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Department	of	Transportation		
and	Public	Facilities	

 
DESIGN	&	ENGINEERING	SERVICES	

PRELIMINARY	DESIGN	&	ENVIRONMENTAL	
 

PO Box 196900 
Anchorage, Alaska 99519-6900 

Main: 907.269.0542 
Toll Free: 800.770.5263 

TDD: 907.269.0473 
TTY: 800.770.8973 
Fax: 907.243.6927  

 
 
 

March 5, 2013 
 
Seward Highway Mile Posts 105-107, Windy Corner, Safety Improvements 
Project No.  NH-0A3-1(34) / 56631 

 

Dear Agency Staff Member: 

The Alaska Department of Transportation & Public Facilities (DOT&PF) in cooperation with the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is soliciting comments and information on a proposed 
project to realign and construct safety improvements to Seward Highway between Mileposts 
(MP) 105 and107 (also known as the Windy Corner area).  The project limits are shown on the 
location and vicinity map (Figure 1).  This letter requests agency comments and information 
related to the proposed project, located within Sections 1, 2, and 3, T 10N, R 2W, Seward 
Meridian, on USGS Quad Seward D-7 NW, at Latitude 60.98412 and, Longitude -149.610335.   

Purpose and Need 
The proposed project’s purpose is to improve safety and construct improved parking/wildlife 
viewing areas in the corridor.  The Seward Highway is a National/State Scenic Byway and an All 
American Road, and is the only overland access to communities south of Anchorage, the Kenai 
Peninsula, and the Alaska Marine Highway System at Whittier. The highway supports heavy 
commercial, recreational, and residential traffic.  According to the DOT&PF 2011 Annual 
Traffic Volume Report, annual average daily traffic volumes in the corridor were estimated at 
10,156 vehicles, with the heaviest traffic volumes reported at more than 22,000 vehicles per day 
during peak summer days.  The segment from Anchorage to Girdwood is one of four designated 
Safety Corridors in Alaska due to an elevated rate of fatal/major injury crashes in the corridor.  
Traffic operations in the highway segment from MP 105-107 are frequently disrupted by 
motorists decelerating and parking along the highway shoulder to view wildlife.  This creates a 
high differential in speeds between motorists traveling through the corridor quickly and those 
that are sightseeing.  This differential in speeds and uncontrolled movement of traffic entering 
and exiting the highway contributes to the elevated crash rate in the corridor (Seward Highway 
Motor Vehicle Crash Statistics and Evaluation, 2009, Ron Martindale, DOT&PF, and Safety 
Corridors Annual Review, 2010, 2011, and 2012, DOT&PF).     
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Proposed Action 
The proposed project would (see Figure 2):  
 realign and develop a divided 2-lane highway from MP 105-107, 
 relocate and realign the Alaska Railroad  tracks, 
 construct pullouts/parking areas on both highway sides to reduce motorists parking on the 

highway for wildlife viewing, and 
 construct acceleration and deceleration lanes to access the new pullouts.  

The space created by the road and rail realignment would accommodate improve parking/turnout 
facilities with auxiliary lanes to accommodate traffic entering and exiting the highway. 
 
Project History 
The proposed project is being developed with a combination of State and Federal funds.   
DOT&PF and FHWA will ensure the project complies with the federal National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) process and Executive Orders.   In 2004, FHWA approved a Categorical 
Exclusion (CE) for the proposed Seward Highway Safety Improvements, Indian to Potter Marsh, 
MP 105 to MP 115.  Recent consultation with FHWA concluded re-evaluating the 2004 CE was 
appropriate.  

Existing Site Conditions and Facilities 
The existing project corridor is a two lane undivided highway with narrow shoulders.  A pullout 
is located at Windy Corner on the Turnagain Arm side but it is not large enough to accommodate 
traffic that pulls off the highway to view sheep on the nearby cliffs.  Automobiles are commonly 
parked on the shoulders next to the pullout with people sometimes standing on the highway to 
view sheep.  A small pullout is located on the cliff side about one-quarter mile east from Windy 
Corner.  A trail head pullout for Falls Creek is located at about MP 105.7 and another small 
pullout is located at about MP 106.5.  No acceleration or deceleration lanes exist for the above 
pullouts.     
 
Preliminary Environmental Research 
DOT&PF conducted research using the most current available data to identify environmental 
resources within the proposed project vicinity.  This information is contained in the enclosed 
Appendix A. To ensure that all factors are considered in developing the proposed project, please 
provide your written comments, recommendations, and the additional requested information to 
our office no later than April 1, 2013. 

Feedback received during public and agency scoping on the proposed design concept (Figure 2) 
will be considered in the preliminary design and environmental documentation.  DOT&PF will 
conduct an agency scoping meeting on March 20, 2013 at 1:30 p.m. at DOWL HKM’s office 
(4041 B Street, Anchorage Alaska.  

If you have any questions on the environmental effects, please contact Mark Boydston, 
Environmental Impact Analyst, at (907) 269-0524, or via email at mark.boydston@alaska.gov. 
Questions concerning the engineering aspects of the proposed project can be directed to Tom 
Schmid, P.E., Project Manager, at (907) 269-0543 or at tom.schmid@alaska.gov.    
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Sincerely, 
 

                                                                

Brian Elliott 
Regional Environmental Manager 

 
 
Enclosures:  
    Appendix A 
    Figure 1: Location & Vicinity Map 
    Figure 2: Proposed Design Concept 
 
 
cc:     
    Mark Boydston, Environmental Impact Analyst  
    Tom Schmid, P.E., Project Manager, PD&E   
    Teresa Zimmerman, Team Leader PD&E 
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APPENDIX A 
 
Preliminary Research Results 
 
Air Quality: The project area, situated between Anchorage and Girdwood, is considered by the Alaska 
Administrative Code (AAC) 18 AAC 50.15 as a Class II area, allowing moderate carbon monoxide (CO) 
pollutant increases unless otherwise designated by the State.  Impacts to air quality during construction are 
anticipated to be minimal and temporary.  No long-term impacts to air quality are anticipated.1  

Anadromous Fish Streams and Essential Fish Habitat: The Magnuson-Stevens Fisheries Conservation and 
Management Act (1996) defines essential fish habitat (EFH) as “…waters and substrate necessary to fish for 
spawning, breeding, feeding, or growth to maturity.” Turnagain Arm provides EFH,2 for all five stocks of 
Pacific salmon: King salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha), Red salmon (O. nerka), Silver salmon (O. kisutch), 
Chum salmon (O. keta), and Pink salmon (O. gorbuscha), in addition to Dolly Varden (Salvelinus malma). 
Turnagain Arm may also provide EFH for Gulf of Alaska groundfish species.3   

Adult fish use Turnagain Arm as a primary migratory route, returning to spawning streams, such as Rabbit 
Creek, Potter Creek, Indian Creek, and Bird Creek. The proposed project is not anticipated to negatively impact 
fish passage within Turnagain Arm.  Fill placed within the tidal mudflats, below the high tide line, may slightly 
alter EFH, however measures would be taken to ensure that fill originates from non-contaminated clean rock, 
lessening the adverse effects to EFH. During construction, best management practices (BMPs) would be 
implemented to minimize the effects on EFH. Additionally, in-water construction would occur at low tide, and 
not during critical spawning periods (April-June).4  

Contaminated Sites, Spills, and Underground Storage Tanks: No open records of contaminated sites occur 
between Mileposts (MP) 105 – 107 of the Seward Highway. Expanding past the immediate 2-mile project 
corridor, two Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) contaminated site records exist (MP 98.6 and 
MP 101.5).5 

 MP 98.6 – Pipeline Leak (File ID: 2111.38.003) – Soils, groundwater, and nearby wetlands showed 
signs of a previous spill of an unknown amount. The current status of this site is “active.”   

 MP 101.5 – Indian Pump Station (File ID: 2102.38.046) – Soil and groundwater was contaminated by a 
valve failure on an oil pipeline between Portage and the Port of Anchorage. The site was remediated and 
the current status is “clean-up complete-institutional controls”.  

Adult fish use Turnagain Arm as a primary migratory route, returning to spawning streams, such as Rabbit 
Creek, Potter Creek, Indian Creek, and Bird Creek. The proposed project is not anticipated to negatively impact 
fish passage within Turnagain Arm.  Fill placed within the tidal mudflats, below the high tide line, may slightly 
alter EFH, however measures would be taken to ensure that fill originates from non-contaminated clean rock, 
lessening the adverse effects to EFH. During construction, best management practices (BMPs) would be 
implemented to minimize the effects on EFH. Additionally, in-water construction would ideally occur at low 
tide, and not during critical spawning periods (April-June).6 

Estimated Ground Disturbance: Ground disturbance at the current design stage is not known.  

Federal Recreation Areas: No federal recreational areas exist within the proposed project corridor.7 

Floodplain Management:  According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) flood maps, the 
proposed project area is located within FIRM map panel number 0200051500D, and encroaches into the 100-
year floodplain of Turnagain Arm. A flood hazard permit would be required from the Municipality of 
Anchorage (MOA) to place fill within the floodplain.8  
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Historical Properties, Archeological, and Cultural Resources: Below is a list of cultural resources found 
near the project site according to the Alaska Heritage Resource Survey (AHRS).   

 AHRS# SEW-131 scattered lithics – determined not eligible in 2003.   
 AHRS# SEW-29 AK Railroad – not listed on the National Register, however a determination of 

eligibility has not been conducted.   
 AHRS# SEW-113 Falls Creek Cabin – lacks integrity and was determined not eligible in 2003.   
 AHRS# SEW-566 Potter Connecting Trail – part of historic Iditarod Trail, determined not eligible and 

not included in the National Register. This trail parallels the west side of the Seward Highway.   

Consultation in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) would be 
conducted with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), local tribal entities and other concerned parties 
to confirm the 2004 finding the proposed project would not result in adverse effects on any resources protected 
by the NHPA.9 

Material and Disposal Sites: DOT&PF would supply material sites for the road, subgrade structure and 
surfacing.  If the Contractor elects to use an undeveloped material site, contract language will require the 
Contractor to acquire all necessary permits and clearances for the site(s) and provide copies to the DOT&PF 
Project Engineer prior to development.  Per DOT&PF specifications, the Contractor will also be responsible for 
implementing a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan.  Material from a borrow site that has not received the 
appropriate permits and clearances will not be accepted for project construction.  Disposal of excess material 
outside Chugach State Park will not occur without prior approval from the Chugach State Park (CSP) 
superintendent. 
 

Migratory Birds and Bald Eagle Nests: For the project area, the U.S Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
recommended time periods for avoiding vegetation clearing in order to protect migratory birds in Alaska is from 
May 1 to July 15.  Canada geese and swan habitat begins April 20.  The USFWS performed an aerial survey for 
the Seward Highway from MP 105 to 115 in 2003, and concluded the mountains within this project corridor are 
too steep to support eagle nesting habitat.10  DOT&PF will confirm with the USFWS that this is still the case.  If 
any Bald Eagle nests are found during field work activities for this project, further consultation with the 
USFWS will occur.  

  

Local Land Use & Transportation Plans: The proposed project is included within Alaska’s 2012-2015 
Statewide Transportation Improvement Plan. The proposed project is consistent with relevant policies in the 
following land use and transportation plans: 

 Draft Chugach State Park Management Plan (2011) 
 Turnagain Arm Comprehensive Plan (2011) 
 Seward Highway Corridor Partnership Plan (1998) 
 Seward Highway Scenic Corridor Plan (1981) 
 Anchorage Trails Plan (1997) 
 Turnagain Arm Management Plan for State Lands (1994) 

Land Ownership/State Land Use Plans/State Parks: A land exchange between DOT&PF, Alaska Railroad 
Corporation (ARRC), and the Alaska Department of Natural Resources (DNR) was authorized in 2000 by 
Senate Bill 235, to allow DOT&PF to construct safety improvements along Seward Highway by realigning the 
highway along the park boundary.11  
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CSP is considered a Section 4(f) property under the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, and a Section 
6(f) property under the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act (LWCF) of 1965. DOT&PF would work 
closely with CSP officials in the development of the proposed transportation improvements to avoid and 
minimize adverse effects to the CSP. The 2004 CE included a Section 4(f) Evaluation and DNR concurrence 
with the proposed Section 4(f) mitigation, which included exchange of abandoned road right-of-way for the 
necessary CSP land at slightly less than a 1:1 ratio.  DNR concurred that the proposed land exchange would not 
impair the CSP’s intended purpose, and that the highway realignment would enhance the remaining parkland 
for its intended purposes, specifically at Windy Corner. DOT&PF would continue to coordinate with ADNR to 
finalize construction and material site boundaries for this particular segment.  DOT&PF would also work with 
the DNR/LWCF State liaison to complete the conversion and replacement process for 6(f) properties.12   

National Parks, Preserves, Monuments, and Wild and Scenic Rivers: No National Parks, Preserves, 
Monuments or Wild and Scenic Rivers are located in the proposed project area, or surrounding vicinity.13   

National Wildlife Refuges:  No National Wildlife Refuges exist within the vicinity the project area.14 

Navigable Waters:  A review of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Alaska District’s List of 
Navigable Waters web page indicated that none of the waterways within the project corridor are navigable.15   

Receiving Waters and Impaired Waterbodies: The receiving waterbody is Turnagain Arm.  According to the 
DEC, no impaired waters exist within the project area.  Temporary water quality degradation would occur due 
to construction within the Turnagain Arm mudflats. Disturbance to normal surface silt levels would likely cause 
increased turbidity around the proposed project area. Impacts from increased turbidity are expected to be 
temporary and not pose long-term threats to aquatic species adapted to the Turnagain Arm area.  A Storm Water 
Pollution and Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will be developed for this project in compliance with the Alaska 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit for construction activities.  Temporary water quality impacts 
would be minimized through implementation of erosion and sedimentation control measures, as outlined in the 
SWPPP.16  

State Refuges, Critical Habitat Areas, and Sanctuaries: No State Refuges or Sanctuaries are present in or 
around the project region. 17 

Threatened and Endangered Species: The Cook Inlet distinct population segment (DPS) of beluga whales 
(Delphinapterus leucas) is listed by National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) as endangered/threatened under 
the Endangered Species Act. Critical habitat was designated for the Cook Inlet DPS beluga in 2011, comprising 
7,800 square kilometers and including all waters of Turnagain Arm.  DOT&PF and FHWA will prepare a 
biological assessment and consult with NMFS in accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act.18   

Wetlands & Waters of the United States: A wetland delineation conducted in 2001 as part of the 2004 CE 
determined that tidal mudflats are the only type of wetland in the project area. Relocation of the road and rail 
into Turnagain Arm from MP 105 – 107 would result in fill of intertidal estuarine mudflats, consisting of 
inorganic silt material. Mitigation for the proposed fill is anticipated to consist of an in-lieu-fee, as determined 
by the Anchorage Wetlands Debit-Credit Method, however, this will be determined as part of the Section 
10/404 permitting process.  Field observations will be conducted to verify that no other wetlands are present 
within the project corridor.19  

Wildlife Habitat: Terrestrial mammals such as moose (Alces alces), brown (Ursus arctos) and black bears 
(Ursus americanus) have been observed within the project area. These animals either reside atop the steep 
Turnagain hillside or traverse through the area to other habitats.  Windy Corner is also a prime viewing location 
for mountain goats and Dall sheep (Ovis dalli dalli). Mineral lick areas were identified by ADF&G, as part of 
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the 2004 scoping effort, to aid in the protection of Dall sheep. Blasting would not occur at or near the mineral 
lick sites, or when Dall Sheep are present within a designated blast zone.20  
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SEWARD HIGHWAY  

MP 105-107: WINDY CORNER 

PROJECT  NO. 56631 

 

AGENCY SCOPING MEETING 

March 20, 2013 at 1:30 p.m. 
NOTES 

 

 
PROJECT OVERVIEW AND GOALS 
Reconstruct Seward Highway from MP 105-107 to address long standing safety concerns by realigning the road 
and railway to meet current design standards and constructing recreational/parking areas.  
 

DISCUSSION ITEMS 
1. Introductions 
2. Overview of Project Purpose & Need 

Steve Noble (DOWL HKM) gave a PowerPoint presentation on the project area, project history, 
proposed action, environmental documentation/permitting plans and next steps, including the possible 
formation of a Technical Advisory Group. He reviewed a list of concurrent projects taking place along 
the Seward Highway corridor and the context of the Windy Corner project in relation to others.  
 
Windy Corner is an offshoot of the original Seward Highway MP 105-115 project and that it is the only 
section of highway that has progressed to the design phase. The remainder of the original project 
corridor is still at the preliminary design and environmental phase. The Seward Highway is an All-
American Road, Alaska Scenic Byway, and a USDA National Forest Scenic Byway. He said the 
importance of these designations have not been lost on the DOWL HKM design team.  

 
Steve said one of the traffic goals of this project is to differentiate and separate the various uses in the 
corridor. The different traffic speeds within this confined area (e.g. those who want to pull off and view 
wildlife vs. those who want to pass through) are the main causes of the safety concerns in the area. The 
corridor has an Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) number of 10,000 vehicles per day, however, in 
the summer that number is more like 22,000. From a traffic engineering perspective, a two-lane 
highway peaks out at ~12-14,000 cars a day. Peak summer traffic on the Seward Highway isn’t confined 
to a few hours, traffic is heavy all day and night. In addition, the road geometry does not meet current 
standards for a 55 mph posted speed and there is an elevated fatal/major injury crash rate. Steve said 
Windy Corner is a priority because MP105-107 has the highest number of fatal crashes (8 fatal and 27 
major injury crashes since 1977) in the corridor. 

 
3. Overview of Project History 

i. 2004 CE covering MP 105-115 
ii. 2007 Preliminary Engineering MP 105-107 

iii. 2011 Value Engineering MP 105-107 
Steve said a Categorical Exclusion (CE) was done for the MP 105-115 corridor in 2004. A Preliminary 
Engineering Report (PER) was completed for Windy Corner in 2007. Between 2007 and 2011 
alternatives were developed that culminated in 2011 with a Value Engineering (VE) study of several 
alternatives. The alternative that DOWL HKM is proceeding with arose out of the VE study as the 
proposed action. It consists of a divided south and northbound lanes and a realignment of the railroad 
into Turnagain Arm. The roadway would have a single through-lane in each direction with a right-turn 
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auxiliary lane (deceleration lane) into a pullout and an acceleration lane out of a pullout. There may 
also be pullouts/recreational areas that would be accessible from both directions. Steve stressed that all 
of these ideas are still in the concept phase.  

 
4. Proposed Action 

i. Preliminary Design Details 
ii. Potential Rock Cut Areas 

iii. Preliminary Material Source Investigations 
i. Agency Consultations and Permitting 

Steve said the team will need between one and two million cubic yards of material to construct the 
proposed alternative but they will not be able to get that quantity from the two identified rock cut areas 
within the project area. The team is looking at areas on either end of the corridor. Steve said DOT&PF 
is in the process of permitting and starting investigation of material sites between MP 104 and 109. The 
team has received some feedback emphasizing the need to minimize impacts to sheep habitat. Steve said 
he envisions a terraced approach to stepping back the rock face. 
 
The typical divided lane section is expected to have a four foot shoulder, a 12-foot through lane, and a 
12-foot auxiliary lane with an eight foot shoulder. Steve said he expects the speed to be 55 mph. To 
accomplish the necessary sight distance and curbs, there will need to be some excavation of the rock 
face. 
 

5. Previously Raised Issues/Concerns  
 Past concerns expressed by agencies include recreational access, traffic safety, visual impacts, and 
ROW. Most of the work can be done outside of the existing road alignment but getting the material to 
the site will be the most challenging aspect of traffic control. Chugach State Park (CSP) exists on both 
sides of the highway. If the project goes outside of the existing ROW, they will need to acquire property 
from CSP and go through the 6(f) process. 
 
Barb Hotchkin (Alaska Railroad Corporation) asked why there is such a wide separation between the 
highway lanes and what about impacts to mudflats (jurisdictional Waters of the U.S.), essential fish 
habitat (EFH), and designated critical habitat for belugas.. 
 
Steve said the separation is there to preserve as much of Gorilla Rock as possible, which was a request 
made by ADNR, Parks. Steve said the proposed action does have a greater footprint in these areas. He 
said one of the reasons for this meeting was to determine agency priorities and to incorporate those 
priorities into the proposed action design. 

 
6. Environmental Documentation and Permitting  

Kristen Hansen (DOWL HKM) said DOT&PF has consulted with FHWA and it was determined that a 
CE reevaluation on MP 105-115 is appropriate. 
 

i. Issues Covered in 2004 CE 
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) 
Beluga habitat (not listed as endangered in 2004) 
Sheep habitat (e.g. mineral licks) 
Impacts to estuarine intertidal mudflats (jurisdictional under Section 404) 
Historical/archaeological sites (found no adverse effect in 2004) 
CSP ROW impacts (land acquisition would trigger Section 4(f) and 6(f) evaluations) 
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ii. New Considerations for CE Re-Evaluation 
Kristen said that beluga whales were listed as endangered in 2008, after the 2004 CE, so this is 
a new issue that will need to be addressed. Dr. Tamara McGuire (LGL) will be doing a 
Biological Assessment (BA) and assisting DOT&PF with consultation.  
 
The Kittlitz’s murrelet could be listed as an endangered species by USFWS in September 2013, 
and it does occur in the Turnagain Arm area. DOT&PF will do an informal consultation with 
USFWS on the murrelet. 
 
Kristen said DOT&PF and FHWA will also conduct Section 106 consultation with the State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and tribal entities. DOWL HKM will also look at the 
additional material sites and perform an eagle nest survey, per a recent recommendation by 
USFWS. 
 
 

iii. Agency Consultations and Permitting 
Kristen said the following consultations/permitting will be required: 

− Section 4(f) / 6(f) Analysis  
o consultation with ADNR – Chugach State Park 

− EFH Assessment  
o consultation with NMFS 

− Section 7 consultation  
o NMFS and USFWS 

− Section 106 consultation  
o SHPO and tribal entities 

− USACE Section 404/10 Permit 
− MOA Flood Hazard Permit 
− ADEC Section 401 Water Quality Certification 
− ADNR Park Use Permit 

 
7. Overview of Project Schedule 

Steve said he envisions the project to be federally and state funded and that there is more than $40 
million currently available from prior state appropriations. Past estimates for the project have been 
between $50 and $70 million. 
 
Next steps include continuing the engineering and environmental studies, collecting public and agency 
input (the agency scoping deadline is April 8, 2013), completing design and permitting, acquiring ROW, 
and construction. 
 
The environmental process is expected to end in summer 2014 with the design study ending in spring 
2014. Final plans, specifications, and estimates (PS&E) and ROW acquisition will be complete in spring 
2016. Construction is scheduled for 2016-2017. 
 

8. Comments/Questions/Discussion 
i. Determine Interest in Forming an Agency Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 

Kristen said the project team will follow up with agencies to see if there is interest in setting up 
an agency TAG. If so, the TAG will meet to get updates on the project design process, and to 
discuss permitting issues.  
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Barb (ARRC), Will Frost (ADF&G), and David Griffin (State Parks—DPOR) said they were 
interested in participating.  
 
Tony Schwamm (Anchorage Fire Department) asked that they be included in the design of 
potential water access for emergency response to Northern Cook Inlet/Turnagain Arm.  
 

ii. Collect Initial Agency Input on Project Issues and Permitting Requirements 
David asked where recreational users access Turnagain Arm.  
 
Tony said as a kite surfer he occasionally uses Windy Corner, but it is not the best spot for 
recreational users because water currents are variable in this area. 
 
Anne Brooks (Brooks & Associates) asked if the currents would change with the proposed road 
extension.  
 
Tony said the currents are variable all the way across the arm from Windy Corner to Hope.  
 
Anne asked if there is a kite surfer organization. Tony said there is an informal organization that 
shares information about riding conditions in Turnagain Arm (currents, safely crossing the 
railroad tracks, points of access, etc.). 
 
Tom Schmid (DOT&PF) said historically this area has been used by windsurfers. Kite boarding 
is relatively new. Tom would like to know more about the type and size of rescue equipment AFD 
is using. He said Windy Corner is centrally located on Turnagain Arm and the launching point 
always has water, so it makes this area ideal for emergency access. 
 
Brian Lindamood (ARRC) said their experience is that any time DOT&PF provides a 
pullout/stopping point on the highway, there are trespass issues. From ARRC’s perspective, 
access has to happen. Crossing at grade is not optimal.  
 
Tony said the design team should consider annual maintenance (dredging) and whether a front 
end loader/bulldozer would need to clean out the access points each spring. 
 
Barb asked if the project team considered any other alternatives that did not require ARRC 
relocation. 
 
Steve said previous consultants have worked with DOT&PF to narrow down the alternatives and 
that the proposed action alignment was chosen to proceed to design. He did say there is time to 
make adaptations to meet stakeholder needs.  
 
Barb would like to see the evaluations that were conducted in the past on previous design and 
engineering efforts so that ARRC can look at them.  
 
Steve said DOWL HKM can provide a copy of the VE study. He pointed out that the VE study 
only evaluated three alternatives, not all of the original options. 
 
Brian said there are a lot of disadvantages to this project for ARRC including having to request 
ROW from DNR. He said DNR Division of Mining, Land, and Water will not give them rights to 
submerged land. In the last 10 years, this corridor has shown the largest growth in railroad 
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traffic. Another issue is railroad tracks being exposed to the weather along Turnagain Arm. He 
said ARRC is going to need to know that the slope on the outboard side of the railroad tracks is 
reasonably buttressed to combat weather. They are also concerned about increased pedestrians / 
trespassing issues. 
 
There was discussion about the ability/constitutionality of DNR Division of Mining, Land and 
Water giving ARRC submerged lands.  
 
There was a question of how recreational access to Turnagain Arm would impact belugas. 
 
Tamara said the idea of Windy Corner being a public launch site is scary from a safety 
perspective. However, she also said there have been a lot of mass strandings of belugas in the 
area and she thinks having an access point to get to them could be beneficial. There was 
discussion about ways to restrict access to the Windy Corner launch site. Anne pointed out that 
there has already been public request for access to launch from the area. 
 
There was discussion about what recreational access would look like and its potential impacts.  
 
Tom said the scope of this project dealt with the road design only and that any comments on 
recreational access should be submitted during the agency scoping period. 
 
There was discussion about how adding a parking lot would increase the already persistent 
problem of people trespassing and crossing the railroad tracks to view wildlife/scenery.  
 
Lucille Baranko (State Parks—DPOR) said her predecessor, Bill Evans, had already created 
some conceptual designs for pedestrian access that were at-grade and above the railway.  
 
Brian said ARRC would prefer an underpass.  
 
Tom said he will work with DOT&PF coastal experts to come up with some water access 
designs. 
 
Lucille asked why the divided highway was decided as the optimal design.  
 
Tom said previous work with DNR highlighted a desire to preserve Gorilla Rock. This required a 
divided highway to preserve the rock.  
 
Lucille asked about a previous concept that showed the entire road on the side of Gorilla Rock 
with one entrance into a parking area and there was discussion about people potentially turning 
around either in traffic or at the end of the divided highway to view wildlife.  
 
Tom said that concept was a two-lane road with shoulders but that the DOT&PF isn’t supportive 
of the concept because it doesn’t achieve the department’s safety goals. 
 
There was also discussion about the importance of Gorilla Rock and the role it plays in the 
natural scenery and how it provides an eddy/backwater for migrating birds and eulachon. There 
was a lengthy discussion about putting the parking area in between the two sections of the 
highway and removing Gorilla Rock.  
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Steve said he had concerns about this design. It would add more fill to the overall project needs 
(increasing the project cost) and he does not know how to prevent people from walking across 
the highway. 
 
Barb will call Valerie Gomez (DOT&PF SHPO Coordinator) with historic resource concerns. 
She will keep Tom, Mark, and Steve updated. 
 
David said dealing with the LWCF conversion and associated costs with a potential 800-foot 
ROW is going to be a big challenge. 
 
Lucille would like to know more about beluga habitat and potential impacts this project would 
have on the habitat.  
 
Tamara said part of the biological assessment will look at the project’s direct effects on belugas 
and the indirect effects on their prey. 

 
Lucille would like to know more about the section north of MP 107 and whether it could be 
widened or improved.  
 
Tom said DOT&PF is looking at the whole corridor (Girdwood to Anchorage), but that the 
DOT&PF is focusing on this corridor because it is a high priority and there is a strong desire 
for safety improvements.  
 
Lucille asked about the cause of the accidents in the corridor and the data that supports those 
assumptions.  
 
Steve said there are police reports on all of the accidents that document the cause (if known) or 
situation. The project team is using previous traffic analysis statistics from the CE. The CE said 
there was a 60% increase in rear end accidents in this corridor as a result of wildlife viewing. 
From a traffic engineer’s perspective, he would like to design a roadway that is forgiving to all 
types of driving so that people can make mistakes without getting into an accident.  
 
Anne said the DOT&PF just published a highway safety audit report. There is a link to the 
report on the project website. 
 
Jim Bales (ADF&G Habitat) said the comments ADF&G made in the 2004 CE would still apply 
in regards to impacts to sheep and goats (mineral licks, blasting time frames, material sites). 
Jessie Coltrane (ADF&G) would likely want to be involved when it comes to updating concerns 
and on discussions about potential material sites. They plan to submit comments before the 
scoping period closes.  Will Frost will be the main point of contact at ADF&G for this project. 
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5/10/2013

1

• Tom Schmid
DOT&PF, Project Manager

• Steve Noble
DOWL HKM, Project Manager

• Project Team Leads
 Aaron Christie, Project Engineer
 Mark Boydston, Environmental
 Anne Brooks, Public Involvement

Welcome and Introductions

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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5/10/2013

2

• Review project history

• Review purpose and need

• Present proposed action

• Summarize environmental issues covered in 
the 2004 CE & new considerations 

• Collect agency input on project issues

• Determine interest in forming an Agency 
Technical Advisory Group

Purpose of Today’s Meeting

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

Seward Highway Corridor

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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5/10/2013

3

• All-American Road

• Alaska Scenic Byway

• USDA National Forest Scenic Byway

• Wildlife viewing

• Recreation

Corridor Qualities

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

Project Area

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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5/10/2013

4

Primary Objectives
Safety improvements
Realign and divide highway between MP 105-107 
to meet current design standards
• 2-lane highway
• Realign Alaska Railroad Corporation (ARRC) 

tracks

Other possible improvements
• New/expand pullouts for parking and recreational 

access
• Acceleration and deceleration lanes to improve 

access to pullouts

Purpose

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

• Average daily traffic ~10,000 vehicles

• Peak summer traffic >22,000 vehicles

• Road geometry doesn’t meet current 
standards 

• Safety
 Elevated rate of fatal/major injury crashes

 Wildlife viewing contributes to elevated crash rate

 Separate modes/corridor uses

Need

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

_________________________________________________ 
Appendix C - Page 22



5/10/2013

5

Why Windy Corner?

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

This Project

G
ir
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d
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sh

Safety Corridor Designation

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

• Seward Highway Safety 
Corridor, MP 87-117

• Designated in May 2006

• Fatalities and major injury 
crashes
 Before Safety Corridor        

(Jan. 1, 1996 – May 26, 2006): 
9.0/year

 After Safety Corridor
(May 27, 2006 – Dec. 31, 2012 ):                   

5.8/year (-36%)*
*traffic data through 12/31/12
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5/10/2013
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Work Completed to Date

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

2004 MP 105-115 
Categorical Exclusion (CE)

2007 
MP 105-107 Preliminary 

Engineering 
2011 MP 105-107 Value 

Engineering Study

MP 105-107 Windy Corner (NOW) 

Existing Road and Railroad

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

Existing Road

Existing Railroad

MP 
107

MP 
106

Falls Creek 
Trailhead
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5/10/2013
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Proposed Action

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

Realign highway to 
meet current design 
standards

Create section of 
divided highway

MP 
107

MP 
106

Falls Creek 
Trailhead

Proposed Action

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

Realign highway to 
meet current design 
standards

Create section of 
divided highway

Relocate ARRC tracks

MP 
107

MP 
106

Falls Creek 
Trailhead
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5/10/2013
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Proposed Action

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

MP 
107

MP 
106

Falls Creek 
Trailhead

Expanded pullouts 
and parking areas

Acceleration/deceleration 
lanes for wildlife viewing and 
recreation access

New pedestrian 
undercrossing

Typical Travel Lane Section

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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5/10/2013
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Proposed Action

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

Potential Rock Cut Areas

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

MP 
107

MP 
106

Falls Creek 
Trailhead

Area 2

Area 1

• Areas 1 & 2 are potential rock cut locations
• An estimated 1-2 million cubic yards is needed
• Additional sources will be needed outside the project 

area
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Preliminary Material Source 
Investigations

Typical Rock Cut Section

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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5/10/2013
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What Will It Look Like? 

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

Bird Point curve 
radius: 1,330 ft

• Recreational access

• Traffic safety

• Visual impacts

• Right-of-way

Previously Raised Issues/Concerns

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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5/10/2013
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• Wildlife viewing

• Water access

• Bicycle 
facilities/roadside 
shoulders

• Rock climbing

• Chugach State Park

Recreational Access Issues

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

• Vehicles slowing to view 
wildlife

• Curves do not meet 
current design standards

• Turning traffic

• ARRC trespass

• Rockfall

• Limited passing

• Excessive speed

• Inattentive/negligent 
driving

Safety Issues 

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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Traffic Control

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

Summer construction = peak travel season

• Large vertical rock cuts

• Loss of rock outcroppings

• Material sources

Visual Impacts

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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Right-Of-Way

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

• 300 ft. road right-of-way

• 200 ft. rail right-of-way

• Overlapping interests within the project area

• Right-of-way acquisition could provide 
opportunities for improved park access

Chugach State Park

CHUGACH STATE 
PARK

ANCHORAGE

PROJECT AREA

TURNAGAIN ARM

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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• Funding identified through 
2012-2015 Statewide 
Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP)

• Combination of state and 
federal funds

• Previous estimates:

~ $50-70 million

Funding

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

• FHWA will require a Re-Evaluation of the 2004 
CE (MP 105-115)

• Will address changes to:
• proposed action

• affected environment

• regulatory requirements

Environmental Documentation
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CE Re-Evaluation 

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

• Issues covered in 2004 CE:
• Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) 

Assessment
 Beluga habitat
 Sheep habitat
 Impacts to estuarine 

intertidal mudflats
 Historical / archaeological 

sites 
 Impacts to Chugach State 

Park (land acquisition)

CE Re-Evaluation
• Section 7 consultation for 

Belugas
 Listed as endangered in 

2008

 Designated critical habitat 
includes Turnagain Arm

 Biological assessment will 
be prepared 

• Kittlitz’s murrelet
(candidate)
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• Section 106 consultation

• Proposed material sites

• Eagle nest survey

CE Re-Evaluation

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

• Section 4(f) / 6(f) Analysis 
 consultation with ADNR – Chugach State Park

• EFH Assessment 
 consultation with NMFS

• Section 7 consultation 
 NMFS and USFWS

• Section 106 consultation 
 SHPO and tribal entities

• USACE Section 404/10 Permit
• MOA Flood Hazard Permit
• ADEC Section 401 Water Quality Certification
• ADNR Park Use Permit

Agency Authorizations Needed
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• Secure right-of-way

• Construction

Next Steps

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

• Update engineering 
and environmental 
studies

• Continue collecting 
public/agency input on 
proposed action

• Complete the 
design/permitting

Project Schedule
• Preliminary Engineering and Environmental 

Documentation

 January 2013 — Summer 2014

• Design Study

 January 2013 — Spring 2014

• Final Plans, Specifications & Estimates:  

 Spring 2014 — Spring 2016

• Right-Of-Way Acquisition: 

 Summer 2014 — Spring 2016

• Construction

 2016 — 2017 
Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect
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5/10/2013
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• Website 
www.windycorner.info

• Features information on:
 Schedule
 Meetings/Public Input 

Opportunities
 Documents, Photos & Maps
 Project Team
 Contacts

Keep Up To Date On The Project

Integrity  ∙  Excellence   ∙  Respect

Thank you for your time!

Comments / Questions
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Boydston, Mark A (DOT)

From: Boydston, Mark A (DOT)
Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 2:10 PM
To: Mandy Migura (Mandy.Migura@noaa.gov); 'brad.smith@noaa.gov'
Cc: Schmid, Tom J (DOT)
Subject: Seward Highway Safety Improvements, Windy Corner, MP 105 to MP 107

Dear Agency Staff:  
 
The Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities, in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration, 
is soliciting comments and information on a proposal to project to realign and construct safety improvements to Seward 
Highway between Mileposts (MP) 105 and107 (also known as the Windy Corner area).  The project’s scoping materials 
can be accessed from the link below in the folder titled 56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter:  
 
http://dot.alaska.gov/creg/PDE/projects/56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter 
 
After reviewing the scoping materials please reply with the following information:  
1. Further analysis needed to evaluate sensitive resources potential impacted by the proposed project.  
2. Regulatory permits and/or clearances required from your agency.  
3. Any concerns or issues your agency or organization might have with the proposed project.  
 
We are requesting that comments be delivered by April 24, 2013.  If you feel that someone else in your organization 
should receive this notification, please forward this email to them so they may comment.  
 
Thank you,  
Mark Boydston 
 
 

 

Mark Boydston, Environmental Impact Analyst II  
Alaska Dept. of Transportation and Public Facilities 
Preliminary Design and Environmental Section  
P.O. Box 196900, Anchorage, Alaska  99519-6900 
Phone 907.269.0524| Fax  907.243.6927 
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Boydston, Mark A (DOT)

From: Boydston, Mark A (DOT)
Sent: Tuesday, March 05, 2013 5:00 PM
To: 'ak_fisheries@fws.gov'; 'ellen_lance@fws.gov'; 'lori_verbrugge@fws.gov'; Jennifer Curtis 

(Curtis.Jennifer@epa.gov); Lindamood, Steve D  POA; 'tobishtg@muni.org'; 
'urbanusjd@muni.org'; Boothby, Taunnie L (CED); soa.webmaster, Alaska (DOA 
sponsored); Stergiou, Elizabeth M (DEC); Bainbridge, Steven T (DEC); 
'jim.rypkema@alaska.gov'; Krauss, Brenda K (DEC); Ashton, William S (DEC); Heil, 
Cynthia L (DEC); Marie, Megan E (DFG); Davis, Tammy J (DFG); Coltrane, Jessica A (DFG); 
Ayers, Jean M (DNR); Romsland, Renee C (DNR); Walton, Michael L (DNR); Burger, 
Raymond A (DNR); DNR, Parks OHA Review Compliance (DNR sponsored); 
'judith.bittner@alaska.gov'; Ayers, Jean M (DNR)

Subject: Seward Highway Safety Improvements, Windy Corner, MP 105 to MP 107

Dear Agency Staff:  
 
The Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities, in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration, 
is soliciting comments and information on a proposal to project to realign and construct safety improvements to Seward 
Highway between Mileposts (MP) 105 and107 (also known as the Windy Corner area).  The project’s scoping materials 
can be accessed from the link below in the folder titled 56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter:  
 
 
http://dot.alaska.gov/creg/PDE/projects/56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter 
 
Right click on the letter and choose ‘Save target as’ 
 
After reviewing the scoping materials please reply with the following information:  
1. Further analysis needed to evaluate sensitive resources potential impacted by the proposed project.  
2. Regulatory permits and/or clearances required from your agency.  
3. Any concerns or issues your agency or organization might have with the proposed project.  
 
We are requesting that comments be delivered by April 1, 2013.  If you feel that someone else in your organization 
should receive this notification, please forward this email to them so they may comment.  
 
Thank you,  
Mark Boydston 
 

 

Mark Boydston, Environmental Impact Analyst II  
Alaska Dept. of Transportation and Public Facilities 
Preliminary Design and Environmental Section  
P.O. Box 196900, Anchorage, Alaska  99519-6900 
Phone 907.269.0524| Fax  907.243.6927 
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Boydston, Mark A (DOT)

From: Boydston, Mark A (DOT)
Sent: Wednesday, March 06, 2013 8:14 AM
To: 'dglass@ciri.com'; 'joanna@eklutnainc.com'; 'jim@eklutnainc.com'; 

'info@eklutnainc.com'; 'nve@eklutna-nsn.gov'
Cc: Schmid, Tom J (DOT)
Subject: Seward Highway Safety Improvements, Windy Corner, MP 105 to MP 107

Dear Agency Staff:  
 
The Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities, in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration, 
is soliciting comments and information on a proposal to project to realign and construct safety improvements to Seward 
Highway between Mileposts (MP) 105 and107 (also known as the Windy Corner area).  The project’s scoping materials 
can be accessed from the link below in the folder titled 56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter:  
 
http://dot.alaska.gov/creg/PDE/projects/56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter 
 
Right click on the letter and choose ‘Save target as’ 
 
After reviewing the scoping materials please reply with the following information:  
1. Further analysis needed to evaluate sensitive resources potential impacted by the proposed project.  
2. Regulatory permits and/or clearances required from your agency.  
3. Any concerns or issues your agency or organization might have with the proposed project.  
 
We are requesting that comments be delivered by April 8, 2013.  If you feel that someone else in your organization 
should receive this notification, please forward this email to them so they may comment.  
 
 

 

Mark Boydston, Environmental Impact Analyst II  
Alaska Dept. of Transportation and Public Facilities 
Preliminary Design and Environmental Section  
P.O. Box 196900, Anchorage, Alaska  99519-6900 
Phone 907.269.0524| Fax  907.243.6927 
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Boydston, Mark A (DOT)

From: Boydston, Mark A (DOT)
Sent: Wednesday, March 06, 2013 9:05 AM
To: Carr, Bruce (DOT sponsored)
Cc: Schmid, Tom J (DOT)
Subject: Seward Highway Safety Improvements, Windy Corner, MP 105 to MP 107

Dear Agency Staff:  
 
The Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities, in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration, 
is soliciting comments and information on a proposal to project to realign and construct safety improvements to Seward 
Highway between Mileposts (MP) 105 and107 (also known as the Windy Corner area).  The project’s scoping materials 
can be accessed from the link below in the folder titled 56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter:  
 
http://dot.alaska.gov/creg/PDE/projects/56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter 
 
After reviewing the scoping materials please reply with the following information:  
1. Further analysis needed to evaluate sensitive resources potential impacted by the proposed project.  
2. Regulatory permits and/or clearances required from your agency.  
3. Any concerns or issues your agency or organization might have with the proposed project.  
 
We are requesting that comments be delivered by April 8, 2013.  If you feel that someone else in your organization 
should receive this notification, please forward this email to them so they may comment.  
 
Thank you,  
Mark Boydston 
 
 

 

Mark Boydston, Environmental Impact Analyst II  
Alaska Dept. of Transportation and Public Facilities 
Preliminary Design and Environmental Section  
P.O. Box 196900, Anchorage, Alaska  99519-6900 
Phone 907.269.0524| Fax  907.243.6927 
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From: Boydston, Mark A (DOT)
To: dglass@ciri.com; joanna@eklutnainc.com; jim@eklutnainc.com; info@eklutnainc.com; nve@eklutna-nsn.gov
Cc: Tom Schmid; Hansen, Kristen
Subject: RE: Seward Highway Safety Improvements, Windy Corner, MP 105 to MP 107
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2013 1:17:05 PM
Attachments: image001.jpg

Dear Agency Staff:
 
This email is a reminder scoping comments are due by April 8.
 
Also,  DOT&PF will conduct an agency scoping meeting on March 20, 2013 at 1:30 p.m. at DOWL
HKM’s office, 4041 B Street, Anchorage Alaska.
 

From: Boydston, Mark A (DOT) 
Sent: Wednesday, March 06, 2013 8:14 AM
To: 'dglass@ciri.com'; 'joanna@eklutnainc.com'; 'jim@eklutnainc.com'; 'info@eklutnainc.com';
'nve@eklutna-nsn.gov'
Cc: Schmid, Tom J (DOT)
Subject: Seward Highway Safety Improvements, Windy Corner, MP 105 to MP 107
 
Dear Agency Staff:
 
The Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities, in cooperation with the Federal
Highway Administration, is soliciting comments and information on a proposal to project to realign
and construct safety improvements to Seward Highway between Mileposts (MP) 105 and107 (also
known as the Windy Corner area).  The project’s scoping materials can be accessed from the link
below in the folder titled 56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter:
 
http://dot.alaska.gov/creg/PDE/projects/56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter
 
Right click on the letter and choose ‘Save target as’
 
After reviewing the scoping materials please reply with the following information:
1. Further analysis needed to evaluate sensitive resources potential impacted by the proposed
project.
2. Regulatory permits and/or clearances required from your agency.
3. Any concerns or issues your agency or organization might have with the proposed project.
 
We are requesting that comments be delivered by April 8, 2013.  If you feel that someone else in
your organization should receive this notification, please forward this email to them so they may
comment.
 
 

Mark Boydston, Environmental Impact Analyst II 
Alaska Dept. of Transportation and Public Facilities
Preliminary Design and Environmental Section 
P.O. Box 196900, Anchorage, Alaska  99519-6900
Phone 907.269.0524| Fax  907.243.6927
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From: Boydston, Mark A (DOT)
To: ak_fisheries@fws.gov; ellen_lance@fws.gov; lori_verbrugge@fws.gov; Jennifer Curtis

(Curtis.Jennifer@epa.gov); Lindamood, Steve D POA; tobishtg@muni.org; urbanusjd@muni.org; Boothby,
Taunnie L (CED); soa.webmaster, Alaska (DOA sponsored); Stergiou, Elizabeth M (DEC); Bainbridge, Steven T
(DEC); Rypkema, James (DEC); Krauss, Brenda K (DEC); Ashton, William S (DEC); Heil, Cynthia L (DEC);
Marie, Megan E (DFG); Davis, Tammy J (DFG); Coltrane, Jessica A (DFG); Ayers, Jean M (DNR); Romsland,
Renee C (DNR); Walton, Michael L (DNR); Burger, Raymond A (DNR); DNR, Parks OHA Review Compliance
(DNR sponsored); Bittner, Judith E (DNR); Ayers, Jean M (DNR)

Cc: Tom Schmid; Hansen, Kristen
Subject: RE: Seward Highway Safety Improvements, Windy Corner, MP 105 to MP 107
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2013 1:14:26 PM
Attachments: image001.jpg

Dear Agency Staff:
 
This email is to notify you the comment period is extended to April 5 so the response period is 30
days.   
 
Also, DOT&PF will conduct an agency scoping meeting on March 20, 2013 at 1:30 p.m. at DOWL
HKM’s office, 4041 B Street, Anchorage Alaska.
 

From: Boydston, Mark A (DOT) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 05, 2013 5:00 PM
To: 'ak_fisheries@fws.gov'; 'ellen_lance@fws.gov'; 'lori_verbrugge@fws.gov'; Jennifer Curtis
(Curtis.Jennifer@epa.gov); Lindamood, Steve D POA; 'tobishtg@muni.org'; 'urbanusjd@muni.org';
Boothby, Taunnie L (CED); soa.webmaster, Alaska (DOA sponsored); Stergiou, Elizabeth M (DEC);
Bainbridge, Steven T (DEC); 'jim.rypkema@alaska.gov'; Krauss, Brenda K (DEC); Ashton, William S
(DEC); Heil, Cynthia L (DEC); Marie, Megan E (DFG); Davis, Tammy J (DFG); Coltrane, Jessica A (DFG);
Ayers, Jean M (DNR); Romsland, Renee C (DNR); Walton, Michael L (DNR); Burger, Raymond A (DNR);
DNR, Parks OHA Review Compliance (DNR sponsored); 'judith.bittner@alaska.gov'; Ayers, Jean M (DNR)
Subject: Seward Highway Safety Improvements, Windy Corner, MP 105 to MP 107
 
Dear Agency Staff:
 
The Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities, in cooperation with the Federal
Highway Administration, is soliciting comments and information on a proposal to project to realign
and construct safety improvements to Seward Highway between Mileposts (MP) 105 and107 (also
known as the Windy Corner area).  The project’s scoping materials can be accessed from the link
below in the folder titled 56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter:
 
 
http://dot.alaska.gov/creg/PDE/projects/56631_WindyCornerScopingLetter
 
Right click on the letter and choose ‘Save target as’
 
After reviewing the scoping materials please reply with the following information:
1. Further analysis needed to evaluate sensitive resources potential impacted by the proposed
project.
2. Regulatory permits and/or clearances required from your agency.
3. Any concerns or issues your agency or organization might have with the proposed project.
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We are requesting that comments be delivered by April 1, 2013.  If you feel that someone else in
your organization should receive this notification, please forward this email to them so they may
comment.
 
Thank you,
Mark Boydston
 

Mark Boydston, Environmental Impact Analyst II 
Alaska Dept. of Transportation and Public Facilities
Preliminary Design and Environmental Section 
P.O. Box 196900, Anchorage, Alaska  99519-6900
Phone 907.269.0524| Fax  907.243.6927
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