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Will current Port and Terminal Infrastructure 
facilitate or inhibit resource development in 
the Yukon and Alaska ?
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Ports and Terminals with 
Potential to Support Significant 
Natural Resource Development

Port Mackenzie / Anchorage
Skagway / Haines
Hyder
Prince Rupert



15

Port Mackenzie



16

Anchorage



17

Skagway



18

Skagway



19

Skagway
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Prince Rupert – South Kaien



26

Summary and Conclusions

Port Mackenzie
Anchorage

Synergy of combination
Supports development of part 
of Rail Link

Skagway Multiple challenges
Expensive solutions

Haines / Lutak Inlet Hinterland advantage
Environmental issues

Hyder
Large potential land base
Rail linkage costs
Environmental challenges

Prince Rupert
Ridley / South Kaien

In place infrastructure
Distance challenges
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