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05/ 09/ 07 (H FSH AT 8: 30 AM BARNES 124
05/ 09/ 07 (H Heard & Held
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09/ 24/ 07 (H FSH AT 4:30 PM Newhal en
09/ 24/ 07 (H Heard & Held
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09/ 25/ 07 (H Heard & Held

09/ 25/ 07 (H M NUTE( FSH)

09/ 26/ 07 (H FSH AT 8:30 AM Di || i ngham

W TNESS REG STER

NELS JOHNSON
Di|'l'i ngham Al aska
PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

HENRY STRUB
DI Iingham Al aska
PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

ROBERT WASSI LY

Cl arks Point, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support for the concept of HB
134.

PATTY LUCKHURST
DI lingham Al aska
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

CHRI' S KLABUNDE, Memrber

Dillingham Gty Counci

D |'li ngham Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

Cl NDY ROQUE

Di|I'lingham Al aska

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT:  During hearings on HB 134, testified on the
soci oeconom ¢ conditions of rural Alaska, and responded to
guesti ons.
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JACQUELYN W LSON
Di|'lingham Al aska
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to HB 134.

EM LY OLSON, Environnental Coordi nator

Village of C arks Point

Cl arks Point, Al aska

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

LAWRENCE CLSON

Cl arks Point, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, and
responded to questions.

JOSEPH WASSI LY, Menber

Clarks Point Village Counci

Cl arks Point, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support for the concept of HB
134.

NORVAN ANDERSON
Naknek, Al aska
PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

RON BOVERS

Di|I'li ngham Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to HB 134, and
responded to questi ons.

WASSI LLI E | LUTSI K

Al eknagi k, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to HB 134, and
responded to questions.

MARK HERRMANN, Owner

War ehouse Mountain Farm

Di|I'lingham Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified with m xed concern on HB 134, and
responded to questi ons.

DAVI D BOUKER
D |'li ngham Al aska
PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

RALPH ANDERSEN
Di|'l'i ngham Al aska
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PCOSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to HB 134, nmade
recommendat i ons, and responded to questi ons.

PETER CARUSO, Representative

Bristol Bay Fisherman’s Associ ati on (BBFA)

Ki ng Sal non, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to the original HB
134, and responded to questi ons.

EVA NI ELSEN- KI NG, Representative

Sout h Naknek Village Counci

Sout h Naknek, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to HB 134, and nade
recommendat i ons.

JI' M WALLMVAN

DI li ngham Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nodi fi cati on.

FRANK WOODS
DI Iingham Al aska
PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

TED ANGASAN, Representative

Naknek Tribal Counci

Sout h Naknek, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to HB 134.

HARRY WASSILY SR
Cl arks Point, Al aska
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

JOHN D. NELSQN, JR
Kokhanok, Al aska
PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

BI LLY MAI NES, Menber

Dillingham Gty Counci

Tribal Environnmental Coordinator, (indisc.) Tribal Counci
Vi ce Chair, Nushagak Mil chat na Wat er shed Counci

DI li ngham Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

W LLI AM JOHNSON
Di|li ngham Al aska

HOUSE FSH COWM TTEE -4- Sept enber 26, 2007



POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support for the concept of HB
134.

SAM FORTI ER, Representative

Al aska Peni nsul a Corporation

Newhal en Tri bal Counci

Ki ng Sal non Tri be

Twin Hlls Native Corporation

Anchor age, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to HB 134, and
responded to questions.

DAN DUNAVAY

DI li ngham Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, and
responded to questions.

CHENI SE NELSON, Student Representative

D | I'i ngham Hi gh School

DI lingham Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

HElI DI ANDREWS St udent Representative

Di | I'i ngham Hi gh School

DI Iingham Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on HB 134.

TERRY HCEFFERLE

Di|'l1'i ngham Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on HB 134, nmde recommendati ons,
and responded to questi ons.

ANDREW DEVALPI NE, Director

Bristol Bay Coastal Resource Service Area (BBCRSA)

DI l'i ngham Al aska

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT:  During hearings on HB 134, testified on the
Al aska Coast al Managenent Program (ACWVP) , and t he
regul atory/permtting process.

DEVWAYNE JCHNSON
Di|'l'i ngham Al aska
PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

JCE FAI TH

D |lingham Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nodi fi cati on.
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BOBBY ANDREW Spokesnman

Nunant a Aul ukest ai

Di|Ili ngham Al aska

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

PATRI CI A TREYDTE

DI Iingham Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified on HB 134, and made
recomrendat i ons.

ALl CE RUBY, Mayor

City of Dillingham

DI li ngham Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During hearings on HB 134, provided an
overvi ew of the soci oeconom c condi ti ons of D |'1'i ngham
testified in support for the concept of HB 134, and nade
recommendat i ons.

DOROTHY B. LARSON

Di|'l'i ngham Al aska

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nodi fi cati on.

GEORGE W LSON JR.

Level ock, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nmodi fi cati on.

ANNA NI ELSEN, El der
D |li ngham Al aska
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified during hearings on HB 134.

RUSSELL NELSON

Di|I'l'i ngham Al aska

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nodi fi cati on.

RI CK TENNYSON, Land Manager

Choggi ung Limted

Di|'l'i ngham Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, and
responded to questions.

ROBERT HEYANO
Di|'l'i ngham Al aska
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POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support for the concept of HB
134.

HIALMAR OLSON, Chief Executive Oficer

Bristol Bay Native Corporation

Menber, Board of the Al aska Federation of Natives (AFN)

Menber, Nushagak Fish and Gane Advisory Conmittee

DI Iingham Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: During hearings on HB 134, clarified the
official position of the Al aska Federation of Natives (AFN).

RACHEL MU R
DI l'i ngham Al aska
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

M KE DAVI S

DI li ngham Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nodi fi cati on.

Rl CK HALFORD

Eagl e Ri ver, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, nade
recommendati ons, and responded to questi ons.

THOVAS TI LDEN, Menber

Choggi ung Tri be;

Represent ati ve, Choggiung Limted;

Di|I'lingham Al aska

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nodi fi cati on.

ULU TI LDEN

DI lingham Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nodi fi cati on.

KAREN MCCAMBLY
D |'li ngham Al aska
PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

STEVE WASSI LY JR
Di|I'lingham Al aska
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

MARI AN SMALL
DI Iingham Al aska
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PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

STAN SMALL

Di|Ili ngham Al aska

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nodi fi cati on.

HELEN CYTHLOOK

DI lingham Al aska

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, and nmade
recommendat i ons.

PETER CHRI STOPHER SR.

New St uyahok, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134, wth
nodi fi cati on.

MARG E NELSON
Kol i ganek, Al aska
PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 134.

JODY SEI TZ

Di|I'lingham Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT:  Testified in support for the concept of HB
134.

KEVI N JENSEN

Pedro Bay, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to HB 134.
ACTI ON NARRATI VE

CHAIR PAUL SEATON called the House Special Commttee on

Fisheries neeting to order at 9:00:26 AM Represent ati ves
Seat on, Edgnon, W 1son, Holnes, Johnson, Johansen, and LeDoux
were present at the call to order. Represent ati ves Neuman,

Gatt o, Kawasaki, and Roses were also in attendance.

HB 134- PROTECTI ON OF SALMON SPAWNI NG WATER

9:01:15 AM

CHAI R SEATON announced that the only order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 134, "An Act relating to conservation and
protection of wild salnon production in drainages affecting the
Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve; and providing for an effective
date."
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[ The nmotion to adopt CSHB 134, Version 25-LS0381\M Kane,
2/ 22/ 07, was left pending at the 2/28/ 07 neeting.]

9:01:43 AM

CHAI R SEATON provided the paraneters and protocol for testifying
including conflict of interest procedures, subm ssion of witten
testinmony, the issues of the bill version being addressed, and
accessing copies of the bill.

9:11: 30 AM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON provided that the intent of the bill is to
address the policy question concerning water usage of the five
maj or river drainages in the Bristol Bay area. The question, he
said, is whether these drainages should be considered a priority
habitat for salnmon mgration and spawni ng, above all other uses

for the water. Such a priority could have unintended
consequences, which is one reason that the bill is in a working
draft form and why testinony is critical. He addressed the
bill directly, and called attention to each section, explaining
the various aspects, definitions, concepts, intents, mtigation
fines, and usage exenptions. He asked, what is nore inportant

for the use of the Bristol Bay water: protection of the sal non,
or industrial devel opnent.

9:17: 27 AM

CHAI R SEATON added that Version M does not discrimnate between
the anobunts of water usage. Every user is considered the sane
whether they require water on a large or snall scale. If a
current user does not hold water rights, securing a permt under
this bill may be prohibitive.

9:19: 35 AM

NELS JOHNSON introduced hinself as a life long Bristol Bay
fi sher man. He stated support for the bill, and said it will be
important for future generations. Referring to a loca
adverti sement canpaign, he said, “W need to know the real truth
about what is true.” The fish will not survive wthout clean,

fresh water.

9:23: 40 AM
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HENRY STRUB opined that the nost inportant aspect of the bill is
that fish cone first. Anything that threatens the fishery wll
bring a death knell to the comunity, he predicted. The fishery
is rebounding, after a ten year depression, based on the image
of the pure fish product marketed as wld caught salnon
harvested from pristine waters. He pointed out that flag waving
the mning jobs, as being local, is a msnoner. He defined a
|l ocal job as being an hour driving commute, and being able to
return home each night. A job that is offered two hundred m |l es
away is not |ocal, he opined. These jobs wll not serve the
| ocal people who need work, especially off season fishernen. He
expressed optimsm about the future of the fishery, and
reiterated that “fish come first.”

9:26: 07 AM

ROBERT WASSILY stated support for the concept of HB 134. He
said that he is a subsistence hunter/comunity provider, and
fears for the dem se of the area resources, should a |large scale
m ne begi n devel opnent .

9:28:43 AM

PATTY LUCKHURST echoed the previous wtness, saying “fish cone
first.” She noved to Alaska from an area of southern Illinois,
where they strip mne for coal, and also lived in a copper
mning area of Arizona. She wi tnessed the pernmanent danage
created by these devel opnents, despite prom ses of rejuvenation
and recl amati on. The area should be preserved for generations

to cone, and the renewable resources utilized throughout the
state, she opi ned.

9: 30: 28 AM

CHRIS KLABUNDE said that although he is a nenber of the
Dillingham Cty Council, he is speaking on his own behalf. He
paraphrased from a prepared statenment, which read as follows
[original punctuation provided]:

Since humans arrived in this area, there has been a
single Iife blood that has sustained this region.

The water, running from large glacially carved | akes
down the rivers and into Bristol Bay.

This source of wealth is unlike any other left in the
world. As pure and natural now, as it ever was.

HOUSE FSH COWM TTEE -10- Sept enber 26, 2007



These watersheds support mllions of exanples of an
econom c resource that has returned annually for
t housands of years. Sal non.

| come here today, to ask you to look into the future.
Consi der generations of Alaskans that wll inhabit
this area, but have not been born yet and for you to
protect these watersheds for the long term and their
use.

It is no secret the econony that is supported by the
fisheries here, have seen its good tines and bad.

| will point out that the return of sockeye to the
Nushagak River in the last two years; have been anong
the largest runs in recorded history.

This shows the resource is healthy, and wth proper
managenent, it can be sustained indefinitely.

The problens facing the salnon resources are varied,
but these are being actively addressed.

The truth about farnmed sal non has cone out. It is an
inferior product and the market appears to be noving
away fromit.

Processors are adding value to our wld product by
filleting nore and canning | ess.

Fishers and processors are nore concerned about
quality now nore than ever and are working to inprove
it.

Brailer bag limts are inposed by processors.

Refrigeration systens are nore conmon now than ever on
boat s.

The recent devel opnent of marketing associations, are
in search of better uses of, and expanding the markets
for our fish.

Hi gh operating costs and |lack of infrastructure in the

region are the current real hindrance to global
prosperity for WIld Bristol Bay Sal non.
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But a greater threat to it loons on the horizon
Proposed mneral exploitation at the head waters of
the two greatest watersheds in the region wll
negatively affect it.

Putting into jeopardy the health and 1livelihoods of
all its residents, present and future.

| ask you to listen to the testinony you have heard
t hroughout the region, and conply with the w shes of
the magjority of us who live here and will be affected
by it.

Be responsible stewards and partners in the use of the
rivers in this region, support the locals, and protect
our water for the future.

Don't let the prom se of quick noney from big business
veto the ideals of those who make our lives here.

9:33: 30 AM

Cl NDY ROQUE pointed out that the lack of facilities in the area,
is the cause for this hearing to displace the school children' s
[ unch room She requested that the representatives take tineg,
during their stay, to tour the school facilities and apprise
t hensel ves of the public school situation/condition. She opined

that the needy school <conditions in Dillingham are echoed
t hroughout other rural areas of the state. Additionally, the
jail is designed to house eight inmates, but has a current
popul ation  of el even. She continued to posture for

soci oeconom ¢ support in the rural areas, and noted the nanes of
| egi sl ators who have responded to her continued correspondence
requesting geographic differential, and power cost equalization
| aws/ regul ati ons.

REPRESENTATI VE JOHNSON asked if she had an opinion to share on
HB 134.

M5. ROQUE said, “lI have very m xed enotions, sir.”
9:38: 06 AM

JACQUELYN WLSON said that as a public school teacher, she has
provided a neutral stance on the issue to her high school
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st udent s. However, she said, her husband is a comerci al
fi sherman, and she expects that the fishery will “pull through.”

9:39:17 AM

EMLY OLSON, Environnental Coordinator, paraphrased from a
prepared statenent, which read as follows [original punctuation
provi ded] :

| support HB 134. | come from a famly of four
generations of fisherwonen. Fishing was the only
source of incone for nore than a decade. Smoked and
salted salnon is part of nmy diet. During the hard
tines all we had to do was cook a pot of rice and eat
fish. The salnon industries have provided higher
education for many of our |[eaders. Qur Gover nor
fished in this river. So you see, | amvery sensitive
when it comes to sal non. It built all the villages
here in Bristol Bay. \Wat other resource can ... the
history of salnmon is nore than 100 years. Mning is
not a natural renewable resource. The Pebble M ne
will be short term Sal non have sustai ned our people.

The Nushagak R ver is also a habitat for pike,
whitefish, and trout. Tourists pay big bucks to catch
their fish, whether it is salnon, pike, whitefish or
trout. Lodges provide enploynment and revenue to the
| ocal comuniti es.

Anot her issue that has been overlooked is Belugas.
Nushagak River is a breeding ground for Belugas. Each
spring | see them birthing right in front of ny hone.
Belugas tell us when the fish and snelts are in
abundance. Isn't the Belugas listed in the Endangered
Speci es Act?

9:41: 52 AM

LAWRENCE OLSON paraphrased from a prepared statenent, which read
as follows [original punctuation provided]:

| support HB 134. | am a commercial fisherman and a
subsi stence hunter in this region. W rely on these
natural resources to sustain our natural lifestyle of
l[iving as | know it. My parents, grandparents, and

ancestors relied on these resources. We cannot afford
thi s m stake.
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Wthout the fishing industry Bristol Bay Econonic
Devel opnment  Corporation, (BBEDC) would not exist.
BBEDC provi des enpl oynent for |ocal people on the high
seas, processors, office internship, salnon canmp for
yout hs, vessel i nt ernshi p, schol ar shi ps, voc-tec
trai ni ng, and ABE/ CGED.

CHAI R SEATON directed attention to the bill, page 2, line [23],
which |ists seafood processing as an exenpted industry for water
usage, and asked if the exenption should be expanded upon for
processors building inprovenents such as docks.

MR. OLSON said they should be exenpted.

CHAIR SEATON clarified that M. dson wuld |like to have the
seaf ood processing exenption expanded to include the seafood
i ndustry, including the support facilities.

MR. OLSON responded, yes.
9:44:21 AM

REPRESENTATI VE JOHNSON clarified that stating support for the
bill, Version M would limt econom c devel opnent in the region
Thus, building or expansion of docks, and other activities would
not be all owed.

CHAI R SEATON interjected that the bill limts water use. He
par aphrased from the bill, page 2, line 13, that a person nay
not alter, destroy, displace, relocate, channel, dam convert to
dry land, or otherw se adversely affect any portion of a river,

stream |ake, or bog. If that is applied to all comercial
activities throughout the region, it wll curtail further
devel opnment of such activities as a dock expansion. The

guestion is to what extent do the people of this region want
restrictions of water usage to apply: comercial use throughout

the entire watershed, or exenpt mnimal quantities of water. He
pointed out that only eight |lodges in the area hold water right
permts. If this bill passes as witten, the |odges wthout
water rights would not be able to continue operating, and could
face difficulty obtaining a permt, as there is not a
grandfather clause in the bill. He stressed the need to hear
the opinion of what restrictions the people of the area are
interested in having inposed. Do the exenptions need to be

br oadened or narrowed down. Further, he provided an exanpl e of
a nmunicipality being allowed to build a dock, however, a barge
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conmpany woul d be prevented from such activity. |Is this what the
peopl e of the region want to have occur.

9:50: 21 AM
REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON stated that the bill is still in a
formative state, and is not intended to halt all economc

devel opment of the region.
9:51: 19 AM
JOSEPH  WASSI LY, Menber , Cl arks Poi nt Vill age Counci | ,

paraphrased from a prepared statenent, which read as follows
[original punctuation provided]:

| support HB 134 in concept. |’ ve been a fisherman
since | was eight years old, | hunt npose, caribou,
ducks, geese, and live off of the land, get berries
for the famly, | strongly support our subsistence way
of life, because all of ny life I’ve lived off of the
land to feed ny famly and el ders. | also seal hunt,

subsi stence fishing for snelts, pike, rainbows, trout,
and red fish, and king salnon also to put up in the
snoke house. | strongly oppose the Pebble M ne
because if it goes through it may ruin our fishing and
wat er ways and our subsistence way of life.

9:53: 03 AM

NORVAN ANDERSON commented that construction of comrercial docks
would be near the fishery vs. in the upper reaches of the
rivers. He then paraphrased from a prepared statenent, which

read as follows [original punctuation provided]:

| support house bill 134, and appreciate you al
traveling away from hone and famly to listen to ny
reasons why. | am a comercial fisherman, as are ny

two sons, who together we own and operate our
comercial fishing operation, as was ny father who
taught ne, and as was ny nother, who supported all
four of her children off the salnon we respect this
day. As | have learned from our elders, | taught ny
sons how to respect the land and waters of our region.
Qur regions history began because of our unique water
quality, the status of our hydrology creates the
perfect conmbination to enhance and support our WId
Sal nron, and quantity of fish. Al five species exist
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because of the m xture of fresh and salt water, both

are exceptionally clean. Grandna N col et of Naknek
Al aska told nme once that any interruption in our clean
waters in our area will forever change our |ifestyle.

| like and use the scientific phrase a bright young
lady relayed to ne, wthout sound geology we cannot
have sound bi ol ogy. This is what Grandma Nicol et was

telling nme when | was about six years old beyond
Li bbyville in Naknek as we hunted ducks. | do support
devel opnment in Bristol Bay, | know we need jobs, we

are experiencing an out magration of our residents,
and school s are being inpacted. Villages are hurting
because of the high price of fuel. But | ook around
you, we are a strong people, for years we have fought
of f invading industries that have sought riches that

live beneath our land and waters. The struggle is
what gives us our strength. We are not experiencing
any spiritual breakdown. W live a subsistence life

styl e. The meager take to sustain as Wbster defines
it. We are careful not to disturb the tundra, as life
depends on it. No we do not eat the spiders and m ce,
but do depend on the birds and fur bearing aninmals
t hat do. Again we do rely on our unique hydrol ogy.
The spring run off carries down hill what ever the
upper watershed has to offer, if health threatening
chemicals are anobngst the ingredients, then too we
will see the after affects in our diets. Picture
yourself down stream of a sewer |agoon. | apol ogi ze
for the graphic. For generations the native people
have used the |and. Not unti | the western
civilizations canme to stay do we see the begi nning of
scars on our land, all under the auspices of progress.
M nerals and Hydro-carbons are not progress for they
only line the pockets of Ilarge scale conpanies.
Remenber we nust all do whatever we can to save this
big village we call earth. So again | support saving

our fragile waters in Bristol Bay. | support House
Bill 134.
9:57: 03 AM

[Ina Bouker’s Dillingham H gh School Yupik class provided the
traditional Reindeer Herding Dance to the comittee.]

CHAI R SEATON requested that the dancers’ nanmes be scribed, for
t he record.
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10: 01: 57 AM

RON BOVERS, paraphrased from a prepared statenent, which read as
follows [original punctuation provided]:

|’ m Ron Bowers and have been a | ocal resident for over
24 years. M wife is Yupik Eskinbo and a lifelong
resident of this region. Subsistence, |and, and water
use issues are very inportant to our famly and nost
all nmy in-laws and nei ghbors. Those who are trying to
protect our local fisheries and the subsistence
lifestyle are to be cormended. W in Bristol Bay are
bl essed with resources like few other places in this
wor | d. As a forner candidate for House District #37

| heard the concerns and fears of |locals about
protecting our fisheries and subsistence resources, to
the fullest extent possible.

However, as | read and reread ny friend Representative
Bryce Edgnon’s HB #134, | am fully persuaded that it
continues to be a very bad piece of |egislation.
HB #134 is a knee jerk reaction to the com ng econom c
opportunities and resource devel opnent, now occurring
in our long, economcally depressed region. HB #134
seens to be based nore on fear and short on facts.

HB #134 will only serve to drive businesses away from
this region and cause greater econom c hardships.
This is in a region where a gallon of mlk cost al nost
$8 dol | ars. Here in Dillingham gasoline is nearly $5
dollars and in some local villages, well over $5
dollars a gallon. Even in Dillingham the flagship of
econonmi ¢ opportunity for our region, nost citizens are
hard pressed. In just the past week | have been
informed of 4 nore famlies that are |eaving town, due
to financial reasons. Qur |l ocal school population is
down, well over 100 students in the past three years.
In sone of this region’s communities, schools have
been closed or are on the verge of being nothballed,
due to popul ati on decli ne.

HB #134 will make it virtually inpossible for nost new
busi nesses or even current locally owned businesses to
function in our region, except if that conpany is a

fish processor. Wil e one sentence in HB #134 seens
to allow for oil & gas exploration and production in
Bristol Bay, | question if such an endeavor can occur
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if this bill becones |aw. This piece of legislation

could force all local gravel pit operations to cease
washing gravel. This would elimnate any |ocal cenent
production and shut down alnobst all our region’s
construction projects. Even the popular famly run

Saturday market in Dillingham 1is threatened by

HB #134. The hard working [Herrmann] famly irrigates
their |ocal vegetable farmwth surface water found on

their property. Under provisions of HB #134, this
famly business could be fined up to one mllion
dollars a day, for sinply irrigating their flowers and
veget abl es. Dillingham residents would | ose one nore

business and a great source of healthy and |ess
expensi ve produce.

HB #134 is so ridiculous that a Bristol Bay resident
could even be fined up to $100, 000 dollars per day for
diverting floodwaters from their hone during Spring
br eak- up.

Finally alnost all that HB #134 seens to address is
al r eady covered by current regul ati ons and/ or
agencies. Even the controversial proposed Pebble M ne
must hurdle at Jleast 65 permts to ever begin
producti on.

Yes Representatives Edgnon and Ranras, | have read
HB #134 and | cannot believe its narrow sightedness
and the damage it could weak on Bristol Bay.

| respectfully ask that the Honorable House Fisheries

commttee put this bill to rest.
10: 05: 31 AM
REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON reiterated that the intent of the bill is

to present a policy question to the legislature, and the
residents of Bristol Bay, in ternms of the current use of the
water, and to protect the water as essential habitat for sal non
producti on. He asked if heard correctly, that this concept is
not supported by the witness.

MR. BOWERS responded that he supports clean water, subsistence,
and the fisheries. He would not support anything that would
j eopardi ze those activities, or the natural resources. He does
not support addi ng another |ayer of regulation above what exists
in current statute.
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10: 07: 04 AM

WASSI LLI E TLUTSIK noted that he has been a commercial fisherman
for 55 years. said that the bill is very restrictive, and cited
the desperate need for econom c devel opnent in Bristol Bay. | t
is difficult to make a living by commercial fishing. The | odges
on Lake Al eknagik do not hire Natives to work; neither do other
| odges in the region. This bill would shut down future economc
devel opnment, and foreclose on sone existing establishnments, he
opi ned.

10: 09: 38 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GATTO asked how nmany children and grandchil dren
he can count.

MR. I LUTSIK replied that he has four grandchildren; all boys.

REPRESENTATI VE GATTO inquired if it is possible that they wll
all find work in comrercial fishing.

MR. ILUTSIK said that the only income they expect to receive
this year is the permanent fund check. These are young nen in
their 20s and 30s.

REPRESENTATI VE GATTO referred to the speaker’s statenent that
the lodges do not hire local Natives, and asked why that m ght
be.

MR. | LUTSIK responded that it is discrimnatory. He related
that his boys, and some others from the village, acquired their
six pack licenses and approached the |odges for enploynent.
However, guides were brought in fromthe Lower 48 states, rather
than hiring the Native guides; as they do all of their enployees
and food suppli es.

10:12:43 AM

MARK HERRMANN, Owmner, Warehouse Muntain Farm paraphrased from
a prepared statenent, which read as follows [original
punct uati on provided]:

In regard to HB 134 protection of salnon spawning, |

am adamantly opposed to the bill as it is currently
proposed, for the foll ow ng reasons.
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Qur famly has operated a small farm near Wrehouse
Mountain for the past 20 years. W try to operate in
a responsible manor with mnimal soil inputs and
conservative growing practices. W use water to wash,
process, and irrigate crops. W are several mles
from the nearest salnon streans, but as the bill is
currently witten we would be in violation.

This bill would effectively put us out of business.
We support the concept of this bill for protection of
the fisheries, but this bill in its current fromwll
not encourage economc diversity and devel opnent in
Bri stol Bay.
10: 13: 32 AM
REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON asked if he supports the concept of the
bill, to protect the water as sal non habitat.
MR. HERRMANN responded, absolutely. That is what runs the

econony of the bay, but it is inportant to not shut down other
econoni c possibilities.

10: 14: 15 AM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX inquired if he supports the bill as it
relates to mning activities.

MR. HERRMANN said that in terns of a mne the scale of the
proposed Pebble, he supports the restrictions included in the
bill. However, for mning on a smaller scale, it should be
revisited. He said that a gravel pit is considered a mning
activity, and requires a large anount of water to operate.
These are details that need to be worked out.

10: 15: 40 AM

DAVI D BOUKER stated support for HB 134, as a work in progress.
He said, “I think [Representative Edgnon’s] on the right track.”
He related two exanples of mning operations, which he has
observed that have negatively inpacted the areas where they are
sited: Good News Bay Mne in Platinum Al aska, and Anaconda
Mne in Butte, Montana. The Good News Bay Mne runoff was
evident at the mouth of Icicle Creek, discoloring a half mle of
the waters in the Kuskokw m Bay. The Anaconda M ne created a
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desert environment and a super-fund clean up site around the
mammot h tailing hol es.

10:17: 53 AM

RALPH ANDERSEN began by stating that although his is a nenber of
the Bristol Bay Native Association, he speaking on his own
behal f. He then noted that what he is about to propose hasn't
been considered by any organi zations. He drew attention to page
2, Section 2, where the propose insertion would be mde, and
read:

Wthin the new AS 16.10. 015, add a new subsecti on

(b) (5 to read: C otherwise permtted uses
occurring on |ands owned by a corporation organized
pursuant to Sec. 43, USC 16.01 et seq ... (Al aska

Native Clains Settlenent Act) or on restricted Native
allotnent or restricted Native townsite | and.

10: 21: 23 AM

REPRESENTATIVE WLSON stated appreciation for the proposed
anmendnent, as an effort to address what is desired at the |oca
| evel .

MR. ANDERSEN said that the subsistence life style is what grew

into the first econony for the area. The fisheries becane a
cash econony. The comercial fishery has becone an inportant
aspect of the comunity, and there is a fear of |[oss. He

suggested that focus be brought to bear on what could be gained,
rat her than what m ght be | ost.

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON stated that every bill can have unintended
consequences, which the commttee hopes to avoid.

10: 24: 44 AM

REPRESENTATI VE JOHNSON acknowl edged that there are nmany Native
allotnments “out there” and asked, “Wat iif Pebble Il is
di scovered on Native |and " He asked should anyone, Native
or private corporation be exenpted fromthis act.

MR. ANDERSEN replied that the commttee might ask if they are
acting as good and prudent stewards of the |and. He is
proposing a starting point, and said he is not aware of what
kinds of activities could result from devel opnent on Native
al | ot ment s. There could be restrictions if soneone wants to
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build a | odge. Native |lands are privately owned, and it is not
right to disallow soneone to devel op their |and.

REPRESENTATI VE JOHNSON clarified that it is a matter of who
shoul d be exenpt.

MR. ANDERSEN said that he would expect his anmendnment to be
appropriately vetted.

10: 28: 06 AM

CHAIR SEATON read “restrictive based allotnments,” from the
proposed amendnent, and asked if all Native allotnents are
restricted.

MR. ANDERSEN r eplied, no.

CHAI R SEATON asked if the intent of the amendnent is to only
exenpt the restricted Native allotnents, then the unrestricted
allotments would still fall under the provision that would not
be able to have certain commercial devel opnents.

MR. ANDERSEN answered the way the proposed anendnent is witten.

10: 28: 52 AM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX inquired as to whether M. Andersen would
favor restrictions related to large scale mning being applied
to Native allotnents or Native Corporation | ands.

MR. ANDERSEN opined that any type of developnent should be
scrutini zed.

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX observed that he 1is addressing the
differences of corporate and private |[|and. She asked if he
woul d consider extending the anmendnent to include all privately
owned | and.

MR. ANDERSEN pointed out that the proposed anendnent addresses
Native corporation, Native allotnments, and Native town sites.
He expects his anendnent to provide an opportunity for the
commttee to address these concerns.

10: 31: 34 AM

PETER CARUSQ, Representati ve, Bri st ol Bay Fi sherman’ s
Association (BBFA), provided the mssion of the BBFA: to
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advocate for the sustainability of salnon in the watershed.
Menbership is restricted to Al askan residents. At the Septenber
7, 2007, board neeting, HB 134 was reviewed and unaninously
opposed. He reported that the opposition centers on the
grandfathering in of existing fish processors in the bay, but
does not allow for future growh in the fishery. The existing
processors were unable to handle the recent volune of the
current runs. Gven the growh of the fishery this restriction
on devel opnent woul d prove detrinental to the fishery.

10: 32: 42 AM

CHAI R SEATON asked if the board had reviewed the original bil
or Version M when arriving at their deci sion.

MR. CARUSO said it was the original bill that was revi ewed.

CHAI R SEATON noted that the BBFA board interpreted the origina

bill correctly, however, Version M does provide seafood
processors exenpt status. The water wusage, of the seafood
processor would still need to neet state standards, he pointed

out, and support facilities could be affected. He asked if this
exenption satisfies the associations concerns.

MR. CARUSO responded, “Yes, it needs to be dressed up.”

10: 34: 39 AM

EVA N ELSEN-KI NG Representative, South Naknek Village Council
paraphrased from a prepared statement, which read as follows
[original punctuation provided]:

My name is Eva King. | am a year round resident of
South Naknek and have been a commercial salnon
fi sherman since 1976, when | was ten years old. Four

of ny sons are now comrercial fishermn. | ask that
oral and witten statenents be entered into the
record. I am also representing our vil | age
government, The South Naknek Village Council - a

federally recogni zed tri be.

In 1990, 18 years ago, processing conpanies paid us 70
cents per pound for salnmon as publicly stated in the
Bor ough Post newspaper of that year.

In 2007, processi ng conpani es pai d comer ci al
fisherman a low of 40 cents a pound at Ekuk, on the
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Nushagak River 58 cents, and up to 60 cents a pound
here in the Naknek-Kvichak District; pre-1980"s fish
prices. Some of our leaders are saying our salnon
runs are on the rebound, if this is true why is it
that many of our fishermen can’'t afford to purchase
their winter fuel?

Fishermen this season were placed on |limted catches
from 2-6,000 pounds. Sone were not allowed to fish at
all because our processing conpanies could not process
the salnon because they didn't have the capacity,
whi ch they assured the state they had earlier. Al of
this happens during the peak of the run. Couple this
current problem with the pre-1980 salnon prices and
not being allowed to deliver your catch, this proposed
legislative HB 134 wll prohibit natural resource
devel opnent and only adds to our economc distress.
Al villages in Bristol Bay except for Dillingham the
regional center, don't have enploynment opportunities.
Dllingham is the headquarters to BBAHC, BBNA, BBEDC
and other private enterprises wth jobs available
her e. We are happy for the people of Dillingham who
have good job opportunities.

W know your focus is targeted to stop the Pebble
Project however your legislation is nore far reaching.
It would prohibit developnment on Native Corporation
| ands and other private | ands. All of this wthout
consideration is an illegal taking of rights.
MIllions and mllions of acres of |and would be | ocked
up and prohibited from bei ng devel oped.

Because we lack job opportunities - lack of
infrastructure, high energy and utility cost. Your
| egislation lacks any concern for those of us who
reside here year round. But instead want only to take
away any potential.

There is no question our regional economc base nust

be diversified - we cannot depend on conmmercial
fishing alone anynore. W need local jobs, not
government welfare. Your quest strongly appears to

satisfy sportsmen, conservation groups, |odge owners;
people like Bob GIlam and maybe sonme of yourselves so
as not to disturb your sumrer playground as proposed
in HB 134. Additionally, many who will be testifying
in support of HB134 in the next few days are already
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retired, sem-retired and are not interested in the

wel fare of younger generations. They are living in
the past when commercial fishing provided an annual
i ncome. To ny know edge these so-called elders have

not presented solutions to our econom c dil enma.

It would be nice to have the days of old - when
commercial fishing provided famlies their annua
i ncone.

By introducing HB 134, you have successfully divided
famlies, village against village, ethnic groups
agai nst one anot her. You have wused subsistence
hunting and fishing as your wedge. You have done this
so well that many |ocals enbrace your statenents as
the truth, not know ng your strategy.

If you feel so strongly about Natives keeping hunting
and fishing subsistence lifestyles, we insist that
your legislation HB 134 be anended to ensure a
subsi stence priority for Bristol Bay Alaska Natives.
If you do this, you would at |east publicly state your
commitment to the inportance of subsistence hunting
and fishing for the Bristol Bay Natives.

Subsi stence hunting and fishing does not include
sportsmen and their organi zations. They are the sane
as any commercial fishernen and should not be included
wi t h subsi st ence.

Rep. Bryce Edgnon in his press rel ease Septenber 20,
2007 Bristol Bay Tines, recommended we include
pressing issues to this legislative commttee for
consi deration and acti on.

So here goes. Your conmittee nust stop the outside
fish processing conpanies from robbing us blind by
paying us extrenmely |ow prices. These | ow prices are
forcing our resident people to nove to urban areas to
find other enploynent instead of staying at hone and
going on government welfare assistance. W are a
proud people and shun the idea of governnent handouts.
W have an imediate need for roads and bridges
connecting village to village to increase trade,

commerce, health, and safety. Qur state governnent
t hrough your actions nust invite foreign sal non buyers
into Bristol Bay. W need conpetition! Agai n, we
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know like the anti-Pebble Project novenent, how
powerful the salnon processing |obbyists are. And
i ke anything else, it seens what ever is a benefit to
resident Alaska’'s the chances of inviting foreign
processors will not happen. Most, if not all Bristol
Bay salnon processing conpanies own salnon farns.
Maybe this is part of the reason for our low prices
for wild Al aska sal non.

Inviting foreign buyers in for a conpetitive salnon
price can happen if you want it to and are commtted
to nmake it happen. So where do you stand on this?
Can we depend on you? How soon?

These invitations to foreign buyers should run on five
year increnments — not an annual basis since it takes
time to plan for finance and equipnent. Wth out this
invitation for foreign buyers the current fish
processing conpanies will continue to pay us pre-1980
prices. The cost of living from 1980 to 2007 has
risen approximately 75% You can do your own research
if you wsh, however this nunmber  of 75% is
conservati ve. W need i mediate help from you — here
again is a mssed opportunity to help in our economc
di stress.

Again, for the record I am apposed to HB 134 as it is
currently drafted. For me to reconsider ny views on
HB 134 | am requesting the foll ow ng:

Amend HB134 to guarantee subsistence hunting and
fishing a priority use for Bristol Bay Natives.

Begin imediately building roads and bridges in the
Bristol Bay region connecting villages to one another
for trade, conmmerce, health, and safety. Senat or
Stevens recommended this at a health forum in
Anchorage i n August.

Since HB 134 is an illegal taking of rights with out
consideration — we strongly request the legislature
and the administration disclose to the Al askan public
the nonetary cost we as Al askans would pay to Northern
Dynasty, Native Corporations and private |and hol ders
as soon as possi bl e.

As an exanple, excluding Northern Dynasty's claim

Native and other private |and holder’s, anount to
several mllion acres of land that would be prohibited
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from devel opnent, because of your legislation; HB 134
and its conpanion Senate Bill 67.

When can we receive a report of the potential nonetary
cost this type of legislation will cause?

There have been statenents of reports by reputable
people that the State doesn’t have enough noney in our
state permanent fund portfolio to cover all cost
relating to HB 134. In fact, the portfolio would fal
short to cover the total cost.

Is one of your solutions to raise taxes or institute
taxes to cover these shortfalls? Your legislation HB
134 and its conpanion Senate Bill 67 wll cause
numerous | awsuits. So how nmuch is our state wlling
to endure?

| wonder as should you, how would the |ate Jay Hanmond
feel about paying for an illegal taking of rights
knowing there is a high cost that could destroy his
| egacy of the Permanent Fund and then some?

Believe ne; vyour political quest and devel opnent
prohibitions carry a terrible high cost. And if your
| egislation mraculously passes there wll not be
enough noney conbining all of our state coffers to pay
for your m stakes.

My village of South Naknek does not have many
enpl oynent opportunities, as | reported before in the
| ast heari ngs. More than two-thirds of our village
popul ati on has already noved away to find jobs and we
are currently losing two nore househol ds. Because of
a lack of enploynent opportunities and people noving,
our local school has been closed for several years
now. This has torn the heart out of our comrunity.

Now all of our school children are flown to Naknek to
attend school daily. You have no idea of the danger
and the enotional stress this causes the school
children and parents as we are a nmaritinme community
with wind nost of the tine. Qur airport is in
extrenely bad condition, we have conplained for years
to everyone in the state governnent to bring the
airport up to safety standards. Qur airport was
rebuilt several years ago. However it is in worst
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condition now than what it was before it was rebuilt.
Now we have less length than what we started with and
our new cross-wind is hardly wuseable wth many
sections sinking nore than three feet. W urge each
one of you to visit our airport and conme to your own
concl usi ons.

Wth bad weather our children do not fly, so we
sonetimes boat the children to school, or drive them
in sub-zero weather if the river is frozen. W have
even gone so far as to find a charter and personally
pay for themto get them hone when they are weathered
in at Naknek.

South Naknek is the only comunity in the United
States with a flying school bus. After describing the
current airport conditions would you subject your
child to this horrible kind of danger?

For your information there is a plan to build a bridge
to connect South Naknek to the Naknek - King Sal non
H ghway on the north side of the river. This bridge

once built would solve many of our problens and nore
inmportantly provide safe travel for our school
children. This is our current plan however nmany years
ago there was another plan to build a bridge across
the Newhalen River connecting Newhalen-Iliama and
Nondal t on. Because of politics this bridge was never
built. | pray that this will not be our fate too.
You know well who stopped the Newhalen River -
Nondal ton Bridge, | need not nention his nane.

It would be welconmed by all residents of South Naknek
for you to put your energy into our plight and needs
as nmuch as you have put in to HB 134. This would be a

nore positive endeavor. The potential cost for a
successful passage of HB 134 will not |eave any nobney
left to build any infrastructure anywhere in the state
of Al aska.

If not for high negative enobtions and negative
political strategies Alaska and Alaskans should
wel come industries in who want to invest for the

benefit of all. | ampraying that the majority of our
State Legislature is still prudent and reasonable and
will let the process for developnent work before

maki ng j udgnents and deci si ons.
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Al aska has the highest standards for environnentally
sound resource devel opnment. Politics and negative
enotions have always been grounds for meking the
poorest and costliest decisions — oppose HB134 and its
conpani on Senate bill.

| nust add that | am not receiving a salary, nor have
| ever, from Northern Dynasty. Further 1 am not
receiving $300,000 + or any consulting fees either.
You are welconme to review ny tax returns if you w sh
Shane on those fol ks and organi zations that have |ied
only to think they would gain public support for their
bl atant and damaging |Iies. Northern Dynasty has
al ways been above board and open. | urge each of you
to ask those who testify for HB 134 who is paying
their way. Fair is fair, right?

Finally, as a point of information Northern Dynasty

has hired nore local residents than all salnon
processi ng conpanies and sportsnen operations wthin
the past few years conbined. Consi dering sal non

processi ng conpani es have been around since at |east
the late 1800°s and sportsmen operations since at
| east the 1950’ s. A pretty good track record for
Nort hern Dynasty isn't it?

10: 40: 31 AM

JIM WALLMAN, speaking as a subsistence user, stated support for
the bill and expressed appreciation for the exenptions. Further
changes nay need to be nade, however, he pledged faith that the
committee will make the appropriate alterations while uphol ding
the best interests of the region. He encouraged the commttee

to beconme familiar with the conplete process that allowed the
permtting of mnes in Mntana to operate, through the
subsequent poisoning of the water that occurred. Further, he
said that with the rebound in the fishery market, and the added
val ue being placed on the fishery, “we already [have] our gold
m ne.”

REPRESENTATIVE W LSON coment ed t hat Al aska rul es and
regul ations, already in place, would prohibit the type of
activity that occurred in Mntana.

10: 43: 51 AM
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FRANK WOODS introduced hinmself as a comercial fisherman and
subsi stence user. He pointed out that the current gold rush is
not for one mne; the Nushagak area has another 120 cl ains.
Currently the Nushagak is experiencing record runs of sockeye
salnmon, and clean water is essential to maintain a healthy

return. Further, he said he is not against developnment or
growth, but it must be done responsibly. He predicted that this
issue, already nation wde, wll becone an internationa
concern. He provided the commttee a copy of his daughter’s

school term paper on m ning.

10: 48: 05 AM

TED ANGASAN, Representative, Naknek Tribal Council, reported a
vill age popul ation decline from 225, in 2001, to 60 today. The
five school children conmute via airplane to Naknek. The people
rely entirely on fishing. In 2004, the Tribal Council passed a
resolution to support studies of the mine, and what it nmight do
to provide enploynent in the area. |In March, 2007, a resolution
was issued to oppose the mne unless certain restrictions were
passed. However, he said, he did not vote in favor of the
resol ution. He opined that the village has few choices, and
wi t hout the econonmic opportunities that the mne offers, it my
beconme a ghost town. The Naknek [inaudible] road project is
slated to receive $4 million over the comng years, but this
bill would disallow the road and derail the project. Native
allotnment |ands would not be able to be devel oped, he pointed
out; area Natives have awaited these allotnments for decades. He

said, on behalf of the Naknek Village Council, and as a private
citizen, he opposes the bill, as witten.

REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON clarified that the bill is not against
progress in the area.

10: 53: 02 AM

HARRY WASSILY, SR, stated support for the bill, and said Al aska
is the last frontier, with fresh water and clean air. He

expressed concern for the exploration activities, and the damage
that is being suffered by the tundra. The state would do well
to nonitor these activities now, for the damage and runoff waste
that is already occurring. It wll get inside the salnon, crab
and noose he cautioned, rendering them uneatabl e.

10: 57: 07 AM
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JOHN D. NELSON, JR, stated five world classes associated with
Bristol Bay: sockeye salnmon capital of the world, hunting,
sport/comercial fishing, subsistence, and pristine waters. He
reported on the tremendous anounts of water circulated out of
three open pit m nes: Bi ngham Canyon M ne, Kennicott M ne, and
t he Newnmont M ne.

10: 58: 54 AM

BILLY  MAI NES, Menber , Dillingham City Counci | ; Tri bal
Envi ronmental Coordinator, (indisc.) Tribal Council; Vice Chair,
Nushagak Mul chat na Wat ershed Council, provided a rem nder of the
integral relationship between water and life. He specul ated
that if any of the fish, wildlife, or other flora and fauna of
the area, were to testify, they would be in favor of this bill
He advocated for as many restrictions as possible, as a neans
for preserving the area. He reported that he no |onger drinks
the water directly fromthe rivers or |akes, due to devel opnent.
The nutrients that conme from the watersheds, into Bristol Bay,
feeds/maintains a billion dollar ecosystem in the Bering Sea,
whi ch “we seemto be responsible for.”

11: 02: 26 AM

WLLIAM JOHNSON, noting that he is a comercial fisherman and
subsi stence user, stated his support for the concept of HB 134,
and said that it requires anending to include reasonable,

renewabl e resource econom c devel opnent. He reported that for
two years he researched beconming a mner. Foll owi ng the DNR
gui delines and process he was on track to prospect, until he

realized what consequences would occur to the area. There are
20 mines for various types of deposits, throughout the area. He
suggested providing roads and encouraging renewable resource
devel opnent. This type of devel opnent relies on clean water, he
sai d. Further, he opined that the enhanced salnon products
being marketed will provide a continued econony base, and is the
best way to proceed.

11: 05: 53 AM

SAM  FORTI ER, Representative, Alaska Peninsula Corporation

Newhal en Tribal Council; King Salnon Tribe; Twin Hlls Native
Corporation, stated that the four organizations he represents
oppose HB 134. He then related that he has al so been asked to
represent 20 individuals who have were intimdated by a threat
of investigation if they were to speak on HB 134. He
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paraphrased from a prepared statenment, which read as follows
[original punctuation provided]:

| have al so been del egated by the Al aska Federation of
Natives Litigation and Legislative Affairs Committee
to inform you that AFN has recently adopted a
resol uti on opposi ng HB 134.

W are opposed to HB 134 because it wll radically
curtail private water appropriation rights and private
property uses in nost of Bristol Bay.

W are opposed to HB 134 because it will radically and
unconstitutionally change the existing reginme under
Al aska |aw regarding resource use and consunption, so
t hat virtually al | forms of future economc
devel opnment in Bristol Bay w Il be prohibited. I n
addition to not addressing extraordinary situation,
such as drought, that may effect villages and cities,

the bill would effectively prohibit any new water-
intensive industries or business. These inpacts are
not confined to state owned |ands, but wil |
extensively inpact privately held Ilands, including

Nat i ve corporation |ands.

W are opposed to the crimnalization of fornerly
| awful uses of private property by Section 1, part 1

of HB 134. This section prohibits: wi t hdr awi ng,
obstructing, injecting, punping, either tenporarily or
permanently any subsurface or surface water in
dr ai nages supporting sal non or any wat er

hydrologically interrelated or connected to those
drainages in the Nushagak, Kvichak, Naknek, Egegik,

and Ugashi k watersheds. The sweeping prohibition
agai nst previously allowable uses of wat er is
assuredly unconstitutional. Appropriation of water is
guaranteed under Article VIII, Section 13, Al aska

Consti tution.

W are opposed to the bill because virtually all of
the aquifers in the Bristol Bay watershed are
“hydrol ogi cal |y i nt er connect ed or rel ated to”
drai nages. This bill would effect private water wells

and other forns of use, on private |ands.

We are opposed to the bill because it has a profoundly
di sproportionate and adver se ef f ect on Native
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Cor porations, whose mission it is to provide economc
opportunities to their shareholders now and for future
gener ati ons.

W are opposed to the bill because it amunts to a
taking w thout conpensation in violation of Art. VIII,
Section 16, of the Al aska Constitution.

W are opposed to the bill because it directly
interferes with the riparian rights of Surface estate
owners, including the right to beneficial uses of

wat er adjacent to and beneath their properties.

W are opposed to HB 134 because it directly
interferes wth any hydrol ogical based form of
alternate energy. The proposed |anguage forbids any
devel opnent t hat woul d result in punpi ng or
wi t hdrawi ng geot hermal energy sources, such as steam
that is “hydrologically interrelated or connected” to
a sal non stream drai nage would be off-limts.

W are opposed to HB 134, because salnon streans are
al ready protected under existing law, as contained in
Al aska Stat. 16.10.010. HB 134, however, strips other
regul atory agenci es, such as the Departnent of
Envi ronnent al Conservation, from deciding on a case by
case basis, whether to permt or |icense hydroelectric
power, or to permt water use for civic, donestic,
irrigation, manufacturing, mning, “or other purposes
tending to develop the natural resources of the
state,” as allowed under Al aska Stat. 16.10.015.

W are opposed to the bill because it prohibits and
puni shes previously | awful conduct with no fair
war ni ng. The bill is silent on the criteria used to
determ ne such conplicated terns as interrel atedness
and interconnectedness. Nor are any definitions
supplied for either of these terns.

The law will extend to “any portion of a river,
stream |ake, bog, tributary, or any other water body,
including the beds of water bodies, in drainages
supporting sal non. The anbi guous phrase, “otherw se
adversely affecting,” is so broad as to render any use
not permtted under Section 1, even sonething so
mundane as traveling across a swanp on an ATV [all
terrain vehicle], a crimnal act. [t would nost
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assuredly halt any oil and gas or mneral exploration
or devel opnent on Native | ands.

W are opposed to the bill because it is broadly and
patently unfair. The grandfathering of existing
i ndustries and the exclusion of any new industries or
busi nesses would have a significant and negative
i mpact on economic growth and orderly devel opnent in
Bristol Bay, virtually guaranteeing that it wll
remain a captive colony of fishing |odges and fish
processors. In this manner, the bill wuld also
appear to violate every Alaskan’s right to uniform
application of laws and regul ati ons guaranteed under
Art. VIll, Section 17, of the Al aska Constitution.

Locking up the resources on Native lands, as this bill
would do, wll also affect 80,000 Al aska Native
sharehol ders throughout Alaska, 11 other Regiona
Corporations and 200+ village corporations statew de
Those individuals and corporations rely upon resource
revenue sharing under the Alaska Native Cains
Settlenment Act. HB 134's prohibitions will directly
and inalterably inpact BBNC s ability to share
resource revenues.

HB 134 is bad for Bristol Bay, it is bad for Al aska
and it is disastrous for Village corporations.

11:12: 13 AM

REPRESENTATI VE JOHANSEN asked if the <clients involved are
confortable with the current regul atory process. [Inaudible.]

MR. FORTIER replied, absolutely. The process is fair and works,
he opi ned.

REPRESENTATI VE JOHANSEN inquired whether any of the «clients
actively take part in the regulatory process [i naudible].

MR. FORTI ER answered that they do, or he represents them

11:13: 01 AM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON inquired as to the nunber of sharehol ders
M. Fortier is representing.
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MR. FORTIER reported that the Al aska Peninsula Corporation has
over 640 shareholders, Twin Hills Native Corporation has about
70. He is also appearing on behalf of the Al aska Federation of
Natives, which is the representative body for nost of the
state’s Native organizations. Further, he stated that 90
t housand acres of land are held in common by Choggi ung and ot her
Bristol Bay village corporations. This Native land pool was
formed for the express purpose of economc devel opnent,
including mneral, oil, and gas interests.

REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON [ | naudi bl e. ] He referred to Title 16
statute to read the existing penalties for interfering/violating
a sal non spawni ng area; $500.

MR. FORTIER responded that Sec. 030 prohibits wunpermtted
i nterference. He opined that HB 134 would crimnalize
previously |l egal activities.

11:16: 47 AM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX asked if habitat being |ocated within DNR
constitutes a concern.

VR. FORTIER said that the present regulatory schenme is
accept abl e.

11:18: 50 AM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON reiterated that the concept of the bill is
to provide clean water habitat for sal nbon spawni ng, and inquired
if his clients oppose that concept.

MR. FORTIER stated that, if the question is whether his clients

oppose protecting water, the bill goes beyond that scope. He
opined that private property interests are protected under the
state constitution, and he considers the bill to be an attack on

private property owners in the Bristol Bay region.

11: 22: 19 AM

DAN DUNAWAY specified that although he is an alternate nenber of
the Nushagak Fish and Gane Advisory Board; a nenber of the
Bristol Bay Advisory Council; and retired fisheries biologist;
he is speaking on his own behalf. He paraphrased from a
prepared statenent, which read as follows [original punctuation
provi ded] :
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| support HB 134 in its general intent. W nust
protect the water end fish habitat in the Bristol Bay
ar ea. The fish popul ations dependent on pristine
waters of our area are critical to the subsistence
users as well as world renowed to the sport and
commercial fisheries. | believe the Bristol Bay WLD,
NATURALLY PROPAGATED fish adds significantly to the
value and prestige of all A aska s fisheries, Ilike
Cadill ac adds prestige to GM autonobil es. Since 1990
trout managenment has been guided by the South West
Al aska Rai nbow Trout Managenent Plan that specifically
precl udes enhancenent and artificial propagation. A
survey conducted prior to inplenenting the plan found
people don’t cone here to catch hatchery fish, they
want wild natural sal non and trout.

Support for this and other bills cones from a fear
that environmental protections were greatly dimnished
under Governor Mirkowski . As yet Covernor Palin has
refused to restore the Habitat D vision to Fish and
Gane, and allowed the Conm ssioner of DNR to belittle
environmental | y concerned Al askans. W are no |onger
certain the State has the nobst rigorous and effective

environmental standards or the will to enforce them

W acknowl edge this bill needs inprovenent. Changes
to this bill should include provisions for small to
noder at e scal e wat er uses, especially for
environnentally sound conmercial operations such as
the local farmer Mark [Herrmann]. | don’t want to see
smal | environnentally sound economic devel opnent
di scour aged. | also suggest through this bill or by

resurrecting older bills we should make instream flow
reservations for all waters in Bristol Bay prior to
allowing large industrial water use.

| have net a nunber of people who can afford to fish
anywhere in the world who say Bristol Bay is the best,
their favorite place to come world w de. Many nore,
especially European anglers told me - take care of
what you have, protect it, there are fewer and fewer
places like this. This area is a valuable resource as
it is and could becone nore rare than gold in the
future.

11:27:12 AM
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MR. DUNAWAY, responding to a question fromthe committee, stated
that Christopher Estes was the state specialist on instream fl ow

reservations. He related, “It was a really inportant thing
about preserving water rights and instream flow for fish
popul ati ons throughout Al aska, but | understand it’s a very

i nconpl ete process.”

CHAI R SEATON directed attention to the public information table,
and the six-page |legal brief regarding water right issues.

11: 29: 04 AM

CHENI SE NELSON, Student Representative, Dillingham H gh School
stated support for the concept of the bill, on behalf of her
hi gh school . She offered a picture of the traditional use of

the area by the Natives, vs. foreign investors, and asked the
commttee, “Who do you represent?” Considering it a threat to
the fish habitat, she finished, “If the Pebble Mne were to be,
life as we know it would cease to exist.”

11:29: 38 AM

HEI DI ANDREWS, Student Representative, Dillingham H gh School
said that mnes are notoriously harnful to areas, particularly
open pit mnes. She reviewed the use of cyanide, as an
extraction agent, and the environmental threat that it poses.
Tourism and the subsistence life style would be jeopardized by
mning activities.

The commttee took a brief at ease from11:32 a.m to 11:35 a. m

11:35: 35 AM

TERRY HOEFFERLE [The beginning audio was not captured, his
witten testinony is provided in its entirety.] paraphrased from
a prepared statenent, which read as follows [original
punct uation provided]:

| am the fourth son of Henry and Anne Hoefferle, and
was born and raised in the Gogebic Mning District on

the south shore of Lake Superior. For 35 years | have
been a subsistence and sport hunter and fisherman in
Western Al aska. During that tinme | have been a

commerci al fisherman, educator, and bureaucrat.
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In ny testinony today | want to support protection of
wild salnmon and clean water and prohibit threats to
these. In doing so, if tine permts, | intend to:

Encourage conbining HB 134 and SB 67. Ideas in
[t hese] bills are not mutual ly exclusive and
conpl emrent each ot her.

Address problems with Exclusions and Prohibitions in
HB 134, which mght lead to an exhaustive list of
exceptions (needs to be rewitten).

Prohi bitions of: Specific operations that “use or
generate” cyanide, sulfuric acid, or other toxic
reagents. Prohibit large scale industrial and

commerci al use, all others exenpt.

Short com ngs of our nanagenent regine to address these
issues. Put it in ADF&G like SB 67 does, not DNR/ DEC.
DNR is set up to expedite and encourage mning
permts, as though these are the highest and best use
of our resources. Mdre stringent standards.

Speak to the urgency of taking |egislative action now.

| want to express ny concern about proposals to
operate massive mnes in the headwaters of our rivers.
This is an exceptional, fragile environnment which
demands exceptional nmeasures of us to protect it. I
speak in favor of HB 134, or some conbination of 134
wth SB 67 as neasures beyond the current regulatory
regi me that should be enacted.

Mul tinational resource extraction conpanies are not

charitabl e or gani zati ons. As profit maki ng
cor porati ons, law requires of them a fiduciary
responsibility to the bottomline. If the citizens of
Al aska want a mning conpany to do anything that would
di m ni sh its profits, i ncl udi ng often costly
environnmental safeguards, it is their responsibility

to make and enforce |aws dermandi ng those things. Qur
current regulatory regine is woefully inadequate.

We are not tal king about nom and pop gold panning or

pl acer m ning. It is not likely that anyone will see
either a nugget or a flake of gold from the type of
mning operations contenplated  here. The ore
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concentrate carried away fromthe mne site represents
only a tiny fraction of the earth that nust be dug up.
The remainder is waste rock and tailings. Hundreds of

mllions of tons of those tailings will be toxic and
need to be safeguarded forever. Northern Dynasty
M nes (NDM proposes nothing different from | ow grade
nmetallic sulfide mnes that have already fail ed. NDM
sinply proposes a greater scale — to accompdate as
much as 8.2 billion tons of waste.

| have heard two spurious clains repeated by opponents
to HB 134: 1. A mne can be devel oped safely here,
and 2. Al aska has sone of the nobst stringent mning
laws in the world. These are patently false.

The chem cal nature and |location of the rock at the
mne site makes the release of sulfuric acid and toxic
copper into waters a virtual certainty. According to
a recent survey, the governnmental success rate in
permtting, so as to prevent such contam nation, has
been denonstrated to be exceptionally poor - a 93%
failure rate, nationw de. There are reasons for such
di smal results: One of the nobst promnent reasons is
shortcom ngs in public policy.

DNR, faced with a massive failure rate at simlar
m nes around the country, in much nore arid clinates,
is not credible in its claim that its permtting
process will work when others have failed. This is
why it is so inportant for the Legislature to enact
legislation now that conserves the Bristol Bay
dr ai nages and establishes processes and standards that
protect those drainages. Doing so is the only way to
serve the public and protect Alaskan’s interests in
the natural resources that belong to them

There are many (including our Governor) who advocate
letting the permtting process take its course. Thi s
approach presupposes that our permtting process
i ndeed adequately protects those precious resources.
Experience, and a review of applicable |aw shows that
it does not. The permtting process gives Al askans no

say until the decisions are made, by the fox told to
guard the henhouse (paid permtting staff, DEC and DNR
heads who have ties to the industry). Exi sting |aw

and regulatory reginme regarding mning and water are
at a par with oil protocols in place prior to Prudhoe
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Bay and Exxon Val dez. Two pages in Statute. The
current process places the interest of | ar ge
mul ti national corporations above the needs of the
peopl e of Al aska.

This begs the question: “Can the mning conpanies
point to a single simlar open pit mne that did not
significantly pollute water and destroy |and?”

M ning conpanies have clainmed in the press that they
can develop nmega mnes in Bristol Bay w thout hurting
t he environnent. Let’s take them at their word and
add to the permt process the requirenent of
Wsconsin's 1997 Act 171 which demands that any
conpany mning in sulfite bearing rock: provi de
exanples of mning operation in the US. or Canada
that have not resulted in significant environnental
pol | uti on.

The law includes specific qualifying criteria that
must be satisfied in order for the exanple site, or

sites, to be considered. The mning conpany nust
subnmit docunentation from groundwater/surface water
nmonitoring that includes data show ng that: (1) An

exanpl e m ne has been closed for 10 years w thout the
pollution of groundwater or surface water from acid
drainage at the tailings site or at the mne site or
from the release of heavy netals; and (2) An exanple
m ne has operated for 10 years wi thout the pollution
of groundwater or surface water from acid drai nage at
the tailings site or at the mne site or from the
rel ease of heavy netals.

OR nmake the prohibitions in HB 134 nore specific:

1. Pr ohi bi t: a. use or generation of cyanide,
sulfuric acid, or toxic or acidic ore processing or
reagents; b. storage or disposal of industrial waste,
m ning waste rock or overburden, mning processing or
beneficiation products or byproducts, tailings, or
chem cally processed ore or waste, and c. wthdrawal,
appropriation, obstructi on, channel i ng, i njection,
pollution or alteration, on either a tenporary or
permanent basis, any surface or subsurface water
hydrologically interrelated or connected to waters in
the area covered by the bill.
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2. No state agency shall issue a permt or
authorization for prohibited activities or that would
have potential to create acid mne or acid rock

drainage into surface or groundwater. For m ning
sulfide mnerals or ores, both the mning area and
affected area, including all facilities, shall be

reclaimed and renediated to achieve a naturally self-
sustai ning ecosystem appropriate for the area that
does not require long-term or per pet ual care,
including treatnent, and the areas shall be returned
as expeditiously as possible to the ecological
conditions that approxi mate pre-m ning conditions.

3. Any permt, |ease conpatibility determ nation, or
authorization for facilities related to mning sulfide
mnerals or ores in the protection area shall be

subject to a public notice and coment period after
whi ch the agency shall respond to comments in witing
and with scientific or technical justification for the
agency’ s position.

11: 37: 44 AM

CHAI R SEATON requested that he speak to the scale, nodification
of the bills, and [inaudible]. Further, he asked if a per day
wat er use volunme |imt should be consi dered.

VR. HCEFFERLE opined that a prohibition on large scale
i ndustrial/comercial uses, would be in order. Any operation
with upwards of 300 mllion tons of toxic waste, cannot be
conpared with operating a fish hatchery, or a salnon processing
plant. Any operation of a size that could operate on a 160 acre
Native allotnment would be of an allowable scale. The statutes
that govern oil devel opnent and water, are [visually indicated]
t hi ck. Contrast that with the mning and water statutes, which
cover two pages. The laws governing mning water are not
current, and are woefully inadequate, he said.

11:41:47 AM

ANDREW DEVALPI NE, Director, Bristol Bay Coastal Resource Service
Area (BBCRSA), paraphrased from a prepared statenent, which read
as follows [original punctuation provided]:

It is no accident that the very first legislative acts

of the Murkowski admnistration were to rework the
Al aska Coastal Managenent Program [(ACMP)] and to nove
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fish and gane’s habitat division into the Departnent
of Natural Resources. These nopbves were made under the

mantl e of streamining. In the world of coastal
managenment, their effect was to disenfranchise |ocal
districts.

The origi nal ACMP was designed to give Iloca
governnents and districts a way to coment on
development in their regions and to have these
coorments integrated into state and federal law -

districts would have policies that reflected | ocal
priorities, and those policies gave l|ocal conments
| egal heft. That is to say, coments tied to these
policies were backed up by statute and regul ati on.

The Murkowski ACMP elimnated that connection and
pulled the ACMP authorities back into the state
agenci es. Local districts could still coment, but
they would, in effect, have no nore local policies to
base their comments on and, hence, no statutory tie-
in. This is how the Mirkowski adm ni stration
di senfranchi sed the local districts.

Rep. Edgnon’s bill is predicated on the notion that
the watersheds feeding into the Bristol Bay Fisheries
Reserve are inadequately protected. As we went

through the ACWMP revision and the Habitat division
nove, we were assured that the fundanmental statutes
and regulations the agencies work wunder renained
intact and, consequently, environnmental protection was
unconpr om sed.

Wiile this is true to an extent — agency statutes and
regulations are intact - the Habitat division in
particular has |ost the hooks that |ocal policies gave
them to hang their project stipulations on. What
Habitat has to work with henceforth remains to be
seen, in ny experience, but one thing is certain -
| ocal concerns will not be so well represented.

Does this nean Habitat, and the other agencies, are
i nadequate to the task of regulating a Pebble Mne? |

call your attention to the Kuipers Report. This a
systematic, peer-reviewed study that exam nes the
accuracy of Environmental Inpact Statenents witten
for a sanpling of mning operations. The findings
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show that EISs failed to predict water-quality
impacts in a significant percentage of these studies.

The shortcomings boil down to testing for acid-rock
dr ai nage. Bottom line - there is no test that
adequately foretells how different bodies of waste
rock will behave over tine. There are a variety of
tests — collectively called kinetic bench tests — and
all of their shortcomngs involve lack of tinme to

adequately assess how di fferent ores behave.

| have not found any part of the DEC regul ations that
even nention these tests. This is the sort of thing
we would |ike to have policies on. But you know what?
W can’t. The state tells us every area we want to
address with our policies is covered by the various
agencies -- yet the state has nothing on this. So,
no, it does not appear to us that the watershed is
adequat el y protected.

11:46: 27 AM

DEWAYNE JOHNSON stated support for HB 134, because it wll
ensure water for the residents, as opposed to allowing the mne
to prioritize water usage. |If water levels are low, the village
people will not be able to obtain supplies via barge. Fl yi ng
supplies in wuld be cost prohibitive, he opined.

11:47: 24 AM

JOE FAITH said that HB 134 is necessary to protect the water in
Bristol Bay, especially from harnful water diversions, and
pol | uti ons. He rem nded the committee that they are charged
with “regulating the regulators.” Permtting predictions, often
do not match the reality once mning begins. Up to 90 percent
of the current operating mnes, have exceeded water quality
st andar ds. One hole in the permtting process is the lack of
regul ations for mercury em ssions for gold mning; except as a
hazardous pollutant when a single mne exceeds 20 thousand
pounds. He said this could risk having advisories issued for
daily salnon consunption |imts. Mercury em ssion standards
should be required for the entire state, he naintained. Q her
concerns he posed were: Pebble Mne as an experinent, due to it
size and operating conditions; water requirenents for operating
the mne; salnmon runs; volcanic conditions in the area; and the
potential for earthquakes. Additionally, other mnes may be
developed in the area, requiring nore water. He |ikened the
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subsi stence resources to a nei ghborhood grocery store, and said,
“You woul dn’t want sonebody to go to your store and threaten it
with cyanide and sulfuric acid.” Water is the source of life
and needs to be protected by this bill, and he requested it be
passed with the appropriate anendnents.

11:50: 52 AM

BOBBY ANDREW  Spokesnan, Nunanta  Aul ukestai, prai sed the
commttee for journeying to the region, and encouraged them to
do the sanme throughout the state, when other regions stand to be
impacted by simlarly inportant |egislation. He pointed out the
village resolutions that have been passed to oppose the Pebble

M ne. The effects of mneral developnent will be evident in the
water quality, as well as the air, and |and. Water, as the
source of |Ilife, is fundanental for the health of the areas

renewabl e resources, and the residents who depend upon them He
called for all of the watersheds of the area to be protected, as
spawni ng grounds for the anadronpbus and non anadronous fish.

The subsistence life style has sustained the people of the
regi on, who consider thenselves “rich in many ways.” Many have
chosen to lead a western culture based life, and many live
between that and their traditional culture. The village

corporation | eaders have the responsibility to protect the |and,
as they were selected for their ability to sustain renewable
resources, as well as future econonic devel opment purposes. He
stated support for the anendnment proposed by Ralph Andersen
[sane day testinony taken at 10:18:00]. He acknow edged t hat
some villages passed resolutions in support of the original HB
134. Finally, he offered to be a facilitator for commttee
menbers interested in visiting any of the villages.

11: 57: 05 AM

PATRICI A TREYDTE, as a commercial fisher and subsistence user,
stated that the Pebble Mne could only be detrinmental to the
ar ea. She cautioned that the bill is broad, and in need of
anmendnent s. The individual exceptions pose a problem she
opi ned, stating that private property rights are extrenely
i nportant whether they effect individuals, Native corporations,

or Native allotnents. However, those rights nust be bal anced
with protecting the resources, as the resources belong to
everyone; everyone depends on them |Inposing restrictions based

on the scale of the project may be the best approach, vs.
i ndi vi dual exceptions which could cause uni ntended consequences.

12: 01: 28 PM
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ALICE RUBY, Mayor, City of D llingham stated that the city
supports HB 134 in its concept and intent. She paraphrased from
a prepared statenent, which read as follows [original
punct uation provided]:

My nane is Alice Ruby and | am speaking to you now as
the Mayor of the Gty of D llingham Wl cone to
Di | I'i ngham agai n. Thank you for comng here and
allowing us to speak to you in person.

W understand that you flew over the Nushagak and
Kvi chak drai nages during the past couple of days. So
you are sonewhat famliar with the geography of our
area. The water body that flows past our conmunity is
the nmouth of the Nushagak River — the Mil chatna River
flowfs] into the Nushagak and literally past our front
door .

Dillingham is a first class city. W are |ocated
outside of the Lake and Pen Borough boundaries and we
are a part of the unorganized borough. Qur rmuni ci pa
boundaries extend about 11 miles north and about 6
mles west. They generally follow the shores of the
Nushagak and Wod Ri vers.

W have about a $10 nmillion annual municipal budget
O that, about $5 mllion is the School district and
$5 mllion is city operations. Qur city contributed

$1.3 million to the Gty school district for FY 08 -
that is an increase from about $1.1 in FYO7 and $1.2
in FYO6 — please note that our school contribution is
al nost twice what is required by |aw

W are a pernmanent popul ation of about 2500 people.
But at any tinme you will see hundreds and sonetines
t housands nore people noving through our comunity.
During the summer nonths, hundreds of people flow

t hr ough for commer ci al fishing - fishernmen,
crewrenbers, processing |labor force and the fishing
support industry. Fortunate or unfortunate, a |arge

percentage of those people are from outside of our
region — fromaround the state and around the nati on.

W are a transition and transportation hub for the

Togiak National WIldlife refuge, the Wod Tikchik
State Park and the Nushagak/ Mul chatna Watershed
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During the spring, sumer and fall, we see hundreds of
people flow through our community in route to the 50#
| odges and dozens of tenporary sport fishing and
hunting canps in those areas. A client will pay from
a few hundred to over $5,6000 per week to visit one of
t hose sites.

We support our city through a 13 m Il property tax, a
6 percent sales tax, a 10 percent bed & alcohol tax
and a variety of wuser fees via our dock, harbor,

landfill, water & sewer and ot hers.

In about 2 nonths our voters will be presented with a
proposi tion for a $15 mllion G O [ Gener al
bl igation] Bond to renovate our schools. W expect

to take advantage of the state's debt reinbursenent
program and we expect to be able to repay the bond by
hol ding tight to our current |evel of service.

We choose to tax ourselves fairly heavily; especially
relative to other comunities within our region. W
do so because we want to maintain and grow our
infrastructure and ultimately the comunity that we
have.

It’s no secret to any resident in our conmmunity that
we’'re struggling. W are an econony in recovery. Qur
cost of living is high from everyday groceries to our
energy.

Qur econony and ultimately the comrunity’s tax base
are critically dependent upon our renewable resources
— that is our fish, gane and the habitat that sustains
us. Whether it is comrercial fishing, comercial
recreation, private recreation, or subsi stence
activities. W choose to grow our econony based on
the resources that surround us - we have chosen to
make an effort to enhance our fishing industry and our
recreational industry.

Anything that happens in the headwaters of the
Nushagak/ Mul chatna Rivers wll have an affect on our
comunity. It will affect our social as well as our
econom c well being and our future. That is why the
Cty of DIllingham has taken a position of “Fish
First”. Any activity that threatens the water quality
of the river is of great concern to our comunity. W
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must protect those renewable resources and we nust
protect the river that feeds us.

HB 134 represents the protections that are needed for
the river bodies that feed our conmmunity and the
econony that we are continuing to try to grow. W
strongly urge your support.

| listened with interest to sonme of the suggestions

for nmodifying the bill. W agree that there is
probably room for some nodifications to the bill. The
exenptions could be broadened to include community
devel opnent . Though the council hasn’ t gi ven
direction, | believe that the suggestion that the
prohibited activities could be based on size or
magni t ude has some potential for clarifying. | don’'t

believe the council would support exclusion of |and by
ownership status because it is the water colunn that
is being addressed. Al |ands whether federal, state,
private, or trust lands (such as allotnents) should be
consi dered; otherw se excluding parcels in a patchwork
pattern woul d probably defeat the purpose of the bill.

12:04:17 PM

DOROTHY B. LARSON said that although she is an adm nistrator for
the Curyung Tribal Council and vice-president of Curyung Limted
Corporation, she related that the Curyung Tribal Counci

supports HB 134, pending nodification. She pointed out that the
intent, although dealing with water usage, extends to protect
all of the habitat/environnment in the region; perhaps state and

wor | dwi de. Monetary value is placed on econom c devel opnent
however, a mnonetary value should also be attached to the
subsi stence factor of the renewable resources. Thi s inherent

value may be difficult to ascertain, but she reported that for
her famly it would anmobunt to approxi mately $27,000; considering
what they would have to purchase if they could not consune
sal non, noose, caribou, duck, geese, berries, and other natura
resources. She stipulated that this figure should be considered
conservative, and explained how she arrived at the total. These
“backyard” resources are all dependent on water and a quality
habi t at . Extrapolating this figure to enconpass the 800
Di | li ngham households, and the sub regional residents, the
figure is over $21 mllion dollars annually. The inherent val ue
cannot be priced, she opined. The state should take a stand on
protection over devel opnent. She stated that she is not against
devel opnment, however, sone opportunities are nore feasible in

HOUSE FSH COWM TTEE -47- Sept enber 26, 2007



light of the harm and adverse effects that they could cause to
t he environment.

12: 09: 26 PM

GECRCE WLSON, JR., introduced hinself as a commercial fisherman
and subsistence user. He stated support for the bill, wth
nodi fication to allow fish processors to expand, and other dock
construction to occur. Addi tionally, he suggested that private

and Native |and should be exenpt for small comrercial business.
I ndustrial scale devel opnent should not be all owed, he opined.

12:11:22 PM

ANNA NI ELSEN, Elder, as an elder, she related a story, from her
youth, of the reindeer herders, who would visit her honme village
of Nushagak once a year to slaughter several hundred deer. The

early fishing operations of the area were also related. She
pointed out that the comon thread was the care of the |and

These groups would always |eave a “clean canp,” she said,
because of their concern for the environnent. She opined that

people do not take the sanme |level of care today. The animals
must be cared for, via a clean habitat, and she expressed
concern for the detrinental effects, and what would be |left
behi nd, should a | arge scale m ne begin operations.

12:18: 08 PM

RUSSELL NELSON paraphrased from a prepared statenent, which read
as follows [original punctuation provided]:

| believe that the Bristol Bay watershed needs
protection for the sake of our salnmon econony and
lifestyle. My biggest fear is we wuld trade a |ong
term renewabl e econonmy for a short term non-renewabl e
econony that has the potential of destroying not only
t he sal non popul ations that this community depends on,

but also the tourism that has been built up here over
t he past several decades.

The only concern that | have with this bill is, that |
would like to nmake sure that we can still continue to
devel op gravel pits, rock quarries, roads, and power
lines between the villages and towns as necessary when
the people in the communities of Bristol Bay require
t hem
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While you are here | hope you will take time to |ook
at our schools and keep in mnd that Research shows a
Facility condition nmay have a stronger effect on
student performance than the influences of famly
background, socioecononm c status, school attendance,
and behavi or conbi ned. Wl |l designed facilities send
a powerful message to kids about the inportance a
community places on educati on.

12:20: 07 PM

RI CK TENNYSON, Land Manager, Choggiung Linmted, paraphrased from
a prepared statenent, which read as follows [original
punct uati on provided]:

Choggiung Limted Village Corporation represents the
villages of Dillingham Ekuk, and Portage Creek wth
over 1700 shareholders nost residing in the Bristol
Bay region, and is owner of about 350,000 acres of

| and. Choggi ung opposes the devel opnent of open pit
mning in Bristol Bay region; therefore, we support
house bill 134 in its existing version or a simlar
versi on.

Choggi ung’s M ssion Statenent:

Choggiung’s mission is to be a profitable corporation
ensuring current and future sharehol der benefits, as
we protect our Jland, and respect our people and
heri t age.

As with many Al askan locations Bristol Bay is unique
Bristol Bay' s unique is our abundance of wld sal non
Bristol Bay hosts the world s |argest sockeye sal non

run. These salnon along with many species of trout
thrive in our naturally pristine waters. Peopl e from
all over the world conme to enjoy our pristine

environnment, but they leave the land and water as they
found it, pristine.

These natal pristine waters provide nourishment to our
mammal s, fish, plants, and berries. Al'l of which are
vital to our subsistence way of |ife.

These waters not only provide for our subsistence
needs, but our economc needs as well. The conbi ned
commercial value of salnon, halibut, and herring
totaled over $100 million in 2005. This industry has
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been our economic engine for nore then the past
century. Each year this industry |eaves the |and and
water as they found it, pristine.

Qpen pit mning wll forever change the regional
denographics of our land and water. This wll affect
our subsi stence and econonmic lifestyle of Bristol Bay.

W the local residents, down stream of an open pit

mne will receive little or no econom c benefits from
an open pit mne, but we will be the one receiving the
blunt of the affects of an open pit mne. These

affects could be subtle, such as mne enployees
conpeting for our subsistence foods or as catastrophic
as injecting toxic waste in to our aquifer. Thi s
would kill our manmals, fish, plants, and berries
totally destroying our subsistence way of [life,
leaving the residents down stream wth absolutely
not hi ng.

Choggiung Limted shareholders voted at its 2006
Annual Sharehol der neeting at a ratio of three to one
to oppose open pit mning in the Bristol Bay region.

Choggi ung Limted Vil l age Cor por ati on strongly
supports econoni ¢ devel opnent and the creation of jobs

in Bristol Bay but is unwilling to conpronise its
| ongstanding relationship with our land, water, and
traditional |ifestyle. Any econom c benefits an open

pit mne may offer in the Bristol Bay region is not
worth risking our subsistence way of |ife.

12: 23: 09 PM

REPRESENTATI VE NEUVAN [ | naudi bl e. ]

MR. TENNYSON responded that Choggiung is in partnership with the
Bri st ol Bay Native Corporation (BBNC), operating a rock
quarry/ gravel business. Additionally there have: | and | eases
along the Nushagak and Milchatna Rivers; comercial fishing
interests; and commercial and residential rental units in town.

12:24: 20 PM

ROBERT HEYANO noted that he is a comercial fisherman and
subsi stence user. He stated that he supports the concept of HB
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134, and paraphrased from a prepared statenment, which read as
follows [original punctuation provided]:

| support the concept of HB 134 for the followng
reasons:

1) Cean water and fish habitat are essential for
mai ntaining the fish resources of Bristol Bay. Under
Federal nmanagenent and before enactnent of the 200
mle limt the Bristol Bay salnon returns experienced
periods of very low |evels. Through conservative
managenment and because of the fact that the water and
fish habitat were pristine and undi sturbed the sal non
resources rebounded to all tine high levels wthout
the aid of a single hatchery.

2) I believe the actions taken by the past
adm nistration, noving habitat from Fish and Gane to
DNR, the loss of senior experienced managenent the
nove created within habitat division, changes to the
Al aska Coastal Resource Managenent program reducing
their effectiveness on habitat protection, and
allowing mixing zones in salnobn spawning streans has
weaken the protection of fish and their habitat
through the permtting process. Protecting clean
wat er through legislation such as HB 134 would place
it in statute and prevent further admnistrations from
changing it by EO

3) The Al aska Board of Fisheries after their Decenber
Bristol Bay neeting gathered additional information
and concluded at their March 2007 neeting that there
are not sufficient habitat protections in place for
the Bristol Bay fishery.

4) The image of Alaska with its clean and pristine
waters sells Alaska produced seafood products.
Approximately 2 years ago Bristol Bay drift gillnet
permt holders established the second RSDA in the
State of Alaska and voted in support of a 1% self
assessnment tax to fund the RSDA, The prinmary goal for
the RSDA is to increase the value of the fish to the
harvester. Wth all the publicity and attention that
the Northern Dynasty m neral deposit has generated, ny
concern is that wthout additional protections for
assurance of clean water the mning activity would
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have a serious negative inpact to the primry goal of
t he RSDA.

5) The val ue and uni queness of the sal non and resident
species of fish resources in this area require
additional protections such as what HB 134 would
provi de.

12: 28: 11 PM

HIALMAR COLSQON, Chairman/ Chief Executive Oficer, Bristol Bay
Native Corporation; Menber, Board of the Al aska Federation of
Natives (AFN); Menber , Nushagak Fish and Gane Advisory
Commttee; stated that earlier testinony of the AFN Board taking
a stance on this bill, should be considered erroneous. Wen the
board convenes in Fairbanks, in the next nonth, the issue may be
on the agenda, however, he reported AFN generally takes
positions on statewi de issues only, not regional issues of this

t ype.
12: 30: 09 PM

RACHEL MJI R paraphrased from a prepared statenent, which read as
follows [original punctuation provided]:

| have only lived in Dillingham for fifteen years, but
living in a place pristine enough to support wld
sal non habitat is an honor and, globally, is becom ng

a rare privilege. | support neasures such as House
Bill 134 to restore protection of the watershed of
Bri stol Bay.

12: 30: 46 PM

M KE DAVIS recalled the effort that was expended on hearings, in
the 1970’s, to appropriately address regulatory neasures for the
i mpendi ng oil devel opnent. He suggested that an eco system w ||
be inpacted, by the proposed [Pebble Mne], and opined that
exi sting regulations do not address the protection of an entire
eco system The l|egislature should take up the task of ensuring
this type of regulation, he suggested. He requested that the
commttee nodify and support this legislation, as it is a “step
in the right direction.”

12: 32: 35 PM

RI CK HALFORD stated support for the concept of HB 134, and said:
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There’s a lesson in this bill for all of us. You
know, M. Edgnon started out with a draft request to
Legislative Legal; probably to build a rifle to shoot

a noose 250 yards away. ... The lawers ... went al
through this, in every direction, and sent him back a
shotgun, and the noose is still 250 yards away. And

we’'re spending all of our tinme arguing about where the
stray pellets go. The bottomline is the Pebble M ne.
It’s hard to avoid getting back to that, because it’s
mega projects we’'re tal king about not little projects.

MR. HALFORD continued, handing out a visual page to the
commttee, indicating the scope of the Pebble M ne. He
underscored that it is the largest project of its kind in the
wor | d. He synpathized with the situation that the commttee is
faced wth: the largest salnmon run on earth, and a this nega
project that sits in a saddle between the two drainages that
feed that fishery. Corporations are not allowed to have a
consci ence, because it’'s an econom c instrunent, he pointed out.
He explained contribution restrictions that govern corporations,
as such contributions are inherently used to sway decisions.
The only way in which a corporation is allowed to contribute
funds is if it is intended to create a better environnment for
their work, and, eventually, to lead to a better bottomIline for
their stock holders. He went on:

That neans leave less in Alaska;, take nmore from
Al aska. Article 8, of the constitution, Sec. 13 tal ks

about water rights. ... It finishes wth: “wat er
rights are subject to the general reservation of fish
and wldlife.” That’s after everything else, and

applies to everything else. Now, what reservation is
there for the Upper Talarik GCreek fish when his

spawning bed ... is at the bottom of a two thousand
foot deep hole that's three mles w de. Sonmehow you
have to figure out what to do with that. | don’t know

that you will be able to deal with it in this bill.
Again, it’s becone a shotgun, it needs to be a rifle.
It needs to exenpt all of the small things that we're
too worried about and deal with the nmega projects that
we are worried about. But one of the things that you
hear ... is let the permtting process work. ... That
sounds good. But be worried that that’s code for “let
us get far enough that we establish court enforceable
rights, that we can then sue you for, and you can
never afford to stop us.” ... At the very |east, anend
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the m neral leasing act to say that no court
enforceable rights accrue until after the permts are
actual ly issued.

12: 38: 17 PM

REPRESENTATI VE ROSES recalled when M. Halford, a former
| egislator, represented his district. [Inaudible.]

MR. HALFORD responded, “I’m afraid | have. Again the magnitude
is unbelievable.” He likened it to the Prudhoe Bay devel opnent,
and speculated that it will spawn a nunber of organizations to
take up the issue. It's bigger than ANWR, or the gas line, it
is the biggest issue on the horizon for the state, he opined.
The values on both sides are astronomcal and set up “the
perfect stornmi for a discussion between renewable and non-
renewabl e resources. He predicted the battle will ensue for
sonme time to cone.

12: 39: 49 PM

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON clarified the anendnent that he suggested
be made to the bill: di sall owing enforceable rights to accrue
until after the permts are issued.

MR. HALFORD cautioned against allowing the permtting process to
proceed, expecting that the project could be disallowed via that
process. The investnent that the corporation establishes,
through that process, entitles them to property rights, which
can be litigated. At that point, the state would not be able to
afford to stop the devel opnent, despite the dangers to the other
resources. A $50 billion lawsuit woul d have to go unchal | enged.
To avoid a legal trap, this point needs to be clarified by
Legi sl ative Legal, and included in the bill.

12:41: 05 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX asked about the permtting process and the
| ocation of the O fice of Habitat [inaudible].

MR. HALFORD responded that at some point you have to have an
investnment climate that operates. The exploration aspect can be
econonmic for the region, even if the long term project is not
supported; a conflict that needs to be avoi ded.

12:42: 30 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE ROSES recalled that when M. Halford was a
legislator there was legislation that addressed watersheds.
[ 1 naudi bl e. ]

MR. HALFORD said that years ago he opposed |egislation that he
wi shed he had not. The legislation anplified the aforenmentioned
section and discussed inflow stream reservations for salnon. He
referred again to Article 8, Sec. 13, to enphasize the point he
made earlier for reservation of habitat. Further, he stressed
that the size of this mneral project is unparalleled.

12:44: 40 PM

THOVAS Tl LDEN, Menber , Choggi ung Tri be; Representati ve,
Choggiung Limted; on behalf of the Choggiung Tribe and
Choggiung Limted, stated support for the concept of HB 134, and
said the tribe would be wlling to work with the conmttee on
appropriate nodifications. He recalled the formation of the
Conprehensive Bristol Bay Plan in 1982. At that tine, the
Native interests focused on protection of the salnon habitat,
i ncluding the extensive watershed. The concern was subnitted to
be included in the conprehensive plan and was overruled by the
mning industry and the state. He said, “It seens as though ..

the State of Alaska is sonmething that we are fighting with.”
This fight extends to the Coastal Zone Managenent Pl an, and the
i ssuance of water permts. He pointed out that the fisheries of
Bristol Bay belong not only to Alaska, but to the nation, as
peopl e cone from around the nation to fish, or work during the

season. He expanded the scope to the international arena,
considering the exportation of the fish products to the globa
mar ket . Further, he stated, “What we are working with here is
an 1872 law.” At that tinme the gold was visible in the ore, but

today the nmethod does not require visual evidence. The gold is
extracted utilizing cyanide, and other caustic chemcals that
are harnful in the environnent. Wen his father canme to Al aska,
he recounted, he cane as a gold mner. After several seasons of
m ning, he discovered his gold in the renewabl e resources of the
region. He finished:

That’s what we find, here in Bristol Bay, is we have
found our gold. And our gold is about ready to be
trashed. You don’t plant a cabbage field, and throw a

herd of cattle in it, and expect to eat cabbage

afterwards; it’s not going to be there. I[t’s just
like putting a mne ... at the head of the watershed
of our salnon streans. One of them is going to go.
You're going to either eat beef or salnon. But |
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doubt very much you're going to be eating any sal non

because | think you re going to have to find a way to
eat gol d. And we don't want to eat gold. ... To
thrive the way that we thrive we need to continue to
live the way that we live. ... W know that this
particular bill is not perfect, but we Ilove the
i ntent. W want to continue to live our lifestyle,
and we depend on you to protect us, and watch over us,
by doing what is right; nmaking the changes so that
this bill is doable for all of us.

12:49: 20 PM

ULU TILDEN said, follow ng college, she chose to return to her
chi | dhood horme of Dillingham to live and work as a biologist
She related that this sumrer she obtained a job coordinating six
interns, sone of which entered the situation unsure of their
education but left wanting to be biologists. The aforenentioned
is just one exanple, she said, of ways that the young peopl e of
the area can find work. She opined that there are other avenues
to diversify the local econony wi thout turning to something as
high risk as a mne. M. Tilden informed the conmttee that she
is a finalist for the Al aska Marketplace Anard with the hope to
start an organic farm if she is funded. Al t hough she
characterized the spirit of HB 134 as good, she expressed the
need for nodifications to the legislation in order to allow
smal l er renewabl e devel opnent. She pledged her support for
protecting the watersheds from high risk devel opnment for future
generati ons.

12: 50: 49 PM

KAREN MCCAMBLY related that |ast year she testified before the
Board of Fisheries as a comercial [fisher] and subsistence
user. She said that her thoughts have not changed. As a nother
and youth advocate of Dillingham M. MCanbly said that she is
present today for the children because what is done today wll

be of consequence of [their] future and livelihood. The
decisions that will be made will make or break the residents of
t he region. She then paraphrased from a prepared statenent,

which read as follows [original punctuation provided]:

W rnmust first protect our water quality by not
allowwng the Pebble Mne to be developed in this
regi on. Earlier in the year, Northern Dynasty M nes
sent out sone representatives to “infornmi the people
of this region about their plans. Their presentation
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was nediocre, their answers vague, and their concern
for us was none existent. Afterward it was clear that
they were not out here for us, they were here because
it was good for their PR [public relations]. My
question for themis how nmuch noney is enough, so that
they can sleep at night, after telling us that
everything is going to be OK Luckily, ladies and
gentlemen of the legislature, you have the power to
put us at ease. ... | am asking that when you

wite HB 134, that you please renmenber us. Renenber
the people who took tine away from their |jobs,
remenber the students who took time away from their
cl ass, renmenber everyone who stood before you, because
they felt that it was inportant to share with you
their feelings, their thoughts, and the anxiety of the

project that is before us. ... Thank you for acting on
what is in the best interest of the people. Al | ask
is that you ... do for wus what we cannot do for

ourselves. You are the voice of the people.

12:53: 42 PM

STEVE WASSILY, JR, introduced hinself as a generationa
commercial fisherman living a subsistence lifestyle. There are
few jobs in the wvillages, nmaking subsistence crucial. He

related his opposition to the Pebble Mne as he feared for what
the Pebble Mne wuld do to the region's environnent, and
subsi stence |ifestyle.

12:56: 51 PM

MARI AN SMALL suggested that part of Al aska National |Interest
Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) should have addressed the
protection of the water, Native livelihoods, and Native culture.
She sai d:

Every raindrop that falls down, goes down into our

| and, and our creeks, and to our bodies. There’s no
job in this world that’s going to support our famlies
forever. Every raindrop is needed in order for our

Native culture, and lifestyle to survive.

12:58: 17 PM

STAN SMALL, speaking as a comercial fisherman, recalled
di scussion from a Board of Fisheries neeting in which the Pebble
M ne nentioned the possibility of using an earthen dam After
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| ooking into the use of an earthen dam M. Small related that
he discovered an earthen dam that failed in Idaho, creating
casualties. Pebble Mne is proposing an earthen dam and should

it fail, it would be toxic water cascading forth and destroying
the environnent. He offered support for the bill, but needs
sonme worKk.
1: 00: 18 PM

HELEN CYTHLOOK paraphrased from a prepared statenent, which read
as follows [original punctuation provided]:

| am representing myself, but do have some comments
for the Qayassiqg Walrus Commssion (QAC) and the
Bristol Bay Marine Mammal Council (BBMMC) | work for.

Al though what | say does not currently reflect what
their stance on this HB 134 Bill 1is.

| am an Al eknagi k Traditional Council nmenber. | have
coomercially fished all nmy life ‘til recently sone
per sonal health problens have prevented ne from
participating in the seasonal fishery. Al t hough, |

along with the majority of the Bristol Bay and the
Al aska Peninsula heavily rely on our year-round
traditional activities of harvesting and gathering for
our food resources which include mainly in the
Nushagak area salnon, or ‘sayaq, nega” in the Yupik
Eski mo | anguage. Qur late father, Tom Chythl ook,
taught us to practice our traditional way of life,
which includes Native traditional values/custons of
treating the land, the seas, the water, and the air we
breathe in with utnost respect, like walking into a
church wth reference. One, because the lands, the
earth, and the environments our traditional Native
ancestor’s or ciurllags walked on are sacred
traditional areas where they used to |live on. Wthout
pure water, the marine and fresh water food resources
will die because they wll stop being nourished by
water to grow, produce, and give thenselves to us to
sustain us. W need to continue to protect our | ands,
the lakes, the rivers, and the ocean ecosystem we
gather and harvest our traditional food resources.
Pl ease reference the attached 2 docunents | supplied
for you, a letter to Governor Sarah Palin, dated March
13, 2007, and a neno dated August 22, 2007, of sone of
the concerns of the QAC | work for - #1. The QAC
Conmi ssioners would like to be involved wth any
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envi ronnment al i ssues t hat wil | af f ect their
traditional way of Ilife including - having agencies
work with them in conducting water quality test
monitoring of the comrercial herring/salnon gillnet
fishery waters of Togiak, Nushagak, Naknek, Kvichak,
Egegi k, and Ugashik Districts to establish a baseline.
Please refer to attached correspondence for further

details. | support Representative Edgnon’s draft
working bill, HB 134, as long as our traditional way
of Iife wll continue to be protected wth no

restrictions, and to continue to give us the freedom
to gather and harvest our salnon, nmarine mamals,
noose, and caribou, herring, herring roe, clans, water
foul, bird eggs, nedicinal and edible berries in pure
air, pure water, and a pure environnent for
generations to cone.

1:03:52 PM

PETER CHRI STOPHER, SR., related the wde area in which he
commercial fishes and subsists wthin. He then related his
support of HB 134, although he expressed the need for sone
revi si ons. He stressed the inportance of protecting the

wat ersheds of the area for the health of the fisheries, and
i ncl uded concern for the health of the ganme animals in the area.
He reported visiting mnes in Nevada, Fairbanks, and None,
stating that he was not inpressed with any of them He
described the river near None, where the mne has closed,
| eaving the river polluted with an orange tinge, and juvenile
fish that are deforned. Al so, the npose in the area have blue
livers, and the feathers of the cranes are not Intact. “1t
scares ne,” he said.

1: 10: 21 PM
MARG E NELSON said that the watershed is the lifeline to the

Bristol Bay people and communiti es. “Wthout the health in our
wat er shed, what will we have?” she asked, and conti nued:

Water effects every part of our life. ... Witer is
essential for our survival. Water is a cycle, it
effects our whole environnent. I want ny health, |
want ny clean water, and | also want to keep our

sal nron wi | d.

1:12: 23 PM
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JODY SEITZ stated support for the intent of HB 134. As a
researcher for ADF&G 18 years ago, she wal ked the length of
vari ous aspects of the watershed. She related her opposition to
Pebbl e M ne. She opined on the sensitivity to sal non regarding
changes in their habitat, then clarified the necessity for
i ndependent sci ence and appropriately supported,
unbi ased/ unfettered scientists to prevail on the issue.

1:14: 45 PM

KEVIN JENSEN noted that although he is a nenber of Pedro Bay
Village Council; director of the Pedro Bay Corporation; and an
enpl oyee of the formerly known as Northern Dynasty Mnes, he is
speaking on his own behalf. He stated that information
regarding Pedro Bay may have been reported erroneously to the
conmmittee regarding the geology of the area. Pedro Bay is
surrounded by wetlands, and does not sit on bedrock, as
nment i oned. The bill would effect devel opnent plans that this

village has in place, including a deep water port and bridges
He noted his opposition to HB 134, adding that there could have
been changes nmade to [the law] that's already in place.

1:17: 15 PM

CHAI R SEATON t hanked everyone for their participation.

[ HB 134 was hel d over.]

1:17: 52 PM

ADJ QURNIVENT

There being no further business before the conmttee, the House

Special Conmmttee on Fisheries neeting was adjourned at 1:18
p. m
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