnotlng a?ternatlves which shguld %e considered or elimind edg Y

To help defipe the scope of future stugdies — Public comment generated by this brochure will assist in definin
the scg e of forth-comﬁ’ng stuéies, ?nc?udfng an env(ironmentaf ?mpact stateyment which wpill be prepared subjec

to fedePaI appropriation

PROPOSED TIMETABLE

FebruarB/_toA ril 4. 1986
« Publicw rkshog)sandcommenton concept brochure
April 4 to Jéme, 198 ,
+ Consjderation cf public commentf_
« Consideration of Scope of future slides .
« Decision py Legls ature to include study funds in FY'87 budget
July, 1986 to Japuary, 1987
¢ Site analysis . . :
J Analysm,ofeconomlcfea5|b|||tty and op(?rﬁtlons
« Preparation of congession contract guidelines
« Preparation of environmental studies
FebruarB/,to Apnil. 1987 : : :
Ma. tPouJ Ilncere\1/5e8v¥0 draft report on alternative proposals and draft environmental impacts
J AnaLj SIS 0f Hubllc review on alternatives
* Revision an ?rmtmgofre Qrt
» Preparation of draft Concession contract terms
July, 1987 . .
¢ State/federal decision on preferred alternative
A or”C(l)gm etitive contracting process for concessions
h Target date for start of development phase



ENVIRONMENT

The area rop?sed forfurther?tud mcludeas veral differ nteco stemswﬂhmthelOOO foot rise foverfd in
the distance o two or three mles etween t %; way and the ri Ot? Th eterraln ranges from re atweg evel
?round along the river and |r%;hwaz to ragua slo eswﬂhoccaswna ench T]nds to th steeghlllmde ledding

0 the alpln?rld ?top Treeliffe occurs at about 1, ?feetofelevatlon where the 11 de levels to become an un
dlulatltnghlltop ateau. Summit points inthe central area of the ridge are between 2,500 and 2,900 feet of
elevation

Ecosystems roughly align with elevation:

Weather is mod%rated b¥nthe rFAan warm, coast Iwaterﬁ 100 miles to th? south, End Rrotected by tBe Alas

Range against the extre e co Interior tot e north. Snow accumu atlons egihning In Octo er,

%o |v? or six feet by March, Snow usually melts during AP“' and ag/ although snow patches qhove

eetoten per5| t moJuIy Summer temperat ref a}\]/erar%; rom 44 to 68 de r%rees with occasmp al highs
0. and more t 0"hours of mid-summer wmter average temperatures range from Zero

above though extremely cold days can reach mmus 40 and " lower.

Through this brochure and the public workshops n(\?enmes are seekinq Hbllc CO{nment on the issues to be
copsidered in th %grepaJatlo of 'an environmental imipact statement. Initfally, the following categories of con-
sideration have been identified:

Wildlife prqtection, prevention of bear/human conflict

Water quality

Viewshed

Automobile and aircraft noise

Climate, including cloud cover, wind, temperature, precipitation, avalanche potential, whiteout conditions
Solls, particularly problems assocjated with glacial till

Vege}atlon ;t)artlcul %llltalofalpme vegetation

Development of roa 3| e |n Ings

Local economy and lifestyles
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Slte select|on — The site ?]electlon zone extends from the Chuhtna River to the rldge tOLP near the sn(uthern
gurrgl %] Here there IS a ma?nl ficent view of the Alaska Ranr%e acoss th litna anﬁ 0sitna
Rlverva and the Ruth Glacier. InaddTtion, the hillside and ridge are comparatively near to the Parks Highway,

thus m|n|m|2|ng the distance and cost of access.

Terrain within this zone offers a ch%n:e of sites near the h|qhwa on forested bench Iands lbartlall g the
hillside, In sub-alpine zone and on the ridge top, The above Isted facilities each have differe Ioca lon I re-
unements and could be arranged in several different configurations, between the highway and the ridge to
Iga the maintenance comrpound sh OH be in.a convenle]nt but hidden location near the highway, and the
e and visitor cepter re UI sites wit gﬂood views: but the comblnatlon of seﬁaratlon of varioys fau lities,
f oice of a hillside, sub Ipine or alpine Tocation and tne accommo atf]on? parking require careful analysis.
Pub ic comment on the following and other considerations wou

1. The wmtorcenﬁerwould robabl% be the major traffic \%enerator in the development and]s %uld be readll
accessiple to al V|3|tors t minimal cost. A prime vie the Alaska Range Is essential, but sh ou
center pe located in the aplneh one in a? -alpine zone or on a pench in the forested hil ilde Shoul
It stand alone within an easy hike of the lodge ‘or be incorporated with the lodge in a single structure?

2. The Iodge also will require a premiere view of the ransg[e There will be two geneigl tﬁ/gesg clbent le; tou
traveler Smalnyover Ight visitors) a]nd vacatloners ?/ several ?4 hou ? e5|
to cater t0 noth types of vi |torsorl%anne as two seP at tamhhi) e with a Ielsure tmosg
lon Pterm V|S|t]ors and the %t er with the familiar conven ences desire ygvernlghters Fhou faci |t|es
ocate int eaﬁ)lne su a ine or forested z?ne?7 To what extentf t %e Include gate amenities
suc as shops, athletic facilities, conventlon acilities, etc.? Should the lodge De designed for expansion
or should a flxed capacity be set?

3. Mode of ccTss to various faC|I|t|es WI|| |n Iuence the visitors' convenience and en ment If people drive
anate vehicles to, the visitor cent e]r e, ar e parking areas mustb ded ith consequent
?ISG an act|V|t |ncom atlbewn oa of eservn t gea e and. natura ualtyo t envnon ent

ernahvey b|c king could % rovided near the has the ri 9 e and access to acilities above
achieved eithe at am oras utte 5SS stem A tram offers ﬁhe possiblity of being a unigue and agfrac-
t|ve recreatlon o ortunlt |n Itself, with m|n|ma environmental damage. However, prices must he afford-

a pub |c fatram Is used, it Wonld still be necessary to connect facilities with a low

speed roatte mlted to serwce and emergency vehicles.

river  road corridor & forested hillside subalpine alpine
A R e
g\f/@%ﬁ eﬁbfgaott&'%% * ponds
\a\mlﬁé’v treams

| /Bta(ﬁk spruce
W, alders

gaigpsgﬁ lé%ztussocks,
p

agnum- moss
highwoy tonwooHs alon
rainoge channels
wetlands/hog
W |e/b rues
\évrl %SL%EE chulltn river south curry ridge profile
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ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS
Mt. McKinICeg/htNorth America’s tallest mountain, consistent% ranks at the top of Alaska's attractions for visitors.

Several re
1.

2.

factors contribute to the economic viability of the South Denali project:

Alasliﬁn tourism has increased more than 25% in the past four years, with estimates of a 7% to 10% annual
growth.

Cruise ships are now caIIin% on souhhcentral norts of Anchora?e, Whittier and Seward. This not only brinﬁs
more visitors |rect|¥,|nto he Anc ora?e-F?lrbanks tour route, but aléo reduces bPl it lease ong da%// tg
Em% ne%essAaryhto get into that route. Formerly, passengers disembarked at Haines or Skagway and travele

y bus to Anchorage.

The road info Denali Na}jonal Park, a hundred miles north of the south Denali site, has reached its visitation
Falp%(:lty: ad |(§|0nf1I traffic would diminish Wdldhfe viewing opgortunltles. Ne essarx T|m|tat|ons will inhibi
urther "hotel deve oPmené In that region and encourage development elsewhere In locations with a goo

view of the mountaln and access topark lands.

However, the majn economic strength of the South Denali development stems from its attractiveness on its
own merits. It will be:

A unif%ue "in_park" facility, esBemallg,dem%ned and developed to harmonize with its natural setting
A centr I,gm tInarange af surroynding o tdoor[ecreatlonal? ortunities

A'site whi thn De acc sshbledurln the earlx/lsprln%aqd late fa sez?so[(]sas well as the summer
Acenter of Information ang. interpretation of Mt, McKinley and the Alaska Range

A destination with a magnificent view of Mt. McKinley

SOCIO/CULTURAL CONSIDERATIONS
Socio/economic imr%acts of the development wil| also be studied. This assessment will include impacts on local

and regional econo

y, population, lifestyles and cultural resources.

mLiSitsv





