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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE 

REPRESENTATIVE ANDY JOSEPHSON 

Sponsor Statement 

House Bill 119: Bristol Bay Fisheries Act 

House Bill 119 aims to further protect Bristol Bay against the impacts of a large-scale, metallic 
sulfide mine located in the watershed of the Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve (BBFR). 

Bristol Bay boasts the largest sockeye salmon runs on earth and the fisheries targeting those 
stocks are major economic drivers for the economies in Alaska, Washington and Oregon. Last 
November, Alaskans clearly expressed their interest in protecting their prized salmon resource 
by passing Ballot Measure 4, requiring the legislature to approve any large-scale metallic sulfide 
mine in the BBFR. 

HB 119 goes a step beyond the voter initiative, by requiring the Commissioners of the 
Departments of Natural Resource, Environmental Conservation and Fish and Game, to make 

independent determinations that an applicant has proven, beyond a reasonable doubt, that a 
proposed mine would not constitute a danger to the fisheries. 

Protecting the waters and wild salmon of the BBFR is of paramount importance to maintaining 
the region's fisheries, economic benefits, cultural heritage, and unique wild salmon resources. 

I invite you to discuss this issue with me further and urge you to support this legislation. 

State Capitol - Juneau, Alaska 99801 - (907) 465-4939 - 1(800) 465-4939 - Fax (907) 465-2418 
Rep.Andy.Josephson@akleg.gov - Facebook.com/ RepAndyJosephson -Twitter.com/ RepAndyJ 



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE 

REPRESENTATIVE ANDY JOSEPHSON 

Sectional Analysis 

Section 1: Requires development ofregulations concerning legislative approval. Defines the 
meaning of "fisheries" and "permits and authorization". 

Section 2: New subsection requires the commissioners of the Department of Fish and Game, 
Department of Environmental Conservation, and Department of Natural Resources to make 
independent determinations that any large-scale metallic sulfide mining will pose no danger to 
the fisheries. 

Section 3: Adds immediate effective date. 

State Capitol - Juneau, Alaska 99801 - (907) 465-4939 - 1(800) 465-4939 - Fax (907) 465-2418 
Rep.Andy.Josephson@akleg.gov - Facebook.com/RepAndyJosephson - Twitter.com/RepAndyJ 



Fiscal Note 
State of Alaska 

2015 Legislative Session 

Identifier: 

Title: 

HB119-DEC-WQ-03-27-15 

LEG. APPROVAL OF BRISTOL BAY SULFIDE 

MINE 

Sponsor: JOSEPHSON 

Requester: House Fisheries Commmittee 

Expenditures/Revenues 

Bill Version: 

Fiscal Note Number: 

() Publish Date: 

HB 119 

Department: Department of Environmental Conservation 

Appropriation: Water 

Allocation: Water Quality 

0MB Component Number: 2062 

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below. (Thousands of Dollars) 
Included in 

FY2016 Governor's 
Appropriation FY2016 Out-Year Cost Estimates 

OPERATING EXPENDITURES 
Personal Services 
Travel 
Services 
Commodities 
Capital Outlay 
Grants & Benefits 
Miscellaneous 
Total Operating 

Fund Source (Operating Only) 
1004 Gen Fund 
Total 

Positions I F,11-time 
Part-time 
Temporary 

I Change in Revenues 

Requested 
FY 2016 

0.0 

0.0 

Request 
FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 

200.0 45.0 45.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0 200.0 45.0 45.0 

200.0 45.0 45.0 
0.0 0.0 0.0 200.0 45.0 45.0 

Estimated SUPPLEMENTAL (FY2015) cost: 0.0 (separate supplemental appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

Estimated CAPITAL (FY2016) cost: 0.0 (separate capital appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

ASSOCIATED REGULATIONS 
Does the bill direct, or will the bill result in, regulation changes adopted by your agency? No 
If yes, by what date are the regulations to be adopted, amended or repealed? 

Why this fiscal note differs from previous version: 
I Not applicable, initial version. 

Prepared By: Michelle Hale, Director Phone: 
Division: 

-W-at-er _______ ___ ________________ Date: 

Approved By: _A_li_ce_E_dw_a_r_ds-'-,_D_e-'--pu_t-'--y_C_o_m_m_is_s_io_ne_r ________________ Date: 
Agency: Department of Environmental Conservation 

Printed 3/30/2015 Page 1 of 2 

(907)465-5135 
03/27/2015 01 :20 PM 
03/27/2015 

Control Code: dUlqk 



FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS 

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB119 ----------2015 LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Analysis 

The bill requires that the Department of Environmental Conservation Commissioner make an independent determination 
that an applicant for metallic sulfide mining operation located within the watershed of the Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve has 
proven beyond a reasonable doubt that the operation will not constitute a danger to the fisheries. 

In order to assist the Commissioner in making the independent determination, the Department requires contractual support 
in the form of technical assistance and legal counsel in reviewing the numerous permits from multiple state and federal 
agencies. Each time a permit is issued or significantly modified, a new independent determination will need to be made. For 
a large mine project that would disturb 640 or more acres of land, as described in existing statute at AS 38.05.142 (c), it is 
expected that routine, ongoing permit modification and reissuance would result in an annual review. 

Costs are based upon issuance costs for Alaska Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (APDES) and Waste Management 

Plans for large mines. The analysis and determinations used in the issuance of these permits is similar to the analysis and 
determinations that will be required for the independent determination. 

Contractual costs include technical assistance ($125,000 in the first year) and legal counsel ($75,000 in the first year). 
Project start-up date is not known. The Department is assuming that costs would begin in FY19, though this is uncertain. 

For years beyond the first independent determination, costs are expected to be reduced given that many of the permits and 
authorizations will already have been reviewed. Costs for FY20 and beyond are expected to be $25,000 for technical 
assistance and $20,000 for legal counsel. 

(Revised 10/30/2014 0MB) Page 2 of 2 
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Fiscal Note 
State of Alaska 

2015 Legislative Session 

Identifier: 

Title: 

Sponsor: 

H B 119-D F G-HAB-03-27 -15 

LEG. APPROVAL OF BRISTOL BAY SULFIDE 

MINE 

JOSEPHSON 

Requester: House Special Committee on Fisheries 

Expenditures/Revenues 

Bill Version: 

Fiscal Note Number: 

() Publish Date: 

HB 119 

Department: Department of Fish and Game 

Appropriation: Habitat 

Allocation: Habitat 

0MB Component Number: 486 

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below. (Thousands of Dollars) 
Included in 

FY2016 Governor's 
Appropriation FY2016 Out-Year Cost Estimates 

OPERA TING EXPENDITURES 
Personal Services 
Travel 
Services 
Commodities 
Capital Outlay 
Grants & Benefits 
Miscellaneous 
Total Operating 

Fund Source (Operating Only) 
1004 Gen Fund 
Total 

Positions 

I F,11-Ume 
Part-time 
Temporary 

I Change in Revenues 

Requested 
FY 2016 

0.0 

0.0 

Request 
FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 

110.0 50.0 50.0 

75.0 30.0 30.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0 185.0 80.0 80.0 

185.0 80.0 80.0 
0.0 0.0 0.0 185.0 80.0 80.0 

Estimated SUPPLEMENTAL (FY2015) cost; 0.0 (separate supplemental appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

Estimated CAPITAL (FY2016) cost: 0.0 (separate capital appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

ASSOCIATED REGULATIONS 
Does the bill direct, or will the bill result in, regulation changes adopted by your agency? No 
If yes, by what date are the regulations to be adopted, amended or repealed? 

Why this fiscal note differs from previous version: 
I Initial Fiscal Note 

Prepared By: _A_n_th_o_nc...y_D_e_G_an__,gc...e_, _D_ire_c_to_r ___________________ Phone: 
Division: Habitat Date: --------------------- - ------Approved By: Sunny Haight, Administrative Services Director Date: 
Agency: Fish and Game 

Printed 3/30/2015 Page 1 of 2 

(907)267-2228 
03/27/2015 04:00 PM 

03/27/15 

Control Code: XtiKf 



FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS 

ST ATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 119 

2015 LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Analysis 

House Bill 119 will require the Commissioner of Fish and Game make an independent determination that an applicant for 
a metallic sulfide mining operation located within the watershed of the Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve has proven beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the operation will not constitute a danger to the fisheries. 

The Commissioner will need assistance in the form of subject matter expertise from staff and legal assistance in reviewing 
the numerous permits from multiple state and federal agencies, in order to make the independent determination. Each 
time a permit is issued or significantly modified, a new independent determination will need to be made. For a large mine 
project, it is expected that routine, ongoing permit modification and reissuance would result in an annual review. 

The costs associated with carrying out the requirements in HB 119 are based upon the annual salary of a Habitat Biologist 
Ill at approximately $110,000 in the first year and $50,000 in subsequent years, and anticipated legal assistance of 
$75,000 in the first year and $30,000 in subsequent years. These costs are projected to begin in FY2019 as there are 
currently no mines that meet the criteria of the bill poised to need the legislative approval required if this bill becomes 
law. We estimate that FY2019 would be the soonest any potential mine would need to be evaluated under these new 
requirements. 

(Revised 10/30/2014 0MB) Page 2 of 2 
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Fiscal Note 
State of Alaska 

2015 Legislative Session 

Identifier: HB119-DNR-MLW-3-31-15 

Title: LEG. APPROVAL OF BRISTOL BAY SULFIDE 

MINE 

Sponsor: JOSEPHSON 

Requester: House FSH 

Expenditures/Revenues 

Bill Version: 

Fiscal Note Number: 

() Publish Date: 

HB 119 

Department: Department of Natural Resources 

Appropriation: Fire Suppression, Land & Water Resources 

Allocation: Mining, Land & Water 

0MB Component Number: 3002 

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below. (Thousands of Dollars\ 
Included in 

FY2016 Governor's 
Appropriation FY2016 Out-Year Cost Estimates 

OPERATING EXPENDITURES 
Personal Services 
Travel 
Services 
Commodities 
Capital Outlay 
Grants & Benefits 
Miscellaneous 
Total Operating 

Fund Source (Operating Only) 
1004 Gen Fund 
Total 

Positions 

I 
Full-time 
Part-time 
Temporary 

I Change in Revenues 

Requested Request 
FY 2016 FY 2016 

0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 

FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 

10.0 250.0 250.0 250.0 

10.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 250.0 

10.0 250.0 250.0 250.0 
10.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 250.0 

Estimated SUPPLEMENTAL (FY2015) cost: 0.0 (separate supplemental appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

Estimated CAPITAL (FY2016) cost: 0.0 (separate capital appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

ASSOCIATED REGULATIONS 
Does the bill direct, or will the bill result in, regulation changes adopted by your agency? 
If yes, by what date are the regulations to be adopted, amended or repealed? 

Why this fiscal note differs from previous version: 
I Not applicable, initial version. 

Yes 
06/30/17 

Prepared By: Brent Goodrum, Director Phone: 
Division: 

-M-i-ni-n-g,-L-a-nd_ &_W_a_te_r _ _ ___________________ Date: 

Approved By: Mark Myers, Commissioner Date: 
Agency: Department of Natural Resources 

Printed 4/1/2015 Page 1 of 2 

(907)269-8625 
03/31/2015 12:00 AM 
03131/15 

Control Code: LkPNw 



FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS 

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB119 

2015 LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Analysis 

This analysis assumes that the bill requires one finding/report process (under proposed AS 38.0S.142(d)) at the initiation 
of each individual large-scale metallic sulfide mining operation, prior to final legislative authorization. Then a "revised" 

finding/report process (under proposed AS 38.0S.142(e)) is required to be submitted to the legislature every time 
significant changes are made to the previously authorized permit/authorization or there is a "significantly different" new 

permit, but there is no further legislative approval process. 

Under Sec. 2, The Department of Natural Resources (DNR) would be required to develop an independent finding that the 

applicant for a large-scale metallic sulfide mining operation located within the watershed of the Bristol Bay Fisheries 
Reserve has proven beyond a reasonable doubt that the proposed mine does not constitute a danger to the fisheries. 

After the potentially lengthy judicial review process, which may include a review of whether DNR adequately complied 
with the requirements of proposed AS 38.05.142(d)(l), DNR would be required to prepare a report to the legislature that 

contains each of the findings prepared by DNR, the Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) and the Department 
of Fish and Game (ADF&G). A report under this section would be subject to requirements for an undefined "interagency 
public process", an undefined "peer review" process and an opportunity for the public to comment on the report. 

DNR anticipates that because it is required to prepare an independent finding for each mine under proposed AS 
38.05.142(d)(l) without the assistance of DEC or ADF&G, and because DNR does not employ subject matter experts in 

fisheries or water quality, that DNR will be required to contract for private subject matter experts in these fields to 
complete those elements of the finding. Further, DNR does not know how many or when such mines may be initiated 
within the watershed, or when revisions to the reports under proposed AS 38.05.142(e) will be required over time. To 

contract for these services DNR anticipates the need for at least $150.0 per year to have the capacity to prepare the 
required findings and reports. It is uncertain when this would begin, however it is likely that it would take at least two 
years minimum to go through the permitting and there may be judicial review beyond that. Therefore the expected cost 
incurred will not begin until FY2019. 

DNR also anticipates that legal challenges to its permitting decisions will increase in number and scope as a result of the 
proposed legislation, particularly in defense of whether DNR has adequately met the undefined requirements of proposed 

AS 38.0S.142(d)(l). To address the increased costs to defend its findings under proposed AS 38.0S.142(d)(l), DNR 
anticipates at least $100.0 will be required annually to provide minimal funding for the Department of Law to respond to 
these challenges. 

Proposed AS 38.0S.142(b) requires DNR to adopt regulations to implement this section of law. Although there is no due 

date, it is anticipated that we would have to hire a contractor to help craft and promulgate these regulations by the end of 
FY2017. 

(Revised 10/30/2014 0MB) Page 2 of 2 

Control Code: LkPNw 
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■ Council of 

Alaska Producers 

March 31, 2015 

Representative Louise Stutes, Chair 
House Special Committee on Fisheries 
Alaska State Legislature 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801 

Dear Representative Stutes, 

Comments on HB119 
Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve 

The Council of Alaska Producers (CAP} appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on HB119, "An Act 
relating to the Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve; and providing for an effective date." 

CAP, a non-profit trade association formed in 1992, serves as a spokesperson for the large metal mines and 
major metal developmental projects in the state. Bringing together mining companies with interest in Alaska, 
the Council represents and informs members on legislative and regulatory issues, supports and advances the 
mining industry, educates members, the media, and the general public on mining related issues, and promotes 
economic opportunity and environmentally sound mining practices. 

The Council adamantly opposes HB119 which seeks to further complicate statutes created by Ballot Measure 4 
(2014}. HB119 and Ballot Measure 4 add new regulatory steps for one project (a potential large scale, metallic 
sulfide mine} in one part of the state (the Bristol Bay watershed). Ballot Measure 4 raised significant 
constitutional issues about the separation of powers that are still before the courts and CAP is part of the 
coalition seeking to have the initiative overturned. HB 119 does not clarify these constitutional issues nor does 
it improve the existing large mine permitting process in the State of Alaska. 

We support all efforts to fully fund and continuously strengthen the permitting functions of the resource 
agencies. Unfortunately HB119 simply adds unnecessary delays and costs in an effort to undermine the 
feasibility of one project. By creating an infinite loop of administrative and legislative approvals for any permit 
change, HB 119 establishes a regulatory system based on politics, not science. Ballot Measure 4 and now 
HB199 have and will continue to result in investment dollars leaving Alaska as investors seek jurisdictions that 
value science based regulatory systems that are efficient, transparent and predictable. 

Given the importance of diversifying and strengthening Alaska's economy and encouraging development that 
provides jobs and opportunities for Alaskan families, the state should not discourage investment by politicizing 
the regulatory system. 

~ 
Karen Matthias 
Managing Consultant 

PO Box 220193, Anchorage, Alaska 99522 • 907-301-1022 
www.AlaskaProducers.org 
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Growing Alaska Through Responsible Resource Development 

April 3, 2015 

Louise Stutes, Chair 
House Fisheries Committee, 
State Capitol Room 416 
Juneau, AK 99801 

RE: HB 119 An Act relating to the Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve; and providing for 
an effective date 

Dear Representative Stutes, 

The Resource Development Council for Alaska (RDC) welcomes the opportunity to 
comment on HB 119, a bill requiring legislative approval of any sulfide mine within the 
Bristol Bay region. 

RDC is a statewide, non-profit, membership-funded organization founded in 1975. 
The RDC membership is comprised of individuals and companies from Alaska's oil 
and gas, mining, timber, tourism, and fisheries industries, as well as Alaska Native 
corporations, local communities, organized labor, and industry support firms. RDC's 
purpose is to link these diverse interests together to encourage a strong, prosperous 
economy for Alaskans. 

RDC is strongly opposed to this bill. HB 119 simply compounds the serious problems 
with ballot measure 4. Ballot measure 4 undermines constitutional separations of 
powers and requires the Alaska Legislature to second-guess the teams of permitting 
specialists and scientists hired by the executive branch to implement rigorous permit 
standards established by statute by the legislature. 

HB 119 makes ballot measure 4 worse by clarifying that the legislature will be 
micromanaging virtually every decision related to a large sulfide mine in Bristol Bay 
watershed including essentially all decisions, renewals, extensions, etc. This process is 
duplicative of the permitting process and we note adds considerable expense to the 
state with fiscal notes on record totaling over a half million dollars. 

In these times of fiscal and economic uncertainty we encourage the Alaska Legislature 
to improve efficiencies and seek means of diversifying Alaska's economy. HB 119 
creates uncertainty for companies that are both investing and contemplating investment 

121 West Fireweed Lane, Suite 250, Anchorage, Alaska 99503 
Phone: 907-276-0700 • Fax: 907-276-3887 • Email: resources@akrdc.org • Website: akrdc.org 



April 3, 2015 Representative Louis Stutes re. HB 119 

in Alaska. This bill sends a message that the Alaska Legislature does not trust the rigorous, science-based 
permitting process that is in place. Alaska has a proud record of balancing the important protections needed 
for our renewable fisheries resources while creating jobs and economic benefits from our below ground 
resources. Unfortunately even hearing a bill such as this could discourage needed investment to grow our 
private sector economy. 

We urge all members of this committee to send a message that Alaska has a serious rigorous permitting 
process, and that we are open for business to those that can meet or exceed our rigorous standards -
standards that will be fairly and consistently applied to all projects. Please convey this message by not 
passing this bill out of committee. 

Thank you for your consideration of our comments. 

Respectfully, 

Rick Rogers 
Executive Director 
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Alaska lndepe,nd"nt l:_isherrnen's 
Markedng Assoc;lation · 
P.O. Box 60131 ·. -
Seattle, WA 98160 . 
PhoneiFax (206) 542-393_0 

-· 

March 11, 2015 

. - ..... 
Representative Louise Stutes • 
State Capitol, Room 416 
Juneau,,·AK ~98,01-1.182 

Re: Request_for·He~!"'ng;on HEf119 

Dear Representative StuteS;' 

:.. 

.r 

/ 

- ., 

/ 

' . 

' 

: ,. .. . ' ,· . 

Congratulations 0fl-.YOUr desi_griation as Chair of the House ~p~cial Committee on Fisheries. I_ 
~m certa.in that you appreciate th&.ill)portance. of malntainin~ our fisheries. . · ,, ., 

,, . -. . ,· . ... ' . . .. . - . ~ - . -
The Alaska Independent Fishermen's Mark~ting Ass.ociatiori (AIFMA) is the olde,st commercial 
~shing orgarilzation in Bristol ~y. I am writing as presid.en~.of the Association to request that 
the-House Special .Committee on Fisheries hold a hearing on HB 1-19. It would improve. upon, · 
and clarify,_ the r~ceatly-en_actect initiative which requires· legislative approval of atiy large-scale -
metamc·sulfide.min~ in the dnaiilages pf the Bristol Bay.Fisheries Res~rve. _ . - - . -. . 

/ 

I would be pleas~d to testify, in support ~f' HB 119 and answer any-questions about our Associa­
tion· and its support for the bill. · _ · . 

,- Regards, 

<Z-~~ 
-Oavid Harsila, 
President 

I ' • 
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.­
' . 

,, . 

., 



EKWOK VILLAGE COUNCIL (EVC) 
P.O. BOX 70 

Date: March 24, 2015 

Representative Louise Stutes 
State Capitol, Room 416 
Juneau, AK 99801-1 182 

EKWOK, AK 99580 
907-464-3336 

Fax -3378 

Via Fax: 907-486-5264 

Re: HB 119 -- Request for Hearing by House Special Commhtee on Fisheries 

Dear Representative Stutes, 

Ekwok, on the Nushagak River. is represented by the Ekwok Village Council and the 
Ekwok Village Corporation. In the last general election, our community voted strongly in 
favor of Ballot Measure 4. It passed. ft requires final authorization by t11e legislature of 
any large-scale metallic sulfide mine in the drainages of the Bristol Bay Fisheries 
Reserve, including the Nushagak River drainage where Ekwok is located. 

Because you represent Kodiak and serve as Chair of the House Special Committee on 
Fisheries, you know how important our salmon fisheries are. 

The Ekwok Village Council and the Ekwok Village Corporation request that the House 
Special Committee on Fisheries hold a hearing on HB 119. It would improve upon, and 
clarify, Ballot Measure 4. 

We would be pleased to testify in support ofHB 119. We urge that it be passed out of the 
fisheries committee with a do-pass recommendation, so that it can move on to the next 
committee, which wilJ be the House Resources Committee. 

Sincerely,:,,/ ,,.,/ /c:7 
/J--i . () v f' J,4'??> 
'(I i'ltti"ki Akelkok Sr. 

President 



2014 GENERAL ELECTION Date:11/25/14 

November 4, 2014 Time:14:55:03 
C Page:6 of8 

Official Results 
Registered Voters 509011 - Cards Cast 285449 56.08% Num. Report Precinct 441 - Num. Reporting 441 100.00% 

HOUSE DISTRICT 34 HOUSE DISTRICT 40 
Total Total 

Number of Precincts 7 Number of Precincts 23 
Precincts Reporting 7 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 23 100.0 % 
Times Counted 8437/13819 61.1 % Times Counted 4421/9057 48.8 % 
Total Votes 8251 Total Votes 4102 
McGuan, George DEM 3090 37.45% Nageak, Benjamin P. DEM 3982 97.07% 
Munoz, Cathy E. REP 5132 62.20% Write-in Votes 120 2.93% 
Write-in Votes 29 0.35% 

Ballot Measure 2 - 13PSUM 
HOUSE DISTRICT 35 Total 

Total Number of Precincts 441 
Number of Precincts 14 Precincts Reporting 441 100.0 % 
Precincts Reporting 14 100.0 % Times Counted 285449/509011 56.1 % 
Times Counted 8069/14196 56.8 % Total Votes 279945 
Total Votes 7843 YES 149021 53.23% 
Samuelson, Steven A. REP 3189 40.66% NO 130924 46.77% 
Kreiss-Tomkins, Jona DEM 4630 59.03% 
Write-in Votes 24 0.31% Ballot Measure 3 - 13MINW 

Total 
I 

HOUSE DISTRICT 36 Number of Precincts 441 
Total Precincts Reporting 441 100.0 % 

Number of Precincts 10 Times Counted 285449/509011 56.1 % 
Precincts Reporting 10 100.0 % Total Votes 280694 
Times Counted 7157/13064 54.8 % YES 194654 69.35% 
Total Votes 6978 NO 86040 30.65% 
Ortiz, Daniel H. "Da NA 3530 50.59% 
Klein, Chere L. REP 3426 49.10% Ballot Measure 4 - 12BBA Y 
Write-in Votes 22 0.32% Total 

Number of Precincts 441 
HOUSE DISTRICT 37 Precincts Reporting 441 100.0 % 

Total Times Counted 285449/509011 56.1 % 
Number of Precincts 35 Total Votes 273702 
Precincts Reporting 35 100.0 % YES 180490 65.94% 
Times Counted 5015/9788 51.2 % NO 93212 34.06% 
Total Votes 4286 
Edgmon, Bryce DEM 4173 97.36% Supreme Crt-Justice Stowers 
Write-in Votes 113 2.64% Total 

Number of Precincts 441 
HOUSE DISTRICT 38 Precincts Reporting 441 100.0 % 

Total Times Counted 285449/509011 56. l % 
Number of Precincts 31 Total Votes 233363 
Precincts Reporting 31 100.0 % YES 146829 62.92% 
Times Counted 5198/10328 50.3 % NO 86534 37.08% 
Total Votes 4829 
Herron, Bob DEM 4683 96.98% Sup Court JD 1 Menendez 
Write-in Votes 146 3.02% Total 

Number of Precincts 43 
HOUSE DISTRICT 39 Precincts Reporting 43 100.0 % 

Total Times Counted 33700/56357 59.8 % 
Number of Precincts 33 Total Votes 28498 
Precincts Reporting 33 100.0 % YES 21078 73.96% 
Times Counted 5835/10718 54.4 % NO 7420 26.04% 
Total Votes 5406 
Foster, Neal W. DEM 5277 97.61% 
Write-in Votes 129 2.39% 
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Chapter Tbree: Habitat, Flsb aad Wildlifo 

Footnote Figure 3.1 
Portions of the license area are located within the Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve. The 

Legislature created the reserve under AS 38.0S.140(t) and specified: 

. "The submerged and shore land lying north of 57 degrees, JO minutes North laJitude and 
east of 159 degrees, 49 minutes West longitude within the Bristol Bay drainage are designated as 
the Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve. Within the Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve, a surface entry permit 
to develop an oil or gas lease or an exploration license under AS 38.05.J 31-38.05.134 may not be 
issued on state owned or controlled land until the legis/aJure by appropriate resolution specifically 
finds that the entry wi/1 not constitule danger to the fishery. " 

The boundary depicted in this figure is an approximation of the area containing water bodies 
within the Bristol Bav drainage subject to the conditions of AS 38.0S.140(f). 

region'::is1ane"of4he·most,productive fish reso,urce-areas.in the, state. The area 4i~ "~~~~ ~AW:~~<ii)tF,~~~ ,•,.,.;-\;.V•*••~·.::.:/}~W':·"' ~ ~hf>'<'i'J½¼·.:¢..,; W~-?,.! ...,, -~'41..'!''rl. 

supports ,,-2 . onspecies'aha•i$ lcri.QwnJo~'Jl!~~ orl~~gest· ~\~Y~.!1~11~ In addition to 
salmon, a v~ety of marine and freshwate~ fi~h aU contri~ute to th~ ~ ?E!!1i ~ c~ f ~ ~t~~.s~f~Pf; l~11rl~:l2,.~~ These resources play a sigmficant role 10 both the local and state econom1es-'·".,_·:w,.il.! 

The major river system through the license area is the Nushagak River drainage. Table 3.2 lists 
anadromous water bodies catalogued by OHMP, pursuant to AS 41, within and near the license area. Lands 
under consideration for licensing provide spawning and rearing habitat, as well as migratory routes, for five 
species of Pacific salmon. Sockeye salmon is by far the most abundant, but all species are present in 
considerable numbers. From 1981-2000, estimated sockcye salmon escapement for the Nushagak River has 
averaged over 490,000 fish (Table 3.3). For Wood River, a tn'butary to the Nushaga.k, the 20-year average 
escapement was an estimated 1.2 million soclceye (Table 3.3). However, the Kvichak River dramage and the 
Naknclc River drainage. to the south.of the license area, historically have produced the largest sockeye salmon 
nms in the world. Between 1997 and 2001', an average escapement of nearly four million sockeye salmon was 
estimated for these-ctwo drainage,.(OffMP 2003, citing-to Weilaad et at 2002). The other major sockeye 
salmon systems in Bristol Bay include the Igushik, Alagnak Ugashik, Togiak and Egegik rivers. The Igushilc, 
and Snake rivers are also within the license area. 

Table 3.2 Catalooued Anadromous Fish Streams Within or Adjacent to the License Area 
cataloa No. Stream NanM Flahs-• Quad 
325-1~10016 l11ushlkRlver Ss.KS.C08 Ps CH& Aco Nushaaak Bay 0-3 
325-20-10030 Snaka River S§ Ka COa Ps CHs,ACp Nushaaak Bay 0-3 
325-20-10030-2009 Wearv River Sa Ka COs Ps.CHsAcn Nushaaak Bay 0-3 
325-20-10030-2024 COr Dlmnaham A-8 
325-30-10100 Nushagak River Sa,Ka,COs,Pa,CHs,ACp,Wp Nushagak Bay D-

2 Dlmnoham A-6 
325-30-10100-2060 Ss,Ks,COs,Ps,CHs,ACp,Wp Nushagak Bay D-1,Naknek 

. 0-6 
325-30-10101)..208(:) Keefer Cutoff Ss Ks,COs,Ps CHs.ACo.WD Naknak 0-6 
325-30-10101)..2021 :scnJ1N1 Creek KrCOar Dillinaham A-7 
325-30-10100-2021-3012 COr DlllfnghamA-7 
325-30-10100-2031 Wood River Sa Ks,COs,Ps,CHs,ACD,VVo Oilllnaham A-7 
325-30-10100-2031-3028 MUK1U11g River Ss.Ks,COs.Ps,CHs,ACp Oillingha,n A-7, 8-7 
325-30-10101)..2031-3029 BeHCreek CUD DilliMhamA-7 
325-30-10100-2031-3051 Silver Salmon Creek COP Dill'inaham A-7 
325-30-10101)..2031-3054 Arcana Creek SsCOsPsCHs Dillnaham A-7 
325-30-10101)..2101 IDWlthla River Ss Ks COs.Ps CHa AC Dlllinaham A-5.A-6,8-7 
•K=Chinoolc Salmon, CO=Coho Salmon, S=Sockeye Salmon, P=Pink Salmon. CH=Chum Salmon, 
AC=Arctic Char W=Wbitcfi s- wnin e and r=rearin . I . sh, =spa g, p=passag 
Source: Fink. 2003. personal communication 
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Pebtle Partnership: Environment 

Environment 

Environmental Stewards 

There's a reason we'w spent more than 8 years and $120 mlllkm conducttn& the most extensive enllfronmental studies 

ever undertaken In AlaSka. The fat\'lmWMtd~ Jill'...Q.ll..~..l!!!!!l'.l1Jf:!l.ill Is a c:ritlcal component In the next phase: 

fmalwng a mine plan. It provides an understandln& of environmental characteristics as they exist today, on a physical, 

biolOlJcal and socioeconomic level. Minimal Impact on the ecosystem' is the goal, so that day-In, day-out, the natunsl mythm 

of:;'~~ Is as_~n::nged as possibie.~4 t~~~~=~rc~M ~°:'.".;~t)J!~~~ 
-~ •·, ·~V.,m 

Climate 
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lnte,vlewed on Dan Rather Reports 

That's what you'd probably say, If YoU had to choose just one -rd to desctlbe conditions at the Pebble Deposit Al:cordln& to the climate sctentists who monitor the 

area's meteorology stations, wind conditions at the mine site can be described as "calm" i- than 21' of the time. Hold on to your hats, folks I 

In the summertlme, .the maritime Influences of Ulamna Lake, the Cook Inlet and Bristol Bay tend to cool the air, keeping summer temparetures mlld. The warmest 

temperature documented at the Deposit In the EBO was 75.7' Fahrenheit Jn the winter, the lake freezes over and the bay Ices-up, so they play less of a moderatlnl 

role; wfntelS at Pebble are own;at and damp. Occasionally, there's a hard cold snap when frigid Arctic air moves in, but that tends to be brief. The lowest 

tempereture recorded at the Depos1t'1n the EBO was measured duriniJustsuch a cold snap: --31.5°F In January of 2005. 

Although.It tends to be about 5• colder at the Deposit than at lliamna Airport. typically, tempereturas followtha same curve. You can get a pretty good sense of 

conditions at Pebble by J.Q.Q.!!!M. up the a1rP?rt'~ro19~ca1 re99.~1; (the airport code Is PAIL). 

http://www.pebblepartnership.com/environment.html 4/3/2015 
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Plants 

The entire mine study area Is In an ecoloiJcal zone termed •tow scn,b shrub,· more than 80% of which ls covered in low (under 5' tall) e~cac:eous shrubs, alders, 

wlllows and llchen1. Rou&llly 10% Is made up of "herbaceous vetetatlon" with a smatterlnl! of forest. a~d the rest Is water (shallow takes, rivers and streams). 

Ericaceous Shrubs? 

Erlcaceous shrubs are members of the heather family, Ericaceae, and they're the most common plant 

In the nitne study area. You're probablyfamlliar with some of the edible species of Ericacea, llke the 

lln,onberry (Vaccln/um 1//tJs./daea), black crowber,y (Empetnim nltrum) or bog bilberry (Vacclnrum 

ulllinosum). There are also much less edible ericaceous shrubs, like the poisonous bog rosemary 

(Andromeda po/lfol/a), which Isn't related to rosemal)' at all. 

One Interesting understory plant Is horsetail or ,111111apau 

(fqu/selum). ,.. ■ modem plan~ Equlsewm are not rare--tlley're 

found on every conllnent but Al11arcllca, and can be conslde~ 

lnvaslv&-btrt botanlclllythey're notable for being something of a 

IMfll '""1. Equlselum Is the only ourvMng member or■ plant 

family that domlnab!d the raiests or the late P•lc-Era 

IHrfore the advent or the dinosaurs. Some 111ft to be over 1ll0 

IHI tall, and were !he treeo oflhelr day, · 

In some places, the willows and alders form thickets. In thelr undemones, we find plants like Devil's club (Oplopanax horrldus), Aluka spiraea (Sp/Jaea 

l>N1Mtrdlana), broad bUckter fems (01)'0Pterls d/latata), White cunants (Rlbes ,tlandulosum), and perhaps Alaska's most distinctive flower, fire-.! (Ep/lob/um 

antuslJfol/um). 

Wate• 

As mentioned above, a!>_\>.Ut-10 r)y~; streams'.aiid:Seepag~J!l!!sh...o[~.~IX, ~l!,~!:!5,~~~.!!E.-~ ...d• 
f BilS~y. Technically. there are e ght nor1ti:'arffir~m1f.ilr~ ,::!'/r 

~~~~~~!.~~latlvely, the thn,e watersheds represented by these tributaries amount to less than 1% of the Bristol Bay Drainage. - · ·• 

.. · · [[_m~:i~:°/ive1spf, .a · nli)gan~ 1.wi~J•.?£1~~or; ll,1J~ pej~of,~ laskli;alm"OJ1:,W~il' 

~ !;'~~~~Ii ~~~~;~~~ml!!~-S '°very Important that we undersmnd as much as possible about 

the waterways and how they Interrelate. 

SUrface, Subsurface and Quality 

We funded years of research into the water of the study are.-surface water and 1roundwllter 

hydrOlo,:y, and overall w11ter qu•ll~o develop a comprehensive understand/oil of both water quality 

and quantity. and how the different systems Interact. Throueh a network of automated sensors, stream 

now was measured every 10-15 minutes dunnc Ice-free months, and manually through bore-holes 

after freeze-up. Piezometers Installed at hundreds of monitoring locations recorded more than 14,000 

sroundwatar level measurements to document subsurface water behavior, And 3,400 samples were 

http://www.pebblepartnership.com/environment.html 
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taken from streams and rivers, lakes and ma,shes, shallow- and deep-bore wells, testing temperature 

and pH, nutrients, Ions. dissolved and trace elemMts. organic carbon and more. 

More than can be neatly summarlmd here-the details span ail chapters of Pebble's Envfronffle'l.~l 

Bgsellne Document • A thumbnail description of the watarshed would be a bit like descrlblnll the Mona Usa as ·an enigmatic smiling lady.• Accurate If ygu're 

already familiar With her, but not very useful If you aren't It'• complicated. and very much &reatar than the sum of Its hljCily Interrelated parts. As an Introduction to 

the findings, we suuest referring to pa&es 37-46 of our overview publication, The Pebble E,,.,lronment • 

WlldlHe 

~ ~ -e,ii&'ti;,1!';1not-aJ~iii;~:io.!!Jh_e~!1.\lffi°i!ill~~t\1P.~ !1~ '.hliJ,~~i~~hJJ'.~~ <_'.\!'-.dl/1«~~J~,..:~~,';f.t.!'j'"!'.~ ~,ll,tr,bb!~: To 
support a cooperative mine deslen, we're studying what species of fish are present and how they use the nearby streams. Where are the fish spawning, rearing and 

feeding? What does the fish habitat look like and how does It function? How wide and deep is the channel? How fast are the flows? Are there pools, runs, riffles, 

backwatars? What types of organisms feed fish? This Information, combined with wi,ter quafity data, are part of the many puzzle pieces the Partnership Is evaluatlnt, 

Studytnc the rash speclfically and indications of Impacts to the fishery ts only part of the equation. However, the fact that fish migrate to sea for several yaars and are 

exposed to numerous threats from flshln& to marine hazards. makes them poor Indicators of local and real time Im~. So Pebble also sludles macroinvertebretes 

and periphyton, small stream dwellinC organisms that are extremely sensitive to environmental change and tell us alr(lost Immediately of any chances to the local 

environment 

• 
Mammals 

A 2009 study, conducted In cooperation with the Alaska Department of Fish and Game. estimated 

about 48-58 brown bears per 386 square mlles [n the area surrounding lake lllamna. That's a lot of 

bears that you might accidentally encounter while out In the flelcl, and it's why one of the important Jobs 
that area residents have taken on durine the project's discovery phase Is urvtnc as bear guards. It's 

dlfflcutt for scientists and eneJneeJS to focus on fieldwork and maintain a constant lookout, so bear 

euards are trained to do It-end their traditional knowledCe of the area Is Invaluable. When a bear ~ 

spotted, aU work stops, and, If necessary, hellcopters are caAed fn. GettlnC people out of the bears· way, 

rather than the other way around, Is the fundamental principle of our bear program • 

The Mulcl111tna Caribou Herd has a varied history of use of the area but currently their prlncipal range JS 

farther to the west In recent years they mlirate Into the area around mid.um mer after calv1nl! 

elsewhere. • Of course, there are more than Just brown bears and cartbou:in the study area. Bjologlsts documented 

the presence, In low derasitles, of mare than 40 1pedn of mammal including coyota, .r1ver otters, 

moose, red fox. wolverines, black bear, beaver, tundra hare, lynx. ,,,,.Y wolves and marteras. A 2010 survey of moose estimated 0.03 moose per .39 square mnes, or 

33 mOOM for the mine area. The combined mlne and transportation study areas were estimated to be home to abo~ 96 moose. 

From ge- and ducks to cormorants and cranes, at least37 species of waterbirds inhabit the ponds, lakes, river and weUands of the Bristol Bay drainage study 

area, With 16 species using the Cook Inlet drelnaee study area. Some come to breed, others merely passthrouCh on their miCratlon. Hundreds of ducks gather in tho 

lower lnlsk1n Rlver In preparation for sprtnc and tan mlc,atlons, for example. The area Is also home to raptors--i!agles, falcons, owls, ravens and more. Over two 

seasofl5-2004 and 2DD~ researchers Identified 73 raptor nests In the mine study area belonging to seven species, and 23 nests in the much smaner Cook Inlet 

study area belonginc to three species. In both areas, bald eacie nests were the most abundant of all And of course, there are the landbftcls and shorebirds-neither 

waterfowl nor raptor. These typically smaller, colOlful birds swarm the area each summer. 

While the practJce ·1s not as common Jl)day, com,oran&s ii' Chlnll and Japan have been trail'ld to use thatr natural diving abllltles to catcl, ftlh lor flollom,an. Mony of us 

romomberflrst leernln&•bout these IIKCISJn.tnechlldren's book TileSto,yAbolll Pf"I, ~Ma,jone Aack, 

http://www.pebblepartnership.com/environment.html 4/3/2015 
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0 11B 119 - Talking Points 

Background 

In 1972, the Alaska Legislature enacted the Bristol Bay Fisheries Reserve (AS 
38.0.140(£)). It provides that within state land beneath navigable w~ters (i.e., submerged 
and shorelands) a surface entry permit for oil and gas drilling within the Reserve may not 
be issued until the Legislature finds that such drilling will not constitute a danger to the 
fisheries. 

In 2014, the voters enacted an initiative (AS 38.05.142) which provides that in 
addition to permits or authorizations otherwise required by law, any metallic sulfide 
mining operation within the drainages of the Reserve must obtain a final authorization by 
the Legislature taking the form of a law that contains a finding that.such a mining 
operation will not constitute a danger to the fisheries. 

What HB 119 Does 

HB 119 clarifies or improves the initiative in several respects, including these: 

1. It requires independent peer-reviewed reports to the Legislature to facilitate 
any legislative consideration required by the initiative. HB 119 requires the 
Departments of Natural Resources, Fish and Game, and Environmental Conservation to 
independently prepare and submit reports to the Legislature, that are subjected to public 
comment and peer review, to document whether an applicant for permits and 
authorizations for a large scale metallic sulfide mine in the Reserve has carried the 
burden of proving beyond a reasonable doubt that such a mine will not constitute a 
danger to the fisheries within the Reserve. 

2. It clarifies and defines "fisheries" consistent with existing statute. HB 119 
defines ' 'fisheries" to mean subsistence, personal use, sport or commercial fisheries as 
those fisheries are defined in AS 16.05.940. 

Reasons for these Clarifications and Improvements 

Requiring an applicant to carry.the burden of proof, and defining "fisheries" 
consistent with statute, and implement: 

• the pledges of the Pebble Limited Partnership (PLP) that "fish come first" and 
that PLP will not develop a mine that damages Alaska's fish and wildlife or the 
communities dependent on them; 

• the Sustained Yield Clause of the Alaska Constitution (Art. VIII. § 4), and 
• the State's Sustainable Salmon Management Policy at 5 AAC 39.222(c)(5)(A)(v), 

which places the burden of proof on those who plans or activities could be a 
danger to the fisheries. 
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The new Pebble Partnership is more than two 
business organizations coming together. We 
are a progressive mining company committed 
to people, the E!nvironment and communities. 

The new Pebble Partnership is about more than 
just mining. It is about building a better Alaska. 

As it develops, the Pebble Partnership will be 
guided by~fw.e C(!re l?rincipli!s: 

0 Pebble must benefit people - Pebble Is for 
all Alaskans 

E) ig~gJ~.,mpg;::c~~?.t~· · 
~~M;&th!!J.Y{ll~!;! JiaruraVeso_y_. 

0 ,;, ~~~q!~!:!:19~,!~~p~i~h¢YLi?lJP)il5est'abgJT}Q~,t<i" 
~ adv,ariced :mente,~i' 

0 Pebble must help build sustainable communities 

0 At Pebble, we must listen before we act 



The Pebble Partnership's· 

Five Core Principles.: 

U Pebble must benefit 
people-Pebble is for all 
Alaskans 

D Pebble must help build 

.sustainable communities 

0 At Pebble, we must listen 
be fore we act 

-

The Pebble Partnership's message to 
Alaskans about the world-class fisheries 

By working together with local 
communities, our project can actually 

ii~ ~~!s~ ,~~=~.~and the 
contributio~s ttiey make to the region's 
economy and culture. That's what the 
Bristol Bay Sustainable Fisheries Fund 
is all about. 

But promises are not enough. It is our 

obligation to show Alaska .Jf 
will" rot'"., ' '~f.ish;'wafe 
.ft!'\~ -,te· ~<~8':,'!z.~~"~{.\.,~;.·.; ...... vh t.;: IesciJrc ofB.ristoFBay. The Pebble 'k• ~i -?:-'f;/;•.;,,v: ;;:,>t,-;->~t-,;_--"v(t;-~.f.t 

Partnership may be a mining company-

but for all of us ~f.!&l/d~~#:iit!'.:tl 

- THE 

P(!!)ebble I Log on-we would like 
to hear from you. 

PART N E.Rs I-! t r · www.pebblepartnership.com 




