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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.3, ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, ALASKA
P.O. BOX 6898
EIMENDORE PFB, ALASKA H3506-0898

BAY 31 2005

Regulatoyy Branch
Scuth Section

Ms. Edrie Vinson, Environmental Project Manager
Federal Highway Administration

Alaska Division

709 West Ninth Sureer Room 831

Post Office Box 21648

Juneaun, Alaska 90802-1648

Dear Ms., Vinson:

This letter i=z prepared in our capagcity as coeoperating agency for the
Knik Arm Crossing, Dnchorage, Alaska, Fedsral Highway Administration proijsct
No. ACSTRP-0Q01 {277y. At this time we ars specifically commenting on the
sooping meeting of May .11, 2005. All of the proposed alignment Segments
would impact wetlands or waters of the Unired. S8tates, ragulated under Section
404 (p) .1, of the Clean Water Act, and the areas subject to the ebb and.flow
of the tide, are subject to Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1823,

While most of our specific comments on the scoping meeting are listed
below, in generxal, I found a tendency to under-estimate the alternarives. I
found thar the individual reports on the various alrernatives presented
exhibited a marked bias, and ir appeared that in some cases rhat lintle
research went into the findings.

0f the alternatives presented the variouws bridge desiygns were dealt with
most thorcughly. ¥Yaeb even here a marked preference for a causeway was
deponstrated. - While I-underatand rhat when considering practicable
alvernatives cost is often the driving factor, if your processes are so
limited that only one design is Truly considered, ir might be disastrous for

your project if thav design is found to have unacceptable impacis to the
environment,

While the propose and need I[or the proposed project has been considerably
reworded, it seems that you are nor yer te the point you need te be. The
problens with defining.the purpose and need point out there may not be one.
While using it oply as a screening crirveria for the purpose and need, meeting
the intent of the Alaska Legislature to support the ecanomic walfare of the
State. through development of upper Cook Inlet rransportation systems, may not
be your best cholce as a listed item in the purpose and need statement. This
type of statement gives the impression of building to gavisfy political
programs instead of specific solutions to exisving and prassing problems.

Federal Highway
Administration

JUN 0 7 2008
Juneay, Alaska
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Once again I must guestion the real need to build This atructure to provide
connectivity berwsen the two ports. While I zee it 25 a possible mide
benefit to the strucyure itself, neitcher port has expressed a need, or even
any real desire to he connected to the other peort via a land connection.
Ports by thelr very definition handle layge velumes of freight by using
shipping, and even with the bridge in place that would still be the mosc
efficient way te transfer large amounts of commodities from one port to
another. This connection should cervainly be explored in the EIS, but ¢
wontder how much it adds to the purpose and need.

I believe the interaction with the Alaska Railrcad Corporation was quite

peneficial to the process, It demonstrated a willingness to look at other
alternatives besides a strictly vehicular bridge, j

Sincerely,

Frotest Manager
Soutch Section

Enclosure
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