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Subject: Public Meeting #1 (Identifying Needs and Opportunities): Online Open House 
Summary 

Project Name: McCarthy Road Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study  

Notes Prepared  
by: Kim Wetzel, Jacobs   

Location: Online 

Dates: November 29, 2023, through January 10, 2024 

1. Public Meeting #1 Summary Overview 

The McCarthy Road Planning & Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study began in 2023. The team leading the 
PEL Study consists of the Federal Highway Administration Western Federal Lands (WLF) Highway Division, 
Alaska Department of Transportation & Public Facilities (DOT&PF), and the National Park Service (NPS). As 
part of the first phase of the PEL study (Identifying Needs and Opportunities phase), the team hosted a 
public online open house that began in November 2023. Prior to the online open house, the team hosted 
the first Project Advisory Committee (PAC) meeting on November 16, 2023, and launched a project 
website.  

This document summarizes the first Online Open House (Public Meeting 1). This is the first of three public 
meetings planned for the PEL study. 

The team held an Online Open House that ran from November 29, 2023, to January 10, 2024. The 
purpose of the meeting was to inform the public about the scope and purpose of the PEL study and to 
seek input on existing corridor conditions, needs, opportunities, and a draft corridor vision, purpose 
statement and goals. The meeting extended beyond a common month-long duration to accommodate 
additional time through the holidays. 

The online open house was set up using ESRI StoryMaps software, which weaves project narrative with 
multimedia content that includes maps, photos, and comment fields. This format was used so that public 
comment could be solicited in multiple ways. The format included an interactive mapping tool that 
allowed visitors to explore geospatial data and attribute comments to specific locations along the 
McCarthy Road study corridor. The online open house also contained a link to a poll containing eight 
questions intended to solicit more detailed input.  

This summary includes the following: 

• Section 1 provides a summary overview. 

• Section 2 summarizes the attendance and overall results of comment submissions. 

• Section 3 lists the poll responses (verbatim). 

• Section 4 summarizes the outreach tools and techniques used to reach the public. 

• Section 5 briefly summarizes the main themes of the public comments submitted.  

• Attachment A contains the public comments received (verbatim). 

• Attachment B contains screenshots of the main project website.  

• Attachment C contains screenshots of the online open house website. 

• Attachment D contains samples of the advertising and social media content. 

https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/19b537dabc244486b3ddec32beb595e9
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2. Attendance and Participation 

The public accessed the online open house through a link on the top of the main project website 
(www.McCarthyRoadPEL.com), which will remain accessible throughout the duration of the PEL study 
process. During the online open house period, there were: 

• 770 unique visitors to the project website  

• 325 views of the online open house by 203 unique visitors 

• 2 minutes 51 seconds was the average engagement time with the online open house 

The public will be able to submit comments and add their names to the mailing list from the main project 
website at any time during the PEL study process. While public comment was intended to be solicited 
through the online open house site, some members of the public submitted comments through the 
general comment form on the main project website.  

The quantity of public comments submitted during the online open house was high considering the 
remoteness of the study corridor and low number of year-round populations and road traffic volumes. 
Several hundred comment submissions were received between November 29, 2023, and January 10, 
2024. Of these, the most common way comments were submitted was via the online mapping tool on the 
online open house. A summary of how comments were received is included in the following list.  

• 156 comments were submitted using the mapping tool on the online open house  

• 66 people took an additional poll from the online open house  

• 39 people submitted comments via the online open house comment form 

• 21 people submitted substantive comments via the project website 

• A handful of emails or letters were sent directly to the PEL study team  

An additional 64 people were added to the study mailing list. 

3. Corridor Vision, Purpose Statement and Goals Poll 

One of the interactive portions of the online open house was a poll that contained several questions 
intended to solicit more detailed responses. Sixty-six people took the poll, spending on average almost 
12 minutes to complete. 

Question 1: What is your connection to the McCarthy Road Corridor? (choose all that apply) 

This poll question was intended to understand the respondent’s connection to the road corridor. Top responses 
came from corridor year-round residents and property owners. While the ‘choose all that apply function’ was 
disabled, the responses still provide context. Responses to this question included the following: 

• Property owner in the corridor (26 responses) 

• Live year-round (20 responses) 

• Live seasonally (16 responses) 

• Live or work in Copper Valley area (e.g., from Glennallen to Valdez) (6 responses) 

• Visit frequently for recreation (6 responses) 

• Visit frequently to hunt, fish, pick berries (3 responses) 

• Work in the corridor (8 responses) 

http://www.mccarthyroadpel.com/
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Question 2: Think about the McCarthy Road corridor today. What do you love about the McCarthy Road 
corridor? 

Responses to this poll question were related to key themes such as the area’s beauty, history, remoteness, 
road character (e.g., minimal maintenance and not a superhighway), and that the road provides access to a 
special part of Alaska within a sensitive context. 

The following graphic is a word cloud representing word frequency in the responses, followed by a list of 
the responses verbatim. 

 
• Scenery/scenic views/scenic, scenic beauty, natural beauty (6 responses) 

• Wildlife sightings 

• The views are incredible and I am fascinated by the history. I grew up on the road and it is home.  

• My favorite part of the state.  

• Awesome part of AK 

• The history, views and existence. 

• It’s a beautiful drive with a lot of history. 

• The entryway through the rock at Chitina. 

• The access it provides to one of the most spectacular and unique places in Alaska 

• It’s beautiful country to travel through live in and share with visitors. 

• The location and primitive character 

• The condition of the road helps to keep visitor counts down to a manageable number  

• It's rustic and rugged but drivable.  It's scenic.   It provides some access to public lands. 

• It is beautiful, slow and it brings me home 

• The beautiful scenery, wildlife  

• That it slows you down and helps you transition from the big busy world into a different mountain 
pace 
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• A unique stretch of road that leads to the biggest national park.  scenery.  unique driving 
experience, arriving at a place where not all cars are allowed, a place with special character and 
unique situation in all of the USA. 

• That it’s not paved and it’s natural beauty  

• The wildness, beauty and history of the corridor.  

• it’s ties to history 

• natural resources and history  

• I love the beautiful landscape, and the remote location of the road. 

• The historic Trestles and Bridges of the Copper River & Northwestern Railway. I think about what a 
classy train ride it would have been from Kennecott to the nearest ice-free port (Cordova). 

• The existing routing 

• Slows people down, community values 

• It is a filter so that McCarthy isn’t overrun like a lot of tourist destinations in the state are. The road 
insures that growth of tourism doesn’t overwhelm the infrastructure in McCarthy. 

• Views, conditions control the amount of traffic the Kennicott Valley has to deal with 

• There are some beautiful views. The McCarthy culture makes me confident that if I get into trouble 
on the road, someone will help me soon. I like that locals wave to each other on the road. There's 
usually not much traffic so I can focus on the view and avoiding potholes. 

• Remote living/remoteness (4 responses) 

• Access to McCarthy/Kennicott (4 responses) 

• Reliable "pioneer" road, feels off-the-grid", limited public access after Kennicott River. 

• The remote, rural feel of the road, not as a highway per say, but as a corridor where the wilderness 
comes right up to the edge of the road. 

• intentional use only. Wild area, limited access 

• Long undeveloped stretches of wilderness with sparse development.  

• I love that it is not a paved highway and provides a slower route to enjoy the surrounding public 
lands.  

• Beautiful views, unique access to Kennecott/McCarthy, the footbridge, it’s a natural buffer, 
neighbors, access to remote lands,  

• Wilderness setting, few improvements, views, slow traffic, opportunity for nature observation 

• Scenic views, gravel road surface and sense of freedom/remoteness, wildlife encounters (I've seen 
wolf, bison, coyote, bear, fox, lynx, porcupines, lots of birds, moose, etc.) 

• Feelings of a wilderness experience.  

• Its wild, rural character 

• The wilderness character - because it's a gravel road w/variable conditions, it requires users to 
maintain low speeds, which both allows for greater appreciation of surrounding wilderness and 
makes the road safer (as evidenced by the low number of traffic accidents reported). Paving the 
road would be a bad idea, not only because it would likely lead to greater wildlife mortality, but 
also more vehicle accidents/property loss/human casualties.  

• I really appreciate that it’s a more difficult road to travel, and therefore does not open floodgates 
to masses of people. It’s a road to an incredibly special place, and a big part of that is in how 
remote it is and that it’s not developed and overrun  
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• Vehicle access into an historic and crucial region in the history of Alaska 

• RVs of a certain length are not recommended. I enjoy not having huge motorhomes on the road. I 
also like that it is unpaved, so it's a slower pace.  

• Limited motor vehicle access across the Kennicott River, combined with slow speed but drivable 
unpaved road between Chitina, the Kennicott River and McCarthy-Kennecott. 

• Access to my home and the Park itself  

• It is maintained marginally 

• Remote gravel road 

• Scenic; Spikes have all but disappeared (thanks DOT). 

• It feels wild. The gravel road is winding, rough, and narrow, passing through stunning scenery. The 
character of the road contributes to the community and culture of hearty people who really want 
to be there--and who have the skills to be there.  

• It is not paved or a highway.  Being kept in a less improved state, it offers a more direct exposure 
to the area that is being explored - requiring me to slow down and pay attention. 

• When the MXY Road corners are sufficiently brushed of vegetation (to improve visibility/safety); 
When road glaciers are steamed out (to minimize punching through/sliding off the Road “surface” 
in winter); When culverts are installed to help mitigate surface overflow/Road surface 
degradation; When collapsed bluffs are cleared from the roadway; When accumulated snow is 
plowed from Road surface; When puddles and potholes are graded and the Road surface is topped 
with sorted gravel; When dust suppressant is applied; Outhouses that are regularly serviced (i.e., 
cleaned at least three times a week, stocked with TP, and pumped when needed). For NPS visitors, 
I think bear/bird-resistant trash receptacles at Road waysides should be standard. 

• I really appreciate all the work that dot puts in every year fixing culverts, making safety upgrades, 
brushing, and grading. It makes me feel safer on the road with my family. 

Question 3: What do you like least about the McCarthy Road Corridor? 

Responses to this poll question were related to key themes such as traffic, speeding, dust, road conditions 
and maintenance (e.g., road surface condition, potholes, chip seal, washboard, drainage), narrow road 
width, winter travel and conditions (e.g., glaciation over roadway), hazards (e.g., landslide areas), and lack 
of facilities (e.g., campgrounds, parking, recreation access points).  



 

McCarthy Road PEL Study 

Public Meeting #1 Summary 

November 29, 2023 to January 10, 2024 

 

 6 

The following graphic is a word cloud representing word frequency in the responses, followed by a list of 
the responses verbatim. 

 
• I wish there were more established access to wild recreation spots that encouraged hiking and 

related activities.  

• The nature of the road prevents the VAST MAJORITY of tourists remain unable or unwilling to 
tolerate an undependable gravel road experience. 

• Missing facilities 

• Lack of public facilities such as parking and campgrounds 

• Limited access for goods and services, the slough bluff areas just past Chitina and mile 48 

• Motorhomes and large RVs in the summer  

• Increase in traffic/summer traffic (3 responses) 

• Dust and speeding traffic 

• Summer traffic and dust 

• I really dislike brushy blind corners, especially around the long lake area. People drive way too fast 
through that section and it’s definitely where I feel the least safe on the road. 

• Safety issues from higher speeds on the road. 

• Cars driving too fast (2 responses) 

• Blind corners and with people driving over 40-50 MPH it's dangerous. 

• People driving too fast for the road conditions and ATV’s using this corridor causing dangerous 
situations. 

• Speeding vehicles, dust, poor brushing: for safety visibility, and also for scenic view sheds. 

• People driving way too fast.  troopers don't patrol so everyone just drives how they want.  
dangerous blind curves where people drive in the middle.  lack of brushing that could improve 
visibility and safety.  DOT generally does a good job, but the way people drive is unfortunately 
often unsafe for the type of hazards on the road 

• The uncertainty of road conditions when starting out on trip to/from McCarthy 

• Unreliable access 
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• How narrow it can be in places  

• Too narrow and has poor drainage 

• Narrow at dangerous locations.  Water/Soft spots.  Dangerous for trucks. 

• the quality of the road itself 

• When infrastructure upkeep and response, noted in answer to Question 2., above, lapse. 
Particularly, when the Road is impassable due to delayed upkeep in the event of an emergency 
that requires exit from the east end of the McCarthy Road/when weather and McCarthy 2 Airstrip 
(MXY) surface conditions make aircraft support less feasible or impossible. 

• McCarthy road surface condition (at times) 

• Needs massive improvement. 

• There are long-standing maintenance issues that need to be addressed regarding draining, sight 
lines, high-hazard failure potential (landslides), road bed grade. 

• Needs more frequent grading 

• The chip seal mile 1-17 

• I hate that some of it got chip sealed, and I hate that more and more people are driving too fast. 

• It's stressful knowing that landslides or flat tires can frequently prevent me from getting home or 
to the "big city". The soft shoulders and steep cliffs make it especially dangerous when people 
drive too fast. I don't like having to plan my trip around driving slow when the road is in atrocious 
condition. The chip seal portion is the worst part of the road. Lately more people drive too fast and 
build up dangerous dust clouds. 

• The washboard! It is a rough road and people drive too fast for the surface type.  

• Road conditions  

• dangerous road 

• How treacherous driving the road in the winter is.  

• Unsafe driving conditions esp. in winter 

• The unpredictability of safe passage particularly in the wintertime.  

• Winter driving can be a challenge. In recent years DOT has done a good job of keeping the road 
open and drivable in winter. 

• Lack of winter maintenance  

• The intermittent maintenance  

• Risky winter travel, seasonal hazards from mudslide and road glaciation 

• The winter "road glaciers." The road needs many more culverts and more brushing for better 
visibility. 

• Glaciation in winter 

• Hazards of landslides, road ice glaciers lack of maintenance in winter. 

• Dangerous slide areas 

• The deteriorating "Bluffs” section of the beginning of the road near the eastern side of the Copper 
River Bridge  

• Kotsina Bluff needs A safe solution quickly before it slides off. Also, the potholes in the chip seal 
have not been maintained properly and are very dangerous to vehicles. 

• Unreliable road conditions, especially in areas prone to slides/rock fall; Otherwise the access roads 
to trailheads and such are in need of major improvement. 
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• Weather related hazards 

• The random potholes and frost heaves on the chip-sealed section can be very dangerous 

• Potholes, how narrow it is, people speeding, landslides, downed trees, road glaciers in winter, 
mudslides 

• Pot holes (3 responses) 

• potholes (deep ones) in the chip seal 

• The huge pot holes in the remaining sections of pavement that are scattered in the first 15 miles 
or so of the road. Also, the lack of established hiking trails along McCarthy, and no road accessible 
NPS cabins to rent.  

• Mudslides, glaciers, and railroad spikes  

• Closures from mud slides 

• Mudslides, glaciers 

• Drainage patterns that cause water/ice to flow over the road and can be avoided. 

• landslides. that motorcycles and ATVs are allowed over the bridge into a town with limited roads 
and limited parking. this is a safety concern and degrades the community and culture. 

• Nothing (2 responses) 

Question 4: What are the three words you use to describe the McCarthy Road corridor? 

The following graphic is a cloud representing word frequency in the responses, followed by a list of the 
responses verbatim. The top five word choices that respondents used to describe the road included: 
beauty, remote, wild, historic, and adventure. 

 

• A treasured roadway  

• wild, rural, spectacular 

• Historical. Unique. Dangerous.  

• Bumpy, dangerous, beautiful 

• Beautiful, rugged, wilderness 

• Dangerous, painfully long 
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• beautiful, raw, dusty 

• Pavement Long Overdue 

• Slow, beautiful, tedious 

• gravel, narrow, unique  

• Remote wilderness gateway 

• beautiful, rough, long 

• Stunning, rough, unreliable  

• A gateway and filter to the heart of the Wrangells 

• “Longest driveway home.” Also, “My back hurts.” When the Road has been recently maintained: “I 
love DOT”. When potholes and surface heaves in the high float section are sizable: “High float 
sucks”. 

• Our buffer zone 

• Stunning history/beauty 

• History, Beauty, Recreation 

• awesome wilderness preserve 

• Mythical, political, practical 

• Variable, dynamic, gateway 

• narrow, road-glacier, beautiful 

• Scenery, animals, a pleasant drive  

• transition 

• Remote, adventure, self-reliance.  

• Beautiful desolate wild 

• Remote, Rustic, Laid Back 

• Rugged, beautiful, filter 

• bumpy, narrow, landslides 

• Spectacular Alaskan vistas 

• Isolated, challenging, hazardous  

• "Longest driveway home". When the Road has been plowed or graded: "I love DOT". When the 
Road has not been maintained sufficiently: "Ouch, my back". 

• Access into park/preserve 

• unpredictable, beautiful, hazardous at times 

• Wild, beautiful, adventurous 

• beautiful challenging remote 

• scenic, rustic, historic 

• Washboard, unstable, narrow 

• Real wild Alaska. 

• unique, remote, dirt 

• Beautiful, critical, unpredictable  

• gorgeous, remote 

• entry to remoteness 
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• Natural, rural, special  

• Remote, adventure, access. 

• Needs work done 

• Dangerous road conditions with lots of summer traffic  

• Historic, remote, gateway  

• Historic  

• Beautiful, majestic wilderness 

• Filter History Experience  

• Challenging, beautiful, culture 

• Community, slow paced 

• Special, unpredictable, engaging 

• The road home. 

• remote, beautiful, challenging 

• Adventure. Scenic. Storied.  

• Remote mountain access 

• wild, rough, beautiful 

• Home, Boreal Forest, Work and Recreation 

• Scenic, adventure, historic 

Question 5: Now think about the McCarthy Road corridor in 20 years. What does the ideal corridor look 
like? 

As shown in the following pie chart, the most common response to this poll was “a few new amenities” 
(29 responses). About a half dozen respondents each indicated they wanted the road either “exactly the 
same” or “completely upgraded”. Nearly two dozen respondents indicated “other.” 

 

The following list includes “other” responses verbatim:  

• Road grading more often 

• Better drainage and dust control but otherwise as-is 

• Completely Upgraded and usable by all travelers rather than a select few 

• More constant and safer, but still slower with lower traffic volumes. too much would be a 
nightmare and real problem. 

• Safer 

• Responsibly upgraded 

• The same, but slightly improved maintenance  
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• Rerouted to avoid catastrophically failing bluffs. Road cuts are routinely maintained to minimize 
rock fall. All bridges are maintained. Road surface is maintained as needed (according to weather 
impacts and damage due to driver passage). 

• Vehicle access to McCarthy, improved ditching and drainage, an easier maintained surface 

• Some brushing especially on corners and improving soft shoulders  

• Widened and paved 

• Improved maintainable roadbed. 

• Adequately brushed at all corners, with the current road surface and existing amenities regularly 
maintained in summer. In winter, I would like to see dangerous road glaciers steamed as 
necessary, & snow accumulation plowed as needed to allow for successful and safer passage 
to/from the DOT turnaround south of Kennecott, or to/from the McCarthy 2 Airstrip (MXY) Mail 
Shack & associated community winter parking area(s) adjacent to the Airstrip Ramp (near the MXY 
Mail Shack). The installation of more culverts would help reduce water overflow, which is 
particularly degrading to the Road's surface during temperate months. I urge the State to 
proactively manage the various unstable road cuts that have been sliding/releasing and causing 
closures when the ground becomes saturated, and/or to plan for and develop selectively chosen 
rerouted Road sections. (W/ ongoing State, University, & private land sales, the number of winter 
residents and 2nd home-owners who live and visit from ~Mile 52 eastward  

• Road surface reliable, access & parking for off-road and by-foot exploration into park & preserve 

• Something between "A few new amenities" and "Completely Upgraded." A wider, better drained, 
and more visible/safer gravel road, 35-45 MPH. 

• Fixed slide areas, continue to grade the road. 

• Consistent maintenance and improvement to be able to travel the road at a constant speed of 
30mph year-round. 

• Raised, crowned, ditched, and brushed 

• Necessary erosion mitigation changes, vehicle size restrictions for non-residents of the corridor  

• Don’t overly improve it. Work on the safety issues. Give it a few more pull outs but let people 
experience real Alaskan wilderness 

• Major structural issues such as landslides addressed but otherwise nearly the same. 

• extremely similar with upgrades that increase safety, fish passage, and ease maintenance but do 
not dramatically alter the character 

• Continue slow incremental safety upgrades 
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Question 6: The following are emerging themes related to identifying goals for the corridor. Please rank 
them in order of importance to you. (The highest at the top.) 

The following list shows the order in which people ranked the emerging themes related to identifying 
goals for the corridor. 

Improve safety  
Improve road/ infrastructure conditions (maintenance)  

Maintain intrinsic values of corridor (scenic, natural) 
Improve road reliability (resiliency) 

Promote environmental stewardship 
Enhance access and supporting land uses in corridor 

Accommodate multiple modes of travel 
Promote economic vitality 

Other [see responses in question 8]  

Question 7: We are drafting a Vision and Goals statement for the PEL study. Do you think this draft 
vision/purpose statement is on target?  

This poll question listed the following three vision/purpose statements that came from past studies and 
plans for the McCarthy Road.  

• Scenic Corridor Plan (1997): “To improve public safety and plan for a safe park-like road that 
offers visitor services and commercial opportunities that are compatible with the cultural, scenic, 
and natural qualities of the area.”  

• Reconnaissance Study (1989): “The need to upgrade the existing road and to recommend a 
standard of improvement that will provide adequate safety and convenience for the traveling 
public.”  

• Roundtable Project (2002): “The need for safety and access improvements in the corridor and the 
potential benefits of road improvements, including healthy growth and economic development.”   

NEW: PEL Study (vision statement draft in progress): "To provide a safe road corridor and reliable access 
for residents and travelers that embraces the scenic and cultural values of the surrounding environment 
and communities." 

Responses to this draft statement yielded an average rating of 4.02 out of 5 stars.  

Question 8: If you choose “Other” [in question 6], what theme(s) do you think we missed? Or any parting 
thoughts? 

The following list includes responses verbatim to this question.  

• Maintain/enforce restricted public motor vehicle access into McCarthy (exception to current 
private vehicle bridge).  

• America's Largest NP deserves to be accessible to all. The unique logistics of up keeping this 
corridor has improved with the first third being hard topped. Finishing and improving the quality 
of the hardtop surface means stability for DOT maintenance potential. Long overdue. 

• Lawful use of the road, speed limits, hazards created by users that don't keep other users in mind 
and enforcement of these laws.  

• No public vehicle access beyond Kennicott River due to traffic and parking concerns/constraints 
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• “Other*”: Hire more heavy equipment operators and allow them to work overtime as conditions 
require in order to keep the Road passable. (Hiring more local operators will “Promote economic 
vitality”.) “Promote environmental stewardship” means I do not want to see toilet paper and piles 
of feces on/near Road pullouts: I.e., keep outhouses clean and regularly collect and properly 
dispose of waste from the Road corridor. “Accommodate multiple modes of travel” applies to 
improved Road conditions for bicycling. I have witnessed that ATVs, ORVs, and UTVs can create 
hazardous situations for RVs, passenger vehicles, and fuel/material-delivery trucks and large 
service vehicles (e.g., septic trucks) on the Road.  

• Plow snow in the winter. My understanding is that ADOT does this when they can get to it, but it is 
considered unmaintained during the winter. This road cannot be left unusable all winter. 

• Equality of public access at the end of the road is missing. We shouldn't have one family control 
access into 2 towns. 

• Keep it dirt. Improve visibility and soft shoulders  

• Bicycle lane 

• Don’t need a super highway, just a safe reliable year round road. 

• The Alaska Department of Transportation & Public Facilities should always allow the operators it 
has hired to work Overtime until the job is done. The Alaska Department of Transportation & 
Public Facilities should hire more operators to create a sufficiently-sized workforce that can 
accomplish maintenance and repairs for the number of visitors being pumped to the State, and to 
safely sustain existing highways for the State's growing residential population. The Alaska 
Department of Transportation & Public Facilities should facilitate and fund the construction of 
more vaulted outhouses, and regularly maintain them. Too, more bear and bird resistant trash 
receptacles should be installed, and serviced as needed. It is shameful to see toilet paper and piles 
of human feces, diapers, and uncontained trash at our scenic pullouts. Alaska needs to plan better 
and fulfill these basic standards, like its international neighbor Organization does, the Yukon 
Highways and Public Works. *When I say: “Accommodate multiple modes of travel”, I mean for 
bicycles, not all-terrain vehicles, off-road vehicles, and utility task vehicles. 

• Foot access on trails/routes into park/preserve  

• thank you for this work.  safety is #1 priority, as both communities on either end are not able to 
deal with serious injuries from increasing motor traffic. 

• Improved bicycle access. Less dust! 

• Historic values are not once mentioned in the dialogue currently presented. The access available 
today is a direct result of the placement of the historic railroad from the coast to Kennecott. 
Acknowledging this fact gives basis to many of the dimensions of issues encountered both 
historically and today. Given land status issues rerouting is unlikely and generally should be 
dismissed out of hand. Vehicular traffic into McCarthy should also have to show where vehicles 
can be parked in that event. Access beyond that point by nature has mostly been restricted to 
pertinent landowners and has generally worked well although traffic on the east side of the 
Kennicott is generally higher that on the west. Future development could include better signage 
as to road curves and narrowing along bluffs. Future resource extraction for road development 
should be mitigated back to natural settings without creating attractive nuisance areas of shooting 
ranges, camping and dumping that often occurs without due consideration. New bridges and 
culverts need to be designed and installed so uninterrupted fish passage can be maintained. 
Speaking of wildlife some consideration for areas of concentrated use and crossings should be 
instituted, these are generally nearby to waterways and other naturally occurring passageways. 
And finally under maintenance, consideration of the few who live along the road access nodes 
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(driveways and areas of concentrated use should be considered for dust control. In fact, a dust 
study should be part of the process for all future planning. Thank you for taking my comments 
into regard. 

• Recommend amending the draft vision statement to say "...embraces the locally, statewide, 
nationally and internationally significant scenic and cultural values of the surrounding 
environment, communities and national park/preserve." Essential to recognize that the road is 
within the exterior boundaries of the nation's largest national park unit and World Heritage Site 
and is the main surface access to it. 

• Just that I think overdevelopment would very seriously hinder and endanger what’s so special and 
unique about McCarthy and Kennicott 

• To provide a road that is safe for driving and can easily be maintained in all seasons 

• Don’t over commercialize the road. 

• The McCarthy Road provides access to two historic towns Kennecott and McCarthy.  The character 
and quality of life in these communities is highly affected by access.  Maintaining the current 
methods of access across the Kennicott River is critical to maintaining the character of these 
communities.  The vast majority of visitors and residents wish this slower paced, non-vehicle 
congested character to remain as is.   

• Helping property owners get funding for property access roads would help improve safety and 
visitor access by providing a place to park besides the side of the road or public waysides. 

• Two things that need to be addressed are the Kotsina Bluffs and the mud slides near McCarthy. I 
think is important to take into account any impacts on McCarthy that road improvements will 
have. For instance, putting a vehicle bridge into McCarthy. 

• I DO NOT want a public vehicle bridge over the Kennicott River m to McCarthy. This is critical to 
maintaining what is special about the community.  

• Abide local character and respect all the precedent actions which have preserved the (mostly) 
unpaved nature of the road, and the lack of a public bridge. No open bridge and no pavement!  

• Do not create a bridge for public access over the Kennicott River. The infrastructure could not 
support the additional vehicles and parking. This is a safety concern and would degrade the 
community and culture.  

4. Outreach 
The high volume of public interest is due to the strong and vibrant communication network of the 
communities along the corridor. Attachment D contains a sampling of outreach materials, which includes 
advertisements, listservs, and social media. 

Newsletter 

Newsletters were mailed “every door direct mail (EDDM)” to every Post Office mailbox in Chitina 
(approximately 84 boxes) and volunteers sorted newsletters into every mailbox in McCarthy 
(approximately 120 boxes).  Newsletters were mailed to PEL study contacts where addresses outside the 
corridor study area were available. 

Posters 

Eight posters (each) were mailed to volunteers in Chitina and McCarthy. They were posted on bulletin 
boards in community gathering places like the post office/mail shack and community centers. 
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Notices 

Emails were transmitted on November 29, 2023, and January 4, 2024, to those included in the PEL study 
contact list inviting people to visit the online open house. The PEL study team and PAC members reported 
forwarding these emails to their constituents. 

A State of Alaska public online notice ran from December 8, 2023, to January 11, 2024. 

A published display ad in the Copper River Record (online and print) ran on November 30 and 
December 14, 2023, advertising the online open house. 

Other updates were provided via social media posts and the What’s up nonprofit listserv. 

5. Public Comment Results 

A complete set of public comments (verbatim) submitted during the online open house comment period 
is included in Attachment A.  

More than 300 comments are included in the table in Appendix A. The table contains a mix of general 
comments not attributable to a specific location, corridor-wide comments as well as comments regarding 
specific locations along the corridor. An approximate mile marker was assigned to a comment if 
applicable. A general topic theme was attributed to each comment. Comments submitted via the 
interactive mapping tool in the online open house were self-categorized under themes of safety, access, 
roadway condition, recreational opportunity, environmental consideration, economic development, or 
‘other.’  

Popular comment themes included:  

• Access (road reliability, parking, Kennicott River crossing bridge access) 

• Road design and road character 

• Bridge condition 

• Road condition/maintenance (drainage, culverts, chip seal, glaciation, brush clearing, sight 
distance, potholes, erosion, winter maintenance) 

• Hazards (landslide, avalanche, bluffs) 

• Safety (speeding, emergency services) 

• Community considerations and economic development 

• PEL process  

• Visitor experience (pullouts, waysides, signage) 

• Recreation opportunities (trails, lake access, boat ramp) 

• Multi-modal accommodation (e.g., bicyclists, pedestrians) 

Many of the comments submitted can fall into more than one comment theme. For instance, a pullout can 
improve visitor experience and improve road user safety. Therefore, while assigned comment themes are 
somewhat subjective, they provide a way to categorize the comment. The following graphic represents the 
frequency of some of the most common public comment topics. 
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McCarthy Road PEL Study
Submitted Public Comments (Verbatim) during Public Meeting 1 (November 2023 through January 2024)

Approximate McCarthy 
Road milepost (MP)[a], if 
applicable (if a range, then 
the western MP)

Approximate 
MP range (if 
applicable)

Comment Topic Public Comment (verbatim)

0.1 Road design/character Many of the locals including me would like to keep the one lane cut as is and not widen,  It is part of the history of Chitina that we would like not to be 
changed.

0.1 Road design/character Keep the one lane road cut, the remains of the old RR tunnel. It adds character and history to the road.
0.1 Safety: road design/traffic The Chitina tunnel may need to be widened with continued increases in traffic.
1.1 Environmental considerations (trash) Also a lot of trash is left behind by those accessing the river and it creates a burden on the local population

1.1 Environmental considerations (trash); 
Visitor amenitities; environmental 
impacts

This area is full of dipnetters in summer. Putting in an outhouse and possibly trash cans would help prevent human waste and trash from polluting the river.

1.1 Safety (congestion) Dipnetters park along the side of the road and there is pedestrian traffic including kids in the road during the height of the salmon season.  
1.1 Safety (road design/traffic) Widen the road to allow for better parking for the dip netters. This narrow area before then bridge gets clogged with cars, people and gear
1.4 Access there are improvements happening to the campground, with river access too? I agree to creating river access for boaters and rafters.
1.4 Environmental considerations (trash) Will the State of Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities be providing trash dumpster services again? in the summer? a pay system run by a 

local business like at Long Rifle?
2 Safety: road design; hazard (landslide) It is time to come to some understanding with Chitina Native and AHTNA concerning this road in this area.  This section of road needs to be fixed with 

widening, safe barriers and mitigate the avalanche of mud, dirt, rocks and trees onto the road.
1.7 Hazard (landslide) Unsafe landslide conditions exist along this section and need continued maintenance and attention to keep it safe for all travelers.
1.9 Hazard (landslide) Bluff area one of two locations on the McCarthy Road at significant risk of failure.  This section should be evaluated for relocation or significant improvements.
1.9 Hazard (landslide) The instability is significant in this area and more significant improvements would help
2 Hazard (landslide) Maintaining access, particular with the cliff at the west end near the Copper River sloughing off is important
2 Hazard (landslide) I really think bluff section will sluff off soon. We can't afford to have the road blocked by a major slide.
2 Hazard (landslide) Very narrow, sluffing from hillside.
2 Hazard (landslide) Kotsina bluffs. Several slides over the years have stopped us from being able to get to work or our kids to school. This is my number one concern with safety 

and access on the McCarthy Road.
2 Hazard (landslide) Kotsina Bluffs: a new plan needs to be made to mitigate, move the road along this section. It is a disaster waiting to happen. Purchase land from Chitina Corp 

and build a new segment of road away from bluff edge?
2 Hazard (landslide) One of two places where the road is in danger of a complete failure that could shut down all access for weeks to months. High priority for investment in 

resiliency.
2 Hazard (landslide) Kotsina bluff erosion is an eminent threat of road closure.
2 Hazard (landslide) i am very concerned about the Kotsina River Bluffs cracking and land slides onto and below the road.
2 Hazard (landslide); Road maintenance 

(winter)
My wife and I live in McCarthy year round, so winter travel is of more concern to us. While I have no desire for a super highway to McCarthy I do feel the 
following would be important improvements for a road that access a national park. 1. Kotsina bluffs are probably the most dangerous of the whole drive, rock 
fall, narrow, and a plummeting drop.Thank you for allowing us to give our input.

2 2 to 17 Road condition/maintenance (drainage) The end of the Kotsina bluffs to Kuskulana River has wetlands which contribute to frost heaving.  High float on that stretch means it can’t be bladed routinely 
like the rest of the road. 

2 Safety (landslide) 3. Changing the alignment from the Copper River Bridge to the east to create a safer road should be highest priority. 
2.5 Road condition; safety (signage) The sign at the beginning of the McCarthy Road ‐ that warns travelers for winter travel ‐ should become a remnant of how dangerous travel can be in the 

winter. That sign may remain, but the danger should be reduced. Paving would accomplish stability.
3.5 Safety (sight distance) Poor sightlines.
3.6 Safety (sight distance) Poor sightlines.
4.4 Safety (sight distance) Poor sightlines.
4.5 Safety (sight distance) Poor sightlines.
5 Hazard (landslide) Chitina bluffs have presented an increase in slide activity in recent years. Mile 5 area
5.0 Visitor experience (waysides) Expand and create a real turnout here for viewing, picnic tables and maybe the outhouses.
5.1 Visitor experience (waysides, pullouts) there is opportunity to create 2 decent pull outs for vehicles with the views above the Chitina River
6.5 Road condition Hard Surface roads (exact style TBD by DOT) greatly improves reliability and safety, Reduces Dust, makes the park accessible to all.
7.0 Recreation opportunity Most visitors find the place unique, but that does not euwate to there being tons of things to do recreationally.  You can only hike so much, raft etc.  There is 

limited fishing, no good hunting as the locals kill everything that moves.
8.4 Road condition the "high float" hard surface that DOT put in, from the Kotsina Bluffs to the Kuskalana Bridge have been in poor condition from the beginning. With in a year 

there were terrible potholes, frost heaves, and those problems persist. Keep the road gravel.
9.4 Road condition Along the Kotsina‐Kuskulana section, the pseudo‐pavement installed some years ago has been terrible. Massive dangerous potholes and, it appears, lots of 

maintenance required. Doesn't appear that it suited anybodys needs: travelers or DOT's.
10.3 Recreation opportunity (lake access) Access to Strelna Lake
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McCarthy Road PEL Study
Submitted Public Comments (Verbatim) during Public Meeting 1 (November 2023 through January 2024)

Approximate McCarthy 
Road milepost (MP)[a], if 
applicable (if a range, then 
the western MP)

Approximate 
MP range (if 
applicable)

Comment Topic Public Comment (verbatim)

11 Recreation opportunity (boat ramp) It would be nice to have a public boat ramp at Silver Lake, there is public access to the lake, but it ends with an abrupt edge that does not allow any boat 
launch

11 Recreation opportunity (lake access) Access to Silver and Van Lakes
12.3 Recreation opportunity, access Access to Sculpin Lake
14.5 Visitor experience (pullouts); 

environmental considerations (trash)
Improve and create a better parking area here.  Outhouses and trash bins are really needed when people park here and go up the road to Nugget Creek Trail.

17 Recreation opportunity (trails) New potential trail: The ridge line on the west side of the Kuskulana River has potential for a good hiking trail, and there already is parking and an outhouse at 
the bridge.

17 Road character, road design Keep the Kuskalana Bridge as a one lane bridge. The history of the RR corridor is important. The bridge is beautiful and amazing. People can wait a few 
minutes for their turn to cross.

17 Safety (pullouts) Improve the turnout so that multiple cars can stop to take pictures without having someone almost or have hit them in this area.
27 27 to 47? Road condition/maintenance (drainage) Road section starting west of Chokosna Lake to Long lake bluff would have reduced wintertime road glacier challenges with more culverting and better 

drainage. 

27 Road condition/maintenance (winter) Please add mile 27 to hazardous winter travel. 

28.5 Recreation opportunity (Trails); funding We also have a comment on a separate topic, which is: recreation. We have explored the woods around our neighborhood extensively. Many years ago, we 
discovered that there is an abandoned campground on the west bank of the Gilahina River a half mile or so to the south of the bridge and wayside where the 
road crosses the Gilahina. There is an abandoned 4wd road between the wayside and the abandoned campground. The Park Service has decided to prevent 
use of this road by placing bollards at the beginning of the 4wd road, but one can still hike to the former campground. From there, we discovered that 
climbing the ridge to the west of the Gilahina, one comes upon a well travelled game trail that leads south along the ridge to the spot where the Gilahina and 
Chokosna rivers flow together. At that point, both rivers are in deep, steep sided canyons, and the the point of land at the fork of the Y between the two 
canyons affords a spectacular view of both. We would occasionally hike there over the years because it is an enjoyable, but not strenuous, hike and it ends 
with a great view. Then, a number of years ago, we noticed that this route was marked with flagging. From the flagging, we were able to tell that the Park 
Service had planned to improve this hike from a game trail to a developed trail. We were pleased to see this, because we thought if would be a great 
recreational addition along the McCarthy Road corridor. But then, over the succeeding years, we were disappointed to see that nothing more was done, and 
the flagging was gradually deteriorating. At one point, I called the Park Service, and was told that a trail had been planned, but that there was no funding to 
build it. Once again, this is a problem that will take money to fix, but in our opinion, it would be well worth the expense. As for the campground, we have no 
idea why the Park Service blocked it off, so there may be a good reason for that. But if not, it would be a pleasant place for travelers to camp.

29 29 to 40 Road condition (drainage) Need for additional culverts and drainage improvements between Miles 29 and 40.
29 Safety (narrow bridge, steep grade) Single lane bridge with blind approach on east side.  Need for improved sight lines and evaluate bridge replacement.  Additionally, road grade immediately 

east of the bridge is quite steep.
29 Safety (steep grade) Coming down the hill into the left turn into the bridge is very dangerous if one is going too fast as there is no room for error.  Sliding off the road here is an 

issue. I'd suggest a sign at top of the hill.
35 Hazard (landslides, drainage) In the over thirty years that we have been at mile 35, there was never a landslide in our neighborhood until the year before last. Our driveway is on the south 

side of the road, and the year before last, a landslide, which came down from the Crystalline Hills, came across the road and blocked it, and then ran across 
our driveway, blocking it as well. In response, DOT built a large berm on the north side of the road, and this berm very effectively blocked another landslide 
which occurred the following year. Unfortunately, it was not long enough, and that landslide went around the two ends of the berm, and blocked the road in 
two places — one to the east of our driveway, and one to the west. I personally had to rescue folks who got stuck in the slide to the east by pulling them out 
with a piece of equipment. In addition, the landslide and water that ran across the road to the west of the berm remained a problem for us. Although the 
landslide did not block our driveway, the water that accompanied it flowed to the southeast after it crossed the road and ended up running across our 
driveway and washing it out. So at minimum, the berm needs to be longer. To control the water problem, bigger ditches and/or a settling pond may also be 
needed. There has been a similar problem at Lynx Creek, and DOT appears to have remedied the problem with a combination of berms and large 
ditches/excavations, as well as a much larger culvert. They also installed a much larger culvert at Crystal Creek, and it appears to have improved the situation 
there.

36.4 Environmental considerations A spring to access drinking water in the area. Please don't mess with it. There are not many places can pull off the road and access spring water. And.. it may 
not last anyway ‐ as things shift. I'm not suggesting it get commercialized, but is special.

38.2 Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing)

brush the road cyclically to keep sight lines open, particularly on curves.

44 Road condition (drainage/mud); hazard 
(avalanche, bluffs) 

The bluffs before the Lakina River present both mud and avalanche challenges.
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McCarthy Road PEL Study
Submitted Public Comments (Verbatim) during Public Meeting 1 (November 2023 through January 2024)

Approximate McCarthy 
Road milepost (MP)[a], if 
applicable (if a range, then 
the western MP)

Approximate 
MP range (if 
applicable)

Comment Topic Public Comment (verbatim)

44 44 to 48.5 Road design I would like to submit the attached‐on behalf of a group of private homeowners that live on the McCarthy road in the long lake area. They submitted the 
attached FLAP proposal at the same time as the PEL study proposal, but it was denied at the time, not because of a lack of merit but the review team thought 
that the PEL study should be completed prior and that the relocation of this portion of the McCarthy road should be included in the PEL report. This proposal 
was submitted and jointly endorsed by Ben Bobowski, Superintendent of Wrangell‐St. Elias National Park and Preserve and Ryan Anderson, Commissioner of 
the Alaska DOT&PF Commissioner. 
In addition, this proposal has support from the Alaska Department of Fish and Game, The Copper River Watershed Project, and local residents. It is also 
important to note that option #3 (map on p3)  has the concurrence and support of the landowners this route directly effects. The additional map,  also 
attached, shows the re‐route along current property boundaries.
This proposal addresses public safety, which is a great concern on this section of the road. The relocation will provide a much safer route for all people who 
use the road to access WSENP,  McCarthy and Kennicott, and the people who live around Long Lake. 
Some of the potential benefits of this proposal include, increased recreational opportunity for WSENP,  McCarthy, Kennicott, and local residents, protects the 
critical Copper River Salmon spawning habitat in Long Lake, provides a wildfire break for local safety, converts 2 miles of road to a public trail, and continues to 
provide road access to local residents, and public access to Long Lake. Please keep in  mind that the budget was put together pre‐COVID and will need to be 
revisited. 

44 44 to 48.5 Road design Attached please find a many years in progress proposal to relocate the road around Long Lake to a much safer re‐alignment away from Long Lake (Mile 44.0 ‐ 
48.5) and after realignment convert two miles of the McCarthy Road (Miles 46.5 ‐ 48.5) to a public trail.
This proposal has support of the WSENP, ADOT&PF, Copper River Watershed Project, Alaska Department of Fish and Game, the RPO, and local residents.
The proposal addresses public safety which is a major concern on this section of road. The relocation will provide a much safer route for all people who use 
the road to access WSENP, McCarthy and Kennicott, and the people who live around Long Lake.
Some of the potential benefits of this proposal include, increased recreational opportunity for WSENP, McCarthy, Kennicott, and local residents, protects the 
critical Copper River spawning habitat in Long Lake, provides a wildfire break for local safety, converts 2 miles of road to a public trail, and continues to 
provide road access to local residents, and public access to Long Lake.
I have included the map which was put together by Local Long Lake Residents, and a letter of support which outlines the benefits of this proposal.
This proposal is also supported by and being jointly submitted by the Regional Planning Organization (RPO).
I am available to help present this proposal to the McCarthy Road PEL committee and help answer any questions.

44 44 to 48.5 Road design I am submitting a Road Relocation and Trail proposal which will provide safer public access around Long Lake as well as address several other important local 
and regional issues.  The proposal which includes a map and letter of support is being sent to Kim.Wetzel@jacobs.com and seth.english‐young@dot.gov. The 
proposal, map, and letter will be under the heading of McCarthy Road PEL online open house input. Please be watching for this proposal and thank you for the 
opportunity to provide input and comment.

44 44 to 48.5 Safety (road design) See Long Lake Road Relocation and Trail Proposal which addresses public safety concerns around Long Lake.
"Long Lake Road Relocation Mile 44.5 to 48.5 and Historic Trail Location Mile 46.5 to Mile 48.0 with 2018 Private Landowner Concurrence"
The exit coming off the McCarthy Road for the beginning of the relocation is just past the Lakina River (mile 44). It is less abrupt on the ground than shown 
here [on submitted map], has been agreed to by the landowners, and will be designed by ADOT&PF to provide a safe turning radius and sight distance. I do 
not have access to high tech map making tools so it is not easy for me to make changes on a new map.
You can see after crossing through private land after the Lakina (which the landowners agreed to) the road follows the common boundary between private 
and state land and does not cut through their property. This again is why we have landowner concurrence. As you can see the location is like threading a 
needle in a haystack. Which is why there was never landowner concurrence previously and why it is critical to follow this location now.

44.2 Access: private vs public Mark the boundary of river and uplands with signs so that people infringe on the upland owners in this area.
44.2 Economic Development As a business owner, I don't see the volume increasing  The buid it they will come mentality is overemphasized as its a great distance from ANC, FAI .  There 

are less than 12 public outhouses in Mxy and not a significant amount of infrastructure.
45.2 Safety (road design) Owners have built right out to the edge of the road with vehicles parked everywhere.  I've had them throw rocks at my trailer because there was dust and I 

was only doing 15MPH. There should be a ROW enforced there.
45.3 Environmental considerations Constant exhaust dangerous to fish environment. Could the road be moved?
45.5 45.5 to 47.5 Environmental considerations Long Lake is very important Salmon Spawning habitat. What ever happens to the road to address safety concerns, needs to take into consideration the salmon 

habitat.
45.5 45.5 to 47.5 Road condition/maintenance (glaciation) Long Lake glaciation is a hazard.

45.5 45.5 to 47.5 Road condition/maintenance (winter) The Long Lake corridor presents significant challenges during winter travel especially as winter progresses and snow accumulates.

45.5 45.5 to 47.5 Road condition/maintenance (winter) 3. The area around Long Lake is also very hazardous, it’s narrow and slopes off toward the lake, it also forms some of the worst glaciers. 
45.5 45.5 to 47.5 Safety (road design) Long Lake section needs to be widened, improve sight lines, and regraded.  Sections of the road bed slope downhill towards the lake and have been the 

location of several vehicle accidents.
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Approximate McCarthy 
Road milepost (MP)[a], if 
applicable (if a range, then 
the western MP)

Approximate 
MP range (if 
applicable)

Comment Topic Public Comment (verbatim)

45.5 45.5 to 47.5 Safety (speed), road condition Entire section along Long Lake could be improved. The road doesn't need to be moved, just visibility and roadbed improved. Focus on safety, and keeping 
speeds slow.

45.9 Safety (speed) This has become a residential area where children often bike and play. Tourists need to slow down.
46.0 Safety (road design) The road is very narrow here and people speed by. It puts the community and the fish population at risk. The road has also sloughed off into the lake. Could 

the road be moved around the backside of the lake?
47.4 Recreation opportunity (lake access) Create a dedicated visitor access to Long Lake, not just the local parking along the road edge.
47.5 Recreation opportunity (lake access) This could be a great spot for other people to access Long Lake.

47.5 road condition/maintenance, safety 
(drainage)

Dangerous road "glaciers" always develop here in the winter. There was already at least one roll‐off here this winter by a (sober) local. Winter access is greatly 
impaired by this freezing seep

47.5 Safety Making the road safer and easier to travel is imperative, especially given that when a car breaks down or something worse happens many don't have cell 
service and won't be able to get help.

47.5 Safety (road design) Dangerous dip and curve.
47.5 Safety (speed), road condition Dangerous curve and dip in the road. Tourists often speed through here. Several people have crashed.
47.9 Safety (crashes); road 

condition/maintenance
"3 reported crashes" quoted from this website, is highly under reported. Soft shoulders cause rollovers yearly, curves, dips, blind corners with brush 
overhanging the road way, can be helped with better maintenance

49.2 Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing)

Blind corner with poor sight lines.  High risk of encountering oncoming traffic on the wrong side of the road.

49.4 Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing)

Blind corner with poor sight lines.  High risk of encountering oncoming traffic on the wrong side of the road.

50.0 Road condition Chronically bad stretch of road surface.
50.4 Road condition (drainage) Drainage issues and beaver abatement needed.
50.5 Safety (road design) Improve road junction here.
50.5 Visitor experience (waysides, pullouts) The best view of Mt Blackburn and Castle Peak from the McCarthy Road.  (Weather permitting) SPECTACULAR!

50.5 Visitor experience (waysides, pullouts) The view of Mt Blackburn is first class and if possible a turnout for photos would be a very nice upgrade.
50.5 Visitor experience (waysides, pullouts) I agree that a turnout for photos of Mt Blackburn and  The Castle would be a nice addition to the road trip.
50.6 road condition/maintenance (safety) Historic railroad trestle pilings chronically exposed in the road bed and provide a hazard to vehicles.

51.8 Road condition/maintenance The upstream beavers need to be "relocated". (But DOT knows this.)
54.0 no specified topic This is the Nizina River
54.8 Access, safety Helping Sage Subdivision owners develop an access road (Wisdom Way) or at least a parking area would help prevent dangerous parking along the road and 

illegal overnight parking at the Mile 55 wayside, which makes visitors think it's ok.
54.9 Access, safety I am a landowner in the Sage Subdivision. My neighbors and I are interested in development of right of ways to our properties via Wisdom Way and Wise 

Woman Way. This would allow us access to our properties and to not illegally park at the 55 mile wayside

55 Access: additional road access I would like to see access/ road developed around MP 55 to and thru the sage subdivision, utilizing the already existing platted right of ways via Wisdom Way 
connecting to Wisewoman Way all the way to eastern border of subdivision (which now has a road on that side but only allows access for the border lots).  
Currently, unless residents own along the east border of it, there is very limited access. The right of ways are very primitive and largely amount to nothing 
more than a grown over trail, with a short exception on the western border. All 24 lots sold in that subdivision and without adequate access and parking, that 
area will have a jam of cars parking on the already narrow Mccarthy road. 

55.0 Access: additional road access As a resident/ cabin owner of the Sage Subdivision at MP 55, I would like to see an access road put in for the subdivision. Specifically accessing from the west 
side via a currently partially built right of way at Wisdom Way thru to wisewoman to east .

55.0 Bridge condition Address the erosion at the west embankment.
55.1 Road condition MP55 to ~MP58 roadbed needs more gravel, ditching, and major brushing to improve safety and maintainability.
56.1 Safety (road design) Dangerous dip in road bed with poor sight lines.
56.4 Safety (road design) This area of the road should be re‐routed to avoid constant permafrost slides which create road closures
57 Hazard (landslide) Also slide area at about mile 57 needs attention. 
57.4 road condition Yes this section of road needs to be improved for every reason their is safety being the top reason.
57.5 Hazard (landslide) Bluff area one of two locations on the McCarthy Road at significant risk of failure.  This section should be evaluated for relocation or significant improvements.
57.5 Hazard (landslide) the sluffing mudslide. Can this be mitigated? this and the Kotsina Bluffs seem like 2 major areas that could fail and shut the road down indefinitely.
57.5 road condition Approximate location. For motorcycles, large gravel fill is as dangerous as marbles. D1 is very safe and packs well for all vehicles. In general maintenance has 

been done well. Thank you.
57.6 Hazard (landslide) Slides around 57.6 mile are more frequent as permafrost melts. From the air, the bluffs appear to have quite a bit of material that would like to come down.
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57.6 Hazard (landslide) One of two places where the road is in danger of a complete failure that could shut down all access for weeks to months. High priority for investment in 
resiliency.

57.6 Hazard (landslide) Consistent maintenance is needed in this section due to unsafe landslide conditions.
58.5 Access, parking Facilitate parking and transition to the pedestrian bridge
58.5 Visitor experience (signage) Consider making a more prominent sign for the West Kennicott Glacier Trail. I've talked to multiple people who don't see the trailhead because it's hidden by 

parked vehicles and go on private property to access the trail, which is not ideal.
59.3 Access, parking Question: to the BaseCamp Root Glacier Parking lot: how many vehicles park there from May to Sept?
59.3 Access, parking The Kennicott River Footbridge allows for economic opportunities on the West side of the river (parking) and east (shuttles) as well as creating a destination 

with lower traffic, pedestrian friendly atmosphere that visitors are drawn to.
59.3 Access, parking There is not adequate space or infrastructure for public vehicles (non land‐owners) to drive to McCarthy or Kennicott. No parking, no space. This should not be 

a consideration in development.
59.3 Access, parking, Kennicott River bridge 

(no public vehicle bridge)
I do NOT support a public road into Kennicott or McCarthy. The infrastructure (roads and parking) in town could not support increased traffic, wear and tear. 
Additionally, more private vehicle traffic and parking in town would create too many safety concerns as well as degrade the character of the community. 

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

 I am strongly opposed to any change in the vehicular access across the Kennicott River.   This should remain a footbridge.  There is neither the administrative 
budget/structure nor infrastructure in place to accommodate vehicular traffic from visitors.  Additionally the limited access into McCarthy/Kennecott is 
arguably part of the unique "draw" to visitors and an important  component of the character of the community.  

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

i ADAMENTLY OPPOSE the idea of a public vehicle bridge at the kennicott river.  i have lived in mccarthy for over 20 years and do not want to see our unique 
character of MXY/Kenn irreversibly changed by an unlimited influx of vehicles.  we are UNIQUE town in all of the USA with limited vehicle access.  this is a 
GOOD thing.  tourists come to experience a unique place.  overrunning MXY/Kenn with cars, RVs, busses, etc will degrade the special place that locals love and 
visitors come to see....our economic driver!  the private bridge is thoughtfully managed and allows enough access without the negative effects of everyone 
being able to drive here.  we don't NEED a public bridge and it would trigger so many management problems on the east side.  leave it as is

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge) The prospect of paving the McCarthy Road and constructing a public bridge across the river has the potential to create major issues for Kennecott ‐ the very 

issues Kennecott residents/landowners have been working on for years. These two items have been proposed and debated in the past. As this discussion 
continues all the same arguments of the past will be brought up again. In 1994, the majority of the community (both McCarthy and Kennecott) declared they 
did NOT want a vehicle bridge across the river, only a foot bridge. During this time AK DOT&PF engaged regularly with the community to get input on a bridge. 
They solicited input on multiple occasions. From a Nov/Dec 1994 Wrangell St Elias newspaper, the District Engineering Manager for the AK DOT&PF stated, “ 
The Department received numerous letters and phone calls concerning the project. Almost every letter on file expressed opposition to a vehicular bridge. 
Most conversations with people were have been addressed. 
Vehicle Bridge across the Kennecott River. The issue at the heart of these concerns is the growing impact of off‐road vehicles used by the general public to 
access and traverse the National Historic Landmark (NHL). These vehicles are deteriorating the intended pedestrian experience in the NHL, as well as creating 
a growing disturbance and safety issue for the private property owners throughout the Kennecott subdivisions. We have been strategizing for over 15 years 
now, trying to navigate through several conflicting concerns toward an equitable solution. On the table are issues of motorized access by the visiting public, 
vehicle parking, pedestrian safety, road maintenance, property owner liability and private property rights. This is a complicated issue, not easily solved. Adding 
a public bridge will only exacerbate the current issue.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

Thanks for opening this process. As an owner/resident I mainly want to express support for keeping the pedestrian‐only bridge at the Kennecott River as THE 
public access point. A public vehicle bridge is incompatible with the community culture and infrastructure of McCarthy/Kennecott, which has already been 
proven with ATVs using the pedestrian bridge. For owner/residents/businesses, the current private vehicle bridge has ably met the need for freighting 
supplies, and having those private resident vehicles + shuttles for visitors = maxium vehicles that can be on the east side of the Kennecott River already. In this 
case protecting that access is critical to protecting what visitors and residents alike are coming out to McCarthy/kennecott for in the first place. Thank you. 

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

DOT should NOT build a vehicle access bridge across the Kennicott River!  Please carefully review comments from the public process that resulted in the 
construction of the footbridge for an explanation of why a footbridge is the right option.  Construction of a public access vehicle bridge would have major 
negative social and environmental impacts .  This specific access is highly controversial and should be left alone in order to focus on the needed improvements 
along other parts of the corridor.  

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

I think a public vehicle bridge is a terrible idea because there is nowhere for visitors to park on the McCarthy side and it would ruin the rustic, remote nature 
of the community. I do wish the Rowlands didn't charge so much for bridge keys though.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

I would be greatly disappointed to see any encouragement to improving vehicular access across the Kennicott River.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

As a resident of Kennecott, and a long time resident of the Kennicott Valley (since 1985), I support KEEPING a pedestrian bridge over the Kennicott River and 
not replacing it with a vehicle bridge. 
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59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

I am a resident in the Kennecott Subdivisions and a long time resident of the Kennicott Valley. (since 1995)  I am strongly in support of KEEPING a pedestrian 
foot bridge across the Kennicott River and not replacing it with a vehicle bridge. The towns of McCarthy and particularly Kennecott are not set up for the influx 
of summer tourist vehicles that would overrun those places if a state vehicle bridge were to be built. The pedestrian bridge is equal access for all alaskans and 
visitors. It allows the local communities to maintain a slower, quieter, pleasant walking atmosphere that is cherished by many locals and visitors alike. 

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

This footbridge should not be converted to a vehicle bridge.  The previous public process and comments received that resulted in the construction of this foot 
bridge should be taken into consideration.  

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public  It is my hope that there will not be a public vehicle access bridge into McCarthy. Thank you for taking comments
59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 

vehicle bridge)
The private gated vehicle bridge has worked well for years.  i am happy to pay to keep the access thoughtfully limited, for the unique character of Kenn/MXY.  
we have come to a functional compromise with this bridge, leave this system in place.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

The private vehicle bridge over the Kennicott River has provided a safe, sustainable, and controlled access point for residents and businesses to McCarthy and 
Kennecott.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

This privately operated vehicle bridge provides the perfect compromise for responsible access to McCarthy/Kennecott.  I have more faith in its future 
sustainability than any vehicle bridge constructed by DOT over the Kennecott R.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

Do not destroy this private bridge/business by constructing a state vehicle bridge across this river.  Doing so would have lasting negative impacts on the 
McCarthy/Kennecott community.  No state vehicle bridge!

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

I am a 25 year resident of McCarthy and am happy to pay the annual fee to use this bridge.  Bridges LLC has managed/maintained this access very well.  DOT 
should allow this business to remain intact and not destroy it with unneeded state vehicle bridge.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

The Rowland Bridge has been a great compromise to the community, allowing local access of goods, services and emergency response, without allowing all 
the thousands of summer visitor vehicles to drive/park all over McCarthy and Kennecott.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

I love the combination of the private service bridge and public pedestrian/ATV bridge. It's an absolutely elegant scenario that protects most of what makes 
McCarthy loveable by all. Do not try to establish an open, public vehicle bridge.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

The perfectly reasonable cost of the vehicle bridge pass is NOTHING compared to the quality of life cost that an open bridge would inflict on every single 
person in this valley. McCarthy would become just another Talkeetna with an open bridge. NO BRIDGE

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

Please do NOT create vehicular bridge across the Kennicott River.  The transition to other forms of transport ‐ primarily foot, bike/ebike, shuttle, allows the 
transition necessary to maintain the value of McCarthy and Kennecott.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

Almost all of my neighbors appreciate the footbridge/private freightbridge combination as an effective, safe, and sustainable way to get locals and visitors into 
town. It is a compromise that works well for everyone, though some complain.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

McCarthy and Kennecott are unique places with limited vehicle access, this is part of their  character.  We do not want nor can we accommodate open 
vehicular access on the east side of the river.  NO public vehicle bridge!

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

Adequate infrastructure for uncontrolled access to McCarthy and Kennecott by non‐resident vehicles does not exist.  A public vehicle bridge would cause 
significant vehicle congestion and parking problems negatively impacting private lands.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

This existing privately owned parking lot and its adjacent land provide more than enough parking for visitors to the McCarthy/Kennecott area.  Conversion of 
the foot bridge to a vehicle bridge would negatively impact existing businesses managed parking.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

I support the keeping of the Footbridge across the Kennicott River. The footbridge allows for the continued pedestrian pace for visitors in McCarthy and 
Kennecott. Ingenious Locals can and have found ways to accommodate their transportation needs.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

Our elders and forebears were very wise in their purposeful prevention of an open‐to‐the‐public vehicle bridge. The compromise of a public footbridge (and 
defacto ATV bridge... fine) alongside a locals‐n‐business service bridge is brilliant and perfect.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

The private parking and camping area on the west bank of the Kennicott River, coupled with private‐sector shuttles on the east side, makes for a perfectly 
functioning system that encourages and accommodates visitation while protecting the quality of plac

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public  DO NOT support public vehicular access across the Kennicott River.
59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 

vehicle bridge)
The experience of both visitors *and* locals *and* wildlife will be harshly damaged if the general public can drive the roads at will on the east side of the river. 
The area is worth visiting *because* of how it is.... it's not a free for all

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public  I support maintaining the footbridge access in its existing place and use. I do not support a public funded vehicle bridge into McCarthy.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

However, as summer time, traffic has increased, so have the number of folks driving too fast, creating washboards, kicking up dust in the dry months, and 
leaving me longing for days when people slowed down to pass one another, waving, and even stopping to chat.
I am not sure what the answer is, but one thing I know, for sure: Please do not build a public access vehicle bridge. It would destroy the place. There are 
already too many cars on the other side of the river as more people by bridge passes. As somebody who prefers to bike, this is a bummer, especially during 
the dusty times.
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59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

What makes McCarthy such a unique and desirable destination is the access.  I do not support a public access vehicle bridge into McCarthy for many reasons, 
but one being the lack of infrastructure to support the daily traffic to Kennicott, or into the town of McCarthy.  People travel to McCarthy and Kennicott for 
the experience.  This would be drastically altered, if not lost altogether if it were made possible to freely drive a vehicle into this precious corner of the world.  
In conclusion, I do not support a public vehicle bridge into McCarthy.  Thank you for your time. 

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

Top Comment is that I DO NOT support public automobile vehicular access across the Kennicott River. 

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (no public 
vehicle bridge)

4. Under no circumstance would I ever desire to have public vehicle access across the Kennicott River. Foot traffic or ATV only beyond the River.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (public 
vehicle bridge options)

General access into McCarthy across the Kennicott River. Look at solutions for pedestrian and ATV crowding of each other on the Kennicott River DOT bridge 
aka "the footbridge" during summer months. Also look at alternatives to having one family control vehicular access across the Kennicott as this leads to 
monopolies in local business.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (public 
vehicle bridge)

The Rowland Bridge connects a public road and is used as an income provider to the owners.  We have to use them for a lot of the work because we can't 
bring in outside contractors without a lot of bridge fees to pay.  They shouldn't have a monopoly.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (public 
vehicle bridge)

If the state is going to pay for the road with public funds all the way to Kennicott then the public needs to be able to access all the way to Kennicott. Doesn’t 
seem right to have private usage when public money is used. 

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (public 
vehicle bridge)

We need a community bridge to that the cost of business goes down for businesses on this side. Right now, we are all charged different rates and small 
excavator businesses aren't allowed to compete w/ the Rowland business. Limiting businesses is bad!

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge (public 
vehicle bridge)

Years ago, all the greenies in McCarthy freaked out about the footbridge.  Same people now drive their SUVs across the private bridge.  There is no place to 
park in town, let alone Kennecott.  Build a vehicle bridge and ruin the place once and for all.

59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge options Similar to access in general into McCarthy, there is no perfect scenario. I believe that with mitigation efforts, all of the potential outcomes are workable.
59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge options The public has to deal with the private bridge owners when developing their properties.  Bridge passes at $550 annually are too much.
59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge options The community needs to be able to control our own access. This bridge causes business opportunities to all be controlled by one family and that has allowed 

them to all become wealthy while others can't compete with them. The state is promoting monopolies
59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge options I've paid the Rowland family close to $10000 over the years just to get home. Not only that but no competition to them is allowed across their bridge. It feels 

like extortion having to pay to get to another section of public roadway in order to get home.
59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge options Public funds should not be used in order to create gated communities. This community is growing rapidly and having a restrictive bridge prevents any form of 

evacuation over the public bridge.  Tourists seem to hate sharing such a small bridge with ATVs
59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge options Any contention that the status quo present bridge scenario would constrain evacuation is wrong at best, and probably disingenuous. We've already seen 

emergent scenarios where the first person to open the bridge leaves it open for everyone's ease to move.
59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge options Look at the number of cabin that have gone up in the past 15 yrs, we need a long‐term approach to access with safe bridges that can handle an emergency. 

Growth isnΓÇÖt slowing, itΓÇÖs increasing. So is tourism.The State wants to sell more land. Be realis
59.3 Access: Kennicott River bridge options  Make it easier for elderly to get where they are going. They shouldn't have to drag luggage through gravel and over a bridge. Offer this as a service.
59.3 Bridge condition The river keeps cutting away at the west end embankment of the foot bridge. This needs to be addressed prior to this planning process. It has the potential to 

be washed out every summer with the floods. Don't wait for an emergency fix, protect it now.
59.3 Bridge condition The ongoing erosion of the west bank of the Kennicott during the annual jokulaups means the footbridge's days are decidedly numbered. Action to extend the 

west end of the bridge must be taken if pedestrians and ATVs will continue to use the current bridg
59.3 Safety (signage) Adding a sign asking ATV users to yield to pedestrians/bikers when crossing the public bridge would increase safety.
59.4 Recreation opportunity; safety: 

recreation, trails, pedestrian
Provide a separate bike/walking trail along the corridor from the river to road junction for McCarthy? separate the walkers/bikes/dogs from the vehicle traffic

59.5 ROW: Access for road maintenance the process between NPS and DOT needs to be fast tracked to provide DOT with the necessary permissions, ownership etc to work on the road next to the 
swimming hole.

59.6 Environmental considerations Public water source for McCarthy residents.
59.6 Environmental considerations Drinking Water Source utilized by local community and visitors.
59.6 Environmental considerations I'm a local who can't, and probably won't, be able to afford my own well. For almost 20 years, I've drank surface water from Clear Creek. Please take steps to 

ensure the safety of this important life‐sustaining resource
59.6 Road design/access/safety (pullouts) create a one vehicle pull out near the water source of clear creek for access to the locals water supply, so vehicles don't block the road way.
59.6 Visitor experience Great visual of old railroad trestle that went across island of Kennicott River. A cool part of mxy rd story ‐ and that is still evident.
59.7 Access The roads in McCarthy are owned by the public.  Public access shall be maintained.
59.7 Access This road is a public thoroughfare and meant for use for all landowners in McCarthy. No one can claim rights to it as private.
59.7 Access The roads of McCarthy, including that roadway which McCarthy Lodge LLC purports to own and is actively and deceptively trying to obtain, are public.
59.7 Access, parking, Kennicott River bridge 

(no public vehicle bridge)
Ownership of the roads within the McCarthy Townsite is currently under litigation.  There is now way for parking to be adequately managed in McCarthy at 
this time.  Construction of a state vehicle bridge would immediately create a major parking problem.
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59.7 Road condition; environmental  Would dust abatement be feasible along this section from the river to McCarthy? Or is that problematic with the Clear Creek Water source?
59.8 Recreation opportunity; Road 

condition/maintenance; Community 
Location of the swimming hole. The road needs upgrading here (more gravel and better culverts) but it should consciously be done in a way that maintains 
and improves the recreational character of the swimming hole and surrounding area (outhouses, veg, et

59.8 Road condition (culvert); Community 
asset: swimming hole

The culvert by the swimming hole, which is the area of road near the 2nd DOT bridge in McCarthy. Some locals want a non functioning culvert here so the 
“swimming hole” remains. Others want it drained and for proper fish passage to happen.

59.8 Road condition/maintenance; 
Community asset (swimming hole)

Road bed at the "Swimming Hole" need significant maintenance.  However, it is important that any maintenance work be done in a manner to maintain the 
character and recreational opportunities of the swimming hole itself.

59.9 Road condition Dust abatement during the summer would be helpful along this mixed‐use corridor
60 60 to 64 Indirect community impacts Public Infrastructure.  If any changes are to be made to the McCarthy Road or a bridge across the river is considered, the lack of infrastructure in both 

communities must be addressed.  No infrastructure exists to support non‐resident vehicle traffic in these two towns. Appropriate public infrastructure must 
be put in place before improvements to the McCarthy Road corridor beyond what currently exists (grading, slope stabilization and vegetation trimming).

60 Other infrastructure: school Build a school in McCarthy‐Kennicott area.  There are over 16 children, school aged.  Combat the religious zealots and the clan of bible bangers.
60 60 to 64 Parking Parking in McCarthy, Kennicott, and in‐between.
60 60 to 64 Pedestrian access Personally, I think Kennecott is adorable and I completely understand why NPS wants to make it pedestrian. It’s really enjoyable when we have quiet spaces. 

On the other hand, I understand that the roads going through Kennicott are actually RS 2477 ROWs, as well as public prescriptive easements and that 
balancing NPS visions for tourist experiences conflicts with public and local access rights. I’m bringing it up because that is what I believe we are supposed to 
be doing as PAC members, and not because I have any idea what could work best.

60 60 to 64 Road condition/maintenance (dust, 
potholes)

Dust abatement and pothole management from McCarthy to Kennicott.

60.0 Visitor experience Old dyke to protect old railbed from glacier runoff. I think not interpreting/keeping some of the road's history as a railbed is a loss ‐ as you can still see it today 
‐ is part of the mxy rd story. This spot is one.

60.9 Access, parking, Kennicott River bridge 
(no public vehicle bridge)

The other commenters statement is true that a large public parking lot beyond this area is not feasible.  Best solution is to leave public parking as is on west 
side of river.  Moving parking 1.5 miles makes no sense.

60.9 Access, parking, Kennicott River bridge 
(no public vehicle bridge); economic 
development

If a public vehicle bridge into McCarthy was ever installed, nonresident vehicles travelling north would have to park somewhere in this area.  There is no land 
suitable for public parking beyond here.  Possible private infrastructure development.

61.0 access, parking I am trustee for 135 acres of land that borders the main road.  I am willing to install parking up to 5‐10 acres if needed.
61.0 Access, parking, Kennicott River bridge 

(no public vehicle bridge)
If a public vehicle bridge is built across the Kennicott R. people will not pay to park at this location but will park for free in downtown McCarthy.   The character 
of McCarthy will be ruined forever if a state vehicle bridge is built.  Do not build.

61.0 Access, parking, Kennicott River bridge 
(no public vehicle bridge)

This would be a nonsensical locale for a parking lot. Also, Tony Zak (RIP) would roll over in his grave if his land was converted to this purpose. People would 
clog the streets to the west of here way before they parked out here. Stupid. NO PUBLIC BRIDGE

61.1 60 to 64 Road condition/maintenance (drainage, 
brush clearing)

This whole stretch from here to the gate at Kennicott needs more gravel, some new culverts, lots of ditching, and major brushing for access, safety, and 
maintainability.  DOT has done well working with the poor, or nonexistent, material on this road.

61.3 Road condition Thank you DOT for the replacement culvert in the landslide area in Sept '23
61.3 Road condition/maintenance (drainage) Roadway here was damaged by a landslide years ago and is still in poor condition. Poor drainage, poor substrate. Needs improvement.
61.7 Funding McCarthy gets Community Grant Monies from the State and a portion of that could be used in a joint effort with DOT to do roadwork repairs.  The grant 

monies are allowed for public road maintance per grant doc.  We have $170,000 saved for who knows what.
62.0 Road condition/maintenance With a small crew and limited monies DOT has done the best they can.  DOT working with the Rowlands could get the road graded and potholes filled and 

make the road passable.  MAC has State funds that can be used for this.,
62.8 Access, parking, Kennicott River bridge 

(no public vehicle bridge)
State road ends at the edge of the Kennecott Subdivisions.  This location is a mountain hillside. There is no option to create large public parking to 
accommodate 100+ vehicles during the summer. Do not build a vehicle bridge across the Kennicott River.

62.8 Access, parking, Kennicott River bridge 
(no public vehicle bridge)

The McCarthy Rd provides access to the Kennecott National Historic Landmark, as well the park and preserve.  The townsite of Kennecott does not have the 
physical ability to park 100+ vehicles a day for summer visitor parking. Shuttles work.

63 Visitor experience (signage) Request AK DOT&PF place a sign at the end of the McCarthy Road at the south end of the Kennecott subdivision and National Historic Landmark stating the 
“State Road Ends Here”.

63 Visitor experience (signage) Request NPS place a sign at the end of the McCarthy Road at the south end of the Kennecott subdivision and National Historic Landmark stating “No Visitor 
Parking within the Kennecott subdivision and NHL”

63.2 access At the vehicle turnaround there are two possible ROWs.  The State's 100ft or the lot owners 40 ft. There are large rocks right in that ROW that force vehicles 
onto NPS land and we are asked to pay user fees for our shuttles.  Rocks should be removed .

63.2 access Vehicle shuttle turnaround is within the Kennecott Subdivsions and is not part of the State of AK/DOT roadways. ROW are 40 ft.
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63.2 access, parking Locals, but not tourists, will always need the right to drive a private rig to Kennecott and park. Business depends on it. I regularly haul cargo to Kennecott that 
absolutely could not be done with any shuttle. More parking FOR LOCALS is needed in Kenn.

63.2 road condition/maintenance This section of road is not maintained and there are issues as to who in fact owns the road.  All I know is  the road from McCarthy to Kennicott Shuttle 
turnaround is horribly maintained.  My business spends a lot each year on damage caused by the road

64.0 Access, parking, Kennicott River bridge 
(no public vehicle bridge)

Very concerned if unlimited vehicle access is allowed across Kennicott River, up to Kennicott mill site. There is no parking in Kennicott and the road between 
McCarthy and Kennicott is one lane with pullouts and multiple areas of unsafe steep shoulders.

64.0 Access Over the last 4 years there has been a significant increase of non‐resident motorized vehicles in the Kennecott subdivisions. At least since 2010/2011, and 
more intensively the last four summers, the community of Kennecott has let NPS know that we would like them to control your visitors regarding modes of 
transportation. The rights of way on the road through Kennecott are private, reserved for the use of the present owners and their guests, but not for the 
public in general. The NPS, a majority property owner, states in its Operation Plan that all management activities will seek to assure the community "Retains 
the slow pace, quiet, and spaciousness that foster contemplation and individual reflection. In particular, NPS will encourage visitors to enjoy the NHL as 
pedestrians, and will see to minimize the impact of management activities, (including but not limited to, noise and visual impact) on both visitors and the local 
residents alike." The town does not have the infrastructure to handle motorized vehicles. Some 35 residents of Kennecott have petitioned NPS to prohibit 
their guest to ride motorized vehicles into Kennecott. Most residents moved to Kennecott to enjoy a quiet life and do not want non‐resident vehicle traffic of 
any type.

65.0 Access, parking NPS has 14 million acres and they are the ones who want to invite tourists here. They need to develop parking in Kennicott and quit trying to tell people who 
have been driving here for 30 years that we suddenly can't.

2, 57 Hazard (landslide) That said I do understand the priority is on safety ‐ and support that on this very active and changing rd with big hazards like Kotsina bluffs, mile 58 slides etc. 
etc.. Thanks for the opportunity to comment. 

2, 57 Hazard (landslide); road condition 
(drainage)

I encourage continued improvement of MXY road drainage and side visibility as well as addressing the slides along the copper River & near the MXY road end. 

2, 58 Hazard (landslide) I am a property owner and member of the McCarthy Community and wanted to submit my comments on any work being considered on the McCarthy Road.  
My two main concerns are access and safety.  I am in favor of addressing the ongoing issues at the Kotsina Bluffs as well as the sluffing at Mile 58.  Both areas 
have the potential to shut down access on the road for long periods of time.  

2, Corridor Hazard (landslide) i support improvements to the road that will increase safety....landslide fixes, route changes at the kotsina bluffs
59.3,  Corridor General improvements I hope any improvements to the McCarthy Rd corridor beyond surface grading, slope stabilization and vegetation trimming are contingent upon appropriate 

public infrastructure having been put in place at the west side of the Kennicott River and in McCarthy. 
59.3; Corridor Road condition/maintenance; Access: 

Kennicott River bridge (no public vehicle 
bridge)

Paving the road and or building a public bridge to McCarthy would irreparably alter the way of life in McCarthy and is unnecessary and unwanted.

Corridor Access (general) As a property owner in McCarthy, I am excited for this study and the work ahead. Communication, &amp; safe reliable access help all involved. Public bridges 
and parking will need to be updated beyond the battle of current thinking.  All taxpayers should have access.

Corridor Access (road reliability) McCarthy Road has many places that are closed much too often by landslides, erosion, and weather events.
Corridor Access; road design Eliminate access to the MXY Road and make it a  biking, hiking trail only.  Allow fly‐in only to MXY for all of the pilots and their private airstrips.  The Greenies 

will also be happy.
Corridor Economic development; road design; 

road maintenance
The McCarthy road's poor condition, poor design (old railroad!), and lack of maintenance is a safety issue, a major barrier to economic growth, a barrier to 
creating a healthy year‐round regional human population, and inhibits access to America's largest national park. The PEL study area has economically 
disadvantaged communities that lack basic infrastructure (school, water and sewer, electric utility) largely due to the lack of reliable overland access on the 
McCarthy road. This area and road have been left out and neglected by AKDOT and federal funding agencies for too long. The road should be *completely 
redesigned* with the goal of maintaining a two‐way, year‐round road where vehicles can safely travel an average of 65 MPH from Chitna to McCarthy and 
cyclists can safely travel alongside vehicles.  AKDOT should prioritize completing the design and pre‐construction planning, and dedicate full‐time staff to 
secure federal funding for improvements. 

Corridor Environmental considerations (trash) Provide adequate sanitation facilities and maintenance of these facilities. Provide adequate litter collection, after and preseason cleanup efforts.

Corridor Environmental considerations (trash) Visiting fisherman have left burning campfires that have spread into the duff layer. All points of recreation are also potential sites for neglected campfires.

Corridor General 4.Documents R‐O‐W 200' its 100'.
Corridor Hazard (land slides, geometry, drainage) Reduce hazard areas, sharp curves, slide, icing and washout areas.
Corridor Hazard (landslide) Areas with landslides, erosion, poor soil, glaciation, and general poor drainage should be improved for year round access. 
Corridor Other infrastructure: railroad Alaska Railroad should build a railroad with flagstop services along the McCarthy Road.
Corridor Recreation opportunity (trails) I also support creation & Maintenence of trails for locals to use.
Corridor Recreation opportunity (trails) There is a real need to develop some loop hiking trails from the road into WRST NP/Preserve, with adjacent parking areas. The one existing trail is too short 

&amp; doesnt go anywhere. The planning team should look at loop hiking trails of various lengths, with adjacent parking, for locals &amp;park visitors
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Corridor Recreation opportunity (trails) Trails (year‐round use) need developed off the road into the park & preserve for nonmotorized use. Ideally, loop trails. Alternatively, in & out trails to take 
people to brush line would be helpful in dispersing use, people can make their way in various directions to explore further. Will need parking included along 
with trail development.

Corridor Recreation opportunity, visitor 
experience

Trail heads, parking and routs along the road for hiking and non hunting/trapping recreational use for visitors and owners alike to enjoy. non camping options. 
opportunities along the entire road year round

Corridor Road character I use this road in a recreational manner two or three times a year in the summer. It is my opinion that the character and low impact  of the road visually must 
remain intact. Improvement should come in a manner that preserves this identity, In the last few years, the improvements on the surface of this road have 
been admirable! Thank you!

Corridor Road character I appreciate the comprehensive, visual, and collaborative approach that you’re taking on this important issue. 
The MXY road to me, represents a passage and gateway into the wild place. From the very first narrow cut through the bluff leaving Chitina, to each crossing 
of rivers and creeks, to the eventual halt at the Kennicott River, I have always, and will always, love the drive. 

Corridor Road character, road design I would like the McCarthy Road to keep it alignment more or less along the historic RR corridor. There are a few sections that it may need to be majorly 
rerouted, such as along the Kotsina Bluffs.

Corridor Road character, speed As a 44 year resident I say that less is best.  A 30mph road that could be maintained a bit more over the year is best.  Take time to leave the fast world behind 
and keep McCarthy and environs as a place that matches it's wilderness, not that matches the world.  Some of us are here to live off our own smarts, not what 
the world wants.

Corridor Road condition Continue to use binders to maintain the surface of the road.
Return paved surface in the first 10 miles of the road to gravel.

Corridor Road condition/maintenance Pave the road to McCarthy. We have the largest national park in the country and almost no way to access it. McCarthy/Kennicott stands out as a great tourist 
attraction which will enrich and revitalize all communities in the area that have been struggling since the oil boom days have waned. Pave it.

Corridor Road condition/maintenance The first trend is that the volume of traffic has steadily increased over the years. The current maintenance activities, which largely consist of grading the gravel 
portion of the road and patching potholes in the chip sealed portion, will need to be done more frequently. The more traffic there is, the more quickly the 
gravel portion deteriorates after having been graded. Similarly, the more traffic, the more often the paved portion needs to be patched or redone. 

Corridor Road condition/maintenance Continue to address the soft spots, dangerous corners and drainage for a safer drive. Paving the road creates more needed maintenance and higher costs.
Corridor Road condition/maintenance Keeping the MXY Road intact and as is is very important to the environment.  Bringing in 500 billion tons of gravel and fill to build up the roadway or pave it is 

a ridiclous endeavor especially when the State cannot maintain its highways as is.
Corridor Road condition/maintenance I can not see the economic or personal need to upgrade the road into a paved HW.  The state struggles to maintain the paved highways it has, it can not plow 

its roads in the city of Anch in a timely manner.  Do some basic safety upgrade and keep it gravel
Corridor Road condition/maintenance Use proper gravel for repairs. Last year maintenance used dirt! The mud section was very, very dangerous for motorcycles. Had any cars or trucks been 

approaching from the other direction, any of us 6 riders would have been run over. All of us struggled.
Corridor Road condition/maintenance Maintenance in summer is not adequate to keep up with traffic.

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (brush 
clearing)

I support maintaining the existing gravel road,with special attention to frequent brushing in the right of way to maintain sight lines and improve safety. 

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (brush 
clearing); road design

I also support keeping the McCarthy Road an unpaved dirt and gravel road, that is maintained with periodic gradings, has pull outs, brushing for visibility etc. 

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (brush 
clearing); road design/safety (pullouts); 
economic development

I also strongly support keeping the McCarthy Road a dirt and gravel  highway, that has regular summer gradings, brushing for visibility, pull outs etc. Keeping 
the road gravel creates a natural buffer from the area becoming to congested, and allows the summer economic growth to build slowly. 

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (chip seal) If the road gets paved (which I don't think is a good idea), pretty please don't use chip seal. That is the worst part of the current road. 

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (drainage) 2. A lot of the road could use raising, crowning and ditching or culverts as required, . Especially in the areas where glaciers form in the winter.

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (drainage) Above all do not turn the road into another glen highway! Addressing the drainage issues will alleviate some of the problems with soft surfaces and washouts

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (drainage) Improve drainage in the few areas that water runs across the road.
Corridor Road condition/maintenance (drainage);  Raise the road about 4 to 5 feet for proper drainage.  Why have the one or two people maintain the RS2477 road for the good of everyone else to use.
Corridor Road condition/maintenance (drainage, 

brush clearing)
I encourage continued improvement of MXY road drainage and side visibility as well as addressing the slides along the copper River & near the MXY road end. 

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (dust) Summer road dust mitigation in MXY would improve QOL of locals 
Corridor Road condition/maintenance (dust) Following ‐ as a 30 year land owner at mile 51.  Currently the road is so busy and dusty in summer!
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Corridor Road condition/maintenance (dust) Another problem is dust on the gravel portion. With a low traffic load, cars can space themselves so that they are far enough apart that nobody is driving in a 
dust cloud generated by the car in front of him or her. With current traffic loads, especially on holiday weekends in the summer, wide spacing between cars 
becomes difficult. In addition to being unpleasant, driving in a dust cloud is dangerous because of poor visibility and the danger of hitting the car in front, or an 
oncoming car that is going in the other direction. In an attempt to control the dust, DOT has spread calcium chloride on the road, but this has not been a 
totally satisfactory solution. For one thing, the use of the calcium chloride has been sporadic at best. Secondly, since it does retain moisture, if there is 
precipitation, the road remains muddy for longer than if there were no chemicals on it. And thirdly, one wonders at the wisdom of broadcasting these 
chemicals into the environment. 

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (erosion) There are areas where erosion threatens to eliminate the route altogether.

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (glaciation, 
chip seal)

It would be nice to have to road plowed/glaciers knocked down more frequently in the winter. Or to have a McCarthy road condition report for the winter and 
summer that was public that (not a private Facebook page)
I personally like the chip seal on the first 16 miles‐do more sections like that.

Corridor Road condition/maintenance (speed, 
dust)

However, as summer time, traffic has increased, so have the number of folks driving too fast, creating washboards, kicking up dust in the dry months, and 
leaving me longing for days when people slowed down to pass one another, waving, and even stopping to chat.

Corridor Road design The entire route needs to be upgraded and re‐routed where necessary.
Corridor Road design Review accident and hazard data and design improvements accordingly.
Corridor Road design/safety (pullouts) Shoulder pull outs at regular intervals to allow places for slower traffic to pull over to the side.Construct wider shoulder pull out locations at regular intervals 

to allow places for slower traffic to pull over to the side and give safe passage to those behind. Lots of large vehicle traffic such as RV’s and Trucks with Trailers 
currently make for very hazardous passing scenarios and the narrow shoulders along much of the road cause many yearly rollovers. 

Corridor Road maintenance (winter) For my family, I personally use the road an average of 5 times a month during the summer season (May ‐ October) for travel and supply runs to/from 
Anchorage. We would like to use the road more frequently in the off season months but the hazards and unscheduled maintenance prevent us from accessing 
our homestead without much consideration and planning to ensure the route is passable and safe for our family. 

Corridor Road maintenance (winter) Road improvements and regular road maintenance to the extent that drivers can expect to travel at the posted speed limit for the entirety of the 60 mile road. 
At present it is difficult to estimate travel time between Chitina and McCarthy due to varying surface conditions. It can take anywhere from 2 hours at  he 
speed limit to 4+ depending on the state of the road. This makes it hard for businesses to accurately plan for the arrival of their supplies, guests etc. and even 
creates safety issues for people who break down along the way and are not considered overdue for long periods. As a resident and as a business owner, I hope 
to see the road in this condition all year‐round. If this type of road maintenance were to continue 12 months of the year, a boom for winter tourism (which is a 
big need in our state currently) and year‐round residency is certain.

Corridor Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing)

The entire road needs annual brush clearing on both sides of the road. 

Corridor Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing)

Brush corners to provide more visibility to motorists.

Corridor Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing)

The road is pretty good. Some brushing and improvement of the soft shoulders could be helpful. 

Corridor Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing)

i support improvements to the road that will increase safety....more brushing on blind curves to increase visibility.  i don't need the road to be faster or easier, 
just safer.  

Corridor Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing)

Regular right of way and shoulder brush clearing. The alders and shrubs grow quickly during an Alaskan summer and this currently poses a major danger to 
drivers visibility of oncoming traffic and wildlife. Right now this is not even completed yearly along the entire road. 

Corridor Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing, speed)

I support all efforts to address safety improvements along the McCarthy Road ROW.  Soft shoulders and reduced visibility due to brush on bends along with 
speeding are the main causes accidents.  I have been an emergency medical responder in McCarthy for 25 years and know this issue very well.  Improvements 
to the road surface that allow vehicles to travel faster will only make this safety issue worse and cause more and worse accidents.  

Corridor Road maintenance/safety (drainage, 
glaciation)

Areas with landslides, erosion, poor soil, glaciation, and general poor drainage should be improved for year round access. 

Corridor Road maintenance/safety (erosion, poor 
soil)

Areas with landslides, erosion, poor soil, glaciation, and general poor drainage should be improved for year round access. 

Corridor Road maintenance/safety (signage) Replace missing and damaged mile markers. 
Corridor Road maintenance/safety (winter); road 

character
As a life‐long resident of the McCarthy area and an owner/operator/manager of multiple local businesses I am invested in the future of our critical access 
road. Road improvements and regular road maintenance to the extent that drivers can expect to travel at the posted speed limit for the entirety of the 60 mile 
road. Winter road maintenance to allow consistent and safe passage for winter tourism (which is a big need in our state) and year‐round residency.  “build 
accessible and scenic roads that ensure the many national treasures within our Federal Lands can be enjoyed by all.”
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McCarthy Road PEL Study
Submitted Public Comments (Verbatim) during Public Meeting 1 (November 2023 through January 2024)

Approximate McCarthy 
Road milepost (MP)[a], if 
applicable (if a range, then 
the western MP)

Approximate 
MP range (if 
applicable)

Comment Topic Public Comment (verbatim)

Corridor Safety (brush clearing, sight distance, 
pullouts)

Improve sight distance, width, and pullouts for safely passing.

Corridor Safety (brush clearing, speed) Straight stretch where people drive 50 to 70 miles an hour in the summer. People are driving too fast and on the wrong side of the road. Blind corners all 
along the road corridor are a big safety problem too. Brushing the road would help.

Corridor Safety (crashes/accidents) The number of accidents reported on the McCarthy Rd corridor is only 10% of what actually occurs on the road at best.  

Corridor Safety (road design) Road width is too narrow.
Corridor Safety (services: emergency response) Support for emergency response, search, and rescue. This is a remote area. Increased traffic will result in increased traffic accidents, injuries, and fatalities. 

There needs to be support for local emergency response, first responders for traffic accidents and search and rescue efforts. Response times to this area for 
accidents and injuries must be addressed in the plan. Emergency response capacity is not currently adequate to manage local needs.

Corridor Safety (services: trooper patrolling) Assign a State Trooper from Glenn Allen to patrol the Road and come into town frequently.  That'll change things.  Troopers state categorically, if someone 
kills another person they'll come out, otherwise forget it.

Corridor Safety (services: trooper patrolling) We need the troopers out here even if only once or twice a year to write some tickets and get the word out that the road is patroled.  No one is afraid of 
getting a ticket.  I've driven this since 1980 and am very concerned every time the road is graded.

Corridor Safety (sight distance) The #1 issue with safety is sight distance!! Mow the overgrowth back to help visibility, this will make spotting traffic easier and let travelers see the stunning 
views that are on almost every bend in the road! 

Corridor Safety (speed) Finally, I would oppose any "improvements" to the road itself that encouraged higher speeds such as smoothing or widening.  People already drive too fast 
creating dangerous travel conditions. 

Corridor Safety (speed) I own property in both Chitina and McCarthy.  1. Keep the design speed to 35 mph. 
Corridor safety (speed); road character Leaving the road gravel and keeping the speed at 40mph or lower where needed will preserve the truly Alaskan experience. 
Corridor Visitor experience (waysides) Waysides for increased visitor traffic must be part of the plan.

Corridor Visitor experience (waysides) I also think it's a loss not to be highlighting more of the history related to the historic railway route (there is lots of evidence along the corridor that I don't see 
an effort to retain historic pieces to be able to tell that story in future). 

Corridor Visitor experience (waysides) 2. More waysides with pavilions would be nice along the route. 
Corridor Visitor experience (waysides, signage) Make parking lots and signage at trailheads, points of interest and overlooks. Larger parking lots and signage at trailheads, points of interest and overlooks, to 

encourage more engagement with and backcountry access into the Park and use of our amazing and existing trail systems.
Corridor Visitor experience/ safety (pullouts)  Along with expanding the amount of public pull‐outs for viewing, will increase the safety and ease of maintenance with the funding available.

Corridor Visitor experience/ safety (pullouts) Provide a few more pull offs in narrow sections.
Edgerton Highway, beyond 

PEL study corridor
Process: study location The Egerton Highway is integrally related to McCarthy Road as it is the main feeder to McCarthy Road. Increased traffic flow on both routes must be 

addressed together. Edgerton Highway MP 19 to 33 (Tonsina River to Town Lake Junction) Resurface. This section of road is falling apart. Pothole crews and 
patching crews have done an admirable job of trying to keep it in shape, but it is a losing battle. It falls apart as fast as it is patched. A full shave and pave 
needs to be done on this section. This section should be reconstructed and brought up to code or at least up to what MP 0 to MP 19 is like. There are 
thousands of salmon fishermen and other visitors that use this road that do not always drive carefully. This is the only access route to McCarthy Road and 
increased traffic on McCarthy Road will also directly affect increased traffic on the Edgerton Highway. This is the essential route for residents to get kids to 
school, access medical care and provide access for emergency vehicles. We recently had a pedestrian fatality near Chitina because there is no shoulder on the 
road, and it is dark and limited sight distance. Improvements to the Edgerton Highway should be prioritized for improvement concurrently with any McCarthy 
Road improvements.

n/a Community: no additional development The year round population does just fine without more infrastructure, including electrical grids. Generators are low‐cost.   Solar works well for the bulk of the 
population which is only hear in the summer.

n/a Economic development; access: 
Kennicott River bridge options

I would like business opportunities to be available to us all equally here one day. I want to start my own business but I can't have any business that competes 
with the family that controls the current bridge.   

n/a Material sources Gravel and material sources need to be identified.
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McCarthy Road PEL Study
Submitted Public Comments (Verbatim) during Public Meeting 1 (November 2023 through January 2024)

Approximate McCarthy 
Road milepost (MP)[a], if 
applicable (if a range, then 
the western MP)

Approximate 
MP range (if 
applicable)

Comment Topic Public Comment (verbatim)

n/a Process: corridor history Here are a couple of comments I penned back in 2007, which was part of a piece I did concerning the unexplained cancellation of the EIS study. (part 1 of 4). // 
“Proponents of a decent road to McCarthy have been at this for long time. They began way back in 1941, when our Territorial Legislature convinced the US 
Congress to preserve, for highway purposes, a right‐of‐way along the abandoned railroad center line. After that, our brand‐new state and its first 
governmental body, in 1961, authorized work to commence upon a modern highway bridge across the Copper River at Chitina. Diamond drilling the 
subsurface strata for the bridge took place that year. A happening occurring simultaneous with the beginning of the major upgrade on the connecting 
Edgerton Highway. This bridge was dedicated in 1971 at the same time the final phase of Edgerton upgrade was completed. // In November 1973 a pioneer 
road was completed between Chitina and McCarthy. Since then, federal funds have been used to restore the Kuskulana Bridge and improve a thousand feet or 
so of sloughing roadway at Long Lake. In addition, state funds were used last summer for safety improvements at Hug‐a‐Boulder Bend. Over the years, the 
good efforts of the tiny highway maintenance crew at Chitina have also contributed to measured improvements along the route.”

n/a Process: corridor history Here are a couple of comments I penned back in 2007, which was part of a piece I did concerning the unexplained cancellation of the EIS study. (part 2 of 4) // 
In 2007 the McCarthy area was represented by a number of organizations. One of which was the: Coalition for Access to McCarthy” (CAM). CAM wrote to the 
governor: “That this decision was made with absolutely no prior public notice, public meetings or public input is very distressing. What was the point of having 
everyone attend all those meetings when DOT&PF was going to throw in the towel two‐thirds of the way through the EIS? The way the decision was handled 
suggests to some in our area that the termination of the four‐year EIS process reflects, as much as anything, a lack of interest in the project by DOT&PF’s 
Northern Region and a desire by the Northern Region to build roads closer to Fairbanks. If that is indeed a motivating factor, it would be a very parochial view 
given the importance of the M+D204cCarthy Road upgrade to the tourism industry statewide.” // CAM went on to say‐‐‐‐‐ “Why not finish the EIS with the 
technical staff that is already familiar with the road and this EIS effort rather than having to reinvent the wheel several years down the line? We have also 
been repeatedly told that the EIS will address several alternatives from “no build” all the way up to a full developed and paved road. Why not finish the EIS 
and then consider the evaluated alternatives in light of the then applicable fiscal constraints? Isn’t that one of the purposes of the EIS? Why cancel the 
EIS—which is supposed to evaluate several alternatives—on the ground that one of the alternatives (the full, paved upgrade for the entire road) is now 
estimated to cost “above $100 million”? We have been repeatedly told by DOT&PF that the road improvements would likely be accomplished in phases. Why 
not finish the EIS and then consider implementing the upgrade in phases as originally planned?”

n/a Process: corridor history  Here are a couple of comments I penned back in 2007, which was part of a piece I did concerning the unexplained cancellation of the EIS study. // Part 3 of 4 
// So, what is my primary concern today: A few years ago, the Attorney General's office woke the DOT&PF up to the fact that it didn’t have adequate legal 
right‐of‐ways on the McCarthy Road. In order to make any significant improvements to the road, additional right‐of‐way must be purchased. During the hug‐a‐
boulder bend project, the DOT&PF got their first taste of this. They couldn’t afford to purchase the additional right‐ of‐way necessary for a quality fix, 
therefore they downsized the project. Only through the STIP is the State going to be able to afford to acquire more right‐of‐way. Strict reliance on 
maintenance crews to keep the road functional may prove to be a big mistake in the long run.
Without a major upgrade of the road Alaskans can probably forget about using the Nation’s largest national park for economic enhancement and growth of 
Alaska’s visitor industry. CAM asked the governor to somehow get our road back into the STIP where federal funds will once again be available.

n/a Process: corridor history  Here are a couple of comments I penned back in 2007, which was part of a piece I did concerning the unexplained cancellation of the EIS study. //  Part 4 of 4 
// Here is what has been going on as of late‐‐‐ The DOT&PF Northern Region representatives suggest that future improvements upon the road be made by 
salaried maintenance crews funded through their annual operating budget. They can only promise “occasional grading and some culvert replacement”. 
However, if the administration is able to strong arm the legislature into enhancing funding increments for the Chitina maintenance crew, then larger 
assignments might be undertaken, so says the Northern Region. Perhaps something similar to the maintenance effort Governor Murkowski was able to 
achieve during the last two years of his tenure.
CAM suggested that the Northern Region’s aspirations are delusional. The reason for this judgement is that they believed the Northern Region’s argument 
totally relies upon an unusual funding scenario. Murkowski’s use of general funds for state maintenance crew capital projects hasn’t been viewed and 
approved as practical by past legislatures very often in our state’s history. It is unrealistic to believe that any future legislature will reverse past policy by 
making this the norm. // Let us not allow this PEL effort to repeat history.

n/a Process: general I am going through the site in its entirety. Please include me in future information and correspondence concerning the project. thank you.
n/a Process: general This is a well designed survey..Thanks for requesting our input.  
n/a Process: general I attended the meet and greet held this past summer and am very interested and concerned with the upcoming PEL study.  My initial questions are as follows. 

ave you contacted all Kennecott residents so they can provide their comments during this first open house public comment session from 29 November 2023 
through 10 January 2024?  I was concerned about this earlier this summer as there were not very many Kennecott residents at the first meet and greet.  It is 
critical to coordinate any future meetings well in advanced so the seasonal residents can plan to attend. 

n/a Process: general Where is the Kennecott local representative?  Although, Kennecott and McCarthy have a long history of working together, they are individual towns with 
different concerns and issues.  Kennecott is almost always affected by the actions in McCarthy.  This study has the potential to have significant impacts on the 
Kennecott subdivision.  It is extremely important to have a Kennecott resident on the Project Advisory Committee (PAC). I also hope the PEL does not think the 
National Park Service (NPS) represents Kennecott.  Kennecott is a subdivision of private landowners, of which NPS is just one. All representatives on the PAC 
should be trustworthy and representative of the community in which they live. 
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McCarthy Road PEL Study
Submitted Public Comments (Verbatim) during Public Meeting 1 (November 2023 through January 2024)

Approximate McCarthy 
Road milepost (MP)[a], if 
applicable (if a range, then 
the western MP)

Approximate 
MP range (if 
applicable)

Comment Topic Public Comment (verbatim)

n/a Process: general The residential community in the Kennecott Subdivision should have a private land owner representative on the PAC because a) it is the second largest 
community along the study corridor, b) the majority interests in Kennecott are not represented by either MAC or the "east end" representative, and c) impacts 
to Kennecott from improved access will be both contrary and detrimental to the established vision for the public to enjoy a quiet and introspective experience 
within the NHL.

n/a process: general The CRV‐RPO supports the PEL effort on this route and thank the planning team for including the CRV‐RPO in this process.

n/a Process: general I would like to be added to the mailing list for information on this study. My wife and I are private property owners at MP42 Mcarthy Rd.
n/a Process: general I'm having a difficult time getting my head around the rational for this PEL effort. For decades, I have been an advocate for improvements along this entire 

corridor. However, I have grown weary of the waste in time and resources on this corridor since 1974. After 1974, was when major improvements on the road 
pretty much were stymied by an endless series of “stop and start” assessments, scoping programs, public hearings, roundtables, meetings, comment periods, 
three phases of the Alaska Land Managers Forum study, the Scenic Corridor study and Plan, and the million dollars plus EIS that was cut short by a new 
administration in Juneau, just to mention a few. 

n/a Process: general I currently own land in McCarthy and am very interested in the study. Thank you!
n/a Process: general hi, thank you for all this info, it's a great resource.  when is the 1st public meeting noted on the schedule this fall/winter 2023? is the online open house 

considered this 1st public meeting?  this box only allows limited typing space, how do we submit lengthy comments?  thx
n/a Process: general hello, there is no contact information listed in the "contact us" section below for the representatives from each agency.  can you please update this site to 

include their contact info?  thank you.
n/a Process: general I moved to McCarthy over a year ago and would like to be added to the mailing list for information regarding the McCarthy road PEL Study. Thank you very 

much and have a great day.
n/a Process: general I moved to McCarthy over a year ago and would like to be added to the mailing list for information regarding the McCarthy road PEL Study. Thank you very 

much and have a great day.
n/a Process: general Thank you for helping to make this PEL study available for public participation! 

n/a Process: general do not understand why the government is spending more money on studies when they have done numerous studies of the road. McCarthy Road is a “swamp 
road” because it is built through wetlands. “You can’t pave the road. It doesn’t work that way.”
tired of the government being manipulated to spend more on useless road studies, she said “You can’t get a perfect road.”

n/a Process: general; road character This is something like the 5‐6th road study.  Do something instead of plan.  Make the road better and keep one lane.  Alaska cannot take care of its existing 
highways, let alone MXY Road.

n/a n/a Process: study location Why does the study stop outside of Kennicott? Land ownership shouldn’t matter, and the most recent version of the NPS Kennicott operations plan makes 
reference to road use, and between that and this study, and there’s a concern that both local and public access could be increasingly restricted.

n/a n/a Process: study location In addition to the question of why Kennicott has been excluded, a few people have asked about the Nizina road which is an unmaintained DOT road. It might 
save some time if this scope question gets addressed on the webpage before comments open. 

n/a Road condition/maintenance (drainage); 
funding

The takeaway from all of this is that additional money needs to be budgeted for the road in order to deal with the increased traffic and that changing weather. 
And as we discussed over the phone, perhaps there are places where the road should be built up so it is higher in relation to the surrounding terrain, and 
perhaps there are even places where the road should be rerouted. 

n/a Road maintenance/safety (brush 
clearing)

The second trend we have seen is that weather patterns along the road are changing. There is less stability in the weather, and more likelihood of a storm that 
drops extreme amounts of precipitation and/or is accompanied by very high winds. Due perhaps to increased precipitation, we notice that areas which used 
to be relatively open are now growing up in willows and alders. This additional brush reduces visibility around the many blind corners, so brush needs to be 
cut more often as a safety measure. But in the past, the outfits that have been contracted to cut the brush do that, mostly with a hydro ax, but they leave the 
slash where it falls. This builds up and creates a fuel load that becomes a hazard for forest fires. 

n/a Traffic (future); Economic Development For the Businesses which I am a part of, the road provides absolutely crucial transportation for supplies, fuel and personnel. Additionally our guests and clients 
depend on the road to reach our goods and services. Many of these people come from out of state and overseas and are not familiar with the hazards of 
traveling remote Alaskan roads. On average 45% the guests staying at our wilderness lodge self drive to McCarthy while others choose to fly due to the 
uncertainty of the road and/or limited travel schedules. We expect this number to rise significantly as our plans for expansion into more capacity for overnight 
lodging in McCarthy develops. 

[a] Mileposts are approximate and were either identified by the PEL study team or by the public when they submitted their comment. Milepost discrepancies in this list may be a result of where someone "dropped" their comment on the public 
online open house mapper. 
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Project Website Screenshots (continued) 
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Project Website Screenshots (continued) 
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Online Open House Website Screenshots (continued) 
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Online Open House Website Screenshots (continued) 
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Online Open House Website Screenshots (continued) 
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Online Open House Website Screenshots (continued) 
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November 2023 

Newsletter Issue #1 
 November 2023 

McCarthy Road PEL Study is Underway 
The Federal Highway Administration—Western Federal Lands 
(WFL) Highway Division, in partnership with the Alaska  
Department of Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF) and 
the National Park Service (NPS), are working together to conduct a 
Planning & Environmental Linkages (PEL) study for the McCarthy 
Road. This study will provide an opportunity over the next two 
years to evaluate transportation-related needs and opportunities 
along the road, identify and evaluate potential improvements, and 
propose recommendations for future implementation.  

Why conduct a PEL?  

Over the years, local residents and visitors to the road corridor and 
Wrangell-St. Elias National Park & Preserve (Park) have provided 
feedback to DOT&PF and NPS that emphasize the need to  
evaluate the reliability of access and public safety along the road. 
The NPS and DOT&PF joined together to obtain funding through 
WFL’s Federal Lands Access Program to prepare this study. 

PEL studies provide a flexible framework that encourages decision-
makers to incorporate environmental considerations, community, 
and economic goals early in the transportation planning process. 
PELs are intended to better link the planning and environmental 
review phases; therefore, products and decisions made during this 
PEL study may be incorporated by reference during a future  
environmental review process. 

Where are we in the study schedule?  

We are in the first phase of the PEL process: assessing needs & 
opportunities. As a user of the roadway, what areas are important 
to you? What needs improvement? What do you vision the  
corridor to be? Are there waysides or trailheads that could be  
improved? Are there areas where safety is a concern? In the  
upcoming public open house, the team wants to hear from you. 
Your input is important. We have the opportunity to identify and 
prioritize projects for the future that will enhance the road  
corridor. 

How can I get involved? 

 Visit the study website: www.mcarthyroadpel.com  

 Participate in the first public open house via the study 
website between Nov. 29, 2023 through Jan. 10, 2024 

 Submit comments to study team  

 Sign up to receive email updates 

 

 64 mile corridor:    
Begins east of 
Chitina.  
Ends 4 miles east 
of the Kennicott 
River crossing 
(south of the  
Kennicott  
Subdivision & 
National Historic 
Landmark  

 Key gateway to 
Parkland, recrea-
tion, & wilderness  
opportunities 

  Seasonal 
(summer) road 
maintenance 

 Rolling terrain  

 Seasonal  
population uptick  

 Natural hazards, 
including land-
slides & erosion 
issues 

Corridor  
Characteristics Tell us what you think the McCarthy Road 

needs today, and in the future 

http://www.mcarthyroadpel.com


• Meeting #1 – Assessing needs and opportunities  
Online open house: Nov. 29, 2023 through Jan. 10, 2024  
Access via the study website at www.McCarthyRoadPEL.com  

• Meeting #2 - Developing & evaluating conceptual improvement options  
(Chitina/ McCarthy and virtual online open house: Summer 2024) 

• Meeting #3 - Preparing the PEL Study and draft recommendations  
(Online open house: Spring 2025) 

Federal Highway  
Administration -  
Western Federal Lands (WFL) 
Highway Division 

Seth English-Young, Planning Team Lead 

610 East Fifth Street  

Vancouver, WA 98661 

360-619-7803 

Seth.English-Young@dot.gov 

We want to hear from you! 
Public Meetings will be 
held during three main 
phases of the study: 

Study Goals and 
Desired Outcomes 

A documented framework 
that identifies a list of 
prioritized transportation 
and access projects along 
the McCarthy Road and 
creates a plan for future 
implementation of those 
projects. 

A process that brings  
together stakeholders and 
users of the McCarthy 
Road to improve  
communication and build 
collaboration for identify-
ing transportation and 
access needs.  

To request accommodations for the in-person 
meeting, alternative formats for project  
information, or interpretation, please contact  
Kim Wetzel at (907) 440-1591 or 
kim.wetzel@jacobs.com. 

November 2023 

Newsletter Issue #1 

This PEL Study is in partnership with Alaska Department of 
Transportation & Public Facilities and National Park Service. 

http://www.mccarthyroadpel.com
mailto:kim.wetzel@jacobs.com


   Public Online Open House 
  Nov. 29, 2023 —Jan. 10, 2024 

 

Over the next 2 years, we will work together 
to identify near- and long-term transportation 
and access improvements along the corridor.  
 

Tell us what you think the 
McCarthy Road needs today 
and in the future 

 

The Federal Highway Administration Western Federal 
Lands (WFL) Highway Division, in partnership with the 
Alaska Department of Transportation & Public Facilities 
and the National Park Service are working together 
over the next two years to conduct a Planning &  
Environmental Linkages (PEL) study for the McCarthy 
Road. Visit the first online open house from Nov. 29, 
2023 to Jan. 10, 2024. 

 

Use an online mapping tool to  
comment at 
www.McCarthyRoadPEL.com 

Seth English-Young,  Planning Team Lead, seth.english-young@dot.gov 

Federal Highway Administration - Western Federal Lands 

Please share your ideas at www.McCarthyRoadPEL.com 
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Wetzel, Kim

From: MAC secretary <mccarthyareacouncil.secretary@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, November 24, 2023 3:10 PM
To: Secretary McCarthy Area Council
Subject: [EXTERNAL] McCarthy Road PEL Study Virtual Public Open House

McCarthy Road PEL Study Virtual Public Open House is Underway 

Federal Highway Administration - Western Federal Lands (WFL) Highway Division, in partnership with DOT&PF 
and the National Park Service, are working together to conduct a transportation corridor study for the McCarthy 
Road.  

A virtual open house is available from the study website: http://www.McCarthyRoadPEL.com . This is an opportunity to 
provide input on transportation and access‐related issues or opportunities for improvement along the McCarthy Road 
corridor. The online open house will run from November 29 through December 29.  

Feedback received from the virtual open house will be incorporated with other data being collected and presenting in a 
“Needs and Opportunities Assessment” report which will be available in early 2024 from the website. A second public 
meeting will be held in person in McCarthy in summer 2024. 

 

Kim Varner Wetzel, AICP (she/her) | Jacobs | Public Involvement Lead 

+01.907.440.1591 | kim.wetzel@jacobs.com 

949 E 36th Avenue #500 

Anchorage, AK 99508  | USA 

 
‐‐  
Erin McKinstry, Secretary 
314‐800‐4764 

 
McCarthy Area Council 
P.O. Box MXY #31 
Glennallen, AK  99588 
mccarthyareacouncil.secretary@gmail.com 
www.mxycouncil.org 
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Wetzel, Kim

From: Robbins, Leslie
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2023 1:27 PM
To: Wetzel, Kim
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] [whatsup] What's Up 12/16/2023

 
 

From: whatsup@npogroups.org <whatsup@npogroups.org>  
Sent: Sunday, December 17, 2023 7:45 PM 
To: What's Up <whatsup@npogroups.org> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] [whatsup] What's Up 12/16/2023 
 
What’s Up 
December 16, 2023 
Compiled weekly by Peg Tileston on behalf of Trustees for Alaska, The Alaska Center, and The Alaska Conservation 
Foundation. 
 
**Marks new items in this issue. 
 
CONFERENCES, WORKSHOPS, SEMINARS, SPECIAL EVENTS 
 
January 29‐ February 2  
ANCHORAGE – The ALASKA MARINE SCIENCE SYMPOSIUM AMSS), will be held at the Captain Cook Hotel and Egan 
Center and will bring together scientists, educators, resource managers, students, and interested public to discuss the 
latest marine research being conducted in Alaskan waters. To take advantage of the early bird online registration, 
submit by December 31 Online registration will increase to $200 after this date. Online registration closes January 22. 
Registration for the event may also be done during the week of the symposium for the "at‐the‐door" registration fee. To 
register, go to https://cvent.me/kRWkmZ  
 
February 5 – 9 (In‐person & virtual) (Additional Information) 
The ALASKA FORUM on the ENVIRONMENT will be held in person at the Dena’ina Center and virtually. Watch sessions 
live in‐person, catch up on recorded sessions that you missed in the Virtual Attendee Hub later on, visit exhibitors in‐
person and virtually and stay connected with AFE all year long. AFE offers more than 100 technical breakout sessions 
and inspiring keynote events throughout the year. With your All Access Conference Pass, you can watch sessions live in‐
person, recorded sessions and live virtual sessions throughout the year through the Virtual Attendee Hub. This year, we 
will continue to offer sessions on climate change, energy, environmental regulations, cleanup and remediation, fish and 
wildlife, solid waste, sustainability, and so much more. Register before Dec. 31using discount code WINTER at checkout 
you will receive $75 off an All Access AFE Pass Registration. The Alaska Forum on the Environment will offer both in‐
person and virtual attendance options for both attendees and exhibitors! Watch sessions live in‐person, catch up on 
recorded sessions that you missed in the Virtual Attendee Hub later on, visit exhibitors in‐person and virtually and stay 
connected with AFE all year long All‐Access AFE Registration. Register Today at https://cvent.me/dEX4ko. 
 
February 20 – 22 
JUNEAU ‐ The 2024 ALASKA STATEWIDE WATERSHED WORKSHOP will be held in the lecture hall in the Alaska State 
Museum. Presentations will be focused towards a tribal/NGO audience and focus on Communications and Collaboration, 
Organizational Development, and Data Sharing and Field Techniques. Build collaboration and connections with other 
watershed groups from across Alaska. This workshop is hosted by the Southeast Alaska Watershed Coalition and will be 
carefully planned by individuals from across the state. For more information, contact EKhrystl@sawcak.org. 
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PUBLIC HEARINGS/MEETINGS/OPEN HOUSE 
 
**December 19 
Public virtual meetings are scheduled to review the SUMMER 2024 FERRY SCHEDULE for Southeast Alaska will be held 
at10am. To join the webinar, go to https://us06web.zoom.us/j/83955593196.Southwest and Southcentral Alaska will 
be held at 1:30pm.To join the webinar, go to                 https://us06web.zoom.us/j/83162499294. These meetings will 
also be held in‐person at the Alaska Marine Highway Ketchikan Central Office for participants wishing to attend in 
person. AMHS takes care to design the schedule to accommodate coastal communities’ special events to the greatest 
extent practicable. In addition to other comments, the public is encouraged to submit special event information. The 
department will work to contract supplemental service, if needed, to cover service disruptions. The schedule and 
supporting documentation is available at https://dot.alaska.gov/amhs/doc/summer_considerations_2024.pdf. 
 
 **December 20 
ANCHORAGE – A public meeting will be held on the 2022‐2025 COMMUNITY TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (CTP) and 
TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVE PROGRAM (TAP) from 8am to 5pm in the Atwood Building, Room 102. The 
Community Transportation Program promotes the development of surface transportation facilities in Alaska, such as 
new or existing surface transportation facilities that enhance travel and tourism, reduce wildlife‐vehicle collisions, and 
improve air quality and projects connecting different transportation types, such as roads and trails. The Transportation 
Alternatives Program provides funding for various generally smaller‐scale transportation projects such as pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities; construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas; recreational trails; safe routes to school 
projects; vulnerable road user safety assessments; and more. To join the webinar, go to 
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/85334520147?pwd=pPdCZsaR6mgNzRe‐OEUAM9xu_7YS1w.L0rQfq‐ZHO31aS3t. More 
information is available at websites https://dot.alaska.gov/stwdplng/cip/stip/projects/CTP.shtml and 
https://dot.alaska.gov/stwdplng/cip/stip/projects/TAP.shtml. 
 
**Now to January 10 
Anon‐line public Open House will be held on the MCCARTHY ROAD PLANNING and ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (PEL) 
STUDY, Western Federal Lands, in collaboration with DOT&PF and National Park Service has prepared an online open 
house that will be available to viewers, at the project website. http://www.mccarthyroadpel.com. The study corridor 
extends 60 miles from the eastern end of Chitina to the Kennicott River, and another four miles to the southern end of 
the Kennicott subdivision. DOT&PF is soliciting input from the public on transportation‐related issues and needs for 
consideration in the development of future McCarthy Road corridor improvement projects. The Online Open House can 
be accessed at www.McCarthyRoadPEL.com. For more information, contact Seth English‐Young, Planning Team Lead, at 
(360) 619‐7803 or email seth.english‐young@dot.gov or Joshua Scott, Wrangell‐St Elias National Park & Preserve 
National Park Service, at (907) 822‐7243 or email Joshua_Scott@nps.gov.  
 
**January 8 – February 8 
Public meetings will be held on the ALASKA NATIVE CLAIMS SETTLEMENT ACT WITHDRAWALS DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS on the following dates and locations from 5:30 to 7pm: 
January 8 – CHICKALOON, Ne’iine’ Hwang in the Chickadee House/Tribal Government     Building 
                January9 ‐ GAKONA, in the Buster Gene Memorial Facility 
                January 10 ‐ MENTASTA LAKE in the Mentasta Lake School 
                January 11 ‐ DELTA JUNCTION in the Community Center 
     January 12 – FAIRBANKS at the Westmark Hotel 
                January 16 – CANTWELL in the Cantwell School Gym 
                January 17 – ANCHORAGE in the Wilda Marston Theater, Loussac Public Library 
                January 18 ‐, KENAI PENINSULA FOCUSED – Virtual 
                January 23 ‐, CORDOVA FOCUSED Virtual 
                January 25 ‐ HAINES FOCUSED Virtual 
                January 29 ‐, STATEWIDE FOCUSED Virtual 
                January 31 ‐ KOTZEBUE in the Kotzebue Youth Center 
                February 1 ‐ NOME Venue TBD 
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FIELD ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH OFFICER at the YUKON‐KUSKOKWIM HEALTH CORPORATION (YKHC) OFFICE OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH & ENGINEERING in Bethel working with the 58 Alaska Native tribes in the YK Delta. This is an 
entry‐level position with exposure to many aspects of general environmental health and is a perfect fit for a recent 
graduate with an adventurous spirit. Typical workload includes assignment to approximately 15 communities, with at 
least annual travel (via small plane, boat, snow mobile, or ice road truck on the river) to complete annual health clinic 
inspections, water treatment plant sanitary surveys, and providing rabies vaccinations. Other duties include rabies 
exposure investigations, processing samples in the EPA‐certified Water Test Lab, instructing at sponsored water plant 
operator trainings, general compliance assistance for water systems, special projects and emergency response (i.e., 
wildfires, flooding, etc.), among other projects and routine tasks. To apply: go to 
https://phh.tbe.taleo.net/phh01/ats/careers/v2/‐‐ ?org=YKHC&cws=41&rid=14973. For questions, contact Alyssa Leary 
at alyssa_leary@ykhc.org or call 907‐543‐6421. 
 
CO‐EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR for the FAIRBANKS CLIMATE ACTION COALITION (FCAC) to organize the WMC summer 
operations, contributing to a smooth running and financially sustainable organization. For more information, go to 
http://fbxclimateaction.org/jobs. 
 
To RECEIVE What's Up, ADD items, CHANGE EMAIL ADDRESS or UNSUBSCRIBE, contact Peg Tileston at 
pegtileston@gmail.com. (Please Note: MEW EMAIL ADDRESS!). 
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
To RECEIVE What's Up, ADD items, CHANGE EMAIL ADDRESS or UNSUBSCRIBE, contact Peg Tileston at pegt@gci.net. 
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McCarthy Road Planning & Environmental Linkages Study Open House
Wittmer, Carrie R <Carrie_Wittmer@nps.gov>
Wed 11/29/2023 8:21 AM
To:WRST Public Affairs, NPS <wrst_public_affairs@nps.gov>

1 attachments (3 MB)
Newsletter1_(Nov2023).pdf;

The Federal Highway AdministraƟon - Western Federal Lands (WFL) Highway Division, in partnership with the Alaska
Department of TransportaƟon & Public FaciliƟes and the NaƟonal Park Service, are working together to conduct a
transportaƟon corridor study for the McCarthy Road. Please see the announcement below for informaƟon on the McCarthy
Road Planning & Environmental Linkages (PEL) study online "open house," starƟng today and going through January 10, 2024.
For addiƟonal informaƟon, contact Kim Varner Wetzel, Public Involvement Lead, at 907-440-1591 or kim.wetzel@jacobs.com.

Carrie WiƩmer
Team Lead, Division of InterpretaƟon & EducaƟon
Public Affairs Officer
Wrangell-St. Elias NP & Preserve
PO Box 439 Copper Center, AK 99573
Office:  (907) 822-7255
Cell:  (907) 290-9288
she/her/hers

McCarthy Road PEL Study Begins
Federal Highway Administration - Western Federal Lands (WFL) Highway Division, in partnership with the
Alaska Department of Transportation & Public Facilities and the National Park Service, are working together to
conduct a transportation corridor study for the McCarthy Road.

Online Open House is Underway!



An online open house is available from the study website: http://www.McCarthyRoadPEL.com. This virtual open
house is an opportunity to provide input on transportation and access-related issues or opportunities for
improvements along the McCarthy Road corridor. The online open house will run from November 29, 2023 through
January 10, 2024.

Please contact us with any comments or questions about the study. Feedback received from the open house will
be incorporated with other data being collected and presented in a “Needs and Opportunities Assessment” report
which will be available in early 2024 from our website.

Planning products produced during this PEL study may be adopted or incorporated by reference during a subsequent
environmental review process.

Kim Varner Wetzel, AICP (she/her) | Jacobs | Public Involvement Lead
+01.907.440.1591 | kim.wetzel@jacobs.com
949 E 36th Avenue #500
Anchorage, AK 99508 | USA

NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or

distribution of, or reliance on this message by unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately

by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.
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