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Public Involvement Summary 

 

The Scope of Work for the Interior Alaska Transportation Plan (IATP) contains details on how to conduct 
public involvement for the plan.  Regular contact with the public is integral to planning processes. 

Activity  prior  to  a  kick  off  effort  consisted  of  developing  a  list  of  contacts,  interested  parties  and 
potentially  affected  individuals.    The  first meeting was held October 18, 2006  in Healy.    Five people 
attended  this meeting.   A  second meeting was held October 19, 2006  in Nenana.    Seven  individuals 
attended that meeting.   No apparent concerns were raised at these meetings.   A project website was 
also developed and linked to DOT&PF’s website. 

A newsletter was mailed to the list of contacts in November 2006.  This newsletter introduced the plan, 
the planning area and the planning team.  It listed six key issues to be addressed:  Gas Pipeline Impacts; 
Potential  Mineral  Development;  Military  Training;  Railroad  Expansion;  Tourism  Potential;  and  the 
Aviation System. 

A third kick‐off meeting was held  in Fairbanks December 13, 2006.   Approximately 18 people attended 
this meeting.  One individual identified safety and emergency response as additional issues.  Stakeholder 
interviews were also conducted December 13, 2006. 

Stakeholder interviews were conducted throughout 2007 and 2008 while research on the planning area 
was being done and draft chapters of the plan were being developed.  A second newsletter was sent to 
the list of contacts in October 2007.  This newsletter set out the goals of the plan for economic vitality, 
safety, funding, preservation of the system and efficiency. 

A second round of public meetings was held  in March 2009.   The March 3, 2009 meeting was held  in 
Delta  Junction.   City Council members  attended  this meeting  as well  as  four members of  the public.  
Chapters  1‐4  were  available  for  this  meeting  via  the  project  website.        Delta  provided  a  list  of 
improvement projects they wanted implemented.  Wayside maintenance was discussed along with the 
recommendation for more rest facilities with dumpsters.   

The March 19, 2009 meeting was held  in Glennallen/Copper River.   A presentation was made  to  the 
Copper  Valley  Chamber  of  Commerce.    Representatives were  also  there  from  AHTNA,  Copper  River 
Native Association and Kluti Kaah Native Village.  Several recommendations were made by members of 
these  groups.    Recommendations  included  upgrading  waysides,  providing  safety  lanes,  etc.    These 
groups  also  shared  information  about  their  upcoming  plans  for  wood  pellet  manufacture,  transit 
opportunities, gas well development and others. 

A third newsletter (mislabeled No. 4) was issued for Winter/Spring 2009.  This newsletter discussed the 
highway, airport and other modes transportation analyses. 

A third meeting was held in Fairbanks May 11, 2009.  Additional stakeholder interviews were held at this 
time.     The meeting was very  lightly attended.   Two members of  the public signed  in.   One  individual 
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lived in Chicken seasonally and was interested in the Taylor Highway.  The other attendee was generally 
interested in local improvements.  

A final public meeting was held March 31, 2010 in Fairbanks.  The Draft Final Report was made available 
on  the website.   Approximately  10  people  attended  the meeting  including DOT&PF personnel.   One 
individual was concerned about pedestrian accommodations.  The Alaska Railroad representative stated 
he  would  supply  more  information  for  the  recommendations  in  a  separate  document.    DOT&PF 
maintenance  staff  requested  a  recommendation  to  build  a maintenance  station  in Antimony  on  the 
Parks Highway.   The  FMATS Coordinator  stated  comments would be provided under  separate  cover.  
Other comments were made about  the study area and  to  include a discussion of  the Western Access 
Study.   

A  presentation  was  subsequently  made  to  the  Fairbanks  Chamber  of  Commerce  Transportation 
Committee on April 1, 2010.   This was  followed by  another presentation May 20, 2010  to  the  same 
group. 

Written comments were received from the Alaska Railroad and from the FMATS Coordinator. 

A final newsletter was also sent to the list of contacts.  This Winter/Spring 2010 newsletter highlighted 
the recommendations of the IATP.  These included such items as “implement the state’s Highway Safety 
Improvement Plan” and “maintain funding for trail marking”.   
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 Helping Society Make Better Decisions for 25 Years 

880 H STREET, SUITE 210 
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99501 
(907) 274-5600 FAX (907) 274-5601 
e-mail: mail@norecon.com 
Internet: www.northerneconomics.com 

Memorandum
To: Nicole McCullough, WHPacific, IATP Project Manager 

 

From: Jonathan King, Principal 
 

Date: June  25th, 2008 

Re: 2030 Population Projections 

This memo describes population estimates that Northern Economics, Inc. prepared for 
59 communities and places associated with the Interior Alaska Transportation Plan (IATP) project 
area. These estimates will be incorporated into the IATP analysis and used to assist the Alaska 
Department of Transportation and Public Facilities in their planning efforts. 

Population Estimation Process 
The population estimation process involves multiple steps that start by dividing the communities 
within the project area into two groups: communities on the road system and communities off the 
road system (see Figure 1). The estimation process divides the communities into these groups because 
off-road system communities are less likely to be affected by reasonably foreseeable mega-projects 
such as the construction of the Knik Arm Crossing or the North Slope Gas Pipeline. The estimation 
processes for the two groups then follow distinct, but similar paths: 

• The analysis identifies census area/borough-specific compound annual growth rates (CAGRs) 
from Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce Development and the University of Alaska-
Anchorage’s Institute of Social and Economic Research (ISER). ISER growth estimates include 
an assumption that the Knik Arm Crossing and the Gas Pipeline will be built. These estimates 
are used as the basis for the road system communities. The analysis uses ADOLWD’s 
estimates as the base growth rates for non-road system communities.  

• The analysis assumes that communities, in aggregate, grow at the census area or borough 
specific compound annual growth rate from ISER or ADOLWD. For example, ADOLWD 
estimates that communities in the Yukon-Koyukuk Census Area will grow at -0.6 percent per 
year through 2030. Thus, we assume that the non-road system Yukon-Koyukuk Census Area 
communities will grow in aggregate by -0.6 percent per year. However, individual growth 
rates will vary. 

• The analysis assumes that the difference between a community’s individual CAGR and the 
weighted average for that community’s census area between 2000 and 2007 will continue 
into the future. For example, as Ester evolved into a bedroom community for Fairbanks, Ester 
grew 2.4 percent per year faster than the average CAGR for the Fairbanks North Star Borough 
between 2000 and 2007. We assume that this pattern continues in the future. 



 

Figure 1. Population Projection Process 

 
 

• After estimating individual CAGRs for each community, the resulting population estimates are 
adjusted to make sure that the results for each community fit the internally consistent set of 
assumptions developed by the study team. For example, initial model runs projected a steep 
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decline in population at Eielson Air Force Base. However, the core assumptions for the 
project include a stable military population after 2015. The model assumptions are as follows: 

Petroleum 

o Enhanced oil recovery technologies and OCS activity enable producers to maintain 
TAPS throughput at about 600,000 barrels per day (lower than current throughput); 
oil prices remain at current levels or higher 

o First gas ships in 2020 on large gas pipeline to North American markets 

o Small gas pipeline from North Slope/Brooks Range to Cook Inlet begins operations in 
2014; gas is available in Fairbanks area in 2014 

o Gas is discovered at Yukon Flats but is not produced until large diameter pipeline is 
available 

o Coal bed methane is developed and used locally within the region but is not 
developed for export 

Mining 

o Fort Knox/True North employment remains steady through 2020 as other gold 
deposits are exploited to maintain production; employment declines after that date 

o Healy coal production remains constant 

o Other mining activity results in mining employment increasing at about 2 percent 
annually but most employees reside in Fairbanks or other communities accessible by 
the road system and work a camp schedule (2 weeks on/2 weeks off) 

Tourism 

o High gasoline and diesel prices result in declining numbers of highway (RV) travelers 
but international and winter tourism increases to maintain visitor counts near current 
levels; tourism activities are concentrated in major tourist centers and attractions with 
fewer visitors to small communities 

Agriculture and Forest Products 

o Modest (1 percent) annual growth in agriculture and forest products employment, 
primarily for local consumption; all of this growth is on the road system 

Federal Government 

o Long-term trend of 0.25 percent growth in civilian employment continues and stable 
military strength after 2015  

o The value of federal grants decline by two-thirds by 2016 and then track population 
growth 

State Government 

o State spending growth moderates to grow in line with inflation after 2008  
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Population 

o ADOLWD population forecasts for census areas that are not on the road system will 
be used as control for the communities within the census area; boroughs and census 
areas on the road system will be affected by the gas pipeline project and other basic 
sector changes as modeled by ISER’s “with bridge” scenario prepared for the Knik 
Arm Crossing Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Note that the assumption of a 
bridge does not have any significant affect on the communities in the study area.  

• In the final step, the analysis aggregates community results into census area and borough level 
results. 

Study Communities 
The model used in this analysis represents the continuation of current population migration trends, 
particularly population declines. These trends have been indentified in Northern Economics’ own 
research and in the research of others. For example, in 2008, ISER released Fuel Costs, Migration, and 
Community Viability. The report found: 

1. Migration from smaller places toward larger places is an ongoing phenomenon that is more 
noticeable when birth rates drop;  

2. There is no systematic empirical evidence that fuel prices, by themselves, have been a 
definitive cause of migration;  

3. The pursuit of economic and educational opportunities appear to be a predominant cause of 
migration;  

4. Currently available survey data are not sufficient to definitively determine other reasons for 
migration, which could include concerns about public safety and/or alcohol abuse;  

5. Most of the survey data pre-date the latest rapid increase (2006-2008) in fuel prices. 

The data for this analysis show that declining population is an issue for many communities; between 
2000 and 2007, 29 of the 59 communities or places experienced negative growth rates (see Table 1). 
Amongst study communities, Rampart’s population decreased the fastest with a CAGR of -13 percent 
per year. Tazlina exhibited the fastest growth rate of the 24 communities with positive growth rates 
between 2000 and 2007. The community grew at a 5.7 percent CAGR from 2000 to 2007 as it 
rebounded from a 40 percent population decline that occurred between 1990 and 2000. 

Table 1. Communities in the Project Area 

Community/ 
Place 

Borough/ 
Census Area 

1990  
Population 

2000  
Population 

2007  
Population 

2000-2007  
CAGR  

1990-2007  
CAGR 

Road System 
Access  

Anderson Denali 628 367 234 -6.2% -5.6% Yes 
Cantwell Denali 147 222 183 -2.7% 1.3% Yes 
Healy Denali 487 1,000 1,027 0.4% 4.5% Yes 
College FNSB 11249 11402 12149 0.9% 0.5% Yes 
Eielson AFB FNSB 5,251 5,400 4119 -3.8% -1.4% Yes 
Ester FNSB 147 1,680 2,041 2.8% 16.7% Yes 
Fairbanks, City of FNSB 30,843 30,224 31,627 0.7% 0.1% Yes 
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Community/ 
Place 

Borough/ 
Census Area 

1990  
Population 

2000  
Population 

2007  
Population 

2000-2007  
CAGR  

1990-2007  
CAGR 

Road System 
Access  

FNSB Remainder1 FNSB 26654 29547 35546 2.7% 1.4% Yes 
Fox FNSB 275 300 354 2.4% 1.5% Yes 
Harding-Birch Lakes FNSB 27 216 245 1.8% 13.8% Yes 
Moose Creek FNSB 610 542 650 2.6% -0.2% Yes 
Pleasant Valley FNSB 401 623 671 1.1% 3.4% Yes 
Salcha  FNSB 354 854 995 1.2% 6.0% Yes 
North Pole FNSB 1,456 1,570 1,945 3.1% 1.7% Yes 
Two Rivers FNSB 453 482 621 3.7% 1.9% Yes 
Lake Louise MSB No Data 88 91 0.5% No Data Yes 
Big Delta SE Fairbanks 400 749 790 0.8% 4.1% Yes 
Chicken SE Fairbanks No Data 17 19 1.6% No Data Yes 
Delta Junction SE Fairbanks 652 885 974 1.4% 2.4% Yes 
Dot Lake SE Fairbanks 70 19 15 -3.3% -8.7% Yes 
Eagle SE Fairbanks 168 129 109 -2.4% -2.5% Yes 
Healy Lake SE Fairbanks 47 37 37 0.0% -1.4% No 
Northway  SE Fairbanks 201 179 147 -2.8% -1.8% Yes 
Tanacross SE Fairbanks 106 140 173 3.1% 2.9% Yes 
Tetlin SE Fairbanks 87 124 165 4.2% 3.8% Yes 
Tok SE Fairbanks 935 1,393 1,353 -0.4% 2.2% Yes 
Chisana Valdez-Cordova No Data 12 7 -7.4% No Data No 
Chistochina Valdez-Cordova 60 93 93 0.0% 2.6% Yes 
Chitina Valdez-Cordova 49 123 124 0.1% 5.6% Yes 
Copper Center Valdez-Cordova 449 362 337 -1.0% -1.7% Yes 
Gakona Valdez-Cordova 25 215 236 1.3% 14.1% Yes 
Glennallen Valdez-Cordova 451 554 518 -1.0% 0.8% Yes 
Gulkana Valdez-Cordova 103 88 113 3.6% 0.5% Yes 
Kenny Lake Valdez-Cordova 423 410 411 0.0% -0.2% Yes 
McCarthy Valdez-Cordova 25 42 54 3.7% 4.6% Yes 
Mendeltna Valdez-Cordova 37 63 68 1.1% 3.6% Yes 
Mentasta Lake Valdez-Cordova 96 142 109 -3.7% 0.7% Yes 
Nelchina  Valdez-Cordova No Data 71 52 -4.4% No Data Yes 
Paxson Valdez-Cordova 30 43 32 -4.1% 0.4% Yes 
Slana Valdez-Cordova 63 124 108 -2.0% 3.2% Yes 
Tazlina Valdez-Cordova 247 149 219 5.7% -0.7% Yes 
Tonsina Valdez-Cordova 38 92 76 -2.7% 4.2% Yes 
Arctic Village Yukon-Koyukuk 96 152 155 0.3% 2.9% No 
Beaver Yukon-Koyukuk 103 84 65 -3.6% -2.7% No  
Birch Creek Yukon-Koyukuk 42 28 26 -1.1% -2.8% No 
Central Yukon-Koyukuk 52 134 95 -4.8% 3.6% Yes 
Chalkyitsik Yukon-Koyukuk 90 83 72 -2.0% -1.3% No 
Circle Yukon-Koyukuk 73 100 102 0.3% 2.0% Yes 
Coldfoot Yukon-Koyukuk No Data 13 11 -2.4% No Data Yes 
Fort Yukon Yukon-Koyukuk 580 595 591 -0.1% 0.1% No 
Lake Minchumina Yukon-Koyukuk 32 32 17 -8.6% -3.7% No 

                                                   
1 Includes all areas in the Fairbanks North Star Borough not capture in the City of Fairbanks, College CDP, 
Eielson Air Force Base CDP, Ester CDP, Fox CDP, Harding-Birch Lakes CDP, Moose Creek CDP, Pleasant 
Valley CDP, Salcha CDP, and Two River CDP. 
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Community/ 
Place 

Borough/ 
Census Area 

1990  
Population 

2000  
Population 

2007  
Population 

2000-2007  
CAGR  

1990-2007  
CAGR 

Road System 
Access  

Livengood Yukon-Koyukuk No Data 29 21 -4.5% No Data Yes 
Manley Hot Springs Yukon-Koyukuk 96 72 72 0.0% -1.7% Yes 
Minto Yukon-Koyukuk 218 258 180 -5.0% -1.1% Yes 
Nenana Yukon-Koyukuk 393 402 357 -1.7% -0.6% Yes 
Rampart Yukon-Koyukuk 68 45 17 -13.0% -7.8% No 
Stevens Village Yukon-Koyukuk 102 87 71 -2.9% -2.1% No 
Tanana Yukon-Koyukuk 345 308 257 -2.6% -1.7% No 
Venetie Yukon-Koyukuk 182 202 181 -1.6% 0.0% No 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau Census 1990; U.S. Census Bureau Census 2000; Alaska Department of Labor and 
Workforce Development 2008; Northern Economics, Inc. estimates 2008. 
 

The data for this analysis also show that there is no single monolithic reason why communities grow or 
shrink. For example, a common expectation has been that off-highway system communities are losing 
population are greater rates than communities with road access because fuel prices tend to be higher 
and employment opportunities are less frequent. While the data for this analysis support this common 
hypothesis in the aggregate, the hypothesis does not hold true for larger communities in the Yukon-
Koyuk Census Area.2  In this region, larger communities off the highway system lost population more 
slowly than on-highway communities of similar size. One reason maybe that there is something 
unique about larger communities in this region (e.g., an especially cohesive population or higher birth 
rates); another reason may be that for these communities there may have come a point where those 
citizens that are least able to afford fuel are also those that can least afford to move. It is less expensive 
for a family that lives on the road system to leave a community than for those who live off the road 
system to leave. However, in general the data show that smaller communities (e.g., those with 
populations less than 250) and those off the road-system (with the exception of the YK Census area) 
are likely to have larger, negative population growth rates than larger communities on or off the 
highway system. 

Population Estimates 
The analysis estimates that almost all of the census areas and boroughs included in this analysis will 
grow between 2007 and 2030, but that growth rates will be modest. Overall, the weighted CAGR for 
all communities in the study is expected to be 0.9 percent between 2007 and 2030. The aggregate 
population of the project communities in the Fairbanks North Star Borough is expected to grow most 
quickly, albeit at a modest 1.1 percent CAGR, driven by the construction of the North Slope natural 
gas pipeline and the City of Fairbanks’ role as a regional hub. The analysis projects that the aggregate 
population of the project communities in the Yukon-Koyukuk Census Area will fall slightly. This 
decline continues a pattern identified in recent work by ISER and by Northern Economics. The 
remaining areas will see very modest population growth.  

                                                   
2 Between 2000 and 2007, Off-highway communities exhibited a weighted CAGR of -1.5 percent versus an on-
highway system average of 0.2 percent. In the YK Census area off-road communities had a CAGR of -1.5 
percent while on-road communities averaged -2.6 percent.   
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Table 2. Study Area Population Projections by Census Area/Borough3

Borough/ Census Area 

Number of 
Communities 

Inside 
Project Area 

2007 
Population 

2010 
Population 

2020 
Population 

2030 
Population 

2007-
2030 

CAGR 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough 1 91 91 102 114 1.0% 
Denali 3 1,444 1,392 1,375 1,348 -0.3% 
Yukon-Koyukuk 17 2,290 2,179 1,973 1,843 -0.9% 
Valdez-Cordova 17 2,564 2,429 2,275 2,156 -0.8% 
SE Fairbanks 10 3,782 3,688 3,734 3,674 -0.1% 
Fairbanks North Star 12 90,963 91,193 103,673 116,469 1.1% 
Grand Total 60 101,134 100,971 113,133 125,603 0.9% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau Census 1990; U.S. Census Bureau Census 2000; Alaska Department of Labor and 
Workforce Development 2008; Northern Economics, Inc Estimates 2008. 
 

In aggregate, the populations of non-road system communities within the project’s study area are 
expected to decline at a CAGR of -0.2 percent between 2007 and 2030. This CAGR will result in a 
change in the current population from nearly 1,500 to approximately 1,430. While the aggregate 
population of these communities will be relatively stable, the changes in individual community 
populations will be highly variable. For example the analysis estimates that the populations of Lake 
Minchumina, Rampart, and Chisana will decline into the single digits by 2030, effectively indicating 
that the communities may cease to exist in the long-term while the population of Beaver is estimated 
to be half of the current population. On the other hand, the analysis estimates that some larger 
communities such as Arctic Village and Fort Yukon will grow slowly during the analytical period either 
through natural population growth or in-migration. 

                                                   
3 This table aggregates estimates by census area/borough. The table does not contain comprehensive estimates 
of actual census area or borough populations because there are communities in some of the census areas and 
boroughs which are not included in the project area. The analysis does not provide population projections for 
communities outside the project area.  
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Table 3. Population Projections for Non-Road System Communities 

Community/ 
Place 

Borough/ Census 
Area 

2007 
Population

Estimated 
2010 

Population

Estimated 
2020 

Population

Estimated 
2030 

Population 

Estimated 
2007-2030 

CAGR 
Arctic Village Yukon Koyukuk 155 160 179 200 1.1% 
Beaver Yukon Koyukuk 65 60 45 34 -2.8% 
Birch Creek Yukon Koyukuk 26 26 25 25 -0.2% 
Chalkyitsik Yukon Koyukuk 72 69 62 55 -1.2% 
Fort Yukon Yukon Koyukuk 591 604 650 700 0.7% 
Lake Minchumina Yukon Koyukuk 17 13 6 3 -7.8% 
Rampart Yukon Koyukuk 17 12 3 1 -12.1% 
Stevens Village Yukon Koyukuk 71 67 54 44 -2.0% 
Tanana Yukon Koyukuk 257 244 205 172 -1.7% 
Venetie Yukon Koyukuk 181 177 165 153 -0.7% 
Healy Lake Southeast Fairbanks 37 38 40 42 0.6% 
Chisana Valdez-Cordova 7 6 3 1 -7.3% 
Total for Non-Road System Communities 1,496 1,476 1,437 1,430 -0.2% 

Source: Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce Development 2008; Northern Economics, Inc Estimates 
2008. 
 

Based on estimates prepared by ISER (Goldsmith 2005) for the Knik Arm Crossing Environmental 
Impact Statement, the analysis estimates that the road system communities will grow at an average 
CAGR of 1.0 percent between 2007 and 2030. Under these conditions, the aggregate population of 
the communities will grow from approximately 99,631 persons in 2007 to 124,173 in 2030. 
Nominally, Fairbanks is expected to grow the most, but will have a relatively modest growth rate close 
to the average for all communities in the study. Evolving bedroom communities in the Fairbanks area 
such as Ester and Two Rivers will see faster growth as new residents take advantage of relatively lower 
land prices. Tourism gateway communities such as McCarthy may also see future growth. Other 
communities will see population losses. Communities such as Chicken, Livengood, Minto, and 
Nelchina will likely shrink as their residents’ age and more mobile residents seek lower living costs or 
higher wages in larger communities. 

Table 4. Population Projections for Road System Communities 

Community/ 
Place 

Borough/ 
Census Area 

2007  
Population 

Estimated 2010 
Population 

Estimated 2020 
Population 

Estimated 2030 
Population 

Estimated 
2007-2030 

CAGR 
Lake Louise Matanuska-Susitna  91 91 102 114 1.0% 
Anderson Denali 234 234 263 292 1.0% 
Big Delta SE Fairbanks 790 776 804 817 0.1% 
Cantwell Denali 183 161 118 84 -3.3% 
Central Yukon-Koyukuk 95 78 46 26 -5.4% 
Chicken SE Fairbanks 19 19 22 24 1.0% 
Chistochina Valdez-Cordova 93 89 86 81 -0.6% 
Chitina Valdez-Cordova 124 119 116 110 -0.5% 
Circle Yukon-Koyukuk 102 99 98 94 -0.3% 
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Community/ 
Place 

Borough/ 
Census Area 

2007  
Population 

Estimated 2010 
Population 

Estimated 2020 
Population 

Estimated 2030 
Population 

Estimated 
2007-2030 

CAGR 
Coldfoot Yukon-Koyukuk 11 10 10 10 -0.4% 
College CDP Fairbanks North Star 12149 11979 12606 12991 0.3% 
Copper Center Valdez-Cordova 337 313 272 231 -1.6% 
Delta Junction SE Fairbanks 974 974 1074 1074 0.4% 
Dot Lake SE Fairbanks 15 13 9 6 -3.9% 
Eagle SE Fairbanks 109 97 73 54 -3.0% 
Eielson AFB Fairbanks North Star 4119 3512 3512 3512 -0.7% 
Ester Fairbanks North Star 2041 2130 2458 2836 1.4% 
Fairbanks Fairbanks North Star 31627 30940 31727 31856 0.0% 
FNSB Remainder Fairbanks North Star 35546 36946 46275 56776 2.1% 
Fox Fairbanks North Star 354 365 444 530 1.8% 
Gakona Valdez-Cordova 236 236 259 278 0.7% 
Glennallen Valdez-Cordova 518 483 421 360 -1.6% 
Gulkana Valdez-Cordova 113 121 166 224 3.0% 
Harding-Birch Lake CDP Fairbanks North Star 245 248 286 322 1.2% 
Healy Denali 1027 997 995 972 -0.2% 
Kenny Lake Valdez-Cordova 411 395 381 359 -0.6% 
Livengood Yukon-Koyukuk 21 18 11 6 -5.1% 
Manley Hot Springs Yukon-Koyukuk 72 69 66 62 -0.6% 
McCarthy Valdez-Cordova 54 58 80 107 3.0% 
Mendeltna Valdez-Cordova 68 67 72 76 0.5% 
Mentasta Lake Valdez-Cordova 109 93 61 39 -4.3% 
Minto Yukon-Koyukuk 180 148 85 47 -5.6% 
Moose Creek CDP Fairbanks North Star 650 675 841 1027 2.0% 
Nelchina  Valdez-Cordova 52 44 27 16 -5.0% 
Nenana Yukon-Koyukuk 357 325 264 209 -2.3% 
North Pole Fairbanks North Star 1945 2048 2675 3423 2.5% 
Northway (Jct.& Village) SE Fairbanks 147 129 94 66 -3.4% 
Paxson Valdez-Cordova 32 27 27 27 -0.7% 
Pleasant Valley CDP Fairbanks North Star 671 665 710 743 0.4% 
Salcha CDP Fairbanks North Star 995 1020 1220 1430 1.6% 
Slana Valdez-Cordova 108 98 77 59 -2.6% 
Tanacross SE Fairbanks 173 182 237 302 2.5% 
Tazlina Valdez-Cordova 219 230 271 319 1.7% 
Tetlin SE Fairbanks 165 179 201 224 1.3% 
Tok SE Fairbanks 1353 1281 1181 1065 -1.0% 
Tonsina Valdez-Cordova 76 67 49 35 -3.3% 
Two Rivers Fairbanks North Star 621 665 919 1022 2.2% 

Total Pop. of Road System Communities 99,631 99,490 111,693 124,173 1.0% 
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Source: Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce Development 2008; Goldsmith 2005; and Northern 
Economics, Inc Estimates 2008. 

The Effect of Unexpected Events 
The estimates in this memo are based on current trends and reasonably foreseeable actions and 
events (RAFE). However, a list of RAFEs rarely predicts what actually happens in the future. Future 
events can occur before or after they were initially predicted to appear. They can also fail to happen 
altogether. Just as importantly, new events that were not predicted to happen can appear and result in 
a radically different future than what was originally predicted. Events that could significantly change 
the results of this analysis include: 

• Large changes in energy prices. Neither the data used in ISER Knik Arm Crossing work, ISER’s 
2008 fuel cost analysis, or this analysis reflect the long-term effect of rapidly increasing fuel 
costs that communities have experienced in the last 18 months. Further increases, or rapid 
decreases, in fuel prices may affect population growth rates and the stability of individual 
communities. 

• The failure of efforts to build the Arctic North Slope Natural Gas Pipeline. The ANS gas 
pipeline will bring many workers and their families into Interior Alaska and larger 
communities such as Fairbanks. 

• Major changes in federal policy either through direct changes in federal expenditures or 
through the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process. 

• Force majeure events such as rapid climate change, epidemic, or natural catastrophe. 

• Major changes in state and federal transportation policy such as a road from Fairbanks to 
Nome or the completion of a rail link with Western Canada. 

• Large changes in Permanent Fund Dividend checks. Large checks bring significantly more 
money to smaller communities and can help individuals bear larger changes in living costs. 
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