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February 6,2003 

House Transportation Committee Hearing

H o u s e  C o n c u r r e n t  R e s o l u t i o n  3

Re lating to econ om ic  deve lopm en t generated  by new road  con stru c tion  and to  the design  and 
constru c tion  o f the Hot Sp ring s  L oop  Road  to  connec t Chena Hot S p rin g s  and C irc le  Hot Sp ring s .

This first committee hearing on HCR 3 is for fact-finding only - to hear opinions and ideas 
from people who would be affected by construction of a road connecting Chena Hot Springs 
to Circle Hot Springs.
We do not intend to move the resolution out o f committee a t this time but merely 
to present the concept to the public.

There are many worthwhile road construction projects currently under consideration to 
improve Alaska's highway infrastructure. HCR 3 does not intend to give preference to any 
one project. Instead it aims to identify and evaluate one project that could significantly 
improve the quality of life and potential for development in Alaska.
This resolution opens the door and encourages discussion on a "Hot Springs Loop Road” to 
determine its feasibility, practicality, and benefit for the region.
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IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTY-TH IRD LEGISLATURE - F IRST SESSION
B Y  R E P R E S E N T A T I V E S  H O L M ,  F a t e

I n t r o d u c e d :  1/21/03 
R e f e r r e d :  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 3

A RESO LU T IO N

1 Relating to economic development generated by new road construction and to the design

2 and construction o f the Hot Springs Loop Road to connect Chena Hot Springs and

3 C ircle Hot Springs.

4 BE IT  RESO LVED  BY  THE LEG ISLA TU RE  O F TH E  STATE O F  ALASKA :

5 W HEREAS new roads are needed to connect communities with the resources that
6 create the increased potential for commercial, industrial, recreational, and social activities for
7 residents and visitors; and
8 W HEREAS new local roads will allow Alaskans to get to local schools and health
9 facilities and to quickly respond to local emergency situations; and

10 W HEREAS improving the transportation infrastructure in Alaska is vital to the
11 economic growth and prosperity o f the state; and
12 W HEREAS Alaska is the largest state in the Union, comprising one-fifth o f  the total
13 area o f  the continental United States, yet Alaska has barely 2,000 miles o f  roadways, less than
14 the state o f  Vermont; and
15 W HEREAS the proposed Hot Springs Loop Road from Chena Hot Springs to Circle

HCR003a -1-
New T e x t  U n d e r l i n e d  [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]

HCR 3
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1 Hot Springs will complete a transportation loop connecting Fairbanks and the two resort areas
2 and will open areas o f Interior Alaska for residents and visitors to explore, enjoy, and
3 develop; and
4 W HEREAS the Hot Springs Loop Road would connect the Steese Highway with the
5 Chena Hot Springs Road either through or around the Steese National Conservation Area; and
6 W HEREAS the Hot Springs Loop Road will allow residents and tourists an
7 opportunity to drive the scenic loop between Fairbanks and the resort areas at Chena Hot
8 Springs and Circle Hot Springs; and
9 W HEREAS the Hot Springs Loop Road will foster increased outdoor activities, new

10 tourism ventures, and economic growth in Interior Alaska;
11 BE IT  RESOLVED  that the Alaska State Legislature recognizes that the economic
12 development activity generated by the construction o f new roads is important to the growth
13 and prosperity o f  the state; and be it
14 FURTH ER  RESO LVED  that the Alaska State Legislature supports the design and
15 construction o f the Hot Springs Loop Road to provide a scenic loop route to connect
16 Fairbanks an^ die resort areas at Chena Hot Springs and Circle Hot Springs.



S e n a t e  C o n c u r r e n t  R e s o l u t i o n  1
Sponsor Statement

“Relating to economic development generated by new road construction and to the 
design and construction of the Hot Springs Loop Road to connect Chena Hot 
Springs and Circle Hot Springs. “

SCR I is submitted to recognize the potential fo r advancing economic development in Interior Alaska.

New roads are key to the advancement o f our State’ s infrastructure. The opportunities for long-term 
economic growth presented by extending the Chena Hot Springs Road to Circle Hot Springs via the 
Steese Highway are intuitive.

Specifically, this resolution addresses the following:

1) There is a great deal o f tourism activity at both Chena and Circle Hot Springs. Connecting the 
two sites would spur further tourism activity at both locations, and potentially at new sites 
established along the way.

2) Local residents also frequent these locations, not only to enjoy the hot springs’ utilities, but also 
to access fishing, hunting, camping and hiking locations en route to the irrespective 
destinations. Extending the road to form a loop would clearly extend and improve access to 
these Alaskan resources and pastimes.

3) 'flic increased traffic along this Loop Road would lend itself to increased commercial and 
industrial activities, including resource extraction and the entrepreneurial ventures, targeting 
both local and tourism markets, thus promoting job  opportunities and long-term economic 
growth to the area and to the Slate.

There are many worthwhile road construction projects currently under consideration to improve 
A laska’ s highway infrastructure. SCR 1 does not intend to give preference to any one project. Instead 
it aims to identify and evaluate one project that would significantly improve the quality o f life and 
potential fo r development in Interior Alaska. This resolution is further intended to open the door for 
and encourage discussion on a Loop Road idea in order to determine its feasibility, practicality, and 
cost-to-bencfil analysis fo r the region.

Please support the Interior Delegation by passing this forward-thinking resolution.



Sincerely,

Kara Moriarty 
President/CEO

R E AT E R * ^ A I R B A N k  S Cushman s t Suite 2D Fairbanks, AK 99701-4665
phone: (907) 452-1105, fax: (907) 456-6968

e-mail: staffi@fairbanksdiambcr.org 
website; www.fairbanVsdwniber.orx

FEB. 6.2003 9:37AM FAIRBANKS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE NO. 251 P. 2

February 5,2003

Representative Jim. Holm 
State Capitol-Room 110 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182̂

Dear R ep r^a^^e^M m T "

On behalf of the Board of Directors and over 750 business members of 
the Greater Fairbanks Chamber of Commerce, I would like to offer our 
wholehearted support for HCR 3, a resolution of support for the construction 
of new roads to stimulate economic development and for the design and 
construction of a scenic loop road connecting Chena Hot Springs and Circle 
Hot Springs.

This fall, the Greater Fairbanks Chamber of Commerce met with 
officials from the Fairbanks North Star Borough, the City of Fairbanks, the 
City of North Pole, and the Interior Delegation to discuss needed 
transportation projects for Interior Alaska* These groups agreed upon a list 
of thirteen projects consisting of long-term conceptual plans for 
transportation infrastructure and needed upgrade and maintenance projects.

Of those projects, a loop road between Chena Hot Spring Road and 
Circle Hot Springs was listed as an identified project that would have long­
term benefits for Interior Alaska. The proposed loop road would further 
enhance the tourism market to Chena and Circle Hot Springs, as well as 
attract more tourists in the winter for viewing of the aurora borealis.

Thank you for sponsoring HCR 3. We strongly encourage the passage 
of this resolution- If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 
907-452-1105.

mailto:staffi@fairbanksdiambcr.org
http://www.fairbanVsdwniber.orx
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CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 31 (R E S). m

FURTHER REFERRALS: 

CSSB 31(RES) am

RAILROAD UTILITY CORRIDOR TO & IN CANADA

"An Act relating to a transportation corridor for extension of the Alaska Railroad to Canada and to extension of 
the Alaska Railroad to connect with the North American railroad system."

Recommends it be replaced with [ ) HCS or [ ] CS for_____________
For Senate Bills with new title: [ ] Technical Title [ ] New Title: HCR_
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SPONSOR STATEMENT FOR SB 31
"An Act relating to a railroad utility corridor for extension of the Alaska Railroad to 
Canada and for the extension of the Alaska Railroad to connect with the North American 
Railroad system."
G rowing ,Alaska’s economy and ending a history of boom-and-bust cycles 

depends on improving our state’s transportation infrastructure. The purpose 
of SB 31 is to advance the inclusion of Alaska in the contiguous North 

American rail system.
Without appropriating funds, SB 31 authorizes the railroad to designate a 500-foot-wide 
transportation corridor from its current northern terminus near Eielson to the Canadian 
Border. Once the project is completed, the state vrill covey a 200-foot corridor to the 
railroad and DNR will continue to manage the remaining 300 feet within the larger corridor. 
While the railroad will receive fee simple title to the 200-foot corridor, DNR will reserve oil 
and gas mineral rights, the right to get people and commerce across the railroad, and the 
right to authorize a gas pipeline.
This legislation SB 31 also authorizes the railroad to investigate further extension in order to 
make a connection with the North American rail system, logically in British Columbia.
Completing this last transcontinental railroad will benefit the milling, agriculture, tourism, 
food processing and oil and gas sectors of Alaska’s economy. For example, the corridor 
between Eielson AFB and the border with Canada bisects a proven range of rich mineral 
potential, including the Pogo Project near Delta Junction.
SB 31 allows the Alaska Railroad to use funds it can obtain -  such as from federal 
appropriations or sale of bonds -  to survey and obtain a right of way to the Canadian 
border.
As world trade grows, this rail connection can only increase Alaska’s economic ties with the 
rest of the nation and North America as a whole.

4-28-2004
rfs



A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e

S e n a t e  D i s t r i c t  O

Toll Free: 1-888-269-3879

A nchorage, AK 99501 
Phone: 907-269-0222 
Fax: 907-269-0223

Interim:
716 w e s t 4m Ave.

Session: 
s ta t e  Capitol Building 

Ju n eau , AK 99801 
P hone: 907-465-3879 

Fax: 907-465-2069 
TON Free: 1-888-269-3879

J o h n  J .  C o w d e r y
S e n a t e  R ules, C h a i r  

S e n a t e  T ra n s p o r ta t io n  C o m m it t e e ,  C h a i r  
World Trade S tate & Federal Relations, Chair 

S tate Affairs, Legislative Council

SECTIONAL ANALYSTS OF CSSB 3 1  ( R E S ) :
( v e r s i o n  2 3 - L S 0 3 3 6 \ U )

Section 1 revises the Alaska Railroad Corporation Act, adding two new 
sections. The first is AS 42.40.460, addressing the extension of the Alaska 
Railroad to Canada.
The second is AS 42.40.465, which authorizes the ARRC to investigate a rail 
connection between the Canadian border and North American rail system.
The first section is organized into 11 subsections.

• Section 1(a) broadly authorizes ARRC to designate a 500-foot-wide 
transportation corridor from its current northern terminus at Eielson 
APB to the Canadian border and to identify rail land for associated uses. 
The ARRC is directed to prepare a legal description of these lands.

« Section 1(b) lists factors the ARRC must consider when determining the 
route of the transportation corridor and requires the corporation to 
consult with interested parties such as gas pipeline proponents.

1 4/28/2004 5:23 PM



Section 1(c): Once the ARRC identifies the transportation corridor or 
rail land, the following steps are mandated by this section:
1. DNR must consult with ARRC and interested parties to make cure 

the route minimizes potential adverse effects on a gas pipeline 
location and operation.

2. The bill retains DNR as the interim manager with procedural 
safeguards to protect the future railroad use of the corridor.

3. Specifically, the land will be reserved by DNR, subject to valid 
existing rights, and managed by DNR under consultation with 
ARRC, so as to allow other uses but not obstruct the future railroad 
or other transportation uses.

4. DNR and ARRC will begin to identify potential crossing locations.
5. DNR will retain any revenues arising from use of the land.
Section 1(d) establishes the steps that will occur once ARRC has 
identified funding and is ready to actually begin construction on a part 
of the designated corridor. DNR transfers management authority for 
that segment of the corridor to ARRC, again subject to valid existing 
rights and retaining the right to authorize and manage a gas pipeline in 
the corridor. ARRC will from that time forward receive any revenues 
associated with that land except any derived from a gas pipeline. DNR 
will also retain the ability to identify and reserve the right to establish 
future crossings subject to section (g) of the bill.
Section 1(e): Establishes the steps that will occur once ARRC 
completes construction of a segment of the rail line. ARRC will provide 
a survey of a 200-foot corridor, 100 feet on each side of the as-built 
centerline of track. DNR will use that survey to convey the state’s entire 
interest in that land to ARRC, subject again to valid existing rights and 
reserving (i) the right to establish future crossings, (ii) the oil and gas 
and other mineral rights required to be reserved in all state land 
conveyances under AS 38.05.125, and (iii) the right to authorize a gas 
pipeline and retain associated revenues. ARRC will pay DNR’s 
administrative costs in making the conveyance. DNR will continue to 
manage the remaining 300 feet within the original 500-foot reserved 
corridor as a transportation corridor until no longer needed as such. 
DNR will also continue to manage any remaining 500-foot corridor (in 
which ARRC has not begun construction) as a transportation corridor 
under this section.

4/28/2004 5:23 PM



Section 1(f): This section recognizes the possibility that a natural gas 
pipeline may be proposed for construction before the railroad 
extension reaches that level of certainty. The philosophy of the section 
is that a potential railroad should not be an impediment to a gasline 
proposed for construction. DNR is required to consult with the 
corporation before authorizing a gas pipeline across the transportation 
corridor or associated rail lands. If a railroad improvement has not 
already been constructed, DNR is authorized to adjust the location of 
the transportation corridor to accommodate a proposed gas pipeline if 
it finds this to be in the best interest of the state.
Section 1(g): This section balances the ARRC’s needs for a sai^, 
efficient, route unhampered by numerous crossings against the need 
for development of nearby resources and public access across the 
route. There are existing rights in this area that will be potential 
crossings, depending on the final rail alignment, and more are likely to 
be granted by DNR both before and after railroad construction. Both 
the state and ARRC are protected against liability arising from public 
uses except to the extent arising from the gross negligence of either of 
them. DNR, as the agency with a mission to protect public access to 
public resources, will reserve the right to authorize specific crossings, 
but only with the concurrence of ARRC that any particular crossing is 
consistent with safety standards and minimizes its impact on railroad 
operating efficiency. If DNR authorizes a crossing, it will indemnify 
ARRC for related liability on that crossing under AS 42.40.420(l)-(3), 
which applies to public uses of ARRC land in general, however 
excepting liability arising from ARRC’s gross negligence
Section 1(h): addresses other r dated activities ARRC must or may 
undertake as part of the rail extension. Where any portion of the 
designated route crosses private land, the corporation can consider 
whether to exercise its statutory power of eminent domain. Where any 
portion of the designated route crosses federal land, the corporation 
must work with federal officials to reclassify and withdr aw the land for 
this purpose. Finally, before federal land is acquired or federal funds 
are spent, the corporation has to comply with federal law requirements 
for an EIS.
Section l(i) : Relieves the process of delineating, reserving and 
conveying the lands affected by this section from the requirements of 
being classified and reclassified under DNR’s governing statutes.

4/28/2004 5:23 PM



• Section l( j) : Directs DNR to retain any land previously identified and 
classified for use as a utility corridor and railroad right-of-way under AS 
19.05.122 and manage them as if designated under this section until 
ARRC notifies DNR those lands are not needed for this transportation 
corridor.

• Section l(k ): Allows ARRC to enter into contracts with all manner of 
entities to perform the work authorized under this section.

New AS 42.40.465 authorizes ARRC to investigate a rail connection between 
the Canadian border and the North American railroad system, including the 
possibility of acquiring land in Canada for supporting this purpose. It also 
directs ARRC to consider the same factors that are listed under Sec. 1(b) 
above as it conducts this investigation.
Section 2: Repeals former AS 19.05.122, which was originally enacted in 1977 
and amended in 1981 and 1999 to authorize the Department of Transportation 
and Public Facilities to delineate a proposed utility corridor (including a 
railroad right-of-way) to Canada.

4 4/28/2004 5:23 PM



Questions and Issues Explained 
S u b j e c t :  S D  3 1  e s t a b l i s h i n g  a  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  c o r r i d o r  t o  C a n a d a

Summary statement: Under SB 31 (RES), the Department of Natural 
Resources (DNR) will not convey all rights. It will reserve oil and gas mineral 
rights, the right to get people and commerce across the railroad, and the right to 
authorize a gas pipeline. DNR will have to consult with the Alaska Railroad 
Corporation (ARRC) on access issues to ensure applicable safety standards are 
met.
Gas Pipeline Application: If the Railroad and gas pipeline are placed in the 
same corridor, which project is predominant? How will tariffs and crossing 
issues be handled?The gas pipeline project takes first priority. SB 31 (RES) would require ARRC to coordinate with potential gas line developers to ensure optimal location for a pipeline. DNR will reserve the right to authorize the gas pipeline. DNR will also retain all tariffs and lease revenues related to the gas pipeline. The decision to cross the railroad right-of-way would be up to DNR but the crossing would have to comply with federal and other applicable safety standards. The crossing would have to maintain the integrity of the railroad and the crossing cost would have to be borne by the pipeline developers.
Surface vs subsurface rights: Would the Railroad receive subsurface 
rights to resources under SB 31 (RES)?Under SB 31 (RES) ARRC would not receive subsurface rights other than sand and gravel. ARRC would receive these rights only to a 200-foot right-of-way within the larger 500-foot corridor. ARRC would also receive surface rights to additional rail lands needed to accommodate such needs as maintenance, yards, transfer facilities, crew housing etc.
Easement vs. Fee Simple Title: Why does ARRC need fee simple title to the 
land?ARRC believes fee simple title to the lands it will receive is necessary for the following reasons:

Safety/Control: Railroad exclusivity enhances safety to the required federal limits. Control of the land gives the Railroad the ability to properly establish crossings to account for safety, to protect interstate commerce, and to reduce risk. All these factors contribute to increased transit time.
Revenue: Land revenue has been the key to the success of the Alaska Railroad. The revenue from real estate allows the Railroad to augment revenues from operations so the ARRC can support its operation and maintenance bills without having to seek state subsidies.

4/28/2004 5:25 PM
Prepared by the Alaska Railroad



When would DNR transfer the land to ARRC? The concern was “What if 
the state prematurely transfers land to the railroad and the project is never 
built?”The DNR would not convey any land to ARRC until an as-built survey of the centerline and 200-foot right-of-way (100 feet on either side of centerline) is provided to the Department. DNR would continue to manage the remaining 300 feet as a transportation corridor until and unless the Department determines it is no longer needed for that purpose.
Protecting Access fo r Alaskans:Even though SB 31 (RES) would give ARRC fee simple title to the land, the DNR protects valid existing rights and maintains authority to identify future potential crossings.
How wide should the corridor be?How close can you place a gas pipeline to a railroad? Is a 500-foot corridor too narrow to accommodate both projects? The Railroad currently has a 200-foot right-of-way and believes this is a sufficient width to protect its safety and commerce considerations. The width for the larger corridor should be decided in consultation with gas pipeline and other project developers and could, if necessary, be added later.
How do we minimize the impact a 500-foot corridor could have on a 
community?SB 31 (RES) gives ARRC the ability to delineate a 500-toot wide transportation corridor UNLESS topographic obstacles, land and commun'ty ownership patterns prevent that width.

4/28/2004 5:25 PM
Prepared by the Alaska Railroad



F I S C A L  N O T E

STA TE OF ALASKA
2003 LEG ISLA T IV E SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):_____________
Title Railroad Utility Corridor to & in Canada

Fiscal Note Number:

Bill Version:

(S) Publish Date:

1
SB 31
3/31/03

DCEDDept. Affected;______________________
_BRU Alaska Railroad Corporation
Component_________________________

Sponsor
Requester

Senator Cowdery
Senate Transportation

E xp e n d itu re s/R ev en u e s

Component No. 

(Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES |

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) i I i

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2003) cost: 0.0
Check this box (X) if fundinq for this bill is included in the Governor’s FY 2004 budget proposal: !

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate p ag e  i f  necessary)

Please see Analysis Continuation.

Prepared by: 
Division

Approved by: 
Agency

Wendy Lindskoog, Director of External Affairs______
Alaska Railroad Corporation_____________________

Edgar Blatchford, Commissioner_________________
Department of Community & Economic Development

Phone 907-265-2498
Date/Time 2/7/03 10:20 AM 

Date'2/7/2003

(Rovlscd 9/2002 OMB) Page 1 of 2



FISC A L NOTE #1

ANALYSIS CONTINUATION

The Alaska Railroad Corporation (ARRC) is a public corporation supported by revenues generated 
through freight, passenger and real estate services. ARRC does not receive state subsidies for 
operations or capital improvements, but does receive federal grants used primarily for capital projects. At 
this point, ARRC matches all federal grant appropriations with its internal funds. Should this be the case 
regarding federal funding appropriated for corridor delineation to the Canadian border and beyond, there 
will not be a fiscal impact to the State's general fund. There would be a fiscal impact if the State helps 
ARRC match federal dollars. There have been previous estimates that it would take approximately $5 
million to delineate and survey the corridor from the Alaska Railroad near Fairbanks to the Canadian 
border.

Additionally, this bill would allow ARRC to investigate extending from the Alaskan border to connect to the 
North American rail system. At this time, ARRC has not estimated the cost to determine the route and 
conduct surveys for this corridor section. This bill would also allow ARRC to acquire the right of way in this 
corridor. We assume that State land would be acquired at no cost to ARRC. Military land could be 
transferred through working with the state’s congressional delegation. However, Native lands would 
require purchase or granting of easements; at this juncture, we do not have any estimates for such 
associated costs.

STATE OF A LA SKA  B IL L  NO. SB 31_____________
2003 LEG ISLA T IV E SESSION
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F I S C A L  N O T E

STA TE OF ALASKA
2004 LEG ISLA T IV E SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): 
Title Transportation Corridor

Fiscal Note Number:

Bill Version:

(S) Publish Date:

Dept. Affected 
'BRU

CSSB 31 (RES)
4/22/04

DOT
Administration and Support

Component Commissioners Office
Sponsor
Requester

Cowdery, Wilken

Expenditures/Revenues

Component No. 

(Thousands of Dollars)

530

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES | | I

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) | I

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor’s FY 2005 budget proposal: I

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page i f  necessary)

Prepared by: 
Division

Approved by: 
Agency

John MacKinnon Phone 465-3900

John MacKinnon
Deputy Commissioner

Date/Time 1/28/04 4:59 PM 

Daten/28/2004 j___

(Revised 9/2003 OMB) Page 1 of_ 1___



F I S C A L  N O T E

STATE O F ALASKA
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):_____________
Title Railroad Utility Corridor to & in Canada

Fiscal Note Number:

Bill Version:

(S) Publish Date:

CSSB 31 (RES)
4/22/04

DCEDDept. Affected:______________________
_RDU Alaska Railroad Corporation 
Component________________________

Sponsor
Requester

Senator Cowdery
Senate Finance Component No.

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES I I

ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) j I I

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Check this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal: I I

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate papa if necessary)

Please see Analysis Continuation.

Prepared by: 
Division

Approved by: 
Agency

Wendy Lindskoog, Director of External Affairs______
Alaska Railroad Corporation_____________________

Edgar Blatchford, Commissioner_________________
Department of Community & Economic Development

Phone (907) 265-2498 
Date/Time 1/27/04 2:33 PM

e
72004 " N

(Revised 9/2002 OMB) Page 1 of 2



ANALYSIS CONTINUATION

The Alaska Railroad Corporation (ARRC) is a public corporation supported by revenues generated 
through freight, passenger and real estate sen/ices. ARRC does not receive state subsidies for 
operations or capital improvements, but does receive federal grants used primarily for capital projects. At 
this point, ARRC matches all federal grant appropriations with its internal funds. Should this be the case 
regarding federal funding appropriated for corridor delineation to the Canadian border and beyond, there 
will not be a fiscal impact to the State s general fund. There would be a fiscal impact if the State helps 
ARRC match federal dollars. There have been previous estimates that it would take approximately $5 
million to delineate and survey the corridor from the Alaska Railroad near Fairbanks to the Canadian 
border.

Additionally, this bill would allow ARRC to investigate extending from the Alaskan border to connect to the 
North American rail system. At this time, ARRC has not estimated the cost to determine the route and 
conduct surveys for this corridor section. This bill would also allow ARRC to acquire the right of way in 
this corridor. We assume that State land would be acquired at no cost to ARRC. Military land could be 
transferred through working with the state’s congressional delegation. However, Native lands would 
require purchase or granting of easements; at this juncture, we do not have any estimates for such 
associated costs.

FISCAL NOTE #3

STATE O F ALASKA BILL NO. CSSB 31 (RES)
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
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F I S C A L  N O T E

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Progiam Receipts 
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type--Do not abbreviate) 

TOTAL

STATE OF ALASKA
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date/Time: 1/23/04 
Title Rail/Utility Corridor to and in Canada

Sponsor
Requester

Cowdery
(S) FIN

Expenditures/Revenues

Fiscal Note Number:

Bill Version:

(S) Publish Date:

Dept. Affected: 
"RDU

CSSB 31 (RES)
4/22/04

Natural Resources
Resource Development

Component Land Sales and Muni Ent.

Component No. 

(Thousands of Dollars)

2456

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous______________

TOTAL OPERATING

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES |

ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) |

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

Estimate of any current year (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Check this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal: [

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)
This bill authorizes ARR to designate a 500-foot wide transportation corridor from its current northern 
terminus a Eielson AFB to the Canadian border and to identify rail lands for associated uses. Once the 
ARR has identified funding and is ready to actually begin construction on part of the designated corridor, 
DNR is to transfer management authority for a 200 foot wide RR corridor within that segment of the 
transportation corridor to ARR. Cnee the railroad has been constructed the bill requires DNR to convey 
ownership of the 200 foot wide RR corridor and associated rail lands to the ARR. This would total an 
estimated 7,500 acres of state land for a corridor approximately 268 miles in length.

Prepared by: Bob Loeffler___________________________________________  Phone 269-8600
Division Mining, Land and Water__________________________________ Date/Time 1/23/04 3:45 PM

Approved by: Thomas Irwin, Commissioner_____________________________  QdfeJT723/(&
Agency Natural Resources______________________________________

L^fe%23/tf4~^T
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FISC A L NOTE #4

ANALYSIS CONTINUATION
A N A L V S IS : (continued)

D N R  antic ipates a ze ro  fisca l im pact to the departm ent a s  a resu lt o f th is bill. Th e  bill p rovides that the A R R  will pay  for the su rve y  

o f the railroad and re im bursed  the departm ent for any reasonab le  adm inistrative co sts  asso c ia ted  with the co n veyan ce  of the 200 
foot R R  corridor to the A R R .

STA TE OF ALASKA  B IL L  NO. CSSB 31 (RES)_______
2004 LEG ISLA T IV E SESSION
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Anchorage Daily News | Murkowski: Time to extend railroad is now Page 1 o f 2

A n c h o r a g e  D a i l y  N e w s

M u r k o w s k i :  T i m e  t o  e x t e n d  r a i l r o a d  i s  n o w
RESOURCES: A laska  g o v e rn o r m eets  w ith  C an ad ian s  on p ro je c ts .

The Associated Press 
(Published: January 17, 2004)

JUNEAU — Gov. Frank Murkowski told a railroad conference that 
construction of a natural gas pipeline could help spur an 
extension of the Alaska Railroad to the Lower 48.

"It's  an extraordinary opportunity for both our governments,"
Murkowski told assembled officials from the United States and 
Canada. "It's  a rare opportunity to do things right."

Murkowski was one of the keynote speakers at Thursday's 
"Connecting Resources, Building for the Future" conference on a 
railroad extension.

Murkowski said construction of a gas pipeline running down the 
Alaska Highway would present the perfect opening for an 
extension of the Alaska Railroad, according to the Fairbanks 
Daily News-Miner.

The line currently ends at Eielson Air Force Base near Fairbanks.
But it could be extended to the continental rail system in British Columbia, about 1,100 miles 
away.

Though there is no gas pipeline in the works, Murkowski is optimistic that market forces and 
legislation will lead to a pipeline project being announced in the near future.

Murkowski and other speakers called the railroad extension a way to provide access and 
transportation support for oil and gas, mining, tourism and other industries. The corridor also could 
include fiber optic and electric lines.

"What we're talking about is providing access to the northwest region in a way that's never been 
there before," Alaska Railroad president Pat Gamble said.

Alaska could get a head start on the railroad extension if the state's congressional delegation 
comes up with the $300 million or so to extend the railroad about 70 miles to the Fort Greely area 
for m ilitary purposes. Former North Pcle Rep. Jeannette James, who now serves as a railroad 
adviser for Murkowski, said Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, supports the extension to provide support 
for the U.S. Army's new Stryker brigade.

But Murkowski wasn't optimistic that money might be coming this year.

Gov. Frank Murkowski, right, and 
Yukon Premier Dennis Fentie 
discussed a proposed Alaska- 

Canada transportation corridor and 
the development of an Alaska- 

Canada rail connection during a 
one-day summit on the issue 

Thursday in Juneau. (Photo by At 
Grillo / The Associated Press)

Click on photo to enlarge
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James said the project could cost about $3 billion.

Murkowski noted that with Rep. Don Young, R-Alaska, as head of the House Transportation 
Committee, it is more likely that federal legislation could be crafted to finance the project.

Murkowski argued the time to act is now, before Young’s chairmanship ends.

The biggest holdup for a rail link right now, speakers said, is in Ottawa. Back when he was a 
senator, Murkowski sponsored a bill to establish a jo in t U.S.-Canadian commission to study a rail 
line. The bill was passed and $6 million appropriated for the group, but the Canadian side has yet 
to respond.

"They jus t haven't been enthusiastic" about the idea, said Larry Bagnell, Yukon representative to 
the Canadian Parliament.

But Bagnell and other Canadians said they have had positive responses from new Prime Minister 
Paul Martin, who was inaugurated last month.

Print Page | Close Window I
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Senate OKs bill to look 
a| railroad expansion
By TOM MORAN
News-Miner Juneau Bureau

JUNEAU—The state Senate 
has passed a bill that would allow 
the Alaska Railroad Corp. to 
begin plotting out a railroad 
extension to the Canadian border. 
I f  it passes in a revote, the bill 
will go to the House of Represen­
tatives.

“This kind of just establishes a 
road map to completing a rail 
connection to the rest of North 
America,” said Senate Trans­
portation Committee chairman 
John Cowdeiy, R-Anchorage, the 
sponsor of the bill. “As world 
trade goes, this rail connection 
can only i". "ease Alaska’s eco­
nomic tioo „o the rest of the 
nation and North America as a 
whole.”

Senate Bill 31—a duplicate of 
an unsuccessful measure intro­
duced in 2001 by then-Rep. Jean­
nette James, R-North Pole— 
would outline a series of steps for 
potentially conveying state land 
to the Alaska Railroad Corp. to 
build an extension to the railroad, 
which now terminates at Eielson

■ i'-;
V' ■• ■■■■ Y

TERMINAL—Ground is 
broken on new Alaska 
Railroad terminal.

PageBI

Air Force Base.
Legislators and state officials 

hope to extend the railroad about 
70 miles to Fort Greely to serve 
the missile defense site there, and 
ultimately through Canada to 
link up with the continental rail system.

The sticking point for either 
project is the huge expense: Alas-' 
ka Railroad Corp. chairman John 
Binkley estimated an extension 
to Greely would cost $350 million 
to $400 million, and James has

S e o  R A IL R O A D , P a g e  A 1 0



Fairbanks Daily News-Miner, Wednesday, April 28, 2004

RAILROAD: Bill would allow planning for extension
I

Continued from Page A1

put the price tag of an 1,100-mile 
extension to the Canada system 

; at around $3 billion.
Supporters hope to secure fed- 

• eral or other funds for the project. 
Binkley said the railroad is talk­
ing to the military about exten- 
sions to Greely, as well as to two 
new training grounds between 
Fairbanks and Delta. He also said 
political and business . develop­
ments in Canada have made a rail 
link more of a possibility.

Cowdeiy’s bill would allow the 
Alaska Railroad Corp. to delin­
eate a 500-foot corridor running 
the roughly 270 miles from Eiel­
son to the Canadian border, as 
well as spots for uses such as rail 
yards. The corridor would be nar­
rower where physical obstacles or 
private land ownership get in the 
-'way.

The Department of Natural 
I Resources would hold onto the 
state land within that corridor, 
then turn it over to the manage­
ment of the corporation if and

when the corporation has plans to 
begin construction and the fund­
ing to do it.

Once an extension is built, the 
corporation would plot out a 200- 
foot corridor within the 500-foot 
corridor and be granted owner­
ship of that land, with the rest 
reverting to the DNR. Various 
provisions of the bill would pre­
vent a railroad project from get­
ting in the way of a  potential gas 
pipeline route.

In addition, the bill compels 
the DNR to “expeditiously” work 
with federal officials to enable the 
state to gain control over federal 
land in the corridor. And the bill 
also gives the railroad corpora­
tion the power to investigate an 
extension of the railroad through 
Canada, and to acquire land or 
interests in land in Canada to 
that end.

Binkley said the railroad has 
no immediate plans to start doing 
any surveying, and would hold 
that off until a project to build an 
extension comes together.

“The Legislature is just being 
proactive,’* he said.

The bill drew debate on the 
Senate floor. Sen. Georgianna 
Lincoln, D-Rampart, said she was 
concerned that the 500-foot corri­
dor is wider than necessary, and 
that there has been no discussion 
of how the state would acquire 
land in such a right-of-way that is 
owned by communities, Native 
corporations or individuals.

“That has not been broached 
at all, just a recognition that 
that’s an issue that’s still out 
there," she said.

Sen. Con Bunde, R-Anchorage, 
argued that it amounts to a land 
giveaway to the railroad, a  semi- 
autonomous corporation under 
state ownership. He argued that 
the railroad, which profits from 
land given by the state, is subsi­
dized to the detriment of other 
industries like trucking.

Other senators spoke in  favor 
of the bill. Senate Majority 
Leader Ben Stevens, R-Anchor­
age, argued that government sub­

sidies extend beyond the railroad 
to roads, airports and the Alaska 
Marine Highway.

“Eveiy transportation system 
in our state is subsidized,” he 
said.

Several argued that the state 
should work to facilitate an 
extension for several reasons: To 
improve Alaska’s connections to 
the Lower 48, to open new oppor­
tunities for agriculture, mineral 
exploration and. tourism, and to 
potentially aid in the construction 
of a natural gas pipeline.

"Will it work? Will it be finan­
cially viable? I don’t know,” said 
Sen. Fred Dyson, R-Eagle River. 
“But to pass up an opportunity to 
make it work, and try to make it 
work, to lose that opportunity I 
think would be very unfortu­
nate.”

The bill passed the Senate by a 
13-6 vote. It will be up for a 
potential revote today.

R ep o rte r Tom M oran  can  be 
re ach e d  at tm o ran @ n ew sm in er.co m  
o r  (907) 463-4893.

mailto:tmoran@newsminer.com
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e Referred to Committee: May 1,2003 FURTHER REFERRALS: Judiciary

e of Committee Action:

Th 1 TRANSPORTATION Committee considered: SB 53

SE14ATE BILL NO. 53 REVOKE DRIVER'S LIC. FOR FATAL ACCIDENT
"A i Act relating to disposition of a traffic offense involving the death of a person; providing for the revocation 

riving privileges by a court for a driver convicted of a violation of traffic laws in connection with a fatal 
or vehicle or commercial m otor vehicle accident; amending Rules 43 and 43.1, Alaska Rules of 

Administration; and providing for ail effective date."

Re commends it be replaced with [ ] HCS or [ ] CS for_____________________________________ (_________ )
Fpr Senate Bills with new title: [ ] Technical Title [ ] New Title: HCR________  [ ] Same Title [ ] New Title

[ ' attach amendments
[ add new referral to_________ Committee
[ Letter of Intent________ Committee



Senate District H Lazy Mountain * Butte * Chugiak * Peters Creek 

Knik-Goose Bay * Big Lake * Houston * Willow * Talkcetna * Trapper Creek

State Capitol, Room 103, Juneau Alaska 99801*(907) 465-3878*1 (800) 862-3878 * Fax (907) 465-3265 

Senator_Scott_Ogan@legis.state.ak.us Http://www.akrepublicans.org/ogan

S E N A T O R  S C O T T  O G A N  Alaska State Legislature

23-LS0432\A  

January 31, 2003 

Revision Date: February 18, 2003

SPONSOR STATEMENT 

SB53: REVOKE DRIVER'S LICENSE FOR FATAL ACCIDENT

The b ill allows a court to revoke the driving privileges o f a driver 

who violates the traffic laws, and the violation contributes to an automobile 

accident that results in a death. D rivers who violate traffic laws may not 

have committed a crime, but if  their poor driving causes the death of 

another person, their driving privileges should be revoked. Several traffic 

deaths occur in A laska every year when a driver causes the death of 

another by poor driving and the only consequence is a small fine. Th is is 

very d ifficu lt for the fam ilies o f the victim s. Under these circumstances, 

Senate B ill 53 provides revocation o f driving privileges for a period of up 

to three years. This period would be concurrent with any other revocation 

that might apply, and the court may grant a lim ited license if  the court finds 

the lim ited license w ill not endanger the public.

Contact: Karen Saw yer 

465-3878

mailto:Senator_Scott_Ogan@legis.state.ak.us
Http://www.akrepublicans.org/ogan


L E G A L  S E R V I C E S

(907) 465-3867 or 465-2450 
FAX (907) 465-2029 
Mail Stop 3101

DIVISION OF LEGAL AND RESEARCH SERVICES 
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY 

STATE OF ALASKA State Capitol 
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 

Deliveries to: 129 6th St., Rm. 329

M E M O R A N D U M February 5, 2003

S U B JE C T : Traffic accident involving a fatality (SB 53)

T O : Senator Scott Ogan 
Attn: Karen

F R O M : M ichael F. Ford 
Legislative Counsel

You have requested a sectional summary o f  the above-described bill.

As a prelim inary matter, note that a sectional sum m ary o f  a bill should not be considered 
an authoritative interpretation o f  the bill and the bill itse lf is the best statement o f  its 
contents. I f  you would like an interpretation o f  the bill as it m ay apply to a particular set 
o f  circumstances, please advise.

Section 1. Requires the A laska Supreme Court and m unicipalities to establish rules that 
require a court appearance when a person is cited for a traffic offense that involves a 
m otor vehicle accident that results in a fatality.

Section 2. Provides for driver's license revocation o f  up to three years when a person is 
convicted o f  violating traffic laws, the violation caused an accident and a fatality, and the 
violation was a significant contributing cause o f  the accident. Allows the court to grant 
limited license privileges, and allows a family representative o f  the person who died in 
the accident to testify.

Section 3. Provides for indirect amendment o f  Rules 43 and 43.1 o f  the Alaska Rules o f  
Adm inistration and provides that section 1 only takes effect if  section 1 receives a two- 
thirds m ajority vote o f  each house o f  the legislature.

Section 4. Provides that the Act applies to accidents that occur on or after the effective 
date o f  the Act.

Section 5. Effective date.

M FF:med
03-106.m ed



PAGE 1 SECTION 1 SB53

Article 04. DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN VEHICLE AND TRAFFIC OFFENSES

Sec. 28.05.151. Citations tor scheduled vehicle and traffic offenses.
(a) The supreme court shall determine by rule or order those motor vehicle and traffic offenses, 

except for offenses subject to a scheduled municipal fine, that are amenable to disposition without court 
appearance and shall establish a scheduled amount of bail, not to exceed fines prescribed by law, for 
each offense. A municipality shall determine by ordinance the municipal motor vehicle and traffic offenses 
that may be disposed of without court appearance and shall establish a fine schedule for each offense.

(b) The supreme court shall establish a scheduled amount of bail allowing disposition of a citation 
for a violation of AS 28.05.095 without court appearance.

(c) The supreme court shall require as a condition of the disposition of an offense without 
appearance that a person charged with any offense for which a bail forfeiture amount has been adopted 
shall pay the surcharge prescribed in AS 12.55.039 in addition to the bail forfeiture amount established by 
the supreme court. The surcharge required to be paid under this subsection shall be deposited into the 
general fund and accounted for under AS 37.05.142.

(d) The supreme court, in establishing scheduled amounts of bail under this section, and each 
municipality that establishes or has established a fine schedule under this section shall provide that the 
scheduled amount of bail or fine, as applicable, for a motor vehicle or traffic offense that is committed in a 
highway work zone shall be double the amount of the bail or fine for the offense if it had not been 
committed in a highway work zone.

Sec. 28.15.261. Definitions for AS 28.15.221 - 28.15.261.
In AS 28.15.221 -28.15.261

(1) "licensee" includes, but is not limited to, an applicant for a new driver's license if the 
applicant's license was revoked under AS 28.15.221 - 28.15.261;

(2) "traffic laws" means statutes, regulations, and municipal ordinances governing the driving or 
movement of vehicles.

PAGE 2 SECTION 2 SB53

Sec. 28.15.165. Administrative revocations and disqualifications resulting from chemical sobriety 
tests and refusals to submit to tests.

(a) A law enforcement officer shall read a notice, and deliver a copy of it, to a person operating a 
motor vehicle, commercial motor vehicle, or aircraft, if a chemical test administered under AS 
28.33.031(a) or AS 28.35.031(a) or (g) pioduces a result described in AS 28.35.030(a)(2); a chemical test 
administered under AS 28.33.031 (a) produces a result described in AS 28.33.030(a)(2); or the person 
refuses to submit to a chemical test authorized under AS 28.33.031 (a) or AS 28.35.031 (a) or (g). The 
notice must advise that

(1) the department intends to revoke the person’s driver's license, privilege to drive, or privilege to 
obtain a license, refuse to issue an original license to the person, or disqualify the person;

(2) the person has the right to administrative review of the action taken against the person's 
license or determination not to issue an original license;

(3) if the person has a driver's license or a nonresident privilege to drive, the notice itself is a 
temporary driver's license that expires seven days after it is delivered to the person, except that if the 
person was operating a commercial motor vehicle the person will be ordered out of service for 24 hours 
under AS 28.33.130;

(4) revocation of the person's driver's license, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license, a 
determination not to issue an original license, or a disqualification of the person, takes effect seven days 
after delivery of the notice to the person unless the person, within seven days, requests an administrative 
review.

(b) After reading the notice under (a) of this section, the law enforcement officer shall seize the 
person's driver's license if it is in the person's possession and shall deliver it to the department with a



sworn report describing the circumstances under which it was seized. If the person was operating a 
commercial motor vehicle, the officer shall order the person out of service under AS 28.33.130.

(c) Unless the person has obtained a temporary permit or stay of a departmental action under AS 
28.15.166, if the chemical test administered under AS 28.33.031(a) or AS 28.35.031(a) or (g) produced a 
result described in AS 28.35.030(a)(2) or the person refused to submit to a chemical test authorized 
under AS 28.33.031 (a) or AS 28.35.031 (a) or (g), the department shall revoke the person’s license, 
privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license, shall refuse to issue an original license, and, if the 
chemical test administered under AS 28.33.031(a) produced a result described in AS 28.33.030(a)(2) or 
the person refused to submit to a chemical test authorized under AS 28.33.031(a), shall disqualify the 
person. The department's action takes effect seven days after delivery to the person of the notice 
required under (a) of this section, and after receipt of a sworn report of a law enforcement officer

(1) that a chemical test administered under AS 28.33.031(a) or AS 28.35.031(a) or (g) produced a 
result described in AS 28.35.030(a)(2), that a chemical test administered under AS 28.33.031(a) 
produced a result described in AS 28.33.030(a)(2), or that a person refused to submit to a chemical test 
authorized under AS 28.33.031 (a) or AS 28.35.031 (a) or (g);

(2) that notice under (a) of this section was provided to the person; and
(3) describing the
(A) circumstances surrounding the arrest and the grounds for the officer's belief that the person 

operated a motor vehicle, commercial motor vehicle, or aircraft while under the influence of an alcoholic 
beverage, inhalant, or controlled substance in violation of AS 28.33.030 or AS 28.35.030; or

(B) grounds for the officer's belief that the person operated a motor vehicle or commercial motor 
vehicle that was involved in an accident causing death or serious physical injury to another person.

(d) The period of revocation of a driver's license, privilege to drive, privilege to obtain a license, 
refusal to issue an original license, or disqualification shall be for the appropriate minimum period for 
court revocations under AS 28.15.181(c) or court disqualifications under AS 28.33.140. A department 
hearing officer may grant limited license privileges in accordance with the standards set out in AS 
28.15.201 to a person whose driver's license or nonresident privilege to drive was revoked under this 
section. The department may terminate a revocation imposed under this section and issue a driver's 
license to the person, if the license, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license was revoked for an 
offense described in AS 28.15.181 (a)(5) or (8) and the person meets the conditions set out for termination 
of a revocation by the court under AS 28.15.181 (f).

Sec. 28.15.181. Court suspensions, revocations, and limitations.
(a) Conviction of any of the following offenses is grounds for the immediate revocation of a

driver's license, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license:
(1) manslaughter or negligent homicide resulting from driving a motor vehicle;
(2) a felony in the commission of which a motor vehicle is used;
(3) failure to stop and give aid as required by law when a motor vehicle accident results in the

death or personal injury of another;
(4) perjury or making a false affidavit or statement under oath to the department under a law 

relating to motor vehicles;
(5) operating a motor vehicle or aircraft while under the influence of an alcoholic beverage, 

inhalant, or controlled substance;
(6) reckless driving;
(7) using a motor vehicle in unlawful flight to avoid arrest by a peace officer;
(8) refusal to submit to a chemical test authorized under AS 28.33.031(a) or AS 28.35.031(a) 

while under arrest for operating a motor vehicle, commercial motor vehicle, or aircraft while under the 
influence of an alcoholic beverage, inhalant, or controlled substance, or authorized under AS 
28.35.031(g);

(9) driving while license, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license, canceled, suspended, 
or revoked, or in violation of a limitation;

(10) vehicle theft in the first degree in violation of AS 11.46.360 or vehicle theft in the second 
degree in violation of AS 11.46.365.

(b) A court convicting a person of an offense described in (a)(1) - (4), (6), (7), or (10) of this 
section shall revoke that person's driver’s license, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license for not 
less than 30 days for the first conviction, unless the court determines that the person's ability to earn a



livelihood would be severely impaired and a limitation under AS 28.15.201 can be placed on the license 
that will enable the person to earn a livelihood without excessive danger to the public. If a court limits a 
person's license under this subsection, it shall do so for not less than 60 days. Upon a subsequent 
conviction of a person for any offense described in (a)(1) - (4), (6), (7), or (10) of this section occurring 
within 10 years after a prior conviction, the court shall revoke the person's license, privilege to drive, or 
privilege to obtain a license and may not grant the person limited license privileges for the following 
periods:

(1) not less than one year for the second conviction; and
(2) not less than three years for a third or subsequent conviction.
(c) A court convicting a person of an offense described in (a)(5) or (8) of this section arising out of 

the operation of a motor vehicle, commercial motor vehicle, or aircraft shall revoke that person's driver’s 
license, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license. The revocation may be concurrent with or 
consecutive to an administrative revocation under AS 28.15.165. The court may not, except as provided 
in AS 28.15.201, grant limited license privileges during the minimum period of revocation. Except as 
provided under AS 28.35.030(n)(3) and 28.35.032(p)(3), the minimum periods of revocation are

(1) not less than 90 days if the person has not been previously convicted;
(2) not less than one year if the person has been previously convicted once;
(3) not less than 3 years if the person has been previously convicted twice;
(4) not less than 5 years if the person has been previously convicted more than twice.
(d) A court convicting a person of an offense described in (a)(9) of this section shall revoke that 

person's driver's license, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license for not less than the minimum 
period under AS 28.15.291(b)(4).

(e) [Repealed, Sec. 34 ch 119 SLA 1990].
(f) The court may terminate a revocation for an offense described in (a)(5) or (8) of this section if
(1) the person's license, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license has been revoked for 

the minimum periods set out in (c) of this section; and
(2) the person complies with the provisions of AS 28.15.211 (d) and (e).
(g) The court may suspend the driver's license, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license 

of a person who fails to appear in court as required by a citation for an offense involving a moving motor 
vehicle, or who fails to pay a fine as required by the court for an offense involving a moving motor vehicle. 
If the court suspends a driver’s license under this subsection, the court shall also provide notice of the 
suspension to the department. A suspension imposed under this subsection remains in effect until the 
person appears in court as required by the citation, or pays the fine as required by the court. When the 
person appears in court or pays the required fine, the court shall terminate the suspension imposed under 
this subsection and provide the department and the person with written notice of the termination.

(h) A court convicting a person under AS 04.16.050(c) or (d) shall revoke the person's driver's 
license or permit, privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license as provided in AS 04.16.050(c) or (d).

(i) In this section, "previously convicted" has the meaning given in AS 28.35.030.



Rule 43. Bail Forfeiture Schedules.
(a) Procedure for Adopting Bail Forfeiture Schedule. The supreme court will consider adopting a bail 

forfeiture schedule only when so authorized by statute. The agency charged with enforcement under a statute for 
wiiich a bail forfeiture schedule has been authorized shall forward to the administrative director its recommen­
dations for a proposed schedule, listing offenses by number, describing the offenses, and proposing a bail forfei­
ture amount. The proposed schedule shall be accompanied by commentary explaining the basis for the agency’s 
recommendation, and by a copy of the proposed citation form. The supreme court shall consider the recom­
mendation, and shall determine whether to adopt a bail forfeiture schedule, and if so, shall determine which 
offenses are amenable to disposition by bail forfeiture and whether the bail forfeiture amounts are appropriate. 
The administrative director shall notify the agency when an order adopting the schedule is issued.

(b) Procedures for Amending Bail Forfeiture Schedules.
(1) By July 1 of each year, each agency charged with enforcement under a statute for which a bail forfeiture 

schedule has been authorized shall forward to the administrative director of the Alaska Court System its written 
recommendation concerning whether the schedule must be amended to reflect any legislative and regulatory 
changes, or whether policy considerations warrant revisions. Any proposed amendments shall be accompanied by 
commentary, The supreme court shall consider the agency’s recommendations and determine by October 1 
whether to adopt them. If it will be impractical for the court to respond by that date, the administrative director 
will inform the agency of the date by which die response can be expected. The administrative director shall 
notify the agency when an order amending the schedule is issued.

(2) In addition to the provisions of paragraph (b)(1), an agency may request a bail forfeiture schedule amend­
ment whenever the need arises.

(3) Any person or agency may request a bail forfeiture schedule amendment at any time by proposing an 
amendment in writing to the chief justice or to the administrative director.
(Adopted by SCO 651 effective July 1, 1985;amended by SCO 1180 effective July 15, 1995)

Rule 43.1. TYaffic Bail Forfeiture Schedule.

Pursuant to AS 28.05.151, the following vehicle and traffic offenses are amenable to disposition without court 
appearance upon payment and forfeiture of the bail amounts listed. If a person charged with one of these offenses 
appears in court and is found guilty, the penalty imposed for the offense may not exceed the bail amount for that 
offense listed below. An offense for which a bail forfeiture amount has been established shall be charged on a 
citation which meets the requirements of District Court Criminal Rule 8(c) and shall not be filed, numbered or 
processed as a criminal case.

Effective April 30, 1999, the bail amounts listed below are doubled for violations of AS 28 and regulations 
adopted under AS 28 committed within a highway work zone, as that term is defined in AS 28.40.100 and 13 
AAC 40.010(b).

Pursuant to AS 28.15.131 and 13 AAC 04.008, a citation for an offense listed as “Corr” must be dismissed (or 
voided) if proof of correction is presented to an inspection official within the time allowed. If the required repair is 
not made, the offense may be disposed of without court appearance upon payment and forfeiture of the bail 
amount listed.

Effective August 27, 1998, as a condition of die disposition of an offense widiout appearance, the defendant shall 
pay the surcharge prescribed in AS 12.55.039 in addition to die bail forfeiture amount listed below. A court may allow a 
defendant who is unable to pay die surcharge to perform community work under AS 12.55.055(c) in lieu of die 
surcharge. The surcharge must be deposited into the general fund in a separate account designated for such 
surcharges.



February 5, 2003

Senator Scott Ogan 
State Capitol 
Juneau AK 99801

O ur family has experienced the unfortunate and untim ely loss of our son through a motor 
vehicle accident in M arch o f 1994. A t the time o f his accident, there were and still are no 
laws in affect in our state to deal with this situation.

The young man involved in the accident received no punishment o f any kind, again, 
because o f the way our laws are set up in the state o f Alaska. H e did not receive anything 
but a basic slap on the hand and was involved in another vehicle accident in the months 
following this accident.

As one can imagine, this was very disturbing to our family. W e attended his hearing at 
traffic court in Palm er and even the judge apologized to us for being unable to do 
anything due to the way the laws read in our state. He received 300 hours of community 
service for the deaths o f two young men and then was later involved in another vehicular 
accident involving the deaths o f two more young men.

H ad this law been in place at that time, at least this young man would not have been 
behind the wheel o f a car and been involved in further accidents. There were witnesses 
to the accident but all o f this was to no avail. They were not even allowed to testify at the 
hearing.

In summary, we not only had to deal with the unexpected loss o f our nineteen-year-old 
son, but also the emotional trauma of know ing an injustice had taken place and no 
recom pense was to follow.

There needs to be some kind o f accountability put on the driver in this type of accident.
I believe SB 53 would be a step in the right direction and put the responsibility on the 
driver.

In  Support of Senate Bill 53

Sincerely,

N ancy Campbell 
P.O. Box 3075 
Palm er AK 99645

Note: This letter of support was e-mailed to Senator Scott Ogan's office on February 5, 2003



FEB-12-2003 WED 03:23 PH HAIL BOXES ETC #72 907 563 2276

Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 9:52 AM
To: 'Senator Scott Ogan'
Subject: FW: Senate Bill #53

— Original Message—
From: Taylor, Albert (Lewis)
Sent; Monday, February 10,2003 9:45 AM 
To; 'Senator Scott Ogan*
Subject: Senate Bill #53

Senator Ogan

I was lead to believe that driving Is a privilege. If a motor vehicle 
operator / driver chooses to drive irresponsibly, ( breaking traffic laws 
and killing others), then their driving privileges should be taken from 
them. There are too many deaths on our roads and highways brought 
on by negligence due to the actions of careless and Irresponsible drivers.

Senate Bill #53 would be a step towards holding these irresponsible and 
careless drivers accountable for there actions. Also, it will be an 
encouragement for others to drive more responsibly.

I would like to encourage you and your fellow legislatures to pass this bill.

T,l3nkY°uo a u M - i w C ^ ^
Albert Lewis Taylor r \
POB111033 
Anchorage Alaska

(9 0 7 -3 4 4 7 4 8 6 )

tiak@ Alaska.net



Mothers Against Drunk Driving 

JUNEAU CHAPTER 

211 4th S t ., Suite 31 4  

Juneau, AK 99801 

Phone (907)463-2562 

Fax (907)463-2540 

madd@ aiaska.net 

www.m add.org/ak/juneau

A pril 25 ,2003

Senator Ogan 
State Capitol
Juneau, A laska 99801-1182 

RE: Senate Bill 53 

D ear Senator Ogan,

The M ADD Alaska Chapters support Senate Bill 53.

Too often drunk driving offenders walk out o f  court rooms with lesser charges because o f 
various technicalities. Since they do not lose their drivers license they feel confident to 
continue the dangerous habit o f  drinking and driving.

One exam ple is when a suspected drunk driver fails the litm us test. By the tim e they take 
the breathalyzer test enough time has passed between the arrest and the time blow n into 
the breathalyzer that the BAC level has dropped below .08. The DUI charge usually 
drops to a  lesser one such reckless driving.

This bill will create stiffer consequences for those who drive while intoxicated.

This bill will serve as a deterrent for those who do not w ant to  risk losing their license 
regardless o f  the charge.

Sincerely,

C indy Cashen 
Executive Director

mailto:madd@aiaska.net
http://www.madd.org/ak/juneau


F I S C A L  N O T E

STATE OF ALASKA
2003 LEG ISLA TIV E SESSION

Revision Dale/Time (Note if correction): 
Title "An Act relating to disposition of a traffic offense 
involving the death . . .  revocation of driving privileges.. ______

Dept. Affected:
'BRU

Fiscal Note Number:

Bill Version:

o Publish Date:

SB 53

Law
Criminal Division

Component All
Sponsor
Requester

Senator Ogan
Senate Transportation Committee

Expenditures/Revenues

Component No. 

(Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES I I I

ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) ! ' I

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2003) cost: 0.0
Check this box (X) if funding for this bill Is included in the Governor's FY 2004 budget proposal: | I

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate paqe if necessary)
This bill would allow the revocation of driving privileges for up to three years of a person who drives a 
vehicle, including a commercial vehicle, that is involved in a fatal traffic accident if the person is convicted 
of a violation of traffic laws in connection with the accident, and the violation of the traffic laws was a 
significant contribution to the accident that resulted in the death of another person.

Because conviction of the traffic offense may result in loss of a valuable license, the person has a right to a 
jury trial, However, a jury tiial on traffic matters is a relatively short time commitment. The Department of 
Law estimates less than a dozen of these trials will occur statewide per year, and does not anticipate a 
measurable fiscal impact from passage of this legislation.

Prepared by:

Division

Approved by:

Agency

Joan M. Kasson

Attorney General's Office

Phone (907) 465-5370 
Date/Time 2/11/03 9:12 AM

Kathryn Daughhetee for Gregg D. Renkes, Attorney General

Department of Law______________________________________

Date 2/11/2003

(Rovlsod 9/2002 OMB) Page 1 of 1



F I S C A L  N O T E

STATE OF ALASKA
2003 LEG ISLA TIV E SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):________
Title License revocation for traffic offense

Fiscal Note Number:

Bill Version:

() Publish Date:

Dept. Affected: 
'BRU

SB 53

Administration

involving fatality
Legal and Advocacy Services

Component Public Defender Agency
Sponsor
Requester

Senator Ogan
(S) TRA

Expenditures/Revenues

Component No. 

(Thousands of Dollars)

1631

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
Personal Services * « * •  *» **• • ** ***

Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING *** htrt *** *** »** ***

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES | I

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) i I I I

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF * tw * « • * * *

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL *** •** *** **# *•*

Estimate of any current year (FY2003) cost: **'
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2004 budget proposal: 

POSITIONS ______________________________________
Full-time • • • . . . * *• •«» **•
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if  necessary)
The Public Defender Agency's operations may be affected by this bill. Drivers generally do not have a right 
to a court-appointed attorney in traffic violation proceedings. However, the Alaska Supreme Court has held 
that a person has a right to a jury trial (and court-appointed counsel) for offenses which may result in loss 
of valuable license such as a driver's license. Baker v. City of Fairbanks. 471 P.2d 386 (Alaska 1970).
The Public Defender Agency does not anticipate many of these cases and does not have a reliable way of 
estimating the costs. Therefore, the fiscal impact is indeterminate.

Prepared by: Linda K. Wilson, Deputy Director___________________________ Phone (907)-334-4416
Division Public Defender Agency__________________________________  Date/Time 2/18/03 6:20 AM

Approved by: Mike Miller, Commissioner___________________________________  Date 2/18/2003______

Agency Department of Administration_________________________________

(Revised 9/2002 OMB) Page 1 of 1



F I S C A L  N O T E

STA TE OF ALASKA
2003 LEG ISLA TIV E SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):________
Title License revocation for traffic offense

Fiscal Note Number:

Bill Version:

() Publish Date:

SB 53

involving fatality

Dept. Affected]_____
_BRU Motor Vehicles
Component _____________

Administration

Sponsor
Requester

Senator Ogan
(S) TRA

Expenditures/Revenues

Component No. 

(Thousands of Dollars)

2348

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES |

ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type--Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2003) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor’s FY 2004 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separata page if necessary)
There will be aproximately 10 revocations per year and the reinstatement fee for each driver is $100. The 
10 revocations is only a very small fraction of the total revocation workload and will not require extra 
expenditure.

Kevin Jardell, Assistant Commissioner
Dept, of Admin.

Prepared by:
Division

Approved by: Mike Miller, Commissioner

Agency Department of Administration

Phone (907)-465-5568 
Date/Time 2/17/03 1:36 PM

Date 2/17/2003

(Revised 3/2002 OMB) Page 1 of 1
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g l t o l u i  l e g i s l a t u r e

S e n a t o r  
B e n  S t e v e n s  

7 1 6  W e s t  4 t h  A v e n u e  
A n c h o r a g e ,  A K  

9 9 5 0 1 - 2 1 3 3  
( 9 0 7 )  2 6 9 - 0 2 0 0  

F a x  ( 9 0 7 )  2 6 9 - 0 2 0 4

S e s s i o n :  
S t a t e  C a p i t o l  
Juneau, AK 
9 9 8 0 1 - 1 1 8 2  

( 9 0 7 )  4 6 5 - 4 9 9 3  
F a x  ( 9 0 7 )  4 6 5 - 3 8 7 2

Senate District 3\:

S PO N SO R  S T A T E M E N T

Committee Substitute for SB 71: Transportation Enhancement Projects

Federal law, TEA-21, and its predecessor, ISTEA, mandate that states expend at least 10% of federal 
Surface Transportation Program funds on enhancements such as trails and landscaping. Over the past 
several years, the State of Alaska has expended amounts well beyond the minimum requirements lor 
enhancements projects that could otherwise be applied to roadway construction and improvement 
projects. CS for Senate Bill 71 decreases the amounts allocated for the TRAAK program and other 
enhancement projects to be in line with federal minimum requirements to free up millions of dollars to 
be available for roadway construction and improvement projects.

The Committee Substitute for Senate Bill 71 proposes to reduce the Department of Transportation’s 
allocation of non-restricted federal apportionments to projects classified under the Trails and 
Recreational Access Program (TRAAK). Under current DOT regulations, the department allocates at 
least 8% percent to TRAAK projects; CS for SB 71 reduces the allocation to not more than 4%. The 
bill redirects the other 4% into the DOT allocation for projects classified under the Community 
Transportation Program, increasing this program’s allocation to 37%.

Administrative Order #161 of the previous administration in 1996 established the Trails and 
Recreational Access for Alaska (TRAAK) program to address features such as trails, scenic highways, 
recreational access points and interpretive facilities. From 1998 to 2003, over $150 million was 
allocated for the TRAAK projects while the federal minimum for transportation enhancement (i.e. 
trails, landscaping scenic beautification) expenditures was $43 million; more than a 200% increase. 
These expenditures do not include separated bike paths or waysides that were included in individual 
construction projects in the National Highway System program, the Alaska Highway system or 
Community Transportation Program.

Only a municipality that is federally recognized as a Municipal Planning Organization (MPO) would be 
impacted by this section (c) of this legislation, which are Anchorage and Fairbanks. In 1998, the 
Anchorage Metropolitan Area Transportation Solutions (AMATS) adopted a policy of programming 
15% of its transportation funding allocation for enhancements. The three-year average at 15% for 
transportation enhancements from 2000-2002 Transportation Improvement Program averaged roughly 
$5.5 million. The Department of Transportation is expecting the Anchorage share of TEA-21 federal- 
aid transportation funds to increase within the next Statewide Transportation Improvement Program. 
With the anticipated overall increase, 10% of the three-year average of fedcral-aid highway funds 
allocated to AMATS during 2004-06 will be roughly $5.8 million, slightly more than what was 
allocated during 2000-2002.



Comparison of the Anchorage Metropolitan Area Transportation Solutions (AMATS) 
Enhancements Allocation at 10% and 15%

Total AMATS 
Allocation Actual 15% 10%

2000 $35,700 $5,400 $5,355 $3,570
2001 $38,850 $6,375 $5,828 $3,885
2002 $35,900 $5,200 $5,385 $3,590
2003 $42,850 $9,015 $6,428 $4,285

Average $6,498 $5,749 $3,833

2004 $56,270 $8,752 $8,441 $5,627
2005 $57,251 $8,588 $5,725
2006 $59,276 $8,891 $5,927

Average $8,640 $5,760

Data Provided by AMATS 2001-03 TIP and 
Draft 2004-06 TIP



C o m p a r i s o n  o f  M i n i m u m  T E  E x p e n d i t u r e s  R e q u i r e d  U n d e r  F e d e r a l  L a w ,  
a n d  T o t a l  L e v e l  o f  T R A A K  P r o j e c t  F u n d i n g  

1 9 9 8 - 2 0 0 3

T ransportation E nhancem ents v e rsu s  the TRAAK Program
The tab le below  is a  com parison  betw een  the Actual T ransportation E nh an cem en t S e t -a s id e  required in F edera l 

law  v e r su s  the TRAAK Program  from the S ta te  T ransportation  Im provem ent P rogram  (S T IP ). T h is d o e s not 
include se p a ra ted  b ike p ath s or w ay s id e s  that w ere  included in p ro jects in the N ational H ighw ay S y stem  program , 

A la ska  H ighw ay S y stem  or Com munity T ransportation  P rogram ,

T E  Apportionment TE+M atch TRAAK Program

1 9 9 8 4 ,7 7 2 ,9 7 2 5 ,3 0 3 ,3 0 2 1 7 ,2 8 3 ,0 0 0  O riginal 1 9 9 8 -2 0 0 0  ST IP

1 9 9 9 5 ,9 2 8 ,1 2 8 6 ,5 8 6 ,8 0 9 2 5 ,9 8 2 ,3 0 0  1 9 9 8 -2 0 0 0  S T IP  A m endm ent If 11

2 0 0 0 6 ,7 7 7 ,1 7 2 7 ,5 3 0 ,1 9 1 2 8 ,4 4 4 ,0 0 0  1 9 9 8 -2 0 0 0  S T IP  am endm ent # 2 3

2001 7 ,3 8 3 ,0 7 2 8 ,2 0 3 ,4 1 3 2 7 ,9 7 5 ,0 0 0  O riginal 2 0 0 1 - 2 0 0 3  S T IP

2 0 0 2 7 ,5 8 6 ,9 5 2 8 ,4 2 9 ,9 4 7 2 8 ,3 9 7 ,1 0 0  2 0 0 1 - 2 0 0 3  S T IP  A m endm ent #6

2 0 0 3 6 ,4 9 0 ,0 2 9 7 ,2 1 1 ,1 4 3 2 2 ,0 9 6 ,2 0 0  2 0 0 1 - 2 0 0 3  S T IP  FINAL Am endm ent #17*

4 3 ,2 6 4 ,8 0 6  1 5 0 ,1 7 7 ,6 0 0

* 2 0 0 3  TRAAK Program  w a s  reduced app rox im ate ly  5 9  Million in 

Janu ary , 2 0 0 3  per a  B e s t  Interest F ind ing from Acting 

C om m issioner Barton . T h is funding w a s  add ed  to the C T P  

program .

Provided by the Department of Transportation 
2/20/03



a t i o n a l  R e c r e a t i o n a l  T r a i l s  F e d e r a l  P r o g r a m FY2004 R e q u e s t :  $695,000
R e fe re n c e  No: 6854

A P / A L :  Appropriation P r o j e c t  T y p e :  Construction
C a t e g o r y :  Transportation
L o c a t i o n :  S t a t e w i d e  C o n t a c t :  N i c o  B u s
E l e c t i o n  D i s t r i c t :  S t a t e w i d e  C o n t a c t  P h o n e :  (907)465-2406
E s t i m a t e d  P r o j e c t  D a t e s :  07/01/2003 - 06/30/2006
B r i e f  S u m m a r y  a n d  S t a t e m e n t  o f  N e e d :All across Alaska, Alaskans rely on trails for recreation, subsistence, and travel between communities. These trails need constant maintenance to ensure they are safe for passage and to ensure that they remain open and available for use. Funds are distributed by 80-20 matching grants for recreational trail and trailhead development and maintenance, and for education programs relating to trail safety and environmental protection. Grants are awarded to organizations, businesses, agencies, and local governments.
Funding: FY2004 FY2005 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 Total
Fed Rcpts $695,000 $695,000 $695,000 $695,000 $695,000 $695,000 54,170,000
Total: $695,000 $695,000 $695,000 $695,000 $695,000 $695,000 $4,170,000

0  State Match Required 0  One-Time Project 

0% = Minimum State Match % Required

0  Phased - new 

0  Amendment

0  Phased - underway |3  On-Going 

0  Mental Health Bill

O p e r a t i n g  &  M a i n t e n a n c e  C o s t s : Amount StaffTotal Operating Impact: 0 0One-Time Startup Costs: 0Additional Estimated Annual O&M: 0 0
P r i o r  F u n d i n g  H i s t o r y :SSSLA01/CH1 -$695,000 SLA01/CH61 -$710,000 SLA00/CH135- $710,000 SLA99/CH2 - $650,000
P r o j e c t  D e s c r i p t i o n / J u s t i f i c a t i o n :

As more and more residents and visitors turn to Alaska's vast trail system for recreation, subsistence, and basic 
transportation between communities, the need for a more extensive and well-maintained trail system continues to grow. 
The growing population is also putting development pressure on the existing trail system and many trails are being lost as 
property is subdivided or sold to private owners. We can assist in slowing the loss of our existing trail system through this 
granting program and will sustain and improve that system as well.

State funds are saved byjthe availability of these federal grant funds for development and maintenance of Alaska's public 
recreational trails. Public safety isimproved by having well maintained trails. Trespass is reduced by securing trail 
easements with grant funds. Search and rescue costs are reduced by having well marked arid maintained trails that are 
easy to follow. Because this, is a matching grant program, grantees provide cash, labor and equipment to match at least 
20 percent of grant funds, effectively stretching state funds. Public recreational trails contribute to Alaska's economy by 
providing construction and maintenance jobs, attracting tourists and visitors, and by stimulating the business of outfitters, 
guides and tour companies.

Why is this Project Needed Now:
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$onal R e c re a t io n a l  Trails  F ed e ra l  P ro g ra m FY2004 R e q u e s t :
R e f e r e n c e  No:

$695,000
6854

iaska's trails are gradually being lost due to community expansion and development pressure. The grant program 
provides an opportunity to establish new trails and reserve existing recreational access throughout the state.

Specific Spending Detail:
One hundred percent of the grant amount will be spent as follows: 7% for program administration; 5% for education; and 
of the remainder, 30% is available for non-motorized trail projects, 30% for motorized trail projects, and 40 percent for 
projects with both motorized and non-motorized trail uses.

Prior Funding History and Status:
The first recreational trails grant funds, originally called Symms Grants, were available in 1993 through the Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act. Alaska received 5110,000. The program has subsequently been funded in slowly 
increasing amounts each year from 1996 to the present (see below). Applications for 2003 grants are currently being 
accepted and evaluated. Grants will be awarded in February 2003 to successful applicants.

Previous Funding Levels:
FFY96 5167,700 
FFY97 5169,300 
FFY98 5365,075 
FFY99 5486,800 
FFY00 5616,600 
FFY01 5610,374 
FFY02 5654,750

Project Support:
This program receives between 60 and 70 applications each year from communities and local trail organizations across 
Alaska. Approximately 25 grants are given each year. Every community and organization receiving a Recreational Trails 
Grant benefits and supports this program. In addition, this program is supported by the Governor's Trails and Recreational 
Access for Alaska (TRAAK) Program, local state park advisory boards, and local communities.

Project Opposition: none

State Match Required:
No state match is required. Grantees are required to provide a minimum of 20% match. The actual match often reaches
50%.
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a n d  W a t e r  C o n s e r v a t i o n  F u n d  F e d e r a l  G r a n t s  f o r  
S e a l  G o v e r n m e n t s  _________________________________________________________

FY2004 R e q u e s t :
R e fe re n c e  No:

$ 6 7 5 , 0 0 0
3 2 5 3 2

p / A L :  Appropriation 
C a t e g o r y :  Development 

• i o c a t i o n :  Statewide 
E l e c t i o n  D i s t r i c t :  Statewide 
E s t i m a t e d  P r o j e c t  D a t e s :  07/01/2003 - 06/30/2008

P r o j e c t  T y p e :  Construction
C o n t a c t :  Nico Bus 
C o n t a c t  P h o n e :  (907)465-2406

B r i e f  S u m m a r y  a n d  S t a t e m e n t  o f  N e e d :More than any other state in the Union, Alaskans recreate outdoors. Outdoor recreation opportunities are very important for Alaskans. This provides a wide variety of benefits including improved physical and mental health, activities for children to prevent delinquency, leadership and teamwork development, and economic opportunities for individuals and local communities. LWCF is a 50/50 matching.grant program that provides funding to state and local governmental entities for the acquisition and/or development of outdoor recreation areas and facilities such as soccer fields, campgrounds, tennis courts, boat launches, hiking trails, picnic areas, and outdoor hockey rinks. 
Funding: FY2004 FY2035 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 Total
Fed Rcpts S675.000 $700,000 $800,000 $875,000 $950,000 $1,000,000 $5,000,000

Total: $675,000 $700,000 $800,000 $875,000 $950,000 $1,000,000 $5,000,000

□  State Match Required Q  One-Time Project 

0% Minimum State Match % Required

l ~ 1  Phased-new 

□  Amendment

□  Phased - underway ^  On-Going

□  Mental Health Bill

O p e r a t i n g  &  M a i n t e n a n c e  C o s t s : Total Operating Impact: One-Time Startup Costs: Additional Estimated Annual O&M:
Amount

0
0
0

Staff
0

P r i o r  F u n d i n g  H i s t o r y :SSSLA02/CH1 -$500,000 SLA01/CH61 -$1,600,000 SLA00/CH135-$900,000 SLA95/CH103-$500,000 SLA94/CH4 - $500,000
P r o j e c t  D e s c r i p t i o n / J u s t i f i c a t i o n :

The need for outdoor recreation facilities in local and regional parks continues to grow with the population. LWCF is a 
tremendous opportunity to provide up to 50% of the cost of projects that are important to local governmental entities. 50% 
matching grants provide crucial funding that can make the difference between build/no build and acquire/not acquire 
valuable outdoor recreation sites. These projects benefit the people of Alaska by providing both facility development and 
open space. Projects range from close-to-home playgrounds to remote and undeveloped wildlife habitat. Each 
development project provides short-term jobs for planning, construction and management during the construction phase 
as well as continued long term positive economic impact from the ongoing operation of the park site.

Why is this Project Needed Now:
To continue to meet the growing recreation and open space needs of Alaskans, existing park facilities must be updated, 
new facilities developed and in some cases, property acquired to expand existing recreational opportunities. This program 
will help provide Alaskans with more plentiful opportunities to recreate in safe close-to-home facilities.

'rior Funding History and Status:
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W a te r  C o n se rv a tio n  F u n d  F ed e ra l G ra n ts  fo r FY2004 R e q u e s t:  $675^006^
y e r n m e n t s ____________________________________________________________________________ R e f e r e n c e  N o : ____________________ 3 8 3 2 5 5 2 4

federal matching grant program was established through the LWCF Act in 1955 to provide a nationwide leqac'v 
^quality outdoor recreation. Projects ranging from wildlife viewing areas to neighborhood parks; from downhill ski 

..'to handicapped accessible trails; project located in Alaska's most urban areas to our most rural have been funded 
ĵtigh this program.

it's inception, LWCF has provided over 29 million dollars for 375 acquisition, development and planning projects 
located in approximately 60 communities across Alaska. Matched with sponsor monies, this translates to over $58 million 
dollars of improvements throughout the state. These improvements positively impact the health and well being of Alaska's 
residents and natural resources, and also provide both short-term and long-term employment opportunities.

$394.5 was provided for local government grants in FY02 and $619.5 in FY03.

Specific Spending Detail;
Various, dependent on applications. Spending is restricted to costs associated with the acquisition and/or development of 
outdoor recreation and open space.

Project Support:
LWCF projects are currently located in approximately 60 communities throughout the state -  all of which benefit from prior 
LWCF spending. These communities, other governmental entities that would like to participate in the program, as well as 
the user groups they serve support LWCF.

Project Opposition:
None Known

State Match Required:
No. Match provided by local government grant winners.

Annual Ongoing Operating and Maintenance Costs:
Local government grant winners assume all M&O responsibilities.
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Distribution of Federal-Aid Transportation 
Formula Funds Per 17 AAC 05 .155 -200

AMATS

FLEXIBLE ...................................... FMATS

TRAAK



I

G lo s s a ry  o f  T e rm s
511 -  N e w  F e d e ra l C o m m u n ica tio n s  C o m m issio n  d esignated  Ih ree  ch a ra c te r num ber 
to a c c e s s  Inform ation about trave l cond itions. A la sk a  D O T & P F  will coord inate this 

n e w  n um b er w ith the C A R S  d a tab ase  to provide accu ra te  Inform ation about trave l and 
road  w e a th e r in fo rm ation . Pa rt o f the A la sk a  iw ays  program .

A D O T & P F  -  A la sk a  D epartm ent of T ransportation  and  Pu b lic  F ac ilit ie s  -  T h e  ag e n cy  
w ithin A la sk a  s ta le  governm ent em pow ered  to ow n, op erate , p lan , desig n  and 
construct transportation facilities.

A D E C  -  A la sk a  D epartm ent of En v iro n m en ta l C o n se rvatio n  -  T h e  ag en cy  w ilh ln 
A la sk a  s la le  governm ent re sp o n s ib le  for a ir  quality  p ro g ram s, Including transportation 

a ir  quality  m a ile rs .

A H S  -  A la sk a  H ig h w ay  S y s te m  -  T h e  A la sk a  H ighw ay S y s te m  is com posed  of those 

transportation  fac ilit ie s , exc lud ing  Ih o se  on the National H ig hw ay S y ste m , (hat provide 
g reate r utility to A la sk a  a s  a  w h o le , than to Individual com m unities.

A IP  -  A irport Im provem ent P ro gram  -  A  sch e d u le  of p ro jects  for airports throughout 
the s la le , funded w ith F e d e ra l A via tion  Adm in istration funds.

A M A T S  -  A n ch o rag e  M etropolitan A re a  Transportation  S t u d y - A  joint lo ca l-sta le  
p lann ing  an d  p rogram m ing o rg an ization , d esig nated  a s  the M etropolitan P lann ing  
O rg an iza tio n  for A n c h o ra g e  and  ch arg ed  w ilh  develop ing a  T ran sp o d a lio n  
Im provem ent P ro g ram  for the A n cho rag e  urban ized  a re a  in com p liance w ilh  the 
current su rfa ce  transportation  act (T E A -2 1 ) .

A M H S  -  T h e  A la sk a  M arin e  H ig hw ay S y ste m  -  T h e  departm ent's system  of v e s s e ls , 
te rm in a ls  an d  rou tes that link m ost of A la s k a ’s  co asta l com m unities from the A leu tian s  

lo  So u th e a st.

A p p o rt io n m e n ts  -  P ro g ram  funding le v e ls  au lh o rized  by T E A -2 1  from  the federa l 

H ig h w ay  T ru st Fu n d . T h e s e  am ounts a re  ca lcu la ted  an n u a lly  an d  distributed lo 
s la te s . T h e y  a re  a v a ila b le  for four y e a rs , typ ically . E xp e nd itu res  of apportionm ents 

a re  g en era lly  sub ject lo  an d  lim ited by  annually  appropriated obligation authority.

B r id g e  D is c re t io n a ry  P ro g ra m  -  A  com petitive p rogram  adm in istered  by the F I IW A 
for m ajor bridge re p lace m e n t or for n e w  b ridges that re p la ce  ferry routes.

B IA  -  B u re a u  of Ind ian  A ffa irs  -  So m e  T EA -21  funds a re  a llocated  d irectly lo  the B IA  
for u ltim ate distribution lo  A la sk a  N ative v illag e s . T h e se  funds m ust be included  In the 
S T IP  but a re  not contro lled  o r a llocated  by the S la te .

C A R S  -  C o nd ilion  A cqu is itio n  and  Reporting  S y ste m  -  A  w eb -b ased  d a tab ase , with 

m ap  in te rface , for entering an d  reporting inform ation about travel conditions. Part of 
the A la sk a  iw ays  p rogram .

Alaska D epartm ent of Transportation and Public Facilities
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C M A Q  -  C o n g e s lio n  M iligallon/AIr Q uality  -  A  sp e c ific  funding p rogram  o f T E A -2 1  
targeted to reducing  a ir pollutants In nonatta inm ent a re a s , sp e c ifica lly  A n c h o ra g e  an d  
F a irb a n k s .

C o n fo rm ity  -  A  federa l required  p ro ce ss  u se d  lo a sc e r ia in  if p ro posed  tran sp o d a lio n  
p lan s  or p ro jects  will red u ce  e m iss io n s  of po llutants In a re a s  w h ich  a re  co n s id e re d  to 
be In n o n a lla ln m en l. G e n e ra lly  sp eak in g , p lan s , su c h  a s  the T IP  and  S T IP  and  
Ind ividual p ro jec ls  m ust be rev iew ed  for conform ity. A b sen t a finding of conform ity , 
su c h  d e c is io n s , excep t for specified  ca teg o rie s  o f p ro jects , p lan s  or p ro jects  cannot be 
im plem ented in the n on a lla ln m en t a re a s .

C T P  -  Com m unity T ransp ortation  P ro gram  -  A  p rogram  of the A la sk a  D ep ad m en t of 

T ransportation  and P u b lic  Fac ilit ie s  that a d d re sse s  a  w ide rang e  o f com m unity  
transportation m o de s, including rural and  urban  ro ad s , an d  transit.

C V IS N  -  C o m m e rc ia l V e h ic le  Inform ation S y ste m  an d  N etw ork -  a  fede ra l p ro g ram  to 
Im prove Ihe e ffic iency  and  sa fe ly  re v ie w s  of co m m erc ia l v e h ic le s  invo lving  e lectro n ic  

tran sfe r of Inform ation betw een sta te s , and  au tom atic  w eighing  and  id en lifica lio n  of 
com m ercia l ve h ic le s  a s  they p a s s  w eigh sta tions, It is  part of Ihe  A la sk a  Iw ays  
program .

D is c re t io n a ry  F u n d in g  -  S e v e ra l ded icated  funding so u rce s  w h ere in  p ro je c ls  
com pete nationally  including F e rry  Bo at, Bridge an d  P u b lic  L a n d s .

E n v iro n m e n ta l J u s t ic e  -  A n  em erg ing fede ra l req u irem ent, b ased  on T itle  V I of Ihe  
1964 C iv il R ig h ts  A ct and  Exe cu tiv e  O rder # 1 2 8 9 0 , 1994 . T h e  e s s e n c e  o f this 

E xe cu tiv e  O rder, perta ining to transportation is s u e s , Is  Ih e  requ irem ent that the 
d e iive ry  o f transportation benefits sh a ll be equitab le with reg ard  lo  populations 
protected under the C iv il R ig h ts A ct.

F M A T S  -  F a irb a n ks  M etropolitan A re a  Transp orta tion  S y s te m  -  Po rtions of Ihe C ity  o f 
F a irb a n k s . Ihe C ity  of North P o le , and  Ihe F a irb a n ks  North S ta r  Borough w ere  

d esig nated  Ihe  F a irb a n k s  U rb an ized  A re a  by Ihe U S  C e n s u s  B u re a u  on M ay 1, 20 0 2 . 

F M A T S  p lanning organization h a s  been  in p lace  for so m e lim e , but it w ill b ecom e 

m ore form al w ilh  Ib is n e w  urban ized  a re a  d esignation . II w ill b ecom e Ihe  d esig n ated  

M etropolitan P lann ing  O rgan ization  w hich  will se lect p ro je c ls  to be included  in a 
m etropolitan T ran sp o d a lio n  Im provem ent P ro gram , s im ila r lo  A n cho rag e .

F e d e ra l L a n d s  H ig h w a y  P ro g ra m  -  A  funding program  for public h ig h w ays  on 

fede ra l lan d s  adm in istered  directly by Ihe  F H W A . In A la sk a  th is p rogram  u se s  a 
th re e-ag en cy  pro ject se lectio n  com m ittee including F H W A , Ihe  U S  F o re st  S e rv ic e  and  

A D O T & P F . T h e se  funds m u sl be included in Ihe  S T IP  bul a re  not contro lled  or 
a llo cated  by Ihe s la te .

F e r ry  B o a t  D is c re t io n a ry  P ro g ra m  -  A  p rogram  ad m in iste red  by Ih e  F H W A  for fe rry  
and  term inal p ro jec ls . U nder T EA -21  A la sk a  re c e iv e s  $ 1 0  m illion an n u a lly  In sp ec ified  

funds from Ihe program  and  Is further elig ible for nationw ide com petition for Ihe  
u n sp ecified  portion of the program .

Novem ber 2002



F A A  -  F e d e ra l A v ia lio n  Adm in istration  -  T h e  federa l ag e n cy  o f Ihe U S  Departm ent of 
T ran sp orta tion  re sp o n s ib le  for funding airport and aviation p ro jec ls .

F F Y  -  F e d e ra l F is c a l Y e a r  -  l  ire period O ctober 1 -  Sep tem b er 30 . Fo r exam p le , the 
F F Y  2001 is  the period  O ctober 1, 2 0 00  -  Sep tem b er 30 , 2001 .

F H W A  -  F e d e ra l H ig h w ay  Adm in istration  -  Th e  federa l ag en cy  of Ihe U S  Departm ent 
of T ran sp o rta tio n  re sp o n sib le  for funding h ig hw ays, tra ils  and ferry  p ro jec ls .

F R A  -  F e d e ra l R a il Adm in istration  -  Th e  federa l ag e n cy  o f Ihe  U S  Departm ent of 

T ran sp o rta tio n  re sp o n s ib le  for ra ilroad  is su e s .

F T A  -  F e d e ra l T ra n s it  Adm in istration  -  T h e  federa l ag e n cy  of Ihe U S  D epartm ent of 
T ran sp o rta tio n  re sp o n s ib le  for funding transit p ro jec ls .

H ig h  P r io r ity  F u n d in g  -  D ed ica ted  funds for sp e c ific  p ro jec ls  estab lish ed  in federa l 

law . A ls o  kn o w  a s  dem onstration  (d em o ) or e a rm arked  p ro jects.

I S T E A  -  In le rm od a l S u rfa c e  Transp orta tion  E ffic ie n cy  A ct of 1991 -  A n  act of 

C o n g re s s  providing funding au thorization  for h ig h w a ys , sa fe ty , and m a ss  
transportation  for a  s ix -y e a r period for fede ra l fisca l y e a rs  1992 through 1997. T h is  

la w  w a s  re sp o n s ib le  for so m e  n e w  p ro g ram s, su c h  a s  C M A Q  and  Transportation 
E n h a n c e m e n ts , im p lem enting  the S T IP  p lanning requ irem ents.

IT S  -  Intelligent T ran sp o rta tio n  S y s te m  -  A  rang e  of techno log ies desig ned  lo Im prove 
the e ffe c tiv e n e ss  o f ex isting  and  r .e w  transportation in vestm en ts . T h e re  a re  se ve ra l 

p o ss ib le  IT S  ap p lica tio n s w ith in A la sk a  that a re  under consideration .

Iw a y s  -  T h e  d ep artm en t's  n am e an d  logo for se v e ra l intelligent transportation system  

p ro je c ls .

M P O  -  M etropolitan P lann ing  O rgan ization  -  T h e  forum  for coo perative  transportation 
d e c is io n  m aking  for an  urban ized  a re a  involving  m ullip le  g ovem m en l ag e n c ie s . In 

A la s k a , A n c h o rag e  is  the only M P O . A M A T S  (A nch o rag e  M etropolitan A re a  

T ran sp ira tio n  S tu d y ) is  Ihe  A n ch o rag e  M P O  and  in c lu d es rep resentation  of 

A D O T & P F , A D E C , an d  Ih e  M unicipality  o f A n cho rag e . T h e  F a irb a n ks  urban a re a  is 
n o w  e lig ib le  lo form  an  M P O  and  Ib is  effort is  und erw ay . ‘

N A A Q S  -N a tio n a l A m b ient Air Q u a lity  S tan d ard  -  S tan d a rd s  estab lish ed  in Ihe  C le a n  
A ir A c t for va r io u s  p o llu tants. T h o s e  m ost concern ing  A la sk a  transportation is s u e s  are  

C O  (ca rb o n  m o n oxide ) an d  PM  (p articu late  m a ile r -  d u sl and sm o ke ).

N e e d s  L i s t  -  T ran sp o rta tio n  N e e d s  and  P rio rities in A la sk a  -  A  docum ent of Ihe 
A la s k a  D ep artm ent of T ran sp orta tion  and  P u b lic  F a c ilit ie s  that lists  all d esired  

transportation  p ro je c ls  In Ihe  s la le , includ ing h ig h w ays , fe rrie s , tra ils , transit, a irports, 
h a rb o rs , and  bu ild ings. T h e  N e e d s  L ist is  u se d  a s  a  starling  point for preparation of 

the S T IP .

Novem ber 2002

N H S  -  N ational H ig hw ay S y s te m  -  T h e  m ost Im portant h ig h w ays an d  ferry  rou tes in 
Ihe  U nited S ta le s . C o n g re ss  m ust approve N H S  d esig n atio n s b ase d  on 
recom m end ations by lire  F H W A .

N o n a tta in m e n t A re a  -  A  d esig n a led  geog rap h ic  a re a , w h ich  b a se d  on long-term  air 

quality  sam p ling , h as  been found lo be in n o ra lla in m e n t for one  or m ore N A A Q S . In 
A la sk a , there a re  four nonattainm ent a re a s : Ju n c au -M e n d cn h a ll V a lle y , A n c h o rag e , 
E a g le  R iv e r and  Fa irb a n ks .

O b lig a t io n  A u th o r ity  -  T h e  total am ount of fede ra l h ig hw ay funds lh at can  be 

authorized  for p ro jec ls  In a g iven  F F Y . T h is  am ount re su lts  from  an n u a l 
C o n g re ss io n a l appropriations and  h as  h isto rica lly  b een  le s s  than Ih e  an n u a l total 

p rogram  apportionm ents authorized by T E A -2 1  and  p re d e c e sso r leg isla tion .

P E B  -  P ro ject Eva lu a tio n  Bo ard  -  Th e  board  em pow ered  lo eva lu a te  and sco re  
p ro jects; It is  a  team  of s ix  m a n ag e rs  from Ih e  A la sk a  Departm ent o f Transp orta tion  

and  P u b 'ic  Fac ilit ie s . T h e re  is  a  board for su rface  transportation and  ano ther for 

av ia tio n .

P IP  -  P u b lic  Invo lvem ent P ro ced ure  -  A n  e s tab lish ed  set of p ro ced u res  providing for 
public Involvem ent followed in preparing Ihe S w T P  and  Ihe  S T IP . T h e  P IP  is  requ ired  

und er federa l regulation , and ch an g e s  lo  Ihe P IP  m u st be u n d ertaken  w ilh  a  public 
re v ie w  p ro ce ss .

P u b lic  L a n d s  D is c re t io n a ry  -  A  program  adm in istered  by the F H W A  under F e d e ra l 

L a n d s  H ig hw ays for h ig hw ays on public lan d s . A la sk a  can  app ly  for nationw ide 

com petitive funds annually .

R e g io n a l T ra n s p o r ta t io n  P la n  -  A lso  know  a s  an  "a re a  transportation plan", a 

detailed  multim odal p lan for a  region or g eog rap h ica l a re a  w ith in A la sk a  p repared  by 
the A D O T & P F . A s  defined , Ihe  reg ional transportation p lan s a re  an  e lem en t o f Ih e  

S w T P  and com p rise  Hie recom m ended p ro jec ls  for Ihe  S w T P  for a g iven  reg ion. 

S e v e ra l reg ional transp od alio n  p lan s  a re  currently  in p ro g ress . T h e  p lan s  for 
So u th e a st A la sk a  and  P rin ce  W ilia m  So und  a re  com plete .

R W IS  -  R o ad  W ja lh e r  Inform ation S y ste m  -  A  sys te m  of road side  se n so rs , 
com m un icatio ns and data m anagem ent lo  s e n se , re ce ive  and  portray h ig hw ay trave l 

cond itions. P a r i of Ihe A la sk a  iw ay s  program .

S IP  -  S la le  Im plem entation P la n  -  A  s la le  (A D E C )  p repared  p lan  defining h o w  Ihe 

N A A Q S  will be met in a re a s  currently  defined by Ihe U S  E P A  a s  not m eeting national 
s tan d a rd s for air quality. T ransportation  e lem en ts ca lle d  for in Ih e  S IP  a re  e lig ib le  for 
C M A Q  funds and  must be im plem ented In Ihe  ye a r defined in Ih e  S IP .

S IB  -  S la le  In frastructure B a n k  -  A  F H W A  program  orig inally se e d e d  w ilh  $2 .5  m illion 
for A la sk a . A fter depositing Ihe se e d  funding and  m atch funding, and  p ossib le  o ilie r  
s la te  funds Into Ihe  b ank, Ihe  S la le  can  u se  (he bank lo m ake  lo a n s , b ack  bond 
Is s u e s , and ac ce le ra te  S la le  federa l-aid  h ighw ay p ro jec ls . T h e  bulk of the Initial S IB  
p iog ram  h a s  been  loaned lo Ihe W ii l l le r  P ro ject and will be repaid  w itli tunnel toll 

re v e n u e s .



S T IP  -  S la le  T ran sp o rta tio n  Im provem ent P ro g ram  -  A  staged , m ulti-year, sta tew id e , 
in le rm o d a l p rogram  of su rfa ce  transportation p ro jec ls  w h ich  is  g overned  by su rface  

Iran sp o rta lio n  re g u la llo n s  and  funded prim arily  w i l l  su rface  Iransporlation  program  
fund s. T h e  S T IP  is  p re p ared  by A D O T & P F  and  is  approved  by F T A  and  F H W A .

S w T P  -  S ta te w id e  Transp orta tion  P la n  -  A  federa lly  requ ired  p lan upon w hich 
p ro je c ls  In the S T IP  m ust conform . In  A la sk a  Ihe S w T P  is  a policy p lan  for Ihe  s la le  
a s  a  w h o le . R e g io n a l p lan s  a re  p repared  for ind ividual a re a s  of Ihe s la te , w h ich  
outline  recom m en d ed  p ro je c ls  and a re  e a c h  an  e lem ent of Ihe  S ta tew id e  P lan .

T E A -2 1  -  T ran sp o rta tio n  E q u ily  A c t for Ihe 21*' C en tu ry  -  T h e  m ost current law  
d e sc rib in g  the su rfa c e  transportation p o licy  o f Ihe United S ta le s  and  m aking  program  
a llo ca tio n s  for funding in va rio u s  c a le q o rie s  lo  Ihe s la te s . T h e  law  Is  va lid  from 1998 -  
2 0 0 3 .

T C M  -  T ran sp orta tion  Contro l M e a su re  -  A  pro ject or stra teg y  lo  red uce  a ir pollution 

from  Iran sp orta lion  so u rc e s . En co u rag in g  m otorists lo plug in their eng ine h eate rs  
during  co ld  w e a th e r c a n  red u ce  ca rb on  m onoxide , an d  a  p rogram  o f public ad s  lo 
e n co u ra g e  th is b e h av io r is  a  T C M .

T IP  -  T ran sp orta tion  Im provem en l P ro g ram  -  A lso  know n a s  Ihe  A M A T S -T IP , a 
su b se t o f Ihe S T IP  d eve lo p ed  by A M A T S  for It." norlation p ro je c ls  w ithin urban 
A n c h o rag e . W hen  Ih e  F a irb a n k s  u rban ized  a re a  e s ta b lish e s  its M etropolitan P lann ing  
O rg an iza tio n , it loo , w ill d eve lop  a Transp orta tion  Im provem en l P rogram .

T R A A K  -  T ra ils  an d  R e c re a tio n a l A c c e s s  for A la sk a  -  A  program  of Ih e  A D O T & P F  

and  Ihe  A la sk a  D ep artm ent o f N atura l R e s o u rc e s  that a d d re ss  tra ils , s ce n ic  h ig hw ays , 
re c re a tio n a l a c c e s s  po in ts an d  in terpretive fac ilities.

W IM  -  \Afeigh in m otion -  S e n s o rs  p laced  in Ihe  h ighw ay at ke y  locations to identify 

Ih e  w eight o f p a ss in g  v e h ic le s . T h is  d a la  is  requ ired  lo fulfill national reporting 

s ta n d a rd s  lo Ihe  U S  D O T . II is  a lso  u se d  in so m e  c a s e s  for w eight en fo rcem ent of 

h ig hw ay  lo a d s , an d  to he lp  en g in ee rs  e s ta b lish  future d esig n  stan d a rd s b ased  on 

ac tu a l traffic  using  tiie  ro ad w ay . Pa rt o f Ihe  A la sk a  Iw ays  p rogram .

A laska D epartm ent of T ransportation and Public Facilities Novem ber 2002



Senator Ben Stevens 
Alaska State Legislature 
State Capitol (MS 3100) 
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Re: SB 71

Dear Senator Stevens:

The Alaska Chapter of the Associated General Contractors of America is 
pleased to endorse Senate Bill 71 as currently drafted. Enhancements to 
transportation projects are important to the citizens of Alaska, but we must 
balance the need for such enhancements against the greater need for even 
basic transportation projects throughout the State. As the Department of 
transportation and Public Facilities reports each year, the basic transportation 
needs of the State far exceed our ability to address them. The bill you propose 
allows enhancements in projects but does not do so at the expense of basic 
infrastructure projects throughout the State. We encourage all your 
colleagues in the Senate to support this bill.

Sincerely,

Richard Cattanach 
Executive Director

FAIRBANKS 
P.O. BOX 60005 • FAIRBANKS, AK 99706 

TELEPHONE (907) 452-1809
SOLDOTNA

43335 KALIFONSKJ BEACH ROAD, STE. 32 • SOLDOTNA, AK 99669 
TELEPHONE (907) 262-8535



M u n i c i p a l i t y  o f  A n c h o r a g e

Oflice o f the Mayor 
George P. Wuerch, Mayor

Anchorage

All-America City

F

2002

M arch 3, 2003

Senator Ben Stevens 
State o f  A laska 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK  99801-1182

D ear Senator Stevens:

I am writing to express m y support for Senate Bill 71, an act relating to funding for 
transportation enhancem ent projects. I strongly favor a higher statewide allocation for the 
Com m unity Transportation program.

As you know, the Anchorage M etropolitan Area Transportation Solutions (A M A TS) is a 
coordinated planning process that sets priorities for spending federal transportation funds. The 
AM ATS Policy Committee, o f  which I am a member, prepares the com m unity's Long Range 
Transportation Plan, the tool that im plem ents our Transportation Improvem ent Program  (TIP).

In 1998, the AM ATS Policy Com m ittee chose to target 15% o f  its Com m unity Transportation 
Program  funding for enhancement type projects. At a 15% allocation, the program m ed 
enhancem ent budget within the TIP has averaged roughly $5 million annually for the last five 
years.

The state Departm ent o f  Transportation (ADOT) is planning to increase A M A T S’ overall 
allocation by roughly $10,0000,000 m illion annually. Should SB 71 im plem ent a 10% 
allocation, A M A TS’ enhancement funding will average roughly $5.75 m illion annually under 
the higher ADO T allocation for the 2004-06 TIP.

At a 10% share, AM ATS will still be able to complete our com m unity’s highest priority for the 
trail system -- com pleting the trail grid that connects our trail system together. Those projects 
scheduled for com pletion during the 2004-06 TIP include:

• Ship Creek Trail connecting M ountain View and Government Hill;
• Extension o f  the Campbell Creek Trail to Tudor Road
• Chester Creek Trail connection between Tudor Road crossing and G oose Lake;
• Improvem ent o f  M idtown Trail connection between Downtown and M idtown areas;
• Eagle R iver Greenbelt Access and Pathway, 12-mile segment connecting Briggs Bridge 

with V isitor Center.

P.O. Box 196650 • Anchorage, Alaska 99519-6650 • Telephone: (907) 343-4431 « Fax: (907) 343-4499

\v\v\v.mimi.org



Senator Ben Stevens 
Page 2
M arch 3, 2003

It should be noted that A nchorage transportation planners estimate that it w ill take m ore than 
tw enty years to address our current roadw ay needs utilizing our existing federal transportation 
program . A llocating a higher share for roadw ay needs will accelerate the com pletion o f  many 
projects that w ill help address this backlog.

Thank you for th^oppprtun ity  to com m ent on this legislation.



October 9. 2002

Mr. James K. Hofferberth & 
Dr. Mtirila M. King 
.1074 Trent wood Road 
Columbus. Ohio 43221

Dear Paula and Vigo.

We just wanted to send you a note thanking you for your hospitality during our visit to Alaska. 
Our trip to Denali was a highlight of our s i\ week excursion.

Alaska is a beautiful state. We consider it lo be one o f the must see areas around the world

We want to call to your attention, however, an unfortunate situation that exists along the Alaska 
I lighway iRt. 2) between the Canadian border and Tok. and extending down the I ok Cutoff ( Rl 
I ) to (ilennallen. Virtually all o f  the stale facilities in this area are closed, and there are no toilets 
or trash holders at other pull-off sites along the roads. The result is a proliferation of trash and 
human excrement along the highway.

In addition, one encounters many important road signs destroyed beyond usefulness apparently 
by gunfire, and private properties lining the road strew n w ith what can only be described as junk.

Crossing the border from Canada into Alaska is a shock that does a great disservice lo your 
beautiful state. This situation, w hich we observed at the height of the tourist season, is a palpable 
discouragement for visitors. Manta and 1 feci that if we had not had the incentive to meet with 
you in Anchorage, we would likely have turned around and returned to Canada where visitors are 
made to feel very welcome, and public faciliries are readily available, well equipped and tidy

We hope you w ill call this to the attention o f your stale authorities. Alaska is a beautiful state, and 
1 want to be proud of it as pan of Ihe great United States of America At present, however, that 
image is stained by the situation described above

Thanks again for your warm hospitality.

Sincerely.

Jim it Marita



Senate Bill 71 
T ransportation Enhancem ent Projects

810 N St, Ste 203. Anchorage Alaska 99501 / Ph. 907.258.617! / Fax 907.258.6177
PO Box 22151, Juneau Alaska 99802 / Ph. 907.463.3366 / Fax 907.463.3312 / www.aevolers.oru

To; Senators
From: M att Davidson, A laska Conservation Voters 
Date: M arch 12, 2003

The developm ent and m aintenance o f public trails, sidewalks, com munity boardwalks, and 
tourism enhancem ents are vital for a balanced transportation system in Alaska. SB 71, a thinly 
veiled attempt to block the extension o f  the Coastal Trail in Anchorage, will directly impact 
funding o f  badly needed projects serving pedestrians, snowmachiners, dogm ushers, bicyclists, 
and tourism businesses across the state. We ask that ^ou vote against SB 71.

SB 71 cuts funding for the Trails and Recreation A ccess for Alaska (TRAAK) program and 
limits the ability o f  the m unicipalities o f  Anchorage and Fairbanks to make their own choices 
about the level o f  federal money they put towards transportation enhancem ents.

It is inappropriate and unnecessary for the Legislature to dictate how local governm ents can 
spend their share o f  federal transportation dollars.

V/hile the TRA A K program will remain above the federal minimum required o f  Transportation 
Enhancem ent funding after the SB 71 cut, this is m erely the federal minimum. A laska’s rural 
com m unities depend on trails and boardwalks funded by the TRAAK program  for basic 
transportation. A laska’s special circum stances make it totally appropriate for-the state to commit 
more than the required m inim um  to transportation enhancements. Under SB 71, vital projects 
will be forced to com pete for a shrinking slice o f the money available for non-traditional 
transportation projects.

The TRAAK cut also hurts programs funded by Transportation Enhancem ent monies. The 
SAFEKIDS program, partially funded by TRAAK money, provides helm ets at a low cost and 
educates children and adults on safe snowm obile practices on the Kenai Peninsula.

The balanced developm ent o f  A laska’s transportation system requires the balanced allocation of 
the sta te’s Federal transportation dollars. We urge you to protect local governm ent decision­
making and m aintain an adequate level o f  federal dollars for Transportation Enhancement 
projects in Alaska. Please vote against Senate Bill 71.

M att Davidson, Conservation Advocate

Alaska Conservation Voters is a nonprofit organization dedicated to protecting Alaska’s environment 
through public education and advocacy. Our 34 member organizations represent over 35,000 Alaskans.

Thank vou

Alaskans building a better future.

http://www.aevolers.oru




GARDNER, ALBERTA B 
1405 M ATTERHORN W AY 
ANCHORAGE AK 99508-5044 
District: 24-565 Party: D Sex: F

To members of the Committee:
Regarding my opposition to SB 71, as the members undoubtedly are aware, federal 
transportation funding comes with strings attached...one o f which is a requirem ent that a 
percentage o f the funds are spent on enhancements such as sidewalks, trails, landscaping 
etc.

It is my belief that local communities should have the right to determ ine how  they wish to 
spend the funds, providing that the percentage used on enhancements falls w ithin the 
federal guidelines. I resent very much the interference of SB 71 which forces local 
agencies to limit enhancement spending to the minimal am ount required. As in all 
matters, Juneau should leave local decisions to local communities.

Thank you for your consideration. 

Alberta B. Gardner 1 j U i f U £ .  CJSW & Z/
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Alaska S tate Legislature

Please enter into the record my testimony to the ^  b i n s  p i r h j f o mcommittee name
committee on S 8 *7/------- , dated  fJ . b/  0 3--

bill/subject

House Iransportalion O m m ittcc:

Wc arc opposed lo Senate 13ill 71 which will decreasiVlakc away funding for trails and related projects. 
Hvcry day we hear the American public is obese; that wc must develop oil-producing fields to provide 
for the insatiable American need for fuel to run automobiles; and that we must go to war to ensure the 
continuance of receiving oil from foreign countries. We submit to you that trails are an alternative lo 
provide for "non-motorized" travel and help people get off the "couch” and get exercise to reduce the 
numbers of children as well as older people who are obese. In fact, in Maine the Legislature recently 
past legislation to use public funds to build trails .o help avert this problem. Thc/your desire to build 
more roads in lieu of trails is counter productivj to what wc have worked toward in building more trails, 
Build a trail and people will use them! In A'aska, wc have very few sidewalks to accommodate people 
on foot. We need the trails. Wc respectful'/ request that you do not take away the relatively small 
amount of funding that goes toward building trails.

Sincerely,
Ronald and Marilyn Modaflcri 
P.O. Box 2942 
Palmer, Alaska 99045 
907-745-6890
email: farmIoop@Alaska.net

S i g n e d ; Testifier
R epresenting (Optional)

A d d r e s s

P h o n e  N o .

0/86 Legrcislive Infofmitmn Oifrc*
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P le a se  distribute my letter to all th e  H ouse T ransportation C om m ittee m em bers 
regarding SB 71.

S ta te  and  local governm en ts should not restrict th e  am oun t of m on ies sp en t on 
en h an cem en ts. Restricting th e  local governm ent and  their respective  com m unities is 
meddling in decisions b e s t m ad e  a t th e  local level.

Portland, E ugene , an d  S ea ttle  a re  exam ples of en h an c em en t spend ing  d o n e  a t th e  
local level. T h e se  cities a re  desirab le  cities to live in.

Vote no on SB 71.

Thank you.

Bonnie Baize 
bbaize@ pobox .a laska .net 
PMB 341
1830 E. P arks Hwy.
W asilla, AK 99654

mailto:bbaize@pobox.alaska.net


Sub jec t: SB71
D ate: Thu, 03 Apr 2003 12:23:29 -0900 

F rom : Friends of M at-Su <foir»s@ intaonline.net> 
To: Barbara_Cotting@ legis.state.ak.us

Please distribute to all committee members:

My name is Michelle Church and I am the Executive Director of Friends of 
Mat-Su. We are a citizen based planning organization with members in every 
community in the Mat-Su Valley. Our purpose is to provide education and 
information on land use planning to promote responsible development in the 
Mat-Su Valley.

We are very much against SB 71. Restricting the ability for state and 
local spending on transportation enhancements is short sighted. Amenities 
such as landscaping, lighting, and trail development along oui roadways 
enhances our communities economic opportunities. Trail development in the 
Mat-Su is one of the priorities of the Mat-Su Assembly. Our communities 
depend on tourism, both from in-state as well as out of state 
travelers. The Coastal Trail in Anchorage is mentioned in just about every 
marketing brochure touting the City of Anchorage as a destination.

We urge the committee to look to the future and not remove opportunities 
that will enable us to build our communities in ways that will enhance the 
lives of the people who live in Alaska.

Michelle Church 
Executive Director 
907 746-0130

Friends of Mat-Su

Dedicated to providing education and information on land use 
planning and responsible development in the Mat-Su Valley.

mailto:s@intaonline.net
mailto:Barbara_Cotting@legis.state.ak.us


An Overview of TRAAK Accomplishments
November 7.002

Since it’s inception, the TRAAK program and Citizen’s Advisory Board have provided a forum for 
interagency cooperation and public participation in transportation, trail and outdoor recreation 
projects and programs administered by the State of Alaska, and promoted the development o f a 
statewide network o f trails for recreation and transportation. Key participants in the TRAAK program 
include the Governor, the TRAAK Citizen’s Advisory Board, Alaska Department o f Transportation 
& Public Facilities, Alaska Department o f  Natural Resources, Alaska Department o f Fish & Game, 
Alaska Department o f Community & Economic Development, and most importantly, Alaska’s 
citizens.

The cooperative efforts o f the TRAAK team have made significant improvements in the quality o f 
life and economy o f many Alaska communities by enhancing facilities enjoyed by Alaska residents 
and visitors through the following accomplishments:

♦ The addition o f  over 170 miles o f  new pathways for bicyclists, pedestrians, skiers and other users.
♦ Upgrades to more than 250 miles o f the National Highway System to include wide, paved 

shoulders ideal for long distance bicyclists.
♦ The construction o f sidewalks, boardwalks, pathways, pedestrian crossings, etc. in more than 40 

communities from Akutan to Yakutat.
♦ Waysides, rest areas, trailheads, and scenic overlooks have been constructed or improved on 

every major highway in the state.
♦ New and improved interpretive f xhibits that tell o f Alaska’s native culture, fisheries, wildlife, 

geology and natural history.
♦ The connection o f more than 70 communities in Alaska with 3500 miles o f marked trails through

the Winter Trail Marking projects funded through the flexible funding provisions o f ISTEA and 
TEA-21.

♦ Improved access throughout the state for those with disabilities.
♦ The development o f Alaska Recreational Trails Plan and designation o f the Alaska Trails System.
♦ The development o f SEAtrails, a regional trails system in Southeast Alaska.
♦ Support for the designation o f  Scenic Byways in the state.
♦ The award o f 154 Recreational Trails grants totaling $2.4 million to local trail clubs, 

municipalities, and agencies for both motorized and non-motorized trail development, 
improvement and maintenance.

Many TRAa K projects have received state and national recognition for their design excellence and 
for their benefit to community or state. For example, the Haines Chilkat Bald Eagle Wayside and 
Trail projects received national recognition in 2000 from the American Association of State Highway 
and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) and other organizations for supporting quality o f  life 
projects. AASHTO Executive Director John Horsley, who gave the awards on behalf o f six 
transportation and environmental organizations, said, “These state transportation agencies understand 
the importance o f managing these programs to build better communities. We are proud o f their 
accomplishments and encourage other states to take notice of their outstanding achievements.”



♦ Construct a 48-mile snowmobile recreation trail in the Chena Hot Springs area
♦ Upgrade 80-miles o f trails in the Kachemak Bay trail system.
♦ Construct a pathway for students in Craig.
♦ Construct the Unity Trail between Kenai and Soldotna.
♦ Reroute and construct snowmobile trails in Hatcher Pass.
♦ Construct the Homer Spit pathway.
♦ Improve the Angel Rocks trail near Fairbanks.
♦ Improve 18-miles of the Salcha trail system and construct a pedestrian bridge.
♦ Improve the Montana Creek trail in Juneau.
♦ Improve the Spaulding Meadow trail in Juneau.
» Tonsina Creek Footbridge repairs and tidal trail improvements in Seward.
♦ Upgrade the Aurora Dog Mushers winter trail near Wasilla.
♦ Improve trailhead and trail facilities at Alpenglow Ski Area
♦ Improve the trailhead at the sled dog trail in Beach Lake Park in Anchorage.
♦ Improve trails within the Edmonds Lake Park in Anchorage.
♦ Construct trails at Isatquaq Lagoon in Anchorage.
♦ Improve access and repair the Lake Creek snowmobile trail in Juneau.
♦ Improve the Lower Lunch Falls Loop trail.
♦ Reconstruct portions o f the Thimbleberry Lake trail near Sitka.
♦ Reconstruct portions o f the Ruth Arcand Park trail.
♦ Construct trails at the Friends o f Eagle River Nature Center.
♦ Construct the Poopdeck trail in Homer.
♦ Construct the Eagle Beach trailhead and wayside in Juneau.
♦ Imp- ove trails in Halibut Cove near Homer.
♦ Improve the Birch Hill trail in Fairbanks with lighting.
♦ Improve the Hay Flats trail in Palmer.
♦ Construct the Yakutat Rail Trail.
♦ Restore and upgrade the University o f  Alaska Fairbanks trail system.
♦ Develop the Blueberry Hills Snowmachine trail in Juneau.
♦ Rebuild 1.5 miles of trail in Ft. Abercrombie State Historical Park.
Mapping and  E asem ent Recording
♦ Record trail easements in the Matanuska Valley and Kenai Peninsula.
♦ Survey and map trails statewide.
♦ Develop maps and brochures for trails in the Chena Flood Control Project in Fairbanks, and the 

Lake Louise recreational trail system.
♦ Survey the Copper Basin 300 Historical Trail near Glennallcn.
♦ Vacate and realign a portion o f the Iditarod Trail in the Mat-Su Borough.
♦ Trail right-of-way recording by DNR.
Pedestrian  Bridges
♦ Tudor Road multi-puipose trail bridge
♦ Replace the Mill Loop Trail Bridge in Independence Mine State Historic Park.
♦ Construct pedestrian bridges at Mendenhall River, Little Willow Creek, Kashwitna River, and 

Sheep Creek.
♦ Construct three bridges for creek crossings in the Homer area.
W aysides
♦ Wrangell Petroglyphs Wayside in Wrangell
♦ Bird Point Wayside near Girdwood
♦ Totem Bight State Historic Park wayside in Ketchikan.
♦ Castle Hill Scenic Overlook in Sitka.
♦ Denali view scenic overlooks in Denali State Park.



2004-2006 D raft State T ransporta tion  Im provem ent Program  (STIP) — TRAAK Projects

Under Senate Bill 71. funding for the T R /A K . Program projects will be cut in half.

FY ‘04 $15.4 from $30.8 million 

FY ‘05 $16.7 from $33.4 million 

FY ‘06 $16.3 from $32.7 million

TRAAK nominated projects go through a sim ilar scoring process as other transportation projects.

Projects with higher scores are first in line for funding. Projects with lower scores will be eligible for ranking against new projects 
next year.

Under SB 71, projects funded in the draft STIP with lower scores (under 120) will probably not be funded. M any currently funded 
projects will be delayed or cancelled.

The department is already revising the STIP based upon Administration instruction.



2004-2006 STIP TRAAK Program Pre Draft

Need
ID Project Description/Funding Source Scoro Phso Apprn FFY04 FFY05 FFY06

Roq'd 
Funding >6 

FFY07 FFY08 FFY09 yoars

16155 Alaska Highway MP 1332: Moon Lake Wayside 95.8 2 120.C 65.0

1,200.0
Pave access road, construe! new loop road, install now ADA vaulted loilets. improve parking 
area and picnic sites. 4

Federa STP 0.0 0.0 109.2 59.1 1,091.6 0.0 
5.9 108.4 0.0Slalo 0.0 0.0 10.8

Oilier
Project Tota 0.0 0.0 l20.ti 65.0 1,200.0 0.0 0.0

1G041 |Alyoska Highway Pathway Improvements 91.7 2 162.0

50.0
50.0

1,248.0

[Rehabilitation of Ihe 1.9 mile long Alyeska Highway Pathway. Sponsors propose improving the 
pathway lo meet current pathway standards, weight requirements for snow removal equipment, 
inlreprolive signs, and construction of a new pedestrian and bike underpass from Ihe New 
Girdwood Townsile traversing under the Alyeska Highway to Forest Fair Park.

3
7
4

Federal STP 0.0 0.0 147.4 45.5 0.0 1,100.8 
4.5 0.0 117.2State O.Oi 0.0 14.6

Other
Project Total 0.0 0.0 162.0 56.0 0.0 1,298.0 0.0

6461 AMATS Allocation 999.0 all 7,620.0 7,870.0 8,130.0 8,400.0 8,600.0 8,960.0
AMATS Proqram Allocation

Federal CMAQ 2,772.8 2,863.7 2,958.3 3,056.6 3,158.5 3,260.4 
4,584.9 4,737.7 4,890.5 

758.5 783.8 809.1
Federal STP 4,159.1 4,295.6 4,437.5

Slate 688.1 710.7 734.1
Other

Project Total 7,020.0 7,070.0 8,130.0 8,400.0 8,680.0 B,960.0 0.0

5789 AMHS: Shipboard Visitor Information Kiosk 86.5 4 220.0
Design, fabricate and install electronic information systems lo be used onboard four Southeast 
Mainline Alaska Marine Highway vessels.

Federal STP 0.0 0.0 0.0 200.1 0.0 0.0 
19.9 0.0 0.0Stale 0.0 0.0 0.0

Other
Project Totall 0.0 0.0 0.0 220.0 0.0 0.0 6.o
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ID Project Description/Funding Source Scoro Phsc Apprn FFY04 FFY05 FFY06 FFY07 FFY08 FFY09

Roq’d 
Funding >6 

years

2665 Anchor Point: Anchor Road Pod. Beach Access Imp, 123.7 2
(Construct pedestrian facilities along the Old Sterling Highway and Anchor Point Beach Road fron 
the community of Anchor Point to the beaches at the Anchor River State Recreation area.
Trailhead parking area lo bo constructed with connecting pathways to the nearby school, 
baseball field, and the visitors center. Also included is a pedestrian bridge across Ihe Anchor 
River and trail from Ihe Silver King campground to the Halibut campground and parking area. 
Included will bo viewing decks, inlerprelivs kiosks, landscaping and visitor amenities.

3
4 2.600.0

Federa Tc 0.0 2,365.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Stale 0.0 234.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other

Project Total 0.0 2,600.0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 6.0

2311 [Anchorage: Glrdwood - Winner Creek Trail & T'sllhoad Impr. 81.8 2 50.0
I This will provide a pathway connection in Girdwood alonq Winner Creek. 4

Federal TE 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 45.5 0.0
Stale 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 5 0.0
Other

Project Total 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 350.0

6129 Anchorage: Girdwood Valley • Iditarod Trail 100.7 2 300.0
Provide a trail connection along the historic Iditarod Trail up Crow Crook Mine Road to Crow 
Pass. 3 200.0

7 10.0
4 2,200.0

Federal TE 0.0 272.9 0.0 181.9 0.0 2,010.4

Slate 0.0 27.1 0.0 18.1 0.0 199.6
Other NPS

Labor
Project Total 0.0 300.0 0.0 200.0 0.0 2,210.0 0.0

16040 Arctic Valley Parking & Trailhead Improvements 94.7 2 200.C
Improve the parking lot and trailhead at Alpcnglow Ski Area at Arctic Valley. Sponsor proposes 
that improvements be similar in nature to McHugh Creek State Wayside. Proposed 
mprovemenls include trail signage, grading, reshaping, slope stabilization, erosion control, 
drainage, toilets, parking lot Improvements and interpretive kiosk. 3 10.0

7
4

10.0
1,545.0

Federal STP 0.0 0.0 181.9 9.1 0.0 1,414.6
Slate 0.0 0.0 18.1 0.9 0 0 140.4
Other

Project Total I 0.0 0.0 206.6 10.0 0.0 1,555.0 6.0
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FFY07 FFY08 FFY09 years
4012 .Barrow: Isatqunk Lagoon Boardwalk and Trail 115.7 2 100.C

i Construct approximately one mile of boardwalk In vicinity of school, hos,)ilal, park, softball field 
jand lagoon. 3 160.C

4 1.110.C
FedoraI TE 9I.C 80.C 850.C 0.0 0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 C.OSlale 9.C 0.0 O.C
Olhe

I 3/80.0;
4/260.0 80.0 260.0

Project Tola 100.0 160.0 •f.ffo.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7279 (Bethel: Chief Eddie Hoffman Highway Separated Pathway 189.0 2

| Construct a 4.2 mile, separated palhway from the airport to the high school along Ihe north side 
] of the Chief Eddie Hoffman Highway. 106.3 3 150.0

4 1,955.0
Federa STP 136.5 1,778.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0Slate 13.5 176.5 0.0
Other

Project Total 150.0 1,955.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
12541 Cape Decision Lighthouso Dock and Access Improvements 112.0 2 40.0 20.0

Remove large submerged boulders blocking access tu the beach loading point and construct a 
skid wilh winch lor removing walercrafl from the water. Improve pedestrian safety on the large 
dock extending from the lighthouso by installing pedestrian rail and reconstructing Ihe burned 
portion of the dock. 3

4 400.0
Federal TE 30.0 18.2 360.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0Slale 0.0 1.8 0.0
Oilier 2/10.0,

4/40.0 10.0 40.0
Project Totali 40.0 20.0 400.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

6118 jContral Region: ADA Pedestrian Facilities 999.0 2

200.0 200.0 200 0
j Construct ramp and curb cuts in compliance wilh ADA at various locations lo be determined.

4 200.0 200.0 200.0
Federal TE 181.9 181.9 181.9 181.9 181.9 181.9 

18.1 18.1 18.1Slale 18.1 18.1 18.1
Other

Project Total 200.0 200.0 200.0 200.0 200.0 200.0 0.0
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FFY07 FFY08 FFY09 years

2251 Central Region: Winter Trail Marking 999.0 2 50.Oj 50.1 50.( 50.0 50.0 50.0
iMark overland winter trails in Ihe western area of Central Region with permanent trait markers. 
[Trail markers will ensure winter travelers can safely journey between communities in the area.

4 200.C 200.( 200.C 200.0 200.0 200.0
Federa STP 227.4 227.4 227.4 227.4 227.4 227.4 

22.6 22.6 22.6Slate 22.6 22.e 22.£
Ollie

Project Tota 250.0 250.C 250.C 250.0 250.0 250.0 0.0
7719 Chena Hot Springs Rd: Fairbanks to Chena Hot Springs Trail 87.0 2 200.0

500.0
Acquire easemonls for and plat Ihe historic winter trail between Fairbanks and Chena Hoi 
Springs. 3

Fedora STP 0.0 0.0 0.0 181.9 0.0 454.9 
18.1 0.0 45.2Stale 0.0 0.0 0.0

Other
Project Total o.b 0.0 0.0 200.0 0.0 500.0 0.0

8619 Chencga Bay: Iktua Bay Trail Construction 83.7 2 50.0
50.0

350.0
Construct a trail from the Chencga Bay Airport lo Iktua Bay, approximately 1.3 miles. 3

..

4
Federal TE 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 318.4 

0.0 0.0 31.6

50.0 50.0

State 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other 2/50.0;

3/50.0
Project Total 0.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 350.0 0.0

12428 CHSR Chena State Rec Area Ph II 136.5 2 100.0 75.0
Construct two waysides in the Chena River Slate Recreation Area along Chena Hot Springs 
Road MP 27 and MP 39.5. 4 820.0

Federall STP 90.0 60.2 746.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 
0.0 0.0 0.0State 0.0 6.8 74.0

Other 2 10 
3 60 10.0

Project Total mo.o 75.0 820.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

9600 Clam Gulch: Caribou Hills Winter Trailhead 86.8 2 68.0

200.0
5.0

227.0

Construct winter trailhead parking area and information kiosk at Mile 117 Sterling Highway for 75 
vehicles and trailers. The trailhead would be located within Clam Gulch Slate Recreation Area 
and Ihe adjacent highway right of way. 3

7
4

Federal STP 0.0 0.0 0.0 61.9 181.9 211.1 
6.1 18.1 20.9State 0 9 0 0 0.0

Other
Project Total 0.0| 0.0 ■ 0.0 68.0 200.0 232.0 0.0
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26G6 ICIam Gulch: Clam Gulch Beach Access Improvements 91.8 2
, Construct improved vehicular and pedestrian access from Ihe Sterling Highway lo the beach are 
for commercial fishing, beach combing and clam digging. Construction of the pedestrian access 
will requite relocating the existing road lo one side of the narrow gulch and channelizing Ihe 
stream (low. 3

1,270.04
Federa TE O.C O.C O.C 1,155.3 0.0 0.0 

114.7 0.0 0.0Stale o.c O.C O.C
Olhei

Project Tota 0.0 0.0 0.0 1,270.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
15819 Copper River Trail: Uranitlna River to Cleve Creek with Richardson Hwy. Connector 199.0 2

Construct a rail to trail project between Ihe Urantina River and Cleave Creek with a connector to 
Ihe Richardson Highway via the Tiekel River. 3

4 3,540.0
Federal TE 3,220.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0State 319.7 0.0 0.0
Other

Project Total 3,540.0 0.0 O.o d.o o.o o.o o.o
3991 Cordova: Bering River Railroad Park 89.3 2 75.0

150.0
Create railroad park by rehabilitating railroad engine and installing at old railroad; site will be 
landscaped. 4

Federal TE 0.0 0.0 0.0 68.2 136.5 0.0 
6.8 13.5 0.0Slate 0.0 0.0 0.0

Other ROW
Project Total 0.0 0.0 0.0 75.0 150.0 0.0 0.0

6618 Cordova: Copper River Hwy - f.rP 0.0 - 5.5 PedestrianfBlke Path 189.0 2 275.0
Construct a Pedeslrian/Bicycle facilily along Ihe Copper River Highway from downlown Cordova 
lo Ihe Eyak River. 94.5 3 300.0

7 280.0
4 2,800.0

Federal I STP 523.1 2,801.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
0.0 0.0 0.0Stale 51.9 278.1 0.0

Other
Project Total 575.0 3,080.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

6620 Cordova: Copper River Hwy - MP 5.5 -10  Pcdestrlan/Blko Path 83.0 2 150.0 350.0
Construct a Pedeslrian/Bicycle facilily along the Copper River Highway from Ihe Eyak River to 10 
mile. 3

7
4

Federal STP 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 136.5 318.4 
0.0 13.5 31.6Slale 0.0 0.0 0 0

Other
Project Total I 0.0 O.Oj 0.0 0.0 150.0 350.0 400.0
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