
El- \i5^C 
Patrick L. Sharrock 

8731 Solar Drive, Anchorage, Alaska 99507 
907-345-5353 

July 2, 2010 

Mr. David Novecky 
STB Finance Docket No. 35095 
Suiface Transportation Board 
395 E Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Mr. Novecky, 

This Is an informational letter concerning developments with the 
Port Mac Rail Project. 

First, the Matanuska-Susitna Borough Planning Commission and 
the Borough Assembly have chosen not to address the issue of a 
proposed rail route, and, the Borough manager, John Duffy, has'resigned. 

Second, I am enclosing a copy of a letter I sent to the Assembly 
and Planning Commission reflecting what I thought was appropriate action 
for them to consider. 

Third, I am enclosing newspaper articles about both ports -
Anchorage and MacKenzie. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick L. Sharrock 

Enclosures 



May 13, 2010 

To: Members of the Matanuska-Susitna Borough Assembly 
And MSB Planning Commission 
By e-mail 

t f i ^ From: Patrick L. Sharrock. 
8731 Solar Drive, Anchorage, Alaska 99507 
Datsharrock@alaska.net 907-345-5353 

Subject: Resolution No. 10-19 fbr public hearing on May 17, 2010 

The Port Mac Rail Extension Project is a huge project for the borough and 
that state. Selection of a recommended route is serious business. Selection is 
not about the port or about cost. It is about what is in the best interest of the 
public, the borough, and the state. 

The route selected by the Transportation Advisory Board (TAB) is the 
"Mac East/ Houston South" route. (Note: this is very misleading because it does 
not recognize the "Houston" segment which covers the greatest distance and 
impacts the greatest wetland and recreation area.) I was told by the 
representative from the railroad at the TAB meeting on May 12 that the word 
Houston was not necessary because it is a foregone conclusion that that 
segment is included. All through the EIS when a route is mentioned it is named 
to include all the pertinent segments. I asked the chairman of TAB: "What was 
the objection to the "Willow Route?" His response was "it is 4(f)". (That reminds 
me of a classification for the draft.) The three segments have always been 
referred to as the "Houston Route". 

The resolution t>efore you supposedly is TAB Resolution No. 10-07. Six 
times it makes reference to US DOT regulation 4(f). 

I think reference to 4(f) scares people into making illogical and uninformed 
decisions. Just because a route may pass through Section 4(0 property, that 
does not foreclose further consideration of the route. 

I was stunned by the Transportation Advisory Board selection ofthe Mac 
East/Houston South route. Their selection name leaves out the longest and 
primary segment, Houston. A simple look at the proposed routes map easily 
shows that the Houston route bisects a massive recreation area. 

The Houston Route without any doubt will severely deprive thousands of 
recreation snowmachiners from traveling east/West and west/east through a huge 
eastem area I call the Big Lake Horseshoe Lake Recreation Area. This 
deprivation in tum diminishes winter tourism in the valley. This recreation area 
bounded by the Willow Route and Big Lake Route is the largest and easily 
accessible snowmachine area in close proximity to Anchorage and Valley 
residents. It is approximately 25 times larger than the Willow recreation area. 

Additionally, this route can likely sever, disrupt and eliminate a 
drainage/watershed system that serves Little Horseshoe Lake and Horseshoe 
Lake. 

mailto:Datsharrock@alaska.net


This can occur because the route passes between two lakes (Muleshoe 
and an unnamed lake) that are 20 feet higher than Little Horseshoe and 
Horseshoe Lakes. Under EIS guidelines for wetland analysis, 500 feet on each 
side is used. This analysis area therefore expands 200 feet into each of those 
lakes. This height appears to provide sufficient elevation to hold and drain 
surface and ground water to service both of the Horseshoe Lakes. 

From my review of the EIS the Willow Route is subject tb three use areas 
subject to section 4(f): 

1. It passes through the Willow Creek Recreation Area 
2. It passes through a "small comer' of the Nancy Lake Recreation Area 
3. It has possible impact to historical cultural locations. 

I contend in the same order that mitigation of these items can be 
summarized as follows: 

1. On a smaller scale the Parks Highway and the railroad mainline 
already pass through this recreation area (according to maps in the 
EIS that I have reviewed). I believe that another ROW/rail line 
through the westem portion of the area would be less disruptive than 
areas crossed by other alignments. 

2. This passage is hardly worth mentioning. The ROW just touches a 
"small comer" ofthe recreation area along its farthest south 
boundary. 

3. From my review of Appendix B in the EIS, generally speaking, the 
cultural sites noted are depressions in the ground and/or very old 
possible cache locations that are covered with moss, trees and 
shrubs. I am the last person who would suggest or consider 
disruption of historical faculties or sites. However, at Appendix J the 
EIS goes to great length to show how the ARR will proceed if 
historical sites are encountered during construction. 

At page two of Appendix M in the STB Draft Environmentel Impact 
Stetement it stetes: 

"Transportetion project use of a park, recreation area, or wildlife and 
waterfowl refuge that qualifies for Section 4(f) protection my be detennined to be 
de minimis if the following criteria are met: 

* The transportation use of the Section 4(f) resource, together with any 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation or enhancement measures 
incorporated in the project, does not adversely affect the activities, features, 
and attributes that qualify the resource for protection under Section 4(f). 

* The official(s) with jurisdiction over the property are informed of the lead 
agency's intent to make the cfe minimis finding based on their written 
concurrence that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, 



and attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f). 

* The public has been afforded an opportunity to review and comment on the 
impacts of the project on the protected activities, features, and attributes of 
the Section 4(f) resource." 

Additionally: 

"Section 6009(a) ofthe Safe, Accounteble, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportetion Equity Act of 2003: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), 
amended existing Section 4(0 legislation to simplify the processing and 
approval of projects that have only de minimis impacts on resources 
protected by Section 4(f). A de minimis finding refers to a finding that a 
project would have little or no influence to the activities, features, and/or 
attributes of the Section 4(f) resource. This revision provides that once 
USDOT determines that the transportation use of any Section 4(f) property 
would result in a de minimis impact on that property, after consideration of 
any impact avoidance, minimization and mitigation or enhancement 
measures, an analysis of avoidance altematives is not required and the 
Section 4(f) evaluation process is complete for that resource. 

A finding of de minimis impact on a historic site may be made when: 

* The process required by Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 resulte in the detennination of "no 
adverse affecf or "no historic properties affected" with the concurrence 
ofthe State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) if participating in the 
Section 106 consuHation. 

* SHPO is Informed of the lead agency's intent to make a cfe minimis 
impact finding based on their written concunence in the Section 106 
detennination. 

* The lead agency has considered the view of any consulting parties' 
participation in the Section 106 consuHation." 

Therefore. I propose the following change to the "NOW THEREFORE BE 
IT RESOLVED" section in the resolution (WHEREAS sections would have to 
modified to conform to the resolve): 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the infomiation conteined within 
the STB EIS demonstrates that the Mac East/Conn 3/Willow alignment is 
the prefened altemative because ite impact on property under U.S. 
Department of Transportetion (USDOT) regulation known as "Section 4(f) 
is de minimis, and with this finding. 



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Federal Surfece Transportation Board 
make a similar finding and ""the official(s) with jurisdiction over the 
property are informed of the lead agency's intent to-make the de minimis 
finding based on their written concurrence that the project will not 
adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes that qualify the 
property for protection under Section 4(f), and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the same de minimis finding is made as 
applies to section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act based on 
concurrence ofthe Stete of Alaska Historic Preservation Office, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Matenuska-Susitna Borough Assembly 
selects the Mac East/Conn 3/Willow alignment for the Port Mackenzie Rail 
Extension to the Alaska Railroad mainline, which is in the best interest of 
the public, Matenuska-Susitna Borough, and the Stete of Alaska. 

I believe the Willow Route is in the best interest of the public and the stete. 
I am convinced that "officials with jurisdiction over the property" would concur that 
the impacte are "de minimis". 

Thank you for your courtesy and consideration. 
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Secondaiy shoaling forces TOTE ship into evasive move 
BERTH: Silt building under 
ship creates the danger of 
grounding in Inlet "muck." 

By USA DEMER 

The Port MacKenzie Shoal isttl 
the only siltation problem involving 
the Pnrt of Anchorage 

George Lowery, Alaska director of 
Totem Ocean IVailers Express Inc., 
told the Anchorage Assembly last 
week that a new area of the expand­

ing port now juLs into the inlet, inter­
fering with what u.scd to bu a natu­
ral scouring from tides that cleared 
away some of the silt. TOTE's berth 
is next to thatjettj^ he said. 

"What we've seen is the silting m 
of our berth Sointhelastsix weeks, 
we've had togetourshlpoffthedock 
four timeslbrrisk of being on muck. 
That's not a little thing," Lowery 
said. He was speaking at an Assem­
bly work session on the port. 

Dunng cntical low tides, the 
TOTE cargo ship must leave the 

berth hours earlier than normal then 
"loiter" in Khik Arm until the tide n.1-
es and It can head to sea, he bald. 

"Thafs a veiy risky maneuver to do 
with a ship that's DSO feet long," Low-
erysaid llie ship is essentiallydeadm 
the water, and if it's winii|j; the maneu­
ver can't be done at all, he sakl. 

Assembly member Patrick Flynn, 
whose distnct includes the port, said 
he asked new Assembly Chainnan 
Dick TVauil to call a spedal work ses­
sion on the port after seeing the veiy 
maneuver Loweiy descnbed 

"Last month I looked out my win­
dow and saw George's ship turning 
away io the middle of a channel at 
low tide and thought it was so odd," 
Flynn said 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engi­
neers tried to dredge the silt using a 
crane and buciiet, but'couldn't keep 
up, Loweiy said.' 

Fort Director Kill Sheffield said 
that in the past there was no need to 
dredge deeply iii the winter, only in 
warmer months. ' . 
'. The Corps recently agreed to use 

Its "hopper dredge" — a boat that 
sucks up the sill from underneath 
and dumps it m deep water—whon 
needed in the winter, he told the As­
sembly It will park the dredf^ng unit 
in ice-iree Homer, and bnng it to An­
chorage when needed, Sh'effield said. 
, Once the port expansion is com­
plete'and it has just one'ldng dock 
face, natural scouring may prevent 
the winter silting, Lowery said. | 
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SHOHL: Point MacKenzie development, increased siltaiion blarned\: 
CmameifitmA-l ';'' enced pilots to the majority of the large CnniiiSni* c lonal e h i f i e e h i n n i n t f l a n A for cinl construction, sairi'irs poi l;;;^ Growing shoal shifts shipping lane 

Knion and iithcr manners inter 
viewed for this stoiy said they are con­
cemed about llie future of the shoal and 
favor a Corps study 

The pilot assoAation. TOTE and a 
second cargo shipper, Honzon Lines, 
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sible that both, the Port Macl^nzie 
dock and .'the dumping-of'dredge 
spollsareenlargingtheshoal./' 

Another, potential factor is glacial 
'melt-off from Southcentral Alaska-
rivers that is unloading silt into Khik 
Ann, he said. 

"The qae.stion should be what can 
and should we do to lessen those im­
pacts dnd keep navigation safe." hu 
said 

"To date, we don't have any local 
cost-sharing partner .sojing they'd 
like to participate," he said 

ASimERFinURET 
It's no secret Ihat siltation is a big 

headache fbr the Port of Anchorage 
— dredging the sill is a never-end­
ing battle against Mother Nature 
the Corps has waged fur at least V) 
years. 

Thai battle has intunsifled in the 
last 10 to 15 years, Boardman said 

It's possible t h a i 50 ta^OO^iears 

CmttmutdfiomA-t ; ' enced pilots to the majority 
"Wi just want to keep a safe, navigable wa- ships that travel through Cook Inlet, 

terw,iy," said George Lowery, Taconia-based and other manners began waming An-
TOTE's Alaska director. . chorage port officials about the' shoal's 

Pilots and other mariners have been dis-' growth in early 2008. At that point, the 
cussing the'shdal with Anchorage port officials' shoal was sticking out like a giant tongue 
for almost two years now but they are havtaig a into the channel. ( 
tough time getting anything done about i t "It's pushed the ships over a half-mile 

Port of Anchorage Director Bill Sheffield now," said Brad Ki'oon, a tugboat cap-
tned but faded this year to gel a (1 million ap- tain for Cook Inlet l^ig & Barge Co 
propriation put into the $3 billion capital budget 
Ihat thu Legislature approved m mid-Aprtl. The 
money was targeted to help pay for a U S Ai^ 
my Corps of Engineers feasibility study need­
ed before dredging or any other federal action 
involving the shoal can occur Excavating even 
just a portion of the shoal could cost tens of mil- have scnl letters io the Corps of Engi-
lions nf dollars neers asking it to do something 

Shefhuld petitioned two Mat-Su Republi­
can lawmakers ~ Sen Charlie Huggins and DEADLOCK 
Hep Bill Stullze Huggins rejected the request fbr now. thu Corps of Engineers is 
Stoltzc could not bu reached for comment on tracking the shoal but says it can't do 
whether or nut hu tned tu get the muney anything about it until a loral entity — 

AI luggins suffer said recently that Mat-Su most likely the state. Anchorage or Mat-
boniiigh flffiaals told the senator the .study was Su—pitches in on the cost 
unno'essarv TheConjsismistrani'i'rtnKmkArm'^ 
^ iuiundnige portoiticiajs saia t n ^ orcift glV;7 silt; Evciy yeu; Ifspends'.miDlons of'doI-' 

ingiip.- . • • " ' . ' . - . . ' ' .̂ '. •, lars 
"It's just a matter of cobbllng.togetherJhe; But lheMacKen.zjo.Shoal is a dffei^ T . ' " - ' . " "I"'.™';;..''.."-'"-:''- "TT..,?:,.-.. = : z p ; g : t f g . " T - 5 f - " ' ' ^ ' - e o m e . h i o costt)>:tinriaftinftrtl»-<m|F.j 

financing t t fAaEri t luq)( i^ ,7 ' i3rd 'Anchorag^ ent deal. Cmgreas autiiorized tfie,C ' r His Idea l>a'ckared.''Mat-Su'Boiniigh^-!:.'>:r''r.'''- •^chanDelloUppa-'Cooklnlebhifsald.'v.jl 
VfttX Deputy Director SteveRibuflb. M ' . ' to deep'en'th'e Upper Cook Inlet shipping l a n e . cials disagree that 'theirdock' Is to'-blame 'imi-^^ Iii ' the past ' deca'de,''the;'c6rps'srdredgihg^| 

' . - ' . . i ' ' . ' '< •' ' ' '.̂ ' \ in2005.Bii tberorelaunchingadredgingbarge,- they 'atguethat theshoal isn 'ot 'aser i ihis 'obsta- .at the.portofAnchoragehasincreasedsig^ 
THESIHML' ' ' • " the Corps'must first stu<|y the problem,'and deforships. . • ' -"-- .•„ ' ^ f ^ , , leanlly-'„•"• . ' . - , ' , J , ?'-.. .V-.i>."? •?••'''(*" 

' 'Cook Inlet pilots said the Point MacKenzie, fiuiduig for that stucly must be provided equal- -> Huggbis' aide;.Jody-9inpMn^-said<' '^tl%' '>'Ihths' , i9808'andl09i^,tlieaverageannual ' I 
Shoal 'sgrowthspurtbeganaboutlOyearsagd. ' ly'l^ the Corps and'state or local entiUes.'If the Wtisilla senator did not request fimdmgfor'the excavation at tlie'pqrt was between'250,000 and' -

IVo years later, big ships had.to begin de- stui|y concludes dredging is heeded, the Corps- Corps study afler receiving a letter fivm John- 500,000 cubic yards of sedim'ent Starting about ,' 
touring around the shoal to make their ap^ will needs state or local officials Ui-help fund D u i ^ ' the Mat-Su b o r o u ^ manager, statliig a decade ago, the excavation shot up to 800^000,"; 
proach to the Port of Anchorage, said Smith, thatworic'too . . '• ' that the ships "simply need to maneuver thel r l to 1.4 million cubic yanis anbuallK-Bdardman' f 
theTOTEpilot. . '.' 11nsyeai;Anchoragepartofflcialssentlettets vessels into deeperwater"-"-" ' --J-' •< " ' ' ' 'i sa id ' ' •. •,-• "-^^'V'..' 5^1.'..-'•'-.'iTj'- . - I' 

The shoal Is. cutting Into the ships' .safety to SJoltze and Huggins requesting a i \ million ' In interviews, Mat-Su officlBis said Uiat If it's ' The dredghig at-tAe.port'now costs about. 1 j 
margin l^reducing ' the amount of space t h ^ , state appropriation'to the Mat-Su Borough to- true that the'shoal is'growlng,-lt's probably be- $12 million peryeai;'all'paid with federal dollars' >! 
have to tum. Big ships need a large amount . wardaCorpsstui|);esthnatedtocost$2milIion. cause the Coips.dumps-the millions of cubic because the prat aiid navigation chaniiel'are':: I. 
of room, so for safclx-mariners prefer to be .- Why^go to Mat-Su legislators when some yards of sediment that-it dredges a t the An-' usedtbsujipOTt'nillllaiyapcFatioriB:^'' 'f';'' : {I 
on the west side of the shipping channel be- Anchorage lawmakers-hold seats on the bud- chorage port 'and puts into the deep waters' of ' . Sheffielit the port'directoij'saiil he doesnt ' ' 
fore turnbigt imard the p6i% said Steve;Hon;.~ get-writing finance committees 'Fbr one thmg, the ^ p p u i g lane ' \ '.' .' have aijy druthers on whethca-th'e MacKenzie 1 
eycutt,prcsldent-oftbel.Southwest Alaska Pi-. Anchorage port offldais.and tBBsy Cook In- 'The dumping "has a much higher potditlal- Shoal is removed or if itjadredge'd eveiy year I 
lots-Association. But the shoal is growing on let[rflptssusp,ecttlie,ronstruction that began .for adding to the sho'altluihai^thing else o'ut-like the port of Anchorage ^7..'-' ''' j ' ' - / ^ ' ' ' ' ' 1 
the .west side ofthe shipping channel, forcing''aboiit'a decade ago'on the ftat-SuBorou^'s there," said Port MacKenzie dlrector'MareVbn'- ' "iThcshoalhasgottobedredged.'EitherI'm, i 
themtotumcioser to lheeas t s ideof thechan- Port MacKenzie triggered the'sKoal's'gnwth. 'Oongen. . ~ .'. ' ' ' - ^ < ' - ' - ' ''.'- going lib pay for it or the Mat-Su'aiid I-might I 
nel.hcsaid.. - . • ' - ' ' ' . '* ' . ' •, Also, Sheffield; the Anchbrage'portdh-ector, A couple ofpilotssaid'th«y are skeptical of share i^or the Corps might have to'do it ail Iqr.l^ 

."There 's a delicate balance of avoiding the said he thought it wimld easier for the Mat-Su that claim because the Cdips dumped dredge'•themselves,'; he said'-'', . , . . ' ' ' ' . ' ' / *. \ •''' ' 
shoal and liaving enough room to turn" into tlie lawmakers to get the moiiey because Anchor- spoils in the shipping channel decades before ' » • . -"' ' ''•^ ' ' • • ' - ' ' , ' ' ' ._ '•"•[ 
port, he sa id . ' ' " "̂  ''" age''''always'has so maiqr prqjects in the bud- the shoal became a problem. - . FhidaiiibanBliKmink(inliiieata'dnxoiii/aiii&^ebhiaiilnk''l 

' The association, which dispatches experi- g e C • , . ' Steve Boardman, the'Corps'district chief. ii'all257-43l7.-> ,'>-. „ . . ' ' r - " ~ -
• • • • ' i - ; v - • „ . - , • • ' % '--; • ' • ' . . ' - > ' . , ' . • . . • • • > • ' : - ' ^ . ' , - ; . . ' • ? •"' " V ? ' . - ' - " . ' : • , ' • : • . - ' •• .H-.- ' f iV' .••^? '" ' - ' '?• ^-.-j ; 

' T H T J S i ^ ' ^ > " v ^ ' T r i ¥ ? ' l * ' ^ ' = ? f - CfbhTnow, ffiat CooklRieTsiitation' 
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Proposed rail routes, 
.to Port Mackenzie .. 

itT; sfete game " - ' - ' j ' ^ State le'crertion'^ I' ' ' ' . Houston d t y v ' 
^ITJ refuges .•'%'C^-areasi'.^^ ' ' -" ' ; ' • "T ' l imte, . -./.; j 
*• - ' • ' . - ' , •' ' T i l ' , - ' * ; ' ,"• 

^tl'Point'Mackenzie-. ..,_.. ^ ,,_^ ;,v,r'f;^pPortMacKenzie,; .""'*•.,-^ 
; •.^^..Agricultural Area-] • ; bily District' • . • - ; ' - . 1 

. " ' ^ i ; - ' , h ' ' - - ^ \ ' ' ' ' \ ' i ' ' -'~-' " • • ' " ' " : " ' . I ' . " , Oalljf News archive ,•'•.•'?' 

.^.•.••!: ' • - ' ' . '• • . " * . - • 1,.•.';•.-'J'." '• i l , : , ' - J ' . . • ' " '•' 

5i 

imsiim 
•' • '•' 5-' • ..', '.ConHttued from A-1 .,̂ -- , f-- -" , • ' / • ' 
resources and create jobSi M^trom said.....'.: K̂ Ŝ O .' 

,->.".'̂ the last bjg^infrastriichirepngect.th^jstate;..'. 
did was the P&:ks Highway, and itwasfiiiished in'' 
1974,"'.he'toId tibe Anchorage Building Owners'& ; 

.- Matuagers Association at their inohthB .̂ meeting.' .J., 
f-'V, The Eort'Mac rail cixtension is.pQised\t6.be-'^' ^ 
,tfae'next big thing, lie said. Coal, limest6he';-lead ,̂-̂ >" 

.'-zinip; copp.er.'and.pther mineral could be'^mined. '̂' 
:rand'i'theiisiuti4ed! by. .rail'^to BcirtrMacKenziei'ii//. 
, wfciere it woiild'beloaded'bn'ships.Tliafwoiild •',"' 
< .ciit'147 niiles off the eidsting rail foiite'tOjtiie port "i'v 

mSeward, he said."'.' ', " ' „ ' , ' . - -, „ ; - ' 'Vo: :"^'-.'' 
It's riot just a shorter roiite — the' 30- to 40-" • 

mile extension is virtiially'downhill and,inore .' 
efficient for thie train's;' borough. pfficiaî .-'say^ •: 
!Ahd Myslrom said that neitherAnchbrage hor^., 
Seward can offer the staging area of Port Mac-' ^ 
KJehzie —14 sqiiare miles of mdiistrially zphed^ 
land, with no homes on it. . . ' . ' • . V ^ \ 
- The'Port of Anchoriage, which is inthe'-midst' ''-
of its'own huge exi>ansion; is the primary Alaslca 
port for consumer koods comiiig in oh container 



drive comes tihrojigh'it. Mat-Su wants to,becoine 
a re^oriai port for mirieral^exports and aiso is in-
tffl'ested'in' fiiel storage an'd ih receivihjg'tnateri-' 
ais such as the'steel for the state's long-dreamed 
about natural gas pipeline, A^sbpm said.. ,.'•'<'. 

But'tlie PDII; of;Anch'ohige^wants the steel 
pil>e to come its way,.'andit'ali^a(^ihas huge fuel-
taiikB.'̂ -HX'''- '„ •';-;• ' i" '„-.V:..'?'i.;,'•.'';- f '..-.' • 
. Mystrpin, a part-time 'VaU^^fesideht with-a 

hottie on . l^ger L'iilse and:a foriiier'advertising .' 
execiitiy^ wrapped up lus role'^sa paid.promotrV,''; 
er of the^rail prtvject in -ApriK He-said he contih-̂ '̂ -
ues to talk it'.up.bestause he believes in the nier-

' its. .He° made $85,000. for suc'-months' work with" 
the,borough.: . , - ' , . -

, %strom'-raIlied support forthe.prtgect &:om. 
"communities 'and leaders across Alaska!,''.said . 
Mat-Su Bdrbu^ Mayor Talis C6iberg.'jV,->. :>-• .i-. 

.'Tlie state .this ydur put ^5'miUibn!to^^ 
' rail exparision,;e]qpecte'd;to cost up>tb. $250 mil- . 
. lion M^eh it's aU,,coinplete:̂ G9V.'.Sem 

cehtly vietbed another $22 ' i^bn that had been 
apprbved':by theXbgislatuife, but says he.sup-
pqrtsuieejipansion.-:!' ;-,•>',i.; • ..•;•-.; :•-,.•• •..,-., ^ 

i'"'''"The, i)rojecf now is'before, a ^federal''entity; 
; caJLjed'th'je'Suii^ce.llranspbrtatibn Bbaii^ • 

Alaska Railroad-has, applied'jpthe board for a lir 
,';cerise to biiild the rail.Iuie. Adraftenviibririien-
! tal impact si2itemeht'aiia^iad',the need'as weU 
'jas-thiiee'isbssibie routes conriecting^to-the'inaiii 
' line-near iWUloyr, Houston preast.bfBigLake., 
''. liast mbiitii in'^written/donunbiits', t0',the^ 
board, Aii'chbrage 'l^)rt Directbi-' Bill Sheffield 

. challenged somerOf the assertions p,ut forth by 
b'acters of the rail'project and'raised.'cohcernfi 
aboiit Port Mackenzie as a yearrpund port.. >., 
-., Ili one.'example,'the backers cpntendbd.it .' 
would :be cheaper .to "ship' bulk materials like 
wood chips, gravel' or cemenf.l^'rail to^Pbrt-. 
MacKenzie .than, to Anchorage.and that Anchor: 
agb!'doesn't'.have,si)ace,to,storebr-handlebig -• 
quanbbes. • ;' ,...,;' . / u ....:•.'-
- Sheffield, the former head pf.the;Alaska.IM-~,̂ ^ 
roai^'said'that was a."signifibkiiitinisrepresen:.' .-
fatiph.'! Helsaid^there likeiy^vrauldh't be enough 
biisiness''at.'Port MacKenzie to'justii^ 'perma-.; 
nent.niil'crews';,so'locbmbldves and'rail c'airs 
wbuld'haye tp'be serviced:in Anchorage'or Eair̂  
banks. And'since 2003, his. port; has added 60-
aores of l^d't^'filling in Knik iAdin'and a mil^ of 
rail. It's ah'eac^'ieceiyed^dnll pi()e headed tb the 
NorthS;lope.,, ,,', '•,';/,.''•" *. -Iv- -., 
,' ' When^Atat^u pfBcials.saw his six-page letteir' 
bn file .with .̂the federal, gp'vemment,' they were',. 
hvid.' . , . . • ' • • , . , , • • ' . . . - , . . . 
'' "I.wish tb expriess my.deep concerii oyer Poiit 
Director Bill Sheffield's recent wayward actions^ 
towaixLi^the' i^r t . MacKei^e Rail > Ejxtensibii,.'.' 
-Golb'erg wrote'tp'^'chorage M^br bain SuUi-
;Van:-:..<.-',\ :^,-U-'^' •'•' '"' •' "•-'"l"?.-'.? " 'v'u -;i- ] 

v;̂ *; 'Suluyam sussiired Mat-Su pfficials,he siippprt-, 
•'gd'.th'b''raiVprpibbt.,Stiii;.'a ^wing"shbal liei^.' , 
Port MacKeioie is causiiig problens for Anchofr -' 

-.agerbbiihdships'andhe wants'Mat-Sti's tielp ui : 
finding a splution. ,. . :•' 
.... M y s ^ m said'he only recently leamed that 
' Sheffi^'had'conceitis about the rail project. ' 

:,' "Anchorage- is the' mpst'important poit' in 
Al£E5kaandalways'willbe,"hesaid:' -. 

But the Mat-Su rail project, he said, could 
'.boost the whole regibn. ' " • ' / . '•. -
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