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

October 11, 2016

Kelly Peterson, PE

Project Manager

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 Act', 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 that 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 FHWA should formally
solicit, consider, and respond to, comments on their selection prior to the ROD.

! 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 project is to bring the highway up to current standards
Jor a rural principal arterial to efficiently and safely serve through-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 FHWA recognize the importance 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 meet the purpose and need of this
project. As such, regardless of the 4(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.

I1. Impacts to the Kenai River

We believe that, in the analysis that lead to the selection of G South as the preferred 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 Avofd 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
spill.” '

Forty-five percent of the G South Alternative remains within 500ft of the Kenai River or other
Tier 1 Waterbodies, compared to 25% of the Juneau Creek Alternative. 33% of G 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 Capabilitiés ‘

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 majority 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 FHWA 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 wezght of the Kenaz River compared to other elements
Protectmg 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 hlgh 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 of 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 are 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.

IIL. 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
FHWA 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
mitigation 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 Inlet Aquiculture;

Cook Inlet Keeper;

Kenai Watershed Forum;

Kenai Peninsula Fishermen’s Association (KPFA);
Kenai River Sportfishing Association (KRSA);
United Cook Inlet Drift Association (UCIDA);

ADOT Sterling Highway MP45-60 Project Comments | Page S of 5



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

Cooper Landing Advisory Planning Commission;

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;

Salamatof Native Association, Inc.;

Ninilchik Traditional Council
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Letter approved and signed by:

Date: ___/© ’l’/ 20l
7 f

By: oA HAAL
Mike Navarre
Mayor, Kenai Peninsula Borough
By: pate: 10/

Pa‘i; Porter
Mayor, City of Kenai

e 19/ 12/

Mayor, \City of Honver

7..//!!.!"'_,", YIS

By:

AN Date: /0//5‘//6
Gary Fandr_!i ‘ ’ '
Executive Director, Cook Infet Aquiculture. .

Date: ,/'0;/"11 1 [ [b

J—a@inclair '

Executive Director; Kenai Watershed Forum

/JL@ HNetl wio/n

Hall
Prcsudenfc, Kena,x Pemnsula Flshennen s Association (KPFA)
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Letter approved and signed by:

By: }/ZIQ/‘M’W\ @JZW pae: [ 0 71 L’/ Z/O[(o
Ricky G'e_aseu
Executive Director, Kenai River Sportfishing Association (KRSA)

GMlz o
By: C/ [ e ~é:"“"’/—? Date: [ © —(7 (€

Erik Huebsch,
Vice President, United Cook Inlet Drift Association (UCIDA)

By: %=

Date: Jo 2 % = )4

gﬁe’tte Cadieux” ~ 4

Chair, Cooper Landing Advisory Planning Commission

By: Date: 10 ~(7 (e

Ted Wellman
President, KRSMA Board

By: \ '/-' Date:
Peter'Spraé{Xg
Mayor, City of Soldotna
By: (éfcwg, ) W Bgop & Date: {et /e, 29 e

\Steve McClure

President, Kenai River Professional Guide Association
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Letter approved and signed by:

By: :" &wj//éﬂ / : ,@f@m}@mﬁ‘ Date: 19 / (c // 6
7(:&724 ’i“/aml Murra{ U Chember Ron rc\ )

Executive Director, Soldotna Chamber of Commerce

By: Mo Q. _ Date: ‘O{ ‘Cj.\l(-e
ééhna Beech
President/COQO, Kenai Chamber of Commerce

By: Gdii o 7@%&/ Date: /& ~/97/C
~
William T. Bailey, Jr.

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

lo-26-(t

Date:

Jaylene P@%wn

_ Executive Director, Kenaitze Indian Tribe

By: &/é/—_‘— Date: /9 -25-22/p

" Chris Monfor -

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

\van y — /0/27/90,/0

By: Date:

Jvan Z. Encelewski

Executive Director, Ninilchik Traditional Council
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ADOT Sterling Highway MP 45-60 Comments
Attachment C - Kenai Peninsula Borough Resolution

tntroduced by Mayur
Date: H0067 16
Aetior : Adopted
Vate: % Yog, O No, 1 Absenc
KENAL PENINSULA BOROUGH
RESOLUTION 2015049

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE SELE(.TION OF G- SbUTH AS THE PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE FOR THE STERLING HIGHWAY MP 45-60 FROJECT AND

WIEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHERLEAS,

WHEREAS,

WITEREAS,

WHEREAS,

'WHEREAS,

WHERFEAS,

WIHEREAS,:

SUPPORTING THE JUNEAU CRFEK ALTERNATIVE

the Sterling ITighway MP 45-60 {Cooper Landing Bypass) project has heen under
consideration. by the Alaska Department of Lransporration and Public Fatilities
{DOTETPF" and Federal Highway Adminfstration (“FHWA™) for numerous
years; and

& Trmull Supplemental Environmentsl Tmpuct Statement (SCIS) and Drafl Section
4{t) Eyaluation were released for public review in April and May 2013; and

on December 11, 2015, DOT&PF and FHWA announced the identification of the
(3-South Altemative as the preferred alternative for the project; and a final SEIS
and Reeord of Decision {RCOD) are expected in 2016; and ‘

the DOT&PF and FHWA recognized the importance of profecting the Kensd
River Corridor in'the purpose of the project and included reduerd risk of hp] illy in
the Kenai River us & beneld ol the project; und

the (-8 oumh alternative does not adeguately protect the Kenal Rh'er Carridor; and

the Junean Creek Alternative b}l‘pasécs all crossings of the Kenai River. while the
GuSowth ronte will require an additionsl crossing and replacement of an cxisling
bridge: and

& substantial portion of G-South would be built oo the existing alignmen! near the
river, such thal 45 percent of the G-South Allernative is within 500 feet-of the
Kenai River or anather Tier 1 stream, as nppnsed to 23 percemt of the Juneau
Creek Altemative. .

& amall portion of the bongrdss_ionall}'-desiglm!ad' My51cty Cfeck Wilikmmtss Arca
and the southern end of the Resurrection Puws teudl would be impucled by the
Junsau Creck Altemative; end

Tong-lery protecuan of the Kenal River, the opportunity to prevent a major
chemical spill in the river, and the oppnnmnty to significantly decrease taffic
adjscent to the river, should take priority in the selection of an altemative; o

Kenal Peninstla Botougl, Alaske . Resolation 2016-049
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NOW, TIEREFORE, IE T RESOLVED DV TIE ASSEMALY OF TIE KENAI
PERINSULA BOROUGH:

BEI'.'.'T[{‘.I'N 1. That the Kenwi Peninsula R:'r.mbh epuises the %]muon of the G-Sovth
alpsinacive as the prefenied altervative for the Sterling Tlighway MP 45-60 Project.

SECTION 2. That the Kenai Peninsula Bomugh suppurts the selection of the Juncau -Creek
Alternative as the preferted alpernarive for the Blesling TTighway WP 45-A0
Frojeet,

SECTION 3. Thar the Kemal Peninsula Borough wrges Governor Bill Walker, 271 slute keyislutins
epresemiing the Kenai Peninsula Burnugh, bMare Luiken, Commissionee af
DOT&PY and Sandra Garcig-Aline, the Bivision Administator of the FHWA to

soevalnare the sclestion of G- Bauth 'md give adequate weipht to the protection of
‘he Xenai River,

SECTION 4. That a cipy of thix zesolution xhall be provided w DOTEPE, FHW A,
SECTION 5. That chis resalution takes effect immediately upor its é.do;nian

ADOPTED BY THE ASSEMELY OF THE KENAL l’l..l\l.NSLLA. BORGUGHL T [11% 6 111
DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2016, D

Blaine Gilman, Assembly President '

ATTEST:
@mmmr:r%
‘- -NIJ‘;@ Z,
“‘\S. * a%3ag (& 4;.
3 o - Sty
- LR L X WA gy T
Juh [:mh:r ship, WMC, Temaugh Cleck X 1 % =
3 % oF
RN fo§
% & &
‘fg.// ,E‘h. o é‘?
N $~:~\
-"f&rmnn'.\'l“"
Yus: Bagley, Caazer. Duane, Holmdahl, Joknacn, Knapp, Ogle, Gilman )
No Noma 3
Alvsein; Weallus ‘ rl I
Resnluron on 201648 ) ) Kenai Peaingd.a Relnugly, Alasas
Pupe 2 0f2
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~ Suggested by, Administration

CITY OF KENAL

RESOLUTION WO. 2016-43

A RESQLUTION OF THE. COUN(.]L OF THE CITY OF KENAL, ALASKA, OPPOSING THE

" SELECTION OF G-SOUTH AS THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE' FOR THE- $TERLING
HIGHWAY MP 45-60 PROJECT AN SUPPORTING THE JUNEAU CREEK
ALTERRATIVE:

WHEREAS, thie Sterling Higliway MP 45-60 {Cooper Landing Bypass) project-has. been

under consideration by the Alaska Department of Transportdton and Public Fécilities

FDOT&PF" ‘and Federal Highway Administration (“FHWY\'ﬁ for: numerous years; and,

WHEREAS, a Dralt Suppl:menta] Bnvironmental Impact Stptement [SEIS) and Draft
Section 4(ﬂ Evaluation were released for public review in April and May 2015 ; and,

WHEREAS, on December 11,-2015, DOT&PF and FHWA announced the Jdcnuﬁcatmn
af the G-South Alicrmative, ag the: preferrc'd alterpative for the project; and a final SEIS
and Record of Decision [RETD] are expected in 2016; and,

WHEREAS; the DOT&PF and FIIWA rocagriized the importance of protecting the Kenai
‘River Corridor in: the purpese of the project and included reduced rsk of spifls in the
Kesiai River asa benefit of the projeet; and,

WHEREAS, the G-Soutl alteipative coes il adequately profect the Kenai River
Cotridor; and,

WHEREAS, the: Juneau Greck Alternative. bypasses all crossings of the Kenai River,
while ‘the, G-Southi rotte will require an additional crossing and replecement of an
existing bridge; and,

WHEREAS, a substantial portion of G-South would be built on the sxisting alignment
fear the river, such that 456 perosnt of the G-South Alternative is within 500 feet of the
Kenai River or another Tier 1 atream, as apposed to 25 percent of the Juheau Creek
Alternatmve; and,

WHEREAS, a small portien of the congressionally-designated Mystery Creek
Wildemess Area and the southern end of the Reswrrection Pass trail would he
imipacted b}f‘ﬂ-xe-.}uncau Creek Alternalive; and,

WHEREAS, lmg—term prctecnon of the Kenai River, the opportunity to prévent a major
chermical spill in the river; dnd the nppoftunmr 1o significuntly’ decrease traffic
adjacent to-the river, should tuke priority-fn the sclection of an alterhative.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KENAI,
ALASKA, that: ‘
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SECTION 1. That the Kenai City Council opposcs the selection of the G-South 4
altertintive as the preferred alternative-for ihe Sterling Higheray MP 45-60
Project.

SECTION 2.That the Kengi City Conndl suppdrls 1he: selection & thic whinecan Creek
Alrernative as the preferred. aliemualive Tor the Sterling Highway MP 45-
0 Brojocs.

SECTION 3. That the Kenai City Council nrges -Govémor Bill Walker, all sipte
Icgislators representing the City of Kenai, Mare Luiken, Cotnmissioner of
DOTREF and Sandfa Garcia-Aline, thé. Division Admiristraior of the
FEWA w reévaluate ihe selection of G-Snuth, and give adecuate weight
1o the proteétiofi of the Kcnal River.

SECTION 4. That 2 copy of this resolintian ahall be privided to DOT&DF, FELWA,
SECTION 5. That this rcsolanon takes effest immediately upon its adnption.

FASSEN HY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KENAL ALASKA, this.3ih day of Oclabiér,
20186,

.

/1./
PA'I PORT ER, ’\MYOR
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Attachment E — City of Soldotna Resolution

Irtrozuced dy Maym Spiagus

Dae: - Dctchcru 2013
Aciion Adapien
“oibes: 5Yes, 080

CITY OF SOLDOTNA
RESOLUTION 2018-039

A RESOLUTION OFPOSING THE SELECTICN OF G-SOUTH AS I'HE PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE FOR. THE: EYERLING BIGHWSY WP 45:60 PROJECT AND
SUPPORTING THE JUNEAU CREEK ALTERNATIVE

WHEREAS the Stering Highway: WP 45-80 (Coopsr Landing Ek;maqc.;« projest has been undet’
ebrigideration by the Alaska Depiaiinent of Transportation and’ Fuhliz Fﬁm[rttes CROT &RF
and Federal Highwey Adralistralion. ("FHWA") fof many years; and

WHEREAS, a Draft. Supplemental Environmental Impact Statemsnt LbFIHJ and: Draft Section
-4-{F] E\raluatlon wore released for public review.in Aaril.and May. 2018; snd

YWHEREAS, -on Decambier 14, 5015, BOT RPF and FHWA. annnuntx'.d the identification of the
G-Solth Alternative =g the pref:srred altarnafive for the projoct; and.a finai SEIS and Recard of
Decision {RTO) areexpscted in 2016;:and

WHEREAS, thie COT &FF aid FHWA retogihized thie lmpnrtanc;u- GF pristacting the Wihal River
Gorridor it tha priposeof the prajecl and included reduced risk &f spills.in. 1h-= Kenai Rivar 48 a
benefit of the pmject and

will ragulre an additional drcsSihg'and- _replac‘em‘eﬁt ol s emahnq bndge and
YWHEREAS, the Junsau Creek Atérnetive bypasses £l erossings of he KenagiRivar and .

WHEREAS, .a substantial portion of ‘G<South waulkd be biilEon e existing aligrment naarhe
river, such thal 43 parcent of the-G:Seuth Alizrnative. is withits 507 feet of the fvir or anothar
Tter | slrean, as opposad to 25 percant of the: Juneau Creek-Alfernative; and

WHEREAS; A amall portlon of the cungresmoﬁall,r-daslgnated Mystany Crask\ Wldorness Aroa
. and the: sotthem end of the Resufreciion Pass tiail wouid. be imjiacted by the Jungau Creak
Alternatlve, and

WHEREAS. long—te:m piotection of the Kenai Hiver, the oppartunity (o pravent:a- majar chemical
splll in tha tiver; and'the opportumty to signiticantly tecraase fraffic. edienent fo the fiver, shiowsld
take ;_uonly inhe-galection of an alternatve. ahd

WHEREAS, althouqh the pinject area is netwibin Soklatnd Gify Limits, the idng-term healih
ard grotection of the Kenai Rivér are vitally importantto thic-city;

NOW, THEREFIRE. BEC IT° REBCLVWED. BY THE TITY C’DUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SBLDE)TI"LA ALASKA:

Se'ctiar’a 1. THt the. Soldetiva ity Coungil oppaseas ha salacinn of the G-Sntth altarnativa
as:the prefered. altefiative for the Sterding Highiway MP 45-80 Project.

Ppgs 12i2 ‘ . 16RES239
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Attachment E — City of Soldotna Resolution

Sedlich 2. Thiat the Soldetid. City Council supports the szlgction of the Juneau Creesk
Allernative as the. prefecred alfarnative Tor the Steriing Highuway MP 45-60
Project:

Heclicn 3. That e Saltiing City-Louncil urges Govarner Bill Walker, all state legislztors
) represknting the Kenal Fennn..u]a Borough, ‘Marc Luu’{en Commlssmner of DT
EPF @nd Sandra. C:arcaa-Allna the Division: Administrator of the FEWA o
ragualuaie: the selgction of f.-u-‘«outn and give Fd&quate weight to the, protectiom
:of the Kenai River This resolution ghali becorie effective immeadiately. upen its:
‘-dopxron.

Géifipn 4. That a copy of hig respiution shall be provided {o BOT 8FF. FEWA

"Seitﬁ on5.  Thatthisresdlution takes effect immedialatyupaiyilsadaptian,

ADQFTED BY THECITY COUNCIL THIS 12TH DXY OF QCTC ER 2014.

Yk Gastma®, Murphy, BaxEr, Whittey, Danicls; Yonliy
Nor  Nore

Pazed of 2 1EREGNIZ
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Attachment F — Kenaitze Indian Tribe Resolution

‘Kenaitze Indian Tribe
P.0. Box 988, Kenai, Alaska 99611-0988
Resalution No, 2016 - 38

‘ A RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE sﬂei:r}mm OF G-50UTH AS THE PREFERRED ALTERMATIVE FORTHE
Nt STERLING HIGHWAY MP 45:60 PROJECT AND-SUPPORTING THE JUNEAU CREEK ALTERNATIVE

]ndlan ltemg?nlzatmn Act of 1'-3 3*1- as arnended fm A]aska in 19'56 and m ‘accor dance with the
T'ribal Constirution the terricary of the Kenaitze indian Tribe shall extend to all lands ad
waters of the cential and upper. Kena Peninsula; and,
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