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Section 2 amends AS 19.30.131(a) by deleting the reference to five allocation
districts. This amendment is necessary because of the now method of establishing

the allocation districts found iIn Section 1 of the hill.

Section 3 amends AS 19.30.131(c) by deleting first class cities from direct allo-

cations.

The need for this change is to provide first—class cities with adequate funds to
construct local service roads. Presently, the law treats allocation of funds to
first—class cities the same as home rule cities. Present allocations for most first
class cities are not adequate to construct a local service road project. This
change in the law allows funding of projects for first class cities through their

respective borough or unorganized borough on a priority basis.

= r— —
Section 4 amends AS 19.30.141 by deleting first class cities from direct allocations

as cxolairied In Section 3.

Section 5 amends AS 19.30.101 by adding language requiring the prior approval
of design standards, rights-of-way, and widths for projects which are construct-
ed on a federal-aid secondary route, oven though the project will be constructed
by a local government that has assumed road powers. As a general proposition
under the local service roads and trails program, if a local government has as-
sumed road powers it is responsible for the maintenance of the facility after
construction. Consequently, the state lias Ilittle concern over the standards. In
1981, the nature of the program changed when AS 19.30.111 was amended to allow

the use of program money on the federal-aid secondary highway system. These

e



facilities can be quite complicated and the stale is required to comply with various
standards t continue t receive federal aid for the route. It is therefore
appropriate that the commissioner of POTFtPF have a right of prior approval of
design standards, rights-of-way, and width.

-V - m
Section G fs AS 19.30.241(3) by adding language which includes second class
cities to conform with the definition of municipality hi AS 29.78.010(8). This
change is necessary to enable any political subdivision of the State to construct

and maintain a project under the provisions of this act.

Sincerely,

Bill Sheffield
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1084 LEGISLATIVE PROPOSAL REVISED JANUARY 18, 1984
(Submitted by: Standards and Technical Services)
LOCAL SERVICE ROADS & TRAILS (LSR&T) Additional legislation required:

AS 19.80.131(c) and AS 19.30.141 are reworded to delete first class cities from
direct allocations.

"Remove Tfirst class cities from direct allocations'

The need for this change iIs to provide first—class cities with adequate funds to
construct local service roads. Presently, the law treats allocation of funds to
first—class cities the same as home rule cities. Present allocations for most first
class cities are not adequate to construct a local service road project. This
change in the law allows funding of projects for first class cities through their
respective borough or unorganized borough on a priority basis.

Prior to the 1981 change in the LSR&T Act, first class cities were treated as
follons:

Organisbd P.oroughs (Local Government Administration)

First-class cities within the boundary of an organized borough which submitted
proposed projects to the borough to utilizz LSR&T funds were prioritized along
with requests from other communities, including second-class cities.

Prioritizing projects was at the discretion of the local government involved and
usually consisted of the following criteria:

1. Need
2. Involvement of a L.T.1). (Local Imp7*ovement District)
3. Viability

4. Fnndability (Transportation oriented)

5. Number of past LSR&T projects

G. Amount of LSR&T funds used on past projects.
Unorganized Boroughs (DOT&PF Administration)
First-class cities within the boundary of an unorganized borough submitted pro-
posed projects to the Regional Manager for the LSIU-T Program to bo included in

the Annual Program Document.

These projects were reviewed and. prioritized alog; with requests from other
communities, iIncluding® second-class cities utilizing the following factors:

1. Number of past projects constructed with LSR&T funds.

1of?



January 18, 1984

Amount of dollars funded for LSRFftT projects in the past.
Year of last project funded for that community.

Local participation in funding of project.

Availability of local equipment.

Availability r local labor.

Location of LSI. equipment.

Availability of DOT&i "ouipinent flest.

Possibility of DOT&PF contract to construct project.
Whether project is on the connected road system.

Availability of a contractor at the site of the project during the
posed time of construction.






Comments on the applicability of CSHB 661 to financing the Knik Arm
Crossing.

1. DOT8PF Position and Perspectives on CSHB 661
2. Summary of Briefing Materials

3. Correspondence from private firmsthat have expressed interest in
financing the Knik Arm Crossing (These letters worerequested by
the House Transportation Committee on March 28, 1984).

Presented to House Transportation Committee
April 5, 1934

John B. Olson

Telephone 266-1447



DOT&PF Position and Perspectives on CSHB 661

BACKGROUND
The original HB 661 was submitted to accomplish two purposes:

1. Provide DOTSPF the authority to <ell revenue bonds
to finance Il bridges and highways; and

2. Authorize DOTSPF to oollect tolls on bridges and
highways to make principal and interest payments
on the revenue bonds.

The bill was introduced to provide a financing mechanism for the Knik Arm
Crossing. A framework approach was taken on advice of the Attorney General®s
office, recognizing the State Constitution®s requirements to avoid legislation
specific to a location or region. We also wanted to preserve the option to
recommend the mechanism for future revenue producing highway or bridge
projects.

The hill is modeled after the revenue bond provisions of the Airport Revenue
Fund. The model was used because it is known to the legislature, and has a
good track record to present to bond underwriters and rating organizations.

DEPARTMENT PO-1 TION_ QN CSHB 661
The DOTSPF continues to recommend a framework concept for bills like HB 661.
However, we recognize the committee substitute to be a reasonable hill that
addresses concerns expressed by legislators. We, therefore, support the
committee substitute and recommend Its passage?

APPLICATION TO KNIK ARM CROSSING

The bill providss a mechanism for applying the tll revenue stream expected
from the Knik Arm Crossing to the construction of the fecility. This mechanism
Vill be considered, along with other financing approaches, in an implementation
plan to be presented to the legislature next year. We expect the implementa-
tion plan will lead to the legislative direction needed to construct the cross-
ing. No sales of revenue bonds or other related action will bo takon before
the next legislative session. DOTSPF staff will be working with legislators t
exchange information prior to finalizing our recommendations and presenting the
implementation package to the legislature.

APPLICATION TO OTHER PROJECTS

If the Knik Arm Crossing uses the revenue bond sales concept outlined in CSHB
661, the mechanism will be available for other projects. (The hill requires
application to the Knik Arm Crossing before any other project.) Is should be
recogr’zed that bridge and highway projects that can generate revenues in
excess of their operations and maintenance costs are quite unique iIn Alaska.

To the extent such projects are identified in the future (we have none to
suggest at this time) tho legislature would play an active role in their
development and financing.

Presented to the House Transportation Committee, April 5, 1934



KNIK ARM CROSSING - FINANCING

Financing Choices

e Pay Cash

= Borrow

a Save

e Get Equity Partner

e Combination of Above

Pay Cash
e Appropriation
- Lump Sum
- By Component

a Federal Funds
- Highway Matching Funds
- Connecting Roads Only

X Raise Cash
- Land Sales/Exchanges

Borrow

o General Obligation Bond
- Rull Faith and Credit Pledge
- Lowest Cost Borrowing

e Revenue Bonds (CSHB G6l1)
- DOTTjPF to Collect Tolls
- Tolls Pledged to Retire Debt

e Private Lending Sources
- Available Through Equity Partnerships



Save

Allows Cash Payments

Major Projects Fund (Or Other ™Savings Account’™ Approach)
- Toll Revenues Returned to Fund

- OGM From Account in Major Projects Fund or General Fund

General Fund (G.F.)

- Annual Appropriation to G.F. Account
- Build By Components

- Toll Revenues Flow t G.F.

Equity Partnership

Local Government (Unlikely Equity Partner for Knik Arm Crossing)

Private Enterprise (Several Expressions of Interest Received)

- Service Contract. Lease

- Rull Faith and Credit Pledge (Often Requested to Minimize
Risk/Borrowing Cost; Requires Statewide Vote)

Constitutional Constraints
- State Debt

- Annual Appropriation

- Direction of Funds

- Contract Negotiation

Source of Funds
- Tax-Exempt Borrowing
- Non-Exempt Borrowing (Expensive)

Federal Legislation
- Industrial Revenue Bond Limit (Per Capita Basis)
- Accelerated Depreciation in Question

OSHB @&
v Model: Airport Revenue Fund

®

Desired This Year
- Known Entity of Implementation Plan
- Likely to be lisau

The CS 1is a Reasonable Bill

- Responds to Concerns for Framework Concept
- Timely for the Knik Arm Crossing Project



Correspondence From Firms Interested In Financing Or Constructing The
Lnilc Arm Crossing.



WILLIAM KENT AND COMPANY
900 WEST FIFTH AVENUE. SUITE 610
ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99501

(907) 276 0660

Ilarch 16, 1S3

Mr. Jack Allen, P.E.

Project Manager, Knik Arm Crossing
Sverdrup & Parcel and Associates, Inc.
430 C Street, Suite 200

Anchorage, AK 99511

Dear Mr. Allen:

On March 14, John Olson and I met with Mr. Gopinath, Vice
President of Corporate Affairs, Calista Corporation and Mr.
Denji, Vice President of Calista International Corporat_v n.

Calista has been dealing with Mitsui Shipbuilding and Engi-
neering regarding the Knik Arm Crossing. Mitsui has done
some work"on design for the bridge, and has talked to their
partners at the Mitsui Bank. Cailista offered to meet with
us to disvuss engineering and financing in more detail, and
offered to have Mitsui people come over.

We explained some of the more important constraints in state
financing or other state participation, and our timetable
for the project, and we offered to meet with them to discuss
financing. We did not encourage them to bring any engineers
over from Japan, at least not yet. I will arrange a meeting
with Calista regarding financing iIn the next few weeks --
probably during the week of March 26.

Calista seemed interested in getting the following messages
to us:

1. Confidentiality of their work is important to them.
They believe that they have an advantage in their
ability to bring financing into a package deal, and
they do not want their concept, or their ow. engi-
neering, to be public information before the bid.

2. They want the full faith and credit of the state behind
the financing.

3. They were interested in seeing the project go forward,
whether they were involved in the construction or not.

Sincerely,

Steven a. Rieger
Vice President

SAR/bsb
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2CO0 Porter Drive, San Ramon, California, 94533

W. D. Arnold (4151 338-6149
Manaqger - Business Development
Marine Services

March 19, 1984

John B. Olson

Director, Division of Major Project Management
State of Alaska

Department of Transportation and Public Affairs
Pouch 6900

4111 Aviation Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99502

SUBJECT: Knik Arm Crossing

Dear Mr. Olson:

It was a pleasure to have visited with you in your offices in Anchorage

on February 21st. The time you spent with us in explaining the situation
regarding the Knik Ann Crossing was very much appreciated.

As discussed in our meeting, Brown & Root is very interested in bidding
the Engineering/Construction of the Knik Arm Crossing and has had three

consortia approach us about possible financing of portions of this
project.

During our discussions you indicated that it would be difficult for

the Department of Transportation or the State to negotiate an unsolicited
bid for the overall package. Therefore, we would like tc prequalify

for the wor"; in the routine manner that you plan to use later this year.
Brown & Root has been involved in several major water crossings in the
United States and has the expertise and the equipment available, including
derrick barges that might be required for some of the heavy lifts.

Thanks again for the time that you allowed us back in February. We
are looking forward to working with you on this project as it develops.

Kind Regards,

W. D. Arnold
Manager, Business Development

West Coast and Alaska R EC E | V E D

WDA/ Lirw
MAR 2 7 1984

, 7 DT & PF

M ajor Projects MGr.1T,
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February 20, 1084

John & Olson

Director
Division of Major Projects Development

Dept. ol Transportation i
Public Facilities

Dear Sir, “ - " MeN

I would like to express my sincere gratitude Lor
your v.am hospitality rendered during my visit to
yni-r office on February 10,1981, sharing time from
your busy schedule. ,

You were very kind and helpful in conducting my
successful survey on future Alaska construction
market prospective for our business activities.

Our technical engineering Dept.has just begun
reviewing the draft of tender documents regarding
Nome Harbour Project furnished to me in anticipation
of your invitation.

Meanwhile, 1 sincerely hope that we would lie invited
to Ilie tenders for the Knit Arm Bridge Project and
other various projects planned for the five years
ahead according as you promised that our Corporation
would he registered with prospective bidder list
applicable for your esteemed State Government’s
projects.

Vo assure you of our best service to highest standard
if an opportunity be given to us.

fishing the ever-Inst.ing prosperity of your esteemed
Dopurtmont.

Yours Sincerely,

,S)lEJINV COUPOP.ATION f

=/oung-*,lu Moon
Director

<
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NIPPON KOKAN K.K.

1 2 MARUNOUCHI. CHI'YODA-KU, TOKYO 100

PHONE: :C3>212-71 11
TELEX: 222- 2511 NKK J
CABLE ADDRESS : KCKANNK TOKYO

January 27, 1984
Alaska Department of Transportation
and Public Facilities
State of Alaska
4111, Aviation Drive
Anchorage Alaska, 99502

Attn : Mr. J. B. Olson
Gentlemen,

Re : Knik Arm Crossing

We, NIPPON KOKAN K.K. (hereinafter called NKK), have the honour to
express out keen interest in participating in the captioned project
and to sub; herewith our company brochures, experience record and
technical . iments in which you will find activities and performance
of our company.

As you may see from the above documents, NKK is now ranked as the
third largest steelmaker in the world and in terms of all around
technical expertise, NKK holds an unrivaled position because it is
simultaneously a world leader in three major industrial fields -
Steelmaking, Heavy Industries and Shipbuilding - allowing it to
supply a comprehensive range of products and services to you.

In the field of bridge construction, NKK has considerable experience
about supply and erection of steel superstructure of various type of
bridge and has enjoyed good reputation in our achievement abroad as

well as domestic.

Furthermore NKK has remarkable speciality of steel structures for low

temperature service and has executed structural steel works in your

esteemed province, such as Kenai Bridge, Sagavaiktok River Croosing,

- Cont"d on Page 2 -



Page 2
NIPPON KOKAN K.K.

Alyeska Pipe Support Bridge, Gulkana Bridge and Pipe Support structures

for Trans Alaska Pipeline Project, etc.

Judging from the foregoing, we are confident that tIKK is capable enough
in undertaking and proceeding this bridge construction project meeting
with your expectation and requirements of price, engineering service,

performance and quality.

We would highly appreciate it if you could invite us to the forthcoming
qualification and tender and let us have a chance to work together

with you toward successful construction of this bridge.

Thank you for your attention and we arc looking forward to serving

you in the near furtue.

Very truly yours,

Deputy General Manager
Steel Structures &
Construction Dept.
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August 6, 1933

Mr.- Mead Treadwell

Executive Director
Governor®s Economic Commitce
On North Slope Natural Gas
P.0. Box 1700

Anchorage, Alaska 99510

Dear Mr. Treadwell,

Mr. Norio Yamamoto of Mitsubishi Research Institute kindly forwarded
to us your Economic Feasibility Report on the Knik Am Crossing dated
April 15, 1983 for our reference.

After a brief review, we have found the project interesting and
wish to cooperate with you for the promotion of the projocL.

Accordingly, we appreciate it if you could let us know the area in
which we shall be of assistance to you as a member of the Mitsubishi
group which is the largest industrial groups in Japan. At the same
time, it will be most helpful to us if you could provide, us with a
detailed financial plan for the project so “hat we shall be able to
better analyze the projccL from the financial point of view.

It will be a great pleasure for us to exchange ideas with you how
to promote the project and we wish to continue a dialogue on the
developsml of the project. Please contact us at any time when you
need our assistance.

Looking forward to hearing from you coon, and please give my best
regards to Mr. Walter J. Hickcl.

Very truly yours,

KN/ ri

P.S.

For your reference we enclosed herewith a memorandum in regards
to the Yen-Financing market.
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November 4, 1983

Mr. John Olsen

Major Frojects Management

Department of Transportation and Public Facilities
4111 Aviition Drive

Pouch 69G0

Anchorage, Alaska 99502

Dear John,

Enclosed is the letter | received from Mr. Kazuo Nakamura
at the Mitsubishi bank. Governor lIlickel and 1 have had dinner \J
with Mr. Nakamura twice before in Japan and he shares a-strong
interest in Alaska.

Either his bank, or some other part of the Mitsubitshi
Group could be called upon to play a role in the Knik Arm
Project. 1°d keep chumming the waters by providing information
his way so that they can respond when the time comes.

Congratulations on your appointment. Ke should bo
working together as time passes.

With best wishes,
Sincerely,
Er v bitevi

Mead Treadwell
Secretary

/Enclosurc

RECEIVED

NOV 07 1233
DOT & PF
Major Projsclis MGalT,

P.O. lie.m 101V00 * Anchorage, Alaska flOolO ¢ 007-279-159G * Telex 28-310 Cupt. Cook AHC
S15 South Post Oak lload ¢ Suite 225 « Houston. Texas 77027 ¢ 7H.orn i«a . t-i— r,,nn'



June 2, 1983

Mr. Richard S. Armstrong, P.E.

Director, Central Region

Design and Conrtruction

State of Alaska

Dept, of Transportation and Public Facilities
<Jill Aviation Avenue, Pouch 6900

Anchorage, Alaska 99502

Re: Knik Arm Crossing
Dear Mr. Armstrong:

Thank you for your letter of May 18 and the BEooomide—~, jr\ori™ i—""*
Feasibility Report on the Knik Arm Crossing. We are Hee ——
strongly interested in financing, design, construction -—--————-

and operation of the toll bridge.

Based on our experience in similar projects in Greece
and Kuwait, we iImagine that a possible scenario may look
as Tollows:

1. Project will be formulated by the State.
Bridge design criteria will be set;
evaluation criteria for prequalification
and final contract award will be laid out;
and the terms of the eventual contract
between the State and Contractor will be
spelled out.

2. State will prequalify bidders (typically
consortia of banks, engineering consultants
and general contractors) on their financial,
engineering and management strengths.

3. The prcqualified bidders will submit their
final designs, construction schedules and
operation plans. State will select a

successful bidder according to the preset
criteria.

(continued)



Mr. Richard S. Armstrong
June 2, 1983
Pace Two

4. Contractor will construct, operate and maintain
the toll bridge.

5. After a certain number of years, State will
purchase the bridge from Contractor for a
predetermined price, and take over tie operational
responsibilities.

It appears from your report that most work necessary for
establishment of design criteria has already been done.

You could easily prepare a final design with State"s fund

and let bidders bid for it. This approach will simplify

your task of bid evaluation, but you may miss an opportunity
to take advantage of bidders® design ingenuity and particular
strengths in performing certain types of construction.

Simple and loosely written design criteria helped the
Government of Kuwait to get an ingeniously designed bridge
(Bubiyan Bridge) inexpensively while the same approach
muddled everything in the case of Rion-Antirion Crossing

in Greece. My personal preference for the Knik Arm Crossing
is to have relatively tight design specifications— at the
level of your Conceptual Details— and permit the bidders-
to design only the details and construction methods to suit
their capabilities.

Even with tight design specifications, the task of bid
evaluation will not be simple.. The fundamental question

iIs what variable should be used as the main determinant of
the bid when the construction cost is not a visible factor.
One possibility would be the "Sell-back Price" if it is
allowed to be bid on. All others being equal (or meeting
the minimum criteria), State could pick up the bidder who
offers the lowest sell-back price for a given target year.

As a part of the Contract terms, we expect the State to
stipulate the maximum tolls chargeable to each type of
vehicle for each period of years. We also expect the State
to guaranty the minimum revenue traffic, and subsidize the
Contractor if the traffic volume does not reach it. It
will be a formidable task to devise a subsidy formula that
will satisfy both the State and the Contractor. However,
it is essential that it will be spelled out before bidding.

(continued)
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June 2, 1983
Page Three

Finally, because of Alaska®s proximity to Japan, we expect
Japanese consortia, and perhaps some Koreans, to offer

very competitive bid packages. We also work closely with
Japanese companies. We therefore urge you to keep tne
competition open to all international bidders and eliminate
any ana all Buy-American and U.S.-Flag requirements and
penarries~fromhis "project~ except® that the local labor
should be use"d” for construction and operation, and that the
operating company should be an Alaskan corporation.

IT you wish, we will be happy to provide more detailed
input as a potential bidder. Please feel free to call me
anytime for informal discussion.

We wish you a great success iIn this challenging project.

Sincerely,

Y." Tito Sasaki
President



MEMORANDUM Date: May 3, 1984

Subject: CSHB 661
To: Senator Pappy Moss

From: ylyde Stoltzfus

Please waive CSHB 661 from Transportation Committee, This is the Knik
Arm Crossing construction bill which we have already heard (SB 211
amend Trans which is now in Finance is the same bill). Hearings will
be scheduled for CSHB 558 LSR8T legislation and CSHB 169 ISR&T appropri-
ation legislation. Both bills will be heard on May 10, 1984.






BACKGROUND ON HOUSE BILL 701

RENAMING KLUTINA ROAD

TLL KLUTINA ROAD HAD ITS BEGINNING IN THE FALL OF 1963 WIEN LEONARD
BRENWICK AND OSCAR CRAIG WORKED TO CONSTRUCT AND MAINTAIN THIS ROAD AT
THEIR OWN EXPENSE. THE ROAD FOLLOWS THE TRAIL USED BY THE MINERS OF
1898-99 IN TRAVELING FROM VALDEZ TO THE INTERIOR. ALONG THE EDGE OF THE
ROAD ARE THE REMAINS OF CABINS USED BY THE MINERS WHEN THEY WERE FORCED
TO WINTER THERE IN 1898.

LEONARD BRENWICK AND OSC.. CRAIG STARTED TO CONSTRUCT THIS PIONEER ROAD
IN 1963 AND COMPLETED 12 MILES OF ITS /25 MILE LENGTH AT HIS OWN EX-
PENSE. PERMISSION FOR THIS PROJECT WAS GRANTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
HIGHWAYS AND THE BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT .

IN 1964 LEONARD BRENWICK WAS GIVEN A CONTRACT TO COMPLETE THE REMAINING
13 MILES. THIS CONTRACT AMOUNTED TO $6,440.00 AMD IT IS INTERESTING TO
NOTE THE DEMANDS OF THE CONTRACT. THE CONTRACT STATED THAT IF HE DID
NOT COMPLETE THE PROJECT WITHIN THE ESTIMATED COST THEN HE WOULD BE
ORLIGATED TO COMPLETE THE FEMAINDER OF THE ROAD AT HIS OWN EXPENSE.
LEONARD ACTUALLY MET AND COMPLETED THIS CONTRACT— AT HIS OWN EXPENSE
BECAUSE EVEN IN THOSE EARLY*DAYS THIS WAS NOT ENOUGH foONEV FOR THIS SIZE
PROJECT. OSCAR CRAIG ACTED AS HIS OPERATOR-MECHANIC. NEITHER QF THESE
MEN DREW ANY SALARY FOR THEIR EFFORTS.

IT IS ESTIMATED THERE ARE 5 to 10 THOUSAND VISITORS USING THIS ROAD FOR
HUNTING, FISHING, SIGHT SEEING AND THE GATHERING OF HISTORIC INFORMA-
TION. THIS ROAD ENCOMPASSES ONE OF THE BETTER SCENIC AREAS OF ALASKA
AND ITS HISTORIC ATTRIBUTES ARE UNSURPASSED.

THERE IS A PETITION ON FILE SIGNED BY 60 MEMBERS OF THE COMMUNITY OF
COPPER CENTER REQUESTING THE TI~E CHANGE. THE TOTAL POPULATION OF THIS
COMMUNITY IS APPROXIMATELY 250 PEOPLE AND THERE WOULD HAVE BEEN MORE
SIGNATURES OBTAINED RUT TIME DENIED AS WE WANTED TO GET THIS NAME CHANGE
ACCOMPLISHED THIS YEAR AND THE PETITION HAD TO BE MAILED TO JUNEAU.

BOTH OF T.".ESE MEN ARE NOW DECEASED BUT THIS ROAD REMAINS AS A MONUMENT
TO THEIR COMMUNITY EFFORT.



We, the undersigned bonafied residents of the Copper Basin
do hereby petition the STATE OF ALASKA to rename the now existing
KLUTINA TRAIL (a/k/a Klutina Road) in honor® of the late Leonard

Brenwick and Oscar Craig who built the road. That hence forth

it to be known as the BRENWICK/CRAIG ROAD.
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We, the undersigned bonafi.ed residents of the Copper Fasin

do hereby petition the STATE OF ALASKA to rename the now existing

KLUTINA TRAIL (a/k/a Klutina Road) in honor of the late Leonard

Brenwick and @scar Craig who built the road. That hence forth

it to be known as the BRENWICK/CRAIG ROAD.
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We, the undersigned bonafied residents of the Copper Basin

do hereby petition the STATE OF ALASKA to rename the now existing
| KLUTINA TRAIL (a/k/a Klutina Road) in honor of the late Leonard
J Erenwick and Oscar Craig who built the road. That hence forth

it to he known as the BRENWICK/CRAIG HOAD.
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do hereby petition the STATE OF AIASKA to rename the now existing
KLUTINA TRAIL (a/k/a Klutina Road) in honor of the late Leonard
Brenwick and Oscar Craig who built the road. That hence forth

it to be known as the BRENWICK/CRAIG ROAD.
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COMMITTEE REPORT

SENATE
FURTHER:
4/10/34
Date__ DA c/ Vi
Mr. President
The Committee on rans?ortation considered HB ,01

rehat.dng Klutina Road as Brenwick/Craig Road.
and (a majority of the committee) (the committee) reports it back with
the following recommendations:

do pass

do pass with attached amendment(s)

replace with/or adopt CS for

new title
same title and recommends

and attached a "LETTER OF INTENT" [ ) \BVJ FISCAL NOTE

reports it back without recommendation

recommends referral to Committee
EMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS
w/
/ | /
'i.i?w
VFT*" /",

v Nn.rt

NS

Chairman

Chairman recommendation



ALASKA SENATE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
COMMITTEE MEETING AGENDA

Eazax

April 26, 1984
1:30 p.m.
The Butrovich Room

l. Call Meeting to Order
A. Note Committee Members Present
B. Welcome Those Observing
C. Those wishing to testify, sign in. Remind those giving testimony
to speak up and state their name for the record.

Il. Announce Legislation under consideration or purpose of meeting:

HB 701 "An Act renaming Klutina Road as Brenwick/Craig Road.""

Other notes or reminders:



BACKGROUND ON HOUSE BILL 701

RENAMING KLUTINA ROAD

IHE KLUTINA ROAD HAD ITS BEGINNING IN THE FALL OF 1963 WHEN LEONARD
ERENW1CK AND OSCAR CRAIG WORKED TO CONSTRUCT AND MAINTAIN THIS ROAD AT
THEIR OWN EXPENSE. THE ROAD FOLLOWS THE TRAIL USED BY THE MINERS OF
1898-19 IN TRAVELING FROM VALDEZ TO THE INTERIOR. ALONG THE EDGE OF THE
ROAD ARE THE REMAINS OF CABINS USED BY THE MINERS WHEN THEY WERE FORCED
TO WINTER THERE IN 1898.

LEONARD BRENWICK AND OSCAR CRAIG STARTED TO CONSTRUCT THIS PIONEER ROAD
IN 1963 AND COMPLETED 12 MILES OF ITS /25 MILE LENGTH AT HIS OWN EX-
PENSE. PERMISSION FOR THIS PROJECT WAS GRANTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
HIGHWAYS AND THE BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT.

IN 1964 LEONARD BRENWICK WAS GIVEN A CONTRACT TO COMPLETE THE REMAINING
13 MILES. THIS CONTRACT AMOUNTED TO $6,440.0C AND IT IS INTERESTING TO
NOTE THE DEMANDS OF THE CONTRACT. THE CONTRACT STATED THAT IF HE DID
NOT COMPLETE THE TROJECT WITHIN THE ESTIMATED COST THEN HE WOULD BE
OBLIGATED TO COMPLETE THE REMAINDER OF THE ROAD AT HIS OWN EXPENSE.
LEONARD ACTUALLY MET AND COMPLETED THIS CONTRACT--AT HIS OWN EXPENSE
BECAUSE EVEN IN THOSE EARLY*DAYS THIS WAS NOT ENOUGH MONEY FOR THPS SIZE
PROJECT. OSCAR CRAIG ACTED AS HIS OPERATOR-MECHANIC. NEITHER OF THESE
MEN DREW ANY SALARY Fi K THEIR EFFORTS.

IT IS ESTIMATED THERE ARE 5 to 10 THOUSAND VISITORS USING THIS ROAD FOR
HUNTING, FISHING, SIGHT SEEING AND THE GATHERING OF HISTORIC INFORMA-
TION. THIS ROAD ENCOMPASSES ONE OF THE BETTER SCENIC AREAS OF ALASKA
AND ITS HISTORIC ATTRIBUTES ARE UNSURPASSED.

THERE IS A PETITION ON FILE SIGNED BY 60 MEMBERS OF THE COMMUNITY OF
COPPER CENTER REQUESTING THE TITLE CHANGE. THE TOTAL POPULATION OF THIS
COMMUNITY IS APPROXIMATELY 250 PEOPLE AND THERE WOULD HAVE BEEN MORE
SIGNATURES OBTAINED BUT TIME DENIED AS WE WANTED TO GET THIS NAME CHANGE
ACCOMPLISHED THIS YEAR AND THE PETITION HAD TO BE MAILED TO JUNEAU.

BOTH OF THESE MEN ARE NOW DECEASED BUT THIS ROAD REMAINS AS A MONUMENT
TO THEIR COMMUNITY EFFORT.



We,

the undersigned bonafied residents of the Copper Basin

do hereby petition the STATE OF ALASKA to rename the now existing

KLUTINA TRAIL (a/k/a Klutina Road)

Brenwick and Oscar

in honor* of the late Leonard

Craig who built the road, rhat hence forth

It to be known as the BRENWICK/CRAIG ROAD.
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We, the undersigned bonafied residents of the Copper Basin

do hereby petition the STATE OF ALASKA to rename the now existing

J
KLUTINA TRAIL (ak/a Klutina Road) in honor of the late Leonard
Brenwick and 8scar Craig who built the road. That hence forth
it to be known as the ERENW1CK/CRAIG ROAD.
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We, the undersigned bonafied residents of the Copper Basin

KLUTINA

_do hereby petition the STATE OF ALASKA to rename the now existing

TRAIL (a/k/a Klutina Road) in honor of the late Leonard

Brenwick and Oscar Craig who built the road. That hence forth

it to be known as the BRENWICK/CRAIG ROAD.
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We, the undersigned bdnafied résidehts of 'thé C'opber‘ Bésih
do hereby petition the STATE OF ALASKA to rename the now existing
KLUTINA TRAIL (a/k/a Klutina Road) in honor of the late Leonard
Brenwick and Oscar Craig who built the road,. That hence forth

it to be known as the BRENWJCK/CRAIG ROAI).
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COMMITTEE REPORT

HOUSE
(9 FURTHER : ™ CE
M M Date: S ji
Mr. Speaker:
*He Eommf%%ée 0 JRANSPORTATION has had” IR 10

Relating to access to V7hittier, Alaska.

under consideration and reports it back as follows:

‘ [ 1Isame title

[ ] do pass [ ] do not pass
[ ] do passwith attached amendments(s)
[ X,] replace with CS for \Dv.V rruw-"YnrVcvhnn j [ Jnew title

and recommends

[ 1 AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” New Fiscal Note

[ 1 reports it back without recommendation

[ 1 referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING

DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:
lidilh. | KAs1" }

JiulL lw/led

// 1-J< mm / m

CHAIRMAN

[ 1
[ 1 Zero Fiscal Note Attached
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“Write It—Then We’ll All Know”

To GENE KULAWIK Town Omaha
Anchorage, Alaska uf 383 Date 4/19/83
Shject  WHITTIER TUNNEL REPORT AVZI™ ?°.Y7? 3 Job No.
r.ir.Vii co.
dc r
DD ~ LS
Dear Gene:

Having spent some time in Whittier when we drove the Pipe
Line Tunnel, 1 know how hard it is to get to Whittier. The
study made for the /ilaska Department of Transportation lists
six alternatives. I personally can"t believe the Railroad will
share their tunnel. Alternative No. 6 over Portage Pass would
be a summer road only. It would appear to me that Alternative
No. 5, a new two-way highway tunnel, would be the best iIn the
long run. I would have to accept estimate of cost as | don"t
know how much support, concrete lining, and ventilation would
be required. Another alternative might be two smaller one-way
tunnels driven with a mining machine. They should require less
tunnel support and concrete lining.

?
From vy y X ‘1 /C
WWR:jhr N-W. W. ROBERTS

RECEIVED

m 27 '83

Design & Conit. I
Control Region 5

Director

Deputy Director
ChM Auvlcitfon f>AC
Ch Bldgs & Herb DSC
Chief Hlohwoy) DftC
Chief Riohl of Way*
Chinf lech Sorwtu
Review Engr.

Ad-tiin Ofllcm’

FILL



CS FOR HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 10 (TRANSPORTATION)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
Relating to access to Whittier, Alaska.
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

WHEREAS there are a number of places along the railbed of the
Alaska Railroad that are paved for temporary use by automobiles
when snowslides cover the Seward Highway, making i1t impassable;
and

WHEREAS a significant number of people seek access to and from
Whittier, Alaska, and access is limited to service on the Alaska

Railroad; and

WHEREAS the railroad service to and from Whittier is inadequate
or inconvenient and a significant number of people would prefer to ~
drive to and from Whittier;

WHEREAS highway development to Whittier would create greater
recreational opportunities for Southcentral Alaska and provide access
to beautiful Prince William Sound thereby adding another important
tourism attraction base, along with future harbor facilities;

BE IT RESOLVED by the Alaska State Legislature that the Governor
iIs respectfully requested to direct the Department of Transportation
and Public Facilities to complete before the convening of the second
session of the Thirteenth Legislature a preliminary design for one
way traffic facilities through Whittier tunnels and, if needed,
ventilation, lighting and other amenities such as traffic control
systems; and provide the legislature with construction cost estimates

and projected cost per passenger based on anticipated

traffic volume.



4111 AVIATION AVENUE, POUCH 6900
ANCHORAGE 99502 (TELEX 25-198)

March 21, 1983

The Honorable Mitch Abood
Representative

Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Representative Abood:
The following is in response to your recent request regarding Whittier Access.

Attached are xerox copies of the section of the Executive Summary of the
Whittier Transportation Options Study (WTOS) which outlines the Alternatives
which were considered and the conclusions reached.

The WTOS included an effort to estimate demand for facilities which would
increase access to Whittier as well as to assess the technical Tfeasibility of
such facilities. In that effort it was assumed that cemand resulted from full
development of Whittier according to the City comprehensive plan in existence
at that time as well as an existing Shotgun Cove Road and Small Boat Harbor.
Based on these assumptions and comments received from the public and other
interested agencies, the demand to be expected was forecast. In consideration
of the extensive technical analysis of the various options coupled with the
demand forecast, Alternative 1A was recommended as a short-term solution and
Alternative 1 was recommended as a medium to long-term solution. Now that
time has provided perspective on the factors underlying the demand forecast,
it is appropriate to update and further refine those underlying assumptions.
Similarly, it is also an appropriate time to refine the engineering assumptions
in light of any new technology which has become available in the interim.

Alternative 1A wis developed as a short-term improvement to provide an increase
in capacity and convenience until traffic increased significantly 1n response
to full development of the Whittier area. Four trips between Portage and
Whittier would be scheduled instead of the existing three. Minor track modifi-

cations would facilitate more efficient operations and reduce loading time.
An additional two trips daily could be scheduled by basing the shutuo train in

Whittier instead of Anchorage, for a total of six trips daily, and bus service
would be provided between Portage and Anchorage. Selection of this alternative

would not preclude selection of a different alternative at a future date.
Alternative 1A Includes the following:
1) Ramp and track modifications and improvements and passenger stations at

Whittier and Portage. These improvements would facilitate more efficient
operation, at a cost of $854,000 (1983 dollars).



The Honorable Mitch Abood 2 March 21, 1983

2) Additional rolling stock and equipment, at a total cost of $1,464,000
(1983 dollars).

3) If the Alternative 1A improvements are used for a longer period (10-20
years), significant tunnel repair work will be needed, at a total cost
of about $10.0 million (1983 dollars). This work would also be required
for any other rail-based alternative, including joint rail auto use of
the tunnel and to facilitate continued use of the tunnel by the Alaska
Railroad. Therefore, expenditures for tunnel improvements would not
be "wasted" if an additional "long-term solution" alternative using the
existing tunnel is implemented at a future date.

The Department will be looking at the feasibility of converting the existing
railroad tunnel into a vehicular tunnel. This would allow an increase in
access to Whittier and Prince William Sound. A study to determine the
feasibility will begin this spring and there should be sufficient information
available on such a proposal of paving the tunnel for vehicular travel by
the next legislative session. Once this information is available, a copy
will be sent to you.

IT orr office can be of further assistance please call.

S"nce 1y

Acting Deputy Commissioner
Central Region

Attachments
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V. TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES, COMPARISONS AND EVALUATION

This chapter describes options applicable to Whittier access and
discusses them from several standpoints including feasibility,
construction costs, operating costs, convenience of users, safety,
short and long term benefits to users, land owners, developers,
etc. The options are based on current railroad technology and
highway vehicles 1n various combinations. It Is presumed that

any selected alternative will require soils investigations,

title searches, Environmental Impact Statements and Federal, State
and Municipal reviews and approvals prior to engineering,design
and construction. These i1tems therefore are not developed further
in. this section. This discussion is concluded by a summary matrix
which compares the features of each alternative.

Null Alternative

This 1s the existing system and i1s iIncluded only for use as a
basis for comparison with alternatives that would improve access
to and from Whittier. Under this alternative, Whittier residents
will continue to be relatively isolated and will continue to compete
with visitor and ferry traffic In and out of Whittier. With the
expansion of the Whittier small boat harbor doubling its capacity,
increased congestion will occur. Access will continue to become
more and more inconvenient under this alternative and the existing
system and service level cannot meet the maximum demand. Further-
more, the limited access capacity will act as a constraint to
future growth ar.d development iIn Wnittier.

Alternative No. 1 - Improved Auto/Passenger Shuttle Between Bear
Valley and Whittier

This alternative i1s a significant upgrading of the existing shuttle
access to Whittier. It would reduce both travel and turn around
time by relocating the western terminal from Portage to new
facilities iIn Bear Valley with a new road connecting to the Portage
Glacier Visitor®s Center access road. The shuttle train would be

S-18



based in Whittier rather than Anchorage. It also reduces the
waiting time by providing additional regularly scheduled shuttles
and extends the daily period of shuttle service. Initially,
seven (7) shuttle trips each way over a 12-hour span would be
provided with provisions to increase service to thirteen (13)
trips each way over 16 hours when travel demand warrants.

The i1nitial service level would have a total capacity of about

330 vehicles per day each direction and approximately 2,100
passengers. In the expanded service, this capacity would increase
to approximately 590 vehicles and 3,900 passengers each way. This
service would ret= about 45% of peak day person trip demand. How-
ever, additiunal passenger coaches could be added to the shuttle
train and total person trip demand could thus be met. Auto
capacity cannot meet the potential summer maximum demand, however,
winter capacity would be adequate.

Total capital cost including the Bear Valley access road, improved
terminal facilities, tunnel Improvements, new passenger cars, et
would be approximately $20 million for the initial system and

about $24 million for the expanded level of service. Annual operating
and maintenance costs were estimated at $559,000 for initial service
and just over $1 million for the expanded system.

Alternative 1 could be implemented relatively quickly and its
selection would not preclude the future choice of another alter-
native. Convenience for Whittier residents 1is greatly improved
without opting Whittier up to unlimited access and the potential
congestion which would result. A gradual development of Whittier
would be encouraged by this alternative. It would also open Bear
Valley to recreational use and to more spectacular views of Portage
Glacier. Alternative 1 would result iIn increased revenues and
potential funding subsidies might exist for this alternative.



Alternative No. 1-A - Improved Auto/Passenger Shuttle Between
Portage and Whittier

This alternative also consists of upgrading the existing shuttle
access to Whittier but retains the existing Portage terminal point.
It too reduces waiting time by providing additional regularly
scheduled shuttles to provide four (4) trips initially with
potential for expansion to six (6) and extends the daily period

of shuttle service. The initial service level retains the rail
connection to Anchorage but the expanded system calls for bus
service on the Anchorage link. Because the distance is identical
to the existing route, travel time iIs the same but by Improving
the auto loading procedure and adding one set of rail passenger
and flat cars, turn around time can be reduced. This alternative
has somewhat limited capacity and could not accommodate the full
maximum demand levels. However, the initial service Impr vements
would allow about a 337, Increase iIn existing demand and, If expanded,
could provide capacity for more than double the average demand
experienced during 1979.

This alternative is also a logical first step in a phased develop-
ment approach. Under any of the other alternatives, some period

of time will be required for necessary design and construction
before they can be placed iIn operation. That period could range
from two to Five years depending, on which alternative was selected.
Thus, this alternative could serve either as an iInterim improvement
or as 1 longer term solution. In any event, it does not preclude

a later decision to select one of the other options when the demand
levels warrant such action.

This alternative 1i1s both the least costly and could be implemented
in the shortest period of time. Total estimated capital cost for
improved terminals, parking, equipment and tunnel Improvements is
$8.8 million with annual operating costs ranging from $504,000 to
$546,000. This alternative would also have the least overall envi-
ronmental 1mpacts.
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Alternative No. 2 - Improved Rail Passenger Service

This alternative iIncludes the rail shuttle between Bear Valley
and Whittier as in Alternative No. 1 but also provides direct
passenger-rail service from Anchorage to and from Whittier. No
loading, unloading, or rehandling of baggage or recreational gear,
etc. 1s necessary along the line. Some persons would find this
more attractive, as It provides fast, efficient and convenient
service into Whittier. The existing rail/auto shuttle would still
be necessary and would be iImproved by reducing the length of the
rail running time by extending the road into Bear Valley.

Initial service on this alternative would provide four (4) shuttle
trips each way plus three (3) round trips between Whittier and
Anchorage. Expansion potential could increase service to eight
(B shuttle trips and four (4) round trips to Anchorage on the
passenger rail.

System capacity would be similar to Alternative No. 1 in that maxi-
mum person trip demand could readily be met but aui.o ferry capacity
would not meet the maximum potential demand at fu]l Whittier devel-
opment. Capital costs would be similar to those of Alternative No.
1 and were estimated at about $22 million initial and $26 million
for the expanded service. Annual operating costs, however, would
be about 5070 greater than Alternative No. 1 being estimated at
$793,000 initial and $1,500,000 for the expanded service.

Overall development and environmental impacts of this alternative
are approximately the same as Alternative No. 1.

Alternative No. 3 - One-way Joint Use of Existing Tunnel

This alterna4l t would provide direct auto access by utilizing the
existing rai d tunnel through Maynard Mountain between Whittier
and Bear Valiey. Major tunnel improvements would be required to
allow use by both rail and vehicular traffic. Improvements would
include lighting, ventilation, widening iIn selected locations to
permit turnouts for disabled cars, paving the tunnel floor foi rubber
tired vehicles, installation cf traffic signals and barriers at
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each portal, grouting and lining to eliminate water leakage and
ice buildup in winter months, and track reconstruction.

This alternative would have adequate theoretical capacity to
accommodate the maximum potential demand. However, delays during
peak demand periods could be excessive due to long queues waiting
for opposing traffic to clear the tunnel. In addition, disabled
vehicles in the tunnel could cause further delays since the tunnel
width is iInadequate to allow for automobiles to pass. The possibi-
lity of a vehicle fTire presents safety problems, again due to the
inability to clear the tunnel. There are also unresolved iInstitu-
tional 1issues iIn this option, particularly acceptance of risk or
liability by the State or railroad.

Capital cost for this alternative, estimated at $36.7 million, Iis
higher than the various rail options but lower than other direct
access options. The ventilation requirement is a major item in

cost for this alternative. Since the existing tunnel does not have
adequate height to allow installation of the required ventilation
plenum, the tunnel would have to be enlarged, resulting iIn extensive
rock excavation. Maintenance and operating costs have been estimated
at $390,000 per year. Div'"m access would eliminate the rail shuttle
fares but the possibility < tunnel use tolls could offset these user

savings.
Alternative No. 4 - Two-way Joint Use of Widened Existing Tunnel

This alternative would provide direct access to Whittier by widening
the existing railroad tunnel to permit adequate highway width for two
auto traffic lanes with the rail line confined to one lane. Other
improvements to the tunnel would include the same features as in
Alternative No. 3.

Operationally, this alternative is much simpler than the single lane
tunnel but signals would still be required at each end to control
traffic when a train is approaching or in the tunnel. Safety Iissues
are also reduced but potential confl-".cts still exist as do the lia-
bility issues. This alternative has adequate capacity to meet the
maximum demand but some potential for delays exist when train move-
ment would close the tunnel to auto use.
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Maintenance of rail facilities during the extensive tunnel expan-
sion work would also be difficult. Capital costs for this alterna-
tive have been estimated at $64.3 million with annual operating and
maintenance costs of $440,000.

Alternative No. 5 - New Two-way Highway Tunnel

In this alternative, a new two-lane highway tunnel would be con-
structed just south of the existing rail tunnel. The new tunnel
v;ould be approximately two and one-half miles long, provide
lighting, ventilation and emergency phones. As with all highway
options, the roadway into Bear Valley would be required but the
rail terminal facilities would not be constructed.

Operationally, this alternative presents no rail/auto conflicts
and would function simply as a highway. This alternative would
provide the highest level of service and reliability of all
options considered would meet maximum demand, and also eliminate
the i1nstitutional problems associated with joint tunnel use. It
would also be the most expensive with capital cost estimated at
$68.3 million and $440,000 annual operating and maintenance cost.

Alternative No. 6 - Portage Pass Highway

This alternative would provide a two-lane highway from the existing
Portage Glacier Visitor"s Center into Bear Valley and along the face
of Maynard Mountain passing the end of Portage Glacier and over .
Portage Pass. Several locations iIn the section on Maynard Mountain
may require eilther snow sheds or a short tunnel to reduce probable
avalanche problems in areas of major snow chutes.

From an operational standpoint, this option would function much as
other mountain highways and would have adequate capacity to meet
maximum demand volumes. However, heavy winter snows, icing conditions
and avalanche dangers would present severe road he< -ds iIn the winter
months and high winds through Portage Pass would be a year round prob-
lem, particularly for campers and trailers. There are also steep
grades (up to 9%) required between Portage Pass and Whittier which
make the roadway more hazardous, particularly in winter months.
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There i1s also a high probability of the highway being closed for
periods iIn the winter, particularly during adverse weather condi-
tions. Since the rail shuttle operations would probably be termi-
nated under this option, this could result In periods of almost
total 1isolation for the residents in Whittier.

Total capital costs for this alternative have been estimated at
$47.8 million with annual maintenance and operating cost of $270,000.

Summary of Environmental Issues

Whille no environmental impact studies were made to quantify the
various impacts, an overall assessment was conducted. In general
some @Impact would be associated with all options. However, Alter-
native No. 1-A would produce by far the least impact with only minor
upgrading of the Portage terminal area ar.d Whittier terminal invol-
ved. Whittier impacts associated with development pressure would
also be less than with other options.

Alternatives No. 1 and No. 2 would have similar Impact since essen-
tially the same facilities would be developed in both options. The
environmental impacts would relate primarily to the Bear Valley
Access Road and new terminal facilities iIn Bear Valley. Development
pressures iIn Whittier would be somewhat greater than with Alternative
1-A, however, they would be more gradual and easier to control than
with any of the direct access options.

In the highway options, Alternatives No. 3, 4 and 5 would have
approximately equal impacts as ¢-.tey all require development cf the
Bear Valley road and extensive tunnel construction activities. De-
velopment pressures iIn Whittier would be about equal also given the
perception of direct auto access. However, the traffic problems
would be greatest with Alternative No. 3 if maximum demand was
reached due to the long lines of traffic waiting to use the tunnel.
Direct access could also produce severe traffic problems in Whittier
given the relatively small land area and limited opportunity to
develop adequate circulation and parking systems.
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The Portage Pass Highway, Alternative No. 6, has all of the impacts
associated with the other direct access options plus a much greater
environmental consequence because of the cut along Maynard Mountain
and the road through the Pass. While this route would offer excellent
vistas of the glacier, it would also be visible from the visitor®s
center and would detract from that visually aesthetic experience.

Table S-4 presents a comparison matrix summarizing the various
features of each alternative.

Cost Effectiveness

In addition to the evaluation factors summarized in Table S-4, an
assessment of the relative cost effectiveness of each alternative
was accomplished. This analysis was based on the assumption that
the maximum demand levels would be reached at some point iIn time.
Capital costs were annualized at various discount rates and then
added to annual operating cost. Total annual costs were then
divided by annual person trips to determine a cost per trip. Annual
person trips were determined on the basis of maximum demand for the
direct access alternatives and at system capacity for the rail
systems. Tabel S-5 shows the result of this analysis.

It should be noted that this analysis tends to favor the direct
access alternatives since they reflect accommodation of the number

of trips under the maximum demana projections while the rail options
reflect only the system capacity described in the report. However,
as noted i1n the report, it would be possible to meet person trip
demand by adding more passenger cars to the rail options even though
auto access would still be limited and therefore user convenience
would be lower. ITf maximum demand were met by the rail systems,
direct cost per trip would be substantially lower than for the auto
access options. Similarly, the rail options are lower in direct cost
at any comparable demand level. This 1is particularl> important since
volumes lower than the maximum would undoubtedly prevail for at least
a nggbe: of years.

Revenue estimates were also made for the rail systems to provide
a comparison of potential net public costs since that could bear
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Use Existinn Tunnel

Enlarge Existing Tunnel

Met; Highway Tunnel

Nev: Surface Highway

Bear Valley Road

Bear Vallpy Parking & Facilities

Tourism/Recreation

Employment opportunities
Whittier Area Development
1
| Environmental In,aci

IService Level/Capacity

Summer Reliability

Winter Reliability

Summer Availability

Winter Aval lability

Convenience/Comfort

Safety

Probability of Funding

Construction/Imolementatlon Time

Annual Maintenance &
Operating Costs (thousands)

Construction/Capital
Cost (millions)

NULL

No
Change

None

None
None
None

Low

High

Medium

Medium

Very
Low

Very
Lav

High

N/A

N/A

M/A

N/A

TABLE S-4

COMPARISON MATRIX

1

Improved
Auto/
Passenger
Shuttle

Low

Low
Low
Low

Medium

High

High

High

Medium

Medium

Ilioh

Medium

Short

C559 Initial
$1041 Exp.

$20.0 Ir.it.
$24.2 Exp.

$504 Initial $793
$546 Exp- 41500 Exp.

f._fERNATIVE

1-A 2
Improved Impr?ved
Portage Rail
Ihittier ~ Fassenger
Shuttle Service

X X

X
X
Low Low to
Medium
Low Medlun
Low Iled1tin
Very Low
Medium Medium
High High
High High
High High
Medium Medium
Medium Medium
High High
Medium Medium
Very Short Short

Init.

$21.9 Inlt

$8.8 $26.0 Exp.

3

One-way
Joint Use
of Existing
Tunnel

X
X

Medium

Low
Low
Low

Medium

Medium

Low

fled 1um

Medium

Medium

Medium

Medium

Medium

$390

$36.7

4
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Existing
Tunnel,
Two-way
Joint Use

Med ium
to High

Medium
Medium
Medium

High

High

High

High

High

High

Medium

Low

Long

$440

$64.3

New
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High

High
High
Medium

Very
High

Very
High

High

Very
High

High

Low

i.ong

$440

$68.3

Portage
Pass"
Hi nhway

Very
High

Very
Low

High

Very
Low

Very
High

Medium

Low

Long

$270

$47.8



Assumed Discount Rates

Alt. 1

10%

Annual Cap. Cost ($1000) 2,055

Annual
TOTAL
Cap or Demand
Cost Per Trip
Revenue/Trip"

Net Cost/Trip

n
1

0/M Cost

($1000) 559
($1000) 2,614
( 1000) 756
$3.46
$3.96

$+0.50

15%
3,030

559
3,589
756
$4.75
$3.96

$0.79

Alt.

10%
909

504
1,413
432
$3.27
$3.96

$+.69

Revenue per trip based on passenger

TABLE S-5
ESTIMATED COST EFFECTIVENESS

1-A Alt. 2 Alt
15% 10% 15%  10%
1,203 2,273 3,326 3,706
504 /93 793 300
1,707 3,066 4,119 4,096
432 576 576 2,727
$5.95 $5.32 $7.15 $1.50

$3.96 $3.96 $3.96
$+.01 $1.36 $3.19 $1.50

only revenue as generated in

.3

15%
5,509

390
5,899
2,727

$2.16

$2.16

1979.

Alt . 4
10%  15%
6,496 9,862

440 440

6,936 10,302

2,727 2,727
$.54 $3.78
$2.54  $3.78

Alt . 5
10%  15%
6,894 10,254

440 440
7,334 10,794
2,727 2,727
$2.69  $3.96
$2.69 $3.96

Alt. 6

10%
4,875

270
5,145
2,727

$1.89

$1.89

15%
7,197

270
7,467
2,727

$2.74

$2.74



on financing feasibility. Revenue per person trip was estimated
based on average per passenger (excluding vehicle revenue) during
1979. A? hovm in the table, when potentir.l revenue 1is applied,
the public cost would be completely covered for both Alternatives
1 and 1-A while being reduced significantly for Alternative No. 2.
It would be possible to impose tolls iIn the direct access options
as well and thereby reduce the public costs. However, that would
eliminate one of the most significant benefits of those systems.

Summary of Funding Opportunities

The last step iIn evaluating the various options was to look at
potentir/i funding sources. While funding sources and mechanisms
are obviously a policy issue, 1t was considered appropriate to
look at possible existing sources, both Federal and State.

At the Federal level, the most likely sources were considered to
be 1ae Urban Mass Transit Administration (UMTA), Federal Highways
(FHWA) and Federal Railway Administration (FRA). Of these, the
UMTA funds were considered highly unlikely since most are appli-
cable to communities over 50,000 population. That would mean
funding would have to r™me through the Municipality of Anchorage
where other transit programs are also under consideration. The
UMTA Section 18 funds for rural area transit are relatively small
and would be i1nadequate to cover this program.

FHWA funds are allocated to the State iIn a formula basis. Funds
for the direct access options, particularly the new tunnel and
Portage Pass Highway would undoubtedly come from the Federal-Aid
Primary (FAP) monies. While the allocation of those funds 1is a
policy issue, it did not appear proper to count on such funds for
a project of this magnitude given the other highway programs with
possible higher immediate demand levels.

At the state level, a current support program is operational on
the Whittier shuttle as part of the Marine Highway System.

In addition, HR 11737 permits the State to divert up to
5% of its annual FAP funding for capital improvement and operating
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assistance on the rail service between Whittier and Portage. These

funds could produce between $750,000 and $2.5 million annually de-
pending on the allocation methods used. Again, whether these funds
would be applicable to joint use options has not been determined.

FRA funds, Section 511, provide up to 10070 financing for railroad
rehabilitation and improvements primarily oriented to freight
related programs. Given the condition of the existing tunnel

and trackage, i1t would appear that participation in the rail
alternatives (1, 1-A, or 2) could be a possibility since the

in rovements would also benefit freight operations. Whether such
participation in the joint use options could be obtained is an
institutional i1ssue beyond the scope of this study.

In addition, there is the possibility that funding for this project
could be obtained through the Ltate Legislative process. This
option is obviously a policy issue which would be addressed by the
Legislature based on the merits of the specific project proposal
and evaluated relatr ~ to other priorities statewide.

Based on the evaluation iIn this study, the most likely sources of
funding have been concluded to be:

1. FHWA funding (FAP) through the 5% diversion.
2. FRA participation through loans or grants.
3. Special legislation.
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Vl. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
A. Summary

As iIn virtually every analysis of transportation alternatives,

the findings and conclusions of this study represent some com-
promise and trade-offs between analysis factors. Such trade-offs
and compromises are necessary since rarely iIs one alternative
identified as being superior according to all criteria used iIn the
comparison. Furthermore, the relative importance of the evalua—>
tion factors depends In some measure on the subjective judgment

of the evaluator. This study has maintained an objective position
while recognizing the current and potential future growth, develop-
ment and resulting travel demand iIn the Whittier area.

Improved Whittier access has been an issue for several years and
the subject of several prior studies. Basic findings from this
study are not markedly different from those of the prior efforts,
although conclusions may vary. Principal findings include the
obvious fact that current access iIs i1nconvenient and often iIn-
adequate. In addition, vehicle access is relatively expensive
compared to conventional highway travel.

The cost factor is particularly important to Whittier residents
who require an automobile. The need for an auto by non-residents
who enter Whittier is reduced because of the small size of the
area and the convenient location of the rail termigal. Yet, for
those persons wishing to use trailered boats on Prince William
Sound, the cost becomes a significant factor and diminishes the
desirability of the area. However, with increasing cost for
gasoline, the rail shuttle may offeir a least costly alternative
when compared to other more distant locations which require
additional fuel costs offsetting the shuttle fare.

For Whittier residents, one of the major inconveniences, relative
to time and costs, is the fact that a person cannot leave and
return the same day even during summer months. This situation

IS aggravated in the winter months because of the three-day per
week service schedule. However, all of the alternatives eliminate

or reduce this problem. <; 30



3. Conclusions

These considerations combined with the analysis conducted iIn this
study lead to the following conclusions:

1.
2.

There i1s a definite need for iImproved access to Whittier.

Improved access can enhance the social and economic
climate 1n Whittier by generating development which
in turn will foster iImprovements to existing services
and increase employment opportunities.

Expansion of the existing small boat harbor coupled
with the relatively short distance to the major popu-
lation center in Alaska will produce an immediate in-
crease in travel demand. Other factors, such as
increased recreation demand as the Anchorage population
grows and expanding statewide tourism, will contribute
to iIncreased demand for access to Whittier and Prince
William Sound in the future. The possibility also
exists for increased demand associated with natural
resource development and expanded port activity.

The existing Whittier - Valdez segment of the State
Marine Highway System provides an attractive tourist
resource, which possibly could be expanded in the
future, and Whittier access iIs a vital link iIn that
system.

Existing population levels in Whittier and the lack of
visitor facilities combine to produce a relatively low
demand t: present.

The major highway acce"s alternatives are very expensive
and current iemand levels do not warrant such costly
investments.

The single lane joint-use tunnel Alternative No. 3 has
many operational and i1nherent safety problems. In order
to produce a reasonable degree of safety, ventilation,
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10.

11.

and reliability, this alternative becomes nearly as
expensive as the Portage Pass Highway.

Unresolved institutional issues, such as the ultimate
acceptance of risk and liability by the State or the
Alaska Railroad 1In a joint use operation, Tfurther con-
tributes to the questionable feasibility of the joint
use options, particularly iIn single-lane operations.

Any of the alternatives examined have adequate reserve
capacity to accommodate significant growth in person
trip demand. Furthermore, the rail based alternatives
have exceptional flexibility to accept future increases
by adding additional passenger coaches. The rail based
alternatives are, however, somewhat limited in their
ability to accommodate major growth in the number of
automobiles transported.

Traffic congestion and parking problems in Whittier
could become severe with the unlimited auto access
alternatives and would produce significant iIncreases
in local costs for streets, parking facilities, police
and security.

At maximum demand or capacity levels, the highway based
alternatives show better cost effectiveness iIn terms of
total annual capital and operating cost per trip. How-
ever, the revenues generated by fares in the rail based
systems more than off-set the public sector costs for
Alternatives 1 and 1-A. Furthermore, maximum demand
levels identified will not occur iImmediately, and at
demand levels under about 1.2 million person trips per
year, the total cost per trip for Alternatives 1 and
1-A i1s less than any highway option even without con-
sidering revenue off-sets.
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12. Only Alternative No. 1-A offers almost immediate access
improvement. All others will require from three to five
years to implement since engineering design, environmental
studies, permit and review processes as well as construc-
tion are required. In addition, most costs associated with
Alternative 1-A are applicable to Alternatives 1 and 2.
Suggested Improvements in the rail system under this
alternative will benefit future rail operations even if
one of the highway alternatives (except Number 3 and 4
which introduce auto/rail conflicts) is ultimately
implemented.

13. Implementation of Alternative 1 or 1-A does not pre-
clude access i1mprovements iIn the future since all higher
level alternatives require access to or through Bear
Valley and the improvements to the existing rail tunnel
will benefit ail future rail operations.

C. Recommendation

Based on the analysis and evaluation conducted iIn this study, the
potential funding options and the conclusions reached, this study
recommends that Alternative 1-A be implemented as a first stage
toward developing Alternative 1 when design and funding become
available.

That action would provide some early improvement to relieve
existing problems and would, with implementation of Alternative

1, provide adequate capacity for significant iIncrease in demand

in the future. A further significant advantage to this approach

iIs that virtually all investment for capital iImprovement 1is

fully applicable to a dec” ;ion to implei.ent one of the more ex-
pensive direct access alternatives iIn the event that future demand
or other factors warrant such as major harbor expansion with atten-
dant rail demand warrant a higher level facility or preclude use of
the existing railroad tunnel.
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Consideration should be given to utilizing some funds through the

5% diversion of the State allocation of FAP funds for capital cost
and operating assistance. The levd of operating subsidy to reduce
user cost iIs a policy issue to be decided at the Legislative level.
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IN THE HOUSE BY CATO ANU MALONE

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 25
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
Requesting a speed zone
Kenai Borough.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

in Nikishka,

WHEREAS The Nikishka Chamber of Commerce requests the establishment of

a 35 m.p.h. speed zone on the state highway from Land Marine at mile 26 to

Old Pines Bar at mile 26.7 in Nikishka, Kenai, Borough; and
WHEREAS the commercial buildings and fire station within

created a high density of pedestrian traffic; and

the zone have

WHEREAS a crosswalk will be established at mile 26.1 in front of the

laundry building to the shopping center; and

WHEREAS a speed zone will help to assure the safety of a pedestrian in

this area;

BE IT RESOLVED by the Alaska State Legislature that the

governor i3

respectfully requested to direct the commissioner of transportation and

public facilities tokefl”atliah a 35 m.p.h. speed zone on th

between mile 26 and KJ\e 26.7 in Nikishka, Kenai Borough.

state highway

HCR 25
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-
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9 3 5,000
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08
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P.O. Box 8053 Nikishka Rural Branch Kenai, Alaska 99611 (907)776-8347

February 17, 193

Representative Bette Cato
House of Representatives
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99311

Dear Bette:

Thank you for the encouraging letter.
I was glad to hear your vacation went so well and the dress worked
out so well.

Our Chamber 1is going quite well, 1*m really proud of the people
of our area as they are very iIndustriouspeople. We nov; have about
el htv neuters and" our luncheons always have a goodturn out.

\ %> e
I an enclosing a list of members for youas well ascopies of
minutes and resolutions.



P.O. Box 8053 Niklshka Rural Branch Kenai, Alaska 99611 (907)776-8347

February 1, 1983

Kenai Peninsula Borough
Soldotna, Alaska 99669

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The Nikishka Chamber of Commerce urges you to support and approve the
following resolution:

RESOLUTION Ioee\-
» VW
SUPPORTING A DIRECT GRANT FROM THE STATE LEGISLATURE FOR THE PURCHASE AND
REPLACEMENT OF FIRE APPARATUS FOR THE NIKISKI FIRE SERVICE AREA.

WHEREAS, this apparatus must have the capibility to combat petro/
chemical and structural related incidents; and X

WHEREAS, our structural apparatus is ten years old anddoes not

meet our total requirements; ,

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE ASSEMBLY OF THE KENAI
PENINSULA BOROUGH:

Section 1 That a sum of money in the amount of $400,000 for fire
apparatus purchase be granted by the First Session, Thirteenth Legislature
of the State ofAlaska to the Kenai Peninsula Borough for the purpose of
assisting in this purchase for this apparatus.

-

McCann
President
Nikishka”Chamber of Commerce

Dee Rappe
Secretary
Nikishka Chamber of Commerce



P.O. Box 8053 Niikishka Rural Branch Kenai, Alaska 99611 (907)776-8347

February 10, 1983

Kenai Peninsula Borougn
Soldotna, Alaska 99669

Ladies and Gentlemen;

Please consider a resolution from the Nikishka Chamber of Commerce
directing the Kenai Peninsula Borough to request $100,000.00 from the
State Department of Transportation for the design and planning of a
bike trail from Captain Cook Park to the Soldotna Y.

W\ filly McCann
Presi-aent, Nikishka Chamber

of Commerce

Dee Rappe
Secretary, Nikishka Chamber
of Commerce

cc: Bette Cato, Representative
Hugh Malone, Representative
Senator Paul Fisher
Senator Don Gilman
Council of Chambers of Commerce
Mayor Ron Maiston
Mayor Justin Maile



NIKISHKA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
RESOLUTION 83-2

CREATE A 35 MILE SPEED ZONE PARALLELING THE NIKISHKA SHOPPING
CENTER.

WHEREAS, the Nikishka Chamber of Commerce requests a lower
speed zone from 55 mph to 35 raph; and

WHEREAS, this zone will be between Land Marine and the old
Pines Bar; and

WHEREAS, this zone relates to mile 26 to mile 26.7 Spur
Highway; and

WHEREAS, a crosswalk will be painted at mile 26.1 in front
of the laundry building to the shopping center;

NOW THEREFORE, BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION:

Section 1: That this proposal will insure the safety to
the pedestrian who is doing business at this location.

ADOPTED BY THE NIKISHKA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE ON THIS
10th DAY OF February 1983.

ATTEST:
B&liy M]Iann, President

Defe Rappji, Secretary



Name

5, or Dolores McGahsn
KcGehan Enterprises
Mclahan Utilities, Inc.
MINbr Dolores McGahen

Dee Nappe
Dclars

Louis E. Olivic Jr.
L. R J. Enterprises

Alfred E. Willis

Caroline M. Willis

Halls Instrument Serv.
Gilr.an, Linda Hall

Ann or Onis King
Onis A & S Co. Inc.

Tony P*Roxanne f"cGohan
Billy A. McCann

national Bank of Alaska
Uikishka Branch

Gcott Haen

Marie Joe Becker
Nikishka Furniture

Ken fc Anna Dice
ionls Auto GuppTy

Marti £ Morrill McMahan
MorrilD Enterprises

Drawer [, Nikishka Br. 776-8111

Kenai, Ak. S{IEEL

Drawer R Mikishke Br. 776-8347
Kenai, Alaska 1

Rt. 1 Box 353-2 776-8656
Kenai, Alaska 99811

Box 8349 Nikishka Br.

Kenai, Ak. 99611 283-4202
Box 8149 Nikishka Br. 776-8881
Kenai, Ak. 99611

Box 7076 Nikishka Br. 776-8256
Kenai, Alaska 99611

Box 142 776-8038
Kenai, Ak. 99611

Box 223 776-8335
Kenai, Ak. 99611

3o0x 7193 Nikishka Br. 776-8118
Kenai, Ak. 99611

Rt. 1 Box 169-1 203-7518
Kenai, Ak. 99611

Box 7186 Nikishka Br. 776-8025
Kenai, Ak. 99611 776-8779
Box N, Nikishka Br.- 776-8163
Kenai, Ak. 99811

Box 8000 Nikishka Br. 776-8612

Kenai ,

Membership

Address

Ak. 99611

Telephone

Paid

MIOO .00
ck# 1718-"°

100.00
ck# 1027

100.00
ck# 2682

100.00
ck// 0842

20.00
ck# 3087

100.00
ck# 2810

100.00
ck# 709

40.00
cash

20,00
ck# 2264

100.00
ck#

20.00
ck# ~4-325

100.00
ck# 1938

100.00
ck# 7678

100.00
ck# 1937



Merrill & Marti McGahan Box 7110 HiVishVa Br.
Barry’s Nikishka Union 76 Kenai, Ale. 9961"!

Peninsula Travel
.Claudia Ferguson

Box 2829
Soldotna, Air.

99669

mKenail Peninsula ITevw/speper Box 4330

f *
(Clarion)

Bette Cato

Thelma McConnell
Hunger Hut

Lighthouse Inn
Linda & Murdock Williams

Don Gilman

Chris Martin

William Stidd

Hina Strohran

Mildred Thompson
Linde Laughrid®:;o
Rosco & Donna wmyers

.o

Terry King

Sharon Udk

Kenai, Ak. 99611

Box 779

Valdez, Ak. 99686

Bor 7086 °Ti*isuUp Br.

Kenai, av. 99611

Box 7062 Nikishka Br.

Kenai, Ak. 99611

Box 630
Kenai, Alaska 99611

Box 1299
Kenai, AKk. 99611

Box 8307 HdkisV"a Br.
e« Kenai, A>. 99611

Box 1255
Kenai, AV. 99611

Box 8069 rRikishka Br.
-.Kenai, Alaska

99611

Ft. 1 Box 990
Kenai, AV. 99611

Box 77175 Nikishka Br.

Kenai, AV. 99611

Box 7078 Nikishka Br.

Kenai, Ak. 99611

Box 6037 Nikishka Br.

Kenai, Ak. 99611

776-8545

262-9303

283-7551

839-4568

776-8091

776-854-3

283-4182

283-4639

7?6-r209

776-5210

776-8984
776-8514

776-5242

776-8256

776-8254

100.00
ok#..1777

100.00
ck, T 597
.

100.00
ck// 2399

20.00
cash

100.00
ck# 1095

100.00
ck# 5154

.20.00
cash

20.00
ck# 2015

20.00
ck// 2904

20.00
cash

20.00

casji

20.00
ck// 1430

40.00
cash

20.00
cash

20.00
ck// 128



Shirley & Larry DevVault

Gart Enterprises
Gustave & Ruth Johnson

Loren Gordon

..ovard R. Johnson

Magnetics of Alaska
Dorothy, Joe, Jim Ricks

Chuk Wagon
Dorothy, Jim, Joe Ricks

Homer Electric Assoc. Inc.

M.L.DeShong Contractor

Paul Fischer

Enstar Natural Gas Co.

David S. Landrey

TBE Machine Co.
Jack & Nancy Focose

Box 7121 NRB 776-8561
Rt. 1 Box 1282 776-8360
Kenai, AK 99611

776-8810
Box 919 776-8530
Kenai, AK 99611
Box 878 776-8639
Kenai, AK 99611
Box 878 776-8639
Kenai, AK 99611
Box 429
Homer, AK 99603
Rt. 1 Box 365 776-8778
Kenai, AK 99611
Box 784 262-9420
Soldotna, AK 99669
PGBox 6288
Anchorage, AK 99502

Bex 8142 NRB

Kenai, AK.

99611

Box 7181 NRB 776-8146

Kenai, AK

99611

$40.00

$100.00
ck#4379

$20.00
cash

$20
cash

$100
ck#3776

$100.00
ck#3776

$100.00
ck#58074

$100.00
chy/6836

$20.00

$100.00
ch#01945

$20.00

$100.00
ch#1672



Northland Fun Palace
Jim and Rita Goff

R.L. Wood, Ent.
Ray Wood/Jacque Dusenburg

Sleeper”™s Trailer Court
Clarence/Rita Aumiller

Georgene Wallin

James L. Davidson

John Phillips

Dee & Fred Rector

Union Chemicals Division

Union Oil of California

Stewart Brandon
Joanne Brandon

Kenai, AK 99611

Box 8360 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Kenai, AK 99611

P.0.Box 3412
Soldotna, AK 99669

P. 0. Box 8389 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 7071
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 8094 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 575
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 8093 NRB
Kenei, AK 99611

776-8289

776-8156

776-8291

776-5445

776-8297

$100.00
ch#403

$100.00

$100.00
ch# 2561

$20.00
chi?>- 168

$20.00
chi?2012

$20.00
cash

$20.00

$100.00

$40.00
ch#5557



Alaska Marine Services
James & LaWanda Davidson

Jim Spracker

Stan Thompson

Dennis Thompson Realty

Jim Satathite Welding

Dennis Sale

Qwick Const- .ction Co., Inc.

Helen and Bill a

Jim Graige

Lamplight Chevron
Jim L Shirley Conklin

Anna Rice

Joe W. Becker

Box 8389 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Parsons Lake
Box 1251
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 217
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 217
Kenai, AK 99611

Rt. 1 Box 1208
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 3203
Soldotna, AK 99669

Box 7062 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 8328 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 8287 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box W NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 7157 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

776-8297

776-8303

776-8721

776-8721

776-8681

283-7551

776-8418
776-8229

776-8346

776-8163
776-8896

776-8779

office
shop

$100.00
ch#2079

$20.00
cash

$20.00
cash

$100.00
ch#234

$100.00
ch#1817

$20.00
ch#300712

$100.00
ch#6671

$20.00
cash

$100.00
ch#2032

$20.0J
cash

$20.00
cash



Buyer®s Corner

Paul & Naricy Gray

Lola D. Johnson

Randolph A. Ernst

Norma J. Thornton

Andy Wicker

GEO-VANN

Kent L. Coder

Dorothy L. Eby

David & Cheryl Featherstone

Harry & Rozella Drew

Vernon C. Keller

Susan V. Nielsen

Wade Oilfield Welders”’
Jesse Wade

Peninsula Savings & Loan
Carol Ann Love/Gaye Hopkins

Box 1302
Soldotna , AK 99669

Box 8132 NRB

Kenai, AK 99611

Box 7092 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box "2 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box W NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 2641
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 8244 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Star Route 1
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 253
Kenai, AK 9S611

Box 7025 NRB
Kenai, AK 99611

Box 518
Kenai, AK 99611

Star Rt. 1 Box 335
Kenai, AK 99611

Pouch 1000
Soldotna, AK 99669

262-4600

776-8715

776-8645

776-8325

776-8163

283-7812

776-8367

776-8592

776-8506

776-8593

776-8138

262-9166

$100.00
ch#2897

$20.00

ch#1261

$20.00
chj?3804

$20.00
ch#0801

$20.00
cash

$100.00
ch#528

$20.00
ch#677

$40.00
ch#2565

$40.00
cash

$20.00
ch#3291

$20.00
ch#1309

$100.00
chi?08864

$100.00
ch#0-1790-5



CREATE A 35 MILE SPEED ZONE PARAJT*XING THE NIKISHKA SHOPPING
CENTER.

WHEREAS, the Nikishka Chamber of Commerce requests a lower
speed zone from 55 mph to 35 mph; and

W1EREAS, this zone will be between Land Marine and the old
Pines Bar; and

WHEREAS, this zone relates to mile 26 to mile 26.7 Spur
Highway; and

WHEREAS, a crosswalk will be painted at mile 26.1 in front
of the laundry building to the shopping center;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION;

Section 1; That this proposal will insure the safety to
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r&CfcBR ACCDTE TIME "ROUTE NILE ACC NBR TOT MAJ 1IN DAMAGE TYPE ROAD ROAD

YYMMDD POINT DIA- OEH FAT INJ 1INJ CHAR COND
M.0-2&7 oRA
7901166 790218 1645 117600 26.43 9 @ 1,300 07 1 04
7903360 790403 0001 117600 26. 49 9 1 4.500 40 5 04
7908436 790831 1740 117600 26. 44 9 1 2 1,000 05 3 01
8014272 801215 1645 117600 26.44 3 2 2 7, 100 08 2 04
8013898 801215 1645 117600 26 .44 3 2 1 6, 400 08 1 04
8010629 800915 0100 117600 26 .44 9 1 1 1,000 17 2 02
7819254 781J02 1743 117600 - 26. 64 9 2 1 2 4,000 06 6 01
7713066 770909 1640 117600 26. 16 9 1 1 2,800 40 1 02
7715266 771024 1355 117600 26 .54 4 2 220 08 1 01
7715608 771031 1600 117600 26. 50 8 2 1,200 08 1 04
7712153 770821 1730 117600 26. 50 9 1 300 14
RECORD STATS: 13 FOUND; 11 READ; 11 QUALIFIED.

TYPE *X* BEFORE: DEPRESSING F"ENTER" KEY TO STOP READING. 5 C
MORE

ACCNBR ACCDTE TIME ROUTE MILE ACC NBR TOT MAJ MIN DAMAGE TYPE ROAD ROAD
YYMMDD POINT DIA- OEH FAT INJ INJ CHAR COND
GRAM
7701826 770202 17 1ITT 117600 26. 34 1 2 - 3,500 07 1 02
3106689 810707 1245 117600 26. 57 .3 3 5 4,200 08 2 01
RECORD STATS: 13 FOUND; 13 READ; 13 QUALIFIED.
ACCNBR ACCDTE TIME ROUTE MILE ACC NBR TUT MAJ MIN DAMAGE TYPE ROAD ROAD
., YYMMDD POINT DIA- YEH FAT INJ INJ CHAR COND
GRAM )
i
3000261 300106 2050""117600 — =25.69 2 2 " 3,500 “ 08 3 04
“013930 301219 1945 117600 "25. 39 1 2 R 1,900 07 1 01
7811.1.62 730920 0800 117600 =™ 25 .69 9 Am "3,000 07 3 02
7901479 780128 1425 117600 25. 67 4 2 o2 7, 000 08 3 04
7803644 780317 1040 117600""" 25. 42 9 1 5, 000 40 1 01
78019772 780207 1745 117600 25. 93 9 2 1 2 10, 000 05 1 04
7519372 78521? 2100 117600°" 25. 69 9 1 100 40 A 04
“31463? 731108 0830 117600 25. 69 1 2 100 03 1 01
“718820 771224 1250 117600 25. 59 9 1 2,550 30 2 04
107005 810714 1415 117600 25. 79 1 2 502 07 1 02
7901166 790218 1645 117600 26. 43 9 2 1,300 07 1 04
T nRD r"TATS: 32 FOUND; \ 11 READ; 11 QUALIFIED

-i7 /<// BEFORE: DEPPJESSING "ENTER" K“Y TO STOP READING. > C

. T >k miLe I NBR TOT maj m:tj DAMAGE TYPE ROAD RGA



