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Kevin & Sharon Berg
PO Box 521165
Big Lake, AK 99652-1165
Home 907-892-1278
Office 907-376-0835
Office Fax 907-376-0843
kevincberg@gmail.com

March 12, 2008

David Navecky

STB Finance Docket No. 35095
Surface Transportation Board
395 E Street, SW

Washington, D.C. 20423-0001

Re:  Port MacKenzie Rail Spur/Social & Economics
Dear Mr. Navecky,

Enclosed is a copy of a letter from the Alaska Railroad, Director of Strategic Planning.
Bruce Carr, dated 12/11/2002. In a nutshell, it supports Corridor 3, the Port
MacKenzie/Willow route. I agree with the content of his letter.

In previous studies, Corridor 3, the Willow Route, was favored for a variety of reasons.
“It is the only corridor which now fulfills the appropriate purpose of a rail link to
the port to move natural resources into and out of the port with a minimum of
disruption to current and projected transportation corridors serving economic
development in the Point MacKenzie area.”

Yes, the Willow Route may cost more to build initially, but there are other concerns. This
corridor travels through thousands acres of land that can be used for future expansion of a
combination of commerce, industry, and residential tax base. Why run a rail spur
through an area that disrupts current residents, does not have nearly the potential for
growth on each side of the route, and does not have the future tax base that the Willow
Route has?

Anchorage is running out of available open land. For years there has been discussion of a

“Knik Arm Bridge” to connect Anchorage and the Port Mackenzie area.

e Studies have been done and there is apparently money available for the bridge. fin
fact, the bridge is a good idea and is going to happen eventually, it certainly makes
sense for all sectors of government to work together for everyone’s mutual benefit.

e  “While this need has taken fifty years to develop, it is clear that Point
MacKenzie is a rapidly growing area and the Alaska Rail Road has no desire to
try and re-align another spur in the next twenty years, which is likely to happen
with the other corridors.”



“Corridor 3 appears to be favored by the public.”
“It appears that property ownership concerns are less of an obstacle than other
corridors.”

e “Corridor three has the added benefit of appearing to align with the Knik Arm
Crossing more favorable especially as a transportation link from Anchorage to
Fairbanks.”

Please don’t allow politics or special interest groups to be short-sighted in their thinking.
If this rail spur is a good idea, please do it right! Look well into the future! Build it out
in the open and build it so there can be expansion and tax base. There is enough room
along the Willow Route to create a new city!

Respectfully Submitted,
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Kevin C. Berg, O.D.
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Precember 1] 2002

Adr. Noarm Guicher, P
Trvek Nyman Haves Ine
911 W, 8™ Avenue
Anchorage. Alaska 99301

Re: Mat-Sa Rail Corridor Feastbility Study Comments

Dear Mr Gutcher:

Strategic Flanmng
fedophonc (G071 265 2468
{acsimile; (907 765 263
e~matl. el g g

Thank you for the npporiunity to comment on the proposcd ral) corridor from Poit
MacKenzie northward. T would like to compliment you on the public preseniatics ai
Houston High School on November 20, 2002, The presentation material was plentitu!
and your staff was knowledgeable about issues concerning the project. I was particuiarly
impressed with the way your staff handled several of the more hostile conunents from the

public. Thedr denweanor was professional and polite.

The Alaska Railroad { ARR) supports the newly defined Corridor 3.

Tt the Uii(‘:. corrkiog

which now fulfills the appropriate purpose ofa rail link to the port: to move natusal
resources into and out of the port with a minimum of disruption to current and projecicd
transportation corridors servicing cconomic development in the Pt MacKenvie arew,

ARR y concern with all the other corridors fall mto two arcus:

1)y ARR sull ends up in the immediate Wasilla arca
Y
-

ARK splns the current and projected futire growth areas in Pt Mook enen

ARR s market for natural resources is from the north. boxeept for corndor threo . ARR
will be foreed to continue to bring all trains through the growing Nancy Lake to Wasilis
area before gaiing the P MacKenzie spur. This is coumter-praductive for Wasilia wy!
places the Railroad in the muddle of residential arcas currentv under constructior and
prawceted residential development in the future. ARR is freing re alivnment in tie
Woastllan arca now o sccommudale Wasilla’s desire tor a better eoonontic develoynen

emvivonmont. Winle this need has taken iy vears wo develop. it s dloar tha
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AMackenzie is a rapidly growing area and ARR has no desire to e and re-abison anethe;
spur e the nest twenty yvears which s likedy to happen with the othar corrdors,



Based on the comments T heard at the public meeting, Corridor 3 appears w be favored
by the public. Additionally, it appears that property ownership concerns are less of an
obstacle than other corndors, geography/geology appears to favor this route more, and
places the connection back into ARR’s mainline far north of Wasilla. Corridor threc has
the added bencefit of appearing to align with the Knik Arm Crossing more favorabiy
especially as a transportation link from Anchorage to Fairbanks.

ARR continues to be very interested in this project and continues to encourage you to
Keep us informed as the study progresses.

Sincerely,

Bruce Carr
Director, Strategic Planning

CC. Wendy Lindskoog, ARR
Tom Brooks, ARR



