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U.S. Department
of Transportation
F.ederalTransit
Administration

REGIONX
Alaska, Idaho, Oregon,
Washington

915 Second Avenue

Federal Bldg. Suite 3142
Seattle, WA 98174-1002
206-220-7954

206-220-7959 (fax)

September 1, 2004 RECEIVED

SEP 0'7 2004Ms. Judith Bittner
State Historic Preservation Officer
Office of History and Archaeology
550 West ih Ave, Suite 1310
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

OHA

RE: Section 106 Concurrence
ProposedNenanaRailRealignmentProject- MaterialSource,Staging,andDikeAreas
USGSQuadrangleFairbanksC-5,T4S,R8W,Sections23,24, and26, FM

Dear Ms. Bittner:

The Alaska Railroad Corporation (ARRC) proposes to realign the railroad's main track around
the downtown area of Nenana, Alaska. ARRC received funding from the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) to investigate the project further, and preparation of an Environmental
Assessment (EA) is underway to assess potential environmental impacts. In a letter dated
November 4, 2003, we requested your concurrence with our finding that no historic properties
would be affected, and you concurred on November 24, 2003. Since that time, other areas
that would be disturbed as part of the project have been identified, and Northern Land Use
Research (NLUR) conducted additional cultural resource investigations. Detailed information
is included in the two enclosed reports. This letter requests your concurrence with our finding
that no historic properties would be affected.

ARRC Mile 388 Material Source Area, Clear, Alaska
USGS Quadrangle Fairbanks A-5 and 8-5, T8S, R8W, Section 1 and 6,FM

«
ARRC has an existing gravel pit south of Clear Air Station that may be expanded to serve as a
material source areafbr the Nenana Rail Realignment project or other federally assisted
undertakings. NLUR performed a cultural resource survey, and its report entitled "Cultural
Resource Survey of Alaska Railroad Corporation Mile 388 Gravel Pit, Clear, Alaska" is
enclosed for your review. This report includes a map showing the location of the Mile 388
gravel pit area. Based on the results of field observations and a literature review, NLUR found
no reason to believe that the expansion of the gravel pit in the identified area warrants
additional consideration under Section 106. NLUR recommended that its report be forwarded
to your office with a request for concurrence of "no historic properties affected."

Staging and Dike Areas, Nenana, Alaska
USGSQuadrangle Fairbanks C-5,T4S,R8W,Sections 23,24, and 25 FM yf

As previously mentioned, since the time of the initial cultural resource investigation in 2003,
additional areas that would be disturbed as part of the Nenana Rail Realignment project have
been identified. These areas include a staging/stockpile area west of the Parks Highway and
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two dike areas near the airport. NLUR performed a cultural resource survey, and its report
entitled "Cultural Resource Survey of Alaska Railroad Corporation Mile 388 Gravel Pit, Clear,
Alaska' is enclosed for your review. This report includes a map showing the location of the
staging and dike areas, along with the area of potential affect addressed in its 2003
investigation. Based on the results of field observations and a literature review, NLUR found
no reason to believe that the proposed activities in the identified staging and dike areas
warrant additional consideration under Section 106. NLUR recommended that its report be
forwarded to your office with a request for concurrence of "no historic properties affected."

Request for Concurrence

Based on the information in this letter and the enclosed reports, we have determined that
there would be no adverse effect to historic resources in Mile 388 material source area or the

staging and dike areas associated with the Nenana Rail Realignment project. We request your
concurrence with this determination.

Thank you for taking time to reviewthis finding. We look forward to receiving your input in this
matter. Please contact Jennifer Bowmanat (206) 220-7953 or Barbara Hotchkin at (907) 265-
2313 if you have any questions or would like additional information about the proposed
project.

;;;I~U
R.F. Krochalis
Regional Administrator

enclosures

. cc:Barbara Hotchkin, ARRC

No Historic Properties Affected
Alaska StateHistoricPreservationOfficer
Date: /D --1 --{20{)r
File No.: :3 1.30- IrL FTA St--
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Record of Conversation 
 
 
Recorded by: Brian Kovol     Date:  February, 17, 2004 
 

Outgoing call 1:43 pm 
 
Talked With:  Jason Mayrand, Mayor City of Nenana Phone:  907-832-5441 
 
 
Subject:  EA Questions 
 
 
Items Discussed:   
 
 
1. Zoning:  Confirmed that the City has no conventional zoning.  The City does issue 
FEMA floodplain land use permits. 
 
2.  The city has no comprehensive plan that has designated parkland or recreation areas.  
No industrial or residential zoning.  However, there was some historical effort to do so 
and it is not complete.  The industrial area was to be designated around the existing port 
and airport.  Pretty much everything inside the fenced area would be considered 
industrial.  The Nenana City Pond was never considered as being designated as a 
recreational area.  It is just an old gravel pit that filled in with groundwater.  ADF&G 
decided to stock it w/fish.  It can be filled in as necessary. 
 
3.  The City of Nenana owns the railroad depot in Nenana. 
 
4.  Existing waits at at-grade crossings are about 15-20 minutes currently. 
 
5.  Only upcoming projects that the Mayor knows about are the Airport paving project 
this summer and the BIA road project NE of project along the Tanana River. 
 
6. Asked how City deals w/ power outages.  He said they are currently frequently 
experienced during the summer and winter.  The City has backup generators for the water 
plant and the school (school not installed yet).   
 
7.  Wells.  Jason does not know of any wells in the project area.  Most are in town.  No 
wells are located at the airport. 
 
8.  Seismic activity.  There was a lot of shaking during the recent November 2002 
earthquake along the Denali fault.  No real damage to structures but did get some failure 
of the sewer and water system (mains broke).  The runway surface was also fractured. 
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Record of Conversation 
 
 
Recorded by: Brian Kovol     Date:  April, 26, 2004 
 

Outgoing call 
 
Talked With:  Larry Peltz of NMFS    Phone:  907-271-1332 
 
 
Subject:  EFH and Endangered Species Consultation for the Nenana Rail 
realignment Project 
 
 
Items Discussed:   
 
 
1. Discussed the area and scope of the proposed action and alternative B.  Explained that 
much of the impacted area was wetlands. 
2. I explained that to the best of my knowledge the project would not impact any fish 
streams or wetlands important to anadromous or resident fish species. 
3. Discussed possible impact to the Nenana City Pond.  No concern was raised over 
possible partial filling of the pond. 
4. Larry asked that he receive a copy of the EA and newsletter.   
5. Larry said that he was familiar with the project area and that he did not believe there 
were any issues related to endangered species or EFH as far as NMFS was concerned.  
Specifically, he said that for purposes of the EA, we could state that there are no 
threatened, endangered, or candidate species located in the study area under National 
Marine Fisheries Service jurisdiction. 
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