
October 11, 2016 

Kelly Peterson, PE 
Project Manager 

KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH 
144 North Binkley Street • Soldotna, Alaska 99669-7520 

Toll-free within the Borough: 1~800-478-4441 Ext. 2150 
PHONE: (907) 714-2150 • FAX: (907) 714-2377 

www. mayor. kenai.ak. us 
Mike Navarre 
Borough Mayor 

Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities 
P.O Box 196900 
Anchorage, AK 99519-6900 

RE: Sterling Highway Milepost 45-60 Project 

Dear Ms. Peterson: 

We are writing this letter to request a delay of Record of Decision (ROD) on the Sterling 
Highway MP45-60 project until a determination is made on the prospective land exchange 
between the Cook Inlet Region Inc. and the Kenai Wildlife Refuge. This exchange, authorized in 
the Russian River Land Act1

, is· currently under consideration and would result in a change in 
land status of the potentially impacted portion of the Mystery Creek Wilderness Area.· 

Upon ·this determination, we request a reconsideration of the selection of G 'south Alternative as 
the preferred alternative. We ask that this selection is reevaluated in consideration of both the 
land exchange and the following comments in opposition to the selection of G South. 

We have significant concerns regarding the analysis that led to the selection of the G South 
alternative. There are three areas of concern this letter discusses. 

1. Purpose and ·need: The DSEIS fails to recognize the .long term protection of the Kenai River 
as a key element of the purpose and need for this project. 

2. Impacts of the G South alternative to the Kenai River: We have concerns that the 
assessment does not fully consider the impacts to the Kenai River; and have concerns with 
the relative lack of weight th~t these impacts were given in the selection of a preferred 
alternative. 

3. Lack of input on G South. Alternative: A number of historical factors, including the 
previous selection of different preferred alternatives and the length of time this project has 
been ongoing, create a unique situation where stakeholders and the public were unlikely to 
provide input specific to G South. ·As such, ADOT &PF and the FHW A should forinally 
solicit, consider, and respond to, comments on their selection prior to the ROD. 

1 
Russian River Land Act, Pub. L. No. 107-362, 116 Stat. 3021 
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If the Kenai River were given the proper weight in the analysis and if the protection of the Kenai 
River were recognized as part of the purpose and need for this project, we believe a different 
preferred alternative would have been selected. 

1. Purpose and need 

Draft SEIS 1.2.1 Project Purpose 

"The purpose of the projept is to bring the highway up to current standards 
for a rural principal arterial to efficiently and safely serve t!Jrough-traffic; 
local community traffic, and traffic bound for recreational destinations in the 
area, both now and in the future. In achieving this transportation purpose, 
DOT&PF and FHWA recognize the importance of protecting the Kenai River 
Corridor" 

Although DOT &PF and the FHW A recognize the importanc~ of protecting the Kenai River 
Corridor in the overview of project purpose, this importance is not carried through to any of the 
three listed needs. We believe that - although not explicitly stated as a need in this DSEIS -
protection of the Kenai River Corridor has historically been understood by the public and 
stakeholders as an important reason for this project. Failing to move a substantial amount of 
traffic away from the river and accepting the risk of a catastrophic hazardous spill in the Kenai 
fails to realize a fundamental benefit of this project. We believe that an alternative .that does not 
move the highway off of the Kenai River Corridor does not nieet the purpose and. need of this 
project·. As such, regardless ofthe4(f) analysis, G South should not be selected. 

In addition to inadequately protecting the Kenai River Corridor, G South Alternative does not · 
meet the stated purpose and need as well as the Juneau Creek Alternatives. While G South does 
bypass Cooper Landing proper, it fails to bypass Segment 5 (MP 51.3 -·55.09), the section of the 
project with the highest crash rate cited in the DSEIS. This area, particularly the. segment 
between the Russian River Ferry Entrance and Russian River Campground, is a ·frequently 
congested area with multiple parked vehicles and pedestrians along the road during peak summer · 
fishing season. 

Bringing the highway up to current design standards but failing to bypass this segment does not 
improve safety for recreational users and pedestrians as well as moving the majority of traffic 
away from the area. Many fishermen will continue to travel along and cross this section of the 
road, and the higher traffic speeds may increase the potential severity ·of an accident if it does 
occur. 

IT. Impacts to the Kenai River 
We believe that, in the analysis that lead to the selection of G South as the prefer.red alternative, 
impacts to the Kenai River were not given adequate weight. While we recognize the complexity · 
of this process, and are aware of the impacts each alternative will have on important habitat and 
recreational opportunities, sustained impacts to the Kenai River were shown less concern in the 
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selection process than impacts to the Mystery Creek Wilderness Area, Resurrection Pass Trail, 
and the Juneau Falls Recreation Area. 

Failure to Avoid Impacts of Potential Spills 

Draft SEIS 3.17.2.4 G South Alternative P 2 Spill Risk 

"Approximately 6.4 miles of the alignments (45 percent) would be within 
500 feet of the Kenai River and other Tier 1 streams, of which about 4. 7 miles 
(33 percent of the total) would be within 300 feet. The G South Alternative 
has moderate exposure to Tier II streams and wetlands that are 
hydrologically connected to the Kenai River. A substantial portion of this 
alternative would be built on the existing alignment near the Kenai River" 

Draft SEIS 3.17.2.5 Juneau Creek and Juneau Creek Variant Alternatives 

"Both of these alternatives have moderate exposure to steep side slopes and 
high exposure to wetlands. However, these alternatives provide separation 
from the Kenai River and other streams over the longest distance, likely 
providing responders more time to protect the Kenai River in the event of a 
~m" . 

Forty-five percent ofthe G South Alternative remains within 500ft ofthe Kenai River or other 
Tier 1 Waterbodies, compared to 25% of the Juneau Creek Alternative. 33% ofG South is within 
300 feet of a Tier 1 stream, compared to 15% of Juneau Creek. The separation provided by the 
Juneau Creek Alternative, which moves 75% of the route more than 500ft away from a Tier 1 
waterbody, provides responders with extra time to protect the Kenai River in the event of a 
hazardous spill. This difference is acknowledged within the DSEIS; however, these risks are 
minimized citing that ''the highway would be reconstructed throughout to meet current standards 
and improve safety". Improved safety along the corridor - while marginally decreasing the 
likelihood of an accident - does not eliminate the risk nor does it mitigate the impact a spill will 
have when it occurs. In order to mitigate the impact a hazardous spill will have, the road must be 
moved away from the river to the maximum degree reasonably possible. 

Limitations of Emergency Response and Cleanup Capabilities 

Emergency Response Assessment Hazardous Materials Spills (HDR 2003b) 
3.4 Constraints to Emergency Response and Cleanup 

"The distance over which some emergency response teams would have to 
travel to reach a hazardous materials spill along the Sterling Highway 
between MP 45 and MP 60 can increase the risk of release to resources 
within the spill migration pathways. In addition, the ability of regional 
responders to respond to and clean up an accidental spill can be impaired by 
weather conditions and the accessibility of the spill. Temperatures along this 
section of the Sterling Highway are often near freezing, which frequently 
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causes "black ice" on the roadway surface, which creates hazardous driving 
conditions. Snow on the roads can slow travel to the spill site, as well as 
hinder spill control activities. Steep slopes can make access· to· the. spill 
difficult and impair the ability to set up spill control equipment. " 

Limited regional capability to respond to significant spills in this area, due to both the capacity of 
local volunteer agencies and the geographic limitations of the area, considerably increase the risk 
posed by failing to move the majotity of traffic off of the Kenai River Corridor. The 2003 risk 
evaluation, Emergency -Response Assessment and Hazardous Material Spill Control lays out 
these limitations in detail. Due to the constraints of the area, and the likelihood of a delayed 
response to a spill, the additional response time that the Juneau Creek Alternative gives local 
responding agencies is a crucial consideration and should be given high priority in the analysis. 

Sustained impacts on the Kenai River and other Tier I Waterbodies 
In addition to the potential impact of hazardous spills, G South also sustains or increases a 
number of existing impacts to the Kenai River and riparian habitat. G South not only fails to 
move the majority of traffic away from the corridor- maintaining current general runoff impacts 

. due to heavy traffic immediately adjacent to a Tier 1 waterbody - but also requires additional 
river crossings. The Juneau Creek alternatives bypass all crossings of the Kenai River, whereas 
the G South route will require an additional crossing and the replacement of the existing bridge 
at Schooner Bend. Additionally, several more small stream and drainage crossings are required 
under the G South alternative. We maintain that, by selecting G South as the preferred 
alternative, DOT &PF and FHW A have highlighted the Juneau Creek alternatives' impact on 
wetlands and human recreation, while showing less concern for these substantial encroachments 
on the Kenai River. 

Relative. weight of the Kenai River compared to other elements . 
Protecting the Kenai - a resource crucial to the environmental, cultural, recreational, and 
economic health of this region - should receive as much, if not more, weight in the decision 
making process as an administrative boundary such as the Mystery Creek Wilderness Area. The 
Mystery Creek wilderness area· is .an extremely small portion of this project, yet carries an 
outsized weight due to the administratively complex process needed to build in the area. 
Conversely, moving the. road away from the Kenai River - an important resource heavily 
impacted by a large portion of the project area- is not being given high priority consideration in 
this project. 

Additionally, we recognize that the Juneau Creek Alternative will bisect the south end of the 
Resurrection Pass Trail and the Juneau Falls Recreation area. We recognize that planning efforts 
and restraint in development are necessary to mitigate· the impacts pf the Juneau Creek 
Alternative to this area. However, we are confident that, were the Kenai River given the 
appropriate consideration in this analysis, the value of long term protection of the Kenai River 
would outweigh the impacts of shortening the trail. 

Should an accident due to the location of the road negatively impact the health of the Kenai 
River, the environmental impacts would be extensive and the economic wellbeing and livelihood 
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of borough residents would be significantly impacted. Although the impacts of the Juneau Creek 
routes a~e concerning, they do not outweigh the opportunity to prevent a major chemical spill or 
the opportunity to dramatically decrease general traffic adjacent to the river. 

III. Lack of Agency and Public Comments on G South Alterative 

This project has· been ongoing in some form since the early 1980's. There have been multiple 
DEISs, scoping periods, and public comment periods. It is not practical to assume continuous 
extensive public engagement with the process over such a long time period. Upon DOT &PF and 
FHW A making a noteworthy announcement about the preferred route, numerous stakeholders 
that were otherwise disengaged voiced significant concerns. Given that it failed to meet a 
perceived need of the project, many of these stakeholders did not consider G South a likely 
option and therefore, did .not submit comments specifically regarding this alternative. As such, 
comments focused on the impacts of the other options and the necessity for further study and 
mitigatimi of those impacts. Given the unique history and the likelihood of public disengagement 
over such a lengthy project period, we believe that ADOT &PF and the FHWA should solicit and 
respond to comments on their preferred alternative before a final decision is made. 

We recognize there are numerous concerning impacts of all alternatives that need to be 
addressed. We request awareness of those issues and that mitigating steps are taken to minimize 
impacts on wildlife for all of the alternatives. However, we strongly oppose the selection of any 
alternative that fails to protect the Kenai River and believe that the protection of such a crucial 
resource should receive the highest priority in the decision making process. 

Please see attachments for additional signatories, signature pages, and resolutions from local 
municipalities opposing the selection of G South. 

Please consider these comments in your reconsideration of the alternative. 

Sincerely, 

Kenai Peninsula Borough; 

City of Kenai; 

City of Homer; 

Cook InletAquiculture; 

Cook Inlet Keeper; 

Kenai Watershed Forum; 

Kenai Peninsula Fishermen's Association (KPFA); 

Kenai River Sportfishing Association (KRSA); 

United Cook Inlet Drift Association (UCIDA); 
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Cooper Landing Advisory Planning Commission; 

ADOT Sterling Highway MP 46-60 Comments 
Attachment A - Additional Signatories 

Kenai River Special Management Area (KRSMA) Board; 

City of Soldotna; · 

Kenai River Professional Guide Association (KRPGA); 

Soldotna Chamber of Commerce; 

Kenai Chamber of Commerce; 

Kenai River Keys Property Owners Association; 

Kenaitze Indian Tribe; 

SalamatofNative Association, Inc.; 

Ninilchik Traditional Council 
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Letter· approved and signed· by: . 

By: 

By: 

~y: 

By: 

By: 

By: 

By: 

~fr1-···. ~~~ .:·-.'/·.·'.~ 

Mike Navarre 

Mayor, Ke"'l:!i Penin~ula Borough 

Pai:Porter 

M~yor, Ci.lY 9fl<;enai 

'l/ 
-: ·~ 

h !]__ J < ' ~~::t Z_OtAJ~{J!'/~ 
Gary ·Fan<!r i 
Exec~~ivep· ector, Cook Inlet Aquiqulture 

Executiv~ Pir¢c~ot, Cook' Inlet Keeper 

E~ecJJtive-Dii'e(:tpr, [(e"al Watershed Forum 

~HP Ail~· ___ _ __ 

Date: 

Date:· 

Date: .. 

Da~e: I D { /L } / (p 

Pr<;~Jderi~, -Kefl~i Peninsllla Fis4ennen's Association (K.PFA) 
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Letter approved and signed by: 

By: 

Ricky Gease 

ADOT Sterling Highway· MP 45-60 Comments 
Attachment B - Signature -Pages 

Date: f o - I Y/ ·z!fJ(lo 

Execu.tiv~ Dir~ctor, Kemti River Sport-fishing Association (KRSA) 

By: 
(9. /(( ( . 
c---ZY .t~~L-.cc:-~--~ 

Erik Huebsch, 

Date: f 0 ·- e7 - ( (: 

Vice.Presldent, United Cook Inlet Drift Association (UCIDA.) 

/] A , 
By:~~:~:-~ Date: )o ·l ~-.. )~ 

Chait, Cooper Landing Advisory Pianning Commission 

By:~·· '······ ···.· 
Ted Wellman 

President, K.RSMA Boatd 

By: 

PeterSpra 

Mayor, City of Soldotna 

By: ;(/~ 1.'0 ~ iJon -~r 
'@ir~ M9Clu§:::> 

·J.() -{-, 7' - ( ~-l)ate: ----'-'--0-.------

Date·, ~/l~J.~h j t! 7 A j /.--.> 
Vtv~ 7.~ [£/ . 7 

bate: 0 c, f I'{. ').(;)I (e 
/ 

Presid~nt, Kenai River Professional Guide Association 

ADOT Sterling Highway MP45-60'Project Comments I Attachment B 

__ -- ----- ---- .. -- ·-<" --- -- -



ADOT Sterling Highway MP 45-60 Comments 
Attachment B - Signature Pages 

Letter approved and signed by: 

By: ·' :cwA~ . : PrY'510tllf i 
.J2012- Tami Murraf ?Jct''n~rr J>otl rC 

Executive Director, Soldotna Chamber of Commerce 

By:~' l!, ·1hllaB:eCl: . 
Date: 10\ I cr·\ ICe 

President/COO, Kenai Chamber of Commerce 

By: Date: / () - ;c;-·-;& 

William T. Bailey, Jr. 

President, Kenai River Keys Property Owners Association 
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Letter approved and signed by: 

Date: 

Executive. Dire~tor, Ken~itze Indian Tribe 

By: Date: I'-' .. -z S ·.2d/J, 

. Chris Monfor 

President/CEO, Salamatof Native Association, Inc. 
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Letter approved and signed by: 

By: Date: ----------------
Ivan Z. Encelewski 

Executive Director, Ninilchik Traditional Council 
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Attachment C - Kenai Peninsula Borough Resolution 

lntroduc~d by; 
Date! 
~\~tloti; 

Vote: 

KEN . .U PENlNSt"l.A BOROt;GH 
RESOTAtmON l()le)-049 

l·h1yor 
OQ.I<M/16 

Allopt~d 

8 Yes, 0 No, 1 Absc:nr 

A RESOLlJTION OPPOSiNG THE SELECTION OF' G-SOUTH AS TB£ l'REFERru!.D 
ALTE~"'iATIVE "FOR THE STERI.-~G IDGHWAY 1\'IP 45-60 PROJECT AND 

St":FPORTING THE Jl.T:'ffiAU CRREK .-\LTERNATI\~ 

\VU~RF.AS, the Sterling Hignway MP 45-60 (Cooper Landing Bypass) project has ·been wl.der 
consideration. b)• the Ala.~ka lJepartment.of Transportation and Public hciltties 
(''lJOT&Pl1'"') and Federal Highway Adininfstratlon ("FHWA') for numerous 
years; Hlld 

WHEREAS, a Draft. Supplt;m~.mtw Envin1Pmcntul Tmp~~ Statement (SEIS) and Drafl. SeC!tion 
4{t) fi~·aluation were releru;¢d tOT" public review in April and May 201 :5; and 

WHEl.u::.AS, on llecember 11,. 2015,lJOT&PF and FHWA aJ.mounced the idaltificatioJl of the 
G-South Alternative as the preferred alremati";e for the project; and a flnal SE!S 
and Reoord of Decision (ROD) are expected in20 16; and · 

WHEREAS, the DOT &PF and F·HW A recognized the importance of proto...1ing Lh~ Kenai 
Rh··cr Conidor in the purpose of the pntiect and included red~l:d risk of spjllB in 
the Kl...-nai Ri~ us a bo::netit of tbr:; proj~:ct; und · 

WHEREAS, the G-Soutl, alt¢rruttive does not adequately protect the Kenai River Corridor; and 

WHEREAS, tbe Juneau Creek Alternative bypasses all c:r:ossings of the Kenai lqycr~ while the 
G.South route "~hill requb:e an a.dditiol.l.al crossing and replacement of an existing 
bridge; and 

:WHERE.i\S~ a substantial portion of G-South WQuld b~ built on thr:· exisLing uli~menl near the 
rivt.-'!, such l.hul4S percent of u~e 0-Snutb Alternative is v.ithln 500 feet of the 
Kenai River or unother Tier 1 stream, a.c; opposed to 25 percent of the Juneau 
Cl'(:ek Alternative. . . . 

WHEREAS, a sma.ll ponion ofthc co~ressiorutl.ly-dcsignated Myli1~;cy Crer:k \VHd.emt:Ss Area 
and the southern end of thr: Resurrection PU8t<o lrilil would be impucle!i by the 
Juneau Creek Altcmaeivt:; ~nd 

WIIERF..AS.- 1ong-tenn protection of the Kenai River, the opportunity to prevent a major
chemical :!lpill in the riv-er, and· the opporumity to signi11C3lltly decrease traffic 
adjacent to tlui river, should take priority in the selection of au altemati\rc:; · · 

Kertal.l\!n!,~ula Borou.&lL, Alaska R>!sallltion 20 16-049 
Pagel of2 
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"'OW. TJIF..REFORE, DE IT RESOT.VF.D nv T:UR ASSF.~"ffiJ..V OJ' 'JllF.. K.F.::!\Al 0 
J1E.N'I:'"o!SULA BOROUGH: 

SECTION 1. Thill. Lh~:: K~::nui Pen:n!!ula Hc:mugh c:p-pc:.st::.ot the ~l~Lion ~f t'?tc G-South 
:llrel'll.t:.[h•e as tl1e )m~fe1·Jed altert~ilC:ive fm·thr;:: SLerlin~t Tli~l1wa>· T\·1P.45-t10 Pm.itlt.::. 

SF.CTlON 2. Thl:ll lh~:: Kt:mai Peninsula ]1(im~h Hu:ppmu:; the !n::]<....._"'til):U of the J1mcau Crcok. 
Alternative as the preferred a[rernadve f(}r Lhe SLe::"lin::.t TTi.ll.hWa.>· MP 45-fiof} 
Proja-1. 

SECTION' 3. · J 'ha[ the Ke::mi P~ninsulo. Borough 1~e..~ (i ove mot IJi ll \V :llker, :l.:l ~ L11te l~gi slu1A 1rs. 
:c!)!"cs.c.ming the Kenai Pcniw\t.la Horou~b, h·:lat"C Luiken~ Commi~kmer af 
DOT&PF :a11d S:a11:ira G:.ucia·A.linc .. the Division Admirumator of the .FH WA to 
:ccvaluate the so.Leotion of G-South~· and give .adequate wei~.ht to the protection of 
;he ~CJ.l.Eii Rivt:::-. · 

SEi,CTI 01'\ 4. Tha( a i:ll l£'Y of Lhi21 :-ez;ol uti,)n =-chal I b~ rrovideU Lu J)()T &PF, FHW A. 

l!t.t::-C'IIU.N' 5. That chis reoolution takes effect imm.edlate[y upon its adopti(}ll . 

. ~lJOIYfJill HY TH.I!. ASSJ:£.i\1.8LY Ol' 1H.Ii. K£NAll~J::J1tiiNSt:LA BOROUHII TlllS 6TH 
DAY o.t:· SEPTEMBER, 2016. 

--?Z"-~-~--0 
l1.TIEST: 

Y:;;: Bagley, Caa;lC'r. Du:mc, Holr.~-:lahl, Jol'.n.;c::~, Kn·:l'J'P, Ogle, Gilman 

l\l:l: Noo.: 

:\b~ul; 

Rc;eoJu1:o1l 201 Ct-<.~19 
J'~,ge:: of:e: 

. . 
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~ Suggestt:d ~y: A9mirlistrat.~on 

CITY OF KENAI 

REI[SOLUTlO'N NO. 2016.43 

A RE~OLUTIO~ OF THE .COUNCJL OF 'IHE CITY OF KENAI, l!J..;.'\SKA,. OPPOSlNG THE 
SELECflON ·OF .o.:s·OUTH A$ 'iHE J;>REFERREJ;) AI.TEf{!~!\:T!YE~ .FOR 'rHE· S'f'ERUNQ 
HIGHWAY MP 45-50 PROJECT AND SUPPORTING. THE. Jti!NEA{J CREEK 
ALTERNAT1\m: · · ·· 

WHEREAS, the Sterling Higli~~ay' MP 45.-<QO (Goop~r Lanmn.g Byp~~J ·projr;ct.has. bc;:cn 
uf19~r !=!Onsidera,tion bY thc .. Afuska 'Dcparlns.ent of 'l'nrilsport.ation and. Public Fad.1Jtie.s: 
f"D.OT&PF-") and. Federal Highway Adrnii:li$~ration {"FH'Wio\~-') Ji)r' numerou?> years; and, 

\i\r"HE~, :a. Draft Suppiern;ep.tcil Environnwn tal ~pact .$t!).iement ($EIS) and Draft 
Section 4(f) Ev.eJuation 'were. released for public revieW in April and May 20 i 5 ; and .. 

'\\'HEREAS; on December ll,·Q.015; DOT&PF and FHWA announct:d the identification 
of'the Q-S_o!,lth Altcn:la.tive. 3.s ·~e; preferred ~ternative for the, project; an.d a finnLSEIS 
at11d Record ofDccfsion (ROD) are expected in 2016; and, 

, 'WHEREAS; the POT&PF ·and :FH'\VA :r~:cogriized the jrnportance of protecting the Kenai 
'Rh:~r .Cor~idor ·41 th~ purpo~~ or the project and included reduced Fisk of spills ·in Ute 
Km:iai River a !I :a.. benefit' of the. proj r.ct; m1d, 

WHEREAS, the G-South rutcii::lative cloes no.t. ade@a~~y protect the Kenai River 
C0~1·idor; ~. · 

)VHERE.AS;, tl,le: J~ne.au. Cn::'ck Alternative bypasses .ali cros~mgs of tho .Kenai Rivet; 
while 'the. d-Smi:th roi1te '"«ri,li require an -a.ddit1on~l c~·oss:ing a,tid r~placen;tent of an 
e,P:a~g bridgci end, · 

\\t'HEREAS, a substa.ntiel portion of G·South would be. built on the eXisting aligrunent 
Mar the ri~;ct, such tij.at 45 percent of1;het:r-South Alt.:;ma.tive.is v;ithiil 500 feet of the 
K~ai Rh'<=r oi- another Tier 1 streamt as oppoS-ed to '25 percO:int of the· J\tne~u Creek 
Alternativ~; and, 

\\rfiE~$ •. a sp:!Eill pprt~on 9f ~e congrcssiomill.y-,desig;natcd Mystery Cn:ek 
\oVHi;iem.ess An~a and the southern c::tid of. the Resur:recUQn Pa:8~ l;r'ail would be 
illipat:t~d by:fhe.Juncau (,!reek Alternative; and, 

WiiEREAf!?,. long-t'en;n protection-of the Kenai River, the opportunity to prcventa major 
chemical spill in the .ri~rer; and the opportunity fu sig~:tifipcwdy· decrease traffic 
a4'ja<;ent to the li,\·cr, should take priorit.y·fu the. selection of an alternative. 

NOW; THEREFORE, BE 1'r 'RESOI.VED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITl OF KffiNAI, 
ALASKA, that: . . 
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SECTION t. 'f·hai lhe Keua.i Cit}· Council O:ppO!jCS the selec.ti.On .. of tb<3. G-SO\lt}1 
a!tert:ia~ as th.e m:efcm:d altcm~;~.tivt: ·for i:he 'St-erling Highuray MP 45-t.O 
~ect. 

SECTlON · 2:T_h.o'lt. the .Ken :ii. Cit}~· C6u ndl ~uppdrts m.e.· seie~tion ·oo tlic ·!.lil.ifi r::-1!. u ereek 
N~e.rn,!i\tit.,rc M ·tl1c pre(em;~ ull.er;mli\•t< for tl:io?,- Si::cding_:Higtm.•a.:v: ·MP 4fi" 
60. Projcd. · 

SECTION 3. That the 'Kciisi ·Ci~· C.olllitll urges G:o.vemo.r E}iU .,Nl;l~~~· ~ sta.t!f::· 
]9gie!ator.~ r:~presen~g ~~ qty·gf K~nai, Marc Luiken, Coi:nmi.9Sion:e·r of· 
UO'!~&PF mtd ;SQ!ldl'~-.. .Gru-cikl-Aline, th('.. P:iv.i~io~. Adii~ti'~tor- qf·the 
FffiVA to 1"~'?~1-l-Eii.t~ ·ihe s,eleciion of G-Snuth,. and .give .adequate weight 
.t.c) llie ptcitectioii ·of the Kcn~LRhtcr .. 

SECTION 4.:Thut a ropy of rbis rc~;ohltkm ·fiira 1l PI::. prm·i4t:1i to DOT&:r,F:, FHW;,.,. 

SECTION 5. That this. rqs'oJu'ti.·Qn takes effect ~ediCI.telyup.on j~ ~dppcl()n. 

PAs~~:~n fiY't~E cOUJi.t::IL.Of. .. THE.CI'l'lf OF IffiNAi,-ALi\'SKA; this,St.h dli;i t:.j Ocwl.:ie!:', 
.~m. . . 

PAT PO.Rl'E~, MAYOR 
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ADOT Sterling Highway MP 45-60 Comments 
Attachment E- City of Soldotna Resolution 

ln1r::.:uced i:!j/ 
D:i:<>: 
,.\c.lio~ 
\id~:· 

CITY O.F SOUJbTNA 
RESOLUTI ON-ZCJ16-(J3,~ 

'M;;,)'Qt ~;li·;·t~j!J.:·~. 

Ott«: or 12, 20:1 o 
Moplet.' 

e.Y.as.:o·Nc.o 

.A RE~OLI,!.i;iqN,OPf!O.SINq l})E'SREGTIGN OF.<3~SOUt'H AS lHE PREFERRED 
ALTERNATIVE· F,;GR.tHE:.ST!:.RLING HIGHW . .;Y MP 45~eo f=:'ROJECT AND 

. . .. :su'I='F>ORTlN,G THE-JUNEAU' CREEK Ai'rERNATI.'ilE . . 

\;~/Mi;;REAS, .tti..e: ~:t,er'i!tlg high,wayc Mf:' 4~-6(} (C.ogpsr Lfln<;li'ng 8'yp;:;~!i.$) pf()i~.ct hi:ls been under 
80risidei'iltioil by 'thi'\'. Al.:as.ka·De-p~ai'iillf..r'lt of Tr.anspor:tation .and Pllblio F-acilities. roor ·~PP'} 
and Federal Hlgh\ifa5~ Adl1!1rii$tra~i0(1,("fHWA'j. for tii1any·year~; ana 

WH:i=REf\.8, a D1~ll Supplemental Environmental .lmpac1· statement (SEll~) ·and Draft Section 
·4(f) Evaii.!Jat!OI1'•V9rc re[easet;:l for:puq_lic: review.in A.prll.and M~·l•.20·15i: and 

·
1ioJHERE.-\S. ·on Q.aoomber. H. '2Qj :5, CDT '&.PF ,and FHWA annou nood -~~~e ide.ntification of the 
&-8<)'oth Alrer.native, l'11S tb_e p~.f~r~d ~~~rn?=~!i~ (Qr ihe project; ·a11d ~ fil)a.i,SEIS ~nd Recorq; 9f 
Decision (ROD~ are.Ectp6-ctell~ in 20.16; :and · 

WHEREAS, the-. OOT &PF ai1d FHWA rsi::ogilized the iniportanoe Of protecting 'the Ker1ai Rhi;;;.f 
C:::~rri<;j9r i~ tte, p1f~P~~or the praje-:::L a~l<l ·h)c:li.Jde:! reduced risk i}f'spiiiELin;1hoi Kenai Rivar a.s a 
Pa1efit of:ttJe projeot; and · 

•,"ii--ER.E:.As, the G"Soutll: a:lterpative de:.es .n·ot.~,adeqqffle~· pmleqj 11:1!5! Kenf.!f ·River Corridor ~rid 
'"'II r'<:~qolm.an additional cn::~sing·antl· replacem·-entof.:ail eXi~lirag tirtogl';;l; ~nd 

WHEREA.S; the Junea~1 CreE:~k ,Z..Jternatr.·e t=·yf,-a5SBSi all cwssings of lhc KerialRivet an{! _ 

WHEREAS,.a subsfantial portion of'G"South vrotikl be ·iJ.uiiUm fiie existing alig'ri.!n!:!nt ncar'lhe 
rly_ef. !:i.Lu;l,th.at.il'5. percerj~ ~f the·:G~Sot,.<th .Ait~rnativ.e. is vr;tnii"t-5<10 teet 01· the .river or.,anoth'ar 
Ti.f!'f i .9.lream, as OP-P9.'Sed tQ 2~ pe;rc.9nt ~ftt.re. ~tmeau Creeh·.~l~r~~tuve;· and. 

WHEREJ\S, a. Slflall portion of 'the. tJprgres.sio.ri.ally-c:je~lgn.a~od. M~~tary· ¢N~?~:\MI dcrnc,ss Arc"' 
ana the: Sclutliem :en::! of th¢ Restltrectbn ·Pa!5~ t(~ii ,,.f(luid.IJE:! iff!~.c.:teq i~y' !Jie .Ju11s2u Cre;;lK 
Alwmatl~re, and 

\'\iH_E~E.i\S: ... Icng~te{ro FmtE:-~.(i'qr ~~ i,h~ 'ti\er~ai River;the o~ltunlt'Y to prever~t~·major chemic:al 
spill fn th~river;.and;'the opportuniW, to·s_tgnitkl;:~rtt)!f de::;rea!;e•.tr~ic.ed}'a·r.:ent f11 th~ ri\1(~( i:ho,!JIId 
triKe pr~ority iri :lh:eootection :Of ali al~ernative; an.d · 

Wt?IEREAS, altho(Jgh .fhe· ptojer~ ·~uea is n6f'l'l.!i1hio &iklo::ilnrl Cihi Lic:ni1s, ~th&: h:\i'ig-ler'm hcallh 
art:;! pr{lte.;:tion of ttie Kenai R~.~r a r.e. vit'ally:importanno .tti o elt'y; ·· 

NOV~'. lH.ERE!Z'Ci'RE. BE IT RESOLVED G:Y THE iziTY :COUNCIL Of THE CITY OF 
squ:X:n~l.:..,:A.L.A~kA.:- . . . . .. 

Seetion 1. Ttltif fl',.e s·old[lfi"ia ':City Coun~oil opiPQM$. 11"1~ Ml!t~dton ·or the \:.'l~.$·p.v~f'i ~~t~rn~tWE'! 
as ·1h0 .1~;-men:oo :.EJMf!latfo.oe Jt:r the.: Ster!in~ His hoi.!•.ay M P 4!3-60 Pr:c;ij~c.!!:. · 
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ADOT Sterling Highway MP 45-60 Comments 
Attachment E - City of Soldotna Resolution 

·Set:1ic:i':l2. Tl'iat the Soldotna, City Council supports th-e> '$~l~atio·ii Of tM Juneau Cre~k 
:f\lternao .... ·e as the. preferred~ :alternafiv.a. ror Dh"' .s1erlin9 .Hi{jhway MP 4.5-60' 
Prqject · · 

.sedion 3. 'That. fils· ~al:J~:\n~ CIL~··Gounc;:lf urges c;:ioverm:r BiH'W~l!.;~r; aJI sfilte legi!jil.f.tor:;· 
r.arir~Jitihg ~l:Je·I{El-.rff.ll Pe6in::;!:Jl~ Boroug~: 'M~;~rc Lwjt<e~. qg_mmi~s!ol"!er·of DQT 
&PF a·no .Sandra. G·arda~AIIne1 too Division· Administrator ·of the- FtfNA. to; 
r~I.I<Jiua1e; the .selection ot :G•Soutn, :and giVe. 'ad.e<j uare vreig~t to the, pr.otectitin 
:of .tile KenaP River This msolutiora shaf~ Mcmne etfecth.ie .imm:l:di1ltetl" upon its· 
-~~ liU."Jil.· . . 

Sedion 4·. That a cottJI i:)f thl:t~~:;;·l,}itJ~io~1 sh~lf be prov.roe:d.'fu OOT"&p·f·.J7tf'~~b\. 

Section 5. Th'attbls'.r~o.i•.JtL9ti:ta:~e!s effe.~:;~ imrr1ed i~f~IY'LiPil.Q'l ls-:ad_q ptian . 

.AITEST'. 7 "" "· .I .. 

Y~; Cf.!f!l)nYa~. r1~U1P.Iri. Eet,G:r, 1,)hi:t6~'. D:ini?l~i ~~«Jnl~"i' 
No:· Nor~ 

. ·4/:.l 
tx:-----
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ADOT Sterling Highway MP 45-60 Comments 
Attachment F- Kenaitze Indian Tribe Resolution 

l~naitze Indian Tribe 
P.O. Bq;< 988, kenai1 ./ilas~ 99~H.;0988 

Resoh~tion Nl). 2016 - 38 

A. RESOLUtiON OI!!'POsiNG lHESEiE~ION OF G~SOUTHAS THE .P."REFERRED AlLTERN!AlWE FOR THE 

STER UNG HIGHWAY MP 45-60 PROJECT AN O·SUPPORTI NG nte:JUNEAU CREEK ALTERN A T,IVE 

Wli~:r;eru.;, :the l{(::naitz~ lnd~an Tribe i~ a 'federally recognized tt~ib<l;l reorgol)_iZ_(!d 1:mqcr· the 
1ndianJieor~nt~ti'on Act of1934·, as' a111eiJ,ded for Alaska in ·19'3 6, and h1·~ccor.da:Q.ce·witb th_e 
"tribal Constitution:the terr-itOl)"Of:thf.·Kenaitz.a indfan''tribeshall extend to.alllands and 
Watets of :the centi·ru and upper Ren~i Penii1sula; and, 

' ', ' J ... -·--.--- ··'·-· '' . . 
:\1\'h'ereas, tlte~Kenaitze [ndian Ir'ib.e1'fas;jufisdietionrtiJ:theJi,.Hlest extentp~ossible·ovet:aU 
Iands-itiid·people ¥viduriJts·teiii'ro&;.and1t>1 \ /.t; \ -7 1>"-J/-/l~,~:.~;:,' -.. · · 

r.: _.- ~;~-;-.:.~;.~\ \-;~~ .j l_ ~~ '···'0-~/--\. \ i1 
/ / ~~~~.) \J ,·~~: ~-.,~ 

Whcr~:;as, th eJ<~n.~1J~~Il~~i~T;i:[hfisJre~.p-o.rc~lhJ~ ~or'~~Mq'f}<!'~' ~~J.Ll.~p,·J;,r~o 1 itit:al,.-a nd 
c~:=onomic progs~~~:;~rf:~t~·-~em~er:s ~P:~ ~eople.within Hs terrtti5cy;1~dg/ /~~, . 
Wher~_as,. fh6~J;;j~l]~&Jtu.r~~. an~~ e~oo'tnt·e ~v.eil~eing. c:Jf.th~· Kenahi~ !ln"dia'i~~f:i~i~·e and thos.e 
It ser:v,js ~s·~~j.t~E~.; ¥ __ ;tfea to. :the.] tin~ .. t. ~r~ ffirhe..'l_·"Lth of.tbe Ke_ fiil~ 'ruvet an. a,,tfi~~l~-}~it_\~ ~P;portsi.,;md 

' r J , I ··""' . -- . . . . . . , ., \ ., \ .. 

wbere~·;:s~0~~~me.!mmeEttqn~ithe·Kenaitt~:tnai~o.t~J~.~:-thr8_q~~ .~nv.rtitt~t~·!a'V.~.~~~d~ll 
ctjsto1n~. rl't~~ ... ~f::!Jlitrr~l n:a dj_oofis at)d pt~cti ccs, pi rl Cc~S :th9'fn;i;tt¢.t.Li(!i~:6fth.t::! ·Ker,tai ~i:iiet,~ncl the 
lif~ 1t/~i~(~~l;!~~-·9:~,;~ip;Ib3il l;~sppllsll>HJ;ty·nfO~ethlghes.t. or.q:es~fl~~;.~;::· . . -· · '>~:-~,::~;\ 
Wb~l~'~)AJ~:>~ce¢ber ;{1, .20];5. D.t~)'f&,Pif;:~nd .Pfiv\~A~ion~i~ll~~~ttl;~.iderifi~1ci!Joti1~t~.~e G:c 
s outl\..Aitelirt~t(Ve as the. preferredialt~rhation· for the St~Hfiit)H1~hwa}• l'!fi~ ·4:s:.6dr~iol~-ci~; and, 

j) (tr··l: I i't ·. ':/ }il nil I I 
Wbtit,e~S';~ti~e-.G-·so·utll' Altet"tiatlve·doJs Ilatadecqi.mte~y pro~.c.·t,th~;Keficil-Ri\•eti;· ~n~J:J d ;: I. , . r ..... ,~ .. (. ,. ... .. 
Wher.ea~ •• tl{e·Jl;i~eali Cr~ek Alterrta~~~-;~~$,~s~s all ci'os$j;[Qfithe.Ket)al R!vi.~r:.i~uq? . 'i 

f 1, . · · \i , .... !"·I ., "-c·. ;{ .. · · .,. ; ; 

Nc3\0.wl~er.erdf~Pg1t~-~~·sM~~at tb;a.~tti~:,~5ih1ilf-}.e:t n'CJi~~i,t;ti~eib~'p~iet uh!'sei ~rn:ien .o~he ·G 

sou Llttalttfr:na!'i~·-lf§~j~~}f1Htif~~d:al~~~if!F~· fO~~fSter~~~g--Hl~li~~·~rf~f!':4s_~·&? fJ·~~~~~~~ a.nd 
suppor~~ th.e -set~ctJ;on .:of~~,e1 1~,!7!)-~au fre~.k":l\iternattve as.,th~:;;pref~~:}~~?:alter~m ~LV"C .lhr,~th ~~ 
Sterling\~iglwmi;¥«' 4S·~~~~_P,tO.jeCt.·:.-~~ ~:-t~,'~~~--'~::,:;}·:; // . J' 

\ \.,,_ -~~:.-/?~''. ?~~-~~£ ~:: ·- . ' // / / 
··~-.... ~/ 

/' 
~ / 
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