Valley ask

by Al Campbell prey B
Times Valley Bureau ) '..'»‘_ i :
Wasilla — The Mat-Su-Forum has asked .
the borough assembly here to reactivate its.
now-dormant port commission and continue
to press for a deepwater port near Point
MacKenzie regardless of the status of the
roposed Knik Arm crossing.
" ’IPl('n)e borough government, which has long
favored a deep-sea-class port in the Valley,
has taken the position that little can be done
to develop such a facility until and unless a
crossing is built across the arm. _
But directors of the Mat-Su Forum, a pri-
vate, pro-development group here, say the
local government should proceed with plan-
ning and lining up-funding for a port, which
they say will be needed even if the crossing 1s
not built in the foreseeable future. .
Forum chairman David Gleason said
deepwater berthing at Point MacKenzie
eventually will be needed to handle bulk
cargo such as Beluga coal and natural gas,
which cannot be shipped from existing Port
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of Anchorage facilities.
“They should keep pushing for a port over
here,” Gleason said. While a crossing or

“icauseway would enhance the port’s useful-

ness by allowing for more diversified cargo,
Gleason added, there could be plenty of busi-
ness from docks in this area even without the

crossing. : ‘
Gleason also said a Point MacKenzie port

" would enjoy an added advantage, in that it

would be built far enough downstream from
any likely bridge crossing to avoid objections
from mariners. o

Shippers and Anchorage port officials
have expressed concern that a crossing could
complicate navigation in Cook Inlet, particu-
larly in the winter months when ice floes
make piloting more difficult.

Gleason has written Borough Mayor Edn’a
Armstrong DeVries, calling the borough’s
inaction on a port “short-sighted,” and likely
to lead to difficulties later when the time
comes to work out joint jurisdiction with

other governments.

s for deepwater port

A frequently discussed plan calls for es-
tablishment of an Upper Cook Inlet Port
Authority, involving Anchorage, Mat-Su, and
Kenai Peninsula local governments as well
as state and federal agencies. .

The letter to the borough mayor says “the
time is right,” to work toward such a joint
authority, which eventually could lead to an
integrated Upper Cook Inlet Port.

Mat-Su Borough Planning Director Bob
Stickles sdys, however, the borough here is
“ready and waiting” to reactivate port
authority planning, but he insists any new ac-
tivity is contingent on a Knik Arm crossing.

Stickles said it is almost 100 percent that a
Mat-Su port could not be established without
the crossing being in place. i

If a crossing is approved, Stickles said, the
Mat-Su Borough already has requests pre-
pared seeking state funding for port studies
and other assistance in developing the facil-

ity.
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13. Resolution No. AR 84-303, a resolution Municipal Clerk will

of the Municipality of Anchorage pro- advertise for public

viding for the appropriation of One

Million Dollars ($1,000,000) as a
contribution from the Port of

hearing for the meeting
of November 20, 1984.

Anchorage operating fund balance to
the Port of Anchorage's capital impro-
vement budget to fund modifications to
the Port of Anchorage's gantry cranes,
was introduced and public hearing set

for 11-20-84.
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~ Anchorage P&Z commission says
no on Knik Arm Crossing

plans, funds
for new port

by Al Campbell
Times Vallep Bureau

‘Wasilla — The Mat-Su Forum
has asked the borough assembly
here to reactivate its now-dor-
mant port commission and con-
tinue to press for a deepwater
port near Point MacKenzie re-
gardless of the status of the pro-
posed Knik Arm crossing.

The borough government,
which has long favored a deep-
sea-class port in the Valley, has
taken the position that little can
be done to develop such a facility
until and unless a crossing is built
across the arm.

But directors of the Mat-Su
Forum, a private, pro-develop-
ment group here, say the local
government should proceed with
planning and lining up funding
for a port, which they say will be '
needed even if the crossing is not
built in the foreseeable future. .

Forum chairman David Glea-
son said deepwater berthing at
Point MacKenzie eventually will
be needed to handle bulk cargo
such as Beluga coal and natural
gas, which cannot be shipped
from existing Port of Anchorage
facilities, :

- “They should keep pushing for
a port over here,” Gleason said.
While a_crossing or causeway
would enhance the port’s useful-
ness by allowing for more diver-

tha.t a crossing —
estimated $550 to $750

By LARRY MAKINSON
Daily News reporter .

The Anchorage Planning and Zoning Com-
mission turned thumbs down to the Knik Arm
Crossing on Wednesday night, rejecting the
concept of a bridge across Cook Inlet by a 7-0
vote. :

PIt's béen held out there to be a panacea,”
said planning commission chairwoman Alicia
Idc;en, “and it’s just not so.”

As an alternative, the commission voted to

orse widening the Glenn Highway to six
1’es ‘as. far‘*ag;: the /Wasilla ,cqtoﬁ,“ and to
o W TE Wg kel W el LT
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The actions camerafter a three-hour work

session and a public hearing held Oct. 3 in

e : ;
e xi:tx-nctlon with the Transportation Depart-

“The costs — at least in my mind — far

exceed the benefits,” said commissi
cy Fisher. mmissioner Nan-

widen the Parks Highway to four lanes as far
as Wasilla.

The recommendations will be forwarded to
the Anchorage Assembly and to Mayor Tony
Knowles, as well as to the state Department
of Transportation. The final decision of
whether to build the bridge will be made by"
the Alaska Legislature.

Prior to woting on the bridge as a whole,
the commission voted unanimously to elimi-
nate from further consideration the proposed
downtown bridge alignment. They cited dan-
gers to marine navigation in the inlet and the
disruptions to downtown traffic.

of the crossing on the governments on both .
: ! oth
:ldd;: ofa;.h.e btlilldge — an issue that was not
essed in the im ‘
v pact ‘séatement p:;epareﬂ :
“The governmental status quo would be a.
disaster,” said commissioner T%d Burton. e

 ooti : Th issi i ies
In rejecting the bridge, several commission- need ?oﬁ*omllsisriﬁ? gﬁnvote e ke

ers cited the planning department’s findings alternatives, — by 1995, or wh
wh}cl:x would cost an ble land supply in the munic
million - would draw to 10,000 acres. Currently,

funds from oth i .
road projects,Ot er vitally needed Anchorage ning department estimat

Crossing — and other .
en the developa- -
ipality dwindleg

the municipal plan-
es there are 29,000 -

acres of undeveloped residential land in An--

ther concerns were voiced about the effect chorage and Eagle River.
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Lack of notice on PCB shipment angers Seattle mayor

United Press International

with a load of sealed metal drums

SEATTLE — Seattle Mayor Charles c¢ontaining about 950,000 pounds of the

Royer said he is upset that the Depart-
ment of Defense failed to notify the city
before a barge of soil contaminated with

contaminated dirt from Air Force bases

in the Aleutians. )
The cancer-causing chemicals were

: i i shipped to Seattle because Alaska has no
5&3& was brought into Elliott Bay last spioved dimosaal Mite for PCBs.

The barge left Anchorage on Sept. 28 The barge arrived in Seattle last week

<

and has since been unloaded, with the
dirt transported to an out-of-state dispos-
al site, said Debbie Yamamoto, congres-
sional activities coordinator for the re-
gional Environmental Protection Agencyf,

“They report much better to the Con-
gress than to the mayor,” Royer said.

sified cargo, Gleason added,
there could be plenty of business
from docks in this area even
without the crossing.

Gleason also said a  Point
MacKenzie port would enjoy an.
added advantage, in that it would
be built far enough downstream
from any likely bridge crossing
to avoid objections from marin-
ers.

Shippers and Ancherage port
officials have expressed concern
that a crossing could complicate

navigation in Cook Inlet, particu-

larly in the winter months when

.ice" floes make piloting more

difficult. _
-Gleason has written Borough
Mayor Edna Armstrong DeV-

ries, calling the borough’s inac-

tion on a port “short-sighted,”
and likely to lead to difficulties

“Yater when the time comes to
~work out joint jurisdiction with
_ othe# governments.

A frequently discussed plan
calls for est#blishment of an
Upper Cook Inlet Port Authority,

. involving Anchorage, Mat-Su,
* and Kenai Peninsula local gov-

ernments as well as state and

- federal agencies.

The letter to the borough

' mayor says “the time is right,”

to work toward such a "joint
authority, = which  eventually
could lead to an integrated
Upper Cook Inlet Port.

Mat-Su Borough Planning Di-
rector Bob Stickles says, how-
ever, the borough here is “ready
and waiting”” to reactivate port
authority planning, but he insists
anv new actiyity is contingent on

a Knik Arm crossing.

Stickles said it is almost 100
percent that a Mat-Su port could
not be established without the
crossing being in place.

If a crossing is approved,
Stickles said, the Mat-Su Bor-
ough has requests already pre-
pared seeking state funding for
port studies and other assistance
in developing the facility.

Meanwhile Tyler Jones, dirc-
tor of the Port of Anchorage,
says the Anchorage Port Com-
mission has n objection — in fact
encourages — a “‘dual-port strat-
egy”’ in Upper Cook Inlet, and a
Point "‘MacKenzie facility would
appear a natural part of such a
long-range plan. j

Jones said the Anchorage
commission sees no competition
or damaging rivalry between two
ports.
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