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r. President: Date

The Committee cn ° too has had oi

«iron, obligation bonds for coat of trunk and- secondary airport construction
under consideration. A Majority of the members of the Committee

() vrecommends it DO PASS

() recommends it DO NOT PASS

( ) recommends it DO PASS WITH ATTACHED AMENDMENT (S)

() ‘recommends it BE REPLACED WITH CS FOR AND THAT
CS FOR DO PASS

() "and" recommends it BE REFERRED TO THE
COMMITTEE

() ‘reports it back WITHOUT RECOMMENDATION

() "other"

Members signing the Major! ty report

Members NOT concurring in the Major ity report:
recommends: /1y
recommend s : d-
/1= recommends:
recommend s :
recommend s :

Chairman
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THE LEGISLATURE OP THE STATE OF ALASKA
FISCAL NOTE

Second Session - Ninth Legislature

REQUEST

Bill No. HB 622 & SB 729

Title: G.0. Bond Issue, $5,575,000 Trunk & Sencondarv Airport Construction
Requested by: Senate Finance Date: April a. 1976
Return Date Requested: ASAP

Agency: Public Works Program: Aviation

FISCAL DETAIL
Budget Request Unit(s) Affected:

A.  EXPENDITURES: (Thousands of dollars)

OBJECT FY 76 FY 77 FY 78 FY 79 FY 80 FY 81
PERSONAL SERVICES ~5B37BT
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL 1,176,966 1,360,710
COMMODITIES
EQUIPMENT 89.259 21 ,428

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC.

TOTAL 1,850,006 1,724,994

B. FUNDING: (Thousands of dollars)

GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER G.0. Bonds 1,850,006 1 724,994

C. POSITIONS:

PERMANENT/TEMPORARY / / / / / /
MAN MONTHS (P./T.) / / N / / /

ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section 111)

See attached Capital Improvement Project forms for each project.

Federal matching funds is being requested in House Bill 586. See attached
breakdown.

* Project engineering to be accomplished by continuing currently authorized
CIP personnel positions.

ATTACHMENTS

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)



V

Original Sponsor: Rules Committee by request

IN THE SENATE - BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
, CS FOR SENATE BILL NO, 729
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
NINTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act providing for the issuance of general obliga—

tion bonds in the amount of $7,790,000 for the purpose

of paying the cost of trunk and secondary airport

construction; and providing for an effective date."
3E IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. For the purpose of paying the cost of trunk and secondary
airport construction, general obligation bond3 of the state In the principal
amount of not more than $7,790,000 shall be Issued and sold. The full
faith, credit and resources of the state are pledged to the payment of the
principal of and interest and redemption premium, if any, on these bonds.
Dhese bonds shall be issued under the provisions of AS 37*15 as those
jrovisions read at the time of issuance.

* Sec. 2. IT the Issuance of these bonds is authorized by the qualified
voters of the state, a special fund of the state to be known as the "1976
Drunk and Secondary Airport Construction Fund” shall be established, to
fhich shall be credited the proceeds of the sale of the bonds described In
sec. 1 of this Act except for the accrued interest and premiums. There 1is
ippropriated from the "1976 Trunk and Secondary Airport Construction Fund" to
;he Department of Public Works the amount of $7,790,000. To the extent
rea3ible, the proceeds of these bonds shall be allocated by the governor In

iccordance with the following projects and estimates:

Project T e . Location Amount
(1) Increased Project estimates -
- 1
.trunk airports - Statewide $ 133,000

n ~ - - -1- CSSB 729



(2) Landing strip Nuiqusit 75.000
(3) Runway repair Barrow 100,000
(4) Gravel resurfacing Newtok, Chevok,

Tununak 1,200,000
(5) Gravel resurfacing Emmonak, Alakanuk,

Kotlik 1,300,000
(6) Landing strip Allakakit 500,000
(7) Resurface airport Russian Mission 500,000
(8) Upgrading airports Northwest 480.000
(9) Landing strip Pt. Lay 100.000

(10) Airport improvements -

rotary beacons Statewide 160,000
(11) Increased project estimates -

secondary airports Statewide 1,712,000
(12) Armor stone riprap Whittier 50,000
(13) Landing strip Lime Village 480,000
(14) Municipal aid Statewide 1,000,000

* Sec. 3» IP the issuance of these bonds 1is authorized by the qualified
voters of the state, the amount of $27,300 or as much of that amount as is
found necessary Is appropriated from the general fund of the state to the
state bond committee to carry out the provisions of this Act and to pay
expenses incident to the sale and issuance of the bonds authorized in this
Act. The amounts expended from the appropriation authorized by this section
3hall be reimbursed to the general fund from the proceeds of the sale of the
Donds authorized by this Act.

Sec. 4. The amount withdrawn from the Public Facility Planning Fund for

the purpose of advance planning for the improvements financed under thi3 Act;

shall be reimbursed” to, the fund from the proceeds of the sale of bonds

authorized by this Act. )
fci r-

CSSB 729 “2-



* Sec. 5. The question whether the bonds authorized in this Act are to
issued shall be submitted to the qualified voters of the state at the next
state general election and shall read substantially as follows:

Proposition
State General Obligation Trunk and Secondary Airport
Construction Bonds $7*%790,000
Shall the State of Alaska issue 1its general obligation bonds in the
principal amount of not more than $7,790,000 for the purpose of paying
the cost of trunk and secondary airport construction?
Bonds Yes [ 1]
Bonds No [ 1
* Sec. 6. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.-

10.070(c).

-3- CSSB 729
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Original Sponsor: Rules Committee by request

IN THE SENATE BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 729
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
NINTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act providing for the issuance of general obliga—
tion bonds in the amount of $7,790,000 for the purpose
of paying the coat of trunk and secondary airport
construction; and providing for an effective date.”
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE; OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. For the purpose of paying the cost of trunk and secondary
airport construction, general obligation bonds of the state in the principal
amount of not more than $7,790,000 shall be issued and sold. The full
faith, credit and resources of the state are pledged to the payment of the
principal of and interest and redemption premium, if any, on these bonds.
These bonds shall be issued under the provisions of AS 37*15 as those
provisions read at the time of issuance.

Sec. 2. If the issuance of these bonds is authorized by the qualified
voters of the state, a special fund of the state to be known as the "1976
Trunk and Secondary Airport Construction Fund” shall be established, to
which shall be credited the proceeds of the sale of the bonds described in
sec. 1 of this Act except for the accrued interest and premiums. There 1is
appropriated from the "1976 Trunk and Secondary Airport Construction Fund" to
the Department of Public Works the amount of $7,790,000. - To the extent

feasible, the proceeds of these bonds shall be allocated by the governor in

accordance with the following projects and estimates:

Project Location 1 Amount
(D Increased Project estimates -
trunk airports - Statewide $ 133,000

-1- CSSB 729



(2) Landing strip Nuiqusit 75,000

(3) Runway repair Barrow 100,000
(*0 Gravel resurfacing NewtokChevok,

Tununak 1,200,000
(5) Gravel resurfacing Emmonalc, Alakanuk,

Kotlik 1,300,000
(6) Landing strip Allakakit 500,000
(7) Resurface airport Russian Mission 500,000
(8) Upgrading airports Northwest 80,000
(9) Landing 3trip Pt. Lay 100,000

(10) Airport improvements -
rotary beacons Statewide 160,000

(11) Increased project estimates -

secondary airports Statewide 1,712,000
(12) Armor stone riprap Whittier 50,000
(13) Landing strip Lime Village *430,000
(1*4) Municipal aid Statewide 1,000,000

* Sec. 3* If the issuance of these bonds is authorised by the qualified
voters of the state, the amount of $27,300 or as much of that amount as 1is
found necessary is appropriated from the general fund of the state to the
3tate bond committee to carry out the provisions of this Act and to pay
expenses incident to the sale and Issuance of the bonds authorised in this
Act. The amounts expended from the appropriation authorised by this section
shall be reimbursed to the general fund from the proceeds of the sale of the
ponds authorized by this Act.

* Sec. *1. The amount withdrawn from the Public Facility Planning Fund for

the purpose of advance planning for the improvements financed under this Act

shall be reimbursed to the fund from the proceeds of the sale of bonds
authorized by this Act.

CSSB 729 -2~



* Sec. 5. The question whether the bonds authorized in this Act are to
issued shall be submitted to the qualified voters of the state at the next
state general election and shall read substantially as follows:

Proposition
State General Obligation Trunk and Secondary Airport
Construction Bonds $7,790,000
Shall the State of Alaska issue its general obligation bonds in the
principal amount of not more than $7,790,000 for the purpose of paying
the cost of trunk and secondary airport construction?
Bonds Yes [ 1]
Bonds No [ 1
* Sec. 6. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.-

10.070(c).

" -3 CSSB 729



T 77-1

T 78-1

T 77-2

S 77-1

FEDERAL FUNDING

HOUSE BILL 586 (PAGE 52)

TRUNK AIRPORTS

Various Sites $3,152,000
Various Sites 1,863,000

$5,015,000
Deadhorse $5,000,000

SECONDARY AIRPORTS

Various Sites $3,608,000



TITLE

DAt"TWNG

LOCATION

source cost estimate Division of Aviation

Form 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED Wlv VACH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST .

VARIOUS SUES -

Ji,n- 1977

COMVPLETION Jan< 19?9 TOTALPROECT 4 616.0
CosT *

Feoe:)

increased Prolect EstIm\ j-StrsRU..

AREA ELECTION

Various Statewide SERVED Statewide DISTRICT

DESCRIPTION

PRIORITY T77-1

n/a

DATE August 975

J

o
PBnawuw nrotgaa
P*t
T hcgaaBaacpa aagpganccanaoaracaordapewM nw a c w mwaff
pSCT
J PROJECT TYPE
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT
X LAND >

-mlacpna-nniagxg

Additional funds are required to financially complete the design and construction PROJECTPURPOSE

of previously funded Trunk Airport projects.
Nomeraha "airport improvements at Ft. Yukon, Hooper Bay, Talkeetna, Homer and

Petersburg.

These projects include_“Fan<Tacquisi.tloi

Mejor Meintenance (Rahobl

Inprovormont or up-grading Sorvicei

Accommodation Inercaio demand

Now programor lonic
accomnodation

Supplerrent prcloui authorised

O O O o g

CT*jjMiAjuijLjd TsaKTiv y y wMV3rra* iauj* j» JiKiiiinAriiiatt>aan gTsu3TVBU i* T nu TAJULTI A ;T*g**g utri *
-ickrjunr-maijpu un:Tw rttt§? njer*rvxraauctumunuvtjaiBBii?myturuBiemiaa cjMm u oerufxgj:JBanm naaav*jtw j>u iie u.mma«ccgedignvrri-vtvnm rccyv.u.4m i wpuai:BnvnvT.k \cirjuuar fundl
OUDGETYEAR OUDGET YEAR REMAINING Pallminory foeslbllitv or coit

PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 . PLUS 2 COST fituiflei ]

TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENOITURECCpItICoat) 32700 3. 270. Q. e
’ == ’ -- r

PLANNING AND ENGINEERING 3270. — 327.0. | UMmm>uulLmnnM cg!jL»CTt»xcfacir«ilL avi';. TAmr;.:K (p\T:
LN\D =2= _=0= a@*raiULVvuiccHim m j.Uii;tXKt Bsm T.u-m.rm mun.dulinliml
CONSTRUCTION 2.313.10.  JU313,.0. APPROPRIATION REQUEST
EAVIPMVENT 200.0 200.0 Federal Rocolpti
Ac?r\ﬂljl\(lql""r"vz }‘%"xm:>/‘;B;.u.ajLCiijmjcijn.u;J’iCTK?,vani”W’\ir't7>«a,r"f.l\/hua.42&i Lra:T-TTsrscmncm st T in-tTitan vin-man ool SmrondLnimid} Roguirod G Rund Metchim

ra w iwwtturn j.fiCU jis»uvijgivAai44X>muucETcaramgrepgvcisjm sjgpa,] Xsrr raccraaiLL]uatt.na.Tc:jgiijag.i:mPij.cjjt.j mm&l Fund
OPERATIONAL COST AND NOPERSONNEL  ULTIMATE BUDGET YEAR  BUOGETYEAR G Q Bordl
. INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGET YEAR ~ PLUS 1 - PLUS 2 ASHA Bondi

OTHER SOURCES Intor-Agoncy Tronilon

FUNDING - GENERAL FUND Cthor
SOURCE

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST

TOTAL ( ’3,270.0

POSITIONS]

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS

Sliiigr:a@»mw»T»aui«Tn3’\aachrar Jca3TCTrag«rai
Vs

AGENCY

PUBLIC WORKS

L J L J
acB3Bbu>«aaiSU3j cw«iaamwalktraniagBccwBacaBaaH w raoaasgnwBcaasa urapi-rmTwmi »muJ

PROGRAM AVIATION

CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

PROJECT VARIOUS SITES - Supplemental
Annropriatlons__

T77-1



f*»*ojcc* eJnptilUco.<ion8Vf
X C . ) I-

J!
> / R . t'rrnd H ~rrv fift
cm 7?
= A statewide system of provbrf~g necessary, facilities and services to the ~ f
ITATE COAL citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner. *
"rrovide™transportation facilities Jtor people ana goods through the state of
LIANNING OBJECTIVE: Alaska using the .safest, most efficient, and as convenient a system as possible.
and Qriow rcaponic* at requirod-Ropoat hooding whan commenciing rosporvw-Uio Form 23 at continuing ihoot-Rotpond in numorical order-Svbrr. it Juitifier_loneach proicct liticd Form 24-
Jitach fe.uibility studiw whon owailabla, -
DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cito quanitolivo and moa»ur;blo need) "HI. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Oiseuss degree of rol,aility)
ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Enimatc and justify) I/, IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stotowhy rejected)
l. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - Additional appropriations are needed to complete previously funded projects due
to .inflation, expansion of project, or original project underestimation from previous CIP"s.
1. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - f This project will have no effect on operational expenses, other
*than the standard amortization factor.
111, DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL TOST - The estimate is a preliminary design estimate based on current
and project prices applied to anticipated quantities.
PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT 9 * ALLOCATED ALLOCATED ADD. STATE ADD. FED.. TOTAL
LOCATION DESCRIPTION FROM CIP STATE FED FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REQ. PROJECT
FY 72-75 FUNDS *FUNDS COST
Ft. Yukon Apron T75-16 70,000 430.000 -0- 80,000 580.000
Hooper Bay Maint. Bldg. .T75-27 > 12,000 108.000 m 3,000 107.000 230.000
Talkeetna Apron T75-28. - 5,000 .. 45,000 15,000 135.000 200.000
Homer Apron .* T75-29 125,000 675,000" 100,000 m-+200,000 1,100,000
Petersburg Paving T75-33 ,"110,000 990,000 ’868888 1.730.000
Nome Apron & Land T75-5 *250,000 2,250,000 2 | 4.500.000
Acquisition
«572,000 4,498,000. 3,152,000 8,340,000
5,0 ft
JENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM — AyiATIQjL PROJECT various sites - SupploxgnMl-

Ab);n-ub)ri:i i:_fiy;

CAPITAL BUDGET . T77-1
PROJECT JUSTIFICATION

maune.



BRU.

V.

IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1.

EXpildnation

Construct as much of the project as possible with the allocated funds available. This Is not
considered feasible because the projects® are limited in scope and require 100% completion.

Distribute the allocated funds to the greater priority projects from the lesser priority projects.
This is feasible but not desirable since the previous programs have committed construction projects

at all of these airports, and reprogramming the projects would incur:* additional inflation.

Do nothing. As mentioned previously the projects have been committed from previous capital programs.
To avoid the projects would not be feasible since these projects have established a greater priority

than any future projects being considered In subsequent years.

BRU CODE REVISED

. T77-1
* | EXPLANATION



CapM.~I1 tfef Prop”p ®d P"ojo~*
LAl =P Hirgip R Katin O findie ¢ S0 T i v —teaS
~ tmn -
Form 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED W. -ACHPROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST . i ek
TI0ra mxA w fT i -m%itxT Juuuxv;ixnm rraimiga:r.ilj: "mmrmxrjrcgaamc ylWHm,L_]"»»ﬁl.Uﬂ 10T
OPERATING
BT @B
STARTING i i~N77 COMPLETION TOTAL PROJECT
OATE July 1877  DbaTe cosT X/U/0.U PRIORITY  T78-4 1
) AREA ELECTION PROJECT TYPE
LOCAnoNVarlous State*ride served Statewide DISTRICT ~ N/A ?
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT
SOURCE COST ESTIMATE Division of Aviation DATE Oct. 1975
IMPROVEMENT LANO
DESCRIPTION dtrt".'lr”nr.m:a?chW bl aanv.jnia;.".uiua?:n
yerv.dcr=jj-ii.-cthstju -m raiugu .jauam iMcujzzznr
Additional funds are required to financially complete the design and construction
of previously funded Trunk Airport projects. These projects include Fire/Crash PROJECT PURPOSE
rescue equipment at Nome and Dillingham, airport construction at Birchwood,
runway modification and construction at Cordova and Point Hopa. Iejor Mtintononco (Rohab) n
Improvomont or up-grodino Sorvicoi n
Accommodation incroato domonJ H
Now program or lorvico
accommodation O
P Toojr*rrrfrejr crrznhyy aacrerr-Azn-Arjztltex:i ser-vrArrutrrrr Lr*;rz'tind xxrnrn.irmjauTermr*me-sztx-tt*rrtrxrtrrrrvree corarxs-i trtrnrrrtrrrveriruj: crrej xrm2m Tavne Supplomant previous authorized
nggsnCTxmnmamnrar TrarrgcTTXTami TrjorptnesoeseatoaCTOHFRE A7 0HWVAXC_ 7101 funds L]
DUDGET YEAR OUDGET YEAR REMAINING PolIminory foestblikty or cost
PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 COST studies ]
TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENOITURE (Cpital Cost) 1.87B.0 1.878.0 .
PLANNING ANO ENGINEERING -Othor n:ﬁ&g}rhtnn!
LANO >riXX-V;ixvrnirjxy77VtrAATt-T4Axcirr, rf.Ti-r,.v7r'mm;m rvzirxm - rrr.cCcr
CONSTRUCTION 1,878.0 1.878.0 APPROPRIATION REQUEST DUOGET YEAR |
EQUIPMENT Fodcral Receipts 1.863.0
i - ) B 8 _ - e . ; Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matchin
_ADMINISTBQTM_ AH.Qr.(?THEBZj—.— —t—=Tenafaumvronintxza —— . WcarjnrcoccenannxtsueCTujrS3VI=TTONIT. sinrijiica) viatea.~ci: O:hq Goncrol Fund J
<iKjBrtBbsimai iBGInaujrsragmugi “maumrtc: a1 L imi-rgpa.nurj or toncrof rund s )
OPERATIONAL COST ANO NO.PERSONNEL  ULTIMATE DUDGETYEAR BUDGET YEAR G. 0. Bondt /T 15.0/
1 INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGET YEAR  PLUS 1 PLUS 2 ASHA Bondi Vv A
OTHER SOURCES . Intor-Agoncy Traniiora
Ifunoing  GENERAL FUND 1.5 1.5 Othor
[source
[ TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST
i - = - TOTAL 1,878.0 j
LN P LG GO E i, ]
AGENCY Public Works PROGRAM Aviation PROJECT vVvarious Sites - .SunnJMJicnt.al-

Q

Apnronrintinns__

CAPITAL BUDGET T78-4

PROPOSED PROJECT



A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.

i“rovide transportation tacurties tor people and goons through the State ot
Alaska using the safest, most efficient; and as convenient a system as possible.

TATE COAL

LANNING OBJECTIVE:
xpond Qdowv reoporacs o j requir«d-Ropoat hooding whon conrencing responM-Ut0 Form 23 s continuing shoot-Roipond in nunorical onder-Submit justification ooch project listod Form 2 4 -
ttach fusibility studics whon available.
DOCUVENTATION OF NEED {Gito quanitativo and moesurabl# need)

. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE {Estimate and Justify)

I11. DOCUVENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dogroo of reliability)
IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stotowhy rejected)

l. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - Additional appropriations are needed to complete previously funded projects due
to inflation, expansion of project, or original project underestimation from previous CIP"s.

IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - Supplemental funding to complete projects will have no effect
even though the project cost is somewhat higher.

Il ANALYSIS
on operational expense,

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST - The estimate is a preliminary design estimate based on current
and project prices applied to anticipate! quantities.

PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT #  ALLOCATED = ALLOCATED ADD. STATE ADD. FED. TOTAL
LOCATION DESCRIPTION FROM CIP STATE FED FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REQ. PROJECT
FY 72-75 FUNDS FUNDS COST
Birchwood Airport Const. $400,000 $2,380,980 -0- $ 762,000 $3,542,980
Cordova Rwy. Modif. & Imp. 320,000 1,370,139 -0- 440,000 2,130,139
Point Hope Rwy. Reconstruction 250,000 -0- -0- * 450,000
Nome Fire/Crash Resc. Sta, T75”6 70,000 480,000 10,000 50,000 " 610,000
Dillingham Eire/Crash Resc. Sta T75-24 60,000 e 420,000 161,000 646,000
Totals 1,100,000 $4,651,119 T$.15,000y 1,863,000 $6,929,119

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED -

1. Construct as much of the project as possiblewith the allocated funds available. This is not

considered feasible because the projects are limited in scope and require 100% completion.
2. Distribute the allocated funds to the greater priorityprojects from the lesser priority projects.

is feasible but not desirable since the previous programs have committed construction projects

This
at all of these airports, and reprogramming the projects would incur additional inflation.
AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM PROJECf Various Sites —ASuppIen]entlal,
CAPITAL BUDGET
26 PROJECT JUSTIFICATION



1> u.m>" atofii t*m /t

t Explanation cotfrar

3. Do nothing. As mentioned previously the projects have been committed from previous capital programs.
To avoid the projects would not be feasible since these projects have established a greater priority
than any future projects being considered in subsequent years.

BRU, PnhHc Works BRU CODE A, .nt—im REVISED Various Sites--—————
Supplemental Approp.

EXPLANATION



S« Jg.

N

A N uoatf N bawo - w
**J t *

i R _
Syttt Bl arn ik kT ED A D el e e Drotel-asrtpadtgnan | 0> E0 PROJECTRE QBT o bpecpt

OPERATING

title . DEADHORSE - Runway Reconstruction OUDGETBRU

i COMPLETION TOTAL PROJECT
fit;ltgtmg J™n 1977 date Oct 1977 cost 5>688*6[ priority 177-2
. AREA ELECTION
location  Deadhorse serveD Deadhorse DISTRICT 19

source cost estimate Division of Aviation Design date- August 1975

DESCRIPTION
The project consists of widening the runway and t"axiway, placing a crushed base

_ P - bn-Trri

Fm-
«

Ar> M« uwcDrrarKnayna

naar~.T00iaji. v mgtn FgBbasu. JKiiuuii mnya3cninpimjjnw» i

jum)si'iirmliujin:sifi—m m gxmragnTKiu him .axe:

PROJECT TYPE
CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT
IMPROVEMENT LANO

Trstn/dudimmm/ar fLTCFiIm acl: "Vjar,aux i
—=Or>1 . U2 iwms

course on the runway, taxiways and apron, installing high intensity runway,lighting PRQIECT PURPOSE
system, erection of a two stall crash/fire/rescue station with the necessary _ _
utilities and providing one C/F/R vehicle. Mejor Meintenance (Rehab)
Improvenrent or up-grading Sorvieas X
Accommodation Incrooit dermand H
Nowvproorom or tondca
accomnodation C
ttgwASjrregmrrm . vuirem m wnotww ~oim itntggw m wgaptiwcBPCgniHwagw m raa iji*puim x3 C cinTaJi*3n7ctauinrtixrtrn ~ «>Lisri P MLwiu.*«ro*ta(fiCTCTWuw»JTEgmrtOTr SU?p:sjmm FTO\/l(lB authoritod C
undi
BUDGETYEAR BUDGET YEAR REMAINING Pollmtnary feasibility or cost
PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL BUDGET YEAR  PLUS 1 PLUS 2 CosT studies
TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENDI TURECCopltalCost) 5,600.0 3,500.0 2,100.0 Othor
PLANNING ANO ENGINEERING 380.0 180.0 200.0 A txt Jyran mamgean/Uo.utem 3a W rrunn jramnr
LANO -0 - -0 - -0 - |V\g'HXijinagn'Jici;|ujjin tarrznrcrvizrrmnnnrenB
CONSTRUCTION 4,500.0 3,000.0 ® 1,500.0 = APPROPRIATION REQUEST BUDGET YE
EQUIPMENT 200.0 200.0 Fodoral Receipts 5,000.
ADI\/II'\IA\IICSI%Q\TIONAIT\D OTHEB fumimnVUtIUl K\ ivwoW 8 s LL.m/irb Zioraii e LLLSStINUUIIKI/AKTIU Roguirod Gororal Rund Meiching
{nml]]-lu . I unmr.jimixwncyj.-na*viumimn. uu Ivwo WWwWnawcwnaocgaim aaxja u .m/ mrjurutiu-au . amm Fur‘d
OPERATIONAL COST AND NOPERSONNEL  ULTIMATE BUDGETYEAR ~ BUDGETYEAR G O Bonds §* co0
INCREASE (DECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR  PLUS 1 PLUS 2 ji ASHA Bonds
OTHER SOURCES . - J Intor-Afloncy Trorslors
FUNDING  GENERAL FUND 190.0 "190.0" Cther
SOURCE
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST 190.0 190 :
POSITIONS FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS s . : 3 . TOTAL Lo SITOCT
Iranancm -JbaomoamuG Xti.;=ivcriruv.ur.iu.iw r i nannaa—nciarcniiTrrnW gauiAr-nanm.vijjjubs s e CzooKiizian.trsa™'.vrot-iyTareDmn-~TiirrLnwW uw tmiw g
DEADHORSE-
AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM AVIATION PROJECT p-a/ANpgI-Tiir M X,
CAPITAL BUDGET 177-2

PROPOSED PROJECT



Provide transportation racilities tor people and goods through tne state oi

PLANNING OBJECTIVE: Alaska using the safest, most efficienti and as convenient a system as possible

|. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED ‘Cito quanitolivo and mosturablo need) (1. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Dijcuu dcOrcc of reliability)
li. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Etlima’.a and justify) IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Slate why rojccuj)

l. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The proposed improvements are_designed.to..meet..cur.rent. FAA .criteria and to___
better accommodate present and future demands created by oil field development. The largest airline
servicing the Deadhorse Airport is Wien Air Alaska. They have six scheduled Boeing 737 flights per
day and haul approximately 700 tons of freight per month. These figures are expected to jump at
least seven flights daily wich an appropriate increase in freight. Alaska Airlines presently has
one Boeing 727 flight per day and anticipates three a day with 25 tons of freight daily in the near
future. The field is also served by carriers certificated by the ATC, using both large and small aircraft.

The urgent rehabilation project would alleviate existing unsafe dust, rutting, and loose rock conditions.
It would also provide emergency fire/crash/rescue service and include high intensity lighting for greater
operating safety. The airport has already experienced many crashes, which within itself justifies the

need for improvements.

A request for emergency funds has already been submitted to the Congressional Delegation to alleviate the
financial burden, (refer to telex dated July 31, 1975) In the event that these funds are allocated this
project would be eliminated from the Capital Improvement Program.

B ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - =
Estimate of increased annual operating cost is associated with the cost of heating and operating the fire

station and normal annual maintenance on the structure and equipment. The addition of three employees to

operate the station and provide maintenance on the airport will show an increase in operational expense.

The improvement on the other hand will decrease the total maintenance expense thus showing a limited

overall increase in annual operational expense. Standard amortization effects the impact on the operational expens

I1l1. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST - The project estimate is obtained from preliminary design
guantities at the current unit prices available.

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM .—AVIATION PROJECT Deadhorse - Runway Reconstruct

CAPITAL BUDGET Trr-2
2 © - PROJECT JUSTIFICATION



'E)b?(anation

03%t

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. Do nothing. The continued operation of the airport in its present condition would force the air
carriers to utilize the existing runway under marginal safety conditions and would limit the extent
of passenger9 freight, mail, and emergency transportation needed to and from the Deadhorse airport.

BRU. BRU CODE REVISED

EXPLANATION
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iorm 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHEDMThv/ " H PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

OPERATING
title COLO BAY Dock OUDGETBRU
STARTING CONVPLETION TOTAL PROIECT
DATE Oct. 1977 COST 2 PRIORITY
AREA N ELECTION
location Cold Bay servedl  Cold Bay ® *  DISTRICT
-
SOURCE COSTESTIMATE Div. of Aviation (K.P.F. & F. Consultant) date Dec. 1975

DESCRIPTION

The design concept which serves as a basis for the estimate incorporates separate
wharf facilities for general cargo and POL products.
would be 200 feet long and 75 feet wide and provide 15 to 16 feet of water depth .
The POL receiving terminal would be constructed as a
circular sheet pile cell system filled with gravel and fitted to a dolphin system;
Construction of the basic approachway to the general cargo and POL facilities.would

at mean lower low water.

The general cargo wharf

T77-4

be.earthfill with riprap protected side slopes except in the vicinity of the general
cargo wharf where it would be retained by sheet piling.- , - ; :

PROJECT EXPENDITURES
TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENDITURE(CopltalCoit)
PLANNING AND ENGINEERING
LAND
CONSTRUCTION
EQUIPVENT
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER

OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL
INCREASE(DECREASE)
OTHER SOURCES
FUNDING  GENERAL FUND
SOURCE
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST
POSITIONS  FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS

.| «»«<nEiM>rnri
PUBLIC WORKS

AGENCY

TOTAL

,2.500.0
200.0

2.00(7.0

3(x).

.0

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL

ggo

o

reOnticofjracnerontier sL-amuma. mucmar

DUDGETYEAR BUDGETYEAR REMAINING
cosT

BUDGETYEAR  PLUS 1 PLUS 2
.1.000".0 150070
&®".0 120.0
800.0 1r2no.0
t
120.Q 1
Jariu fILTSi.tiiri
BUDGETYEAR BUDGET YEAR [
BUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 i
*280. 0 .280.0 280.0
J
° ujua.M'Lxn.'UUJjUJVi..uim
AVIATION
PROGRAM
CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

PROJECT m

PROIECT TYPE
CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT

IMPROVEMENT LAND

PROIECT PURPOSE

Major Moblntononco (floheb)

(e

Inprovonont or upgrading Sorvicoi

]

Accommodation Incroato donond
Naw programor (ondca

]

accommodation

Supplanont provioua cuthorlead

fundi - L]
Pottmiery foailblllty or cost

tUdM ]

Cthor me
JMnd X BPPrgmaPCamO ttWaBWaaXWe-u JTTTrnmgp ‘gTtrrxxW

APPROPRIATION REQUEST BUDGET YEAf

Fodoral Rocolptt
Rogulrod Gonoral Fund Mbtching

Othor Gonorol Fund N
G O Bonds /"2.500.0J
ASHA Bonds

Intor-Agoncy Transfers

Othor

t TOTAL 2v500.r0-

COLD BAY DOCK



% 1+

’# N
L.
¢ A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
re | citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner. -
god ""Provide transportation facilities for people and goons through the ctatc or

iNNING ODIGCTIVE: Alaska using the safest, most efficient, and as convenient-a system as possible.

and Odow rcspomw aj rcquirod-Ropoot hoadIno whon commoncinu roiponso-Uio Form 23 ascontinulna shcot-Rojpond In numor/cal ordor-Submlt Justification onch project listed Form 24-

>th feasibility studios whon ovalloblo. , o .
JOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cite quoniiativo and moasurablo nood)
ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimato and Justify)

’ I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dcorco of reliability) ’
e |V. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stotowhy rejected)

DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The existing Cold Bay"Dock facility is a 40 year old timber pile structure with a 1,700~
approachway and small wharf, Its principle function is to accommodate tankers and support pipelines through
which POL product is pumped ashore. Alimited amount of dry cargo also passes over it. The existence.of

Cold Bay Airport as a refueling stop for international cargo flights is totally dependent.upon the dock. The
in resupply of POL products via large vessels and the pipeline are also of substantial

economies involved
and other local users of the product.

benefit to domestic airline operations,

In addition to the above mentioned usage, a consideration in requesting funds to construct a new dock is
Cold Bay % remote and unique location and the potential for an adequate dock to act as a catalyst for other
activity such as fishing, Far East trade, national defense, a base for 200 mile limit patrol vessels, etc.
ice floes have caused extensive damage to the structure and costly repairs have been necessary
it.is beyond reasonable repair and in danger of total collapse.

In recent years,
to keep it operational. Even so,

P *

IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - The amount allocated for increased annual operating cost is equal to the
and an annual operating budget to operate the wharf. It is anticipated that the
but an annual maintenance expense

I1. ANALYSIS
.8.0 percent amortization factor,
reconstruction would, eliminate most of the need for future capital, expenditures,

is projected.. - < \

1. Amortization $740, 90
2. Annual Main.tenance” 8,000
3. eUtilities & Wages 32,000
$"280,000
AGENCY  PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM A A-YAATION, PROJECT ~ COLD BAY DOCK

fiz  CAPITALBUDGET . T77-4
— vO nnnuTrT JUSTIFICATION



Explanation ey w

I «e aQCUMEHTATipHi#OF BgTJATEACAPITAIL. _COST - ~. lhe folloBing Is ba3e(i oallMtad field"data.

Mobilization $ .100,000 .
Granular Fill > ”$ *4_.00-/cu yd. 660,000 e
Riprap 10.00/cu yd.. 170,000-
= Sheet Piling Material 0.20/1b. ,580,000
Install 3.90/sq ft. 310,000
Mooring Dolphins . $20,000.00/ea . 100,000
Catwalks . 60,V00/1in.ft. 32.000
Fender System (from pile &
timber salvage) -80.00/1in.ft. 48.000 -

Sub Total ; & . « M e e e o < $ 2,000, OCRF

Contingencies, Engineering & Adminis. 500,000
TOTAL VI.;, . $ 2,500,000 .. . 1

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. Do nothing. The.dock will probably collapse within two years, The potential for fuel spills from
ruptured lines is significant. Some bulk items could be delivered to Cold Bay by heavy aircraft, or
lightered to shore from barges, but. the delivery of petroleum products would be greatly complicated.

Cold Bay Airport would no longer serve as a refueling stop for international. cargo flights.

2. Arrange to have private enterprise provide substitute facilities. "Proposals were solicited via
public advertisement without response.

3. Arrange to have local government or Federal agencies replace the facility. There Is no local government
and no Federal agency has been Identified who would accept the responsibility.

BRU CODE REVISED

T77-4
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[ * V" -/ Form 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED WHV ~CH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

TITLE

oateTING JanuarY -97e”

LOOA'I'IO\Ivar'OUS Statewide

LESmary 1977

source COST estimate Division of Aviation

DESCRIPTION

Additional funds are required to financially complete previously funded Secondary
include new airports at NIGHTMUTE,
AKHIOK,

Alrport projects.
CROOKED CREEK,
AK3LER;

PROJECT EXPENDITURES
TOTAL ANNUAL GXPGNDITURE(Copltal Cost)
PLANNING AND ENGINEERING
LAND
CONSTRUCTION
EQUIPVENT
ADMINISTRATION ANO OTHER

OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL
INCREASE(DECREASE)

OTHER SOURCES
FUNDING  GENERAL FUND
SOURCE
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST
POSITIONS | AFULL-TIVE EQUIVALENTS

AGENCY

PUBLIC WORKS

The projects
RUSSIAN MISSION,
and airport improvements at NOORVTK, BIG LAKE,

TOTAL
5,320.0
255.0

4,310.0

255.0
500.0

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL

150.0

150.0

LARSEN BAY, KARLUK,

and GIRDWOOD**

PROPOSED PROJECT

VARIOUS SITES - Increased Project Estimate” B%D(%'Ae\?bl\ﬁj
CIALPROIEC.. 5 320.0 PRIRITY  S77-1
)SAI?FEOED'. Statewide Ell'g%lgr\l N/A
Design Section date November 1975

SHELDON POINT,
NEW MINTO and

mnpwaamimvumnuraracta-¥-l . .
rrrwr TN ini InjHir
BUDGETYEAR BUDGETYEAR REMAINING
BUDGET YEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 CosT
5,320.0
255.0
4,310.0
255.0
500.0
BUDGET YEAR BUDGET YEAR
BUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2
150.0
150.0
AVIATION
,PROGRAM
CAPITAL BUDGET

AWML i rW A » MILHHT<I T>1]

~6S 2727

rgtru,

PROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT X

IMPROVEMVENT X  LAND
\Y
PROJECT PURPOSE
Mejor Melntcnanco (Rehab) ]
Inprovarmant or up-grading Sarvicoi H
Accommodation Incrooia dorrond ]
Nbowprogramor torvica
accomnodation
]
Supptomont pravlaut authorized
fundi ]
|  Pollmino/oailbllity orcoit
b it 301
1
aH
Tsxwnrnxirx
trjklinaulsim=yotrmwiom—rexdBinT. oo TIUBIO0F . U FILWAIL
1 APPROPRIATION REQUEST 0 T-WE?r(f\
Focoml Rocolpit 2Ry
Roquirod Gonoral Fund Matching
Othor Gonordl Fund
G O 3ok .1,712.0 . :
ASHA Bondii
Intor-Agoncy Tromlon
Cthor
TOTAL 5,320.0
VARIOUS SITE - Increased ProjeceE

PROJECT

Estimate!

S77-1
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e A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the &/
e "citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.

STATE GOAL . ) . L

Provide transportation laciiicies xor people ane goods through the State of

PLANNING OBJECTIVE: _A_I_a_s_kii_Eii_n_g__t_hg_iafest, most efficient, and as convenient- a system as possible.

BExpand Botow resporses as requirod-Dopaat hoadino whon commrencing responno-Uw Form 23 st continuing sheot-Rospond In nunorical o/der-Submit Justification ouch project listod Form 24-

Atueh feasibility studies when cvallablo. - : -

. DOCUVENTATION OF NEED (Gito qunnitotivo and measurable need) ‘ " <Jf. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss degreo of reliability)

Il. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate and justify) - IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stato why rojectod)

l. POCUMENTATAION OF NEED - Additional appropriations are needed to complete previously funded projects due
to inflation, expansion of project, or original project underestimation from previous CIP"s.

. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - Supplemental funding to complete projects will have no effect
on operational expense, even though the project cost is somewhat higher.

. DOCUMENTATION OF ESIMATED CAPITAL COST - The estimate is a preliminary design estimate based on current
and project prices applied to anticipated quantities.

PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT # ALLOCATED ALLOCATED ADD. STATE ADD FED. TOTAL

LOCATION DESCRIPTION FROM CIP STATE FEDERAL FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REA. PROJECT

FY 72-75 FUNDS FUNDS * COST
Sheldon Point Airport Const. Leg. Addn. 350,000 -0- - 125,000 . -0- 475,000
Crooked Creek Airport Const. . Leg. Addn. 100,000 mm -0- 300,000 -0- 400,000
Russian Miss. Airport Const. Leg. Addn. 100,000 -0- 415,000 -0- 515,000

(Kuskokwim) ' .
Akhiok Airport Const. S75-21 - 50,000 250,000- 108,000 "516,000 924,000
Larsen Bay Airport Const. Leg. Addn. -m100,000 . -0- -0- 746,000 846,000
Karluk Airport Const. S75-22 60,000. 340,000 53,000 614,000 1,067,000
New Minto Airport Const. . S75-12 50,000 250,000 96,000 659,000 1,055,000
Noorvik Rwy. Impr. S75-7 70,000 430,000 . -0- 401,000 901,000
Ambler Airport Const. S75-2 - 70,000 430,000 70,000 . , -534,000 1,104,000
Big Lake* Rwy. Impr. S75-14 - 30,000 180,000 95,000 <(180,000) * 125,000
Girdwood Airport Imp.. S§72-24 120,000 -0- 318,000 438,000
1,365,000 1,880,000 f17712,000 ) 3,608,000 8,565,000
AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM _ AVJAJIQ|I PROJECT

. CAPITAL BUDGET $77.]

PROJECT JUSTIFICATION



1v. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

hd . «

Cor.stridct as much of the project as possible with the allocated funds »"«silable. TRI§ 1§ jot
considered feasible because the projects are limited in scope and iecuire 100% completion.

2. Distribute the allocated funds to the greater priority projects from the lesser priority projects.
This is feasible but not desirable since the previous programs have committed construction projects

at all of these airports., and reprogramming the projects would incur- additional inflation.

2." Do nothing. As mentioned previously the projects have been committed from previous capital programs»
To avoid the projects would not be feasible since these projects have established a greater priority

than any future projects being considered in subsequent years.

The current laclc of federal funds will delay the project; it is proposed to change to 100% State
financing to permit earlier construction. The scope of work is being reduced to hold costs to a minimum.

BRU CODE REVISED

EXPLANATION §77-1



VA 'Tonu 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED Wk X cHPROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST 0£7s~
nwrrvrur"w OAYVMUO jx x x m j* :»arjmrrgn&Arcicurcgicicnrjc rggamw rolhrfft Ea anazasu m. TssmTnuaanrsarIskemsc-jt. '
) OPERATING ifi
titlc WHITTIER - Armor Stone Riprap OUDGET CRU
taoting j COMPLETION TOTAL PROJECT \
ate uly 1976 OATE Oct. 1976 COST «50.0 PRIORITY  "S77-9 »
AREA o ELECTION PROJECT TYPE
location  Whittier Airport servep  hittier DISTRICT
CONSTRUCTION GOUPMGENT
PURCH cost estimate Division of Aviation Design Section date . _ Aligner. 19.75.
- 1 IMPROVEMENT X LAND
INSCRIPTION -
This project is the placement of Armor Stone Riprap on the seaward end of the it
runway thus preventing continued erosion of the embankment. This project is PROJIECT PURPOSE
expected to be coordinated with a future Department of Highways project.
Mejor Molntonanca (Rohab)
Inproverrent or up(jrodrnu Sorvicat n
Accommodation Incroaio dormond []
New proQramor senvice
accommodation O
Supplomont pravlout authorized
Km fundt [l
BUDGET YEAR UUOGET YEAR REMAININO Pallininury faotiblllty ur cott
I PROIECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 CosT studios O]
m total ANNUAL EXPENDITURE (Copltal Cost) n Fn n ° Other
= PLANNINO ANO ENGINEERING ! W XKUSUXU W U G OD&
B 1and \titii
CONSTRUCTION 5n.n 50 n APPROPRIATION REQUEST OUDGET YEAR
EQUIPVENT Fodoral Recoipts
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER Roquirod Gonoral Fund Motchiny
.............................. Othor Gorsrol Fund —
OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL ~ ULTIMATE OUDGETYEAR UUOGETYEAR G Q Gondt ,
INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR  PLUS t PLUS 2 ASHA Condt 0
OTHER SOURCES -0- Intor-Aooncy Trontlou
FUNDING  GENERAL FUND 0- Other
SOURCE
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST -0-
R 0. TOTAL
POSITIONS | FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS 0 LatMtwuaaiMMa +cans/ A D xueu
AUENC~ubllc Works PROGRAM Aviation PROJECT " -WHITTIER...- Armor Sfnnp Riprjip

n>

CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

S77-2



A"

. A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
SMTP r.nn citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner*
li/rovide transportation facilities tor people and goods througtl tne State or
planningODJCCTIVEJ "Alaska using the safest, most efficientsand as convenient a system as possible.

Expond Below reaporaat at rcquirod-Ropoat hooding whan commoncling rnpoiuo-Uta Form 23 at continuing shoot-Rospond in numerical ordar~Submit justification each project listod Form 24~
Attach feasibility studies whon available.

|. DOCUMENTATION OFNEED(quUWKMWoandmOMUmmoan) [t). DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dogrco of roliabilily)
[l. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate and Justify) [V. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stole why rejected)

I. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The Whittier runway is currently under attack by erosion, ""T seaward end of the
runway has eroded badlyand is shortening the effective length of the runway. With the addition of
Armor Stone it is hoped that the erosion will be.arrested.

I1.  ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - Xhis project will have no effect on operational expenses, other
than the standard amortization factor.

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAF1TAL COST
jrhs-estimated-amQ-unt is anempirical " pre-design figure based on a contract rental basis.

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. Do nothing - Status quo will enable the erosion to continue and as time passes create more hazardous
conditions because the runway length is substandard already.

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM  aviaTioN, PROJECT wHITTIER - Armor Sf-mm Riprap,

CAPITAL BUDGET ST7-2
2 6 - PROJECT JUSTIFICATION



Capital 1sudcfet ropoaed Irojea

Qa=r
v v Form 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED WI\  xcHPROPOSED PROJECT REQQEST My
yAtirrilir'-ris>rg-rlpn*>rrev-L-rurrymtrri-t-A>ri-r-A- A *<er2eme-rTrror*~*-- r-TrLtrNi*rwr.-c’,-ruaninmfir rm-rr,
TITLC Lime Village AAlLAS
g BUDGET BRU 0OITea Maaaanjagaaacuaams aaaatmacaccammMaaalH
rARTING 8 COMPLETION TOTAL PROJECT . .ON — pacaaanaMmkapsacaaaaajsotmaa— (SUh
ate July 1976 DATE cosT © 480.0 PRIORITY S77-3
o AREA ELECTION PROJECT TYPE
ocation LIme village SERVEDLime Village DISTRICT 18 N
1 0 . CONSTRUCTION X EOUIPMCNT
ourcecost estimate DiViSiOﬂ Of AViation - Planning SeCtion— DATE NOV. 1975 -
IMPROVENMENT
ESCRIPTION gy M=, (:Tl'mﬁsmsr r.Koreir®
gITraif7ica.~tian; r.TTx7:najj «rBStVaa.-.llglr.a
This project will entail the construction of a rudimentary landing strip at PROJECT PURPCSE
Lime Village by equipment rental.” <““7 The strip will"be 1,500 feet long
by approximately 60 feet wide. Mejor Molntononca (Rehab) O
Inprovenrent or up-grading Service. ]
Accomnodation Incronto dunond ]
Now program or tornvico
acconTmodation 0
mttunum Supplenent proviout autltorired
fundi ]
3UOGET YGAIt OUDGET YEAR  REMAINING Pellminary (ooilbllity or con
PNOIECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 CosT ttudlot ]
fOTAL ANNUAL CXPGNOITUNG(CopltolCoit A
nG(CopltolCoit) 460 0. dfI0LO- ohor o ee [
LANNINC ANO ENGINEERING fluffy ~ if pfinrr~fiinrr-inrn Miirrny [NES camn =1 A"
»AN\D a"tJs. ta K A "U i
IOVSTRUCTION 4200 420.0 APPROPRIATION REQUEST ~ GUDGCT YEAR
QUIPVENT Fodorol Rocolpit
WﬂmmﬁﬁlJH”.rﬂ“Hxramin?ir%t'a(z(ritn/nita 60.0 lanuinrnimrutnnxasv Efiftnfra gngicim ~i. 8BBMBBBM RIM"Uj Fund |VEIChII’g
ricwi.-MwnnYtLikMni;-iii»nmitaitf AP Irrei-rtuIniv-IV*3r «ai. mc tiiir»nbBa»inm TTJis-uuimrennam-.yavpram cJA Sirontcam : Cthor Gorerol Fund
)PERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL  ULTIMATE OUDGETYEAR OUDGETYEAR G O Dondt -dSQ™.Q.A.
INCREASE (DECREASE) ANNUAL NUDGETYEAR  PLUS 1 PLUS 2 ASHA Dondl
OTHER SOURCES Intor-Agoncy Tronifon
UNOINO - GENERAL FUND Othor
OURCE JLCLIL- -5JXJL
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST SILIL
TOTAL 480.0
OSITIONS, FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS. air. iffn-rmwiner Trenuj Tii Wil TRGTOATS "atrwi . jfttin BfisneT7<irj<iitianrfiaigaiBa
AGENCY  gubljlcJioxlss. PROGRAM Aviation PROJECT Lime Village Airstrip

W PROPOSED PROJECT



-- - - —N is .
k statewide, system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
ATE COAL -citi{ens of Alaska in a time!y_and efficient manner.

""Provice transportation facilities ror people ana goods "\ ;ugn the State or
LANNINC OBJECTIVE: Alaska using the safest> most efficient* and as convenient a system as possible.

np.ind Ddow r&pomoi at requirod-RopMt hooding when ccmmencing c«porue-Uic Farm 23 « continuing »hoot-R«pond in numerics! order-Submit justification oach project listod Perm 24-
ttaeh feasibility studios whon available.

DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cito quanitativo and moasurabla nccd]
|. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate and justify)

[1l. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dogrce of reliability)
IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stato why rejoctod)

l. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The isolation of Lime Village prohibits the safe and efficient means of

transportation, therefore requiring the construction of an airstrip.
twenty miles and warrants the installation since travel cannot be pone by road or water.

I1. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - There 1is no operational expense connected with the project other
than the standard amortization factor.

111. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST - The estimated amount is an empirical figure based on a force
account rental rate.

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED -

1. Do nothing. This will not benefit the people of Lime Village and 6olve the
problems listed in the Documentation of Need above.

2. Build a more formal airport using FAA Standards. This is very expensive and for the
needs of. the people is not justified. The airstrip proposed under the Description will serve the

village adequately.

The closest village is approximately

Lime Village Airstrip

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM PROJECT

26 CAPITAL BUDGET 577-3
PROJECT JUSTIFICATION



OBJECT FY 76 FY 77 FY 78 FY 79 FY 80
100 PERSONAL SERVICES 583,781 342,856
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL ;-176 ,966 1,360,710
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT 39.259 21 .428
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC.
TOTAL 1,850,006 1,724,994
B. FUNDING: (Thousands of dollars)
GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS .
UTiitiH 0.0. uui'ius > i iN. 3N
* C. POSITIONS:
PERMANENT/TEMPORARY / / / \ / /
MAN MONTHS (P./T.) /3 / T \ 7
I11. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section II11)
See attached Capital Improvement Project forms for each project.
Federal matching funds 1is being requested in House Bill 586. See attached
breakdown.
* Project engineering to be accomplished by continuing currently authorized
CIP personnel positions.
IV. ATTACHMENTS
V. DATE: APril 8» ™76 PREPARED BY:
n Abafifirattattvee Director
Original: Legislative Finance
cc: Budget and Management

THE LEGISLATURE OP THE STATE OF ALASKA

FISCAL MOTE
Second Session - Ninth Legislature

REQUEST

Bill Mo. HB 622 & SB 729 _
Title: G.0. Bond Issue, $5,575,000 Trunk & Sencondarv Airport Construction
Requested by: Senate Finance Date: April 8. 1076

Return Date Requested: ASAP

Agency: PublicUor ks Program: Aviation

FISCAL DETAIL
Budget Request Unit(s) Affected:

A. EXPENDITURES:* (Thousands of dollars)

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

FY 31






* ° -
« rJ I_ap H I £S
7 " Form 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED WL jJkCE PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST - vy <3£3/
--wrr=rvL"i» 0<»*-\naav«-J»"»ic3grJ Ka”a-r.- ~ T»r/--rT--oc=.r rnnri%scaac 3"%&{3«'«’:9@8 ItrSSé&rtnayi
operating p-/
TITLE Mites" x-20r-000 par’XiCzt zjirrrxrzc
TARTING  gan. 1977 COMPLETION  jan. 1979 JQIALPROECT A 616.0 * o oo T177-1 3
PROJECT TYPE
- - AREA . ELECTION . )
ocanony  Various Statewide served  Statewide DISTRICT n/a J
CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT
ounce cost estimate Division of Aviation date August 1975
IMPROVENMENT X LANO X
ISSCRIPTION acxtdunil L-/. To1s-,"iTTC
HH-U-lag
Additional funds are required to financially complete the design and construction PROIECT PURPOSE
of previously funded _Trunk Airport projects. These projects include_"2aiid?.acquisitioi
V at”Nome;"anilTairport improvements at Fit. Yukon, Hopper Bay., Taikeetna, Honer "and Mejor Mdntoncnco (Rohab)
Petersburg.
Improvenrent or up-oroding Sorviees
Aeccrmmodctlon Increase dormond
Nowprogram or londeo
scconmodotion
Supplommt provlout authorltcd
fundi
DUDGET YEAR OUDGETYEAR  REMAINING Pellminory footlbllliy or cost
PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 COosT itudlei
rOTAL ANNUAL EXPENDITURE (Qrpitill Cost) —_3%270.0. J, 270.1L oo i
< ANNINC ANO ENGINEERING W J) m327.0 Hram Isr;JwLXxsrrmrsrlesrrxru aml.vjciihv mum .irjimittnr "W D rr
AND —o0- W< 7= 7o mrem
:ONSTRUCTION A313, Q APPROPRIATION REQUEST BUDGET YEAR
(QUIPVENT 200.0 200.0 Fodorol Receipt! *+3.152¢0
\DMINSTRATICNANO OTHER . sw A m VPR T: rerorarj2ahQrn sArarr s ai. A7y ach ~ STvkizas-ajiradfiig;anufug; oouirod Gonoral Fund Metching
SEENEDA *..,) N 1XG" j3EVET Jauledl* w73 Qthor Gonoral Fund
3PERATIONAL COST ANDNO.PERSONNEL  ULTIMATE DUDGETYEAR BUDGET YEAR G Q Bonds ( 118.0V
INCREASE (DECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGET YEAR  PLUS 1 PLUS 2 ASHA Bondli
OTHER SOURCES Inter-Agoncy Tronilori
‘UNDING - GENERAL FUND Othor
SOURCE —N
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST Y "A
. i : A 3,270.0
S%SI%%\/B FULL-TIME COUIVALENTS gjg;arasancy>iggc V\/—tvajoios;)j[% raCxx0.030 tTocn!
AGENCY- public WORKS PROGRAM AVIATION r VARIOUS 'SITES - SiiPiv omental
Apprtipriations
CAPITAL BUDGET T77-1



t-r-xa

r o7F /[?

» A statewide system of provl:nfig necessary, facilities and services to the W P
citizens of Alaska in a timely and "efficient manner. .
""*Provide transportation racmties lor people and goods through the State or
Alaska using the safest, most efficient, and as convenient a system as possible.

TE GOAL

NNINC OOJECTIVE:
nd Oriow rcponsw at requirod-Ropoat heading when commencing rosponso-Uto Form 23 at continuing shwt-fitttpor.d in numoi‘ical ordcr-Submit juitificatlon oaeh project lirtod Form 24-

eh fe.nibility ttudios when ovailobio. .
OCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cite rjuaniieiivo ond moasurablo need) "ill. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (OQiicutt degree of reliability)

NALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE IEnimato and justify) V. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Siato why rejected)

l. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - Additional appropriations are needed to complete previously funded projects due
to .inflation, expansion of project, or original-project underestimation from previous CIP"s,

-MnrrpT TnsTiFrr_ATinN

ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - f This projectwill have no effecton operationalexpenses, other
than the standard amortization factor.
111, DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL C€OST - The estimate 1is apreliminary design estimato based oncurrent
and project prices applied to anticipated quantities.
PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT # = ALLOCATED ALLOCATED ADD. STATE ADD. FED.. TOTAL
LOCATION DESCRIPTION FROM CIP STATE FED FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REQ. PROJECT
FY 72-75 FUNDS « "FUNDS COST
Ft. Yukon Apron T75-16 « 70,000 430.000 80,000 580.000
Hooper Bay Maint. Bldg. .T75-27 12,000 . ".108,000 107.000 588.088
Talkeetna Apron T75-28. « 5,000 e, 45,000 135.000 .0
Komar Apron .°* T75-29 125.000 675,000 » m"'=200,000 1,100,000
Petersburg Paving T75-33 110.000 990.000 ﬁ88.008 1.730.000
Nome Apron & Land T75-5 *250,000 2,250,000 2 000,00 4.500.000
Acquisition
0"
m572,000. .. 4,498,000. 3,152,000 8,340,000
;£ 10 P
EN'CV PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM _ PROJECT various sites - Sunplomenc.ij__
— Appvuprl .1 L:_inii;;
CAPITAL BUDGET T77-1



IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1.

3V

Construct as much of the project as possible with the allocated funds available* This is not
considered feasible because the projects”™ are limited in scope ar.d require 100% completion.

Distribute the allocated funds to the greater priority projects from the lesser priority projects.
This 1is feasible but not desirable since the previous programs have committed construction .projects

at all of these airports, and reprogramming the projects would incur;;, additional inflation.

Do nothing.
To avoid the projects would not be feasible since these projects have established a greater priority

than any future projects being considered in subsequent years. e

aiiimniiminirnr>l~n~-~r

sru CODE REVISED

As mentioned previously the projects have been committed from previous capital programs.

*k



Pcopied

tram in=c=yJ Cm—

' Form 76 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED W.

L

H-MZmauzcTas-€an .gxTsnwovncyxsargg jarass:angyIemss . m

r ~N

AU

nr5ss N "M,

i i i i OPERATING
itlg Various Sices - Increased Project Estimate BUDGET SSU
tRTING =, _n-Zi COMPLETION TOTAL PROJECT
IQE Jully 1977 DATE cosT 1,0/0*U PRIORITY T78-4
) AREA ELECTION
3atioryvarious Statewide served Statewide DISTRICT N/A *
jrce cost estimate Division of Aviation DATE Oct. 1975

JCRIPTION
Additional funds are required to financially complete the design and construction
of previously funded Trunk Airport projects. These projects include Fire/Crash
rescue equipment at Nome and Dillingham, airport construction at Birchwood,
runway modification and construction at Cordova and Point Hope.

DUDGET YEAR OUDGET YEAR REMAINING

ROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 CcCOoST
>TAL ANNUAL EXPENOITUNnE{CapitolCost) Ucm j L 1 .9.2.8.J
ANNING ANO ENGINEERING
NO
N3TRUCTION 1,878.0 1,878.0
UIPMENT
e .rxr\.in-.v.v-—-—- a .aair i ma Xr_i. a.-;a— —_ e
IERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL ULTIMATE BUDGETYEAR ' DUDGET YEAR
Increase(decrease) ANNUAL BUDGET YEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2

OTHER SOURCES .
NOING  GENERALFUHO 1.5 1.5
JRCE

[total annual OPERATIONAL COST
IdTIONSj FULL-TIME F.OUIVALENTS P i
. LL—ii-ii.rinrr.:-!

IENCY PROGRAM

Public Works Aviation

E  CAPITAL BUDGET
=<« 0 PROPOSED PROJECT

—‘eeslla

OP )POSED P PROJECT RE

PROJECT

faa o rit &aac<i
EST oot
TiS 1
2MTrNXIragia@VonrAaniel
1
PROJECT TYPE
i
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

LANO
=rarsjnrrr.Tmzz..... tnrrerr

IMPROVEMENT

L=

PROJECT PURPOSE
Major Mointononeo (Roheb)
Improvomont or up-Qrading Sorvicos

Accommodation Incrcaio demand

No-.v program or sorvlco
accommodation

Supplcmant previous authorized
funds
Pollmlnory loctlblllty or cost

studies

Othor
iMrtrerxvscrsr. L™

APPROPRIATION REQUEST BUDGET YEAR |

Federal Rccoipcs 1,883.0 i
Roqulrotl Goncrol Fund Matching

Othor Goncrol Fund [ —— _)
G. 0. Bonds /" 15.0/
ASHA Bonds . V
Intor-Agoncy Trcnitors

Othor

! TOTAL 1,878.0

, ’
snwoLv-ernrrrr-f-

?unnlcm_cnr.al-
Anoronri.m"ons

Various Sites -

T78-4



A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner,.
TATE GOAL WProvide® transportation racij.mes tor people” and goods through the State of
Alaska using the safest, most efficient; and as" convenient a system as possible.

LANNING OBJECTIVE:

xpond Belov* rcsporuoi si requirod-"Ropoat hooding when commencing rosponio-Uxo Form 23 w continuing shool-Rospond in numorieol ond4r-Submit Juitification ooch project lirtod Form 24-

ttach legibility studies whon available.
. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cito quanitativo and moaiuroblo need) [Il. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dcgrco of reliability)

|, ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate and justify) IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Statowhy rejected)

I. DOCUMENTATION OF-NEED - Additional appropriations are needed to complete previously funded projects due
to inflation, expansion of project, or original project underestimation from previous CIP"s.

e Il  ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - Supplemental funding to complete projects will have no effect
on operational expense, even though the project cost is somewhat higher*

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST - The estimate is a preliminary design estimate based on current
and project prices applied to anticipated quantities.

PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT #  ALLOCATED ALLOCATED ADD. STATE ADD. FED. TOTAL
LOCATION DESCRIPTION FROM CIP STATE FED FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REQ. PROJECT
FY 72-75 FUNDS FUNDS COST
Birchwood Airport Const. $400,000 $2,380,980 $ 762,000 $3,542,980
Cordova Rwy. Modif. & Imp. 320.000 1,370,139 . 440,000 2,130,139
Point Hope Rwy. Reconstruction 250.000 -0- e 450,000
Nome Fire/Crash Resc. Sta. T75*-6 70.000 480,000 50,000 610,000
Dillingham Eire/Crash Resc. Sta T75-24 60.000 e 420,000 161,000 646,000
Totals 1,100,000 $4,651,119 1,863,000 $6,929,119"

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED -

1. Construct as much of the project as possible with the allocated funds available. This is not
considered feasible because the projects are limited in scope and require 100% completion.

2. Distribute the allocatedfunds to the greater priorityprojects from the lesser priority projects.
This 1is feasible but not desirable since the previous programs have committed construction projects
at all of these airports, and reprogramming the projects would incur additional inflation.

CENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM PROJECT Various Sites - Stipplercatt.-i.l_
- Appropriation.

O Pi " CAPITALBUDGET 78-4

Q PROJECT justification



-26 Explanatior.

—- -iwZ.

3. Do nothing. As mentioned previously the projects have been committed from previous capital programs.
To avoid the projects would not be feasible since these projects have established a greater priority
than any future projects being considered in subsequent years.

BRU. Public Works BRU CODE AT trd-an- REVISED Various Sites

° 78-4
EXPLANATION



~r A P ( Pw. tav-d -4  Da<CE
y =
W Form 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED VI ACH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST
3y 1y og3IqEAft 20O SXUNFRBpAZ tryoar3i rOUMSSIC aUsjacrocjrsrorajar
) _ OPERATING
title . DEADHORSE - Runway Reconstruction OUDGETBRU FononocCrSNXcjc:
STARTING COMPLETION . .
date 1977 date Oct 1977  cosr "OFCT 55660.0 prRIORITY 17772 I
AREA ELECTION PROJECT TYPE
LOCATION Deadhorse served- Deadhorse DISTRICT 19
CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT
source cost estimate DiViSiOﬂ Of AViation DeSign DATE AugUSt 1975
IMPROVEMEN LAND
DESCRIPTION
The project consists of widening the runway and taxiway, placing a crushed base
course on the runway, taxiways and apron, installing high intensity runway,lighting PROJECT PURPOSE
system, erection of a two stall crash/fire/rescue station with the necessary _

utilities and providing one C/F/R vehicle.

i 7ais\mirKtmisi *j - ST vjac; A"sy™0., .casanm™ sial

twrrrrry-r-"X'ZZTXz1st yc&nnaleUIesuﬁTllsﬂ
DUDGET YEAR tJUDGET YEAR
PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL BUDGETYEAR PLUS ) PLUS 2
TOTAL ANNUAL CXPENOITUREICopltalCost) 5,600.0 3,500.0 2,100.0
PLANNING ANO ENGINEERING 380.0 180.0 200.0
LANO -0 - -0- . -0-
CONSTRUCTION 4,500.0 3,000.0 e 1,500.0 =
EQUIPMENT 200.0 200.0
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER 520.0 320.0 200.0
OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL ULTIMATE 3UDGETYEAR DUDGET YEAR
INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR PLUS t PLUS 2
OTHER SOURCES -
FUNDING  cENERAL FUND 19(J.0 1:10.0
SOURCE
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST 1T0.U ineo
T

J
TXXttzzrzstcre™m: tem;i:rc?amafrjnrov] i
AVIATION

irBRSMEHS1aoXiu P U EAE 7YX fabi-Praucic.

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM

CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

Major Molntonsrvco (Rohch)

Improvomont or up-gradlng Sorvicos

Accommodation Incrcma damand

Now prcQrom or torvica
accommodation

Supplomont pravlout auihoriiod

funds —
REMAINING I |Pallmlnary feasibility or cost
COST S studios
Othar - -
! myw w w raa__ tihtjrearji® uj:=TVTyrrem rvjtn.r.om-.
>n u cwj7griiuskav.uTivgervig;m i Fj §filTE
J APPROPRIATION REQUEST DUDGET YE/
O Foclarol Rccolpts 5,000.
. Required Gonoral Fund Matching
mvmup.iz 4
Othor Gonoral Fund
G. O. Dandt 600.
ASHA Bonds
Intor-Agoncy Tronslars
Other
* %
TOTAL -370(707
ar— ATOTrifrir-m T 3 rrvjrrt7tLrrdctt7icrm rrw»t=»
. DEADHORSE-
PROJECT  ..Bansjny -Unnnnt tTair fifiD>-

T77-2



A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the p"(
STATE GOAL citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficienc manner.
Provide cransportation racincies rcr people and gooas unrougn tne btate ox

PLANNING OBJECTIVE: Alaska using che safest, most efficient; and as convenient a system as possible.

Expand Ddow response si rcquircd-RopMt hoading whan commencing rccponw-Uia form 23 at continuing theet-fiospond in numerical order-Submit Juitilioation each project listod Form 24-

Atuch fcoaibility atudica wfion available.
|. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cite quanitativa and measurable need) iil. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss degree of roliability]

ii. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Ertimato and Justify) e int, IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (State why rojccted)

l. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The proposed improvements. arejdesifined.to. meet.current._FAA__cr.iteria and to -
better accommodate present and future demands created by oil field development.” The largest airline
servicing the Deadhorse Airport is Wien Air Alaska. They have six .scheduled Boeing 737 flights per
day and haul approximately 700 tons of freight per month. These figures are expected to jump _fr
least seven flights daily with an appropriate increase in freight. Alaska Airlines presently has
one Boeing 727 flight per day and anticipates three a day with 25 tons of freight daily in the near
future. The field is also 6erved by carriers certificated by the ATC, using both large and small aircraft.

The urgent rehabilation project would alleviate existing unsafe dust, rutting, and loose rock conditions.
It would also provide emergency fire/crash/rescue service and include high intensity lighting for greater
operating safety. The airport ha3 already experienced many crashes, which within itself justifies the

need for improvements.

A request for emergency funds has already been submitted to the Congressional Delegation to alleviate the
financial burden, (refer to telex dated July 31, 1975) |In the event that these funds are allocated this
project would be eliminated from the Capital Improvement Program.

1 ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE .
Estimate of increased annual operating cost is associated with the cost of heating and operating the fire

station and normal annual maintenance on the structure and equipment. The addition of three employees to
operate the station and provide maintenance on the airport will show an increase in. operational expense.
The improvement on the other hand will decrease the total maintenance expense thus showing a limited mm
overall Increase in annual operational expense. Standard amortization effects the impact on the operational

I1l. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST - The project estimate is obtained from preliminary design
quantities at the current unit prices available.

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM ftyimON_ PROJECT  Deadhorse - Runway Recons



IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. Do nothing. The continued operation of the airport in its present condition would force the air
carriers to utilize the existing runway under marginal safety conditions and would limit the extent
of passenger, freight, raail, and emergency transportation needed to and from the Deadhorse airport.



vapltal >pocicd i roject

Iorm 26 MOST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED Wirtu JH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST p /L /
OPERATING

TITLE COLD BAY Dock budget cnu e i
STARTING COMPLETION ¢ TOTAL PROJECT
Oate July 1976 DATE Oct. 1977 cost <2,000.0 priority T77-4

AREA - * % 1 ELECTION PROJECT TYPE

location Cold Bay served- Cold Bay T oistricT J5

. ) CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT
source cost estimate Div. of Aviation (K-P-P- & F. ConSUItant) date Dec. 1975 < -
e # ’ IMPROVEMENT LAND

nfurniPTinM

The design concept which serves as a basis for the estimate incorporates separate
wharf facilities for general cargo and POL products. The general cargo wharf
would be 200 feet long and 75 feet wide and provide 15 to 16 feet of water depth
at mean lower low water. The POL receiving terminal would be constructed as a

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Mclntononca (Rohab) O

circular sheet pile cell system filled with gravel and fitted to a dolphin systenm;

Improvomont or up-gr&dlr.g Sorvicoi

Construction of the basic approachway to the general cargo and POL facilities.would

oe.earthfill with riprap protected side slopes except in the vicinity of the general

Accommodation Incroaio domond

cargo wharf where it would be retained by sheet® piling.- , . .
Now program or lorvtes
accommodation
Supplomont provloui authorised
"e-TOQITT1 T.inntlap tWSiraxnzi — fundi -
BUDGET YEAR BUDGETYEAR REMAINING Pollmlnory focilblllty orcoit
PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL BUDGET YEAR PLUS ~ PLUS 2 cosT ttudlw
TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENDITURE(CopltalCost) .2,500.0 . LIOQO'.0 =x 500". 0
o Othor e e oo - .-
PLANNING AND ENGINEERING 200.0 _ = —— 120.0 cwsjgKcnimiairisjXT.in"Luj Ibi
LAND
CONSTRUCTION 2.000.0 soa-, 0 | r200.C)........
EQUIPMENT . t Federal Rocoipts
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER 300_ 0 . . . - . . Required Gor.orol Fund Matching
120.0 3rux-.iJi[Ebt:L.-ce33) --J- ®jn tn/mwimTii
Other Gor.orol Fund
« \ o. Bonds 2.500.0<
OPERATIONAL COST ANO NO.PERSONNEL ULTIMATE BUDGETYEAR BUDGET YEAR q-
INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR PLUS - PLUS 7 - . ASHA Bonds
OTHER SOURCES Intor-Agoney Transferi
FUNDING  genERAL FUND 280", 0 ' 280. 0 280.0 280.0- i
SOURCE r )
............................................ i
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST 1
TOTAL 2,500.

POSITIONS FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS

ACENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM PROJECT

COLD BAY DOCK

n Pv CAPITALBUDGET * Tr7-4

PROPOSED PROJECT



A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.

"Trbvrae transportacron, racilities”for people and goods chrougn the 3tate of
Alaska using the safest, most efficient} and as convenient- a system as possible.

STATE GOAL

PLANNING OBJECTIVE:
Expand Below responses ai requirocf.-Ropcot hoadlno whon commancinn rosponjo-Uio Form 23 ascoa'liuing shcot-Rospond In numorles| order-Submlit Justification each project lisiod Form 24-

Attach feasibility Jtudios w-Jton ovoiloblo. " -
J. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cito cjuanitativo and moasurabio nood} ' [1I. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dcorco of reliability) ’
[l. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Eitimato ond Justify) o Jy. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stotowhy rejected)

DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The existing Cold Bay-Dock facility is a 40 year old timber pile structure with a 1,700*
approachway and small wharf-. Its principle function is to accommodate tankers and support pipelines through
which POL product is pumped ashore. A Tiraited amount of dry cargo also passes over it. The existence, of

Cold Bay Airport as a refueling stop for international cargo flights is totally dependent.upon the dock. The
economies involved in resupply of POL products via large vessels and the pipeline are also of substantial
benefit to domestic airline operations, and other local users of the product.

In addition to the above mentioned usage* a consideration in requesting funds to construct a hew dock 1is
Cold Bay®"s remote and unique location and the potential for an adequate dock to- act as a catalyst for other
activity such as fishing, Far East trade, national defense, a base for 200 mile limit patrol vessels, etc.

In recent years, ice floes have caused extensive damage to the structure and costly repairs have been necessary
to keep it operational.- Even so, it.is beyond reasonable repair and in danger of total collapse.

ANALYSIS IMPACT OH OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - The amount allocated for increased annual operating cost is equal to the

8.0 percent amortization factor, and an annual operating budget to operate the wharf. It is anticipated that the
reconstruction would, eliminate most of the need for future capital, expenditures, but an annual maintenance expense
is projected., - . - -
1. Amortization $ 270,000
2. Annual- "Maintenance*® 8,000
3. eUtilities & Wages - 32,000
$ 780,000 »

PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM - A VIATIDN. pROJECT ~ COLD B ¥ DOCK

X774

CAPITALBUDGET . ¥
frga-~ -PROTECT .TTISTFFfr. ATTnN



rv

Explanation -

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED pAPITAL..£(AT «

Mobilization

Granular Fill $ "4.00-/cu yd.
Riprap 10.00 /cu yd. .
= Sheet Piling Material 0.20/1b.
Install 3.50/sq ft.
Mooring Dolphins $20,000.00/ea

60.vV00/1in,,fto

Catwalks
Fender System (from pile 6

timber salvage) .£0.00/1in.£t.

Sub Total e VooV

Contingencies, Engineering & Adminis.

TOTAL

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED
A ™ J - |-l i-i- ri - -nn | r

I
1.
ruptured lines 13 significant.

lightered to shore from barges,

.

Do nothing. The.dock will probably collapse within two years. The potential for fuel spills from
Some bulk items could be delivered® to Cold Bay by heavy aircraft,

but. the delivery of petroleum products would be greatly complicated.

..l.ll\

»* *n

IVGOBWMMLEW W W Hn

wi3 v/, s r

following is based on limited field data.-

$ .100,000
660,000
170,000-

~580,000
310 7000
100,000

32.000

48.000

. $ 2,000,

500,000

$ 2,500,000:

~o

or

Cold Bay Airport would no longer serve as a refueling stop for Internationa”™ cargo flights.

public advertisement without response,

and no Federal agency has been identified who

BRU CODE

BRU.
r 13I30ho2B
26 A .1

Arrange to have local government or Federal agencies replace the facility.

Arrange to have private enterprise provide substitute facilities. *Proposals were solicited via

There is no local government,

would accept the responsibility.

LREVISED

T77-4

EXPLANATION
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Form 26 MUST BH COMPLETED AND ATTACHED Y/Ilv. >CH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST "y ’\frrS) g
§*-
*OPERATING
&7L
ARTING jEnufry 197%£ gi:ELEiuiNuAv “977 TOTALPROJECT 5/320% CRIORITY $77-1
- . area . . m A ELECTION ji PROJECT TYPE
Barion Various Statewide terved. - Statewide CisTRicT a e
£ CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT X
urce CCST estimate Division of Aviation Design Section date mNovember 1975
* IMPROVEMENT X LAND t

ISC/tIPTION

Additional
Airport projects. The projects
CROOKED CREEK, RUSSIAN .MISSION, AXHIOK.
AMBLER; and airport improvements at NOORVIK,

LARSEN SAY,
BIG LAKE,

3UDGET YEAR

>ROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1
f-"'TAL ANNUAL GXPENDITUREjCopltalcoat) 5,320.0 5,320.0

.ANNING ANO GNGINGERING 255.0 255.0

INSTRUCTION 4,310.0 4,310.0

3UIPMENT 255.0 255.0

ICMIN1STRATION AND OTHER 500.0 500.0

c..3to:ac
Iperationalcost and no.personnel ULTIMATE DUDGETYEAR
| INCREASE IDECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGET YEAR PLUS ~
OTHER SOUnCCS

JINDING e NERAL FUND 150.0 150.0

pURCE

| .3TAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST 150.0 150.0

COITIONS -FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS .
KiaaaaSVSa’Sta-x--. m --myv . - [ - it it/°1 -

aviation

CAPITAL BUDGET

PROPOSED PROJECT

r.ar x?agii,jrjcesj™~ nnurd jiactre:
R R = e

*Trr>

funds are required to -financially complete previously funded Secondary !
include new airports at NIGHTMUTE,
KARLUK,
and GIRDWOOD*".

SHELDON POINT, | PROJECT PURPOSE

NEW MINTO and

Major Malntcnenco (Roheb)

Improvement or up-grading Sarvicoi

Accommodation Incroasa demand

Nan program or torvieo

cccommodatlon

Supplsmont provlout authorized

0

fund
BUDGET YEAR REMAINING Polimincpv faEIIbIIIty orcott
PLUS 5 cosT stutkot i
“Qil V VI
—'«"“L.u-i<Mffiir T f.,»gir«".iw i m-j -1
SupNC-, «ti TasKentrAICQUTIEC iamy HasC o Tzry
APPROPRIATION REQUEST -
rodcrnl Rocoipts _ﬁ[DJ
Roqulrod Gonorol Fund Matching
Other Genoral Fund -
DUDGET YEAR G. O. Condi 1.712.0 -
PLUS ? ASHA Dondi h
_ Inlor-Agoncy Tronlfor*
jOthor
. -
S TOTAL 5,320.0
ifnrrrr-rtmra’r-t-mvSRT* r-i’  -Am-m*—it.
PROJECT  vARI0OUS SITE - 1Increased Projce

Estimate

Sv?-1
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A statewide system"of providing necessary facilities and services to the 7
citizens of Alaska in a tinely and efficient manner.

"Trovie"e. cranspcrcatioa laciiicies zor people ana goods througn the State 01

PLANNING OQJECTIVEI Alaska using the safest, nose efficient, and as convenient-a system as possible.

STATE COAL

Expand Dofow responses as re*uirod-Ropojt hoadmg whon commoasing responso-Usa Form 23 at conilau.'ng shcet-Respoad in numerical orc-cr-Sub.r.it justification each project Itaod Form 24-

Atucfi feasibility- studccs whoa cvallablo. . : * .
|. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cith quanitotivo and rr.oasurablo need) " f*. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discus: degree of reliability)
[1l. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (cniir.sto and justify) . V. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stato why rojeeted)

l. DCCUMENTATAION OF NEED - Additional appropriations are needed to complete previously funded projects due

to inflation, expansion of project, or original project underestimation from previous CIP"s.

1. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - Supplemental funding to complete projects will have no effect
e on operational expense, even though the project cost is somewhat higher.

1. DOCUMENTATION OP ESIMATED CAPITAL COST - The estimate is a preliminary design estimate based on current
and project prices applied to anticipated quantities.

/

PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT # ALLOCATED ALLOCATED ADD. STATE ADD FED. TOTAL

LOCATION DESCRIPTION FROM CIP STATE FEDERAL FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REA. PROJECT

FY 72-75 FUNDS FUNDS COST
Sheldon Point Airport Const. < Leg. Addn. 350,000 . -0- e 125,000 . -0- 475,000
Crooked Creek Airport Const. . Leg. Addn. 100,000. - -0- 300,000 -0- 400,000
Russian Miss. Airport Const. Leg. Addn. 100,000 -0- 415,000 -0- 515,000

(Kuskokwim)
Akhiok Airport Const. S75-21 - 50,000 < 250,000 = 108,000 "516,000 924,000
Larsen Bay Airport Const. Leg. Addn. +<100,000 -0- ; -0- 746,000 846,000
Karluk Airport Const. S75-22 "m 60,000. 340,000 "e 53,000 614,000 1,067,000
New Minto Airport Const. . S75-12 50,000 7.50,000 96,000 659,000 1,055,000
Noorvik Rwy. Impr. S75-7 70,000 430,000 . -0- 401,000 901,000
Ambler Airport Const. S75-2 - " 70,000 430,000 70,000 e , .534,000 1,104,000
Big Lake* Rwy. Impr. S75-14 30,000 180,000 - 95,000 <(180,000) e 125,000
Girdwood Airport Imp.. S72-24 120,000 -0- ~0- 318,000 438,000
) 1,365,000 1,880,000 ( 1,712,000 ) 3,608,000 8,565,000
AGENCY " PUMILTC WORKS PROGRAM , AVIATIOZ PROJECT

6 CAPITALBUDGET
PROJECT JUSTIFICATION



IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. Construct as much cf the project as possible with the allocated funds available. This is not
considered feasible because the projects are limited in scopa_and require 100% completion.

2. Distribute the allocated funds to the greater priority projects frcn the lesser priority projects.
This is feasible but not desirable since the previous programs have committed construction projects

at all cf these airportsand reprogramming the projects would incur- additional inflation.

Do nothing. -As mentioned previously the projects have been committed from previous capital programs.
To avoid the projects would not be feasible since these projects have established a greater priority

char, any future projects being considered in subsequent years.

* The current lack of federal funds will delay the project; it js proposed to change to 100% State
financing to permit earlier construction. The scope of work js being reduced to hold costs to a minimum.

Unaaai— k— n— W EBEE—N— W » M

BRU B?0J CODE REVISED

S77-1
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] OPERATING m
rie WHITTIER - Armor Stone.Rlprap DUDGET QRU I, nsrr.-aruutcs v-rrv trw .r ytR*vnari.sistuu
rting COMPLETION TOTAL PROJECT reazv.r. njagd miriu-ni
July 1976  OATE Oct. 1976 cose -»50.0 PRIORITY  *Q77-9
AREA i i ELECTION J PROJECT TYPE
tation  Whittier Airport Servepr  Whittier DISTRICT
{ CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

ace cost estimate Division of Aviation Design Section

CRIPTION .
This project is the placement of Armor Stone Riprap on the.seaward end of the
runway thus preventing continued erosion of the embankment. This project is
expected to be coordinated with a future Department of Highways project.

|]IMPROVEMENT LAND
I T-r-Ar--'—Tit— -.r~ -1 —"y.'v.iv.".-SB.-ar;;x*ir.

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Mcimonar.co (Ritb-i.

Improvement or Uo-orodino Sorvlect

Accommecdctlon incrooto domend

New prcQrcm or tcrvica

occommodatlon

Supplement proviout authorized

fundi

DUDGET YEAFI UUOGET YEAR  REMAININO 1 Ppollminury toailbllliy or cat!
ROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 cosT i studlw
)TAL ANNUAL EXPE NDITU RE (Copltal Cost) FIT n in.
ANNINC AND ENGINEERING | []
«~NO oJJ
'NSTRUC TION 50.n . 50 .0 I APPROPRIATION REQUEST OUOGGT YEAR
IUIPMEN T o | Federal Reooipts
iUINISTRATION AND OTHER Roquirod Cor,oral Pund Motehir.y

Othor Gonercl Fund
>cRATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL  ULTIMATE DUDGET YEAR DUDGET YEAR G. 0. Gonds
INCREASEIDCCREASE) ANNUAL RUDGETYEAR PLUS t PLUS 2 d ASHA Oondi
OTHER SOURCES -0- . Inior-Aoancy Trar.ilori
INDING  GENERAL FUND -0- . Other
JURCE
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST -2
3SITIONS  FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS ~|M‘I’ir9ﬁ'5ﬂ’.'a'.'i‘/. in—tr.rm‘g‘rr..i)m-eid['ﬂims.mm ;t«n*nimattEMn i ety —r1- TOTAL i omir-r. I- YitVAi5puTipmr*iT
Ig&EMNCC A 1" * 0 Wor~s PROGRAM Aviation PROJECT " .WHITTIER - Amor .Stonr> 2+pZOf
S77-2

Q CAPITAL BUDGET

PROPOSED PROJECT
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A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner. *©
"Provide “transportation facilities tor people and goods®™ through "the State or

TE GOAL
eAlaska using the safest, most efficient*- and as convenient a system as possible.

INC ODIJCCTIVEs
Gefow resporuct at requirod-Ropoov hooding when commencing rwponw-Uje Form 23 ¢j continuing chwt-Roiponc’ In numerical ordor-Submlc Justification each project lijtod Form 24-

feuibility iiudics whon ovoilsblo. ,
DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cite o.uanitotivo and ir.oojurablo need) *  ttl. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuu dogrca of roliability)
ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate end Justify) JV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (State why rejectod)

DOCUMENTATION OF HEED - The Whittier runway is currently under attack by erosion. The seaward end of the
runway has eroded badly and is shortening the effective length of the runway. With the addition of

Armor Stone it is hoped that the erosion will be.arrested.

This project will have no effect on operational expenses, other

Il. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE -
than the standard amortization factor.

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST
JThe-estimated-amQ-unt is anempirical»pre-design figure based on a contracc rental basis.

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNAFiWiTcON~ERED
Do nothing - Status quo will enable the .erosion to continue and as time passes create more hazardous

1.
conditions because the runway length is substandard already.

_.PROJECT WHITTIER - Armor Srnnc R-irran.

GENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM --~1ATION

CAPITAL BUDGET
PROJECT JUSTIFICATION
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. -v \ >mForm 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED WI\

IriTuc Lime Village

IARTINC COMPLETION

. . AREA
jpcaticn LIme Village

Source cost estimate

Division of Aviation

ESCRIPTION

P.fopoaftd

SERVEDLime Village

- Planning Section-

Project .
J v

iIry i Traxir>

OPERATING
DUOGET ORL

TOTAL PROJECT .

ELECTION
DISTRICT

Nov.

date

ISN ~

1975 ;

This project will entail the construction of a rudimentary landing strip at
The strip will- be 1,500 feet long

Lime Village by equipment rental. ,
by approximately 60 feet wide.

«0uj>jn.r.m3<." gv7i.-<fiaoi>. -« -t vatuain™ a7 JiU/ayj;is%"ar*rir. >n;—i-ner—:s

Itl -/r-irr--

DUDGET YEAR GUOCET YEAR

1 PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2
ITOTAL ANNUAL CXPEN'OITURE(CapitalColt) Annjn thn’n .
I'’LANNINC ANO ENGINEERING
1IAN3
ICONSTRUCTION 420.0 = 420.0
IEQUIPMENT
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER 60.0 60.0
OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL ULTIMATE DUDGET YEAR DUDGET YEAR
INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL NnUDGCTYEAR PLUS 1°' PLUS 2
OTHER SOURCES
FUNDING  GeNERAL FUND 60.02 ... 50" 0 -
SOURCE
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST 50.0 «50. 0

POSITIONS FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS

ruaiaic— n-.vr.cf

AGENCY EublAc.Jlorks,,

<n
0-74 W

PROGRAM

Aviation

CAPITAL BUDGET
T>|g»ppn.~n p"<TTECT

r-rr—.MrrmrfLiiJi Ti y-i.TT.vir, tTZum ;;

r-y-.3-n- d~A xzricnn r= . TRMHCL3-n—-jr7_

\CH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

rr-rr=N—1-wWy T-rn™ c;r-r~y"r.» o> -nnuirxryirj-JAm-yn~A/vxfli.

1 PROJECT TYPE
[ CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT

j IMPROVEMENT
>'e~rr-jr ommmr-. [-r o, n—

LAND
missivrr.ilsr.-iirri-i:*., vr “1
SIrerr —

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Maintenance (Rc.hib)

Ifnprovomant or up-srndinQ Sarviect

Accommodation Incre.uo dumand
Now program or sorvico

accommodation O
Supplement previous authonrcd
(undt
REMAINING Polltninory faailbillty or cost
cosT studios
Othor
222\ U—J0LJIXIS* »*
SAPPROPRIATION REQUEST DUDGET YCAF
J Fotloml Rocolpw
JRoqulrod Goncral Fund Matching
Other General Fund N
JG. 0. Dondt 430.0 "
ASHA Dor.d; C
Inter-Acancy Tranifari
Othor
:r"rr—it—fTIT]O--!l-AL ri-¢ MERRVYY; LER
PROJECT Lime Village Airstrip

S77-3
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A statewide system cf providing necessary facilities end services to the
(ATE COAL mitizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner*
‘m'mProvies transportation racilicies ror people ana gooes through the®Stace oi

LANNINC OBJECTIVE: Alaska using the safest, most efficient;, and as convenient a system as possible.

De<ow fdpowcs as roftuired-Copoat heading when cctnnsenelna .-«ponsc-U:s Form 23« cor.llnuino shcet-Resper.d in numerical oric.’-Spbrnit Justification each project lined Form 24-
fecilbiliry studies whon available.
DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cite qualitative end moasurablo need)
[. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate and Justify)

[1l. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discussdoaree of *liability)
IV. IDENTIFICATION 05 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Statewhy rejected)

l. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The isolation of Lime Village prohibits the safe and efficient means of
transportation, therefore requiring the construction of an airstrip. The closest village is approximately
twenty miles and warrants the installation since travel cannot be done by road or water.

I1.  ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - There is no operational expense connected with the project other
than the standard amortization factor.

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST - The estimated amount is an empirical figure based on a force
account rental rate.

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED -

1. Do nothing. This will not benefit the people oi: Lime Village and solve the
problems listed in the Documentation of Need above.

2. Build a more formal airport using FAA Standards. This is very expensive and for the
needs of. the people ie not justified. The airstrip proposed under the Description will serve the

village adequately.

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM — NATION. PROJFCT Lime Village Airstrip

S77-3
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- April 8, 1976
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Hr. Jay Hogan, Director
legislative Finance Division
Pouch WF, State Capitol

Room 409 \

Juneau, AK 99011

Dear Hr. Hogan:

In reply to a request from the Senate Finance Coranitte,
enclosed is the fiscal note for House Bill 622 and

Senate Bill 729, General Obligation Bond Issue, for $
$5,575,000, for Trunk and Secondary Airports.

Sincerely,

Donald Harris
Consul ssioner

TUK:-hn
Enclosure
cc: Senator Gill Ray w/fiscal note
Budget & Management w/fiscal notes (2)
Patrick P. Ryan, Director, Division of Aviation
w/fiscal note

<’ mm?r m



THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FISCAL NOTE

Second Session - Ninth Legislature
I. REQUEST
Bill No. HB 622 & SB 729
Title: G.0. Bond Issue, $5,575,000 Trunk & Sencondary Airport Construction
Requested by: Senate Finance Date: April S. 1976
Return Date Requested: ASAP
Agency: Public Works Program: Aviation

Il. FISCAL DETAIL
Budget Request Unit(s) Affected:

A. EXPENDITURES:® (Thousands of dollars)

OBJECT FY 76 FY 77 FY 78 FY 79 FY 80 Fy 81
100 PERSONAL SERVICES 342,856
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL S,V7"6,966" T7350,710
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT 89.259 21,428

600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC.

TOTAL 1,850,006 1,724,994

B. FUNDING: (Thousands of dollars)

GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS ]
OTHER G.0. Bonds J7S5U70U6™ 1 724994

* C. POSITIONS:

PERMANENT/TEMPORARY 7 7 / / / /
MAN MONTHS (P./T.) /A / / / /
I11. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section 111)

See attached Capital Improvement Project forms for each project.

Federal matching funds is being requested in House Bill 586. See attached
breakdown.

* Project engineering to be accomplished by continuing currently authorized
CIP personnel positions.

IV. ATTACHMENTS

cc: Budget and Management
Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)



T 77-1

T 78-1

T 77-2

S 77-1

FEDERAL FUNDING

HOUSE BILL 586 (PAGE 52)

TRUNK AIRPORTS

Various Sites $3.,152,000
Various Sites 1,863,000

$5,015,000
Deadhorse $5,000,000

SECONDARY AIRPORTS

Various Sites $3,608,000
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n AND ATTACHED WI~~ACH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST g,
-w'thajonmaiialiormnraroc
_ _ r=/
TITLE T ORI O u 1 r J Pro<ectEstirc. 1*<ut™<u, . _ ) o
«1Sa VA A cicenfagjT.c¢ N j;x aidij.s—a » . AxAT-ra4n raroc
——-r
COMPLETION 1929
0at2T,NG  Jan* 1977 e Cosr PROJECT 4.816.0 PRIORITY T77-1
. . AREA i _ ELECTION 1 PROJECT TYPE
location Various Statewide served Statewide DISTRICT n/a
CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT
SOURCE cosT esTIMATE Division or Aviation - pate  August 1975
| IMPROVEMENT X LAND X
DESCRIPTION
A0UdilU . Ui HiH
Additional funds are required to financially complete the design and construction PROJECT PURPOSE ‘

of previously funded JTrunk Airport projects.
*#* §106@»LNO&LP.® ** “proviments, at Ft. Yukon,
Petersburg.

Hooper Bay,

BRni ranaxBaNanmnnnBnQin»moj " ./xai mpcRTEk> * ama i/ r U iwtti«i ajjuxow:»3ader. UL JT jLivni OTBETEitiiall>#u. " _tenyjiuj _Tind . itGriimPrjJEnchil

Ttrtnp?rmjja-.fuun..an'nr. jjuj»-X'iuiymju.xicgr.-aaaoT stanmaiaanxBvaams UtTW.VIT*KIDWIMinUVjr 'O imn.rfc rfinp eVt mairsrsxrrmracn

DUOCETYEAR

PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1
TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENOITURE(CnpltalCoit) 3,270.0 . .3,270.0

PLANNING AND ENGINEERING 327.0 J 327.0

LAND _-0- ... -0-
CONSTRUCTION 2___3_13.0. 2t313,0 -
EQUIPMENT 200.0 200.0

admin: tration and other 430]0 430.0 ALY

1USIrO/~"MAUrJIMUMIN4.

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL

operational cost and no.personnel

m INCREASE(OECRCASE) PLUS 1

BUDGETYEAR

\ OTHER SOURCES
funding general FUND
bUURCE

TOTAL annual operational cost [ ]

Li’g"sV\ll\}VIIc()l'rl']rTs1IS;aU:(rIu)IJHt)(lg’;nzgreng?lljlI VSaOI'IgﬁT{as«imaﬂ» MOA T HAc\ itoargit cwiaictwaccwwRBaag acaartacvrmcrmiojic i
AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM AVIATION

CAPITAL BUDGET

J

inuscnKTnTwnyiarTcr uiii

BUDGETYEAR

PROPOSED PROJECT

BUDGET YEAR
PLUS 2

Xj Le>15INLLT KN'EL(
u«iWw4)

BUDGETYEAR
PLUS 2

These projects include_7ian<Facquisitloi

Talkeetna, Homer and

fundi
REMAINING Pallminory fooslblllty orcott
COST studies

Major Maintanoneo (Rohabl

(mprovomant or up-gradinQ Sorvices

Accommodation Incrosia domand

Now prooram or iarvico
accommodation

Supplomsnt provloui authorised

- *

Othor
urxivnpwywApm xuj .mutjtiwuz accran irrl:ehj.tv.xm r/- KtvrrrirrKm~

W< Vji>—U.W luxuxuia jee KTTCTtv

APPROPRIATION REQUEST BUDGET YEAR

Fadoral Racalpu

Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matchlnn
.Othor Gonoral Fund

G, O. Bonds

ASHA Bonds
Intar-Agoncy Tronilon

Othor

C 3,27070

TOTAL

- Supplemental
Appropriations

PROJECT VARIOUS"SITES

T77-1



TATE GOAL

LANNIN'; OBJECTIVE:
nd Bcfow rcjponjw as requirod-Ropoat hoading whan commencing rosponso-Uio Form 23 at continuing shoot-Rwpond in numorical orticr-Subrr.it Justification each project lislod Form 21-

tiach fcAsibility studiw whon ovailablo.
DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cifo giianiiotivo and moasurable need)

Vv ox

* A statewide system of provhri”g necessary, facilities and services to the
citizens of Alaska in a timely and “efficient manner.

7T 0W

N

1Jt"rovxae transportation laciiities tor people ana gooes througft tiie state or

Alaska using the _safest, mosc efficient,

.ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Enimato and justify)

and as convenient a systum as possible.

"ill, DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST IOiscussdcoreo of roliabilily)
[V. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Slate why rejected)

l. DOCUMENTATION OF NEEL - Additional appropriations are needed to complete previously funded projects due
to .inflation, expansion of projects or original project underestimation from previous CIP"s.

1. ANALYSIS

IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - f This project will have no

than the standard amortization factor.

effect on operational expenses,

other

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST - The estimate is a preliminary design estimate based on current
and project prices applied to anticipated quantities.

PROJECT
LOCATION

Ft. Yukon
Hooper Bay
Talkeetna
Homer
Petersburg
Nome

iENCY

PUBLIC

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

Apron
Maint.
Apron
Apron _*
Paving

Apron & Land
Acquisition

Bldg.

WORKS

PROJECT P = ALLOCATED

FROM CIP
FY 72-75

T75-16 m

175-27

T75-28..

T75-29
T75-33
T75-5

STATE
FUNDS

70,000
12,000
=5,000
125,000
,110,000
250,000

«572,000

ALLOCATED
FED
=FUNDS

430.000
108.000
. 45,000
675.000
990.000
2,250,000

4,498,000.

S,0&

PROGRAM _AVIATIW

¢

capitalbudget .
PROJECT JUSTIFICATION

ADD. GTATE
FUNDS REQ.

-0-
- 3,000

15,000
100,000

add. fed ..
FUNDS REQ.

80,000
107.000
135.000

.-"=200,000

30.000

6
2,000,000

3,152,000

TOTAL
PROJECT
COST

580.000

700.000

1,100,000
1.730.000
4.500.000

8,340,000

N

PROJECT wvarious sites - Sumjlewcnt.i.

T77-1.

6



IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. Construct as much of the project as possible with the allocated funds available. This is not
considered feasible because the projects are limited in scope and require 100/# completion.

Distribute the allocated funds to the greater priority projects from the lasser priority projects.
" This 1is feasible but not desirable since the previous programs have commit-ed construction projects

at all of these airports, and reprogramming the projects would incur:" additional inflation.

2.

3; Donothing. As mentioned previously the projects have been committed from previous capital programs.

To avoid the projects would not be feasible since these projects have established a greater priority
than any future projects being considered in subsequent years#

BRU CODE REVISED

T77-1
EXPLANATION
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title
TARTING COMPLETION
ate jU|y 1977 DATE

OCATIONVarious Statewide

OURCE COST ESTIMATE

ESCRIPTION

)
X -

Various Sites - Increased Project Estimate

AREA

served

Division of Aviation

W—

P p*oJe* <
i:IIW .. W

Isdked toctny
AACH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

r t m n
Yisiffreaaparaibhhiskerg
OPERATING
BUDGETBRU

TOTAL PROJECT

cosT 1,0/0.U PRIORITY T78-4 i
ELECTION PROJECT TYPE
Statewide DISTRICT N/A * t
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT !
DATE Oct 1975 !
IMPROVEMENT LAND
XZFV-Jual ;j.riuu:.wmn3'. ti'tzzzzri

BSBWIP 3BH8tPPX5XB3BK CTJIICPinnBCDS3LI

Additional funds are required to financially complete the design and construction

of previously funded Trunk Airport projects.
rescue equipment at Nome and Dillingham,
runway modification and construction at Cordova and Point Hope.

i vilLaaijjuitnwegg B DT

These projects include Fire/Crash PROJECT PURPOSE

airport construction at Birchwood,

Major Mointononco (RohoU)

Improvomant or up*Qrodlno Sorvlcoi

Accommodation incroato demand

Now prooram or sorvico

accommodation

o aiilifaimdjiLrothegittitReecicodignul deniursel agiwteg ACsS

3ilaa«,rnm mii:M W vrjrjjez*zve3ciTtcDaB& TOrjrmnvittX' .tvjjairj:

Supplomant previous authorized X

fundi

DUDGET YEAR DUDGET YEAR REMAINING Pollminory foailbllity or cost

PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 COST studies
DTAL ANNUAL EXPENOITU RE (Capital Coit) 1 g70.0 1.878.0
.ANNING ANO ENGINEERING Othor m
ANO lacc'IVtjiwui.-icr.'Wi'U".'jaTinucOTTUA.T.-nur
ONSTRUCTION 1,8780 ! 1,8780 APPROPRIATION REQUEST DUDGET YEAR j
JUIPMENT Fodcral Rceolpts 1.863.0
OMINIUTHATION AND OTHER . ) i = o L . . Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matchinu ]
\rzvzn:v iitj llninn cecuuissrmsaxatriKsa BB.vuca.'u.jcu.mijtu+ ~—i— i+ —daufcW3iizay.ujulXi.TLLi atco'.a.eutiuj.nuiu.uaa: xn.rrat.";ji-jaC T3Tannjj
acrM._TtaBg " Juci inatgnTiMBramarBaiBiOtacaauBH aidarzttaecjstsasnar Othor Gonoral Fund o N
m"'ERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL ULTIMATE DUDGETYEAR BUDGETYEAR G. 0. Bonds S 7. 1510/
INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 ASHA Bondi \Y \

OTHER SOURCES _ Intor-Aooncy Traniton t
NOING  GENERAL FUNO 1.5 1.5 Othor !
URCE
IOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST
LIy manganer EQUIYALENT rara — .- TOTAL 1,878.0 A
3ENCY Public Works PROGRAM Aviation PROJECT - Supplcnicnf.al-——-

Appropriations

CAPITAL BUDGET
oTd PROPOSED PROJECT

T78-4
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A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the

STATE GOAL citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.
Provide transportation taciJLicres tor people and goods through tne state ot
PLANNING OBJECTIVE: Alaska using the"safest, most efficient; and as" convenient a system as possible.

Expand Odow rcaporuos as rcquirod-Ropoat hoadino when commondng rosponto-Uto Form 23 ot continuing shoot-Rwpond in numoricol order-Submii justification oach project listed Form 24-

Atiacli feasibility studies whon available.
. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED {Cito quanitativo and mcasurabla need) [1l. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss degree of reliability)

(. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Essimato and Justify) IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Statewhy rejected)

I. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - Additional appropriations are needed to complete previously funded projects due
to inflation, expansion of project, or original project underestimation from previous CIP"s.

Il ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - Supplemental funding to complete projects will have no effect
on operational expense, even though the project cost is somewhat higher.

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST - The estimate is a preliminary design estimate based on current
and project prices applied to anticipated quantities.

PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT #  ALLOCATED ALLOCATED ADD. STATE  ADD. FED. TOTAL
LOCATION DESCRIPTION FROM CIP STATE FED FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REQ. PROJECT
FY 72-75 FUNDS FUNDS COST
Birchwood Airport Const. $400,000 $2,380,980 762.000 $3,542,980
Cordova Rwy. Modif. & Imp. 320.000 1,370,139 440.000 2,130,139
Point Hope Rwy. Reconstruction 250.000 -0- 450.000
Nome Fire/Crash Resc. Sta. T75*%-6 70.000 480.000 50,000 610,000
Dillingham Eire/Crash Resc. Sta T75-24 60.000 420.000 161.000 646,000
Totals 1,100,000 $4,651 ,119 1,863,000 $6,929,119

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED -

1. Construct as much of the project as possible with the allocated funds available. This is not
considered feasible because the projects are limited in scope and require 100% completion.

2. Distribute the allocated funds to the greater pri‘orityprojects from the lesser priority projects.
This is feasible but not desirable since the previous programs have committed construction projects
at all of these airports, and reprogramming the projects would incur additional Inflation.

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM RATION. PROJECT Various Sites - snnn.lementn.l_

Annronria tion
2 6 CAPITAL BUDGET
PROJECT JUSTIFICATION



1726 Explanation Lo “ot/r?

3. Do nothing. As mentioned previously the projects have been committed from previous capital programs.
To avoid the projects would not be feasible since these projects have established a greater priority
than any future projects being considered in subsequent years*

BRU. .EuhJLLc-Works. BRU CODE m\viafcion- REV1SED various Sites

EXPLANATION 8-4
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Form26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHEDWIv~ACH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

_ OPERATING
title DEADHORSE - Runway Reconstruction BUDGETBRU
STARTING w A COMPLETION TOTAL PROIJECT A
oate Jnn 1977 date OCt 1977 cost 5,660.0 PRIORITY T77—
. AREA election
location DeadhOFSE served - Deadhorse district

source cost estimate

Division of Aviation

DESCRIPTION

The project consists of widening the runway and taxiway,
taxiways and apron,

course on the runway,
systen,

date

Design

utilities and providing one C/F/R vehicle.

LTiNdjjrrgnsrw;grxm»j*> . <amu.i'r«r.'icmi'wauiugwruaaftUUU.igIM «uJigiaiugm»«3acu3J»aramp,~nrmw rw x.tI M i>in jnTTi«OT.rirr. TiaHCTai*

PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL
TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENDITUREICopltalCost) 5,600.0
PLANNING ANO ENGINEERING 380.0
LANO -0 -
CONSTRUCTION 4,500.0
EQUIPMENT 200.0
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER 520.0

roovs'snonjnwiLrarLxrWvUiiu.Vkiizjj jj yo... ua.

v.grjinpixtiamnicrcran TKaiu-r>xinnm CT ramxm'xu.uaTZBri? £3u w

j.yi-injcutccruvmw rwmugcrre

OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL ULTIMATE
INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL
OTHER SOURCES
FUNOING GENERAL FUND 190-0
SOURCE
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST 190-0
POSITIONS! FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS J

PUBLIC WORKS

AGENCY

(¥
J

xntercrm rsuw - Aary*-3nxnaa/amu atctxuaagnr.rtcmr” dAlicjsraft
REMAINING £

BUDGET YEAR BUDGETYEAR
DUDGET YF/aR PLUS 1 PLUS 2

3,500.0 2,100.0

180.0 200.0

-0- -0-
3,000.0 «1,500.0 =

200.0
320.0 uRisAaut%‘j?Uinxprjz irnitsagtagsngpepntrnwi

3D

BUDGETYEAR
PLUS 1

BUDGETYEAR

BUDGETYEAR PLUS 2

190. 0

190.0
3

PROGRAM AVIATION

£55 CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

2

19

August 1975

placing a crushed base
installing high intensity runway, lighting
erection of a two stall crash/fire/rescue station with the necessary

COST

tocwa
RuaasBndi VrAKrd q’ncaaQsa
*1
f 31
PROJECT TYPE
CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT
IMPROVEMENT X LAND
Ttwvzr7CtrrT3Tete7ir .iJf
~ATm4{xuu.uunt'io jjni: SWXTT3-ST

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Maintonanco (Rohabl

Improvomont or up.jradlno Sorvicot

Accommodation Incroate demand

Now prooram or sorvlco
accommodation

Supplomoni previous authorized
fundi «

Pollmlnory feasibility or coit

1T 112 2T

studies

LMOthor .-
tnmnRiim msmrcsx >wnn.a™w.Tt....jiltwx -k'j.j.n Arr*
nerr*pri'3T3Tr. XCTINC7:.CT-ri~r.Drrrirv,Atvrjr Txrarm rarTm ¢ r

APPROPRIATION REQUEST OUOGET YEA

Federal Rccolptt 5,000.(
Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Motehiny

Othor Gonoral Fund
G. O. Bonds /** 600.(
ASHA Bonds

Intor-Agoncy Tranifors

Other

TOTAL
IrrdBzzarmncrrcTrrTccu'aaremTurgvem LTtn Ctvn VITYLtrerm

DEADHORSE-

>’nm.r,iy Rnrnns I"H'r I"!'nn-

PROJECT

T77-2
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A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.
STATE GOAL : o Lol 1
Provide transportation® raciiities tor people and goods through the state 0
PLANNING OBJECTIVES Alaska using the safest, most efficient and as convenient a system as possible.

Expand piHow rcpons« as rcquirod-ropoat hoadinQ whan commoncinB retporiM-Ut# Form 23 at continuing ihoot-Rospond in numariul orrfcr-Submit justification each project listod Form 24 -
Attach feasibility studios wfion ovailablo.

|. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cite quanilativo and moasurabla needi [1l. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss degree of reliability)
[I. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate end Justify) )V. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stole why rejected)

l. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The proposed improvements. are_designed .to. meet...currentJFAA .criteria and to
better accommodate present and future demands created by oil field development. The largest airline
servicing the Deadhorse Airport is Wien Air Alaska. They have six scheduled Boeing 737 flights per
day and haul approximately 700 tons of freight per month. These figures are expected to jump at
least seven flights daily with an appropriate increase in freight. Alaska Airlines presently has
one Boeing 727 flight per day and anticipates three a day with 25 tons of freight daily in the near
future. The field is also served by carriers certificated by the ATC, using both large and small aircraft.

The urgent rehabilation project would alleviate existing unsafe dust, rutting, and loose roclc conditions.
It would also provide emergency fire/crash/rescue service and include high intensity lighting for greater
operating safety. The airport has already experienced many crashes, which within itself justifies the

need for improvements.

A request for emergency funds has already been submitted to the Congressional Delegation to alleviate the
financial burden, (refer to telex dated July 31, 1975) In the event that these funds are allocated this

project would be eliminated from the Capital Improvement Program.

1 ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - ;
Estimate of increased annual operating cost is associated with the cost of heating and operating the fire

station and normal annual maintenance on the structure and equipment. The addition of three employees to

operate the station and provide maintenance on the airport will show an Increase in operational expense.

The improvement on the other hand will decrease the total maintenance expense thus showing a limited

overall Increase in annual operational expense.Standard amortization effects theimpact cn the operational expensi

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST - The project estimate is obtained from preliminary design
guantities at the current unit prices available.

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM . AVIATION. PROJECT Deadhorse - Runway Reconstruct

26 CAPITAL BUDGET T77-2
PROJECT JUSTIFICATION



Explanation

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. Do nothing. The continued operation of the airport in its present condition would force the air
carriers to utilize the existing runway under marginal safety conditions and would limit the extent
of passenger, freight, mail, and emergency transportation needed to and from the Deadhorse airport.

BRU. BRU CODE REVISED

C EXPLANATION T77-2
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OPERATING
OUDGET DRU

BARROW - Emergency Runway Repairs

it le

TOTAL PROJECT

RTINC COMPLETIO

tc July 1977 DATE §ept. 1977 cosT 100.0 PRIORITY T 77-3
. AREA ELECTION

CATION Barrow Airport SERVED" Barrow DISTRICT 21 P

oate  August 1975

Division of Aviation Planning Section

urcecost estimate

cription xhe east end of the Barrow runway has settled or heaved differentially such
that as of August, 1975, heavy aircraft take-offs to..the west required special piloting
techniques. The vertical displacements, identified informally as two bumps, have,
become so severe that it is unlikely the pavement will resume i1ts original profile*
Immediate restoration of a reasonably smooth or uniform runway grade is needed to
preserve the usefulness of the airport, which is the only practical and dependable
means of continuous”®year-round transportation between Barrow and other communities.

As the continued severity of this problem has only recently been identified, no final
course of action has been determined for the corrective measures as of the time this
project description is being written*. However, based on the preliminary engineering

investigations done to date, the most practical means of re-establishing a uniform
™0 N drarmo e @ Tvwieuj uUAIJocuuc rg» Mmw rftwnwHnina>w<Udi »rfvsTv fw rTmTiBficrCTwinrtn i1 TIim riprrwinTr>tTriirtftitr'gMrrrii twrfarmni X Mjr&*o*«jiiit f . i—niiniu w w i nrrrwuH

OUDOETYEAR BUDGETYEAR REMAINING
ROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 cosT
AL ANNUAL EXPENDITURE(CopltolCost) 100.0 mQ.at.Q-
mANNING ANO ENGINEERING
\NO
INSTRUCTION 100.0 10 .0

IUIPMENT
gOMINISTNATION AND OTHER

onsiMCT jiauanri.-tMamM EEagernatfMncni mimiVixaaavw ;n xeraventarsariz gttoCBUttom agtfcagfc limrmnM graniraiatnii

.CHPROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

VMtMim riyrrt/tsanuP

PROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

LAND

IMPROVEMENT X
mmn-f ff.-fir*vur.r,fi” n- moai;-

.msn-iaaBcuctrrmfiJTa'*aTanLat.mfrTJirinrnTir-'ir.-n.ViT/~cii'n

PROJECT PURPOSE

MoJarMalntonone# (Rohib) g -

Improvomont or up-grading Sorvleos

Accommodation Incraats domand

Now program or tarvica
accommodation

Supplomant pravlout outhurtrad

fundi =
Pollmlnary fooitblllty or cost
ttudlot

10thar

APPROPRIATION REQUEST BUDGET YEAR

Fodaral Receipts
Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matching

Othor Gonoral Fund -

— AiA tiiixditn
G. O. Bonds
PCRATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL ULTIMATE BUDGETYEAR BUDGETYEAR 1
INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL BUOGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 i ASHA Bonds
OTHER SOURCES S0 - Intor-Agoncy Tronsfor*
INDING  GENERAL FUND S0 Othar
DURCC
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST -0 -
TOTAL B 1UU-) =

OSITIONS FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS -0 -
AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS _PROGRAM AVIATION PROJECT BARROW - Emergency..RunwayJteaair*

CAPITAL BUDGET.
PROPOSED PROJECT

T77-3
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runway profile will be to add or overlay additional pavement-type material to the existing 9" of asphalt pavement.
This probable course of action is subject to the availability of materials and the possible identification and
consideration of alternatives over the next several months.

BRU. BRU CODE REVISED
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A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
STATE GOAL citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner*
Provide transportation facilities ror people and goods tnrough the state ot

PLANNING OBJECTIVE: Alaska using the safest, most efficient, -and as convenient a system as possible.

Expand Below rcapomos at rcquirod-Ropui holding whin commoncing r«pons«-Usa Form 23 as continuing ineet-Rwoond in numorical order-Submit justification each project listed Form 24-

Attach fusibility studios whon availoblo.

|. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cite quanitoiivo and measurable need)
[I. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate and justify)

HI. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dogreo of reliability)
(V. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (State why rojccted)

1. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The East end of the runway is currently very rough which impedes routine aircraft*operatio
and establishes a degree of hazard. Also, 1in accordance with the requirements ot Part 139 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations, a uniform grade must be re-established if the Airport Operating Certificate is to remain
valid. Loss of the Operating Certificate issued by thp F.A.A. would preclude, use of the airport by any CAB

certificated air carrier.

i
1 ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE This pro-)ect will have no effect on operational expenses, other than
the standard amortization factor.

I11. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COSTS - The project estimate is an empirical amount established by Planning
as a reasonable cost in order to complete the project as described.

v IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED -

1. Total reconstruction of the runway. This may still be required, so the previously identified CIP project
(identified as T81-16 in this edition) has been left in the Plan. However, the immediate need for
corrective measures precludes the delays inherent in designing and funding the larger project. Also,
if this emergency work is partially or totally successful in correcting the problem, it may be possible

to limit the scope of the future project.

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM .-AVIATION, .PROJECT BARROW - Emergency Runway Kg

2 6 CAPITAL BUDGET T77-3
"PROJECT JUSTIFICATION
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OPERATING
BUDGETBRU

COLD BAY Dock

title

COMPLETION

starting ‘ TOTAL PROJECT
DATE Oct. 1977 cost +2,500.0 PRIORITY T77-4
AREA ELECTION e j
location Cold Bay served- Cold Bay DISTRICT 15
&
SOURCE COST ESTIMATE BiVv > of Aviation (K.P.F, & F, Consultant) date Dec, 1975

DESCRIPTION

The design concept which serves as a basis for the estimate incorporates separate
wharf facilities for general cargo and POL products. The general cargo wharf

would be 200 feet long and 75 feet wide and provide 15 to 16 feet of water depth .
at mean lower low water. The POL receiving terminal would be constructed as a
circular sheet pile cell system filled with gravel and fitted to a dolphin system;
Construction of the basic approachway to the general cargo and POL facilities would
be earthfill with riprap protected side slopes except in the vicinity of the general

L ] L J f
V_ P4 fmf
Toprul»-v i~ Tidri tfAiirrrtrn
PROJECT TYPE
CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT
IMPROVEMENT LAND

<

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Maintenance (Rohob)

Improvement or up-grading Sorvlcoi

Accommodation Insroato domond

| |ES

Now progrom or torvlee

accommodation

Supplomont previous outhorltad

funds i
Pollmlnory foailbltlty or cost

studies

Othor
JjracttaJuawr m nuOOyxMcnajurwiivAtt®-.rt’LraTrrpfgicay.rr.caa/a

APPROPRIATION REQUEST BUDGET YEAI
Fodoral Racolptt
Roqulrod Gonerel Fund Motching

Other Gonorol Fund

cargo wharf where it would be retained” by sheet *iling.- “m
imn rar-TMTCaxtin/tng’'
BUDGET YEAR BUDGETYEAR REMAINING
PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL BUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2 cosT
I TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENDITURE(CepltniCost) ,2.500.0 1.000".0 15000
PLANNINO AND ENGINEERING 200.0 m o 120.0
LAND
CONSTRUCTION 2.000.0 800,0 1,200.0
EQUIPMENT -
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER 300-.0 120.0 TOMiGIT3i . —xcit)
3Irrun:'Ni3nx7U=n7]
OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL  ULTIMATE BUDGETYEAR BUOQETYEAR \
INCREASE(DECREASE) ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR PLUS 1 PLUS 2
OTHER SOURCES
PUNOING  eNERAL FUND 2,80°.0 “280. 0 280. 0 280.0-
SOURCE )
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST -
POSITIONS FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS . Jolsazffijvoearalta
AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS _PROGRAN PROJECT

CAPITALBUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

G. 0. Bonds n2,500.0)
ASHA Oondi v
Intor-Agoney Trentfor]j
Othor

TOTAL 2°500.0

COLD BAY DOCK

T77-4



A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the
citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.

""Provide transportation facilities ror people and"lgoods tftrougn®tne state ot
PLANNING OBJECTIVE: Alaska using the safest, most efficient, and as convenient- a system as possible.

STATE GOAL

Expand Oriow rcsporun as rcquirod-Ropoat hooding whon r.ommoncing resportso-Uso Form 23 oscontinuing jhcot-Rospond in numorical ordcr-Submlt justification oach project listod Form 24-
Attach fonsibillty studios whon ovolloblo. , *

|. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cito quonito'tivo and moasurablo noad) ' [1I. OCCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss doQrco of reliability) *
[I. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Eitimato and Justify) - jy. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED {Stotowhy rejected]

I. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The existing Cold Bay Dock facility is a 40 year old timber pile structure with a 1,700"
approachway and small wharf-. Its principle function is to accommodate tankers and support pipelines through
which POL product is pumped ashore. A"limited amount of dry cargo also passes over it. The existence, of
Cold Bay Airport as a refueling stop for international cargo flights is totally dependent.upon the dock. The
economies involved in resupply of POL products via large vessels and the pipeline are also of substantial
benefit to domestic airline operations, and other local users of the product.

In addition to the above mentioned usage, a consideration in requesting funds to construct a hew dock is
Cold Bay"s remote and unique location and the potential for an adequate dock to act as a catalyst for other
activity such as fishing, Far East trade, national defense, a base for 200 mile limit patrol vessels, etc.

In recent years, ice floes have caused extensive damage to the structure and costly repairs have been necessary
to keep it operational. Even so, It.Ils beyond reasonable repair and in danger of total collapse,

11, ANALYSIS IMPACT ON"OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - The amount allocated for increased annual operating cost is equal to the

. 8.0 percent amortization factor, and an annual operating budget to operate the wharf. It is anticipated that the
reconstruction would, eliminate most of the need for future capital, expenditures, but an annual maintenance expense
iS projected.. =z . e, \

1. Amortization $240.0
2. Annua! Maintenance” é:088
3. eUtilities & Wages 32,000

$"280,000

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM ~AVIATION. PROJECT COLD BAY DOCK
- Yo
_ T77-4
P CAPITAL BUDGET . * e :

to* ~  PROJECT JUSTIFICATION ' ‘ ’ !
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Explanation -

HI* DOCUMENTATIONAMATDINEDMAPrrAL_COST -

*

“. The following is based on limited field Yata..

Mobilization $ .100,000
Granular Fill $  +4.00//cu yd. 660,000
Riprap 10.00 /cu yd. . 170.000
Sheet Piling Material 0.20/1b. J580,000
Install 3.90/sq ft. 310,000"
Mooring Dolphins $20,000.00/ea 100.000
Catwalks . 60.,00/1in.fto 32.000
Fender System (from pile &
timber salvage) -8"0.00/1in_ft. 48.000 -

Sub Total ..

Contingencies,

TOTAL .z

m

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. Do nothing.
ruptured lines is significant.
lightered to shore from barges,

Engineering & Adminis.

The.dock will probably collapse within two years.
Some bulk items could be delivered to Cold Bay by heavy aircraft,
but. the delivery of petroleum products would be greatly complicated.

$ 2,000 ;0"CIF

500,000

$ 2,500,000:

The potential for fuel spills from

Cold Bay Airport would no longer serve as a refueling stop for international cargo flights.

2. Arrange to have private enterprise provide substitute facilities.

public advertisement without response,

3. Arrange to have local government or Federal agencies replace the facility.
Identified who would accept the responsibility.

and no Federal agency has been

26 A

"Proposals were solicited via

There is no local gove

BRU CODE REVISED

T77-4
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