David Navecky or whomever it may concern,
I have a few comments about the DEIS for the Alaska Railroad Corporation- Rail Line between North Pole and Delta Junction, Alaska.  These comments and concerns are from the perspective of a concerned citizen as well as from a student of both geology and biology; therefore, these comments are focused mainly upon the geologic aspects (chapter three) of the DEIS.
First I would like to say that the terminology used throughout the DEIS, with the exception of a few words here and there, was very good; any one reading this would understand 99% of what was stated without any prior knowledge.  In addition there were many topics covered that were high on my checklist including: the angles of the slopes, general topography, and the type of materials (soils, sediments, bedrock et cetera) and other things.  

I commend you for those points which I feel are pertinent, the following are items that I think believe should be covered but were not addressed, I apologize if this gets technical.  

One of the topics I would have liked to have seen covered was the angles of the bedding (be it bedrock, sediments or soil) and how parallel the bedding is in relation to the slope angle.  The reason this is a concern is because if bedding materials are parallel and the angle of the bedding is close to the angle of the slope then there is an inherent risk of a slump (a mud, earth or rock slide).  A slump could be caused by numerous factors including water between the sediments, extra weight, lack of vegetation to anchor the sediments and earthquakes or a combination of these factors.  Slumps could damage the track and in turn could harm passengers or at least put the passengers at risk.

Another aspect I would like to see covered is the averages for the floodplains that are parts of the proposed segments; meaning, are they five year floodplains, ten year or one hundred year floodplains.  Personally I would not like anything to be built on because there are so many risks involved.  Silts and clays simply don’t make a good base for ballasts because they are prone to compressing, holding water and many other things.
The final topic I would like to see covered or at least see proof that it has been considered is the amount of vegetation on all the slopes and how ARC plans to replace any vegetation that uprooted.  Vegetation is vitally important to slope stability, proper run-off and drainage patterns as well as important to wildlife in the area.
That concludes my comments and concerns about the DEIS.  I feel that this has been very well done and I would like to thank everyone who has put so much time and effort into this long process.  Thank you and I have faith that everything will work out well.
Sincerely,

Sarah Gouwens

