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PHONE LOG

DATE: November 10, 2005
AGENCY: Tom Crandall, President, Klukwan Inc.
FROM: Kris Benson, Environmental Coordinator, DOT&PF

SUBJECT:  Meeting to Initiate Consultation

I told him the purpose of the meeting was for us to ask if there are any traditional and
cultural properties near the highway project, and discuss how the road may or may not
affect the lands that Sealaska selected due to traditional use. | said we could also take
comments regarding what environmental issues should be evaluated, as we will do at the
public meeting in Haines.

December 6 or 7 would probably work, the 7™ is better. If we mail the package of
drawings on the 21%, they likely won’t see it until after Thanksgiving and thus have only
one week to review it. He will invite the entire nine-member board and can’t predict how
many will attend. Some of the board members also sit on the other councils. It would
help him if we send 10 copies of the package, as they have no way to make color copies.
We could use the Board Room (in Haines) for the meeting, but the maximum capacity

is 15.

He said that Klukwan Inc has 15 to 20 acres of land at Jones Point that they would lease
for staging (other side of airport).

DATE: November 14, 2005

AGENCY:  Dave Barry, Director Natural Resources, Chilkat Indian Village
of Klukwan

FROM: Kris Benson, Environmental Coordinator, DOT&PF

SUBJECT:  Meeting to initiate consultation

He would appreciate our holding a meeting to talk about cultural resources and the
highway project. We could arrange to use (rent?) the ANS hall in the village (contact is
Joann Spud at 767-5770). The hall holds 100 people, but can be downsized by arranging
tables. December 7™ works better for him than the 6™. 10 in the morning would work,
their offices open at 9:00. He would like to receive two copies of the drawings (one for
himself, one for Council).
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PHONE LOG

DATE: November 14, 2005
AGENCY:  Greg Stuckey, Administrator, Chilkoot Indian Ass’n of Haines
FROM: Kris Benson, Environmental Coordinator, DOT&PF

SUBJECT:  Meeting to initiate consultation

He said it’s a good idea to meet. He and the Director of Natural Resources are both
available on the 6" or 7. There is a Council meeting this Wednesday and he will
describe the highway project and possible meeting. He would like to get a brief
description of the project by e-mail before Wednesday to use at the meeting. He thinks a
couple of Council members and a couple of elders would attend the meeting also. There
is one member who has expressed concerns in the past about a dike in the river impacting
fisheries resources and he will ask that individual to come to pose those questions (he
doesn’t know the dike location).
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PHONE LOG

DATE: January 27, 2006

AGENCY:  Desiree Duncan, Land and Resources, Central Council of Tlingit and
Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska

FROM: Kris Benson, Environmental Coordinator, DOT&PF

SUBJECT:  Consultation regarding Haines Highway Project 68606, MP 3.5 to 25.3

I asked her if she saw the letter that FHWA addressed to the President of CCTHITA,
dated Dec. 2, 2005, initiating consultation regarding the Haines Highway improvement
project. She said that they review project information, but most often decide not to reply,
as the volume of state and federal projects that they receive information about is too
large. She also said that the Council would not get involved when there is a local tribe,
which is the case with this project.

I asked if she could fill out the Project Consultation Options form and return it, so that
there is written documentation that CCTHITA will not be participating further in this
project. She said she would, but it would be several weeks, as the President is out of
town. | said I would fax the form to her.
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Field Review with Tribal Groups
February 21, 2006

Original meeting notes not included because of information protected under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act.
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TRUNCATED
MEETING NOTES
FIELD REVIEW WITH TRIBAL GROUPS
HAINES HIGHWAY MILEPOST 3.5 TO 25.3
DOT&PF Project No. 68606

February 21, 2006

Participants:
Harriet Brouillette, Klukwan, Inc.
Joe Hotch, Chilkat Indian Village of Klukwan
Walter Hotch-Hill, Chilkat Indian Village of Klukwan
Michele Metz, Sealaska Corp. .
Chris Schelb, Chilkoot Indian Association of Haines
Ryan Cook, Chilkoot Indian Association of Haines
Ed DeCleva, Federal Highway Administration, Juneau
Kris Benson, Alaska Dept. of Transportation and Public Facilities, Juneau
Steve Noble, DOWL Engineers, on behalf of DOT&PF, Anchorage
Dan Egolf, Alaska Nature Tours, driver

Introduction: .

All of the participants drove the length of the proposed highway reconstruction
project in a large van. The review started at the beginning of the project near the airport.
Therefore, when these notes refer to the right or left side of the road, it is from the
perspective of driving from Haines to Canada. The group looked at most of the proposed
second phase geotechnical testing sites, with an emphasis on the test pit sites, as the
footprint of disturbance of test borings and peat probes is much smaller. Most of the
proposed test sites were located with numbered survey stakes.

Summaryof Comments:Omittedbecausef informationprotectedunderSection106 of
the NationalHistoric Preservatiorct.
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Agency Coordination Phone Logs
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PHONE LOG

DATE: September 30, 2005

AGENCY: Tom Schumacher, Division of Wildlife Conservation, ADF&G
FROM: Kris Benson, ADOT&PF

SUBJECT: Chilkat River Critical Habitat Area

I asked Tom if he had a map showing the boundaries of the Chilkat River Critical Habitat
Area. He referred me to the legal description, which is found at AS 1620.585.
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PHONE LOG

DATE: March 21, 2006
AGENCY:  Joel Telford, Chilkat Bald Eagle Preserve, DNR, Haines
FROM: Kris Benson, Project Environmental Coordinator, DOT&PF

SUBJECT: Participation in Mitigation IDT

Joel would like to participate in the IDT to consider stream and wetland mitigation. He
said that he would defer to OHMP and ADF&G, but that he would like to hear how the
project is developing and see how it might affect the Preserve.

Joel asked when the first meeting would be and said that he will be gone April 7 through
14. He would be available the next week (April 18 works). Meanwhile, he’ll ask if his
supervisor would sit in for the first meeting, but he doubts it.
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PHONE LOG

DATE: August 21, 2006
AGENCY:  Ben Kirkpatrick, ADF&G, Haines
FROM: Kris Benson, ADOT&PF

SUBJECT:  Suggested mitigation for Haines Highway MP 3.5 to 25.3

At the July IDT meeting, Ben suggested putting logjams at two locations where
DOT&PF placed riprap about 10 years ago. | asked Ben where these were.

He said that they are between MP 15 and the Klukwan turnoff. He said that since the
riprap was placed, the paved path was installed and both locations are close to the path,
but can be seen from the road. He thought that riprap was placed because the river was
directed at the road. He thinks that John Palmes wrote the permits for the riprap. One of
the locations has a culvert through the riprap.

He said the area is well used by juvenile and adult fish, so would be a good mitigation
site. He said the riprap was placed adjacent (or close to) a chum spawning area.
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PHONE LOG

DATE: May 7, 2013

AGENCY: Alaska DNR, State Historic Preservation Office, Shina Duvall
FROM: Jim Scholl, DOT&PF

SUBJECT:  Haines Highway Project 68606, MP 3.5 to 25.3 / Gate Valve 4 of the
Haines Fairbanks Pipeline

I called Shina (269-8720) to address a comment received from FHWA.

We discussed removing Gate Valve 4 from its concrete vault near the Chilkat River
Bridge to a kiosk overlooking the Chilkat River Bridge for public display.

I asked Shina if we removed Gate Valve 4 and placed it in the kiosk would it retain

enough integrity to convey significance. In other words, would it still be eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places? Shina replied that it was irrelevant since the action
was part of an MOA to resolve adverse effects to the Haines Fairbanks Pipeline District.

I told her that we were now preparing Section 4(f) documentation and we needed to
develop an alternative that avoids an adverse effect to Gate Valve 4. Shina replied she
didn’t believe we would affect the integrity of the Gate Valve by moving it to the kiosk.
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Agency Interdisciplinary Team (IDT) Meeting 1
April 18, 2006
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IDT Contact List

Kris Benson

Russ Kraemer

KristenHarsen | DOWL | 4041BSteel | Anchorage | AK 99503 | 5622000 |

DOT&PF

DOT&PF

P.O. Box 112506

P.O. Box 112506

Juneau

Juneau

AK 99811-
2506

AK 99811-
2506

Name ‘ Affiliation Address Tel E-mail
Street City State
Dan Miller Inter-Fluve 1020 Wasco Street, Suite | Hood OR 97031 (541) 386- danmiller@interfluve.com
River 9003
Tim Haugh FHWA PO Box 21648 Juneau AK 99802- tim.haugh@fhwa.dot.gov
1648
Jackie Timothy / Carl ADNR- 400 Willoughby Avenue, 4th Juneau AK 99801- 465-4105 jackie_timothy@dnr.state.ak.us;
Schrader OHMP Floor 1796 carl_schrader@dnr.state.ak.us
Joel Telford Chilkat Bald | PO Box 430 Haines AK 99827 766-2292 joel_telford@dnr.state.ak.us
Eagle
Preserve

465-4509

465-4443

kris_benson@dot.state.ak.us

Russell_Kraemer@dot.state.ak.us

Randy Ericksen ADF&G P.O. Box 330 Haines AK 99827- 766-3638 randy_ericksen@fishgame.state.ak.us
0330

Linda Shaw NMFS P.O. Box 21668 AK 99802- 586-7510 linda.shaw@noaa.gov
1668

Mark Sogge Inter-Fluve Box 696 AK 99827 766-2943 marksogge@aptalaska.net

Randy Vigil USACE

8800 Glacier Highway, suite

106

AK 99801- 790-4490 randal.p.vigil@poa02.usace.army.mil
8079

Richard Enriquez USF&WS 3000 Vintage Blvd # 202 AK 99801 780-1162 Richard_Enriquez@fws.gov
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mailto:tim.haugh@fhwa.dot.gov

Neil Stichert USF&WS 3000 Vintage Blvd # 202 Juneau AK 99801 780-1160 Neil_Stichert@fws.gov
Robert Venables, Haines P.O. Box 1209 Haines AK 99827 766-2231 rvenables@haines.ak.us
Manager Borough
Tim Shields Takshanuk P.O. Box 1029 Haines AK 99827 766-3542 takshanuk@yahoo.com
Watershed
Council
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DOWL

ENGINEERS
A Division of DOWL LLC

4040 B Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99503 CF RF
(907) 5622000 (voice)(307) 563-3953 (1) 1" te: 4-11-06 W.0. #: D59119B
To: Haines Highway MP 3.5 - 25.3 Attention:
Mitigation Interdisciplinary Team Regarding: First IDT Meeting Scheduled for April 18, 2006
Members
We are sending you Attached I:l Under Separate Cover Via the following items:
Shop drawings Prints Plans Specifications
Copy of letter Change order Other Samples
Copies Date No. Description
1 April ‘06 Draft Wetland and River Impact Figures (Sheets 1-10c)
1 April '06 Proposed Stream Mitigation Concepts (Draft) (Sheets 1-9)
1 April '06 Wetland and River Impacts Inventory
1 April '06 Table of Potential Wetland Creation Sites
1 April '06 Stream Impacts Inventory
These are transmitted as indicated below:
For approval Approved as submitted Resubmit copies for approval
For your use Approved as noted Submit - copies for distribution
As requested Returned for corrections Return - corrected prints
v/ | Forreview & comment -
Bids due \_‘ Prints returned after loan to us

Remarks: Dear IDT Members,

The first IDT meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, April 18th at 1:00 p.m. in the Regional DOT&PF Office,
downstairs conference room (6860 Glacier Highway), with Tim, Joel, and Mark joining us from Haines
via teleconference. Enclosed is a packet of information summarizing current calculations of impacts to
wetlands, the Chilkat River and adjacent tributaries, as well as conceptual mitigation ideas that the
project team has developed. Please note that these calculations are based on preliminary design
information, and are subject to change as the project progresses and the design details are fine-tuned.

Please feel free to call Kris or myself with any questions.

Copy to: Typed Name: Kristen J. Hansen
Signature:

4040 B Street « Anchorage, Alaska 99503 / (907) 562-2000 (voice) / (907) 563-3953 (fax) / www.dowl.com
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DOWL

ENGINEERS

VERBAL COMMUNICATION RECORD

DATE: 3-29-06
WITH: Agency Members Invited to Participate in Haines IDT Meetings
NOTED BY: Kiristen Hansen
PROJECT: Haines Highway MP 3.5 -25.3
SUBJECT: IDT Participation and Availability
WORK ORDER: D59119B (ADOT&PF No. 68606)

O Meeting Time Place

X] Phone Phone No. see below

Linda Shaw, NMFS (586-7510) - I called Linda to confirm her availability for an IDT meeting
the week of April 17". She indicated any time on Mon., Tues, Wed., or Thurs. would work for
her.

Randy Vigil, USACE (790-4490) — Randy indicated that he thinks he will participate in the IDT,
although he still needs to run it up the chain and get approval from management at the Corps.
He said he might be in Haines the week of the 17", and | explained that if he was, he could join
in with the Haines group (Tim, Joel, Robert, and Mark). He said anytime that week (except
Monday) should be fine then.

Richard Enriquez, USFWS (780-1162) — I left a voicemail for Richard asking if he received the
letter from Kris, whether he planned to participate in the IDT, and if so, whether the 18" or 19"
would work for him.

Jackie Timothy, ADNR-OHMP (465-4275) — Jackie indicated that she had already sent Kris a
note stating that they do not plan to participate in the IDT because they don’t think it’s
necessary. She said that OHMP believes the culvert replacements should be mitigation enough
for this project. She further stated that the IDT should not discuss stream impacts and
mitigation, since that is something that OHMP permits. | asked whether she would like to
receive the information on the stream and river impacts, and she indicated yes, we should send
that directly to her.

Robert Venables, Haines Borough Manager (766-2231 ext. 29) - | left a voicemail for Robert
asking if he received the letter from Kris, whether he planned to participate in the IDT, and if so,
whether the 18" or 19" would work for him.
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Joel Telford, Chilkat Bald Eagle Preserve (766-2292) — | called Joel on Friday, March 31 to
confirm his availability on April 18" for the IDT meeting. He said that would work for him. 1
asked Joel whether he had a conference room that the 3 or 4 Haines participants could use. He
said they could use his office, but that Robert VVenables has a better conference room at the
Borough Office, if he is planning to participate. (Robert still hasn’t returned my phone call, so
I’m not sure whether he will be participating. We will plan to use Joel’s office, unless Robert
does decide to participate.)
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Haines Highway Improvements
MP 3.5 to0 25.3

DOT&PF Project 68606/SHAK-095-6(28)

Mitigation Interdisciplinary Team Meeting
April 18, 2006, 1:00 p.m.
ADOT&PF Main Conference Room — 6860 Glacier Hwy

Agenda

The goal of this meeting is to review the preliminary impact calculations and discuss
conceptual mitigation ideas.

Welcome / Introductions

Project Overview

Wetland and River Impacts

Stream Impacts

Proposed Stream Mitigation Concepts and Wetland Creation Sites

I e

Open Discussion re: Mitigation Concepts
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DOWL

HAINES HIGHWAY MP 3.5 TO 25.3
PROJECT NUMBER 68606/SHAK-095-6(28)
MITIGATION INTERDISCIPLINARY TEAM (IDT) MEETING NO. 1
APRIL 18, 2006
Meeting Record

Attendees: Randal Vigil - USACE
Linda Shaw — NMFS
Neil Stichert — USFWS
Carl Schrader - ADNR-OHMP
Kris Benson, Project Environmental Coordinator — DOT&PF
Pete Bednarowicz, Engineering Manager (outgoing)— DOT&PF
Russ Kraemer, Engineering Manager (new) — DOT&PF
Stewart Osgood, Project Manager — DOWL Engineers
Steve Noble, Design Engineer —- DOWL Engineers
Kristen Hansen, Environmental Task Leader — DOWL Engineers
Maria Kampsen, Geotechnical Task Leader —- DOWL Engineers
Dan Miller, Inter-Fluve

Via Teleconference from Haines: Randy Ericksen — ADF&G, Division of Sport Fish
Joel Telford — ADNR-DPOR
Mark Sogge, Inter-Fluve
Tim Shields, Takshanuk Watershed Council

Kristen Hansen began the meeting with introductions and noted that the main reason for today’s meeting was to review the
wetland, river and stream impact calculations, and to discuss the conceptual mitigation ideas that the project team has
developed. Kris Benson briefly summarized the purpose of the Interdisciplinary Team (IDT), which is to discuss and assist
with the development of a mitigation plan for the Haines Highway Improvements Project. She emphasized that
participation in this IDT would probably require much less time than the last Haines Highway project IDT required.

Stewart Osgood presented a brief overview of the main design aspects of the project. He explained where curves would be
straightened to meet current design standards, and noted that there had not yet been a decision as to whether the Wells
Bridge would be relocated downstream. Currently, the design team is working on advancing the design enough to prepare
a Preliminary Engineering Report later this summer, which will provide additional design details for the environmental
document that is being prepared on behalf of FHWA.

Carl Schrader asked whether, with the exception of the bridge, the alignment was pretty much finalized. Stewart noted that
the proposed alignment meets the design criteria, and they don’t anticipate major changes from what is being shown, at this
point.

Kristen reviewed the wetland and river impacts (depicted on the maps and tables that were distributed to IDT members
prior to this meeting), noting the reduction in wetland and river fill that resulted from incorporation of guardrail into the
design, which allows the slopes to be 2:1, rather than 4:1. Under the current design, the project would result in
approximately 18.8 acres of wetlands fill and 4,780 linear feet (1.3 acres) of fill in the Chilkat River. It was clarified that
guardrail is actually considered to be an obstruction, and that the optimum design from a safety perspective is to have
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Haines Highway MP 3.5 to 25.3
IDT Meeting No. 1 — Meeting Minutes — April 18, 2006
Page 2

recoverable (4:1) slopes and appropriate clear zones. Guardrail was only added to the design where it was warranted due to
inadequate space for proper recoverable slopes and clear zones. Inadequate clear zones generally exist where the river is
adjacent to the road, which is why incorporation of the guardrail resulted in a significant reduction (approximately 2,500
linear feet) in the amount of river fill. Linda Shaw stated that they would not advocate incorporating guardrail just to save
a small amount of wetlands, if that was going to compromise roadway safety. It was clarified that guardrail had not been
included in the design solely as a means of avoiding wetland impacts. Randy Vigil noted that this safety issue should be
explained in the avoidance and minimization discussion of the Corps permit application.

It was clarified that the information on the river impact table indicates the existing bank type, not the proposed new bank
type. Neil Stichert asked about bank treatment for the newly constructed roadway slopes that extend out into the Chilkat
River. Dan Miller referred to a cross-section figure that is included in the Draft Hydrologic and Hydraulics (H&H) report,
noting that they are proposing a launchable rock (riprap) toe to be combined with a vegetated upper bank. Large woody
debris is proposed to be incorporated into the riprap at the toe. The middle bank would also be riprap, but interspersed with
live plant cuttings of woody vegetation suitable to this area. (This H&H report is still under review at DOT&PF, but
should be available for IDT members to review in the next 3-4 weeks.) Neil emphasized that this information needs to be
included in the construction specifications, because this type of environmental mitigation is often overlooked or improperly
implemented during construction.

Neil asked how many anadromous streams there are in the project corridor, noting an apparent discrepancy in the scoping
documents. Dan clarified that there are 24 fish streams identified in the project Stream Habitat and Inventory, but only 12
of these streams are cataloged by ADF&G. The scoping documents only noted the cataloged fish streams. Kris added that
OHMP is planning to do some fish trapping this summer, and additional streams may be nominated for inclusion in the
ADF&G catalog.

Neil asked how the decision will be made as to whether the fish stream culverts will be done to Tier 1, Tier 2, or Tier 3
standards, in terms of the DOT&PF / ADF&G agreement on the design of fish stream culverts. Kris indicated that
DOT&PF will look at each site and make a decision based on the quality of habitat as well as cost. Carl noted that it
sometimes depends on how much upstream habitat is available. It was agreed that Carl and Randy Ericksen would meet
with Mark Sogge prior to OHMP’s fieldwork (on May 9™ or 10™) to discuss which streams are likely to be the most
difficult to meet Tier 1 requirements. That way, they can take a closer look at how much valuable habitat is upstream of
those culverts.

Dan Miller reviewed the stream impacts and conceptual mitigation ideas that have been developed by the project team
(shown on the maps and tables that were distributed to IDT members prior to this meeting), emphasizing that these are
preliminary plans only.

At Station 240-246, Dan noted that there appears to be an opportunity to move the stream further away from the road to
reduce indirect impacts (i.e. road runoff, snow plowing, etc.). Randy Vigil indicated that he had been wondering whether
DOT&PF could look into moving some of these streams further away from the road. He thought this was a good idea.
Linda Shaw asked whether there would be more ground-truthing to further refine the design of these stream realignments.
Mark noted that there would be, although he has a pretty good idea of the terrain out in these areas.

Linda asked how much mitigation DOT&PF was looking for on this project. Kris noted that the mitigation should be
commensurate with the level of impacts from the project. Based on the current design, about 19 acres of wetland impacts
will occur, and there does not appear to be opportunity to create that much wetland acreage. So DOT&PF recognizes that
there will be some additional mitigation. However, with these stream realignments, right-of-way and access issues will
have to be considered, as well as utility conflicts. Joel Telford noted that from the Preserve’s perspective, stream
realignments that extend onto Preserve land would not be considered an issue. Carl noted that we should keep options
open. It was discussed that it may be acceptable to mitigate wetland impacts through stream mitigation.

Randy Ericksen noted that on Sheet 3 of 9 (approximately Station 256) there are a number of rearing ponds that were
created by Southeast Road Builders. There is probably another culvert crossing near that location. Mark indicated that
they did not find a culvert at that location during their initial fieldwork, but that they would look again during their
upcoming fieldwork.
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Neil asked how many culvert extensions and how many culvert replacements are planned. Dan noted that this decision has
yet to be made, and Kris indicated that of the 24 pipes being evaluated in the H&H report, it appears approximately 2 out of
3 need to be replaced. This information should be available by the next IDT meeting.

Randy Vigil asked whether the utilities would need to be relocated in areas where the road is planned for realignment.
Steve noted that we don’t really know yet. Pete indicated that it’s possible the road could be built over the utilities. They
haven’t had this discussion yet with the utility companies. Stewart noted that it would depend upon the final grade of the
road and the depth of the utilities, neither of which are known at this time. This information should be available by the next
IDT meeting.

Linda asked whether the old roadbed would be left in place in areas of proposed road realignment. Kris indicated that has
not yet been determined.

Because of the utility pipeline, it was noted that DOT&PF may not be able to create contiguous wetlands in some of these
areas. The utility pipeline is the conduit for electric and communication cables. Neil asked whether the pipeline could be
built up on piers to resolve this. Russ noted that it’s safer to have it buried, as above-ground pipelines tend to get
vandalized.

Kris pointed out that the presence of native allotments is another issue that has not been fully investigated to determine the
feasibility of the proposed wetland creation areas and stream realignments.

At Station 680, Joel stated it would be OK to shut off access to the existing road, which is in bad shape and create a new
access. He said that the existing road may wash out anyway, as the river changes.

At Station 757, Mark explained the need to design this area to maintain flow in the channel, since it is a rafting company
take-out location. The concept would be to keep the side slough width along the road and possibly expand other channels
to mitigate for loss of good spawning area. He indicated he is looking for input from the IDT members for this area.

At Station 887, Mark noted that there appears to be a good opportunity to replace the stream in this spring-fed area. The
original stream construction tapped into the spring-fed stream system. Mark thinks the incubation boxes are far enough
away that they won’t be affected by the road construction. There was some discussion about whether the groundwater
that’s feeding this stream would be available at the relocated location. Mark indicated he thought it would be. He noted
that we may be able to locate where the springs are coming out, and then design a collection system and a cross-drain
culvert.

At Station 921, Mark stated that the existing habitat use is for pink migration and that DOT&PF would maintain the
migration and give a rearing opportunity. He said that during high river flows, the slough and stream run silty, depending
on the amount of mountain stream flow. Neil asked if DOT&PF would daylight the existing culvert. Pete responded that
we must first check if there is an opportunity for land development along the existing highway. Neil said it would be a
mitigation opportunity to remove the culvert.

Linda asked what the current thinking is on the bridge relocation. Stewart explained that regardless of which option is
chosen, the bridge will be replaced because it does not meet current design standards. The bridge is too narrow and doesn’t
meet load capacity requirements. The options that are currently under consideration include:

1) Leave road alignment and bridge in current configuration (shown on Figure 10a). This option would not meet
design standards for curve radii, and would require a 3-span bridge to be constructed adjacent to the current
bridge.

2) Move approach to the north, and reconstruct bridge adjacent to its existing location (shown on Figure 10b). This
option would meet the design standards for curve radii, but would require a major cut through the hill, and a 3-
span bridge, both of which would substantially increase the cost.

3) Move approach to the south, and reconstruct bridge downstream (shown on Figure 10c). This option would meet
the design standards for curve radii, and would require a much shorter bridge (approximately 100-ft shorter than
either of the other options and possibly one less span).

Kris noted that there are many issues to consider in making a decision regarding the bridge, including right-of-way and
resource issues. Pete noted that the adjacent property owner is in favor of relocating the bridge downstream, as he thinks
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this might reduce scour and erosion that currently affects his property. DOT&PF will be consulting with FHWA soon
regarding this matter. Carl said that keeping the abutments away from the river edge is good for wildlife.

Linda asked what would happen to the old bridge. Russ indicated that it depends on whether there is a need for continued
access in that location. Pete noted that it also depends on whether the utility pipeline could feasibly be relocated. That
would be DOT&PF’s preference, but there are still a lot of things to investigate that will determine the feasibility.

Linda said that she would like to see further stream enhancement ideas, more elaborate streams and wetland creation areas
with a function in mind (such as runoff treatment or stream support).

Neil noted that in terms of mitigation, the road currently acts as a dike for the most part, so his preference for on-site
mitigation would be to open up the wetland hydraulic connection of this road prism while the opportunity is there. And to
use Tier I culvert design where there is a fish benefit.

Randy Ericksen noted additional mitigation opportunities may include construction of enhancement features such as log
jams in the Chilkat. He thinks there are good opportunities for this from MP 13 — MP 16 or 17. Neil asked in areas of
impact or fish concentration? Randy replied it should be where there is year-round flow as some places where riprap is
going are sometimes dry.

Neil added that there are plenty of off-site mitigation opportunities as well, if needed (i.e. 1-Mile Creek on Mud Bay Road).
Randy Ericksen agreed that would be a good off-site mitigation project, and he indicated he has a list of mitigation projects,
if this project needs off-site mitigation.

Linda added that she would like to see the existing road removed at realignments, where possible, to open up the
hydrologic connectivity. And where it is possible, she would like to see creation of contiguous wetlands.

Tim asked about compensatory mitigation requirements. Kris noted that in Southeast, they have 3 levels of fee-in-lieu (low
value, medium value, and high value wetlands).

Randy Vigil noted that he would like to see utility and right-of-way issues in relation to wetland creation and stream
mitigation fleshed out a bit more. The Corps’ preference is on-site, in kind mitigation, if possible.

It was agreed that the project team would try to have additional information regarding the following issues by the next IDT
meeting:

e Determine whether utilities, ROW, or access issues would preclude any of the proposed mitigation concepts,

e Determine fate of existing road where realignments are being proposed,

e  Provide specific culvert information (i.e. which would be extended, and which would be replaced),

e Determine extent of upstream habitat (and qualitative description) to aid in determination of Tier 1 or Tier 2

culvert design,
e Provide additional stream survey information, where needed, and
o Determine whether there are opportunities to relocate streams further away from road.

Carl asked about places where tributaries enter the Chilkat and the river migrates away. Dan said there are a number of
pipes that are perched, but the inlet maintains the water at a channel or wetland. There is seasonal fish passage when the
river is high. Carl said he will look at the upstream habitat.

Stewart asked whether the stream mitigation would count toward the compensatory mitigation that will be required to
offset the wetland impacts. Carl indicated that stream and riverine wetlands are generally the highest value wetlands, so he
thought this type of mitigation would count toward offsetting the overall wetland impacts. Linda said a stream/wetland
complex is best. Neil indicated that he would want to evaluate the creation ratios and will look at fish passage
improvements to offset wetland impacts. Randy Vigil noted that there is not a standard formula or ratio used in Alaska to
determine compensatory mitigation requirements. Some districts have set ratios, but we don’t have that here. He noted
that the Corps has issued new mitigation rule (nationwide), however, he is not sure how it will be implemented in Alaska.
Randy further noted that the Corps prefers to analyze impacts and mitigation on a functional basis, and the goal should be
to replace the functions at least at a 1:1 ratio or higher. The Corps prefers on-site mitigation over fee-in-lieu.
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Carl noted that DNR thinks that stream enhancements go a long way towards wetland mitigation. However, wetland
creation or stream enhancements will only work if you have the proper hydrology, so he would not be interested in seeing
on-site mitigation that doesn’t make sense from a hydrologic perspective.

Neil asked about the riprap design. Dan noted that there is a cross-section in the back of the H&H report (which will be
available in the next several weeks for agency review) that shows the proposed bank treatment. They are not proposing
anything steeper than 2:1, and they’re trying to take into account site-specific conditions on this project to come up with a
better approach than what was done on the last Haines Highway project.

The meeting adjourned at approximately 4:00 p.m. followed by informal discussion. The next IDT meeting is anticipated
to occur sometime in August.
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PROJECT DEVELOPMENT SCHEDULE

Public Involvement — Communication with local residents familiar with the project area began in December 2005. Through
meetings with the general public, Chilkat Bald Eagle Preserve Council, and members of the Klukwan village, project managers
solicited comments, information, and concerns from the public.

Technical Environmental Studies — The project team is working to complete the technical studies by Fall 2006 so the
environmental document can be drafted and distributed for public review by early 2007.

Project Design — The design team is currently preparing a Preliminary Engineering Report, which will include additional design
details for inclusion in the environmental document.

Construction - The current schedule shows construction to begin late in 2007, with completion expected in 2009.

PROJECT SCHEDULE 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Public Involvement

Technical Environmental Studies

Project Design _

HAINES HIGHWAY
MP 3.5-25.3

Kris Benson, DOT&PF
6860 Glacier Highway
Juneau, AK 99801

HAINES
HIGHWAY

MILEPOST 3.5-25.3

PROPOSED PROJECT

The State of Alaska Department of
Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF),
in partnership with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is proposing a project
to upgrade the Haines Highway to current
standards from Milepost 3.5 to 25.3. The
Haines Highway, a designated Scenic Byway,
connects the communities of Haines, Alaska
and Haines Junction, Yukon Territory. This
highway is one of two major highways out of
the Southeast Alaska region, and is also an
important international transportation system,
as it connects the Alaska Marine Highway
System in Haines with Canada.

COMMENTS & CONCERNS

Although the official scoping comment period
closed on December 23, 2005, we encourage
the public to continue to provide their
comments and concerns throughout the entire
project. You can use one of the several
available methods to submit comments on this
project, which are also listed on the project
website. Your comments will be reviewed and
considered during the environmental
documentation process.

You can submit your comments as follows:

Project Website Comment Form:
www.dot.alaska.gov/haineshighway

Email: kris_benson@dot.state.ak.us

Kris Benson, DOT&PF
P.O. Box 112506

6860 Glacier Highway
Juneau, AK 99811-2506
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PURPOSE & NEED

The goal of this project is to bring the last portion of
the Haines Highway up to National Highway System
standards for design speed 55 mph by realigning,
widening and straightening portions of the roadway.
These upgrades will provide a safer and more
consistent roadway. DOT&PF is also considering
reconstruction and, possible relocation of the existing
Chilkat River Bridge, and potential long-term solutions
to debris flow problems near mileposts 19 and 23.



WHAT HAS BEEN DONE TO DATE?

DOT&PF has initiated public involvement activities and has been working on compiling project information
for use in the design and environmental documentation efforts. This work has included the following:

Project Information

Completed baseline survey and developed base project maps and final alignment report

Defined existing right-of-way

Gathered geotechnical and soils information for the project length

HOW ARE THE TECHNICAL/ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES BEING ADDRESSED?

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process ensures that pertinent technical and environmental
studies be completed as part of project planning. The studies previous listed are to be completed for
inclusion in the final NEPA documentation, scheduled for public review by early 2007. The project team is
also working with a group of resource agency representatives to assist in analyzing and determining
appropriate mitigation for the project. This Interdisciplinary Team met in April 2006 and will meet again in
the summer and fall.

Evaluated wetlands in the project area

Completed an Environmental Site Assessment

Initiated a Cultural Resources Reconnaiss

Analyzed fish habitat, hydrology, and bald eagle nests in the area

Public Involvement to Date

Public Scoping Meeting in Haines, Decem

ance Survey

ber 6, 2005

Agency Scoping Meeting in Juneau, December 5, 2005

Tribal Consultation Meeting in Klukwan, December 7, 2005

Chilkat Bald Eagle Preserve Advisory Council Meeting in Haines, December 6, 2005

Scoping Summary Report March 2006

Project Website (www.dot.alaska.gov/hain

The next Public Meeting will be held in early 2007 during the environmental documentation

and public review period.

eshighway)

WHAT HAVE WE HEARD DURING THE
SCOPING PROCESS?

To date, we have received 100 comments from the
public and resource agencies. Below is a select list of
summarized questions and comments that have been
submitted for this project. Complete verbatim comments
are available on the project web site for your review:
www.dot.alaska.gov/haineshighway. The Scoping
Summary Report is also posted to the website.

Issue

Select list of Summarized Comments and Questions raised by Residents and
Agency Members

Bridge Replacement

General comments about the potential cost, need, and height impacts of the new bridge, and comments both for and
against relocating the bridge downstream.

Highway
Improvements

Identified safety concerns of the existing highway and locations that require special attention. Also identified the need
for trail, shoulder, and pull-out improvements, as well as potential new boat launch areas.

Property Impacts

Potential impacts from construction to adjacent private property were identified, including impacts to a private airstrip
and potential ROW acquisition.

Natural Resources

Comments emphasizing the need to minimize the project’s impact on the area’s natural resources. Emphasis that the
project should protect bald eagles and their nests, salmon habitat, wetlands, and scenic values.

Subsistence & Sport
Fishing

Residents identified subsistence resources and areas for sport fishing where access should be maintained and could
potentially be improved, and impacts should be avoided.

Cultural Resources

The project area has high potential for encountering cultural resources. Provision for an archeologist to monitor
excavation was requested.

Streams, Fish
Habitat & Culverts

Outlined opportunities for improved fish passage and the need to protect fish habitat. The status of existing culverts
was described as well as the need for new culverts to improve drainage.

Economic Impacts

Residents said the project would provide much needed jobs and that phased construction would enhance the local
economy and promote local hire.

Storm Water Runoff

Concerns were expressed about additional storm water runoff from the proposed improvements and potential water
quality impacts on streams.

TECHNICAL STUDIES
STATUS REPORT

Study Field Work Status
Wetlands Mapping Complete
Function and Values Assessment
Cultural Resources Evaluation In Progress
Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment Complete
Bald Eagle Nest Survey Complete
Fish Habitat Assessment In Progress
Hydrology and Hydraulics Analysis Complete

Research Needs

Raised questions about: vacated road areas; stream crossings; fish habitat; new bridge necessity; Chilkat River
spawning areas; Chilkat River gravel mining; existing bridge demolition; bald eagle management; timing windows;
culvert locations and size; legal and illegal river access; cost analysis and permits.

Slide Areas

General comments and questions about how the slide areas will be addressed.
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Haines Highway Improvements
MP 3.5 to0 25.3

DOT&PF Project 68606/SHAK-095-6(28)

Mitigation Interdisciplinary Team Meeting No. 2
July 17, 2006, 1:00 p.m.
ADOT&PF Commissioner’s Office — 3132 Channel Drive

Agenda

The goal of this meeting is to continue discussions regarding the feasibility of conceptual
mitigation ideas that have been developed by the project team.
1. Welcome / Introductions
2. Overview of Stream & Habitat Inventory — Final Report
3. Update on Conceptual Mitigation Ideas & Opportunities
4. Specific Culvert Plans
5. Additional Pull-Out Improvements Under Consideration
a. ADNR Recommendations
b. Mt. Ripinsky Trailhead Pull-Out
6. Open Discussion re: Mitigation Ideas & Opportunities
a. Level of design necessary for permitting

7. Next IDT Meeting — late Fall or early Winter
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DOWL

ENGINEERS

HAINES HIGHWAY MP 3.5 TO 25.3
PROJECT NUMBER 68606/SHAK-095-6(28)
MITIGATION INTERDISCIPLINARY TEAM (IDT) MEETING NO. 2
JULY 17, 2006
Meeting Record

Attendees: Randy Vigil - USACE
Linda Shaw — NMFS
Neil Stichert — USFWS
Carl Schrader - ADNR-OHMP
Kate Kanouse — ADNR-OHMP
Randy Ericksen — ADF&G
Kris Benson, Project Environmental Coordinator - DOT&PF
Russ Kraemer, Engineering Manager — DOT&PF
Stewart Osgood, Project Manager — DOWL Engineers
Steve Noble, Design Engineer — DOWL Engineers
Kristen Hansen, Environmental Task Leader - DOWL Engineers
Dan Miller — Inter-Fluve

Via Teleconference from Haines:
Tim Shields — Takshanuk Watershed Council
Robert Venables — Haines Borough Manager
Ben Kirkpatrick - ADF&G

Kristen Hansen began the meeting with introductions and a brief summary of the agency coordination that’s
been completed to date. She noted that the design team is continuing work on advancing the design enough to
prepare a Preliminary Engineering Report later this fall, which will provide additional design details for the
environmental document and permit applications.

Kristen reviewed the agenda and distributed the hand-outs that would be used for discussion purposes during the
meeting. She explained that the main reason for getting together today was to provide the agency members with
an update on the progress of the project, including:
e an overview of the final Stream & Habitat Inventory (copies were distributed),
e an update on the conceptual mitigation ideas that have been developed by the project team (conceptual
drawings and updated tables were distributed),

e an overview of specific culvert plans (a table summarizing Interfluve’s recommendations was
distributed), and

o abrief description of the proposed pull-out improvements planned as part of this project.
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Stream and Habitat Inventory

Dan Miller provided a brief overview of the S&HI, noting that the information collected during OHMP’s field
effort last month had been incorporated into the report, and that it also addressed the scoping comments from
OHMP that had been submitted last December. Neil asked whether the streams shown on the S&HI are limited
to DOT&PF right-of-way. Dan explained that the intent was to show all streams within DOT’s right-of-way, at
a minimum, and they tried to map what they could (based on fieldwork and aerial photos), beyond the right-of-
way. Carl added that most of the streams get steep.

Mitigation Concepts

Dan reviewed the latest conceptual mitigation opportunities (Sheets 1-15) that have been developed for this
project. He emphasized that these are just preliminary ideas, and that no cost estimates or detailed survey work
has been done yet to determine actual feasibility. For example, groundwater elevation has not yet been
determined for the wetland creation sites, which is key to the success of a constructed wetland. Stewart and
Russ also noted that utility conflicts could make many of these small wetland creation sites infeasible, from a
cost perspective. While we have an idea of where the utilities are (based on as-builts, valve locations, etc.), we
do not have precise utility locates yet, so we haven’t been able to go through each of these one by one to
determine their feasibility yet.

Carl Schrader asked whether the utilities would absolutely have to be relocated, or could they be left in place?
Would they require road access? Stewart and Russ noted that this needed to be determined on a case-by-case
basis, and gave a couple of examples (referring to the conceptual mitigation drawings) of where the utilities
would probably need to be relocated. As one example, on Sheet 14 the utilities could probably stay on the same
alignment, but then they would need to be run underneath the creek, if the culvert was pulled out. Neil indicated
that assuming the utilities are on top of the existing culvert he was thinking a box culvert (using the minimum
width needed for utility corridor access) might work well in this situation. Stewart and Russ noted again that
each mitigation site will have to be evaluated on a case-by-case basis to determine the feasibility of leaving the
utilities in place. If utilities have to be relocated, some of these mitigation concepts will not be feasible, from a
cost perspective.

Following is a summary of the comments and discussion that occurred as the group reviewed the conceptual
mitigation opportunities.

o Randy Ericksen asked how many linear feet of stream / river impacts will result from this project. Kristen
reviewed the numbers from the last IDT meeting, but noted that these numbers need to be updated with
the current design. The estimates that were presented at the April IDT meeting were: about 2200 feet of
stream impact, 1.3 acres of river impact and 19 acres of wetland impact. These preliminary estimates will
need to be updated as the design progresses.

. Carl Schrader asked whether the bridge relocation is the preferred alignment. Russ indicated that it is
definitely the engineering preferred alignment, from a design standards perspective.

o Neil asked whether the project team had considered removing the fill that had been placed in the
palustrine wetland on the Floreske property near Station 525-530. Randy Vigil noted that this started as a
violation, and has a long history. Ben Kirkpatrick indicated that these wetlands are actually pretty dry.
Carl Schrader agreed, noting that he could walk across the wetlands in May.

o Randy Ericksen asked whether the red hatching shown on the S&HI sheets, denoting the vegetated riprap,
were to scale with regard to width of bank impact. Dan explained that they are not to scale, and that
they’d just used a standard width that could easily be seen on the S&HI sheets.
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Ben Kirkpatrick noted that it appears most of the stream realignments will simply offset the direct impacts
from the project. Kris agreed that is generally the case, but pointed out a couple of places where there
isn’t necessarily a direct impact, but the stream will be relatively close to the new toe of slope, so
DOT&PF is considering moving the stream channel a little further from the roadway, if mitigation credit
could be provided for this type of effort.

Randy Vigil noted that since the cost of utility relocations may make some of the wetland creation sites
infeasible, that he likes the idea of looking at other mitigation ideas, including potentially looking at off-
site mitigation, if that makes sense. Kris asked whether Randy had anything in particular in mind for off-
site mitigation. Tim noted that the watershed council might have some ideas, and offered to work with
the Borough to come up with a list of potential off-site mitigation for this project. Carl agreed that a
larger off-site stream mitigation project might make more sense than a bunch of smaller mitigation efforts
along the project corridor, indicating we don’t necessarily want to make wetlands just for the sake of
making wetlands. Neil agreed that looking at off-site mitigation might make sense, but only if on-site
mitigation is determined not to be feasible. He still thought it might be worthwhile to look at some of
these road obliteration sites, especially in floodplain channels, noting specifically that the conceptual
mitigation shown on Sheet 14 looked like it might be worthwhile. Carl said if utilities are in the road it is
not a good location for wetland creation and not worth further investigation. Neil said that DO&PF needs
to develop a currency for net impact and translate to higher value habitat. Linda said there would be some
functional restoration if the obliterated road is replanted with grass. Neil said that cross-drains to get
hydrology could be placed where appropriate.

Randy Ericksen noted that engineered log jam in the Chilkat may be another good mitigation opportunity
for this project. Ben agreed, noting that two possible locations would be where riprap was installed about
10 years ago by DOT&PF (note — these are between MP 15 and the Klukwan turnoff). The riprap could
be left in place, but a logjam could be constructed outboard of it.

Ben noted that one other on-site mitigation idea would be to do something at the clear water stream at
Station 731, where people launching their boats have trampled the vegetation and the stream banks there.
The launch could be moved out of the clear water habitat and re-vegetated. Ben said between Stations
750 and 755 might be an alternative launch site. Carl agreed this might be a good opportunity for on-site
mitigation. Kris noted that this was one of the pull-outs that Joel Telford had recommended closing off if
an alternative site was developed nearby. Carl agreed that would be a good idea.

Randy Ericksen asked if anyone has contacted the Northern Southeast Regional Aquaculture Association
(NSRAA) yet about the impacts to their incubation boxes. Kris indicated that yes, she has discussed this
with Todd Buxton, and he understands that NSRAA will be responsible for relocating the incubation
boxes, since they are in DOT&PF’s right-of-way.

Randy Vigil asked whether the utility work by AP&T will need to be re-done as a result of this project.
Kris said she wasn’t sure, but that she would check with the DOT&PF utility section to find out.

Randy Ericksen noted that it appears there is a proposed realignment in the ADF&G Critical Habitat area,
and stressed the importance of avoiding cutting down important roosting trees next to the river. Steve
Noble indicated that this was taken into consideration during the development of the preliminary design,
and that wherever possible, the realignments were toward the mountains in order to avoid taking nesting
or roosting trees next to the river. Randy noted that some important roosting and nesting trees also occur
on the other side of the road. Stewart noted that we conducted an eagle nest aerial survey with USFWS
and that we did realign the road in one location to avoid an eagle nest. Kris also noted that we realigned
in another area near the private airstrip to avoid designated critical habitat, and that at this point, it appears
we are not doing any work within the critical habitat boundaries.
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Culverts

Dan explained Interfluve’s culvert recommendations and reviewed the summary table that had been distributed.
He explained that a Tier 1 design (per the MOA between ADF&G and DOT&PF) essentially simulates the
natural stream channel, where a Tier 2 design is based more on the swimming capabilities of the design fish and
the hydraulics of the stream. A Tier 2 design generally results in a smaller culvert. He indicated that in general,
Interfluve’s recommendations for Tier 1 vs. Tier 2 were based on the quality, extent, and fish use of upstream
habitat. If the upstream habitat is good to excellent, they recommended Tier 1, if limited, they recommended
Tier 2, and if minimal or poor, they’re looking for input as to whether fish passage will be required. Dan went
through the culverts one by one, but the discussion focused on those culverts where Interfluve was
recommending a Tier 2 design or questioning whether fish passage should even be required.

. For the culvert at Station 316+00, the agencies agreed that there was limited fish habitat upstream, but
they still recommended designing for fish passage (using a Tier 2 design). The design fish should be an
adult coho. Russ pointed out that if the culvert will be longer than 100-ft, DOT&PF standards require a
36" culvert.

o At Station 337+70, the consensus was that fish passage should be provided (using a Tier 2 design). The
design fish should be an adult coho.

o At Station 391+90, OHMP noted that the pond upstream of the culvert had completely filled in with
sediment during the last storm, and the consensus was that fish passage does not need to be provided for
this culvert.

) At Station 405+00, it was agreed that a Tier 2 design would probably be necessary.

o At Station 443+00, there was discussion about whether to use juvenile coho or steelhead as the design fish
for the Tier 2 analysis. It was decided that juvenile coho should be used.

) At Station 630+00, if a Tier 2 design is necessary, it was agreed that the design fish should be either
juvenile coho or juvenile cutthroat (whichever is the weaker swimmer).

o At Station 670+00 there was discussion of possibly needing a bridge to accommaodate the debris flow if
the highway is realigned as shown. The design team noted that this realignment may be shifted, due to
concerns that have recently come up in this area as a result of the archaeological survey.

o At Station 877+90, it was agreed that designing this culvert to accommodate flood conveyance would be
sufficient, since there is no upstream habitat.

) At Station 886+00, Carl noted we should focus on this area for mitigation, as it seems there is a nice
opportunity here to improve the existing condition.

Pullouts

Kristen explained briefly that ADNR (Joel Telford) had made recommendations in terms of pull-outs along this
section of the highway. Joel and Mark Sogge drove the project corridor earlier this year and looked at 24 pull-
outs and Joel recommended maintenance of 19 of them, and closure of access to 5. Joel also recommended
potential expansion and/or redesign of 5 of the pull-outs, relocation of 1 (near MP 13), and construction of 3
new pull-outs. Some of these pull-out improvements may result in minor additional wetland impacts.
DOT&PF is currently considering ADNR’s recommendations, and we plan to have more definitive information
available at the next IDT meeting.
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Wrap-up

Kristen explained that based upon the input received today, and more detailed information regarding cost and
feasibility of the mitigation concepts, the project team plans to make some decisions in terms of which
mitigation options to pursue. Based on the discussions today, most likely, some of the smaller mitigation
concepts will be eliminated from further consideration, and we will focus more on those that will provide the
best bang for our buck. We will evaluate the list of potential off-site mitigation opportunities from Tim, and
will develop a “do-able” mitigation proposal for the IDT members to consider at the next meeting, which we
anticipate to be scheduled for late fall or early winter.

The meeting adjourned at approximately 4:00 p.m.
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MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

Department of Transportation & Public Facilities
Southeast Region Preconstruction
Preliminary Design and Environmental Services

TO: Tim Haugh DATE: July 23, 2006
Environment and Right of Way
Alaska Division
Federal Highway Administration
FILENO: 68606, Haines Highway MP 3.5 to
MP 25.3
TELEPHONE NO: 465-4509

FROM: Kris Benson suBJECT: Class of Action
Project Environmental Coordinator

I sent you and Ed DeCleva a copy of the Scoping Summary Report for the Haines Highway
Improvement project for Milepost 3.5 to 25.3 on March 28, 2006. We met with both of you on April 21,
2006 to discuss the project in order to facilitate your decision on the class of action. At that meeting you
posed some questions. This memo responds to those questions and describes the potential issues a little
further. A companion memo sent separately today also provides you with a preliminary Determination
of Applicability of Section 4(f). We look forward to hearing your decisions on both the class of action
for the environmental document and the applicability of 4(f). If you need any further information,
please feel free to call me.

Operating Speed

You asked what the current operating speed is in the proposed project area. The average operating
speed over the length of the project is about 60 miles/hour. The most recent data that we have indicate
the 85™ percentile is 60 mph at MP 15.2 (2002 data collection); 61 mph at the Chilkat River Bridge
(1996 data collection); and 58 mph near MP 8 (1996 data collection).

Impacts on the ADF&G Critical Habitat Area
Since our April meeting, the designer moved the alignment about 30 feet upslope to avoid any impact
within the ADF&G Chilkat River State Critical Habitat Area.

Impacts on the State Parks Chilkat Bald Eagle Preserve

The Chilkat Bald Eagle Preserve boundaries cover approximately 49,000 acres of land, according to the
Preserve Management Plan (September 2002). The project would impact approximately 13 acres. This
estimate of impact includes the proposed new right of way at realignments, which was assumed to be
300 feet wide. The acreage estimate does not include additional small portions of the Preserve land that
DOT&PF would need to gain right of entry to in order to construct stream channels, but would not need
to acquire as new right-of-way. This Preserve impact estimate also assumes that the alignment would
incorporate the engineering-preferred route which relocates the Wells Bridge about 820 feet downstream
of the existing bridge (Option C). If during the analysis, the route that maintains the bridge in about the
same location but cuts into the hillside to decrease the curve were adopted (Option B), then the total
Preserve impacts would be decreased to approximately four acres.
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Subsistence

We have done a literature search to obtain available information regarding subsistence. The summary of
the literature search is attached. The search identified a few data gaps. We are going to interview
selected Klukwan residents to fill the data gaps so that the environmental document can identify whether
the highway project would impact subsistence resources, and if so, describe the nature and extent of the
effect. We don’t expect that any of the subsistence impacts would be significant.

Archeology
We have done a literature search to produce a description of known archeological and historic sites in

the project vicinity. The report of the literature search is attached. A field survey was conducted
recently and a report detailing which properties are within the Area of Potential Effect is forthcoming.
To summarize the field findings:

e There are five sites which were selected by Sealaska Corporation under Section 14(h)(1) of the
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act for their archeological resources. In most of these
locations, the area to be impacted has previously been disturbed either by utility installation or
camping in pull-offs. In one case, the project footprint does not impact the property, but the
broader APE (a 25-foot buffer outside the project footprint) does include cultural features.

e The Haines-Fairbanks Pipeline runs along the highway throughout the project area, usually
under the pavement or in the shoulder. It currently is used as conduit for power and telephone
utilities. It will need to be relocated in some places. It is listed on the AHRS, but has not been
evaluated for eligibility to the National Register of Historic Places.

e There are some cabins within the APE that will need to be evaluated for eligibility.

e There is a stone house that needs to be evaluated for eligibility. The project would not affect the
house, but it would impact the garage.

e There is a village site and cabin within a realignment. DOT&PF will consider staying on the
current alignment to avoid it, but must analyze how much the speed would have to be posted
down for the substandard curve.

e The realignment for the new bridge site crosses a wagon road that has not yet been evaluated for
eligibility.

e A log structure is not within the footprint, but is inside the larger APE and has not yet been
evaluated for eligibility.

Native Allotments

To date, we have worked cooperatively with the Chilkat Indian Village of Klukwan and the Bureau of
Indian Affairs to obtain right of entry to the Native Allotments for the geotechnical survey and the
archeological survey. The project would impact a total of 17.4 acres of Native Allotment land, if the
relocation of the bridge is selected as the preferred alternative (Option C). If the bridge is not relocated,
but the realignment into the hillside goes forward (Option B), then 14.5 acres of Native Allotment land
would be impacted. Both estimates assume that we would acquire 60’ on each side of the new
centerline. In the case of the no action alternative, we would clear the cloud on the title where the
Native Allotment patents do not reserve right-of-way for the existing highway. We would need to clear
20.3 acres for the existing highway right-of-way. This acreage estimate also assumes that we would
acquire 60 from the centerline on each side.
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Resource Agency Coordination

DOT&PF formed an interdisciplinary team of resource agency biologists to assist us in developing a
mitigation plan for stream, Chilkat River and wetland impacts. The IDT met twice so that DOT&PF
could provide background information regarding the estimated impacts of the project and request
preliminary feedback regarding our initial concepts for mitigation. The meeting notes of the first
meeting are attached. The second meeting was just last week so meeting notes have not yet been
prepared. However, agencies supported the concept of proposing out-of-kind and/or off-site mitigation
for wetland impacts, since wetland creation proposals at the current highway location at realignments
are confounded by the utilities that are in the road. In general, the agency representatives seemed
pleased with the preliminary mitigation concepts. Further study is ongoing to develop mitigation
concepts further. The next meeting is planned for late fall.

Attachments:

Subsistence Resources literature review
Reconnaissance archeological survey report and list of known sites
IDT Meeting No. 1 Notes

cc: Russ Kraemer, Engineering Manager
Van Sundberg, Environmental Coordinator
Jim Evensen, Preliminary Design and Environmental Group Chief
Stewart Osgood, DOWL Engineers
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FHWA Reply to DOT&PF Regarding Class of Action
August 11, 2006
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Lindh, Hilary

From: Kristine Benson <kris_benson@dot.state.ak.us>

Sent: Friday, August 11, 2006 11:03 AM

To: Kraemer, Russell P (DOT); Osgood, Stewart; Hansen, Kristen
Subject: FW: Haines Hwy MP 3.5 t0 25.3

Here is FHWA'’s decision on the level of environmental document.

From: Haugh, Tim [mailto:Tim.Haugh@fhwa.dot.gov]
Sent: Friday, August 11, 2006 9:44 AM

To: Kristine Benson
Cc: Douglas Van Sundberg; Lohrey, John
Subject: Haines Hwy MP 3.5 to 25.3

Kris, | have reviewed the package you delivered on July 24, 2006 providing back up documentation on the project and
requesting a class of action call. Based on the current information available, FHWA has determined that an Environmental
Assessment is the appropriate level of documentation for this project. Thanks for all you effort gathering the information
we requested. | look forward to working with you during the further development of the project.

1
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Agency IDT Meeting 3
March 3, 2009
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Agency Name Title Address Phone Fax Email
Alaska
Eiiﬁaggimg Egaeouse Habitat Biologist [P)(o)uZICZ(szﬁlg %29% 11-0024 907-465-4290 kate.kanouse @alaska.gov
(ADFG)
ADEG/Division Jackie Hab!tat Division 802 3" St./PO Box 110024 o
of Habitat Timothy Reglongl Juneau/Douglas AK 907 465-4275 Jackie.timothy@alaska.gov
Supervisor 99811-0024
Haines Ranger | 100 PO Box 430 joel.telford@alask
Station - Division | & "¢ ®" | Manager Haos AK 99782 907-766-2120 907-766-2284 = -.te,\;l’r @ha e o
of Forestry evin aines evin.Murphy@alaska.gov
Murphy
Alaska
Department of
Natural 400 Willoughby Avenue
Resources - Mike Parks Ste 400 .
Division of Parks | Eberhardt Superintendent P.O. Box 111020 (907) 465-2481 mike.eberhardi@alaska.gov
and Outdoor Juneau AK 99811
Recreation, SE
Region
National Marine
Fisheries
Service (NMFS) | Robert Deputy P.O. Box 21668
Habitat Mecum Administrator Juneau AK 99802 (907) 586-7221 doug.mecum@noaa.gov
Conservation
Division (HCD)
Mary Administrator - P.O. Box 21668
NMFS HCD Good Permitting Juneau AK 99802 (907) 587-7636 mary.good@noaa.gov
. . . . P.O. Box 21668
NMES HCD Chiska :theast/gﬂg\%:; 709 West 9th Street (907) 586-7345 Chiska.Derr@noaa.qov
Juneau AK 99802
United States )
; - . . . 2999 Vintage Blvd
Fish and Wildlife | Neil Habitat Restoration | e 501 907-780-1180 neil_stichert@fws.gov
Service Stichert Biologist Juneau AK 99801-8079
(USFWS)
Bill . . 2999 Vintage Blvd .
USFWS Hanson Field Supervisor Suite 201 907-780-1177 bill_hanson@fws.gov
Juneau AK 99801-8079
U.S. Army Corps Randy 8800 Glacier Highway
of Engineers, Vigil Regulatory Agent Suite 106 790-4490 randal.p.vigil@usace.army.mil

Alaska District

Juneau AK 99801-8079
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DOWL HKM

HAINES HIGHWAY MP 3.5 TO 25.3
PROJECT NUMBER 68606/SHAK-095-6(28)
MITIGATION INTERDISCIPLINARY TEAM MEETING
AGENDA NO. 3
March 3, 2009 at 2:00 p.m.

MEETING AGENDA

The goal of this meeting is to provide a project update and continue discussions regarding the
feasibility of conceptual mitigation ideas that have been developed by the project team.

1. Welcome / Introductions (KJH)

2. Overview of Project (SKN)
a. Updated schedule for permitting and EA

3. Summary of Previous IDT Meeting Discussions (KJH)
a. Stream and Habitat Inventory

b. Previous Wetland and River Impact Estimates

o

Specific Culvert Plans
d. Additional Pull-Out Improvements Under Consideration
i. DNR Recommendations
4. Update on Proposed Alignment Changes (SKN)
5. Update on Conceptual Mitigation Opportunities (DM)
6. Open Discussion

7. Next IDT Meeting — Summer

D59119.MIT Mtg No. 3.030309.MLS.022709.tla
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HAINES HIGHWAY

MILEPOST 3.5-25.3
SIGN IN SHEET » March 3, 2009
IDT Meeting
Please sign in
PRINTED NAME ORGANIZATION ADDRESS E-MAIL TELEPHONE
Aristen Hanser DowL HRM 4041 B St., Anchorage , Ak khonsen@ dod\hem.com SR~ 2000
Joel 'R.I'QVJ 4)4 S‘}’g)l( PAILS Yoo w.”wq”,\’ \\vu.u Joa',Tg)-ﬂlJ Qo,/uLa, LYY Y46 -~ 2433
}\,f -cfhata QDLJ(’L Dowhk  Hicm G0ty 6 S—l- A‘ncc\ornq,e l"')(&f(-lz@dowlhm.(o:« S6&2-2cco
ARNf @‘IDMA DoT e PF T~ va L Arme O¢DNAR NaseB.covh & d6X5-443(
5"'@(. Neoble Douse silm. Yo¥( 2 S snoble @ do bl hkun | conn 562 - 2o5e0
Som Sl Dot - PF 7 - b dim .sldoll calaska. cdn A4S 4498
NEW Stivker OEWS 3000 NINTRLE BWO Sure 22 | aeil_shcheke fuvs. soV “1%0 - 11 %0
Dan ‘N\j“tr Tater- fluve 1020 Voaswﬂsbi_,l/\voi Lol danmiller @ iater Llove .co] 5U1-386-F003
Lansg ﬁﬂw‘s DOLOLHKW\ Yodl B st, Anlnaae. s/l LLT)qu\'S?alou.)sz.CaM S62-2p00
Kadt Kapouse | fprd & [ thdtat g 1 Kbte -Kanouse @ alaska.qov| 5 4290
C_H(SKA Dexr. NOAR - NHFS {’e_& 21668 Tniu F9WE | Hiska, DORRE 1o, oD | 5BG - #1S
Landal VAL LSAcE AR ndy — (L 770-<970
Maub( LQ( yUALX (F.r/\' _/))’K I’wn_'(alQ
Te s M .
.\ ) o e m\vk\ |
ﬁﬁﬁmﬂé Enp/ee US LS 3000 tMA«eB[uiﬁ }0/ R edord - £y 10020 L5180 180112
Cas| Svlapodas Dot 4PFE Z-m (e ¢ | cal sdntadec @ daskea .qw | %4541 Y
: DOWL HKM - 4041 B Street -
" DOWL HKM

Anchorage, Alaska 99503 ¢ 562-2000
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DOWL HKM

HAINES HIGHWAY MP 3.5 TO 25.3
PROJECT NUMBER 68606/SHAK-095-6(28)
MITIGATION INTERDISCIPLINARY TEAM MEETING
MEETING NO. 3
MARCH 3, 2009 2:00 P.M.

MEETING NOTES

The goal of this meeting was to provide a project update and continue discussions regarding the
feasibility of conceptual mitigation ideas that have been developed by the project team.

Kristen Hansen (DOWL HKM) and Steve Noble (DOWL HKM) gave an overview of the project.
Steve stated that this is a 3-R project (Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation) and the goal is to
identify safety upgrades as many curves do not meet current safety and sight distance criteria. He
noted changes that have been made to the proposed alignment since the last IDT meeting, including
several curves where design exceptions will be made, and the alignment will remain closer to what it is
today, in order to cut back on project costs. Jim Heumann (DOT&PF) noted that this 20-mile-long
project will likely be built in 3 to 4 phases, starting near the Wells Bridge, which is the last narrow
bridge in the corridor. He stated that if the gas pipeline goes through, this will likely be one of the
main corridors for shipping pipe materials, so DOT&PF considers this to be a relatively high priority
project to bring this last section of the Haines Highway up to current standards.

Kristen noted that the main intent of forming the IDT back in 2006 was to discuss mitigation
opportunities with the agencies. She noted some of the things that had been discussed during the first
two IDT meetings. There had been discussion about potential on-site wetland creation opportunities
within the project corridor, but after discussion, the project team and IDT members decided that there
were a number of potential concerns with these wetland creation sites, and that it would be best to
focus on the proposed stream mitigation. If additional mitigation is needed above and beyond the
proposed stream mitigation, there may be off-site opportunities through the Takshanuk Watershed
Council. Culvert plans and fish passage issues were also discussed at the last Interdisciplinary Team
(IDT) meeting. Pull-out improvements recommended by DNR were also briefly discussed at the last
IDT meeting, however, DOT&PF has not yet made a decision on which of these recommendations will
be included in the project.

Steve then outlined the updated alignment study and pointed out the two areas where alignment
alternatives still exist.

Neil Stichert — United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) asked if guard rail had been looked
at to avoid encroachment into the river. Steve stated that guardrail still needed to be incorporated into
the project design to further reduce impacts to the river. This will be done as part of the Preliminary
Engineering Report, which is the next phase of design.

Randy Vigil — United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) said that the USACE would like to
see all the information on the alternatives analysis as it relates to the 404(b)1 analysis requirements to
first avoid and minimize wetland impacts in the project design, and then compensate for unavoidable
wetland impacts.

Chiska Derr — National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA-NMFS) asked about the new Alaska
Regulatory Guidance Letter that the USACE just put out regarding mitigation for lost functions and
values of waters and wetlands.
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Haines Highway MP 3.5 to 25.3
Mitigation Interdisciplinary Mtg. Notes
March 3, 2009

Page 2

Randy stated due to the new rule that he would need to see a wetland functional assessment and
monitoring. These elements would specifically need to be in the permit application’s mitigation plan,
which is now required under the new rule.

Richard Enriquez (USFWS) stated he had a concern about using eagle nest data from 2006, and
suggested that DOT get updated nest data.

Dan Miller (Inter-Fluve) gave an overview of Inter-Fluve’s 2006 hydrology and hydraulic (H&H)
study. He stated that Inter-Fluve performed a rapid assessment in every culvert; he stated any culvert
on fish bearing streams will provide adequate fish passage. He stated that Appendix 3 of the H&H
report shows culvert and stream cross sections that meet fish passage criteria. These will be upgraded
and looked at in more detail during the design phase. He said that they also looked at areas where the
road was near the main stem and side channels of the Chilkat River and looked at scour depths. He
stated that banks requiring erosion control are proposed to have vegetated riprap with a bioengineered
vegetated upper bank above the riprap. Stream bank stabilization scenarios of river energy and scour
depths are shown on sheet two of Appendix 3 of the H&H report.

Dan stated that Inter-Fluve’s fisheries biologists performed a Stream and Habitat Inventory (SHI) in
2006. Dan used the 36 sheet SHI to lead the group through the project corridor page by page to
describe areas of mitigation opportunities. These mitigation opportunities were shown in a separate 14
sheet plan set of preliminary concepts. Mitigation opportunities were primarily at areas where the
stream crossed the highway and flowed along the toe of the maintained embankment or where the river
came near the road embankment. Dan stated that with the mitigation concepts they were looking at
ways to enhance or create better habitat conditions. Dan outlined preliminary concepts for mitigation
opportunities and also noted that land ownership consent needs to be determined in many of the areas
to determine the feasibility of these concepts. Dan stated that they felt if streams along the toe of the
road embankments could be distanced from the road then they would be improving the riparian
function and overall habitat complexity and quality. Dan outlined the ways the channels could be
constructed but stated that the final details would be fleshed out during the design. He noted that in
some areas, the stream will need to be moved and these would be rejoined to the existing stream
creating riparian habitat.

On sheet 3 of the mitigation plan set Neil Stichert asked if the red hatched areas on the plan view
would become wetlands (Dan stated this could be possible) and if future stream beds would be
composed of in-situ native gravel. Dan stated that details such as this would be determined during
design.

Kate Kanouse - Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G) questioned the width of the channel
in some areas and Dan stated that they were using the existing channel as a reference for the widths in
some areas.

On Sheets 8 and 9 of the mitigation concepts Dan stated they saw a good opportunity to excavate a
new channel and move it away from the road — Jim Heumann said bear cubs had been killed in this
area a few years ago. Dan felt that by moving the stream away this would create a riparian buffer
benefiting the stream and wildlife.

Dan noted that on sheet 11 of the mitigation concepts, the alignment shown was based on the 2006
study and is being updated to follow the existing roadway.

Dan described the pond complex and incubation boxes on sheet 13 of the mitigation concepts. He
stated that depending on what happens with the boxes, the potential mitigation will change.
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Mitigation Interdisciplinary Mtg. Notes
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There was a discussion about the area near to the airstrip. For the alignment option closely following
the existing road, Dan stated the plan would be to push the channel away from the toe of the road
embankment into the forest. Jim Heumann stated that this is the second area where they are concerned
with getting the stream away from the road to reduce the incidences of wildlife in the road.

Neil asked if the alignment was chosen or still proposed. Jim Heumann stated that they had decided to
keep two alignment concepts in this area due to the airstrip; one option would mean taking some of the
eagle preserve or the airstrip. Jim Scholl stated that they need to discuss this with the owner as they
may be willing to give up some of their property. If the alternate alignment is selected the stream
enhancement would include excavating the road embankment and vegetating the new grade. The
existing stream could be left at its current location.

Neil recalled that there had been a discussion that if the segment of roadway was abandoned then they
would remove the old road bed and culvert in this area.

Richard Chapell (ADF&G) asked if the utilities underground would be moved as there would be fewer
disturbances if they were brought above ground.

Jim Heumann stated that there is buried conduit and fiber optic in this area there were not planned to
be moved above ground and so part of the roadway would need to be left to maintain access to utilities
and driveways and so it would probably become a spur road.

Chiska Derr asked if anyone had looked at how toxic the utility corridor was. Kristen stated that a
Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment had been conducted for the project, which identified
petroleum spills and leaks from the pipeline corridor. The USACE is primarily responsible for
cleaning up these contaminated areas related to the pipeline.

Dan stated with the mitigation concepts they would be looking at about 4,900 feet of new channel and
roughly $820,000 for construction.

Kristen noted that the current plan is to submit permit applications late this year, or early in 2010. We
would like to meet again later this summer, after additional stream mitigation design work has been
completed by Inter-Fluve. Kristen reiterated that the main intent of getting together again with the
IDT members was to provide a project update, since the project has been on hold for about a year and
a half, and also to make sure that new IDT members are up to speed on previous discussions. The
current mitigation plan has been narrowed down to 9 stream mitigation sites. Kristen noted that the
intent is that the stream mitigation will hopefully offset all of the wetland and river fill impacts,
however, there is still some work to be done in terms of quantifying the impacts and the proposed
mitigation, from a functions and values perspective, as required by the new USACE Mitigation Rule.
If additional mitigation is needed, DOT&PF will look at other opportunities, such as the Takshanuk
Watershed Council’s list of off-site mitigation projects, or an in-lieu-fee. However, they would prefer
to focus the mitigation on-site, if possible.

Randy said that the permit application will have to explain how the mitigation proposed will make up
for the impacts to the wetland and river functions and values that will be filled by the roadway
improvements.

Carl Schrader (DOT&PF) asked how this would be calculated when you are not replacing wetlands
functions with the stream mitigation, but he also noted that stream habitat is generally higher in value
than wetland habitat.
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Randy stated that you would have to address the stream crossings and wetland fill areas, and judge
each one on its merits as to whether there are ways to address it onsite. Also he stated that the report
should address minimization and avoidance measures.

Neil pointed out that some of the streams are being moved to get them out of the way of the road and
so they should not be counted as mitigation as they have to be moved anyway. Kristen noted that the
mitigation plan will be written in such a way that it is clear which stream mitigation is being done to
simply move it out of the way of the project, versus proposed mitigation that is solely intended to
improve the habitat, and thus should provide some credits to offset wetland fill impacts.

Neil also stated he noticed vegetative riprap in the proposal. He stated he had not seen it used much
and wanted to know how it would be constructed.

Jim Heumann stated there is an example at Gold Creek and pockets of soil and burlap were used to
make the vegetation and through aggressive maintenance it now functions with riparian habitat.

Dan stated there are a number of details we have to be careful of in the design of the mitigation
concepts and there is still work that needs to be performed and details that need to be worked out
before construction.

Jim Heumann stated that part of minimizing the environmental impacts is compromising between the
road design (design speed) and the environment.

Dan stated that it will be challenging to perform the in-water construction work. Biodegradable
hydraulic fluids for the machinery are an option to reduce environmental risks.

In summary, Kristen stated that updated wetland and river impact data and proposed mitigation would
be offered in a table or matrix format for the next meeting. Randy thought this would be helpful so he
could compare the habitats, functions, and values.

Neil requested that if possible, a plans-in-hand, on site review would be beneficial, maybe in
June/July.

Kristen agreed that this would be a good idea and thanked everyone for their participation.

D59119.Mitigation Interdisciplinary Mtg. Notes.030309.MLS.033109.tla
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Comment Comment Source Date / s Issue / Impact Comment or Question Response/Resolution
No. Communication
Neil Stichert - United Guardrail will still need to be incorporated into the
: . 3-03-2009 IDT Has guard rail been looked at to avoid encroachment project design to further reduce impacts to the river.
1 State Fish and Wildlife . . . AR S
: Meeting into the river? This will be done as part of the Preliminary
Service (USFWS) . -
Engineering Report.
Kate Kanouse - Alaska . -
6 Department of Fish 3'03'.2009 IDT What about the width of the channel? Dan stated they Were using the existing channel as a
Meeting reference for the widths in some areas.
and Game (ADF&G)
The mitigation plan will be written in such a way that it
Chilkat River Neil noted that some of the streams are being moved to | is clear which stream mitigation is being done to
- 3-03-2009 IDT Mitiaation get them out of the way of the roadway and so they simply move it out of the way of the project, versus
11 Neil Stichert - USFWS . g g - . . _
Meeting Efforts should not be counted as mitigation as they have to be | proposed mitigation that is solely intended to improve
moved anyway. the habitat, and thus should provide some credits to
offset wetland fill impacts.
. . . Jim Heumann stated that there is an example at Gold
A 3-03-2009 IDT Neil noted that vegetated riprap was addressed n .the Creek and pockets of soil and burlap were used to
12 Neil Stichert - USFWS . proposal and has not seen it used much. How will it be : .
Meeting make the vegetation and through aggressive
constructed? - . . ARAGNS .
maintenance, it now functions with riparian habitat.
There are a number of details to be careful of in the Jim Heumann stated that part of minimizing the
. 3-03-2009 IDT design of the mitigation concepts and there is still work . - atp - Y
13 Dan Miller - Inter-Fluve . . environmental impacts is compromising between the
Meeting that needs to be completed and details to be worked . - .
: road design (design speed) and the environment.
out before construction
What types of guidelines do the new Alaska Regulatory
16 Chiska Derr - NOAA- 3-03-2009 IDT Mitigation Guidance Letter that the USACE just put out regarding Randy stated that the USACE will need to see a
NMFS Meeting Efforts mitigation for lost functions and values of waters and wetland functional assessment and monitoring.
wetlands?
Permit applications will have to explain how the
- 3-03-2009 IDT - mitigation proposed will make up for the impacts to the
1 Randy Vigil - USACE Meeting Permitting wetland and river functions and values that will be filled
by the roadway improvements.
18 Neil Stichert - USEWS 3-03-.2009 IDT Review NEI.| noted that if pos&plg, a plans-in-hand, on-site Noted.
Meeting review would be beneficial in the summer.
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Comment Comment Source Date / L Issue / Impact Comment or Question Response/Resolution
No. Communication
Jim Heumann stated they had decided to keep two
alignment concepts in this area due to the airstrip.
3-03-2009 IDT One option would mean taking some of the eagle
18 Neil Stichert - USFWS Meeti Has the alignment been chosen? preserve or the airstrip. The alternative option would
eeting ; :
require the excavation of the road embankment and
vegetating the new grade with the stream being left at
its current location.
Jim Heumann stated that there is buried conduit and
. N2 Will the underground utilities be moved as there would fiber optic in the area and they were not planned to
21 Richard Chapell 3-03 .2009 IDT be fewer disturbance if they were brought above be moved above ground. Par tof the roadway would
(ADF&G) Meeting oo .
ground? need to be left to maintain access to utilities and
driveways, so there would possibly be a spur road.
Utilities
The Phase | Environmental Site Assessment had
. been conducted for the project, which identified
22 Chiska Derr - NOAA- 3'03'.2009 IDT Has anyone looked at how toxic the utility corridor was? | petroleum spills and leaks from the pipeline corridor.
NMFS Meeting L . . :
The USACE is primarily responsible for cleaning up
these contaminated areas related to the pipeline.
USACE would like to see all information on the
Randy Vigil - United alternatives analysis as it relates to the 404(b)1
3-03-2009 IDT . . . . e
23 States Army Corps of Meetin analysis requirements to first avoid and minimize
Engineers (USACE) 9 wetland impacts in the project design, and then
compensate for unavoidable wetlands impacts.
24 Neil Stichert - USEWS 3-03-_2009 IDT Wetlands Will the red hatched areas on Sheet 3 of the plan view Dan sta_lted that_detalls_such as this would be
Meeting become wetlands? determined during design.
Carl Schrader - How will values be calculated when you are not g?g:% Sctfotsgirtlhztgr?;V‘:/gﬂﬂ:ﬁﬁi:g:}s‘dtﬁjsﬁgee
o5 Department of 3-03-2009 IDT replacing wetlands functions with the stream each one on itsgmerits as to whether thére arJe V\?a <
Transportation and Meeting mitigation? Carl also noted that stream habitat is to address it onsite. The report should also addresys
Facilities (DOT&PF) generally higher in value than wetland habitat. R L P
minimization and avoidance measures.
. . Richard stated he had a concern about using eagle
Richard Enriquez 3-03-2009 IDT _—
26 (USFWS) Meeting Wildlife nest data from 2006, and suggested that DOT&PF

obtain updated data.
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DOWL HKM

HAINES HIGHWAY MP 3.5 TO 25.3
PROJECT NUMBER 68606/SHAK-095-6(28)
CHILKAT BALD EAGLE ADVISORY COUNCIL MEETING NOTES

SUBJECT: Haines Highway MP 3.5 TO 25.3
DATE: March 4, 2009

TIME: 1:30 p.m.

LOCATION: Assembly Chambers, Haines, Alaska
PROJECT TEAM ATTENDEES:

State of Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF)

Jim Scholl
Jim Heumann
Carl Schrader
Arne Oydna

DOWL HKM
Steve Noble
Kristen Hansen
Lana Davis
Michela Spitz
Inter-Fluve

Dan Miller

A meeting for the Haines Highway Improvements was held for the Chilkat Bald Eagle Advisory board
on March 4, 2009 at the Assembly Chambers in Haines, Alaska. The meeting included additional
information related to project, work completed to date, environmental data and the project schedule.

Steve Noble (DOWL HKM) gave an overview of the project. He stated that this is a 3-R project
(Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation) with the goal of identifying safety upgrades and curves
that do not presently meet safety and sight distance criteria. Steve outlined the alignment study and
pointed out the two areas where alternatives still exist. Kristen Hansen (DOWL HKM) then gave an
overview of the environmental work and the reports and data that have been compiled up to now.

Below is a summary of questions and comments that were raised during the presentation. Staff
responses are in italics.

Will the upgrades to the road take into account the weight of the pipeline structures and trucks?

Steve stated that the upgrades would take into account future projects such as the pipeline and part the
reason for the roadway upgrades, was due to the potential for those future projects.
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Have the alignments changed from those shown previously?

Steve stated that the changes were pretty subtle. He stated that two areas still have two options that
are under consideration; the areas near the airstrip and the bridge. He noted that issues are still being
worked through, but generally the alignments are pretty similar to those presented three years ago.
Steve said that the project team is trying to balance the roadway reconstruction, the costs, and the
environmental impacts, and we are tweaking some the alignments for these reasons.

Who makes the determination if the study will be an Environmental Assessment or an
Environmental Impact Statement?

Kristen responded that the decision is made by the lead Federal agency — in this case the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA). After scoping, the FHWA decided that they did not see any
significant impacts and so decided that an EA would be the appropriate level of study. Kristen noted
that this does not mean there are no impacts as a result of the project, but that they can be mitigated,
and are not anticipated to be significant. FHWA will review the EA, and if they determine that the
project is not anticipated to result in significant impacts, then they sign a decision document that is
called a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). If it is determined at any time during the EA
process that there may actually be significant impacts, then the FHWA can decide that an EIS is
necessary.

Is there any money available for construction, and if money is not available, will the study have
to be redone when money is made available?

Jim Scholl — Department of Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF) stated that currently
there is no money for construction but that the study would not have to be redone once the
construction is funded unless the project changes significantly. He noted that the project will probably
be split into segments for construction purposes.

Jim Heumann (DOT&PF) added that the first segment would probably be near the bridge as the width
of the bridge limits the traffic on the roadway and it is the last bridge along the Haines Highway to be
brought up to current standards.

What is your plan for the slide areas?

Steve said that several options have been evaluated, and the plan is to raise the elevation of the road to
decrease the probability of the slides engulfing the road. In addition, wider culverts will be installed
that can accommodate a dozer to clean out the area. He also noted, however, that without bridges,
there will always be maintenance issues in the slide areas.

Are there any plans to put in a new parking lot at the trail heads?

Steve stated that several locations have been looked at to upgrade pull-outs, and the roadway is
currently being evaluated to decide the extent to which the pull-outs will be upgraded and improved.

Jim Heumann added that DOT&PF has to commit to maintaining any parking lots it constructs, so
they would have to obtain an agreement with the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) Parks
Division; they are planning to meet with them to discuss these issues.
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What will happen to property in DOT&PF right-of-way?

Jim Heumann noted that it would have to be cleaned up. DOT&PF will follow the federal guidelines
for right-of-way acquisition. Encroachments will have to be cleaned up before construction can
proceed

There are issues at mile 13/14. There is a culvert blocking the stream and people use the area as
a boat ramp and have trashed the river bank.

Jim Scholl stated that DOT&PF is looking into these issues. Jim Heumann said that he would bring it
up when they meet with the parks department.

It would be better to have one good boat ramp rather than people just launching anywhere, as it
kills the vegetation. There is not a decent public boat ramp on the whole river.

What determines the decision about the bridge?

Steve stated that many things will affect the decision to replace the bridge. These include property
ownership, access to the bridge, environmental impacts to side channels and fish spawning areas,
subsistence issues, and eagle nests. He noted that there are pros and cons to both bridge options and
this is why both were still being evaluated.

Jim Scholl noted that it would not be an easy decision to make.

Steve mentioned that the project team is also evaluating two alternatives near the airstrip and that one
would shorten the runway.

Can the alignment be moved nearer the river so it would not impact the airstip?
Steve stated that this would move the alignment into preserve area and critical habitat.
Jim Scholl stated that they need to meet with the property owner to discuss the options.
How many lanes will the road be?

Steve stated that it is planned to be a two-lane road, with an increased speed limit in many areas and
more places to pass.

D59119.Chilkat Bald Eagle AC Mtg Notes.030409.MLS.033109.tla
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[ First Last Title | Grdaipes, PublicLidt Address |  City State  [Zip
Mehmet Eece Ln Lafayette CA 94549
Col. Franklin 101 Thomas
P Flatten Edison Dr  Schertz TX 78154
Dan Miller Inter-Fluve 1020 Wasco Hood River OR 97031

Valley Rd
Margaret Dawson SE Olalla WA 98359

Tom Bolen Haines Borough Manager 103 Third AveHaines AK 99827
kathy Eggen Ct Sitka AK 99835
Kay F. Mclaughlin 108 39th St Missoula MT 59803

Superintende Canadian Customs 110-300 Mair Whitehorse YT Canada Y1A 2B5
W.Roland

Thomas Hall Dr. Littleton CO 80127
Adam Paulick St Douglas AK 99824
Norman & 1140 NE
Barbara Masten Yucca Ave Redmond OR 97756
Thomas Bones Run Camden DE 19934

Rainbow

Wayne W.  Hooker Ave Anchorage AK 99516

Shirley Young 1200 Leisure Walnut Creek CA 94595
Kame

Dennis V. Kida Terrace Ct Sherwood OR 97140
Pebble Crescent

Erik Sommers Beach Dr City CA 95531
Sawmill

Donna Donohoe Creek Rd Sitka AK 99835

Baha'is of 13501
ak. Brayton Dr  Anchorage AK 99516
Glen Jr. & 1360 W Lil
Deana Dillehay Ben Trl Flagstaff AZ 86001
1390 Fritz

Katherine Traeger Cove Rd Juneau AK 99801
Winding

Ethel D. Henderson Woods Ct  Centreville VA 20120

Tom & Fahlander

Marilyn Huitger DrS Columbus  OH 43229
Branchcrest

Donald H.  Lokke Cir Dallas TX 75248
1602

Phillip Perisich Papago Dr  Chino Valley AZ 86323
16260 Lost

Tommy Baxter Horizon Dr  Anchorage AK 99516
Lena Loop

George Davidson Rd Juneau AK 99801
16587 W

Gary Halsey 53rd Way  Golden CO 80403

Arnold & 1661 Pee

Jane Albrecht Rd #17 Koloa HI 96756
Smokey

Ronald R.  Huitger Point Bivd  Arlington WA 98223
Evergreen
John & Nina Kinney Ave Juneau AK 99801
Estate John Stanley 18 Oenoke P Stamford CT 06907
Stanley & 1805 Cedar
Anita Dale Springs Ln  Anacortes WA 98221
Richard &  Stone Wickersham
Mary liv.trust Ave Juneau AK 99801
2107 Sorbus

Dennis Nottingham Way Anchorage AK 99508

Clo Davis Althea St Wasilla AK 99654
153rd St #

George J. Poysky Ill 258 Burien WA 98166
23710 SE

Mary Ann Knarreborg 253rd PI Maple Valley WA 98038

Robert E. Nyman Ct Juneau AK 99801
2513 Kona

Moira Smith Ln Anchorage AK 99517
2550 Denali

Richard P.  Dowling St Ste 1000 Anchorage AK 99503
Juniper Bay Wesley

Richard Morelli Dr Chapel FL 33544

Darcy Steck Channel Dr  Juneau AK 99801
Engineers

Arlen Lanz Cutoff Rd Juneau AK 99801
2866 Echo

Melvin Lofftus Valley Rd Jamul CA 91935
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Jay Warren
Gute

Neil

Steve

Bill

Daniel
Thomas R.
Samuel E.
Family Trust-
John & Mary
Betty

Alexander
David

Richard t.
Ellen
Lewis &
Nora
Andrew D.
Teddy W.
Donald &
Diane
Gretchen
Vernis
Steven &
Pat
Charles V.
C.H. (Hank)
Joseph

David L.
Michela
Steve
Vincent L.

Ruth
Bayard &
Rebecca
Teresa
Ernest
David
Roger Alan
Clo:
Donna L.
William
David R.

Thomas

Marcia L.

Haines, Public LisR95 Martha

Stevens Dr Winchester
Gruening Ave Juneau
Stichert USF&WS 3000 Vintage Juneau
Acting Field United States Fish and Vintage
Brockmann Supervisor  Wildlife Service Blvd, Suite Juneau
Field United States Fish and Vintage
Hanson Supervisor ~ Wildlife Service Blvd, Suite  Juneau
3034 E
Lehfeldt Alpine Dr Bellingham
3041
Hogan, Jr. Arlington Dr  Aptos
30701
Downey Koinonia Rd Eugene
3095 Deer
Anderson Run Ave S Salem
Jennings 17th St Redmond
Michael St Juneau
3228 SE
Clark 59th Ave Portland
Palmer 3317 Park Pl Juneau
3320 Fritz
Myren Cove Rd Juneau
Habitat Alaska Department of Fish Raspberry
Simpson Biologist & Game Road Anchorage
Sequim Bay
Polizzi Rd Sequim
3360
Timberlake Commerce
Shaw Dr Township
344 Scenic
Baxter Hills Ct Fairbanks
350 Cavalla
Highsmith St Henderson
Columbus
Schumacher Ave Apt 1A New York
371 Eklutna
Lanz St Anchorage
3724 Union Wheat
Deitemeyer Ct Ridge
Brophy Ln Dallas
394 Mayers Edge Hill
Schombel St. Apt. #5  Cairns
Giefer 400 East St. Juneau
SE Regional Alaska Department of 400
Land Natural Resources, Willoughby
Kelley manager SERO, Land office DMLW Avenue, Ste Juneau
Spitz 4041 B Stree Anchorage
Noble DOWL HKM 4041 B Stree Anchorage
Demuth 411 H St Douglas
The Nature
Conservanc
y of Alaska Nature Conservancy 416 Harris St Juneau
4240 Lake
Blackwell Shore Dr Juneau
4455 Royal
Harris Oak Dr SW Roanoke
Hura Way Juneau
Swanmere
Kelm, Jr. Dr Canton
47716
Phegley Interlake Dr  Kenai
5329 NE
Ramsey Corral Ct Hillsboro
Roads Mnr
Chorba NW Atlanta
Peel trust St Juneau
Alaska Department of
Environment Environmental 555 Cordova
Aston al Specialist Conservation - Division of Street, Anchorage
555 Zelma
Bolton Stewart Rd  Sparta
583 Nordale
Monroe Rd North Pole
605
Lofftus Saddlemoun Colorado
Carlisle Page2  tain Rd Springs
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OR
AK
AK
AK
AK
WA
CA
OR
OR
OR
AK

OR
AK

AK

AK

WA

Ml

AK

NV

NY

AK

CO

X

AK

AK

AK

AK

AK

AK

VA
AK

Mi

AK

OR

GA

AK

AK

TN

AK

Co

97495
99801
99801
99801
99801
98226
95003
97405
97302
97756
99801

97206
99801

99801

99518

98382

48390

99712

89074

10024

99504

80033
75229

04870
99801

99801-1020
99503
99503
99824
99801
99801

24018
99801

48187

99611

97124

30327

99801

99501

38583

99705

80919



Haines, Public Lis630 Roberts

Brenda Lee Gustafson Roost Rd Fairbanks

Trust Rd Florence

Kerry& 66842 Oak

Susan Badger Ridge Dr Lawton

W.D. & Ave NE Apt

Suzanne Gross 762 Redmond
683 Taylor S Lake

Daryl C. Case Way Tahoe

DOT&PF Alaska Department of 6860 Glacier
Heumann, Engineering Transportation and Public Hwy P.O.

Jim PE Manager Facilities Box 112506 Juneau
Environment Alaska Department of 6860 Glacier
al Impact Transportation and Public Hwy P.O.
Jim Scholl Analyst Facilities Box 112506 Juneau
Environment Alaska Department of 6860 Glacier
al Impact Transportation and Public Hwy P.O.
Charles Schrader  Analyst Facilities Box 112506 Juneau
Scott D. Brylinsky St Sitka
Mark & 709 NW
Angela Schnurstein Stratford Ct Ankeny
Environment
Chris Meade al Specialist U.S. Environmental Protect 709 W. 9th S Juneau
Michael Ganey Port Managel Alaska Marine Lines/Lynde 758 Union St Haines
78 Dodge
Elizabeth Steele Rd Edgecomb
Habitat
Division Juneau/Dou
Jackie Timothy Regional Alaska Department of Fish 802 39 st.PC glas
Edward & Mount
Maureen Cahill 811 S 9th St Vernon
Douglas
Bruce Lloyd Haar Hwy Juneau
Clo: Regan Ave Juneau
Eugene Wiley Rd Juneau
Ed Ezzre Blvd Juneau
Wings of Livingston
alaska Way Juneau
Robert N. Jacobsen Ave Juneau
Christopher Fenn PI Juneau
Field Officer - U.S. Army Corps of 8800 Glacier
John Leeds Juneau Engineers, Alaska District Highway Juneau
Randy Vigil Regulatory Ac(USACE 8800 Glacier Juneau
Fred Gray Facilities Mar Delta Western 900 Main Str¢Haines
Glacierwood
Michael Weaver Dr Juneau
9239
Joel Weber Kedvale Ave Skokie
Vivian Bearden 9249 Gee St Juneau
9362 Lee
William Eberhardt Smith Dr Juneau
Rae Rd Unit
Elmer Landingham 5 Juneau
William & Moraine
Cheryl Yankee Way Juneau
Harold Laughlin Ct Juneau
Denise Lyons Ave Ventura
Douglas Gibbs Box 1027 Haines
Mark Mitchelltree Box 1036 Haines
Stewart Adams Box 1121 Haines
Sean Gaffney Box 1206 Haines
Marcus Miller Box 1218 Haines
John Floreske Box 1223 Haines
Albert Gilliam Box 124 Haines
Michael Ward Box 1309 Haines
Scott Ramsey Box 1521 Haines
Leslie Ross Box 1646 Haines
Warren Morrison Box 1695 Haines
Patrick Philpott Box 188 Haines
Thomas Monroe Box 206 Haines
Frances Perry Box 216 Haines
Roger Ramsey Box 21925 Juneau
David Keirstead Box 270 Haines
James Marquardt Box 34106 Juneau
James Cox Box 354 Haines
Hugh Rietze Box 381 Haines
Page 3
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WA

CA

AK

AK

AK
AK

AK
AK

ME
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WA

AK
AK
AK
AK

AK
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AK

AK
AK
AK

AK

IL
AK

AK

AK

AK
AK
CA
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

99712
54121

49065

98052

96150

99811-2506

99811-2506

99811-2506
99835

50023

99801
99827

04556

99811-0024

98274

99801
99801
99801
99801

99801
99801
99801

99801-8079
99801
99827

99801

60076
99801

99801

99801

99801
99801
93004
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99802
99827
99803
99827
99827



Teresa Povey-Martinez Haines, Public LisBox 44 Haines
William Egolf Box 491 Haines
Dennis Miles Box 513 Haines
Paul Swift Box 564 Haines
Marsha Wilson Box 592 Haines
Tyler Scovill Box 763 Haines
Keith Houlberg Box 797 Haines
Daniel Turner Box 826 Haines
Richard Boyce Box 84 Haines
Evergreen
Crispian J.  Smith Ave. Juneau
Kimothy Dorsey Delivery Haines
Peter B. Speight 0240 Haines
Jeanne Beck 2560 Haines
Sally Reno 2626 Haines
Shelley True 3409 Haines
Carolyn Weishahn 3977 Haines
Port Director U.S. Customs HC 60 Box 4(Haines
Roger Schnabel Southeast Road Builders, I1HC 60 Box 4¢Haines
Manager Northern Timber Corp. HC 60 Box 4¢{Haines
Roger Schnabel 4800 Haines
Estates 4800 Haines
John & Terry Shaw 5470 Haines
Margaret Piggott 8502 Haines
HC 60 PO

Bill Valentine Box 2553 Haines
Edward Stewart HC 60, Box 1Haines
Thomas True HC 60, Box 3 Haines
Tim Shields Executive Dir Takshanuk Watershed Cou P.O. Box 102 Haines

Natural Alaska Coastal

Resource Management Program -
Claire Batac Specialist  Division of Coastal and P.O. Box 111 Juneau

Project Alaska Coastal

Review Management Program -
Carrie Bohan Coordinator Division of Coastal and P.O. Box 111 Juneau

Parks Alaska Department of

Superintend Natural Resources -

ent Division of Parks and P.O. Box
Mike Eberhardt Outdoor Recreation, SE 111071 Juneau
Manager Highland Estates P.O. Box 112 Haines
Julie Cozzi Borough Cler Haines Borough P.O. Box 120 Haines
Jan Hill Mayor Haines Borough P.O. Box 120 Haines
Peter Lapham Borough AsstHaines Borough P.O. Box 120 Haines
Jerry Lapp Borough Ass¢Haines Borough P.O. Box 120 Haines
Doug Olerud Borough AsstHaines Borough P.O. Box 120 Haines
Scott Rossman Borough AsstHaines Borough P.O. Box 120 Haines
Norm Smith Borough Ass¢Haines Borough P.O. Box 120 Haines
Steve Vick Borough Ass¢Haines Borough P.O. Box 120 Haines
Gary Hess Chairman  Upper Lynn Canal Fish andP.O. Box 125 Haines
Todd Buxton Project Leade Northern Southeast Region P.O. Box 126 Haines
Toni Dotson P.O. Box 126 Haines
Director Hard Rock, Inc. P.O. Box 129 Haines
Joan Carlson Office Manag Haines Chamber of Comm¢P.O. Box 144 Haines
Manager Chilkat Guides P.O. Box 170 Haines
President Klukwan Incorporated P.O. Box 209 Haines
Kimberley A. Strong President Chilkat Indian Village of KIuP.O. Box 210 Haines

Transportati

on Program

Manager -  U.S. Federal Highway P.O. Box
Dale Lewis Southeast Administration 21648 Juneau

Acting National Marine Fisheries

Administrato Service - Habitat P.O. Box
Robert Mecum r Conservation Division 21668 Juneau

Habitat National Marine Fisheries P.O. Box

Biologist Service - Habitat 21668, 709
Chiska Derr Haines/Skag Conservation Division West 9th Juneau
Terrance Pardee P.O. Box 296 Haines
Larry Geise 298 Haines
Manager Alaska Power and Telepho P.O. Box 30 : Haines

Division of  Alaska Department of Fish P.O. Box
Richard Chapell Sport Fish & Game 330 Haines
Manager Klehini Land Co. P.O. Box 343 Juneau
Manager Silver Eagle Transport P.O. Box 388 Haines
Dave Olerud Executive T American Bald Eagle FouniP.O. Box 49 Haines
Duane B. Wilson President Chilkoot Indian Association P.O. Box 490 Haines
Manager Alaska Nature Topgae 4 P.O. Box 491 Haines
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99801
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827

99827
99827
99827
99827

99811-1030

99811-1030

99811
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827

99802-1648

99802
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99827
99827
99827

99827
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99827
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Robert Venables Haines, Public Lisf?.O. Box 50 Haines
Manager River Adventures P.O. Box 556 Haines
Tim June P.O. Box 672 Haines
Terminal manager Haines Ferry Terminal - Ale P.O. Box 791 Haines
Thomas Ely Owner/Mana¢Sockeye Cycle Co. P.O. Box 829 Haines
Issues coordinator Lynn Canal Conservation P.O. Box 964 Haines
Bill Thomas, Jr. RepresentatiyAlaska Legislature P.O. Box 993 Haines
Dirk estate PO Box 1 Haines
Interested  Party PO Box 1002 Haines
Sue Libenson PO Box 1014 Haines
Mark Mitchelltree 1036 Haines
Shane D. Martin 1056 Haines
Brent J. Crowe 1098 Haines
Vivian Menaker PO Box 118 Haines
Doris Bell 1189 Haines
Sean M. Gaffney 1206 Haines
Planning
Steve Ritzinger and Zoning Haines Borough PO Box 1209 Haines
Jon & Mary Cummins 1215 Haines
Victoria Floreske, Jr. 1223 Haines
Gregory Goodman 1254 Haines
David & PO Box
Diana Owens 1260 Three Forks
Toni Dewitt PO Box 128 Haines
Michael Byer Superintende Haines Borough School Dis PO Box 1289 Haines
Roger Schnabel PO Box 129 Haines
William F.  Wacker 1292 Haines
Ann Quinlan PO Box 130 Haines
Bengie Stuart PO Box 130 Haines
David & Inez Gross 1308 Haines
Michael D.  Ward 1309 Haines
Scott Duffy 1331 Haines
Daniel E. Wackerman 1333 Haines
PO Box
James Shoemaker 1345 Ward Cove
Judith Weir PO Box 137 Haines
J.B. Axsom 1372 Haines
Mark Allen 1373 Haines
Paul Swanstrom 1404 Haines
Greg Stuckey President Haines Chamber of Comm¢PO Box 1449 Haines
Andrew M. Hedden 1455 Haines
Tyler Ferrin 1471 Haines
Helen B. Tengs PO Box 148 Haines
Sarah Roark 1493 Haines
Mandy Ramsey 1521 Haines
Interested  Party 1548 Haines
Gary& Cathy Keller 1564 Haines
PO Box
Dennis Jones 1602 Deer Park
Carol Meismer 1609 Haines
Elizabeth Carter 1617 Haines
Kelly John  Jessup 1634 Haines
Leslie Ross 1646 Haines
Paul Erny PO Box 1654 Haines
Paul & Gina Erny 1654 Haines
Joseph Rosinski PO Box 167 Haines
Timothy Ward 1677 Haines
PO Box
Diana Netherland 1678 Ward Cove
Vanessa Salmon 1703 Haines
Dale Hansen PO Box 171 Yakutat
Michael Gaede PO Box 176 Entiat
PO Box Coffman
Ronald Rusher 18161 Cove
Patrick Philpott PO Box 188 Haines
Christine Tengs PO Box 190 Haines
PO Box
Barnet Freedman 19233 Thorne Bay
Robert Truffee 1971 Elma
Sandra Vaisvil PO Box 198 Eagle
Sharon Joy Ennis 2068 Pahoa
Harvey Hildre 20729 Juneau
Marjorie Ward PO Box 208 Haines
Donald B.  Bedford 210111 Auke Bay
Richard R.  Straty 210211 Auke Bay
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99827
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Karen
Lynette
Michael
Jenisse Ann
Sharon
Martin J.
John
Wayne
Kate
Margaret M.
& Nicholas
Thomas S.
Rae Ann
David F.
Janis
Orman Ray
Interested
Charles M.
Lulu Belle
Linda
Layton
Mark E.
James
Lawrence
Marjorie
Michael S.
Leif
Elizabeth
Donald C.
Carlton
Jeanie
Tuula
Kathleen
David L.
Barbara
Melanie
Charles

Daniel
Hugh
Kenneth &
Sandra
Drake
James
Dana
Ramona
Joel
Pamela

Owen M.
Teresa
Colleen
Thomas Guy
Raymond &
Connie
C/o: John
Joanna
Dennis T.
Lawrence
Michael
Phyllis
Terry A.
Don & Karen
Karla

Paul

Gary
Marsha D.
Sally

Allie

Roger

Richard
Steve
John
Daniel

Auke Bay
Auke Bay
Sitka
Auke Bay
Auke Bay
Juneau
Juneau
Haines

PO Box 2400 Douglas

Waldrip Haines, Public Lis210555
Campbell 210732
Knauss PO Box 211
Markham 211131
Mallinger 211308
Myers 21923
Fox 22718
Selmer PO Box 234
Kanouse ADF&G

PO Box
Germain 240144
Water 240276
Galasso PO Box 241
Maxwell 2496
Horton PO Box 250
Willey 2547
Party PO Box 261
Jurasz PO Box 263
Pittard 2697
Keirstead PO Box 270
Bennett PO Box 272
Albertson 298568
Schnabel PO Box 303
Coonjohn PO Box 306
Haynes PO Box 313
Stenerson 32535
Lie 32861
Lehrbach 33512
Madsen 33679
Smith 33765
Allison 33817
Marquardt 34106
Jones PO Box 343
Hunt 34403
Cox PO Box 354
Hess PO Box 374
Brouillette PO Box 375
Lisenbury PO Box 381
Rietze PO Box 381
Dorman
trust PO Box 382
Olson PO Box 411
Szymanski PO Box 418
Davies PO Box 422
Martin PO Box 429
Telford Manager Haines Ranger Station PO Box 430
Long PO Box 431

PO Box
Schafer 4399
Martinez PO Box 44
Jensen PO Box 477
Monroe, Il PO Box 482
Staska PO Box 486
Floreske PO Box 489
Egolf PO Box 491
Miles PO Box 513
Jurgeleit PO Box 515
Zartman PO Box 517
Martin PO Box 526
Sele PO Box 53
Hess PO Box 556
Rallo PO Box 56
Swift PO Box 564
Congleton PO Box 571
Wilson PO Box 582
Nelson-Scott PO Box 595
Cordes PO Box 609
Schnabel PO Box 609

PO Box
Loverne 613622
Cunningham PO Box 614
Fain PO Box 636
Humphrey PO Box 637
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Douglas
Douglas
Haines
Kilgore
Haines
Vashon
Haines
Faro
Palmer
Haines
Haines
Wasilla
Haines
Larkspur
Haines
Juneau
Juneau
Juneau
Juneau
Juneau
Juneau
Juneau
Haines
Juneau
Haines
Haines
Haines
Delta
Junction
Haines

Petersburg
Haines
Haines
Urbanna
Haines
Haines
Cordova
Walnut
Creek
Haines
Haines
Haines

Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Tok
Haines
Haines
Haines
Tekoa
Haines
Haines

Watersound
Haines

Etna

Haines
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AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

AK
AK
AK
X
AK
WA
AK
YT
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
CA
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

AK
AK

AK
AK
AK
VA
AK
AK
AK

CA
AK
AK
AK

AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
WA
AK
AK

FL

AK
CA
AK

99821
99821
99835
99821
99821
99802
99802
99827
99824

99824
99824
99827
75663
99827
98070
99827
YOB 1KO
99645
99827
99827
99629
99827
94977
99827
99803
99803
99803
99803
99803
99803
99803
99827
99803
99827
99827
99827

99737
99827

99833
99827
99827
23175
99827
99827
99574

94596
99827
99827
99827

99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99780
99827
99827
99827
99033
99827
99827

32461
99827
96027
99827



Marilyn
Tony
Susan
John
Henry
Dave
Mark M.
David R.
Kathleen
Tyler

Henry C.
Kathryn M.
& Charles
Kathleen
Robin
Western
Darsie
Christine
Mark

Yevette
Richard
Chris

Don
Jeanene
Anna
Raymond &
Susan
Susie
Alan
Vyonne J.
Jackie
Ann
Marjory R.
Susan Ella
William
John
Nancy
June
Gordon
Roman S.
David
Elaine

Anna
Albert

John

Josephson
Ward

Hall
Stefanski
Chatoney
Strickler
Sogge
Panhl

Lake
Scovill

Williams

Carl
Menke
Vanderford

Culbeck
Turner
Kistler

Lancaster
Boyce
Denker
Turner
Bucaria
Jurgeleit

Willard
Hodnik
Traut
Zartman
Smith
Jacobs
Ballew
Brouillette
Thomas, Jr.
Carlson
Berland
Haas
Whitermore
Keleske
Maxwell
Blakeslee

Wahlund
Kookesh

Wurst

Senator
Lands
Manager /

Haines, Public LisPO Box 662
PO Box 667
670245

Haines
Haines
Chugiak

PO Box 6720 Chugiak

PO Box 683
685

PO Box 696
PO Box 702
PO Box 726
PO Box 763
PO Box
770189

PO Box 774
PO Box 781
PO Box 790
79018

PO Box 805
PO Box 826
PO Box 827
PO Box
82871

PO Box 84
PO Box 842
PO Box 85
870298

PO Box 872
PO Box
875910-236
PO Box 876
PO Box 882
PO Box 905
PO Box 906
PO Box 907
PO Box 934
PO Box 94
PO Box 942
PO Box 95
PO Box 952
PO Box 97
PO Box 991
PO Box Ppv
Route 4, Box
170

St.
Eriksgatan
93, |

Alaska Legislature State Capitol,

Haines Borough
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Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines

Eagle River

Haines
Haines
Haines
Seattle
Haines
Haines
Haines

Fairbanks
Haines
Haines
Haines
Wasilla
Haines

Wasilla
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Haines
Ketchikan
Kilgore
Union

113 32
Stockholm
Juneau

Haines
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99827
99827
99567
99567
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827

99577

99827
99827
99827
98119
99827
99827
99827

99708
99827
99827
99827
99687
99827

99687
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99827
99950
75662
24983

SWEDEN
99801-1182

99827



HOW DO | SUBMIT COMMENTS OR CONCERNS?

Although the scoping comment period closed on December 23, 2005, we strongly encourage you to
continue to provide your comments and concerns. We want to hear from you. You can use one of the
following methods to submit comments on this project or submit written comments during the public
meeting. Your comments will be reviewed and considered during the EA preparation.

Via the Project Website: www.dot.alaska.gov/haineshighway

Environmental Comments by mail or e-mail to: Other inquiries by mail or e-mail to:

Jim Scholl

6860 Glacier Highway
PO Box 112506
Juneau, AK 99811-2506
Jjim.scholl@alaska.gov
(907) 465-4498

Fax: (907) 465-3506

HAINES HIGHWAY
MP 3.5-25.3

Jim Heumann, P.E.
DOT&PF

6860 Glacier Highway
P.O. Box 112506
Juneau, AK 99811-2506

DOT&PF Engineering Manager
Jim Heumann, P.E.

6860 Glacier Highway

P.O. Box 112506

Juneau, AK 99811-2506
Jjim.heumann@alaska.gov
(907) 465-4456

Fax: (907) 465-4414

HAINES HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS

MILEPOST 3.5-25.3

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING
ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND POTENTIAL
WETLANDS AND FLOODPLAIN INVOLVEMENT

PUBLIC MEETING SCHEDULED

The State of Alaska Department of Transportation
and Public Facilities (DOT&PF) invites you to
attend a public meeting on the Haines Highway
Improvements (Mile Post 3.5 — 25.3). The meeting
will give an update on the project, present the
revised alignment analysis, and report progress on
the environmental analysis and documentation. It
will also give you the opportunity to discuss the
project one-on-one with the project team.

DATE, TIME AND LOCATION

Wednesday, March 4, 2009

6:00 - 7:00 p.m. Open House
7:00 - 7:30 p.m. Presentation and Q&A
7:30 - 8:30 p.m. Open House

Chilkat Center - Theatre Drive, Haines, Alaska

The public meeting will be held in an open house
format from 6:00 - 7:00 p.m. A short presentation
will be given by the project team promptly at 7:00
p.m. The presentation will be followed by a
question and answer period. Project personnel
will be available to answer your questions and
take your comments. This is an excellent time to
review the project and provide meaningful
guidance to the designers and planners that are
designing the improvements.

"This project is being developed in compliance with _
the Executive Orders on wetlands (E.O. 11990), PROJECT WEBSITE

floodplains (E.O. 11988), and Environmental Justice . .

(E.O. 12898), as well as Section 106 of the National  WWW.dot.alaska.gov/haineshighway

Historic Preservation Act, Section 4(f) of the
Department of Transportation Act, and the
Endangered Species Act."

We look forward to hearing from you!
We will provide upon request,

accommodations for persons
with special needs or disabilities.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

DOT&PF, in partnership with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is proposing to upgrade the Haines
Highway from Milepost 3.5 to 25.3. The Haines Highway, a
designated Scenic Byway, connects the communities of
Haines, Alaska and Haines Junction, Yukon Territory. This
highway is one of two major highways out of the Southeast
Alaska region, and is an important international
transportation system connecting the Alaska Marine
Highway System in Haines with Canada.

The proposed improvements include straightening curves,
widening the roadway to add shoulders, improving sight
distances, and generally upgrading the two-lane roadway to
current 55-mph design standards. Some curves may be
posted down to lower speeds if the environmental impacts
and/or cost of straightening the curves are determined to be
prohibitive. Also under  consideration is the
relocation/replacement of the bridge across the Chilkat
River at Mile Post 23.8, and improvements at two debris
flow areas (Mile Posts 19 and 23) where intensive
maintenance is a concern. DOT&PF and the FHWA will
evaluate the social, economic, historic preservation, and
environmental impacts of this project in accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.

WHAT HAS BEEN DONE TO DATE?

WHY WAS THIS PROJECT
PUT ON HOLD?

The preliminary engineering and
environmental activites for the
project began in August 2005 but
were subsequently suspended in
September 2006 due to shortfalls in
state transportation funding. The
work was restarted in November
2008 and is currently scheduled for
completion in March 2010. The
project team is now updating and
finalizing their alignment analysis
and continuing on the environmental
analyses and documentation. The
draft Environmental Assessment
(EA) report is scheduled for public
review in early 2010.

The DOT&PF has been working on gathering project information for the design and environmental

documentation efforts. This work has included the following:

Project Information/Research

Completed baseline survey and developed project base maps

Defined existing right-of-way
Gathered geotechnical and soils information

Evaluated wetlands and mapped vegetation communities

Completed an environmental site assessment

Analyzed fish habitat, hydrology, Bald Eagle nests and archeological resources

Submitted Conceptual Mitigation Plan
Submitted Alignment Study Report

Public Involvement
Public Scoping Meeting - December 6, 2005
Agency Scoping Meeting - December 5, 2005
Tribal Consultation Meeting - December 7, 2005

Chilkat Bald Eagle Preserve Advisory Council Meeting - December 6, 2005

Summary Scoping Report - March 2006

Project Website www.dot.alaska.gov/haineshighway

PROJECT SCHEDULE

Public Involvement — Discussions with local residents familiar with the area began in December 2005.
The next public meeting is scheduled for March 4, 2009. Project managers will present information to
and solicit comments from the public at that meeting.

Technical/Environmental Studies - The project team is working to complete studies by September
2009, so the environmental document can be out for public review by early 2010.

Project Design - The design team is currently updating the alignment analysis and preparing a
Preliminary Engineering Report, which will include additional design details the environmental document.

Final Design and Construction - Final design and construction can begin after completion of the
environmental process. Construction is expected to occur in three or more stages and is not included in
the current Statewide Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP). Final design and construction cannot
begin until funding is identified.

Updated Alignment Study to DOT&PF for Review Spring 2009
Final Alignment Study Spring 2009
Public and Agency Meetings (Project Update) March 2009
Finalize Cultural Resources Report Spring 2009

Draft Detailed Mitigation Plan — Spring Summer 2009

Draft EA and Permits to DOT&PF for Preliminary Review Fall 2009

Revised Draft EA to DOT&PF Fall 2009

EA and Revisions to FHWA for Review Fall - Winter 2009
Release Draft EA to Public Winter 2009 - Spring 2010
EA Open House Spring 2010

EA/Finding Of No Significant Impact (FONSI)
Permitting - Fall 09 Spring 2010

Spring - Summer 2010
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Public Service Announcement - Haines Highway Improvements (MP 3.5 to 25.3)
Notice of Public Meeting, Environmental Evaluation and Potential Wetlands and Floodplain Involvement

Project Description

The State of Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF) invites you to attend a public
meeting at 6:00 p.m. on Wednesday, March 4, 2009 at the Chilkat Center in Haines, and requests public comments
on the Haines Highway Improvements (Mile Post 3.5 to 25.3). The proposed project would include straightening
of curves, widening the roadway to add shoulders, improving sight distances, and generally upgrading the two-lane
roadway to current 55-mph design standards. Some curves may be posted down to lower speeds if the
environmental impacts and/or cost of straightening the curves are determined to be prohibitive. Also under
consideration is the relocation/replacement of the bridge across the Chilkat River at Mile Post 23.8. DOT&PF and
the FHWA will evaluate the social, economic, historic preservation, and environmental impacts of this project in
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.

"This project is being developed in compliance with the Executive Orders on wetlands (E.O. 11990), floodplains
(E.O. 11988), and Environmental Justice (E.O. 12898), as well as Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act, and the Endangered Species Act.”

Why was this project put on hold?

The preliminary engineering and environmental activities for the project began in August 2005 but were
subsequently suspended in September 2006 due to shortfalls in state transportation funding. The work was
restarted in November 2008 and is currently scheduled for completion in March 2010. The project team is now
updating and finalizing their alignment analysis and continuing on the environmental analyses and documentation.
The draft Environmental Assessment (EA) report is scheduled for public review in early 2010.

Public Meeting Scheduled

The meeting will give an update on the project, present the revised alignment analysis, and report progress on the
environmental analysis and documentation. It will also give you the opportunity to discuss the project one-on-one
with the project team.

Date: Wednesday, March 4, 2009

Time: 6:00 — 7:00 p.m. Open House
7:00 — 7:30 p.m. Presentation and Q&A
7:30 — 8:30 p.m. Open House

Location: Chilkat Center - Theatre Drive, Haines, Alaska

The public meeting will be held in an open house format from 6:00 - 7:00 p.m. A short presentation will be given
by the project team promptly at 7:00 p.m. The presentation will be followed by a question and answer period.
Project personnel will be available to answer your questions and take your comments. This is an excellent time to
review the project and provide meaningful guidance to the designers and planners that are designing the
improvements.

We look forward to hearing from you! We will provide upon request, accommodations for persons with special
needs or disabilities.

For further information regarding engineering issues contact Jim Heumann PE, DOT&PF Engineering Manager at
(907) 465-4456. Contact Jim Scholl, DOT&PF Project Environmental Coordinator, at (907) 465-4498 regarding
environmental issues.

Environmental Comments to: Other inquiries to:

Jim Scholl DOT&PF Engineering Manager - Jim Heumann, PE
6860 Glacier Highway 6860 Glacier Highway

PO Box 112506 P.O.Box 112506

Juneau, AK 99811-2506 Juneau, AK 99811-2506

jim.scholl@alaska.gov jim.heumann@alaska.gov

(907) 465-4498 Fax: (907) 465-3506 (907) 465-4456 Fax: (907) 465-4414

For more information or to make comments please visit: www.dot.alaska.gov/haineshighway

HHHHHHEHE
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Haines Highway Improvements

(MP 3.5 - 25.3)

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING
ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND POTENTIAL WETLANDS AND
FLOODPLAIN INVOLVEMENT

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4, 2009
6:00 -8:30 P.M.
Chilkat Center - Theatre Drive, Haines, Alaska

PUBLIC MEETING SCHEDULED

The State Alaska Department of Transportation and Public
Facilities (DOT&PF) invites you to attend a public meeting
on the Haines Highway Improvements (Mile Post 3.5 —
25.3). The public meeting will be held in an open house
format from 6:00 - 7:00 p.m. A short presentation will be
given by the project team promptly at 7:00 p.m. The
presentation will be followed by a question and answer
period. The meeting will give an update on the project,
present the revised alignment analysis, and report progress
on the environmental analysis and documentation. It will
also give you the opportunity to discuss the project one-on-
one with the project team.

DATE, TIME & LOCATION

Wednesday, March 4, 2009

6:00 — 7:00 p.m.
7:00 — 7:30 p.m.
7:30 — 8:30 p.m.

Open House
Presentation and Q&A
Open House

Chilkat Center - Theatre Drive, Haines, Alaska
We look forward to hearing from you!

We will provide upon request, accommodations for
persons with special needs or disabilities.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

DOT&PF, in partnership with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is proposing to upgrade the
Haines Highway from Milepost 3.5 to 25.3. DOT&PF
and the FHWA will evaluate the social, economic,
historic preservation, and environmental impacts of
this project in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.

The proposed improvements include straightening
curves, widening the roadway to add shoulders,
improving sight distances, and generally upgrading
the two-lane roadway to current 55-mph design
standards. Some curves may be posted down to
lower speeds if the environmental impacts and/or
cost of straightening the curves are determined to
be prohibitive. Also under consideration is the
relocation/replacement of the bridge across the
Chilkat River at Mile Post 23.8, and improvements at
two debris flow areas (Mile Posts 19 and 23) where
intensive maintenance is a concern.

The project team is now updating and finalizing their
alignment analysis and continuing on the
environmental analyses and documentation. The
draft Environmental Assessment (EA) report is
scheduled for public review in early 2010.

"This project is being developed in compliance with
the Executive Orders on wetlands (E.O. 11990),
floodplains (E.O. 11988), and Environmental Justice
(E.O. 12898), as well as Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act, Section 4(f) of the
Department of Transportation Act, and the
Endangered Species Act."”

HOW DO | SUBMIT COMMENTS OR CONCERNS?

We want to hear from you. You can use one of the following methods to submit comments on this
project or submit written comments during the public meeting. Your comments will be reviewed

and considered during the EA preparation.

Environmental Comments by email to: DOT&PF Environmental Analyst, Jim Scholl
jim.scholl@alaska.gov e (907) 465-4498 e Fax: (907) 465-3506

Other inquiries email to: DOT&PF Engineering Manager, Jim Heumann, P.E.
jim.heumann@alaska.gov e (907) 465-4456 e Fax: (907) 465-4414

By mail to: 6860 Glacier Highway e PO Box 112506 e Juneau, AK 99811-2506

You may also review the project website at: www.dot.alaska.gov/haineshighway
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Public Service Announcement
Haines Highway Improvement Project (MP 3.5 to 25.3)

Notice of Public Meeting, Environmental Evaluation and Potential Wetlands and Floodplain
Involvement
State Project #68606

Project Description

The State of Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF) invites you to attend a
public meeting and requests public comments on the Haines Highway Improvement (Mile Post 3.5 to
25.3) project. The proposed project would include straightening of curves, widening the roadway to add
shoulders, improving sight distances, and generally upgrading the two-lane roadway to current 55-mph
design standards. Some curves may be posted down to lower speeds if the environmental impacts and/or
cost of straightening the curves are determined to be prohibitive. Also under consideration is the
relocation/replacement of the bridge across the Chilkat River at Mile Post 23.8. DOT&PF and the
FHWA will evaluate the social, economic, historic preservation, and environmental impacts of this
project in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.

"This project is being developed in compliance with the Executive Orders on wetlands (E.O. 11990),
floodplains (E.O. 11988), and Environmental Justice (E.O. 12898), as well as Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act, Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act, and the Endangered
Species Act."

Why was this project put on hold?

The preliminary engineering and environmental activities for the project began in August 2005 but were
subsequently suspended in September 2006 due to shortfalls in state transportation funding. The work
was restarted in November 2008 and is currently scheduled for completion in March 2010. The project
team is now updating and finalizing their alignment analysis and continuing on the environmental
analyses and documentation. The draft Environmental Assessment (EA) report is scheduled for public
review in early 2010.

Public Meeting Scheduled

The meeting will give an update on the project, present the revised alignment analysis, and report
progress on the environmental analysis and documentation. It will also give you the opportunity to
discuss the project one-on-one with the project team.

Date: Wednesday, March 4, 2009

Time: 6:00 — 7:00 p.m. Open House
7:00 — 7:30 p.m. Presentation and Questions and Answers
7:30 — 8:30 p.m. Open House

Location: Chilkat Center - Theatre Drive, Haines, Alaska

The public meeting will be held in an open house format from 6:00 - 7:00 p.m. A short presentation will
be given by the project team promptly at 7:00 p.m. The presentation will be followed by a question and
answer period. Project personnel will be available to answer your questions and take your comments.
This is an excellent time to review the project and provide meaningful guidance to the designers and
planners that are designing the improvements.

We look forward to hearing from you! We will provide upon request, accommodations for persons with
special needs or disabilities.

For further information regarding engineering issues contact Jim Heumann P.E., DOT&PF Engineering
Manager at (907) 465-4456. Contact Jim Scholl, DOT&PF Project Environmental Coordinator, at (907)
465-4498 regarding environmental issues.
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Written Environmental Comments should be
sent by mail or email to:

Jim Scholl

6860 Glacier Highway

PO Box 112506

Juneau, AK 99811-2506
jim.scholl@alaska.gov

(907) 465-4498 Fax: (907) 465-3506

Other inquiries by mail or email to:

DOT&PF Engineering Manager

Jim Heumann, P.E.

6860 Glacier Highway

P.O.Box 112506

Juneau, AK 99811-2506
jim.heumann@alaska.gov

(907) 465-4456 Fax: (907) 465-4414

For more information or to make comments please visit: www.dot.alaska.gov/haineshighway

HFHIHHHH

Submitted by: Michela Spitz, DOWL HKM. Please display this until March 5, 2009.
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HAINES HIGHWAY

MILEPOST 3.5-25.3
SIGN IN SHEET « March 4, 2009
Public Meeting
Please sign in
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