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US.Department e
i Alaska Division 709 West 9th Street, Rm. 851

of Transporiation PO, Box 21648

Federal Highway

Administration October 16, 2008 Tuneau, AK 99802
(907) 586-7418
(907) 586-7420 Fax

In Reply Refer To:
FOIA 2008-0444

This is in response to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request dated September 16, in
which you asked for copies of all correspondence in the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) Alaska Division Office between (1) FHWA and Mayor Sarah Palin or the Office of the
Mayor of Wasilla, Alaska between 1996 and 2002, (2) FHWA and Chairman Sarah Palin of
Alaska Oil and Gas Conservation Commission between 2003 and 2004, and (3) FHWA and
Governor Sarah Palin or the Office of the Governor of Alaska between January 1, 2007 to
present.

In accordance with 5 USC 552, we are informing you that there are no records in our possession
or under our control pertaining to (1) and (2). In response to (3), we are enclosing the documents
listed below, with exceptions as noted.

A. Project email correspondence, with attachment consisting of the FHWA June 2006
Independent Cost Estimate of the Knik Arm Bridge, dated December 7, 2007.

B. Correspondence from Governor Palin to the FHWA Alaska Division Office, with
attachment consisting of a 1993 Resolution from the Alaska State Legislature, dated
December 18, 2007 and December 28, 2006.

C. Emails, dated March 17 and 18, 2008, regarding scheduling a meeting on the Knik
Arm Bridge Project.

D. Emails, with attachments consisting of a scope of work and map, dated March 19
through 25, 2008, regarding the administration of funds designated for the Alaska Pacific
University. We are withholding: (1) the scope of work; (2) content in an email dated
March 19, 2008, sent at 10:22 a.m.; (3) the content of emails dated March 25, 2008, sent
between 8:42 a.m. and 9:54 a.m. The withheld information consists primarily of
predecisional comments, opinions, and recommendations concerning the administration
of Federal funds. Deliberative material is exempt from public disclosure by 5 USC
552(b)(5) and 49 CFR 7.13(c)(5).

E. Email, with attachment consisting of draft comments on the Draft Knik Arm Bridge
and Toll Authority Public Private Agreement, dated June 13, 2008. We are withholding
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content in the email and the attachment because they contain predecisional opinions and
recommendations of FHWA staff and is, therefore, exempt from public disclosure by 5
USC 552(b)(5) and 49 CFR 7.13(c)(5).

F. Emails, with attachment consisting of a draft Notice of Intent (NOI), dated June 16
and 17, 2008, regarding the NOI for the Supplemental EIS for the Gravina Island Access
Project. We are withholding: (1) the draft NOI; (2) content of emails dated June 17,
2008, sent at 1:49 p.m. and 12:50 p.m.; and (3) content in an email dated June 16, 2008,
sent at 6:30 p.m. The withheld information consists primarily of predecisional
comments, opinions, and recommendations concerning the draft Notice of Intent.
Deliberative material is exempt from public disclosure by 5 USC 552(b)(5) and 49 CFR
7.13(c)(5).

G. Email, dated August 1, 2008, regarding the Knik Arm Crossing Cost Estimate and
Design Build Contracts.

The person responsible for the denial of the information described above is the undersigned.
Pursuant to regulations of the U.S. Department of Transportation, 49 CFR 7.21, you have the
right to appeal the determination to withhold the information to:

Ms. Patricia A. Prosperi

Associate Administrator for Administration
Federal Highway Administration

1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E., E64-312
Washington, DC 20590-9898.

Should you file an appeal, Ms. Prosperi’s decision will be the final agency decision. An appeal
must be made in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter and must include all information
and arguments relied upon in making the appeal.

Sincerely,

€ o, David C. Miller 2

Division Administrator

Enclosures as noted above
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Miller, David C.

From: Miller, David C.

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 2:24 PM
To: 'katie.provost@alaska.gov'

Subject: Cost estimate document

Attachments: Knik Arm Crossing Project COST ESTIMATE Report (2).pdf

Could you see that Randy receives this? Thank you very much.

9/17/2008












Results of the Workshop

The project being reviewed had several alignment options. For simplicity and to capture the most
likely outcome of the alignment choice process, the review team settled on the Preferred
Alternative (M2-C1-D/E), with an emphasis on the Erickson part of the D/E alignment. The
workshop included a review of the November 2005 DEIS and April 2006 cost estimate(s),
construction schedule, and the likely scenarios for eventual build-out of the future Phase 2.
Discussions covered some of the likely methods that could be used for project delivery.

Some of the key results of the workshop included:

e The initial build-out for Phase 1 - Erickson Option was identified as being $599.4 million
in the November 2005 DEIS estimate. When the cost estimates from the two consulting
sources were integrated, it was found that the estimate was $639.4 —a $40 million
increase. This cost increase was mostly the result of adding to the scope of the cut and
cover tunnel at Government Hill (~ $20.00 million), right-of-way cost increases (~ $6.0
million) and Environmental/Mitigation cost increases (~ $6.3 million).

e Similarly, the final build-out for Phase 2 - Erickson Option was identified as being
$586.7 million in the November 2005 DEIS estimate. The revised estimate that evolved
during this workshop indicated that this build-out cost would be in the range of $504.0
million — this was an $82 million reduction. This was the result of advancing several
construction items to Phase 1, e.g., it was decided to move all of the tunnel construction
to Phase 1. Having the tunnel construction completed in Phase 1 would reduce the
inconvenience to the local public.

e The overall estimate is consistent with the project’s current stage of design

e The development of quantities and unit prices has been done in a manner consistent with
industry standards.

e Appropriate contingencies and other mark-ups have been applied to the estimate.

e The following items could impose some significant risks on the eventual project cost:

o Bidding conditions (number of responsive bidders)

o Other projects competing for limited resources

o Constructability issues (weather, whales, noise)

o Cost of key construction components needed for the construction

The workshop team identified some miscellaneous items that could have major project impacts:

e If the project is delayed in its start-up, the cost of the delay could amount to
approximately $25 million for one year of delay.

e The generally understood construction scenarios include award of several construction
packages. There could be some difficulties if the projects are not let in a way that
recognizes the sequential nature of the work and the need for coordination between the
various contractors.

e The contract delivery method itself could impose some unexpected concerns for the
manager of the projects.






e The Team was asked to analyze the cost data that was available for the future build-out of the
project (Ph. 2). This build-out is expected to consist of bridge and roadway widening, and the
construction of a new connector on the far south end of the project, that would tie in to the
planned City transportation corridor master plan. The timeframe for this future construction
would be expected to occur in the year 2023, depending on how fast traffic demands grow.
The Team compiled a construction cost estimate expressed in April 2006 dollars. This
estimate indicated that the Total Program Estimate for that future scope of work would be
$504 million. The bridge component was to cost approximately $63 million and other leading
elements had a cost of $226 million. A majority of the cost was inflation to the year 2023.
Probability distributions were used and Monte Carlo simulations were run to provide
additional cost guidance for the future project management team.

e KABATA management and their consultants noted that they wanted to have the current
estimate findings compared, as closely as possible, with the construction estimate that was
done at the time of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). This was done for
both the Phase 1 and Phase 2 construction programs. The resulting analyses served mainly to
highlight the growth in the Phase 1 and Phase 2 estimates, primarily reflecting the ambient
market conditions that have prevailed since the DEIS estimate was performed in November
of 2005.

In the briefing that took place on the last day of the workshop it was confirmed that these
probabilities were cause for some concern. A 60 percent level of certainty about the cost
outcomes, coupled with the fact that the cost estimates were higher than desired, signaled a need
to work on cost control and the need to clarify some of the current “unknowns” about the project.
The following were seen as some of the “Opportunities” that could help the project delivery team
meet their cost and time objectives for the project:

e Value engineering could offer some cost reduction items that could help bring the Phase
1 project scope back into the $600 million target zone.

e There were some potentially very significant cost savings associated with getting
permission to obtain critically needed fill materials from the nearby Air Force Base. This
base is already providing fill stone to the Port of Anchorage and it was thought that the
agreement between the Port and the Air Force might serve as a vehicle to make the same
stone material available for use in construction of the Phase 1 facilities. This option and
the associated terms need to be established to avoid the high cost of long hauls of this
material from other, more distant sources.

e How the component contracts are packaged could rcpresent an important boost to the
prospects of delivering the project in a timely manner and close-to or under the required
budget. The work needed to deliver the overall finish projcct lends itself to well thought-
out sequencing. One of the most important examples is to have the approaches and the
bridge construction done in a way that maximizes the lincar naturc of the work. For
example, if the approaches to the bridge are done early-on this would expedite delivery of
the bridge materials to the bridge site.
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SARAH PALIN
GOVERNOR

P.O. Box 110001
JUNEAU, ALASKA 9981 1-0001
(907) 465-3500

GOVERNORBGOV.STATE.AK.US FaX (907) 465-3532

WWW,.GOV.STATE.AK.US
STATE OF ALASKA

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
JUNEAU

December 18, 2007

Mr. David C. Miller

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
P.O. Box 21648

Juneau, AK 99802-1648

Dear Mr. Miller:

I am aware that on November 5, 1990, the Department of Transportation and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act was enacted. It requires a state to adopt legislation to revoke or
suspend the driver’s license of a person convicted of a drug offense — even if the offense does
not involve the operation of a motor vehicle or watercraft. Failure to enact this legislation could
result in the withholding of federal-aid highway funds.

It is my understanding there is an exception that allows a state to remain in compliance
with 23 U.5.C. 159 and avoid the loss of federal funds. This exception requires certification
from a Governor stating opposition to the enactment of such a law and a legislative resolution
adopted to express its opposition to such a law.

In our case, there is a resolution from the 1993 Alaska State Legislature (HCR 10)
opposing such a federal law. (Copy attached) I agree with the statements in HCR 10, including
the statement that our state legislature has the authority to enact such laws affecting the citizens
of Alaska and the issue is properly left to the legislature. Therefore, as Governor of Alaska, I
certify I am opposed to the enactment or enforcement of a law that conforms to 23 U.S.C. 159,
and specifically, 23 U.S.C 159(a)(3)(A), which could result in the loss of Department of
Transportation funds in Alaska.

I will continue to review this issue and will keep you informed of any future changes.

Sincerely,

Federal Highway
Administration

DEC 26 2007
Ny Feante t Sarah Palin
- : Governor
cc: Leo von Scheben, Commissioner, Department of Transportation and Public Facilities

Randy Ruaro, Special Staff Assistant, Office of the Governor
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CS FOR HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 10(HES) am
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
EIGHTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

BY THE HOUSE HEALTH, EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SERVICES COMMITTEE

Amended: 3/29/93

Offered: 3/26/93

Referred: Judiciary

Sponsur{s}; HOUSE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE BY REQUEST
A RESOLUTION

Relating to allowing the state the right to determine and impese sanctions on
motor vehicle drivers.
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

WHEREAS the Slate of Alaska is concerned with drug abuse by iis citizens and has
enacted numerous laws and initiated programs aimed at reducing both the demand for and
supply of illegal drugs; and

WHEREAS the State of Alaska currently revokes the driver’s licenses of persons
convicted of driving a molor vehicle under the influence of drugs; and

WHEREAS 23 U.S.C. 159(a) mandates the withholding of certain federal-aid highway
funds from states that by October 1, 1993, fail 1o either

(1) cnact legislation requiring suspension of an individual’s driver’s license
upon conviction of a violation of the federal Controlled Substances Act or any drug olfense;
or

(2) file a certification from the Governor that the Governor is opposed to the
enactment of such a law and that the legislature has adopled a resolution cxpressing its

opposition 1o such a Jaw; and
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WHEREAS failure of this legislature to take either mandated action will result in the

withholding of federal-aid highway funds; and

WHEREAS aclions of the Congress to coerce states into passing ineffective laws are
inappropriate; and

WHEREAS the State of Alaska has and will continue 1o address illegal drugs in
effeclive and cost beneficial ways;

BE 1T RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature certifies that it is opposed to the
requirement by the federal government that the state enact legislation to revoke or suspend the
driver’s license of a person convicted of a drug offense if the offense does not involve the
operation of a molor vehicle, aircraft, or watercraft; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature will continue its efforts in
drug abuse education and enforcement programs and will commit ils limited resources to
programs that, based on experience in Alaska, have a reasonable chance of reducing drug
abusc; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Governor is respectfully requested to certify the

Governor’s opposition to adoption of legisiation requiring revocation of the driver’s licensc

of a person convicted of a drug offense.

CSHCR HO(HES) am -2- HCRO010c¢



skl 3-4

SARAH PALIN
GOVERNOR

P.O. Box 110001
JUNEAWU, ALASKA 9981 1-0001
(907) 465-3500

GOVERNOR@GOV.STATE.AK.US FAX (907) 465-3532

Ww, 8 JAK,
STATE OF ALASKA WWW.GOV.STATE.AK.US

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
JUNEAU

December 28, 2006

Mr. David C. Miller, Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration

P.O. Box 21648

Juneau, AK 99802-1648

Dear Mr. Miller:

I am aware that on November 5, 1990, the Department of Transportation and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act was enacted. It requires a state to adopt legislation to revoke
or suspend the driver’s license of a person convicted of a drug offense even if the offense
does not involve the operation of a motor vehicle, or watercraft. Failure to enact this
legislation will result in the withholding of federal-aid highway funds.

It is my understanding there is an exception that allows a state to remain in
compliance with 23 U.S.C. 159 and avoid the loss of federal funds. This exception requires
certification from a Governor stating opposition to the enactment of such a law and a
legislative resolution adopted to express its opposition to such a law.

In our case, there is a resolution from the 1993 Alaska Legislature opposing such a
law. Tam not opposed to legislation revoking or suspending the licenses of persons
convicted of drug offenses, however, it is the Legislature’s responsibility to enact laws
affecting the citizens of Alaska. Therefore, as Governor of Alaska, I certify I am opposed to
the mandate from the federal government requiring enactment of a state Jaw as described in
23 US.C. 159, which could result in loss of Department of Transportation funds in Alaska.

I will continue to review this issue and will keep you informed of any future
changes.

Sincerely,
Federal Highway
Administration
DEC 29 2006
Sarah Palin
Governor Juneau, Alaska

cc:  John MacKinnon, Acting Commissioner, Department of Transportation and Public
Facilities
Russ Kelly, Special Staff Assistant, Office of the Governor



KABATA meeting

Miller, David C.

From: Miller, David C.

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 2:16 PM
To: ‘Ruaro, Randall P (GOV)'
Subject: RE: KABATA meeting

Sounds good...Dave

From: Ruaro, Randall P (GOV) [mailto:randall.ruaro@alaska.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 1:35 PM

To: Miller, David C.

Cc: Richards, Frank T (DOT); Provost, Kathryn T (GOV)
Subject: RE: KABATA meeting

Dave:

How about 10:00 am on the 241"?
Randy

Frank:

Does this work for you?

Randy

From: Miller, David C. [mailto:David.C.Miller@fhwa.dot.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 1:31 PM

To: Ruaro, Randall P (GOV)

Subject: RE: KABATA meeting

I'm open except from 2:00 till 3:00 on the 24™".. . Dave

From: Ruaro, Randall P (GOV) [mailto:randall.ruaro@alaska.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 1:24 PM

To: Miller, David C.

Cc: Provost, Kathryn T (GOV)

Subject: RE: KABATA meeting

How about the 24" sometime?

Randy

From: Miller, David C. [mailto:David.C.Miller@fhwa.dot.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 12:45 PM

To: Ruaro, Randall P (GOV)

Subject: RE: KABATA meeting

Is there another date that wouid work?

9/17/2008

Page 1 of 2



Updated: KABATA meeting Page 1 of 1

Miller, David C.

From: Miller, David C.

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 3:15 PM
To: ‘Ruaro, Randall P (GOVY
Subject: RE: Updated: KABATA meeting

I'll be there...Dave

From: Provost, Kathryn T (GOV) [mailto:katie.provost@alaska.gov] On Behalf Of Ruaro, Randall P (GOV)
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 3:10 PM

To: Miller, David C.; Richards, Frank T (DOT)

Subject: Updated: KABATA meeting

When: Monday, March 24, 2008 4:00 PM-4:30 PM (GMT-09:00) Alaska.
Where: Governor's Small Conference Room

~~~~~~~~~~

9/17/2008



Updated: KABATA meeting Page 1 of 1

Miller, David C.

From: Miller, David C.

Sent:  Tuesday, March 18, 2008 10:44 AM
To: 'Ruaro, Randall P (GOVY'

Subject: RE: Updated: KABATA meeting

That will work for me.

From: Provost, Kathryn T (GOV) [mailto:katie.provost@alaska.gov] On Behalf Of Ruaro, Randall P (GOV)
Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2008 9:56 AM

To: Miller, David C.; Richards, Frank T (DOT)

Subject: Updated: KABATA meeting

When: Monday, March 24, 2008 10:00 AM-10:30 AM (GMT-09:00) Alaska.
Where: Governor's Small Conference Room

e a F s Tl Tl Tl Tl ¥

9/17/2008
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Miller, David C.

From: Miller, David C.

Sent:  Tuesday, March 25, 2008 9:54 AM

To: ‘Ruaro, Randall P (GOV)'

Cc: Lohrey, John; Schmidt, Karen; Viteri, Alex
Subject: RE: Scope for APU Earmarks

From: Ruaro, Randalt P (GOV) [mailto:randalt.ruaro@alaska.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2008 9:48 AM

To: Miller, David C.

Subject: RE: Scope for APU Earmarks

Thanks Dave:

Randy

From: Miller, David C. [mailto:David.C.Miller@fhwa.dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2008 9:08 AM

To: Ruaro, Randall P (GOV)

Subject: FW: Scope for APU Earmarks

FYI...

From: Lohrey, John

Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2008 8:42 AM
To: Miller, David C.

Subject: FW: Scope for APU Earmarks

Fyi,

From: Schmidt, Karen

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2008 3:35 PM

To: Lohrey, John; Dziemian, Denise; Lewis, Dale J; Viteri, Alex
Subject: FW: Scope for APU Earmarks

9/17/2008
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Karen A Schmidt
FHWA Alaska Division
907-586-7158

From: Witt, Jennifer W (DOT) [mailto:jennifer.witt@alaska.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2008 10:22 AM

To: Schmidt, Karen

Cc: Keith, Gordon C (DOT); Tolley, John S (DOT); Campbell, Robert A (DOT); Horn, Steven R (DOT); Rice, Kasandra K (DOT);
Childers, James M {DOT); Thomas, Scott E (DOT); King, Ronald G (DOT); Ottesen, Jeffery C (DOT); Post, David E {DOT)
Subject: Scope for APU Earmarks

Good moming, Karen.

Attached is a scope of work for the two SAFETEA-LU Sec. 1702 Earmarks for APU:
e No. 3020 Construction of and improvements to roads at Alaska Pacific University (AK094) - $3 million
« No. 3682 Construction and Improvements at Alaska Pacific University (AK105) - $3 million

Also attached is a map showing the location of the APU in relation to Bragaw/Eimore Road.

Thank you.

9/17/2008
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Viteri, Alex

From: Viteri, Alex

Sent: Friday, June 13, 2008 7:24 PM

To: randall.ruaro@alaska.gov

Subject: Preliminary KABATA PPA Comments

Attachments: PPA ltems to check 040308.doc

Hello, Randy
Thank you for stopping by this afternoon. As requested, here are my preliminary comments on
the KABATA PPA.

~ As discussed during our meeting
my, and other comments, are being reviewed by FHWA/HQ. The combined comments will be
incorporated into a summary document that our Division Office will finalize and mail to the
State of Alaska, AKDOT, and KABATA. Hopefully, by the end of the month.

Please call Dave Mille,r at #586-7180, or myself, with questions or concerns. Best Regards,.

Alex Viteri, Jr., P.E.

Senior Transportation Engineer

FHWA Alaska Division

P.O. Box 21648

Juneau, AK 99802

(907) 586-7544  (907) 586-7420 Fax

9/16/2008
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Miller, David C.

From: Miller, David C.

Sent:  Tuesday, June 17, 2008 3:10 PM

To: 'Ruaro, Randall P {GOV)'

Subject: RE: Gravina Access Project Notice of INtent

Thanks Randy

From: Ruaro, Randall P (GOV) [mailto:randall.ruaro@alaska.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2008 3:03 PM

To: Miller, David C.

Subject: RE: Gravina Access Project Notice of INtent

| just went off the Governor's statements in a press release that date, but its your doc.
Thanks,

Randy

From: Miller, David C. [mailto:David.C.Miller@fhwa.dot.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2008 1:43 PM

To: Ruaro, Randall P (GOV)

Subject: RE: Gravina Access Project Notice of INtent

From: Ruaro, Randall P (GOV) [mailto:randall.ruaro@alaska.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2008 12:50 PM

To: Miller, David C.

Subject: RE: Gravina Access Project Notice of INtent

Dave:

Thanks for the oppartunity to review this.

Randy

From: Miller, David C. [mailto: David.C.Miller@fhwa.dat.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2008 11:19 AM

To: Ruaro, Randall P (GOV)

Subject: FW: Gravina Access Project Notice of INtent

9/17/2008
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From: Vanderhoof, Michael

Sent: Monday, June 16, 2008 6:30 AM

To: Miller, David C.

Cc: Downer, Lori

Subject: Gravina Access Project Notice of INtent
Dave,

Attached is the most recent version of the NOI.

Do we need to wait for some type of OK from DC or send this newer version?
| plan to let Tim read this one on the plane and then as far as | am concerned we are good to finalize this one.

| will call Lori directly with any changes.
Thank you,
Mike

9/17/2008
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Viteri, Alex

From: Viteri, Alex

Sent: Friday, August 01, 2008 11:23 AM
To: randall.ruaro@alaska.gov

Subject: Knik Arm Crossing Cost Estimate and Design Build Contracts

Tracking: Recipient Delivery
randall.ruaro@alaska.gov
Miller, David C. Delivered: 8/1/2008 11:23 AM
Hello,

Thanks for your call, Randy. Here’s the information | promised you.

Knik Arm Crossing Cost Estimate Proposal:
Submittals were due on Wednesday. Four groups picked up the proposal.
1. Alaska Transportation Priorities Project
2. Wilder Construction Company
3. Kiewit Construction Company, and
4. Si3 Construction Group LLC

DOT can't release the names of submitters, yet. | was told it will take 2 to 3 weeks to
complete negotiations with the successful proposer and am guessing from the way they
were talking that only one proposal came in.

An amendment was made to the original proposal. It changed the words “Segment 2 to
Segment 9" to “Segment 1 to Segment 9”. Segment 1 is the road connecting the crossing
to the City of Wasilla. The amendment also makes DOT responsible for

providing quantities for the cost estimate.

Design/Build Contracts

So far the Central Region has had 3 large design/build Contracts. DOT considers all
three successful. The three projects are: Whittier Tunnel, Glenn/Parks Hwy Interchange,
and the Glenn Hwy/Bragaw Street Overpass (still under construction).

I was wrong about Independent Engineers. Although the work is similar to the work HDR is
doing, the CR has not hired an Independent Engineer yet. Central Region (CR) does the
oversight on their design/build contracts and HDR Consulting Firm (specializing in
design/buiid contracts) helps DOT develop the proposals. They also help CR's Office
Engineer resolve technical issues that pop up in the contract after it's issued.

Hope this helps. Please call with concerns. I'll try talking the rain to D.C. with me
tomorrow.

Alex Viteri, Jr., P.E.

Senior Transportation Engineer
FHWA Alaska Division

P.O. Box 21648

9/16/2008
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Juneau, AK 99802
(907) 6586-7544  (907) 586-7420 Fax

9/16/2008





