April Parrish

SC31000

Review of DEIS for ARRC

To: David Navecky

STB Finance Docket No34658, Surface Transportation Board

395 E Street SW, Washington DC 20423

Dear David Navecky,

It has recently come to my attention that the Alaska Railroad Corporation has submitted a proposal for public review concerning the creation of an 80 mile rail line between North Pole and Delta Junction, Alaska. As an interested citizen, I have reviewed the draft environmental impact statement regarding this plan and have offered my comments, questions and suggestions below.
Firstly, I would like to discuss the socioeconomic impacts that would result if the rail line were to be extended. I am concerned that many of the jobs created from this major construction project would be filled with persons from outside of our state. It is vital to Alaska’s economy to keep our young workforce employed with in-state jobs for two reasons; it costs the state considerably less time and money to use local job resources and second our local workforce is more educated about our landscape, economy and lifestyle. Because they have lived and worked here local employees can provide valuable insight and suggestion to state projects. I would urge the ARRC to use local resources whenever possible as it will impede younger generations from migrating to the lower 48. 
Another issue related to the workforce is the section regarding “construction worker housing.” Specifically, what are the environmental impacts regarding the building of 33,000 housing units? Has the impact of this independent construction project been evaluated? Also, what happens when the rail line is complete, what is to become of these units? I would be interested to see what the city of Fairbanks has to say about the influx of such a large workforce population and any issues they see arising from the proposed action. In the DEIS it is stated that the rail line could possibly increase “tourism” between the proposed area. How much traffic for recreational purposes is going in-between North Pole and Delta Junction? I am unaware of any tourism resources or opportunities in this area and doubt any would be created as a result of the proposed rail line. Also, if tourism were to increase in these areas it would be beneficial and necessary to review the socioeconomic impacts of increased consumerism in North Pole and Delta Junction. 
My final concerns lie within the direct impact to the physical environment or landscape. Since the rail line will be built in close proximity to the Tanana River and in a floodplain zone, what steps will be taken to ensure bank erosion will not affect the rail line? Also, in the Eielson Alternative Segment #3, it was proposed to have 17 crossings and it is stated that, “most of the activities proposed along Eielson Alternative Segment 3 would likely result in low impacts” (to the environment). I cannot see how the construction of 17 crossings would have a low impact; I feel this is a biased statement in support of the easiest or most suitable option for the ARRC and not for our environment.  Also, how will the ARRC ensure that potable groundwater for neighboring communities is not affected? This question is of vital importance to local residents.
Finally, there is little discussion on the creation of power lines and towers to supply energy to the ancillary structures along the rail line. How many towers will be needed and what district would the power be supplied from? Again, this is a concern for local residents because they do not want to see their energy rates go up as a result of a massive construction project. In addition, I would like to see a discussion on possible environmental effects from the leakage of train lubricants, diesel fuel etc.

The Alaska Railroad Corporation provides a substantial benefit to Alaska’s economy and it is in our best interest to continue to increase our rail line as it helps us transport good and people as well as providing jobs to our community. However, our natural landscape and environment is of higher importance to the people of this state and we wish for this project to move forward only if the ARRC does everything in its power to ensure that our physical landscape will not be permanently impacted as a result. I appreciate you taking my thoughts and concerns into account, thank you.

Sincerely,

April M. Parrish

Alaska Pacific University 

Undergrad Student

