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I, the undersigned, an employee of the State of Alaska, do hereby certify 

that the m icro film  images on this m icroform  are accurate reproductions 

of the original records o f the State of Alaska as accumulated during the 

regular course of business, and that it is the established po licy  and practice 

of this State to m icro film  its records and to dispose of the orig inal records 

after m icro film  reproductions have been made.

Date
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T h e  C o m m i t t e e  c n  • j t o o _______________ h a s  h a d  o i  ______________________
• iron, oblig at io n bonds for coat of trunk and- secondary airport construction 
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THE L E G I S L A T U R E  O P  T H E  S T A T E  OF AL A S K A
F I S C A L  NOTE

Second Session - Ninth Legislature

I. REQUEST
Bill No. HB 622 & SB 729 _____________________________________________________
Title: G.O. Bond Issue, $5,575,000 Trunk & Sencondarv Airport Construction
Requested by: Senate Finance_________________________Date: April a. 1976
Return Date Requested: ASAP_________________________________________________

A g e n c y : Public Works_______________ P r o g r a m : Aviation_______________________

II. FISCAL DETAIL
Budget Request Unit(s) Affected:___________

A. E X P E N D I T U R E S : (Thousands of dollars)

OBJECT FY 76 FY 77 FY 78 FY 79 FY 80 FY 81
100 PERSONAL SERVICES ~5B3^7BT
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL 1,176,966 1 ,360,710

4 00 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT 89.259 21 ,428
o00 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC.

TOTAL 1,850,006 1 ,724,994

B. FUNDING: (Thousands 

GENERAL FUND

of doll a r s )

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER G.O. Bonds 1,850,006 1 ,724,994

* C. POSITIONS:

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

III. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section III)

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

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

H/S 50
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O ri gi na l Sponsor: R u le s  Co m mi tt ee  by request

IN T H E  S E N A T E  •- B Y  T H E  F I N A N C E  C O M M I T T E E

, CS F O R  S EN AT E B I L L  NO, 729 

IN T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  T HE ST AT E O F  A L A S K A  

N IN TH  L E G I S L A T U R E  - S E CO ND  S E S S I O N  

A  B I L L

For a n  Act entitled: "An Act p r o v i d i n g  for the issuance of g e n e r a l  o b l i g a­

ti o n  bon ds  in the amount o f  $ 7,790,000 for t he purp os e  

o f  p a y i n g  the cost o f  t r u n k  a nd s e c o n da ry  airport 

co nstruction; an d p r o v i d i n g  for an e f f e c t i v e  date."

3E IT E N A C T E D  BY THE L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  T H E  ST AT E OF ALASKA:

* S e c t i o n  1. For the p u r po se  o f  p a y i n g  the cost of t r u n k  and se co nd a ry

airport construction, g e n er a l ob li g a t i o n  bond3 o f  the state In the pr i nc i p a l  

amount o f  not more t h a n  $7,790,000 shall be I ss u ed  a nd sold. The full 

faith, credit and res ou rc es  o f  the state are p l e d g e d  to the p a y m e nt  of t he 

principal of and interest a n d  r ed e m p t i o n  premium, if any, on t hese bonds. 

Dhese bonds shall be issued u n d e r  the provi si on s of AS 37*15 as those 

jrovisions read at the time o f  issuance.

* Sec. 2. If the Is suance o f  these bonds is a u t h o r i z e d  by the q u a l i f i e d

voters o f  the state, a special fund of the state to be kn ow n as the "1976

Drunk and Secondary Airport C on st r u c t i o n  Fund" shall be est ab li sh e d,  to 

fhich shall be credited the p ro ce e d s  o f  the sale o f  t he bonds d e s c r i b e d  In 

sec. 1 o f  this Act except for the a c cr ue d interest and premiums. Th er e is 

ippropriated f r o m  the "1976 T r u n k  and  S e c o n d a r y  Airport C o n s t r u c t i o n  Fund" to 

;he D ep ar t m e n t  of Public Works the amount o f  $7,790,000. T o  the extent 

rea3ible, the proceeds o f  these bonds shall be a ll ocated by the g o v e r n o r  In • 

iccordance with the f o l l o w i n g  pro je c ts  and estimates:

Project ' <•; '-o. L o c a t i o n  Am ount

(1) Increased Project es ti mates -  
— *1 

.t ru nk  ai rports ' S t a t e w i d e  $ 133, 00 0

^  ~ - - -1- CSS B 729
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(2) L a n d i n g  strip

(3) R u n w a y  r e p a i r

(4) G ra ve l r e s u r f a c i n g

(5) G ra ve l r e s u r f a c i n g

Nuiqusit 

B a r r o w

Newtok, Chevok, 

T u n u n a k

Emmonak, Alakanuk, 

K otlik 

A ll akakit 

R u s si an  M i s s io n 

Northwest

Pt. Lay

Statewide

Statewide 

W h i tt ie r 

Lime V i l la ge  

S tatewide

75.000

100,000

1 ,200,000

1 ,300,000

500,000

5 00,000

480.000

100.000

160,000

1 , 7 1 2, 0 00

5 0 , 0 0 0

480,000

1 ,000,000

(6) L a n d i n g  strip

(7) R e s u r f a c e  airport

(8) U p g r a d i n g  a irports

(9) L a n d i n g  strip

(10) A i r p o r t  im p ro vements - 

r o t a r y  beacons

(11) In cr e as ed  project est im at es  - 

se co nd ar y airports

(12) A r m o r  stone ripr ap

(13) L a n d i n g  strip

(14) M u n i c i p a l  aid 

* Sec. 3» IP the i ssuance of these bo nd s is au th or i ze d by the q u a l if ie d

voters of the state, the amount of $27,300 or as m uc h  of that amount as is 

f ound n e c e s s a r y  Is a p p ro pr ia te d  f r o m  the general fund of the state to the 

state b o n d  com mi tt e e to carry out the provisi on s of this Act and to pay 

e xp en se s inci de n t to the sale and issuance of the bonds a u t h o r i z e d  in this 

Act. The  a m ou nt s  expended from the a p p r op ri at io n  a ut ho r i z e d  by this s e c t io n  

3hall be r e i m b u r s e d  to the gen er al  fund from the proceeds of the sale of the 

Donds a u t h o r i z e d  by this Act.

Sec. 4. T he amount w i t h d r a w n  fr o m the Public F a c il it y P l a n n i n g  Fund for 

the p u r p o s e  of a d v an ce  p l a n n i n g  for the improvements fina nc ed  u nd e r thi3 Act; 

shall be reimbursed^ to, t h e  fund fr om  the p roceeds of the sale o f  bonds 

a ut ho ri ze d  by this Act.

C S S B  729 ‘2-

fci r-



* Sec. 5. The ques ti on  w h e t h e r  the bonds au t ho ri ze d in this Act are to be 

issued shall be submitted to the q u a l i f i e d  voters of the state at the next 

state gene ra l  election and shall read s ubstantially as follows:

Prop o si ti on

State General O b li ga ti on  T r u n k  and Secondary Airport 

Co ns truction Bonds $7*790,000

Shall the State of Alaska issue its gener al  o bl ig at io n bonds in the 

p r i n c ip a l amount of not more than $7 ,790 ,000 for the p u r po s e of p ay in g 

the cost of trunk and secondary airport construction?

Bonds Yes [ ]

Bonds No [ ]

* Sec. 6. This Act takes effect imme di at el y in a cc or da nc e w i t h  AS 01.- 

10.070(c).

3 —-

- 3- CSSB 729



O r i gi na l Sponsor: Rules Co mm it te e by request

I N  T H E  SENAT E • B Y  T H E  F I N A NC E C O MMITTEE

CS F O R  S E N A T E  B I L L  NO. 729 

IN T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  THE  STATE O F  A LA SK A  

N I N T H  L E G I S L A T U R E  - S E C O N D  S E S S I O N  

A  B I L L

F o r  an Act entitled: "An Act p r o v i d i n g  for the is suance of g e n e r a l  o b l i g a­

ti o n  b o n d s  in the amount o f  $7,790,000 for the purpose 

o f  p a y i n g  the coat of t r u n k  and s ec ondary airport 

co nstruction; and p r o v i d i n g  for an e ff e ct iv e date."

BE IT E N A C T E D  BY T H E  LEGISLATURE; O F  T H E  ST AT E OF ALASKA:

* S e c t i o n  1. For  the p u r p o s e  o f  p a y i n g  the cost of t r u n k  a nd secondary

airport construction, g e n er al  o b l i g a t i o n  bonds o f  the state in the pr in c i p a l  

amount o f  not more t h a n  $7,790 , 00 0 shall be i s s u e d  and sold. T h e  full . 

faith, credit and r e s o ur ce s of the state are p l e d g e d  to the paym en t o f  the 

p r i n c i p a l  o f  a nd interest and r e d e m p t i o n  premium, if any, on t hese bonds. 

These b onds shall be is sued u n d e r  the provi si on s o f  AS 37*15 as those 

p ro vi s i o n s  read at the time o f  issuance.
«

Sec. 2. If the issuance of t he se  bonds is a u t h o r i z e d  by the q ua lified

vo ters of the state, a s p ec ia l fund of the state to be kn ow n  as the "1976

T r u n k  and S e c o nd ar y Airport C o n s t r u c t i o n  Fund" shall be established, to 

w h i c h  s hall be cre di te d  the p r o c e e d s  o f  the sale o f  t he bonds d e s c r i b e d  in 

sec. 1 o f  this Act except for the a c c r u e d  interest and premiums. Th e re  is 

a p p r o p r i a t e d  f r o m  the "1976 T r u n k  a n d  S e c o n d a r y  Airp o rt  C o n s t r u c t i o n  Fund" to 

the D epartment o f  Public Works the amount o f  $7,790,000. - To t he extent 

feasible, the proceeds o f  these bonds shall be all oc a te d by the g o v e r n o r  in 

a ccordance wi th  the f o l l o w i n g  p r o j e c t s  and estimates:

Project L o c a t i o n  1 Am ount

(1) I nc reased Project estimates -

t r u n k  air po rt s  ' S t a t e wi d e $ 133,000

-1- C S S B  729



(2) L a n d i n g  strip

(3) Ru nway r ep ai r

(*0 Gravel r e s u r f a c i n g

(5) Gravel r e s u r f a c i n g

B arro w

Newt o k C h e v o k ,  

T u n u n a k

Emmonalc, A l a k a n u k ,

Kotlik

Allakakit

R u s s i a n  Mis si o n

Northwest

Pt. Lay

N uiqusit

100,000

1 ,20 0,000

1 ,3 0 0 , 0 0 0500,000

7 5 , 0 0 0

S t at ew id e

S ta tewide 

W hi tt i e r  

Lime Village 

Statewide

500,000

1*8 0 , 0 0 0
10 0,000

1 6 0 , 0 0 0

1,712,000

5 0 , 0 0 0

*430,000

1 ,0 0 0 , 0 0 0

(6) L a n d i n g  strip

(7) Re surface airport

(8) U p g r a di ng  ai rports

(9) L a n d i n g  3trip

(10) Airport i mp ro vements - 

r otary beac on s

(11) Increased project es t imates - 

secondary ai rports

(12) Ar mo r stone r ip ra p

(13) L a n d i n g  strip 

(1*4) M u n i c ip al  aid

* Sec. 3* If the issuance of these bonds is authorised by the qualified 

voters of the state, the amount of $27,300 or as m u c h  of that amount as is 

found ne ce ss ar y is a pp ro p r i a t e d  from the general fund of the state to the 

3tate b o n d  c o mmittee to carry out the p ro vi si on s of this Act and to pay 

expenses incident to the sale and Issuance of the bonds a u t h o r i s e d  in thi s 

Act. The amounts expe nd ed  from the a p p ro pr ia ti on  autho ri se d by this section 

shall be r e i m b u r s e d  to the general fund from the proceeds of the sale of the 

p on ds  a u th or i ze d by this Act.

* Sec. *1. The amount w i t h d r a w n  fr om  the Public F a c i li ty  Pla nn in g Fund for 

the p u r p os e o f  adv a nc e p l a n n i n g  for the improvements financed u nd e r this Act 

shall be re im b u r s e d  to the fund from the proceeds of the sale of bonds 

authorized b y  this Act.

CSSB 729 -2~



* Sec. 5'. The q u e st io n w h e th e r the bonds a u t h o r i z e d  in this Act are to 

i s s ue d shall be s u bmitted to the qu a li fi ed  voters of the state at the next 

state g e n e r a l  e l e c t i o n  and shall read sub st an t ia ll y as follows:

Pr oposition

S tate General Obliga t io n Tr un k and S ec ondary Airport 

C o n s t r u c t i o n  Bonds $7,790,000

S h al l the State of Alaska issue its general o b l ig at io n bonds in the 

p r i n c i p a l  amount of not more than $7,790,000 for the pur po s e of p a y i n g  

t he cost of trunk and secondary airport c o nstruction?

Bonds Yes [ ]

Bonds No [ ]

* Sec. 6. This Act takes effect immed ia te ly  in accord an ce  w i t h  A.S 01.- 

1 0.070(c).

# - 3 - C S S B  7 2 9



FEDERAL FUNDING 

HOUSE BILL 586 (PAGE 52)

TRUNK AIRPORTS

T 77-1 Various Sites $3,152,000

T 78-1 Various Sites 1 ,863,000

$5,015,000

T 77-2 Deadhorse $5,000,000

SECONDARY AIRPORTS

S 77-1 Various Sites $3,608,000
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Form 26 M U S T  BE COMPLETED A N D  A T T A C H E D  Wlv V A C H  PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST . • *

J

TITLE

SOQCÊ

VARIOUS S U E S  -  in c r e a s e d  P r o 1 e c t  Estlm\ j - S t r s R U . .

0
apBnawuw n ro tg a a

P*t

T lacgaaBaacpaBaaapqanccanraroaracaoroEa pewM n w a c w m waff

DA t"T'NG Ji,n- 1977
COMPLETION Jan< 19?9

LOCATION Various Statewide

TOTAL PROJECT 4 616,0 
COST * PRIORITY T77-1

AREA . 
SERVED Statewide

ELECTION
DISTRICT

source cost estimate Division of Aviation DATE August

n/a

975

DESCRIPTION

pSCT

j PRPROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

Additional funds are required to financially complete the design and construction 

of previously funded Trunk Airport projects. These projects include_“ian<Tacquisi.tloi 
’ ‘̂N o m e r a h a  "airport improvements at Ft. Yukon, Hooper Bay, Talkeetna, Homer and 
Petersburg.

CT * jj^ iA j.u ijL jJTsakTrv y y vxMV3rra* ia u j* j» J iK iii in ^ r ii ia t t > a a n gTsu3TVBU i^ T n u T^JULTi ^ ;T*g**g utri ^

-i c krju n  r- m a i jp u  u n :Tw r ttt.-j ?  n je r ^ rv x ra au c t u m  u n u v t ja iB Bi i?m y t ru ruB iem iaa cjM m u  oerufxg j:JBa n m n a a a v  * jtw j >u  i.'i e.  u  .■ j u a«cc cjc<i iq n v rr i.- vt v n  m  r cc  y v .u .-i m i  w pua i  : BnvnvT. k  \ ci r j u u ar

X LAND >

-■ uacpna-nnia-jxg

PROJECTPURPOSE

Major Maintenance (Rahobl

Improvomont or up-grading Sorvicei

PROJECT EXPENDITURES
TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENOITUREtCnpItnlCoat)
PLANNING AND ENGINEERING
LAND
CONSTRUCTION
EdVIPMENT
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER

TOTAL
.3,270.0. 

 3 27-uuO.

.=2=.
.  2 1 .313.1-0.

200.0

DUDGETYEAR
J, 2 70..CL 
— 327.0.

-=Q=_
JU 313,.0..

200.0

ca:njjq^^r^vA,̂ ‘jr/^xnj:»̂ 7C3m.u.ajLCiij,tujcijrLu;’jiCTK3vanî W^irt7>«a,r̂ f.Mnuua.: 
ra  w i  w w t  t u rn ,j .f i’C’u j i s» u v ijg iv A a i4 4 X >  m u u c. E T c a r a m g r e p g v c  is jm s jgpa ,]

42&iLra:

OUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 1  .

OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL 
. INCREASE(DECREASE)

FUNDING
SOURCE

OTHER SOURCES
GENERAL FUND

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL

T-TTsrscmncm 
xsrr

OUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 2

REMAINING
COST

Accommodation Ineroaio demand 
Now program or lorvlc'j 

accommodation

□

□
□
□

Supplement prcloui authorised 
fundi

Pallmlnory foeslbllltv or coit 
fituiflei

Other

□
□n

I UMnnm >uuL m n n M cg.'jL»CTt »xc f a c ir« i L a v i ' ; . T'-A »u r ; . :K (p \ T :

■n . r m  run. .l u l i  n  l i .m l

■j. jt 'if in -rL-TrL-»nvm-m>m.im.x«ni.'»rmrr.n«i.niTi4}

BUDGET YEAR

raccraaiuJuatt.na.Tc:

BUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 1 -

POSITIONS| FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS . • . •
Bigrag»wiw»T»aui«Tn3^aagKcraraJca3TCTrag«raiacB3Biou>«aai5U3jcw«iaa»wai«tra»iagBccwBacaBaaH w iraoaasgnwBcaasa urr-rap ii-.rnTwmi»muJ 
S.v-«'

•jgijjLag.icmPVjj.cjjt.j

BUOGETYEAR 
PLUS 2

a «n*raiULVvu:c c H im m j .U i i ; t XKt T»:m T .u -

APPROPRIATION REQUEST
Federal Rocolpti
Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matchlnn
.Othor Gonoral Fund
G, O. Bondi
ASHA Bondi
Intor-Agoncy Tronilon
Othor

TOTAL (

BUOGET YEARJJlSZsJL

”3,270.0

AGENCY P U B L I C  WO R K S P R O G R A M AVIATION

CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

PROJECT V A RIOUS SITES - Supplemental

 AnnropriatIons__

T77-1



J !
t— ' rrr nd  H ~ r r v frft

f'»*ojcc* • J n p t i U c o . < i o n§ Vf
.X ( . . > / .      .       7-

.-. A  statewide system of provbrf^g necessary, facilities and services to the ^ f
c m 7?

ITATE COAL 

llANNING OBJECTIVE:

citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner. '
'rrovide'transportation facilities Jtor people ana goods through the state of
Alaska using the .safest, most efficient, and as convenient a system as possible.

and Qriow rcaponic* at rcquirod-Ropoat hooding whan commencing rosporvw-Uio Form 23 at continuing ihoot-Rotpond in numorical ordcr-SMbrr.it Juitifier.Ion each proicct litiod Form 24- 
Jltach fc.uibility Jtu d iw  whon ovailabla, •

DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cito quanitolivo and moa»ur;blo need) ' HI. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Oiseuss degree of rol,ability)

. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Enimatc and justify) |/, IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stoto why 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.

II. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE — f This project will have no effect on operational expenses, other 
* than the standard amortization factor.

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

PROJECT
LOCATION

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 9 * ALLOCATED 
FROM CIP STATE
FY 72-75 FUNDS

ALLOCATED
FED
•FUNDS

ADD. STATE 
FUNDS REQ.

ADD. FED.. 
FUNDS REQ.

TOTAL
PROJECT

COST

Ft. Yukon 
Hooper Bay 
Talkeetna 
Homer
Petersburg
Nome

Apron
Maint. Bldg. 
Apron 
Apron . * 
Paving
Apron & Land 
Acquisition

T75-16 
.T75-27 
T75-28. 
T75-29 
T75-33 
T75-5

70,000 
’ 12,000 

• 5,000 
125,000 
,'110,000 

'250,000

430.000
108.000 

•. 45,000
675,000'
990,000

2,250,000

-0-

■ 3,000
15,000 

100,000

•572,000 4,498,000.

5 , 0  f t

80,000
107.000
135.000 

■-•200,000

630.000 
2,000,000

580.000
230.000
200.000 

1 ,100,000

1.730.000
4.500.000

3,152,000 8,340,000

‘jENCY PUBLIC WORKS P R O G R A M  — AyiATlQjL

•  •

PROJECT various sites - SupploxqnMl—
Ai);n-ui)ri:i i:.fniy;

CAPITAL B U D G E T  . 

PROJECT JUSTIFICATION

T77-1

■aune.
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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 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.

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.

B R U  C O D E REVISED

* | EXPLANATION
.  ' T77-1
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Form 26 M U S T  BE COMPLETED A N D  ATTACHED W. -ACH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST
mxA w f T i  -m':i t x T J u u u x v ; i  x n m r r a i m i g a : r . i ! j :  ̂ ■ ■ rmxrjrc g a a m cTTCra

OPERATING

~  t m n -
v v  rii- Igiwnm,L jii»»taû uuiiiiOrr

STARTING t i i /\*7*7
OATE J u l y 1977

COMPLETION
DATE

TOTAL PROJECT
COST X/U/O.U PRIORITY ’T78-4

LOCAnoNVarlous State*ride
AREA
s e r v e d  Statewide

ELECTION 
DISTRICT N / A

SOURCE COST ESTIMATE Division of Aviation DATE Oct. 1975

DESCRIPTION

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 Hopa.

ByTaT'SnJQbYQBnBGd

1

PROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

»1
i

IMPROVEMENT
dtrt̂ .'ir̂ n̂rr.rn: a acrKW bJ a

LANO
amv.jnia;.'.uiua?:n

ye  r.v .-L c r= j. j  -ii .-cth s t j  u - m ra i  u.-g  u  . j a u a  m i  M 'c u j z z z ^ r

PROJECT PURPOSE

i  Tr»jr*rrrf' r r j ^ . c r r z ^ y y '  a a c r r ^ r -^ z n -^ r jz  tltcx: i  ;cr-.vr^rrut rr ;r.r_L’ r *;rz'ti nJ x x r n  rn. irrjauTcrrr* m •—•ztx-tt* rrtrxr t rrrrvrcc c orarxs-i trtrnr r̂rrtrrrvcriruj: crrc:ĵ rrrv?rrrT7vnr

PROJECT EXPENDITURES

nggsnCTxmnmamnrar

TOTAL DUDGETYEAR

TmarrgcTTXTamiTrjorp
DUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 1

tncsoeaeantcwCTOHffiE’ 
OUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 2

HJ7.3CU-UVflXJC.t7iJgVJl
REMAINING
COST

TOTAL ANNUAL EXPE NOITU RE (Capital Cost) 1.87B.0 . 1.878.0
PLANNING ANO ENGINEERING

LANO

CONSTRUCTION 1,878.0 1,878.0
EQUIPMENT

ADMINISTRATION ANO OTHER
- r;n . jtfrrr . r:.rr., ,::zr-j--.-- ... --t;-..--:Tenafaumvronintxza ji! XMXcarjnrcoccerxnnrxt■juaCTujrS3VJ=iTOn!T..sin riujii caj.viataa.~ci:

Major Mcintononco (Rohab)

Improvomont or up-grodino Sorvlcoi

Accommodation incroato domonJ

Now program or lorvlco 
accommodation

Supplomant previous authorized 

funds
Pollmlnory foaslblilty or cost 

studies

, Othor

□  
□  
□  
□  
□  
□  
□  irr.r?7T vrr *r. r: rrn :

•i KjBrtBtxsimaiiBVtCGJnaujrsraq mugi'maumrtc:

OPERATIONAL COST ANO NO.PERSONNEL 
1 INCREASE(DECREASE)

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL BUDGET YEAR

-ml1,. imi-rjjXA.nxur'j'

DUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 1

BUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 2

If u n o i n g
[s o u r c e

OTHER SOURCES .

GENERAL FUND 1.5 1.5

[ TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST

[POSITIONSj FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS
ttorj^rjj>cT^TLa«— rcui: j-.roiiĉ CTjan-.-amtTiEiirn.

A G E N C Y Public Works

>rixx-v;ixvrnirjxy77VtrA^Tt-T4xcirr,.rj.Ti-r.,:v 7 r '

APPROPRIATION REQUEST

■m; m r v z  ir ^ x m .- r r r . ccr 

DUOGET YEAR |

Fodcral Receipts 1.863.0
Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matching

Othor Goncrol Fund -----~)
G. O. Bondt /' 1 5 . 0 /
ASHA Bondi V  ^
Intor-Agoncy Traniiora

Othor

TOTAL 1,878.0 j

P R O G R A M Aviation PROJECT Various Sites - .SunnJ^Jicnt.al-

Q  CAPITAL BUDGET

PROPOSED PROJECT

A p n r o n r i n t i n n s __

T78-4



TATE COAL 

LANNlNG OBJECTIVE:

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.

xpond Qdow rcoporaos o j  rcquir«d-Ropoat hooding whon commencing rcsponM-Uto Form 2 3  os continuing shoot-Roipond in numorical ondcr-Submit justification ooch project listod Form 2 4 ~  

.ttach fusibility studios whon available.
DOCUMENTATION OF NEED {Cito quanitativo and moasurabl# need) III. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dogrco of reliability)

I. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE {Estimate and Justify) IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stotowhy 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.

II 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.

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

PROJECT 
LOCATION

Birchwood 
Cordova 
Point Hope 
Nome
Dillingham

PROJECT PROJECT // ALLOCATED • ALLOCATED ADD. STATE ADD. FED. TOTAL

DESCRIPTION FROM CIP STATE FED FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REQ. PROJECT
FY 72-75 FUNDS FUNDS COST

Airport Const. $400,000 $2,380,980 -0- $ 762,000 $3,542,980
Rwy. Modif. & Imp. 320,000 1,370,139 -0- . 440,000 2,130,139
Rwy. Reconstruction 250,000 -0- -0- • 450,000

Fire/Crash Resc. Sta, T75^6 70,000 480,000 10,000 50,000 ' 610,000

Eire/Crash Resc. Sta T75-24 60,000 • 420,000 161,000 646,000
Totals 1 ,100,000 $4,651,119 T$.15,000 y 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 priorityprojects 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.

A G E N C Y PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM PROJECf Various Sites - S u p p l e m e n t a l ,

A n n r o o r i a  t!on

2 6
CAPITAL BUDGET 

PROJECT JUSTIFICATION
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E xp l a n a t i o n u.m>^ a to fii t*m /t
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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.

P n h’H c  Works B R U  C O D E  A’'n,.nt--inn R E V I S E D  Various Sites--------
Supplemental Approp.

EXPLANATION



A bn— Trri I— rm—

location Deadhorse
. AREA 

SERVED' Deadhorse
ELECTION
DISTRICT 19

source cost estimate Division of Aviation Design date- August 1975

^ ‘Oucuatf ^  bcuxx̂ j'- w| ..-,/ « •  JJ g . __ „____ _ , _ .
* * J ft *  ̂ « .

;; V _ /  Form 26 M U S T  BE COMPLETED A N D  ATTAC H E D  W I ^  > A C H  PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST
ocyomxmMJ* vjxm. r iaraaaociaaraTaggyagECtusTXiaxte-iaĉ ^ ujawaaroagajaamracTCiroma'-aaSttsrcgEasflCKgaaw^ i ..iTirmasirCTjam T O tnpaopt

t i t l e  . DEADHORSE - Runway Reconstruction

starting
date J^n 1977

COMPLETION
date Oct 1977

OPERATING 
O U D G E T B R U

V J  0 3 6
^ r > ^ « uwcDrrarK n ayna

TOTAL PROJECT , nn rt
cost 5>600*0 priority 177-2

narar~.-TOOiaji..v'mgtnirg3txuxu.,Jkiiuui'imnya3cninpimj,jnw»i

ju ■ )si'iir*:m !iujin :s if i—m m

DESCRIPTION
The project consists of widening the runway and t'axiway, placing a crushed base 
course on the runway, taxiways and apron, installing high intensity runway,lighting 
system, erection of a two stall crash/fire/rescue station with the necessary 
utilities and providing one C/F/R vehicle.

gxmragnTKiu h im  .axe :

PROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION

[ IMPROVEMENT

X EQUIPMENT

LANO
S.TTnstn/dwrJirwrr m/cr.f LTCfTflirm  a x~tl: .'̂v/jucurr, cat ux i

-=or>ij.unum-:iuurrxs

t cgwASjrrcgmrrm .  vuir u m m  w n otww ^ o im itn tq g w m wgaptiwcBPCgniHwa g w m r a a i j j ^ p u im x 3 C c inTaJi*3n7c^au in rt ix r t r n ^ «r>L:isr.i  P MLwiu .*« ro* ta (f iCTCTWuw»JTEgm rtOTr

PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL BUDGET YEAR
BUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 1

BUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 2

REMAINING
COST

TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENDITURECCopltalCost) 5 , 6 0 0 . 0 3 , 5 0 0 . 0 2 , 1 0 0 . 0

PLANNING ANO ENGINEERING 3 8 0 . 0 1 8 0 . 0 2 0 0 . 0

LANO - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

CONSTRUCTION 4 , 5 0 0 . 0 3 , 0 0 0 . 0 ■ 1 , 5 0 0 . 0  •

EQUIPMENT 2 0 0 . 0 2 0 0 . 0

ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER 5 2 0 . 0 3 2 0 . 0 2 0 0 . 0
{nmijj-iuM.'CTrCTunmr.'jimTxwncyj.-na^vfumimn.'VUtuul kJ \ iv w oW B  w w n a w c  wnaocgai m a a x j a  uLL.m/i^bmrjurui i u~ au .'LLLS StlllUUi i Jikl/1 KTJIU

OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL 
INCREASE (DECREASE)

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR

BUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 1

BUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 2

FUNDING
SOURCE

OTHER SOURCES . •
GENERAL FUND 1 9 0 . 0 " 1 9 0 . 0 '

'

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST 1 9 0 . 0 1 9 0

POSITIONS
I r a n a n c m - J

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS
b a o m o a m u G X ti .;- iv c r iru  v.ur.i u . i w r  i

3
nannaa—nciarcniiTrrnW gauiAr-na nr».vi j j j u b b

3 .................. .......

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Maintenance (Rehab) 

Improvement or up-grading Sorvieas X

Accommodation Incrooit demand 
Now proorom or torvlca 

accommodation

H

c
Supplement provlous authoritod 

fundi .
Pollmtnary feasibility or cost 

studies

c

Othor • •
A txt. I’yrawu rna ■tgaTxirn/.'Uo.ut ■u .u.-l a w rr *u mnjT/ a n n r
iwgnax wfjinagn'Jici ;i ui j j  i n .  t ,a r r z n r c r v n z r

APPROPRIATION REQUEST
r m n n n r e n B  

BUDGET YE
Fodorol Receipts 5 , 0 0 0 .

Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matching
Othor Gonoral Fund
G. O. Bonds S' 6 0 0 .

jj ASHA Bonds
J Intor-Afloncy Tronslors

Other

.

TOTAL
CzooKiizian.trsa^'.vrot-iyTareDmn-^TiirrL

' " S / T O C T
n w u w tm iw g

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS , P R O G R A M AVIATION PROJECT
DEADHORSE-

p -a / ^ ^ p g l - T i i r  M 'n tX .

CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

T77-2



Provide transportation racilities tor people and goods through tne state oi 
Alaska using the safest, most efficienti and as convenient a system as possiblePLANN ING O BJECTIVE:

I. DOCUMENTATION OF N EED  'Cito quanitolivo and mosturablo need)
Ii. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Etlima'.a and justify)

(II. D O CU M EN TA T IO N  O F  EST IM A TED  CAPITAL COST (D ijcuu  dc0rcc of reliability) 
IV . ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LTER N A T IV ES  C O N S ID ER ED  (Slate why ro jccu j)

I. 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.

II 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

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

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

2 6 -
CAPITAL BUDGET

PROJECT JUSTIFICATION
T77-2



' E x Xp i a n a t i o n
0 3 % 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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i o r m  26 M U S T  BE COMPLETED A N D  A T T A C H E D  M T h v / ' H  PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

t i t l e  COLO BAY Dock

7 - r

OPERATING 
OUDGETBRU

STARTING COMPLETION
DATE Oct. 1977

TOTAL PROJECT 
COST 2 PRIORITY T77-4

location Cold Bay
AREA
served1 Cold Bay *• •

ELECTION
DISTRICT !

SOURCE COST ESTIMATE DiV.

-r
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 
cargo wharf where it would be retained’ by sheet’ piling.- , - ' . *:

PROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT

IMPROVEMENT LAND

PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL BUDGETYEAR

raOTtioofjracmcrontier
DUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 1

»L-armu m a. mucmar
BUDGETYEAR 

PLUS 2
REMAINING

COST
TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENDITURE(CopltalCoit) ,2.500.0 . 1.000'. 0 1 500’. 0
PLANNING AND ENGINEERING 200.0 •:8b'. o . 120.0
LAND
CONSTRUCTION 2.00(7.0 800.0 l r2no.O
EQUIPMENT t i
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER 300'. 0 120.Q 1

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Molntononco (floheb)

Improvomont or upgrading Sorvlcoi

Accommodation Incroato domond 
Naw program or (orvlca 

accommodation

Supplamont provioua cuthorlead 
fundi •

Pottmlnary foailblllty or cost
ItUdlM

Othor ■ •
J  M-n d X BPPrgmaPC a  ■ » O t tW a B W a aX W  e- uTTTTJTTTrnm gp’.gTtrrxxW

0
□
□
□
□
□
□

OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL 
INCREASE(DECREASE)

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR

BUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 1

Jar iU  tjJLT.fi .t iir i

BUDGET YEAR [ 
PLUS 2 ij

FUNDING
SOURCE

OTHER SOURCES
GENERAL FUND OoooC

M ’ 280. 0 .280.0 280.0
*

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST j
POSITIONS
.■«»«nEiM>rnrr

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS •
ujua.^'Lxn.'UUJjUJVi. .u im

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS
P R O G R A M

AVIATION
PROJECT

APPROPRIATION REQUEST BUDGET YEAf
Fodoral Rocolptt
Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Motchlng
Othor Gonorol Fund ___ ___ ^
G. O. Bonds /"2.500.oJ
ASHA Bonds
Intor-Agoncy Transfers
Othor

.

I

t  TOTAL 2v500.r0-

COLD BAY DOCK
T ■ ........ -

CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

T77-4



♦

re g o a l

iNNING ODJGCTIVE:

*#
^L.

f * % JL-*

A  statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the 
citizens of Alaska in a. timely and efficient manner. '
''Provide transportation facilities for people and goons through the ctatc or 
Alaska using the safest, most efficient, and as convenient-a system as possible.

and Odow rcspomw a j rcquirod-Ropoot hoadlno whon commonclnu roiponso-Uio Form 23 as continulna shcot-Rojpond In numor/cal ordor-Submlt Justification onch project listed Form 24- 
>ch feasibility studios whon ovalloblo. , • • •
JOCUM ENTATION O F N E E D  (Cite quoniiativo and moasurablo nood) ’ III. D O C U M EN TA T IO N  O F  ES T IM A TED  CAP ITA L COST (Discuss dcorco of reliability) ’
ANALYSIS IMPACT ON O P ER A T IO N A L EXPENSE (Estimato and Justify) • |V .  ID E N T IF IC A T IO N  O F A LT ER N A T IV E S  C O N S ID ER ED  (Stoto w hy 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. 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 
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 new 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.is beyond reasonable repair and in danger of total collapse.

• * •

II. ANALYSIS IMPACT O N '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
2. Annual’- Main.tenance'
3. • Utilities & Wages

$740,‘./CO 
8,000 

32,000

$'280,000

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM ^.A-Y^ATION. PROJECT COLD BAY DOCK

fiZ CAPITAL BUDGET . 
—  vO nnnuTrlT JUSTIFICATION

T77-4



Explana t ion » * ,' tl * * •

! « •  aQCUMEHTATipHi-OF_BgTJ[-̂ T E ^ C A P I T A I._COST - ’ . Ihe folloBing ls ba3e(i o a l l M t a d  field'data.

Mobilization
Granular Fill ’ ’ $ ' 4.00-/cu yd.
Riprap 10.00/cu y d . .

•• Sheet Piling Material 0.20/lb.
Install 3.90/sq ft.

Mooring Dolphins • $20,000.00/ea
Catwalks • 6O,V00/lin.ft.
Fender System (from pile &

timber salvage) -80.00/lin.ft.

Sub Total . •. & . « ■ • • • • •  <

Contingencies, Engineering & Adminis.

$ . 100,000 • 

660,000 • 
170,000- 
,580,000 
310,000 

. 100,000

32.000

48.000 •

$ 2,000, OCRF 

500,000

TOTAL Vl.', . $ 2,500,000 1
c • • •

• • i

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 ls no local government 
and no Federal agency has been Identified who would accept the responsibility.

BRU CODE REVISED

T77-4
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mpital' Dudtfet Tropouftd 1’ rojecl
— I X tpurrmrf tW . JL . .____ .J

/ * v" - /  Form 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED WHV ^C H  PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

TITLE
•OPERATING

VARIOUS SITES - Increased Project Estimate^ budgetbru

oateTING JanuarY  -97e ^ LE5 m a r y  1977

LOCATIONVarious Statewide

r g t r u ,
~ 6 S Z Z

TOTAL PROJEC 
COST * 5,320.0 PRIORITY S77-1

AREA . 
SERVED' Statewide

ELECTION
DISTRICT N/A

source COST estimate Division of Aviation Design Section date November 1975

DESCRIPTION
Additional funds are required to financially complete previously funded Secondary 

Airport projects. The projects include new airports at NIGHTMUTE, SHELDON POINT, 

CROOKED CREEK, RUSSIAN MISSION, AKHIOK, LARSEN BAY, KARLUK, NEW MINTO and 

AK3LER; and airport improvements at NOORVTK, BIG LAKE, and GIRDWOOD*'

PROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT X

IMPROVEMENT X LAND . ...

V

PROJECT PURPOSE

mnpwaamimvumn u r a ra c ta- ■ i - l. . . ^ * W llMllll»l. i r W ^ » M lLHH T< l T> l|

rrrw *  t i \ ini 1njHirr

PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL BUDGET YEAR
BUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 1

BUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 2

REMAINING | 
COST !;

TOTAL ANNUAL GXPGNDITURE(CopltalCost) 5,320.0 5,320.0 1

PLANNING AND ENGINEERING 255.0 255.0 !
LAND
CONSTRUCTION 4,310.0 4,310.0

EQUIPMENT 255.0 255.0

ADMINISTRATION ANO OTHER 500.0 500.0

OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL 
INCREASE(DECREASE)

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR

BUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 1

BUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 2

FUNDING
SOURCE

OTHER SOURCES
GENERAL FUND 150.0 150.0 .

4

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST 150.0 150.0

POSITIONS|̂ FULL~TIME EQUIVALENTS

Major Malntcnanco (Rehab)

Improvamant or up-grading Sarvicoi

Accommodation Incrooia domond
Now program or torvica 

accommodation

Supptomont pravlaut authorized 
fundi .

Pollmlno/̂ fooilblllty orcoit 
it 3101 J

OtH

□  
□  
□  
□  
□

Tsxwnrnxirx
t rjKUin a uJsrr-̂ mryotrrvvTcrnrcxiBirr. i cxr;

1 APPROPRIATION REQUEST
TJUtWOf.’irXU I'JLU IUU.111

0UO£&T-W"E?r(f\
Fodornl Rocolptt C -?rfinR.ny
Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matching
Othor Gonoral Fund
G. O. 3ond» .1,712.0 _. :
ASHA Bondi
Intor-Agoncy Tromlon
Othor

TOTAL 5,320.0

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS , PROGRAM AVIATION PROJECT V A R I O U S  S I T E  -  I n c r e a s e d  P r o j e c  E
Estimate!

CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT S77-1



/TCmjvWSfi i5*3cSget5“I?rojp?vrt J-trrrUfi xj-jrAoi=-̂ j  •  L——‘ —  — * *•—  ^  --
' _______________ ^ ________________________________________ .:________________________ :.........  w ^ g 7 ^

• A  statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the & /
• ' citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.
"Provide transportation laciiicies xor people ane goods through the State of
Alaska using the safest, most efficient, and as convenient- a system as possible.

STATE GOAL

PLANNING OBJECTIVE: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Expand Botow responses as rcqulrod-Dopaat hoadino whon commencing rcsporwo-Uw Form  23 st  continuing shcot-Rospond In numorical o/dcr-Submlt Justification ouch project listod Form  24-
Atueh feasibility studies when cvallablo. • , •
I. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED (Cito qunnitotivo and measurable need) ‘ ' <|f. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dcgreo of reliability)
II. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate and justify) • IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Stato why rojectod)

I. P O C U M E N T A T A I O N  OF NEE D  - A d d i t i o n a l  appropriations are needed to comp l e t e  pre v i o u s l y  funded projects due 

to i n f l a t i o n , e x pansion of project, or original p r o j e c t  u n d erestimation fr o m p revious CIP's.

II. ANALY S I S  IMPACT O N  O P E R A T I O N A L  E X P E N S E  - Supplemental funding to comp l e t e  p r o j e c t s  will hav e no effect 

o n  o p e r a tional expense, even t h ough the p r o j e c t  cos t  is somewhat higher.

III. D O C U M E N T A T I O N OF ESIMATED C A P I T A L  COST - The estimate is a pr e l i m i n a r y  d e s i g n  estimate ba s e d  on c u r rent 

a n d  p r o j e c t  p rices applied to an t i c i p a t e d  quantities.

PROJECT

L OCA T I O N

PROJECT

DESCRIPTION

P R O J E C T  # ALLOCATED ALLO C A T E D ADD. STATE

F R O M  C I P  STATE F E D E R A L  FUNDS REQ.

F Y  72-75 FUNDS FUNDS ' _______________

A DD FED. 

FUNDS REA.

TOTAL

P ROJECT

COST

S h e l d o n  Po i n t A i r p o r t  Const. Leg. Addn. 350,000 -o- • 125,000 . -0- 475,000

C r o oked C r e e k A i r p o r t  Const. . Leg. Addn. 100,000 ■ -0- 300,000 -0- 400,000

R u s sian Miss. A i r p o r t  Const. Leg. Addn. 100,000 -0- 415,000 -0- 515,000

(Kuskokwim)
t

•

'516,000 924,000Akhiok A i r p o r t  Const. S 75-21 • 50,000 250,000- 108,000

L arsen B a y A i r port Const. Leg. Addn. •■100,000 . -0- -0- 746,000 846,000

K a r l u k A i r p o r t  Const. S75-22 60,000. 340,000 53,000 614,000 1,067,000

N e w  Mi n t o A i r port Const. . S75-12 50,000 250,000 96,000 659,000 1,055,000

N o o r v i k Rwy. Impr. S75-7 70,000 430,000 . -0- 401,000 901,000

A m b l e r A i r p o r t  Const. S75-2 • 70,000 430,000 70,000 . „ . 534,000 1,104,000

B i g  L a k e * Rwy. Impr. S 75-14 • 30,000 180,000 95,000 ‘ (180,000) *• 125,000

Gird w o o d A i r p o r t  Imp.. S72-24 120,000 -0- 318,000 438,000

1,365,000 1,880,000 f l 7 7 1 2 , 0 0 0  ) 3,608,000 8,565,000

A G E N C Y PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM _ AVJAJIQjl PROJECT

. CAPITAL BUDGET
PROJECT JUSTIFICATION S 7 7 - /



IV. IDENTIFICATION OF A L TERNATIVES CONSIDERED* • . «
This is not

Cor.stru

conside

ict as m u c h  of the project as possible w i t h  the allocated funds »'«silable. This is j 

-red feasible b e c ause the projects are limited in scope and i e c uire 100% completion.

2. D i s t r i b u t e  the a llocated funds to the greater priority projects fro m  the lesser priority projects. 

This is feasible but not d e sirable since the previous programs ha v e  committed construction projects 

at a l l  of th e s e  airports., a nd r e p r ogramming the projects w o u l d  incur- additional inflation.

2.' Do nothing. A s  m entioned p r e v i o u s l y  the projects ha v e  b e e n  committed f r o m  previous capital programs» 

To avoid the projects wo u l d  not b e  feasible since these projects ha v e  established a greater priority 

than a ny future projects b e i n g  considered in subsequent years.

REVISED

EXPLANATION S77-1

BRU CODE

* T he current laclc of federal funds w i l l  de l a y  the project; it is proposed to change to 100% State

financing to permit earlier construction. The scope of w o r k  is being reduced to hold costs to a minimum.
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. V-^-'Tonu 26 M U S T  BE COMPLETED A N D  ATTACHED W k  X c H PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST
r.rrty.sreTrglhrfft"Eam wrrvrur^w.oAyv’̂ tuo j x x x m j* : » a r jm rrgn&A  r c ^ c u r c g ^ c ^ c n r jc r̂ rggaccipsaras

t i t l c WHITTIER - Armor Stone Riprap

t a o t i n g  t  , 
a t e  July 1976

CO M PLET IO N
OATE Oct. 1976

a n a z a s u m.TssmTnuaanrscr.Tstcmsc-jt.

OPERATING 
OUDGET ORU

TO TA L PROJECT 
COST • 50.0

Location Whittier Airport

0 £ ? s ~

if i

PRIORITY 'S77-9

AREA
SERVED' Whittier ELECTION

DISTRICT

puRCH cost estimate Division of Aviation Design Section date . _ Aligner. 1.9.75..

INSCRIPTION

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.

\ »
PROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION GOUIPMGNT
i
j

1 IMPROVEMENT X LAND
>

nirtririttrm tnt r?

Km

I PROJECT EXPENDITURES TOTAL DUDGETYEAR
BUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 1

UUOGET YEAR 
PLUS 2

REMAININO
COST

■ total ANNUAL EXPENDITURE (Copltal Cost) n Fn n •
■ PLANNINO ANO ENGINEERING
B land

CONSTRUCTION . 5n.n 50 n
EQUIPMENT
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER

.. ....................... ..... .

OPERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL 
INCREASE(DECREASE)

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL BUDGETYEAR

OUDGETYEAR 
PLUS t

UUOGETYEAR 
PLUS 2

t
FUNDING
SOURCE

OTHER SOURCES - 0 - .
GENERAL FUND - 0 -

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST - 0 -
•POSITIONS | FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS - 0 - uatMttwuaaiiMMa

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Molntonanca (Rohab)

Improvement or up>(jrodlnu Sorvlcat

Accommodation lncroaio domond
New proQram or service 

accommodation

Supplomont pravlout authorized 
fundt

Pollinlnury faotlblllty ur cott 
studios

i Othar

□
□
□
□
□  
□

U* i X K U S U X U i  M U G O J  a W U X & L

APPROPRIATION REQUEST
\i; ti'ii

OUDGET YEAR
Fodoral Rccoipts
Roqulrod Gonorol Fund Motchiny
Othor Gonsrol Fund —
G. O. Oondt
ASHA Oondt O '
Intor-Aooncy Trontlou
Other

TOTAL 50.0
i.*caa>/aM iaujar.xu*u:

AUENC^u b l l c  Works , P R O G R A M Aviation PROJECT ' -WHITTIER...- Armor Sfnnp Riprjip

n >  CAPITAL BUD G E T .

PROPOSED PROJECT

S 77—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* . .
. 1 i/rovide transportation facilities tor people and goods througti tne State or

planningODJCCTIVEJ ' Alaska using the safest, most efficient,• and as convenient a system as possible.

Expond Below reaporaat at rcquirod-Ropoat hooding whan commonclng rnpoiuo-Uta Form 23 at continuing shoot-Rospond in  numerical ordar~Submit justification each project listod Form 24~ 
Attach feasibility studies whon available. .
I. DOCUM ENTATION  OF N EED  (Cito quanitotivo and mooturablo need) It). D O CUM ENTA TIO N  OF EST IM A TED  CAPITAL COST (Discuss dogrco of roliabilily)
II. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON O PERAT IONA L EXPENSE (Estimate and Justify) IV . ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LTER N A T IV ES  CO NS IDERED  (Stole why rejected)

I. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The Whittier runway is currently under attack by erosion, '.'.'he 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.

II. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - Xhis project will have no effect on operational expenses, other 

than the standard amortization factor.

III. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAF1TAL COST

jrhs-estimated-amQ-unt is an empirical " 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.

A G E N C Y  PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM AVIATION, PROJECT WHITTIER - Armor Sf-nnn Riprap,

2 6 -
CAPITAL BUDGET

PROJECT JUSTIFICATION
S77-2



C ap i t a l  15 udcfet r o p o a e d  I r o i e a i
T

v v  Form 26 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED WI\ XCH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST
y^ tirriIir'-ri»> rg-rTlpn'> rrrv-L-rurrym trri-t-^>ri-.r-^ -.^  _*<-r-*—m-rTrr.r*~*--.r-TrLtr^i*rwr.-c’,-ruaninmfirm,.1r.-rm~rr,

cn = r

T I T L C Lime Village

rARTlNG _ , , n ,,
ate July 1976

COMPLETION
DATE

# /

OPERATING 
BUDGET BRU

TOTAL PROJECT . . O N­
C O S T  ' 4 8 0 . 0 PRIORITY S77-3

ESCRIPTION

This project will entail the construction of a rudimentary landing strip at
Lime Village by equipment rental." ““7 The strip will'be 1,500 feet long
by approximately 60 feet wide.

mttunum

PnOJECT EXPENDITURES
fOTAL ANNUAL CXPGNOITUnG(CopltolCoit)
LANNINC ANO ENGINEERING
■AND
lOMSTRUCTION
QUIPMENT
ADMINISTRATION AND OTHER.... JSMUttJx: ■Ji.-liilMMgllLITJ.JHlJ.rjlllH

TOTAL

460 ,0..

4 2 0 . 0

6 0 . 0  
xramimimtaxritn/nita

DUDGETYEAR

^dflOLO-

4 2 0 . 0

6 0 . 0

3UOGET YGArt 
PLUS 1

la n u in r n im r u t n n x a s v

OUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 2

Efif.tn f r a g n g ic im ^ i. 8 BB M  BBB Ml
r i « w i . - M w n n Y t L i k M n i ; - i i i » n m i t a i t f  ^ r*^ 'arrjrrrt-r« -i-rTU Jnrv-TV *3r

)PERATIONAL COST AND NO.PERSONNEL 
INCREASE (DECREASE)

UNOINO
OURCE

OTHER SOURCES
GENERAL FUND

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST
OSITIONS FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS
m rn iL U M u a J  i i n r f d n i i t t r j r . r l r . ' , l l : i r . ' l , l .- z iu i .U L 2 M n r 4 ir .

,«ai . m c t ii i r» nbB a» inm TTJ is-uu i m re n n  am - .yavpr a m c J A S i r o n t c a m :

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL

JLCLJL-

nUDGETYEAR

-5JXJL

-5ILJL
ifMfn-nnwinrr.TnanujT'ii.wiiLTBgTOrTŝ 'atmzi.

OUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 1 '_____

OUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 2

jtftticnuBfisnxFJ7«TfMrj«iitManrfiai-gainBa

T
cornea maaaanjagaaacuaams at a aatmacaccammMaaaaJH

o c a t i o n  Lime village
AREA
SERVEDLime Village

ELECTION 
DISTRICT 18 N

1 0 •
o u r c e c o s t  e s t i m a t e  Division of Aviation - Planning Section- DATE Nov. 1975 .

p a c a a a n a M M K a P s a e a a a a a js o t m a a .— tsua ------------

PROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION X EOUIPMCNT

IMPROVEMENT
: i  rvr-~i.•(t.TTi’.t

LAND 
issssssASTH sr.r.Kcreir̂

6F-mTraif7ica.~ticm;r.TTx̂ 7:najj • .rB S tV a a .- .l 'lg l r . a

R EM A IN IN G
COST

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Molntononca (Rehab) 

Improvement or up-grading Service.

Accommodation Incronto dumond 
Now program or torvico 

accommodation

Supplement proviout autltorircd 
fundi

Pellmlnary (ooilblllty or co n  
ttudlot

Othor • • ____
f l u f f y  ̂  i f  p*inrr~f i i n r r - i n r^n M.rjir r ny i  i»-t? f .n---i.- t .y-y ,

□
□
□
0
□
□
□

APPROPRIATION REQUEST
a'tJs.ta'K̂ uUAixi'U lyin

GUDGCT YEAR
Fodorol Rocolptt
Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matching
Othor Gonarol Fund
G. O. Dondt
ASHA Dondl
Intor-Agoncy Tronifon
Othor

TOTAL 480.0

-dSQ^.Q.A.

AGENCY gubljlcJioxlss. PROGRAM Aviation PROJECT Lime Village Airstrip

CAPITAL BUDGET
w  PROPOSED PROJECT



ATE CO A L

LA N N IN C  O BJECT IVE:

-- -—    -- --N _          is__ .L
k  statewide, system of providing necessary facilities and services to the 
• citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.
"'Provice transportation facilities ror people ana goods 't\ ;ugn the State or 
Alaska using the safest> most efficient* and as convenient a system as possible.

np.ind Ddow r& pom oi at rcquirod-RopMt hooding when ccmmcnclng c«porue-Ui« Farm 23 «  continuing »hoot-R«pond in numerics! order-Submit justification oach project listod Perm 24- 
ttaeh feasibility studios whon available.
DOCUMENTATION OF N EED  (Cito quanitativo and moasurabla nccdj I I I .  DO CUM ENTA TIO N  OF EST IM A TED  CAPITAL COST (Discuss dogrce of reliability)

I. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONA L EXPENSE (Estimate and justify) IV . ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LTER N A T IV ES  C O N S ID ER ED  (Stato why rejoctod)

I. 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 pone by road or water.

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

III. 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.

AGENCY P UBLIC WORKS PROGRAM

26 CAPITAL BUDGET
PROJECT JUSTIFICATION

PROJECT
Lime Village Airstrip

S77-3



THE LEGISLATURE OP THE STATE OF ALASKA 
FISCAL MOTE

Second Session - Ninth Legislature

I. REQUEST
Bill Mo. HB 622 & SB 7 2 9 _________________________________________________ ___
Title: G.O. Bond Issue, $5,575,000 Trunk & Sencondarv Airport Construction
Requested by: Senate Finance________________________ Date: April 8. 1076
Return Date Requested: ASAP______________________________________________
Agency: Public U o r k s _________________ Program: Aviation__________________

II. FISCAL DETAIL
Budget Request Unit(s) Affected:___________

A. EXPENDITURES:' (Thousands of dollars)

OBJECT FY 76 FY 77 FY 78 FY 79 FY 80 FY 31
100 PERSONAL SERVICES 583,781 "342,856
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL ;.176 ,966 1,360,/10
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT 39.259 21 .428
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC.

TOTAL ! ,850,006 1 ,724,994

B. FUNDING: (Thousands of dollars)

GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS
U T iit iH  o . O .  uui'iuS ' >•••*** i .  i l l l\ . ’J ' J n

* C. POSITIONS:

PERMANENT/TEMPORARY / / / \ / | / /

MAN MONTHS (P./T.) / .J / T \ 7 /

III. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section III)

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

V. DATE: APril 8 » '976 PREPARED BY: _____________

^  Aaf/inistrative Director
Original: Legislative Finance
cc: Budget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

^  Administrative Direct





,rJ  l •* I • fS-' __a p  iw ‘ '

’ 7 "* Form 26 M U S T  BE COMPLETED A N D  A T T A C H E D  W L  j k C E PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST
   .  - --wrr.-rvL ^ i» o<» ^-.\naav«-J»^»ic3grJ K a ^a-r.- ~ .T»r /--rT--oc=.r  r n n r i% s c a a c 3 ^ t ^ - = m im ^ y = A l  trSS& rtna :y iSCS3C3«l«.̂ CS

operating
TITLE

TARTING
3ATE Jan. 1977 COMPLETION

DATE J an. 1979 TOTAL PROJECT A 616.0 * 
COST PRIORITY T77-1 J

.OCATION Various Statewide
AREA . . . . . .
served Statewide

ELECTION
DISTRICT n/a ' j

• v y  < 3 £ 3 /

p-/

.M l~xtcs '.x-zcnr-o c o  rxar̂ xiLC ztzji rrrxrzc

ounce cost estimate Division of Aviation date August 1975

ISSCRIPTION

PROJECT TYPE

CONSTRUCTION X EQUIPMENT

IMPROVEMENT X
ac.xtd

LANO
t J/J i l_ L - / . T O 1 S - ,

X
"iTTC

Additional funds are required to financially complete the design and construction 

of previously funded _Trunk Airport projects. These projects include_^2aiid?.acquisitioi 
V ‘ at"Nome;" anil' airport improvements at Fit. Yukon, Hopper Bay., Taikeetna, Honer "and 
Petersburg.

PROJECT EXPENDITURES
rOTAL ANNUAL EXPENDITURE (Cr.pltill Cost)
•LANNINC ANO ENGINEERING
.AND
:ONSTRUCTION
(ClUIPMENT
\DM I NIST RATI ON ANO OTHER 
t . r x -—7 — -;.r- -xr; r~ ^ r ^ ~ r c n r r - . - J Z 7 ^ r ^ n  S W A M .' . ;

TOTAL
.3*270.0.

 W .J) .
-o-

200.0

DUDGETYEAR
J, 270.IL

■327.0

^ 3 1 3 ,  Q..200.0

DUDGET YEAR 
PLUS 1

OUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 2

REMAINING
COST

HH-U-lag

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Mdntoncnco (Rohab) 

Improvement or up-orodlng Sorviees

Aeccmmodctlon Increase domond 
Now program or lorvleo

sccommodotlon

□□□□
Supplommt provlout authorltcd 

fundi I
Pellmlnory footlbllliy or cost 

itudlei

Othor • *
H  r a m  ts u w L X x s rrm r s r x j t s r r x r u . «■ a l . v j c i i  h v  ■ ru m . i r j i  ■; .  i tt n r . 'W D r r

□□
□

3PERATIONAL COST AND N O .P ER S O N N EL  
INCREASE (DECREASE)

:UNDING
SOURCE

OTHER SOURCES
GENERAL FUND

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST
’OSITIOMS FULL-TIME COUIVALENTS 
szn.’ana.%v

•_V̂ <Piir&vr.T: rcrora^j?ahQ^^'s^ra^r?t3^^;vi.^/.v^,a.c,'j^-CTvlxi:rcrs.-rlxajiraT?-ffTg;3rxufuwJ;
ST33TTSJV lr. rXi * .., J\t'J•.IXG'j3£Vt7 J« .aLwLJu«>iLL* wtL7.3

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL BUDGET YEAR

DUDGETYEAR 
PLUS 1

B U D G ET  YEA R  
PLUS 2

AGENCY- p u b l i c  WORKS P R O G R A M

gjg;arasancy>iggc

AVIATION

APPROPRIATION REQUEST
■rrrt<m<.7=r7cr.rrrrem
BUDGET YEAR

Fodorol Receipt! • • 3 .1 5 ? c 0
Roqulrod Gonoral Fund Matching
.Othor Gonoral Fund
G, O. Bonds (  118 .0V
ASHA Bondi
Inter-Agoncy Tronilori
Othor

—N
..... -c------------- " A

; TOTAL (W-tvajoiosojttaTCTrac.xxo.’o'aoi.tTJc.n !

r  VARIOUS 'S IT E S  -  SiiPiv
Apprt

3 , 2 7 0 . 0  J

omental
ip r ia t io n s

CAPITAL BUDGET
PROPOSED PROJECT

T77-1



------- t-r-xa

TE GOAL

NNINC OOJECTIVE:

.• A  statewide system of provl:n£ig necessary, facilities and services to the Vv—  
citizens of Alaska in a timely and 'efficient manner.

'"'Provide transportation r a c m t i e s  lor people and goods through the State or 
Alaska using the safest, most efficient, and as convenient a system as possible.

r  o 7 F / ?

?!

nd Oriow rcpo nsw  at requirod-Ropoat heading when commencing rosponso-Uto Form 23 at continuing shwt-fitttpor.d in numoi’ical ordcr-Submit ju it ificatlon oaeh project lirtod Form 24- 
eh fc.nibility ttudios when ovailobio. •
O CUM EN TA TIO N  OF N E E D  (Cite rjuaniieiivo ond moasurablo need) ' i l l .  D O C U M E N T A T IO N  O F  ES T IM A TED  CA P ITA L COST (O iicutt degree of reliability)
NALYSlS IM PACT ON O P ER A T IO N A L EXPENSE lEn im ato  and justify) IV . ID E N T IF IC A T IO N  O F A L T E R N A T IV E S  C O N S ID E R ED  (Siato why 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,

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

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

PROJECT
LOCATION

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PROJECT // • ALLOCATED ALLOCATED ADD. STATE 
FROM CIP STATE FED FUNDS REQ.
FY 72-75 FUNDS • 'FUNDS

ADD. FED.. 
FUNDS REQ.

TOTAL
PROJECT

COST

Ft. Yukon 
Hooper Bay 
Talkeetna 
Komar
Petersburg
Nome

O ' -

Apron
Maint. Bldg. 
Apron 
Apron . ' 
Paving
Apron & Land 
Acquisition

T75-16 
.T75-27 
T75-28. 
T75-29 
T75-33 
T75-5

• 70,000 
’  12,000  • 

. •• 5,000
125.000
110.000 
'250,000

430.000 
'. 108,000 
•. 45,000
. 675,000 •

990.000 
2,250,000

■572,000... 4,498,000.
• .  •

; £ i0 P

80,000
107.000
135.000 

■"•200,000

630.000 
2,000,000

3,152,000

580.000
230.000
200.000 

1 ,100,000

1.730.000
4.500.000

8,340,000

EN'CV PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM • ___

. CAPITAL BUDGET
- M n r r p T  T n s T i F r r . A T i n N

_  P ROJE CT various sites - Sunplomcnc.ij__
   Appvuprl.-l l:.inii;;

T77-1



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 ar.d require 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.

3V 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. •

B R U  CODE REVISED
a i i im n i  i m i n i r n r > l ~ n ~ ~ r**
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; ’ Form ?6 MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED W. ... ACH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST
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~  c m  d- f
TiS I

i t l g  Various Sices - Increased Project Estimate
O P E R A T I N G  
B U D G E T  S S U

tRT IN G  - , - ,n - 7 i
E July 1977

C O M P L E T I O N  
D A T E

T O T A L  P R O J E C T
C O S T  1 , 0 / 0 * U P R I O R I T Y  T78-4

3 a t i o r y V a r i o u s  Statewide
A R E A  .
s e r v e d  Statewide

E L E C T I O N

D I S T R I C T N/A '

j r c e  c o s t  e s t i m a t e  Division of Aviation D A T E  Oct. 1975

zrrrr.̂vxrra gicĉv cvm zirrikr.1

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.

1

P R O J E C T  T Y P E

C O N S T R U C T I O N E Q U I P M E N T

*
t
l

I M P R O V E M E N T
= r a r

L A N O
sjn rrr.T m zz.... .  tn rr« :rr

'•

.  L~

P R O J E C T  P U R P O S E

R O J E C T  E X P E N D I T U R E S

>TAL A N N U A L  E X P E N O I T U n E { C a p i t o l C o s t )

ANNI NG ANO E N G I N E E R I N G

NO

N 3 T R U C T I O N

U I P M E NT

T O T A L

U c m j L

1,878.0

D U D G E T Y E A R

D U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  1

-L . 9.2.8.JL

1,878.0

O U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  2

R E M A I N I N G

C O S T

• - . r x r \ .  in - . v . v ------ ---------------------------------- ____________ _a . a a : r i ■«a  x.r _ : .  a-. -;ar— — ---- ------

l E R A T I O N A L  C O S T  AND N O . P E R S O N N E L
I n c r e a s e ( d e c r e a s e )

U L T I M A T E

A N N U A L B U D G E T  Y E A R
B U D G E T Y E A R  

P L U S  1
' D U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  2

NOING

J R C E

O T H E R  S O U R C E S .

G E N E R A L F U H O 1.5 1.5

............................
[t o t a l  a n n u a l  O P E R A T I O N A L  C O S T

I d T I O N S j  F U L L - T I M E  F . O U I V A L E N T S j L-L—ii - i i .r in r r . : - !
j

Major Mointononeo (Roheb) 

Improvomont or up-Qrading Sorvlcos

A c c o m m o d a t i o n  I ncrcaio  de ma n d  

No-.v program or sorvlco 

a c c o mm o da t i on

S u p p l cma n t  previous author ized 

funds

Pol lmlnory l oct lbl l l ty or  c os t  
studies

Othor

A P P R O P R I A T I O N  R E Q U E S T

iTnr trrrxvscrsr. ttt. nrr* 

B U D G E T  Y E A R  j

Federal  Rccoipcs 1,883.0 i
Roqulrot l  Goncrol  F u nd Matching

Othor  Goncrol  Fund ^ ----- -)
G. 0 .  Bonds /' 1 5 . 0 /
A S H A  Bonds fv .  V
I nt or - Agon cy  T r c ni t ors

Othor

! T O T A L 1,878.0 ,
: ' ; n w  I. v-.-rnrr r r - f -
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TATE GOAL 

LANNlNG OBJECTIVE:

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

■“Provide' transportation racij.mes tor people' and goods through the State of “ 
Alaska using the safest, most efficient; and as' convenient a system as possible.

xpond Belov* rcsporuoi s i rcquirod-'Ropoat hooding when commencing rosponio-Uxo Form 23 w  continuing shool-Rospond in numorieol ond4r-Submit Juitification ooch project lirtod Form 24- 
ttach leg ib ility  studies whon available.

. DOCUM ENTATION  OF N EED  (Cito quanitativo and moaiuroblo need) I I I .  DO CU M EN TA TIO N  OF EST IM A TED CAPITAL COST (Discuss dcgrco of reliability)
I. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Estimate and justify) IV . ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LTER N A T IV ES  CONS IDERED  (Stato why 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.

• II 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*

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

PROJECT
LOCATION

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PROJECT // ALLOCATED
FROM CIP STATE

FY 72-75 FUNDS

ALLOCATED ADD. STATE ADD. FED. TOTAL
FED FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REQ. PROJECT

FUNDS COST

Birchwood Airport Const.
Cordova Rwy. Modif. & Imp.
Point Hope Rwy. Reconstruction
Nome Fire/Crash Resc. Sta. T75*-6
Dillingham Eire/Crash Resc. Sta T75-24

Totals

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED -

$400,000
320.000
250.000
70.000
60.000

$2,380,980 
1,370,139 

-0- 

480,000 
• 420,000

1 ,100,000 $4,651,119

$ 762,000 $3,542,980
. 440,000 2,130,139
• 450,000

50,000 610,000
161,000 646,000

1,863,000 $6,929,119"

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 priorityprojects 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.

CENCY PUBLIC WORKS P R O G R A M  ____________ PROJECT Various Sites - Stipp1erccnt.-i.l_ 
Appropriation.

O  P i ' C A P I T A L  B U D G E T
• 78-4

Q  PROJECT j u s t i f i c a t i o n



.26 Exp l an a t i o r .
v _ . / - i w Z .

1

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 B R U  C O D E .AidLrT_trJ-an- R E V I S E D  Various Sites

1

•
EXPLANATION

•

78-4
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W  Form 26 M U S T  BE COMPLETED A N D  A T T A C H E D  VI
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t i t l e  . DEADHORSE - Runway Reconstruction

S T A R T I N G
d a t e  1977

râxuTTssTc
A C H  PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

O P E R A T I N G  
O U D G E T B R U

y  ‘—

aUsjacrocjrsror a ja r

CO M PLET IO N  .  _
d a t e  Oct 1977

L O C A T I O N D e a d h o r s e

T O T A L  P R O J E C T  _  , n n  . ,
c o s t  5>600.0 P R I O R I T Y  1'77“2 I

rononocrsnxcjc:

AREA
s e r v e d - D e a d h o r s e

E L E C T I O N

D I S T R I C T 19

s o u r c e  c o s t  e s t i m a t e  Division of Aviation Design D A T E August 1975

D E S C R I P T I O N

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 
system, erection of a two stall crash/fire/rescue station with the necessary 
utilities and providing one C/F/R vehicle.

P R O J E C T  T Y P E

C O N S T R U C T I O N

IM PR O VEM EN

X E Q U I P M E N T

L A N D

P R O J E C T  P U R P O S E

Ma j or  Molntonsrvco ( R oh cb )  

I mpr ovomon t  o r  up-gradlng Sorvicos

□
0

Accommodation Incrcma damand 
Now prcQrom or torvlca

accommodation

i ’7ais\rni*Kntnmvsi'j':̂ cav«STO».vjcc;3a's»'o.-r,.ca.xvm'3csiâ I

P R O J E C T  E X P E N D I T U R E S T O T A L

t  w r rrr ry -r - 'X.'ZZTXZ1ST

B U D G E T Y E A R

D U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  )

yc&nnaieuiesufmisi1 
t J U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  2

R E M A I N I N G  | 

C O S T  S

T O T A L  A N N U A L  C X P E N O I T U R E I C o p l t a l C o s t ) 5 , 6 0 0 . 0 3 , 5 0 0 . 0 2 , 1 0 0 . 0
P L A N N I N G  A NO E N G I N E E R I N G 3 8 0 . 0 1 8 0 . 0 2 0 0 . 0 i
LANO - 0 - - 0 -  . - 0 -
C O N S T R U C T I O N 4 , 5 0 0 . 0 3 , 0 0 0 . 0 • 1 , 5 0 0 . 0  • " j
E Q U I P M E N T 2 0 0 . 0 2 0 0 . 0 □
A D M I N I S T R A T I O N  AN D  O T H E R 5 2 0 . 0 3 2 0 . 0 2 0 0 . 0

Z l■vmup.i 1 4

O P E R A T I O N A L  C O S T  A N D  N O . P E R S O N N E L  
I N C R E A S E ( D E C R E A S E )

U L T I M A T E
A N N U A L B U D G E T Y E A R

3 U D G E T Y E A R  
P L U S  t

D U D G E T  Y E A R  
P L U S  2

F U N D I N G

S O U R C E

O T H E R  S O U R C E S . •

* *
G E N E R A L  F U N D l 9 ( J . 0 1:10.0 .

T O T A L  A N N U A L  O P E R A T I O N A L  C O S T 1T 0.U 11)0.0 ............................
P O S I T I O N S !  F U L L - T I M E  E Q U I V A L E N T Sirtertsmccrjo iaoxiuxr.uc^.’/rcx. „-jraor-rxaucic.

T J
TXXttzzrz: s tcrc^m: Iterrc=i:rc7axaa frjnrovi

Supplomont pravlout auihoriiod  
funds •

| Pal l ml nar y feasibi l i ty o r  c o s t  
studios

□
□

Ot ha r  • •
■try. w w w  raa t .ih  tjrcarji  ̂  u j: l~ -.TVTyrr c m  rvjtn .r. nrr~.
ri>--̂ in u cuuj7.rjr:isu.>i«i.v.uT7vgcrvia; m i f j  tyjiTi'.i:

A P P R O P R I A T I O N  R E Q U E S T

Foclarol Rc col pt s

Requi r e d Gonoral  F u nd Mat chi ng

Ot hor  Gonoral  Fund

G.  O.  Dandt

A S H A  Bon ds

I n t or - A g o n c y  Tronslars

Ot he r

TO TA L
a r— J .-JTO'r i~jr i  r -  m : T 3  rrvjrrt7tLrrJctt7i c r m  rrw»t=»

DUDGET YE/

5,000.

600.

-37o(707

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS , P R O G R A M AVIATION
. DEADHORSE- 

PROJECT . .Bnnsjny -Unnnnt t'Tiir f"i flD-

CAPITAL BUD G E T  

PROPOSED PROJECT
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STATE GOAL  

PLANN ING O BJECT IVE :

A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the p"(
citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficienc manner.
P r o v i d e  c r a n s p o r t a t i o n  r a c i n c i e s  rcr p eople and gooas unrougn tne bt a t e  ox 

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

Expand Ddow response s i rcquircd-RopMt hoading whan commencing rccponw-Uia form  23 at continuing thcct-fiospond in numerical ordcr-Submit Juitilioation each project listod Form 24- 
Atuch fcoaibility atudica wfion available.
I. DOCUM ENTA TION  OF N EED  (Cite quanitativa and measurable need) i i l .  DO CU M EN TA TIO N  OF EST IM A TED  CAPITAL COST (Discuss degree of roliability]
i i .  ANALYSIS IMPACT ON O PER A T IO N A L EXPENSE (Ertimato and Justify) • i\t, ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LTER N A T IV ES  C O N S ID ER ED  (State why rojcctcd)

I. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The proposed improvement s. arejdesifined. to. meet.. current. _FAA._cr.iter ia 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.

II 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

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

AGENCY P U B L I C  WO R K S PROGRAM  ftyimON_ PROJECT D e a d h o r s e  - 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.
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T I T L E COLD BAY Dock

p l/L  /

O P E R A T I N G
b u d g e t  c n u

S T A R T I N G
□ a t e  July 1976

C O M P L E T I O N  ‘ 
D A T E  Oct.

T O T A L  P R O J E C T
c o s t  • 2 , o 0 0 . 0

. . . . . . . . .  . . . .  . -------------------- .

1977 p r i o r i t y  T77-4

A R E A
•

1 E L E C T I O N P R O J E C T  T Y P E

l o c a t i o n  Cold Bay s e r v e d -  Cold Bay * * f D I S T R I C T  J-5
X• . C O N S T R U C T I O N E Q U I P M E N T

s o u r c e  c o s t  e s t i m a t e  Div. of Aviation (K.P.P . & F. Consultant) d a t e  Dec. 1975 • •
• # ,

n f u r n i P T i n M
I M P R O V E M E N T L A ND

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

P R O J E C T  E X P E N D I T U R E S

"•-TOgJTT.1 T.inntl a=p

T O T A L B U D G E T  Y E A R

B U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  ^

tw s:rax '^ zi’ — -
B U D G E T Y E A R  
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R E M A I N I N G

C O S T
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P L A N N I N G  AN D  E N G I N E E R I N G 2 0 0 . 0 1i

%

j 1 2 0 . 0
L A ND

C O N S T R U C T I O N 2 . 0 0 0 . 0 so a-, o l r 200.C)........
E Q U I P M E N T • t

A D M I N I S T R A T I O N  A N D  O T H E R 300-. 0 1 2 0 . 0 3rux-.iJi[£bt:L.-ce33) -- j- ■?‘jn  tin/rr, wimTii

O P E R A T I O N A L  C O S T  A N O  N O . P E R S O N N E L  
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U L T I M A T E

A N N U A L B U D G E T Y E A R

B U D G E T Y E A R  

P L U S  -i

B U D G E T  Y E A R  
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O T H E R  S O U R C E S
•
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STATE GOAL

PLANN ING O B JECT IVE :

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

'Trbvrae transporta cron, ra cilities"for‘people and goods chrougn the’State of 
Alaska using the safest, most efficient} and as convenient- a system as possible.

Expand Below responses a i requirocf.-Ropcot hoadlno whon commanclnn rosponjo-Uio Form  23 as co a 'liu in g  shcot-Rospond In numorlesl order-Submlt Justification each project lisiod Form 24- 
Attach feasibility Jtudios w-Jton ovoiloblo. „ .- •
J. DO CU M EN TA TIO N  O F  N E E D  (Cito cjuanitativo and moasurabio nood} ' I I I .  D O C U M EN T A T IO N  O F  ES T IM A TED  C A P ITA L COST (Discuss dcorco of reliability) ’
II. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON O P ER A T IO N A L  EXPENSE (Eitimato ond Justify) • Jy . ID E N T IF IC A T IO N  O F  A LT ER N A T IV E S  C O N S ID E R ED  (Stoto w hy  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 ’liraited 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.is beyond reasonable repair and in danger of total collapse.

ANALYSIS IMPACT O H‘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
2. Annual- 'Maintenance'
3. • Utilities & Wages

$ -2 A0,000 
8,000 

• 32,000

$‘280,000 •

PUBLIC WORKS P R O G R A M  - A VIATIDN. PROJECT
COLD B

CAPITAL B U D G E T  . i- 
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III. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED pAPITAL..£(^T « . following is based on limited field data.-

Mobilization 
Granular Fill 
Riprap

•• Sheet Piling Material
Install

Mooring Dolphins 
Catwalks • ' •
Fender System (from pile 6 

timber salvage)

$ ' 4.00-/cu yd.
10.00 /cu y d . . 
0.20/lb. 
3.S0/sq ft. 

$20,000.00/ea
60.V00/lin„fto

.£0.00/lin.£t.

$ .100,000 
660,000 
170,000- 
^580,000 
310’, 000 
100,000
32.000

48.000

Sub Total . •. V . V . i . . . . . . . . . .  $ 2,0 0 0 ',

Contingencies, Engineering & Adminis. 5 0 0 , 0 0 0

$ 2,500,000:

BRU.

TOTAL . . . . . . . tf *

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED . ‘ . ' ' >
*" * ' ‘ ' ' T" 1 J ■■■"»' I - ii i-i- r i -run. l j-jr  ̂ |

I ' '
1. Do nothing. The.dock will probably collapse within two years. The potential for fuel spills from 

ruptured lines i3 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 Internationa^ 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.

- J

B R U  C O D E , REVISED

r l313CUa«22D3Ur»
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•OPERATING

A R T I N G  j £ n u £ r y  1 9 7 £ C O M ? L E j u > N , , ^ v  9 7 7  
D A T E  “  “

T O T A L P R O J E C T  5 / 3 2 0 ^

. . . . .  - 

P R I O R I T Y  S77-1

„ Various S t a t e w i d e
CATI ON

a r e a  .  .  ■ ^  .  .  
s e r v e d - • S t a t e w i d e

E L E C T I O N  . "  

D I S T R I C T  N / A  ■* *

u r c e  c c s r  e s t im a t e  D i v i s i o n  of A v i a t i o n  D e s i g n  Section d a t e  ■ N o v e m b e r  1975

& 7 L

|SC/tlPTION

A d d i t i o n a l  funds are r e q u i r e d  to -financially complete p r e v i o u s l y  funded S e c o n d a r y  ! 

A i r p o r t  projects. T h e  p r o j e c t s  include n e w  airports a t  NIGHTMUTE, S H E L D O N  POINT, 

C R O O K E D  CREEK, R U S SIAN .MISSION, AXHIOK. L ARSEN SAY, K A R L U K , N E W  M I N T O  and 

AMBLER; a n d  a i r p o r t  improv e m e n t s  a t  NOORVIK, B I G  LAKE, a n d  GIRDWOOD*'.

jj P R O J E C T  T Y P E

£ C O N S T R U C T I O N X E Q U I P M E N T X

* I M P R O V E M E N T X L A N D
,— t

| P R O J E C T  P U R P O S E

Maj or  Mal nt c nen c o  ( R oh eb )  

I mpr ove ment  or  up-grading Sar vicoi

□
□

A c c o m m o d a t i o n  Incroasa d e ma n d  

N a n  program or  torvieo 
c c c o m m o d a t l o n □

> R O J E C T  E X P E N D I T U R E S

f - ' T A L  A N N U A L  G X P E N D I T U R E j C o p l t a l C o a t )

. A N N I NG  ANO G N G I N G E R I N G

I N S T R U C T I O N

3UI PME NT

|CM IN 1ST R A T I O N A N D  O T H E R

r.̂ xsr.x?a~gii,.j.rjc,c5ĵ ~ .rrn.r>Tjiactna:
-  - --------------------------------------. . .  r-. -  , — . . .

3 U D G E T  Y E A R

T O T A L

5,320.0

255.0

4,310.0

255.0

500.0

D U D G E T Y E A R

5,320.0

255.0

4,310.0

255.0

500.0

P L U S  1

B U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  5

REM A IN IN G
C O S T

Supplsmont provlout authorized 
fundi .

Polimlncpv faeilblllty o r c o t t  
stutKot i

0

—- '« '‘ i.u-i<Mffiir T f . ,»gir«'. iw  i  m- -_j »i- i »

□
‘ O il Wf

I p e r a t i o n a l c o s t  a n d  n o . p e r s o n n e l

I  I N C R E A S E  I D E C R E A S E )
U L T I M A T E

A N N U A L

c.:. 3to:ac

B U D G E T  Y E A R
D U D G E T Y E A R  

P LU S  ^
D U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  ?

j j  N DING 

p U R C E

O T H E R  S O U n C C S ____________ - ____________

G E N E R A L  F U N D 150.0 150.0
............................................. •

... .......... j
| . 3 T A L  A N N U A L  O P E R A T I O N A L  C O S T 150.0 150.0

COI TI ONS - F U L L - T I M E  E Q U I V A L E N T S
KiaaaaSVSa^Sta-x--:. ■., - - ■ -.v . - i . ............- . r . it  it/’.1 . ■ *rrr»

«K̂ »uw»̂ ic-,«tiTaaKentr-Aic,Ciurr.iisc 

A P P R O P R I A T I O N  R E Q U E S T

"croarrry.-rarxt: Ttcnrrzr.v

ouryssT—

rodcrnl  Rocoipts C i.finn.o J
Roqulrod Gonorol  F u nd Matching

Ot her  Genoral  Fund •

G. O.  Con di 1.712.0 :
A S H A  Dondi •

I n l or - Agon c y  Tronl f or*

j Othor

S T O T A L
if nr'rrr-rtm ra’r-t-m vSRT* r -i’ ,-"-Ar■—r» * — tt.

5,320.0

lGENCY PUBLIC WORKS , P R O G R A M
a v i a t i o n PROJECT V A R I O U S  S I T E  -  I n c r e a s e d  P r o j c e

Estimate

CAPITAL BUDGET

PROPOSED PROJECT SV?-!
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STATE C O A L  

PLANN ING O O JECT IVE l

A  s t a t e w i d e  system'of p r o v i d i n g  n e c e s s a r y  f a c ilities a n d  s e r v i c e s  to the 

c i t i z e n s  of A l a s k a  in a  tinely a nd e f f i c i e n t  manner. 

"Trovie'e. c r a n s p c r c a t i o a  l a c i i i c i e s  zor p e o p l e  ana goods t h r ougn the St a t e  01 
A l a s k a  u s i n g  the safest, n o s e  efficient, and as c o n v e n i e n t - a  s y s t e m  as possible.

Expand Dofow responses as re^uirod-Ropojt hoadmg whon commoasing rcsponso-Usa F o rm  23 at conilau.'ng shcet-Rcspoad In numerical orc-cr-Sub.r.it justification each project Itaod Form  24- 
Atucfi feasibility- studccs whoa cvallablo. • .  * , •
I. DOCUM ENTA TION  OF N EED  (Citb quanitotivo and rr.oasurablo need) "' _ f*|. D O C U M EN TA T IO N  O F  EST IM A TED  CAP ITA L COST (Discus: degree of reliability)

I I I .  ANALYSIS IMPACT ON O PERAT ION A L EXPENSE (cniir.sto and justify) • IV . ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LT ER N A T IV ES  C O N S ID ER ED  (Stato why rojeeted)

I. 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.

II. 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.

III. DOCUMENTATION OP ESIMATED CAPITAL COST - The estimate is a preliminary design estimate based on current

and project prices applied to anticipated quantities.

P R O JECT

L O C A T I O N

PROJECT

DESCRI P T I O N

P R O J E C T  # 

F R O M  C IP 

F Y  72-75

/

ALLOCATED

STATE

FUNDS

A L L O C A T E D

F E D E R A L

FUNDS

ADD. STATE 

F U N D S  REQ.

ADD FED. 

FUNDS REA.

T O T A L

P R O JECT

COST

S h e l d o n  Po i n t A i r p o r t  Const. ‘ Leg. Addn. 350,000 • -0- • • 125,000 . -0- 475,000

C r o oked C r e e k A i r p o r t  Const. . Leg. Addn. 100,000. - -0- 300,000 -0- 400,000

R u s sian Miss. A i r p o r t  Const. Leg. Addn. 100,000 -0- 415,000 -0- 515,000

(Kuskokwim)

A khiok A i r p o r t  Const. S 7 5 - 2 1  • 50,000 ‘ 250,000 • 108,000 '516,000 924,000

L a r s e n  B a y A i r p o r t  Const. Leg. Addn. ••100,000 -0- . -0- 746,000 846,000

K a r l u k A i r p o r t  Const. S 7 5 - 2 2  ' ■ 60,000. 340,000 "• 53,000 614,000 1,067,000

N e w  M i n t o A i r p o r t  Const. . S75-12 50,000 7.50,000 96,000 659,000 1,055,000

N o o r v i k Rwy. Impr. S75-7 70,000 430,000 . -0- 401,000 901,000

A m b l e r A i r p o r t  Const. S7 5 - 2  • " 70,000 430,000 70,000 • „ . 534,000 1,104,000

Big L a k e * Rwy. Impr. S 75-14 • 30,000 180,000 ' 95,000 ‘ (180,000) •• 125,000

Gird w o o d A i r p o r t  Imp.. S 7 2 - 2 4 120,000 -0- ^ 0 - 318,000 438,000

•
1,365,000 1,880,000 (  1,712,000 ) 3,608,000 8,565,000

AGENCY' PU!iLTC WORKS P R O G R A M  , -AVIATI0I’? PROJECT

6
CAPITAL B U D G E T  

PROJECT JUSTIFICATION

7



B?OJ C O D E ________

IDEN T I F I C A T I O N  OF A L T E R N A T I V E S  C O N S IDERED

1. C o nstruct as m u c h  cf the p r o j e c t  as possi b l e  w i t h  the all o c a t e d  funds available. Thi s  is not 

considered feas i b l e  b e c a u s e  t he projects are limited in scopa_ a nd r e q u i r e  100% completion.

2. Dis t r i b u t e  the all o c a t e d  funds to the g r e a t e r  prio r i t y  proj e c t s  f r c n  the l e sser priority projects. 

This is f e a s i b l e  but not d e s i r a b l e  si n c e  the prev i o u s  programs h a v e  comm i t t e d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  projects 

at all cf th e s e  a i r p o r t s a n d  r e p r o g r a m m i n g  the projects w o u l d  incur- a d d i t i o n a l  inflation.

Do nothing. -As m e n t i o n e d  p r e v i o u s l y  the projects h a v e  b e e n  com m i t t e d  f r o m  previous c a p ital programs. 

To avoid the p r o j e c t s  w o u l d  n o t  b e  feas i b l e  since these proj e c t s  h a v e  e s t a b l i s h e d  a  greater prio r i t y  

char, any f u t u r e  projects be i n g  c o n s idered in s u b sequent years.

Unaaai — k — n — w  ■■■>» ■ ■» — na— w »  ■

BRU____________________________________ REVISED

S77-1

* T he current lac k  of 

financing to permit

federal

earlier

funds w i l l  de l a y  the project; it 

construction. T h e  scope of w o r k
is prop o s e d  to c hange to 

is being reduced to hold

100% State

costs to a minimum.
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T l C WHITTIER - Armor Stone'Riprap

r t i n g
July 1976

COM PLET ION
OATE Oct. 1976

, ; " OS'?/:, t

OPERATING 
DUDGET QRU

m

T O T A L  P R O J E C T  
c o s t  • ■ 50.0

r; n s r r .- a ru u tc s  -iz s c z s v z t t x iv- r r  v  t r  W . r .  r x ,r . ytR*vnar i.s is tu u

r* :rz: v.i".;rrjcrjgi ■•ir:iu:~ ni
PR IO R ITY  ‘ .Q 7 7 ~  9

tation Whittier Airport
A R E A

SERVED'
Whittier E L E C T I O N

D I S T R I C T

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.

J  P R O J E C T  T Y P E

{  C O N S T R U C T I O N E Q U I P M E N T
1

| I M P R O V E M E N T  
l .T-r.-^r- - '.—.T it— -..r ~ - l I 1 >

L A N D
v . 'v . iv . '.- S B .-a r ; ; x *  i r .

PROJECT PURPOSE

Major Mcimonar.co (Rohtb-i. 

Improvement or Up-orcdlno Sorvleot

. . . .  — * .

R O J E C T  E X P E N D I T U R E S T O T A L D U D G E T Y E A R

D U D G E T  Y E A F l  

P L U S  1

U U O G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  2

R E M A I N I N O  1 

C O S T  i:

) T A L  A N N U A L  E X P E  N D I T U  R E (Copltal  Cost ) FIT n .in. .:
ANN INC A N D  E N G I N E E R I N G |
• NO

' N S T RU C T I O N ____50.n . 50 . 0 I
IUIPMEN T I
i U I N I S T R A T I O N  A N D  O T H E R

> c R A T I O N A L  C O S T  A N D  N O . P E R S O N N E L
I N C R E A S E I D C C R E A S E )

U L T I M A T E

A N N U A L R U D G E T Y E A R
D U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  t
D U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  2 •
O T H E R  S O U R C E S -0-

'J ND1NG G E N E R A L  F U N D -0-
J U R C E •

T O T A L  A N N U A L  O P E R A T I O N A L  C O S T 1oi

3 S I TI O N S F U L L - T I M E  E Q U I V A L E N T S -0-~ LV/r'rirr.-niiatjr.'ai.'iv.i n-tr.r arHgrrr.'ixm-■xaistm irrms.TU: c m ;t«n*nimattEMn
•

A c c o m m c d c t l o n  incrooto d o me n d 

Ne w prcQr cm or  tcrvica 

o c c o m m o d a t l o n

S u p p l e m e n t  proviout  a ut hor i zed 

fundi

Pol lmlnury toai lbl l l iy  or  c a t !  
s t udl w

□
□
□
□
□ 
□

A P P R O P R I A T I O N  R E Q U E S T

Federal Recoipts
Roquirod Cor,oral Pund Motehir.y
Ot hor  Gonercl  Fund

G. 0. Oonds
A S H A  Oondi

Inior-Aoancy Trnr.ilori
Ot her

T O T A L
f- - r r y — r -  ^     i  •■ir-r. J .  —

•JJ
OU O G G T  Y E A R

50.0y i t V ^ i  i f  u .i i  pur * i T

Ig e n cG E N C ^ 11̂ * 0 W o r ^ s , P R O G R A M Aviat i o n PROJECT ' . W H I T T I E R  - A m o r  .St-onr> 2±pZOf

Q  CAPITAL B U D G E T
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-* o & a  A

T E  G O A L

INC O D J C C T I V E s

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 
• Alaska using the safest, most efficient*- and as convenient a system as possible.

Gcfow rcsporuct at rcquirod-Ropoov hooding when commencing rwponw-Uje Form 23 c j continuing chwt-Roiponc’ In numerical ordor-Submlc Justification each project lijtod Form 24- 
fcuib ilitY  iiud ics whon ovoilsblo. ,

DO CUM ENTA TION  OF N EED  (Cite o.uanitotivo and ir.oojurablo need) * ttl. DO CUM ENTA TION  OF EST IM A TED  CAPITAL COST (Discuu dogrca of roliability)
ANALYSIS IMPACT ON O P ER A T IO N A L EXPENSE (Estimate end Justify) JV. ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LT ER N A T IV ES  CO N S IDER ED  (State w hy rejectod)

II. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE - This project will have no effect on operational expenses, other 

than the standard amortization factor. . '

III. DOCUMENTATION OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST
JThe-estimated-amQ-unt is an empirical » pre-design figure based on a con tracc rental basis._____________ ___ ___

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF A L T E R N A F i W i T c O N ^ E R E D  ” '

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.

. PROJECT WHITTIER - Armor Srnnc R-irran.

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.

GENCY PUBLIC WORKS _  P R O G R A M  --^IATION

. CAPITAL BU D G E T  . 

PROJECT JUSTIFICATION
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|r I T  U C Lime Village

I A R T I N C  , C O M P L E T I O N

ir î TKXLui.Tranxir >

O P E R A T I N G  
D U O G E T  O R L

TO TA L PROJECT .
r r - r r ~  n — 1 - w y  T-rn ̂  c; r-r~y ̂ r .  » •» - n n u i^ x r y i r j -JA m-y n ^ A / v x f l i .

J p c a t i c n  Lime Village
A R E A
SERVEDLime Village

E L E C T I O N

D I S T R I C T IS N ’

S o u r c e  c o s t  e s t i m a t e  Division of Aviation - Planning Section- d a t e  Nov. 1975 ;

E S C R l P T l O N

This project will entail the construction of a rudimentary landing strip at 
Lime Village by equipment rental. , The strip will- be 1,500 feet long 
by approximately 60 feet wide.

1 P R O J E C T  T Y P E

[ C O N S T R U C T I O N X E Q U I P M E N T

j  I M P R O V E M E N T
> '•- ~----- rr-jr •■■■ r-. r -r  ■ r, n---

L A N D  
■issivrr.il s r .- i ir r i- i:* . , V ’ r ,“ 1

«40uj>jn.r.m3<.'.gv7i.-<^fiaoi>.-.«.-tU^JJvatuain '̂,.a7JiU/ayj;i»%^ar*rir.>n;—i.-nuer.--j:s I t l  -/r-irr-- r.-y-.3-n-.c7~-.-1 .-r2r i-.ĉ -n r_-~ . : TTĉ -HCL3-n.--:-jr7_

1 P R O J E C T  E X P E N D I T U R E S T O T A L D U D G E T Y E A R

D U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  1

G U O C E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  2

R E M A I N I N G

C O S T

I r O T A L  A N N U A L  C X P E N ' O I T U R E ( C a p i t a l C o l t ) A n n j n ' * - . . .'thn’n .
| ’ LA N N I N C  A NO E N G I N E E R I N G

| l A N 3

| C O N S T R U C T I O N 420.0 ‘ 420.0
I E Q U I P M E N T

A D M I N I S T R A T I O N  A N D  O T H E R 60.0 60.0

O P E R A T I O N A L  C O S T  A N D  N O . P E R S O N N E L  
I N C R E A S E ( D E C R E A S E )

U L T I M A T E
A N N U A L n U D G C T Y E A R

D U D G E T  Y E A R  
P L U S  1 '

D U D G E T  Y E A R  
P L U S  2

.

F UND I NG

S O U R C E

O T H E R  S O U R C E S

G E N E R A L  F U N D .60. O ’- ..... '50'. 0 . •

T O T A L  A N N U A L  O P E R A T I O N A L  C O S T 50.0 • 50. 0
P OS I TI ONS F U L L - T I M E  E Q U I V A L E N T S

r u a i a i c — n-.vr.cf r-rr—i.MrrmrfL i i J i T i  y-'i.TT.vrr, t.TZu m ;;

-  r r  •- r-r  -----

P R O J E C T  P U R P O S E

Major Maintenance (Rc.hib) 

Ifnprovomant or up-srndinQ Sarviect

Accommodation Incre.uo dumand 
Now program or sorvico 

accommodation

Supplement previous authonrcd 
(undt

Polltnlnory faailbillty or cost 
studios

Othor
£+£&l\\

□
□
□
0
□
□
□

U — JJL. JJXJS* ».*

S APPROPRIATION REQUEST DUDGET YCAF

J Fotlornl Rocolpw

J Roqulrod Goncral Fund Matching

Other General Fund ^__

j G. O. Dondt 430.0 '
ASHA Dor.d; C
Inter-Aoancy Tranifari

Othor

: TOTAL
r ' . '  r r -i t—-f .m - n  r.lir.- - f J.

483.0•  V-L VJl rV/l

A GENCY EublAc.JIorks,, P R O G R A M A v i a t i o n PROJECT Lime Village Airstrip

< n  CAPITAL B U D G E T •

0-^4 W  T>|j»ppn.^n p'<TTECT

S77-3
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rATE C O A L  

LA N N IN C  O BJECT IVE:

A  statewide system cf providing necessary facilities end services to the 
■ citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner*
'■'■Provies transportation racilicies ror people ana gooes through the'Stace oi 
Alaska using the safest, m o s t  efficient;, and as convenient a system as possible.

Dc<ow fdpow cs as roftuired-Copoat heading when cctnnsenelna .-«ponsc-U:s Form 23 «  cor.llnuino shcct-Rcspcr.d in numerical oric.’-Spbrnit Justification each project lined  Form 24- 
fccilbiliry studies whon available.

DOCUM ENTATION  OF N E E D  (Cite qualitative end moasurablo need) I I I .  D O CU M EN TA T IO N  O F  ES T IM A TED  CAP ITA L COST (Discussdoaree of ^liab ility)
I. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON O PERAT ION A L EXPENSE (Estimate and Justify) !V . ID E N T IF IC A T IO N  05 A LT ER N A T IV ES  CO N S ID ER ED  (Sta te why rejected)

I. 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.

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

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

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS P R O G R A M  — NATION. PROJFCT Lime Village Airstrip

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.

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.

S77-3

2.

IV.
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April 8, 1976

IKr,. ;* '1
ji

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



THE LE GISLATURE OF THE STATE OF AL ASKA 
F ISCAL NOTE

Second Session - Ninth Legislature

I. R E Q UE S T
Bill No. HB 622 & SB 729 ____________________________________________________

Title: G.O. Bond Issue, $5,575,000 Trunk & Sencondary Airport Construction

Requested by: Senate Finance_________________________ Date: April S. 1976
R etur n Date Requested: ASAP___________________________________________ ________
Agency: Public Works_____________________ Program: Aviation_________________

II. F I S CA L DETAIL
Budget Request Unit(s) A ff ec te d: ___________

A. EXPENDITURES:' (Thousands of dollars)

OBJE CT FY 76 FY 77 FY 78 FY 79 FY 80 FY 81
100 P ERSONAL SERVICES 342,856
200 TRAVEL
300 C O NTRACTUAL S ,V7'6,966' T7350,710
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQ UI PM E NT 89.259 21,428
600 L AN D & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC.

TOTAL 1,850,006 1 ,724,994

B. FUNDING: (Thousands of dollars)

GEN ER AL  FUND
FED ER AL  FUNDS
O THER G.O. Bonds J7S5U70U6' 1 ,724,994

* C. POSITIONS:

P ER MANENT/TEMPORARY
7 1 7 / / / /

MA N MONTHS (P./T.) / 1 / / / / /

III. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section III)

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)



FEDERAL FUNDING 

HOUSE BILL 586 (PAGE 52)

TRUNK AIRPORTS

T 77-1 Various Sites $3.,152,000

T 78-1 Various Sites 1 ,863,000

$5,015,000

T 77-2 Deadhorse $5,000,000

SECONDARY AIRPORTS

S 77-1 Various Sites $3,608,000
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^  A N D  ATTA C H E D  W l ^ ^ A C H  PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

T O R I O u i r J  Pro<ect Es tirc. ! *°up£™°u,

J

,  ^3-w^tbajonmaiiauormnraroc
r**/

o a t 2T,NG J a n * 1977
C O M P L E T I O N  J a n <  1 9 ? 9 T O T A L  P R O J E C T  4 , 6 1 6 . 0  '  

C O S T  *

« is a v ^ ^ -iccn^a L̂rj jT.c:;-c ^ j ; x  aiui j .s --a  ̂ . -̂ x^T-ra-un  raroc

P R I O R I T Y T77-1

l o c a t i o n  Various Statewide

r»
AREA
s e r v e d  Statewide

E L E C T I O N

D I S T R I C T n/a

S O U R C E  C O S T  E S T I M A T E  Division O f Aviation '  D A T E  August 1975

D E S C R I P T I O N

Additional funds are required to financially complete the design and construction 

of previously funded JTrunk Airport projects. These projects include_7ian<Facquisitloi 

*"* i 0 6®®»L ^ O & P .® **  ^proviments, at Ft. Yukon, Hooper Bay, Talkeetna, Homer and 
Petersburg.

1 P R O J E C T  T Y P E

— —r

C O N S T R U C T I O N X E Q U I P M E N T

| I M P R O V E M E N T X L A N D X

-i. Ill Ultl i.U_ .... Ui.̂ 1 -FlilH' t.ili

P R O J E C T  P U R P O S E  f.

BRniranaxBaNanmnnnBnQin »rroj'.̂ «iaiiiiurpcRTii«>^amari.̂ û<ir̂ JUL̂ iuutti«ir.,uaj,juxL»w:»3aa\a».̂ uu.''j.iTjjLi>vmî OTBtT3itiiaiL->.ii>u.'.tt.n»jiuj.Tiwxi.iitiriiiiiLPrj.,TEtncTvil
Ttrtnp?rmjja-.f u u n .:a n 'n r.jju j» -X 'iu iy m ju .x icg r.-a a a o T

P R O J E C T  E X P E N D I T U R E S

stanm aiaanxBvaam s

T O T A L

UtTW.VJT*KJDWlMinUVjr

D U D G E T Y E A R

roim n.rfcrfiw jp
D U O C E T Y E A R  

P L U S  1

•vt^m airsrsxrrm racn

B U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  2

R E M A I N I N G

C O S T

T O T A L  A N N U A L  E X P E N O I T U R E ( C n p l t a l C o i t ) 3 , 2 7 0 . 0 ___ . . 3 , 2 7 0 . 0
P L A N N I N G  A N D  E N G I N E E R I N G .... 3 2 7 . 0  J 3 2 7 . 0
LAND .........  _ . _ - 0 -  . . . - 0 -
C O N S T R U C T I O N . 2 . - 3 1 3 . 0 . 2 t 3 1 3 , 0 •

E Q U I P M E N T 2 0 0 . 0 2 0 0 . 0
a d m i n : t r a t i o n  a n d  o t h e r 4 3 0 , 0 4 3 0 . 0 4 4  »uLJUuL CL*?l U J  Xj La>15J V\i.i k»\ i'£L(

o p e r a t i o n a l  c o s t  a n d  n o . p e r s o n n e l

■ I N C R E A S E ( O E C R C A S E )

IUSIrO/^MAUrJMUMJN4.

U L T I M A T E
A N N U A L B U D G E T Y E A R

inuscnKTnTwnyiarTcr

B U D G E T Y E A R  
P L U S  1

uii i u«IWw 4 J

B U D G E T Y E A R  
P L U S  2 .

\ O T H E R  S O U R C E S
f u n d i n g

g e n e r a l  F U N D
b UU R C E •

T O T A L  a n n u a l  o p e r a t i o n a l  c o s t ■ ''
p o s i t i o n s ! f u l l - t i m e  e q u i v a l e n t s
T»^wwiiCTmS»a«noJHXggr.caj/iiJ.A3TOT7/Tta«ima>j» ■2CVZU7X7UZI c\ itzxmgit: cwtaictwa ccwwRBaag acaartacv rm crm io jic i

M a j o r  Mai nt anoneo  ( Ro h a b l

(mprovomant or up-gradlnQ Sorviccs

A c c o m m o d a t i o n  Incros ia  doma nd 

Now proor am o r  iarvlco 
a c c o m m o d a t i o n

S u p p l o m s n t  provloui  aut hor i sed 

f u nd i

Pal lminory fooslbl l l ty o r c o t t  
studies

Ot hor  • *
u r x i v n pw vw A pm  x u  -j  .mu tjti\ w ujz-j  a  c c ra n i rrL: • .hj.t v .xm  r / -  KttvrrrirrKm ^

□
□
□
□
□
□
□

■a rrr<.nrj.vji>.—.u. w luxuxuia je.e KTTCTtv
A P P R O P R I A T I O N  R E Q U E S T

Fadoral  R a c a l p u

Roqulrod Gonoral  Fu nd Matchl nn

.Othor Gonoral  F u nd

G,  O.  B on ds

A S H A  B on ds

I n t a r - Ag o n c y  T r o n i l o n

Ot hor

T O T A L

B U D G E T  Y E A R

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS P R O G R A M AVIATION

C  3,27070

CAPITAL BUDGET 

PROPOSED PROJECT

PROJECT VARIOUS'SITES - Supplemental
________ Appropriations

T77-1
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TATE GOAL  

LA N N IN '; O B JECT IVE :

.• A  statewide system of provhri^g necessary, facilities and services to the ^  /A/
citizens of Alaska in a timely and 'efficient manner. ‘

1 Jt'rovxae transportation laciiities tor people ana gooes througft tiie state or 
Alaska using the .safest, mosc efficient, and as convenient a systum as possible.

nd Bcfow rcjpon jw  as rcqulrod-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. • •
D O CUM ENTA TION  OF N E E D  (Cifo qiianiiotivo and moasurable need) ' i l l ,  D O C U M EN TA T IO N  O F  ES T IM A TED  CAP ITA L COST lOiscussdcoreo of roliabilily)

. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON  O P ER A T IO N A L EXPENSE (Enimato and justify) IV . ID E N T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LT ER N A T IV E S  C O N S ID ER ED  (Slate why rejected)

I. 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.

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

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

PROJECT
LOCATION

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PROJECT I? • ALLOCATED 
FROM CIP STATE
FY 72-75 FUNDS

ALLOCATED
FED
•FUNDS

ADD. GTATE 
FUNDS REQ.

a d d . f e d ..
FUNDS REQ.

TOTAL
PROJECT

COST

Ft. Yukon 
Hooper Bay 
Talkeetna 
Homer
Petersburg
Nome

Apron
Maint. Bldg. 
Apron 
Apron . * 
Paving
Apron & Land 
Acquisition

T75-16 ■ 
.T75-27 ' 
T75-28.. 
T75-29 . 
T75-33 
T75-5

70,000 
' 12,000 

•• 5,000 
125,000 

,110,000 
'250,000

430.000
108.000 

. 45,000
675.000
990.000 

2,250,000

-0-

• 3,000
15,000 

100,000

•572,000 . 4,498,000.

S,o &

80,000
107.000
135.000 

.-'•200,000

630.000 
2 ,000,000

580.000
230.000
200.000 

1 ,100,000
1.730.000
4.500.000

3,152,000 8,340,000

iEN’CY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM _AVIATIW PROJECT various sites - Sumjlewcnt.rL.

12 p '  capitalbudget . •
• T77-1.

&  ^  PROJECT JUSTIFICATION •
.



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 priority projects from the lasser priority projects.
' This is 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.

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#

B R U  CODE REVISED

EXPLANATION
T77-1
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. Form 26 M U S T  BE COMPLETED A N D  ATTACHED W... ^ A C H  PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST
xjjaaciLXExwcCTXTac«^T*.,H..i^uHixwu jjtAUCT^rri<ur,usgMTxcvuxiT r̂,'sxrax̂  m#<fr¥aiM met .titwuvi: ynjtnTNBrDracgrnrffraĉ inaTcr^r^'aTr-arrXTjaa^u

t i t l e  Various Sites - Increased Project Estimate

r  t m n
v  J  tit” IctiaiffnaaapaPBWpnniBBBPg

O P E R A T I N G  
B U D G E T B R U

T A R T I N G  T .
a t e  July 1977

C O M P L E T I O N
D A T E

T O T A L  P R O J E C T
C O S T  l,o/o.U P R I O R I T Y T78-4

OCATIONVarious Statewide
A R E A
s e r v e d  Statewide

E L E C T I O N

D I S T R I C T N/A '

O U R CE  C O S T  E S T I M A T E Division of Aviation D A T E  Oct 1975

E S C R I P T I O N

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.

i

P R O J E C T  T Y P E

C O N S T R U C T I O N E Q U I P M E N T
t
I

I M P R O V E M E N T
XZFV.-J

L A ND
u a L ,: j . . r i u u : . w m n 3 ' . ' t i

1

'tzzzzri

i.n»vjuLaxaijjuittnwqgjcj,>rTarDrc£TTrta iriurtuxojrî aiiTiiAaîrrJJjrjLrctivagitJitfvaaciccxJiq nuTTjnrxJcnniuraaucmgiwta>g.,»gA<u*aS

P R O J E C T  E X P E N D I T U R E S T O T A L D U D G E T Y E A R

3 iia a « ,r n m m ii:M W

D U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  1

vrjrj’jez*zve3ciTtcDaB&

D U D G E T  Y E A R  

P L U S  2

TO rjrm nvJttX '.tv jjairj:

R E M A I N I N G

C O S T

D T A L  A N N U A L  E X P E N O I T U  R E (Capital  Coi t ) 1 , 8 7 0 . 0  . 1 , 8 7 8 . 0
. A N N I N G  ANO E N G I N E E R I N G

ANO

O N S T R U C T I O N 1 ,878 .0 ' 1 ,878 .0
J U I P M E N T

O M I N I u T H A T I O N  A N D  O T H E R
\rzvzn: v i i t j  11 n inn cecu u issrm sa xa triK sa B B .v u c a .'u .jcu .m iJtu t 1 J 1 1 JdaufcW3iizay.uju’JXJi.TLLi atco'.a.eutiuj.nuiu.uaa: x n .rra t.';ji-jaC T 3T an n jj

BSBWIP  3BH8tPPX5XB3BK CTJICPinnBCDS3 LJ

P R O J E C T  P U R P O S E

Maj or  Mointononco (RohoU) 

I mpr ovoman t  or  up*Qrodlno Sorvlcoi

A c c o m m o d a t i o n  incroato de ma n d  

Now prooram or sorvlco 
a c c o mmo d a t i o n

□
□
□
□

Su ppl oma n t  previous author ized 

f undi

Pol lmlnory foai lbl l l ty or  c os t  
studies

X

Othor

□ i
□Jcctttt vrr'r. r*. rr̂i

acrM.TtaBg'JuciinatgnTiMBramarBaiBWOtacaauBH 

■" ERATI ONAL C O S T  A N D  N O . P E R S O N N E L  
I N C R E A S E ( D E C R E A S E )

U L T I M A T E
A N N U A L B U D G E T Y E A R

D U D G E T Y E A R  
P L U S  1

a id a rz tta e c js tsa sn a r  

B U D G E T Y E A R  
P L U S  2

O T H E R  S O U R C E S _
NOI NG G E N E R A L  F U N O 1.5 1.5
U RCE

I O T A L  A N N U A L  O P E R A T I O N A L  C O S T

S I T  I ONS 
* u = r u m u

F U L L - T I M E  E Q U I V A L E N T S
.mangjannjar.; LT-a-urai, mr=rrj3r/d 1 • !

lacc'JVtjiwui.-icr.'Wi'U'.'jaTinucOTTU^.T.-nur

A P P R O P R I A T I O N  R E Q U E S T D U D G E T  Y E A R  j

Fodcral  Rceolpts 1.863.0
Roqulrod Gonoral  Fu nd Matchinu ]

Ot hor  Gonoral  Fund
^ -------- ' )

G.  0 .  Bonds S ’ .15,0/
A S H A  B o n d i v  y
I n t or - A o o nc y  T r a n i t o n t

Othor !

T O T A L 1,878.0 A

3ENCY Public Works P R O G R A M Aviation PROJECT

OTd
CAPITAL BUDGET 

PROPOSED PROJECT

- Supplcnicnf.aJ----
Appropriations

T78-4
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STATE GOAL

PLANNING OBJECTIVE:

A  statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the 

citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.
Provide transportation taciJLicres tor people and goods through tne state ot 

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.
I. DOCUMENTATION OF N EED  {Cito quanitativo and mcasurabla need) II I .  DO CUM ENTA TIO N  OF EST IM ATED CAPITAL COST (Discuss degree of reliability)
(I. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE (Essimato and Justify) IV . ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LTER N A T IVES  CONS IDERED  (State why 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.

II 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.

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

PROJECT
LOCATION

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PROJECT // ALLOCATED
FROM CIP STATE
FY 72-75 FUNDS

ALLOCATED ADD. STATE ADD. FED. TOTAL
FED FUNDS REQ. FUNDS REQ. PROJECT

FUNDS COST

Birchwood 
Cordova 
Point Hope 
Nome
Dillingham

Airport Const.
Rwy. Modif. & Imp. 
Rwy. Reconstruction 
Fire/Crash Resc. Sta. 
Eire/Crash Resc. Sta 

Totals

T75*-6
T75-24

$400,000
320.000
250.000
70.000
60.000

1 ,100,000

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED -

$2,380,980
1,370,139

-0-

480.000
420.000

$4,651 ,119

762.000
440.000
450.000 
50,000

161.000

$3,542,980
2,130,139

610,000 
646,000

1,863,000 $6,929,119

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 P R O G R A M  RATION. PROJECT Various Sites - Snnn.1ementn.l_
Annronria ti on
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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 ■Avia fcion- REV1SED Various Sites
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l o c a t i o n  Deadhorse
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s e r v e d - Deadhorse
e l e c t i o n

d i s t r i c t 19

s o u r c e  c o s t  e s t i m a t e  Division of Aviation Design d a t e  August 1975
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t i t l e  . DEADHORSE - Runway Reconstruction

S T A R T I N G  , A _ _
o a t e  Jnn 1977

C O M P L E T I O N
d a t e  Oct 1977

R u a a s B n d

O P E R A T I N G  
B U D G E T B R U

L Qcri Vr^Krurjnca ansa

* 1

T O T A L  P R O J E C T  _  , n A  .
c o s t  5,600.0 P R I O R I T Y  T77-2

D E S C R I P T I O N

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 
system, erection of a two stall crash/fire/rescue station with the necessary 
utilities and providing one C/F/R vehicle.
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STATE GOAL  

PLANN ING OBJECTIVES

A statewide system of providing necessary facilities and services to the 
citizens of Alaska in a timely and efficient manner.
Provide transportation' raciiities tor people and goods through the state 01 
Alaska using the safest, most efficient and as convenient a system as possible.

Expand DiHow rcpo ns«  as rcq u iro d -R o p o a t hoadinQ w h a n commonclnB retporiM-Ut# Form 2 3  at continuing ihoot-Rospond in num ariu l orrfcr-Submit justification each project listod Form 2 4 -  

Attach feasibility studios wfion ovailablo.
I. DOCUM ENTATION  OF N EED  (Cite quanilativo and moasurabla needi I I I .  DO CUM ENTA TION  OF EST IM A TED  CAPITAL COST (Discuss degree of reliability)
II. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONA L EXPENSE (Estimate end Justify) )V. ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LTER N A T IV ES  CO N S IDER ED  (Stole w hy rejected)

I. DOCUMENTATION OF NEED - The proposed improvements. are_designed .to. meet ...current JFAA .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.

II 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 cn the operational expensi

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

AGENCY PUBLIC WORKS P R O G R A M  .. AVIATION. PROJECT Deadhorse - Runway Reconstruct
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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. B R U  CODE REVISED

C EXPLANATION
T77-2
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i t  l  e  BARROW - Emergency Runway Repairs

R T I N C
tc July 1977

C O M P L E T I O N
D A T E  Sept. 1977

C A T I O N Barrow Airport

.CH PROPOSED PROJECT REQUEST

O P E R A T I N G  
O U D G E T  D RU

T O T A L  P R O J E C T  
C O S T 100.0 P R I O R I T Y T 77-3

A R E A

S E R V E D ' Barrow
E L E C T I O N

D I S T R I C T 2 1  P

u r c e c o s t  e s t i m a t e  Division of Aviation Planning Section o a t e  August 1975

c r i p t i o n  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 its 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
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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.
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STATE GOAL  

PLANN ING OBJECT IVE :

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 goods tnrough the state ot 
Alaska using the safest, most efficient, - and as convenient a system as possible.

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

At tach f u s i b i l i t y  studios wh on  availoblo.

I. DO CUM ENTA TION  OF N EED  (Cite quanitoiivo and measurable need) H I. DO CU M EN TA TIO N  O F EST IM A TED  CAP ITA L COST (Discuss dogreo of reliability)
II. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON O PERAT IONA L EXPENSE (Estimate and justify) (V. ID EN T IF IC A T IO N  OF A LT ER N A T IV ES  C O N S ID ER ED  (State why rojccted)

I. 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, in 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__
II ANALYSIS IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL EXPENSE This pro-)ect_will have no effect on operational expenses, other than 

the standard amortization factor.

III. 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.

IV 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 P R O G R A M  . - AVIATION, . PROJECT BARROW - Emergency Runway Kg
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t i t l e  COLD BAY Dock

s t a r t i n g C O M P L E T I O N  ‘
D A T E  Oct. 1977

O P E R A T I N G  
B U D G E T B R U

T O T A L  P R O J E C T
C O S T  ’ 2,500.0 P R I O R I T Y  T77-4

location Cold Bay
AREA
s e r v e d- Cold Bay

ELECTION ■ • j 
DISTRICT J-5

SOURCE COST ESTIMATE BiV >
•*

of Aviation (K.P.F, & F, Consultant) date Dec, 1975

DE S CRI PT I ON

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 
cargo wharf where it would be retained' by sheet’ piling.- . ‘ ■
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STATE GOAL

PLANN ING O B JECT IVE :

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'1 goods tftrougn'tne state ot 
Alaska using the safest, most efficient, and as convenient- a system as possible.

Expand Oriow rcsporun as rcquirod-Ropoat hooding whon r.ommonclng rcsportso-Uso Form 23 os continuing jhcot-Rospond in  numorical ordcr-Submlt justification oach project llstod Form 24- 
Attach fonsibillty studios whon ovolloblo. , *
I. D O CU M ENTA TIO N  O F  N E E D  (Cito quonito'tivo and moasurablo noad) ' I I I .  O C C U M EN T A T IO N  O F  ES T IM A TED  C A P ITA L COST (Discuss do0rco of reliability) ‘
II. ANALYSIS IMPACT ON O P ER A T IO N A L EXPENSE (Eitimato and Justify) - j y .  ID E N T IF IC A T IO N  O F  A LT E R N A T IV E S  C O N S ID E R ED  {Stoto why 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, lt.ls beyond reasonable repair and in danger of total collapse,

II, 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.. ’ • •, \

1. Amortization
2. Annua! Maintenance'
3. • Utilities & Wages

$ 240,000 
8,000 

32,000

$'280,000

A G E N C Y PUBLIC WORKS P R O G R A M  ^AVIATION. PROJECT
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$Mobilization 
Granular Fill 
Riprap
Sheet Piling Material 

Install
Mooring Dolphins 
Catwalks •
Fender System (from pile & 

timber salvage)

$ • 4.00//cu yd.
10.00 /cu y d . . 
0.20/lb. 
3.90/sq ft. 

$20,000.00/ea
60.,00/lin.fto

-8'0.00/lin.ft.

.100,000 

660,000 •
170.000 
J580,000
310,000'
100.000
32.000

48.000 •

Sub Total . •.     $ 2,000‘,0'OIF

Contingencies, Engineering & Adminis. 500,000

TOTAL . ’. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . $ 2,500,000: '
m . . .

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.
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