2-6-13

Dear Senator McGuire and 
Senate Committee on Community and Regional Affairs

Thank you for taking time out of  your busy schedule to reply to my note regarding SB 32.

I believe your intentions are well meaning.  We  do need to find ways to power rural Alaska. 
Regarding the effect of SB 32, I believe  you are very mistaken.  SB 32  would allow much more than just hydroelectric studies.  It would open the door to  full development in the same manner as for Lake Elva and Grant Lake.  Yes additional permits and process would be required but this language is key before any of those other actions may occur.
Elva and Grant Lakes were "grandfathered" when the park was formed.  The park management plan as enacted by the legislature clearly proscribes hydroelectric development at Chikuminuk [see excerpted Statute attached]1.  Chikuminuk has been studied before for hydroelectric potential and was determined to be infeasible 2.  After careful consideration it was not grandfathered into the Park.  It should stay that way.

Please don't compromise the enabling legislation of the Park by declaring hydroelectric development at Chikuminuk Lake to be a compatible use.  It is a far too comprehensive and permanent change to accommodate a specific project that is speculative at best.  
If your intent is to allow a study then the bill should speak to that activity alone.

You should also be aware there is one parcel of private property at the location where the development would need to occur.  This property was acquired by The Nature Conservancy at the urging of local residents because it was the only private property on the lake and its conservation made it possible for the Park to designate Chikuminuk Lake a non-motorized wilderness area.  This property is now being transferred to our local land trust - The Bristol Bay Heritage Land Trust.

I agree with your statement that each region should be allowed to assess their own resources and make their own plans.  The Bristol Bay Region requested Governor Hammond to create Wood-Tikchik State Park because they wanted to protect their fisheries and subsistence resources.  Chikuminuk Lake and the Allen River drain to Bristol Bay.  The Bristol Bay region did an assessment more than 30 years ago and  decided it wanted its resources protected by a park. 
Your legislation will allow another region to undermine that assessment and take resources from our area to serve their own.  As for your support of local solutions, I find it perplexing for an Anchorage senator to create legislation affecting our region when the local elected representatives have not.

The Wood Tikchik Park is one of the conservation legacies left to us in part by Jay Hammond and Bristol Bay residents to preserve fisheries, subsistence, and recreation opportunities long into the future.   I can't imagine any elected official who would want to have as their legacy the dismantling of the nation's largest state park. Hydroelectric dams can have major negative environmental impacts, directly counter to the whole purpose of forming Wood Tikchik State Park and to the economies of Bristol Bay.  
I and many others in the Nushagak drainage and some Kuskokwim residents are deeply opposed to compromising the integrity of the Wood Tikchik State Park in this manner.

I encourage you to withdraw SB32. It is far too early for this significant action.
Again thank you for the reply.
Respectfully
Dan Dunaway
PO Box 1490
Dillingham, Alaska 99576
attachment:  Park Legislation excerpt. 

1)
Excerpt of Wood Tikchik State Park enabling legislation:
-------------------
Sec. 41.21.167. Incompatible uses.
(a) The land and water areas described in AS 41.21.161 are not open to mineral entry under AS 38.05.135 - 38.05.275.

 (b) The regulations adopted under AS 41.21.165 shall recognize that the current practice of traditional subsistence and recreational activities includes the use of small outboard motors and snow machines. Reasonable access by aircraft for recreational purposes shall be permitted.

 (c) Development and operation of a hydroelectric site at Lake Elva or Grant Lake is not considered an incompatible use.
 (d) Development and operation of campsites on or adjacent to major spawning and breeding areas are incompatible uses unless it can be shown by a preponderance of evidence that the fishery and wildlife habitat and breeding areas will not be adversely affected to a significant degree by the development and operation
--------------
2)  Alaska Power Authority.  Findings and Recommendations Bethel Area Power Plan December 20, 1985.  P 5.
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