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 One-on-one meetings
e Special topic group meetings
— Corridor development (Mat-Su, Military)
— Study designs (fish, belugas, birds, hydrology)
— Preliminary findings of studies
— Section 106/historic preservation
— Indirect and cumulative impacts assessment
 Telephone conversations

* Four Interdispensary Team scoping meetings (March,
April, May, July)
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“Formal” cooperating agencies “Informal” cooperating agencies

« Alaska Department of Natural Resources ¢ Alaska Department of Fish and Game
 Alaskan Command e Alaska Railroad Corporation

« Bureau of Land Management « Alaska Department of Environmental
« Elmendorf Air Force Base Conservation

« Fort Richardson Army Base * Attorney’'s General

e Maritime Administration  Environmental Protection Agency

« Matanuska-Susitna Borough  National Parks Service

«  Municipality of Anchorage  Port of Anchorage

« National Oceanic Atmospheric  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Administration/National Marine Fisheries « U.S. Geological Survey
Service

« Office of Habitat Management and
Permitting

» Office of Project Management and
Permitting

e State Historic Preservation Office
« U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
e U.S. Coast Guard
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« Comments received and logged into database from:
— meetings
— formal scoping comment letters
— emaill
— telephone

e Approximately 770 comments have been logged
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Comment Topic: Alternatives

« Alternatives development
 Reasonable alternatives
o Alternatives screening criteria

Our response.:
e Added more corridor concepts
— Top of the bluff
— Through Base
— Through Port MacKenzie
« Considering other modes of crossing in more detail
« Considering a completely pile supported crossing
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Comment Topic: Beluga whales

Potential impacts

Study plan development
Background information
Incidental take authorization

Our response:

o Continue to work closely with NOAA Fisheries

o Extended beluga whale study from 5 months to 1 year
o Gathered under water sound data on pile driving

* Developing avoidance and mitigation measures
 Began documentation for incidental take

» Investigating other Crossing alternatives






