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Sl 12_Eliminate ill reference standards and requirement for turbulity for water. 18
AAC 000

Thefederal EPA maintains and requires no standards or references to water turbidiry.
This is a State of Aicska requirement This particular requirement has caused massive
costs to mining operations, and in many cases, has resulted in operation closures, for

economic inability to meet the standards.

In a "common sense™ test, it is illogical to require that miners return water to
glacial silt streams ofa turbidiry quality not achieved by City o fFairbanks tap water.

The Task Force believes that aproposed MDEC regulation that requires users to
return water to its source in a condition .similar to that which exists upstream from the
point of extraction will more than adequately address the real need and intent of the

turbidity standard.

SI 13 The natural resource regulations should be amended to require an automatic
extension of durable time for permits and other administrative decisions 'hat are
foreshortened by administrative appeals and or court actions. 11 AAC OZnew

section

The net usable term ofa permit or other delivered authorization may be reduced
significantly or eliminated entirely when a person receiving authorization is prohibited
from using it due to a third pony intervention. A.ny third parry may challenge
administrative permits or decisionsfor a variety of reasons, and although litigation or
other administrative remedies may not change the prior decision regarding a permit or
authorization, a person may become damaged by the foreshortening of time guaranteed
by the original approval. Tne process of intervention in "Jiese decisions currently is
structured infavor ofthe challenger, with no equalfooting supplied to the permittee even
when they prevail in die dispute. Delays presented by these challenges can ejjecrively
deny an individual or business the right to provide a livingfor themselves and others, or
even more devastating, cause the possible loss ofa business investment.

SI 14 The Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation (ADEC) should
amend the water ¢ \liry regulations to allow the naturaj levels of contaminants and
the physical properties of a receiving water to dictate which water quality criteria
should"be applied for a designated use category. IS AAC 70010(c)

ADEC regulation 18 AAC 70.010(c) requires that "water with natural
characteristics o fhigher quality than the water qualit'¥ criteriafor the use classes set out
in 18 AAC 70.020 must be kept at existing quality.... This approach to water quality is
called the ANTI DEGRADATION POLICY which is intended to limit the degree of
human influence as a result of their actions. This policy does not, however, address the
case of many Alaskan water bodies where the naturally occurring water quality is no

where near its protected use class.



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. CSHB 12
1994 1EGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: Department Affected: Environmental
Title: Extend Resource Extraction Permit/Lease Conservation
BRU: Environmental Quality
Sponsor: Representative Brice Component: Various

Requestor House Finance

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

(Thousands of Dollars)
FY 95 FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY99 FY 00

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Expenditures/Re venues:
[operating expenditures
IPERSONAL SERVICES 0.0
ITRAVEL

[CONTRACTUAL

[SUPPLIES

*EQUIPMENT

[LANT SISTRUCTURES 1
[GRANTS.CLAIMS 1

*MISCELLANEOUS

[ OTAL OPERATING 0.01 001 0.0 0.0 001

it\PIT\L EXPENDITURES
CRAM'-r. IN REVENUESf

rUND SOURCE.

+:DCI Fact:*: RecrpU

j M3 Gr Match

1100« C" .

(005 GF-" g2+, Recclp:

oy G VIl A

jo-.if .
OTAL I 00i 00 00 001 00

Eti—aicntar; oYron: e rfiVv4t ast $

|

e

POSITION'S:

:FULL-TIME 1
IPART-TIME i i
TEMPORARY I I

AN ALYSIS' (.Attach a separate page if necessary.)

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIDLTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For furdicr distribution information, call the Governor’s Legislative Office
Page 1 of
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA

1994 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
7-Feb-94
“An Act extending the time period of all permits

Revision Date:

Title:
issued by the state relating to the extraction or...*

BILL NO. CSHBI32 (FIN)

Dept Affected: Natural Resources
BRU:
Component:

Resource Development

Various

Sponsor Representative Brice
Requestor House Financi Committee Component Serial No. Various
Exoenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY95 FY96 FY97 FY98 FY99
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CHANGE IN REVENUES( ) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 Gr
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1006 GF/MHTIA
Other
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estlimatp of any current year (FY94) cost: $ None
POSITIONS
FULL-TIME 0
PART-TIME ol
TEMPORARY 0
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page inecessary)
The intentof the hill is 1o acknowledge the impact of dellays due 1o litigtin on tiime limited activiity authorization (emiits).
Prépa?ed byiLjg-~'Jerry Gallagher. Legislative Liaison Phone: 465-2400
Division: Commissioners Ottii. Date: 7-Fefc-94
Approved by Commissioner:
7-Feb-94

Harry A. Noah J

Agency: “Natural Resources//

PREPARER TO PROVIDE A
(CSHBL32.XLSROV 21784)

.DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further digl jutlon Information call the Governors Legislative Office

FYO0O0

CcC
0.0

0.0

0.0

Pape 1 of 1



FISCAL

STATE OF .ALASKA
1994 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date:
Title: An ac; extending the time period of all permit;
issued by. the state-for resource extraction or removal

Reps. Brice. Kon. .lames. Foster. MacLean
House Finance

Sponsor:
Requestor:

Exoenditures/Revenues
OPFR.ATI.NG EXPENDITURES
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL

CONTR.ACTU.AL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOT.AL OPERATING
1 CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
I CHANGE IN REVENUES (

FUND SOURCE
1002 Federal Receiots
1002 Gr Match
| 1004 GF
: 10C5 GF/Proaram Receiots
| 1006 GF."MHTIA
1 Other
TOTAL

FY 95 FY 96

1

Estimate of any current year (FY 94) cost; S

POSITIONS
1FULL-TIME

1 Pa RT-TLME

: TEMPOR.ARY

B

j ANALYSIS:

NOTE
BELL NO. CSHB 132 (TINT)

F:sh and Game

Dept. Affected: -
Habitat and Restoration

3RU:

ConDonent: Habitat.

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 4S6

(Thousands of Dollars")

FY 97 | FY 98 FY 99 FY 00

S
L

= e

=
= =T

= PP PR R e e e

0 0 |
0 1

(Thousands of Dollars)

0
0
0

[HEN

PR R R = R
e e

This measure requires a one-time dedicaa'on of staff and fiscal resources for adoption of implementing regulations.

/1
Prepared By: Frank Rue Phone:
Division: Habitat and Resi Date: 2/8'Q4
Approved by Commissioner: n .
Agency: Alaska Depejrf&m oCFish indTTamF7*N Date:  2/8/Q4

PREPARER TO PROVIDE .ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES OF GOVERNOR"S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For futter distribuaan infomatian, Gl tte Govermor™s Legislatave Office
Page L of JL



STATE OF ALASKA
1994 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: 231*M
Title:  Extending resource extraction permits

Sponsor Representative 3nce
Requestor:  Representative 3nce

FISCAL NOTE

Expenditures/Revenues:

| OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY

1 PERSONAL SERVICES

| TRAVEL

m CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES

| EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS

' MISCELLANEOUS

, TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
: CHANGE IN REVENUES () |

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts

‘002 GF Match

1004 GF

005 GF Program Receipts

1006 GFMHTIA

Other

TOTAL

Estimate of current year (FY 94) cost: $ 0
POSITIONS

[ FULL-TIME
, PART-TIME
*« TEMPORARY

; ANALYSIS. (Attach a sepa‘ate page if necessary.)

Prepared by:  Paul Fuhs, Commissioner

OOOOOOOOO&

O O O o oo o

o

Department Affected. Commerce and Economic Development

9RU:  Mining
Component:

Economic Development

BELL NO. CSHB 132

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

Division: Commissioner’'s Office

Approved by Commissioner Paul Fuhs

Agency: Commerce and Economic Development

FYy 9% Fy 97
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0]
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0

Phone:  465-2500
Date:
Date:

0000000008

©O O OO0 oo o

oo o

OOOOOOOOO8

O O O O o o o

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE

Rev 1193
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X
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WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

8-LS0527NM L
Luckhaupt
2/16/9%4

SENATE CS FOR CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 13 )
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
EIGHTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

BY

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): REPRESENTATIVES BRICE, Kolt, James, Foster, MaclLean

A BILL
FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
1 "An Act extending the time period of permits issued by the Department of
2 Environmental Conservation, the Department of Fish and Game, and the
s Department of Natural Resources relating to the extraction or removal of
+ resources if the permittee, or an agency issuing a permit to the permittee, is
5 involved In administrative or judicial proceedings concerning the issuance or
6 Validity of a permit related to the extraction or removal of resources, and the
7 permittee is unwilling to engage in the resource extraction or removal activity due

g to the proceedings.”

o BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

10  *Section 1 AS 4635 is amended Dy adding a NEW Section o read:
1 ARTICLE 2 EXTENSION OF RESOURCE EXTRACTION
12 OR REMOVAL RELATED PERMITS.

- SCS CSHB 12( )

F.D& ‘Jnrinrl Imfd (DELETED TEXT BRACKETED |



19
20
21

23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

31

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

Sec. 46.35.300. EXTENSION OF RESOURCE EXTRACTION OR
REMOVAL RELATED PERMITS, (a) The department that issued the permit shall
extend a resource removal or extracuon permit when the permittee

(1) 1s unwilling to engage in the resource removal or extraction activity
allowed under the permit due to the actions of another person, other than the state,
seeking administrative or judicial review of the issuance or validity of the permit or
another permit, or a permit, lease, authorization, or license issued by the federal
government, relating to the same resource removal or extraction actti ‘ey; and

(2) at the conclusion of the legal proceedings is allowed to proceed
with the resource removal or extraction activity.

(b) A department may not extend a permit under (a) of this section

(1) unless
(A) the permittee notifies the department that issued the permit

of the legal proceedings and provides a swom statement that the permittee is
unwilling to engage in the permitted activity due to the proceedings; and
(B) upon the conclusion of the legal proceedings, the permittee
notifies the department of the conclusion of the proceedings and the outcome
of the proceedings;
(2) for any period that the permittee has engaged in the resource
removal or extraction activity authorized under the permit;
(3) if the extension is prohibited by or otherwise inconsistent with
federal law applicable to the permitted activity;
(4) if another provision of state law, or a regulation, or contractual
provision authorizes an extension, or otherwise stays the running, of the permit.

(c) A permittee receiving an extension of a permit under this section is subject
to the rights, conditions, and liabilities the permittee would have had under the original
permit if the permit had not been extended.

(d) An extension of a permit under this section may only be for the length of
time equivalent to the period from the date the department receives the notice and
sworn statement under (b) of this section until the conclusion of the legal proceedings

that allow the permittee to engage in the resource removal or extraction activity.

SCS CSHB 132( ) -2-

SVW r-y— ‘gnricr. in*d IDEL-TED TEXT BRACKETED}



WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

(e) The Department of Environmental Conservation, the Department of Fish
and Game, and the Department of Natural Resources shall adopt regulations to
implement this section.

(f) In this section,

(1)  "legal proceedings” means, as appropriate, administrative
proceedings not followed by judicial proceedings, administrative proceedings followed
by judicial proceedings, or judicial proceedings not preceded by administrative
proceedings;

(2) "permit" means a permit, lease, authorization, license, or another
determination necessary for or related to resource extraction or removal that is issued
by the Department of Environmental Conservation, the Department of Fish and Game,
or the Department of Natural Resources.

* Sec. 2. APPLICABILITY, (a) Section 1 of this Act applies to permits relating to
resource extraction or removal that are issued after the effective date of this Act.

(b) In this section, "permit" has the meaning given in AS 46.35.300(0, added by

sec. 1 of this Act.

3 SCS CSHB 132( )

N*v Tnxc tinder lined |IDELETED TEXT 3RACXETEDI






Ray Gillespie
Gilesoie  Assodates
Lobhying ¥* Goverentd Affairs

Mhiling Address: Tdgdoe (907) 463-3373 Office Address:
73 Riveroend Gourt Fax (907) 463-3322 313 Fourth Sreet
Jureay, Alaska 99301 Jureal, Alaska 99801

February 16, 1993

Representative Carl Moses

Chairman, House Special Committee on Fisheries
Alaska State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Re: House Bill 133
Dear Representative Moses:

On behalf of Cook Inlet Aquaculture Association, Prince William
Sound Aquaculture Corporation, Northern Southeast Regional
Aquaculture Association, and Southern Southeast Regional
Aquaculture Association, | would like to express our complete
support for House Bill 133.

This legislation will close loop-holes in the definition of
"fisheries value.” By closing the loop-holes, the incidents of
tax avoidance or evasion in the collection of enhancement taxes
will be minimised. This legislation is needed to give the
Department of Revenue complete tools in its efforts to fully
collect taxes derived from the self-imposed enhancement taxes
used to support regional aquaculture programs.

fej

LETTERS OF SUPPORT



Alaska IHate ~legislature

Representative Carl E. Moses

CHAIRMAN SESSION:
HOUSE RULES COMMITTEE CAPITOL BUILDING, ROOM 204
JUNEAU, ALASKA 99801-1182
CHAIRMAN PHONE: (907) 465-4451
HOUSE SPECIAL FISHERIES COMMITTEE FAX: (907) 465-3445
MEMBER INTERIM:
FINANCE SUBCOMMITTEES P.O. BOX 109
FISH ANO GAME UNALASKA, ALASKA 99685
PUBLIC SAFETY PHONE: (907) 581-1234
H B 133 FAX: (907) 581-2875

The Definition of "Value™ for Purposes of Fisheries Taxes

House Bill 133 is substantially similar to existing law

[AS 43.75.290(11)], but restructures the definition of "value" used in
administering fisheries taxes in order to clarify exactly what
payments are included in that definition.

The bill is identical to Resources CSHB 448, introduced by
Representative Gail Phillips last session, with some further
clarification recommended by the Division of Legal Services. The
legislation has not received any opposition.

In the past, « few processors and fishermen have disputed the
definition of value in paying the raw fisheries tax and salmon
enhancement tax. The argument is that bonuses and delivery costs
are not part of the actual amount paid fishermen for their fish. This
interpretation leaves an opening for processors to pay lower prices
for the fish, and make up for this low price bv giving bonuses for
services such as delivery or handling. HB 133 clarifies exactly what
st ces and forms of payment are subject to these taxes.

HB 133 would take effect on January 1, 1994.

ADAK «AKUTAM . AMC
COLO (JAY . DUTCH HAMItOR . LGC E ONSOR STATEMENT EK «LEVELOCK =NAKNEK
NELSON LAGOON <NEW STUYAL MOLLER =SAND POINT
SHI MYA =SQUAW HAM ASKA =UNGA



DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
POSITION PAPKB

Bill No: HB 133

Sponsor: House Fisheries Committee

Division: Commercial Fisheries

Bill Title: "An  Act amending the definition
'value' for purposes of administration of
fisheries taxes; and providing
effective date."

Department Position: Neutral

This legislation would plug some loopholes

the fisheries business tax. This legislation has no fiscal

upon the department.
this legislation.

Cccnaissioner' e

POSITION PATER: ADF&G

in the administration of

The department has no position fcr cr against



FISCAL NOTE NO. 1_
STATE OF ALASKA Bill Version: HB 133
(H) Publish Date: 2/17/91
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
—ision Date: February 16. 1993 Deot. Affected: Revenue
Tice Amenomg the aetinnon of "value' tor purposes ot adninistration of 3RU. Revenue Operations

tgeres taxes Component: Income and Bxcise Audit
Sponsor: House Soecial Conmittee on Fishenes

Reguestor: House Special Committee on Fisnenes COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 13

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING 1 ros | Fvos Fvos 1 Fvo7

PERSONAL SERVICES 1

TRAVEL 1 |

CONTRACTUAL [

SUP°LIES 1
|
|
|
|

_—

EGUIPMENT

LAND A STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 00 00 00 00 00 00

1
I
|
1
|
|
I
|

CAPITAL

REVENUE FUND SOURCE: General Fund 100 j 550.0 1 350.0 1 550.0 1 3500 ! 500 1

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)
1cO2 Feseral Receiots 00 1 00 1 00 1 00 1 00 1 00 |
N003 GF Match
,1004 GF
100S GF/Prooram Receiots
1005 GF/MHTIA
JCther
ltotal 00 00 00 00 001 00
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 1 1 1 1
PART-TIME 1 1 1 1
TEMPORARY 1 1

Estimate of current year (FY93) impact: S

ANALYSIS: (Attan a secarate page ¥Fnecessary)
(See Attached)

Prepared by Larry E. Movers. Director. ) A Phone: 465-2320
Divisian: Income and Excise Audit Dinsfon  7*'N r , / Taio: Feoruary 16. 1993
Approved by | Darrel J. Rexwmkel "Br . / "Date: Feoruarv 16. 1993
Agency: Deoartment of Revenue " N / "
PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR™S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For furtter distritution infomation cll Ie Goverror™s Legislatine Office
in?* A . Mncan Page 1 atA

FISCAL NOTE: REVENUE



HE-ir|-

HB 123

Fiscal Note Analysis
Feoruary 16, 1993
Page 2 of 2

Analysis

HE 123 clarifies the definition of "value" which is used as the basis for calculating fisheries business and
salmon enhancement taxes under AS 43.75 and AS 43.76, respectively. This bill amends the current
definition of value under AS 43.75.290 to specify that amounts paid for delivery are included as part of the
value of fisheries resources. The department has noted through its audit efforts that some taxpayers deduct
actual or imputed costs of delivery when determining value for tax computations. This bill strengthens the
department's position that amounts paid for delivery are part of the value of fisheries resources. Inclusion of
delivery costs will eliminate understatements of value by fisheries businesses thereby increasing fisheries
business and salmon enhancement taxes collected by the State.
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Tc! Ketchikan Legislative Affairs Cifioa ?97-225-S34S
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Subject* House 2iii 140
701 Alaska House Resource Committee

Ddar Sirai

TSl o R i i B
G T e
%@&JQ%“S nc%%mﬁf%ﬁ? i ggé@ 4 Eg%%aet?fiih"ﬁproéégﬁﬁg "

0
V@aﬁh?ﬂe % IQ[u rwra |patad support of this Iimportant bill



i-32tffiR ?5 "33. 13: 17 LAG. PF7AIRE - KETCHIKFN KETCHIKAN SPCRTFISHING FACE 01

KETCHKAN SPOTTFISHING
P.O. BOX 3212. KETCHIKAN. AK 99901
(907" 225-7526 FAX 225-7525., 1-800-488-8234

FAX TRANSMISSION

March 24. 1993 page 1
TO: HOUSE RESOURCE COMMITTEE
FROM: MARGE HANGER. OWNER. KETCHIKAN SFORTFI3HING

SUBJECT: HOUSE BILL NO. 140, AN ACT RELATING TO THE KING
SALMON TAG FEE.

NUMBER OF PAGE INCLUDING THIS ONE:

MESSAGE: AS FOLLOWS

To Whom it May Concern:

Ketchikan 3portfidhing supports Houua Bill No. 140 to reduce the
King aalmon tag fee for non residen :a fishing for a limited time.

I'n 1992 the State of Alaska ao|gd 205,941 non resident sport

fishing licenses. 48.221 were s<i>ld as one day non resident
licenses. 51,257 were sold as three day non resident licenses,

The number of one and three day non resident licenses combined
almost total 100,00 licenses. Almostt half of the State of Alaska
Ton resident sportflshing licenses sold were for three days or
gss.

The majority of tourist3 who come o Southeast Alaska are Cruise
Ship passengers who spend leas than a day in each port and leas
than two weeks total in Alaska, To charge these and other
tourists the same fee to fish for K ng salmon for one or two days
that s being charged to non resic ents to fish for King salmon
the entire 2eason is unfair.

We are not against fishery enhancement, we believe tnat
enhancement has already Improved fisheries in our area as well as
other area3s. We strongly fe e | tihatomabbowho parfake of the
harvest should accept the roaoonsi hiltty with th*
vuiv.iega. W« must protect, enhanee and maintain our public
resource. Those who harvest the moat should take groater

reBponsibility than those who harveet the least.



* 02/WJP 25 °S3 13=13 LEG._PfFPJRS - KETCHIKAN  KETCHIKAN SrCRTrISHING RAGE
page 2

Last year Ketchikan Sportfishing lone sent aver seven thousand
Cruise Ship passengers fishing for one day. Many of those people
did not catch a King salmon. On _ four hour charter one in four
p**T"8on* will return  to ahoro wi*h a King salmon during paak
season.

We strongly f««l that * S$20.00 f at o for r«*t«ntinn tngw Will
drastically reduce our salsa durinc King season which is half of
our operating aoaaorj, It Is uiifaix' and unwuuatituticnal to
demand that those who harvest the least pay the most simply

because they represent greater numbers and therefore greater
revenues.

We do not wish to give the impress on that because of our limited

population bass and lower tax revenues that we are making an
Alaskan habit of taxing, regulat ng and MILKING our tourist,
Milk cows eventually dry up especially when over milked. The
State of Alaska fishery resource does not solely belong to
Alaskan residents it belongs to all Americans everywhere. Wo
hope that all concerned will be treated equally end receive equal
privileges as well as assuming equal and fair responsibility in

harvesting a public resource.

Sincerely
CfT U ot”
Marge Hanger

Owner

22



16:56 LEG. AFFAIRS - SOLDOTMA J
Post)H" brand fax transmittal memo 7671 Wofpsgei *

Aq/ptu XS F 3~ . aAsi-o.
£utcP iPXo'rXT-U.ﬁhontg& R

Oeat.

[egislature

Please enter into the record my testimony to the  C € A?79~ M
committee name
o

bill/subject

X OU>P Av O Opp&iTi, Alb/ONK MIAPVPM fZw /M Z; M Ew/.C

JACVLE XfojQ JPSTU2UASE M 44 Q LT QuTL A MomMp
OF0>ST»**S TffFT Co” To mv XMoP OPT* N -

To Boo* P //m F finy F&sp m t* <as& (7=

7Vi &£EM ;al& r# 4 r - fo x

Pfc. P/AMF or TFiZi Pzaplz F)S€ Z/TFc/2. Mt&Z &M

roVIUFTIUT ToX&MTFzZZ £ '0,6jft zw -B

&0 r FBI/XF, XVEY¥ 0fl&z Fax To FiS/J oas (%%

OUF FPCh-i Tit g/IMF v-&FTZ/S. T/PM/Mg Th/B M /0&OB.
PA/IC FoT XiuSFT MX?0F AmF F/J2) m#6 /9 IM T XiJXzr

6&/PO ToM/Pi & FbtOZ,FOF TIM
XriPpiG ¥ 6IVEIQ To &ZT To tiitiZFti ATAU / THtVZS.ob Ay?
}ozi&OA/ To Bo WH /) AT P WVT &OI&Z/ / /E]
rT Vi MAW Tg, FI&P>=> -ptetu Jy/dT P (&ts T//ZY tell L
Mo N T R TR PRI Br b VAT &t Tk
Signed: fr &tru»ctE. P., Da™M _ T%g$ P&2
. S VZTToM, THS
es’jjljtlcenf}fvscz_ & grfi/ts ) iO)LL //oT Am ~r
. . T ftcpLi P
Representing (Optional) "f0/SCV  COFfO
A /otiuk M il/jly;p Tyopl/po A&LNﬂDtPM*
Address POPS
Pp go* ?2/?] PoiOPTM I M X, Igm?sél*(ﬁAoTTMMrﬁ

Phone No. 2 F /-F 7/
—ORLY J$ WOFft?Y Teo XWM(E> R(OIr, fsolfT co/u Pot go. pa# # px/nlty

V86 C<UxUvy_In(amstton OFFIC* ts\ A /- Ao /- .
*TP*TyF *80*.n Cfp37S700{o»ci)iaooOom th™ s& cdO W kvM S

y1/r-*Ff- ruAVOSC SV/SISrC-nS* Pun/s.S hdad)/c :T~ CCXZ'/TIiA" ~ru>0 COCyib



DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
POSITION PAPER

Bill No: HB 140

Sponsor: Representative Hudson

Division: Sport Fish

Bill Title: "An act relating to the king salmon tag
fee."

Department Position: Support

The King Salmon Tag is an important new user-pay funding source fpr
the Department of Fish and Game. K3 140 would modify the fee
structure for nonresident Kking salmon tags as well as provide
legislative intent that the revenues be dedicated to king salmon
sport fishing research, management, and enhancement projects. The
department supports the legislative intent.

The effect of HB 140 on total revenue from sales of the tag is
essentially neutral. However, there could be a shift on the
pattern of sales between short-term and longer-term licenses.

The department strongly recommends that a new king salmon fee
structure not go into effect until January 1, 1994. The $20
nonresident stamps have already been distributed to the vendors and
are on sale now. In addition, we believe that by the time the bill
becomes law, an RF? for printing the new nonresident stamps is
completed, and the new stamps are distributed to vendors, most of

the 1993 fishing season for king salmon will have occurred. We
believe that the cost and confusion that will result because of a
1993 effective date are not justifiable.

The department would also like the bill to be modified to require
that the king salmon stamp be purchased only by people fishing for
anadromous king salmon. This will exempt people who fish for pan-

size king salmon in landlocked stocked lakes. We recommend this
change because the landlocked lakes king salmon stocking program
usually occurs in urban areas and is intended to benefit children
and lower income fishermen, and because small king salmon in
landlocked systems are difficult to distinguish from other salmon

species.

Commissioner7s Signature Data: 2/19/93



Potential Amendments To KB 140

1. Effective date January 1, 1994
2. Page 1, line 12 insert the word "anadromous"”™ before Kking
salmon.

3. *Sec. 3. AS 16.05.340(a)(23) is amended to read:

(23) Residnet King sSalmon ., $10
A residnet may not engage in sport fishing for anadromous King
salmon without having a valid [THE CURRENT YEAJ3'S] king salmon tag
in the resident's actual possession, unless that person

(A) qualifies for the 25 cent license fee under (1) of
this subsection:

(B) etc

3. Page 1, line 12 add:
(D) nonresid™et military king salmon tag .. %20
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HB 140A (1-Day license increased to $10)

Fiscal Note Analysis:

Expenditures included in this hill are for the additional cost of
printing, distributing, and accounting for individually numbered
nonresident king salmon tags. Tags will be individually numbered
in order to prevent the possibility of illegal reuse of short term
tags, and to facilitate accurate accounting of the number of tags
sold by vendors. These costs include: $1.4 in personal services

for a non-permanent position (range 8) for 1 month to assist in
mailouts of supplies and in data entry of stamps issued, sold, and
returned (an estimated 120,000 tags will be sold in FY94) ; and 9.4
in contractual for the additional cost of printing individually

numbered tags.

The enclosed table lists the assumptions used to estimate the
effect of this bill on revenue. Part one of the table lists the
predicted number of king salmon tags that willbe sold by each
class of nonresident license. Projected sales were estimated based
on past increases in license sales, and it was assumed that 35% of

all nonresident license holders would by a kingsalmon tag. The
second part of the table lists the projected king salmon tag
revenue based on the current cost of a nonresident tag ($20) . The

third part of the table lists the projected revenue based on the
king salmon tag fees proposed in H3 140A. The net effect of the
bill would be to increase revenue to the Fish and Game fund by

about $31.6 in FY94.



AMENDMENTS TO HB140 INHOUSE (FSH) COMMITTEE:

The amendments below were either proposed by the Department of
Fish & Game (see Position Paper, dated 2/19/93) or by the House
Special Committee on Fisheries. All were adopted, and are contained
in CSHB 140 (FSH):

1. adopted an effective date of January 1, 1994,
2. distinguish between "anadromous"™ and land-locked king salmon;

3. technical amendment- to leave king salmon tag fee at $20 for
military and dependents, this fee would have to be separated from
nonresident annual fee rate (which is $30. under this bill);

4. treat nonresident youths (under the age of 16) similar to resident
youths by excluding both groups from the necessity of purchasing a
tag;

5. established a $10 fee (HB140 proposed $5) for the nonresident 1
day tag.

6. title change: add word Anadromous and the language and
providing for an effective date.



CSHB 140(FSH)

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS:

SECTION 1L

SECTION 2:

SECTION 3:

SECTION 4:

SECTION 5:

intent language was included to underscore the
purpose of this legislation and the tag fee program.
King salmon tag fees should be appropriated to
support only king salmon sport fishing research,
management, and enhancement projects.

amends current law by requiring residents to
purchase a tag only for anadromous king salmon.

amends current law by:

a. requiring nonresidents to purchase a tag only for
anadromous king salmon;

b. establishes a graduated fee schedule for
nonresidents ($10, 15 & 30) based on validation
period (1,3, & 14 day / annual period);

c. exempts nonresidents, under the age of 16, from
tag requirement;

d. leaves in place a flat rate tag fee ($20) for

military personnel and dependents.

technical amendment, clarifying that the Kking
salmon tag, similar to all other fishing licenses &
tags, expires December 31 following issuance.

this act takes effect January 1, 1994.
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REPRESENTATIVE BILL HUDSON

Slate Capitol
Juneau. Alaska

99801-1182
007) 465-3744

SPONSOR STATEMENT

CSHB140(FSH) "An Act ielating to the king salmon tag fee."

This bill was introduced to address concerns raised by individuals in
out tourism/sport fish industry. In short, the current flat fee of
$20.00 (imposed on all nonresidents) is very likely to discourage
sport fish participation among short-time tourists (those with a one
to three day turnaround). A response of this nature is likely to have
a very detrimental impact on our resident sport-guide businesses

and local economies.

Fortunately, there is a ve~ -unp: solution to this problem- institute

a graduated fees schedule. J(FSH) would repeal the flat
$20.00 rate, while imposing i .hat increases ($10, $15 and $30)
with the validation period (one , three, 14 day or annual tag).

Furthermore, a graduated rate schedule not only addresses the
adverse economic implications of a flat rate system, it also insures
that fees are commensurate with resource impacts. The longer a
nonresident participates in our fishery resource, the higher their fee

will become.

The Department of Fish & Game has worked closely with the sponsor
on this legislation, and supports its passage.

CSHB140(FSH) carries a positive fiscal note of $70.6 in FY94 (81.6
additional revenues, less 10.9 in administrative costs).
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COOK INLET
AQUACULTURE ASSOCIATION

HC 2 30X 349
30LDOTNA, AK 990689707
(807) 2835101

March 11, 1992

House Special Committee on Fisher
State Capital
Juneau, Alaska 99S01

Dear Special Committee Member:

CIAA urges approval of K3- 131 because we need to be able tc utilize
cost recovery revenues generated at the State cwnad facilities we
operate in exactly the same fashion as coat recovery revenues
generated at facilities we own and operate. We need tc be able tc
3pend fish sale revenues generated at State owned facilities to:

1) make improvements to the State owned facilities. In many
instances the complete design was never constructed, vital parts
were left out. In other instances, poor construction or poor
maintenance has resulted in the need for major improvements. In
still other instances new regulations (fuel handling ar.d storage
for example) require expensive improvements.

2) pay reasonable ccsts of operating the regional associations.
It is not fair that any association overhead must be charged off
against these facilities owned by associations. All facilities
require administrative services which we <call overhead; ail
facilities 3hould pay a fair share.

3) taka advantage of the flexibility and security offered by
securing operating revenue through a "corporate cost recovery
goal". Wo can use monies generated from facilities owned by
associations to operate, maintain or improve State owned
hatcheries; We should be able tc use monies generated at a State
owned facility to operate, maintain or improve another State owned

facility or an association owned facility. It is not likely that
every facility will generate exactly its individual ccst recovery
goal every year. Shortages at one facility must be made up by

surpluses from other facilities; regardless of who actually owns a
particular facility.

I would be happy to answer any questions.

Sincerely,

APcrrMdLA C s/U izM N |—
Thomas E. Mears,
Executive Director

SALMON ENHANCEMENT TODAY MEANS BETTER SALMON FISHING TOMORROW



Southern Southeast Regional Aquaculture Association, Inc.

2721 Tongass Avenue.
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901
Phone: (907) 225-9605
Pax: (907) 225-1348

House Special Committee Fisheries
RE: HB 191 “An act relating to cost recovery. by
contractors Wno operate state-owned hatcheries

: - fat, 4
The Southern Southeast Regional Aquaculture Association (SSRAAg recommends the
approval of this act. SSRAA signed an agreement with the Department of Fish and Game
on'July 1, 19 to operate the State Sockcyc Salmon Hatchery at Beaver Falls for a twenty
year period. A cost recovery program is being developed that'will pay for the operations of
this facility. However, our experience in operating salmon hatcheries over the _Past fifteen
years has shown that return rates and prices are highly volatile, and there will be times
when a single species will not cover the operating costs.

One of the strengths of SSRAA's program is the diversification of our species being reared
and the multiple sites where these fish are released. SSRAA releases ail salmon species,
except for pink salmon, and release them at multiple sites. When the return of one species
IS low or the price is depressed, we cart JVequently make cost recovery goals on another
species for which the return or price is higher and/or harvest at another site.

SSRAA also uperatcs all of our programs from a pool of money derived fYom the salmon
enhancement tux and cost recovery. This pool Is budgeted among all projects. It is not
practical in our case to make each project pay for itself. This is more efficient and less
costly than running each as an independent entity.

The current_ limitation on SSRAA to operate the State Beaver Falls Hatchery is not
consistent with our operations. There will be occasions when the sockcyc returns will not
ﬁrowde sufficient funds tc operate the hatchery and SSRAA will have to subsidize the stats
atchery from our uthcr cost recovery efforts. It is only fair that SSRAA should also ke
able to Use funds front the Beaver Falls cost recovery to meet our other program needs.

If 1B 191 is enacted, it will help stabilize our source of revenue and add to our
diversification strength. It will help assure that nur other salmon enhancement programs
will not be %eogardlzed and it will help assure that SSRAA will be able to meet our debt
service to the State Fisheries Enhancement Revolving Loan Fund _gFERLF). ~The recent
Ie_ﬂlslatlve audit report (08444593 recommends a@JrovuI of this bill and advises that the
bill would also help secure the future of the FERLF fur other operators who still need to

borrow from the fund.

Sincerely,

CI [| J AUv
Donald F. Amend
General Manager LETTERS:  SUPPORT



UNITED FISHERMEN OF ALASKA

211 Fourth Street, Suite 112
Juneau. Alaska 99801
907/586-2820

March 16, 1993 Fax: 907/463-2545

The Honorable Carl Moses, Chair

and Committee Members

House Special Committee on Fisheries
The Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99802-1182

RE: HB 191 - An Act relating to cost recovery bv
contractors who operate state-owned hatcheries

Dear Chairman Moses and Committee Members:

The State of Alaska has more or less completed the process of transferring the operations of state
-owned salmon hatcheries to regional aquaculture associations. Standard lease agreements with
the State allow the regional associations to harvest a portion of the returning hatchery salmon to
pay for the cost of producing those salmon. However, under current laws, the revenues received
in the cost recovery harvest may onlv be used to pay for costs at the state-owned facility, and onlv

for operating costs.

This bill, which is unanimously supported by the United Fishermen of Alaska, would allow the
regional associations to use cost recovery revenues earned at state-owned hatcheries to pay for ah
costs that may be associated with producing salmon at those hatcheries. These include
administrative, maintenance, and capital costs; program evaluation costs, such as tagging; and.
debt retirement of any loans associated with die state-owned facilities.

The bill would also allow the regional associations to use those revenues to pay for costs
associated with any other projects or facilities operated by the regional association. This allows an
association to pool all cost recovery and enhancement tax revenues for the most efficient and
effective us in its program.

The State has transferred the operation of commercially important hatcheries to the regional
associations under the presumption that resource users should pay for the programs which benefit
them. In order to make these transfers financially feasible, the regional associations have, in
many cases, made capital improvements to these facilities.

MEMOER ORGANIZATIONS

Alaska Crab Coalmon * Alaska l.ongline Fisherman's Associatjon e Alaska Trollers Agsociation e Area KSemers Association
| ? Son F|s{1ermensAssouat|on . Brlstol Ba OanottorsAssogatlon -Concerntid Aron "M* Fishermen
Cook Ino quaculture Association  Cordova District Fishermen Umtod « Konal Peninsula Fishe |rmen Association,
NorthP cific F|sheres Assomatlon « Northern Soum?nst Reql OH al A unﬁu turg Association  Pe ma a Marketing Association
Petersburg Vosso vners Association e Pnnco William S culture orporat|on -Seaoo Prodycers Cooporntive
Sout easd; Iaska?emerfAssomatmn -Soufhern outheast Reglona AgKacutureAssomatmn
Umtod Cook Inlet Drill Association « Weslorn Alaska Cooperative Marketing Association



The Honorable Carl Moses, Chair

and Committee Members

House Special Committee on Fisheries
March 16, 1993

Page Two

Now that the regional associations have the responsibility to operate these hatcheries, it is
important that the State of Alaska also give them the opportunity to make them succeed, and not
hobble them with unreasonable constraints. This bill will help to make the transfer program a

success by removing one such constraint.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dan Hull, Chairman vg—
Aquaculture Committee
United Fishermen of Alaska

cc: UFA Board of Directors

FD:LcgislIntion:HD 191 :HSComOnFish/3-19



March 9, 1993

Carl Moses, Chairman

House Special Committee on Fisheri
State Capitol Buiiding

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Mr. Chairman;

It is my understanding that House Bill 191, an act relating
to cost recovery by contractors who operate state owned
hatcheries, is scheduled to come before your committee.

This bill is very meaningful to my organization. W fund a
state hatchery, located near Paxson on the Gulkana River.
The state has asked us to accept full responsibility in FY-
94 for the operation of that facility. There is no
opportunity for cost recovery at the GulkanaHatchery
because the fish arrive there in spawning condition.
Therefore, we must fund that facility with revenue earned at
other hatcheries such as the Main Bay sockeye salmon
hatchery in Prince William Sound.

The Main Bay Hatchery is owned by the state, but operated by
the Prince William Sound Aquaculture Corporation. Current
regulations prevent us from using Main Bay cost recovery
revenue to fund another hatchery.

H3 191 will enable us to fund the Gulkana hatchery with Main
Bay hatchery revenue, which is acceptable to gill net
fishermen, since both hatcheries principally supply thegill
net fishery plus the subsistence and dip netfisheries on

the Copper River.

Thanks very much.

O

John McMullen
President

copy: Ray Gillespie

Corporate Office ¢ Post Office Box 1: 10  Cordova. Alaska 99574-1 110
phone: so7/a24-7511 * faX 907/424-7514



Alaska State Legislature

During Session:

Comirttees: Stale Gipitol
Juneeu. AK 99801-1182
House Resouross. (907) 465-3424
Chairman pax QO7) 465-3793
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Regiorel Affairs . Jb 9/ i} a7

Representative iliam K. Wiliams FhirG Sie

MEMORANDUM

TO: Senator Mike Miller, Chairman
Senate Resources Committee

FROM: Rep. Bill Williams ts*
DATE: April 12, 1993

RE: Request for scheduling of HB 191 for Senate Resources
hearing CrhtPac=tcr C.9MINTEE) ST.

I would like to request a hearing of HB 191 before the Senate
Resources Committee. I am the prime sponsor of this measure, and
co-sponsors include Representatives Olberg, Phillips, Grussendorf,
G. Davis, and Navarre.

HB 191 pertains to how a contractor (usually a regional aquaculture
association) may spend the cost recovery monies generated from a
state-owned hatchery which the contractor operates under contract

with the state. This bill is strongly supported by aquaculture
associations, fishermen, and the Department of Fish and Game. The
bill has a zero fiscal note and will in the long run help to save
money for the state while maintaining hatchery production. This
is because the increased flexibility proposed by the bill will help
to make the take-over of operation of state facilities Dby
contractors more feasible. Thus, it will help to accomplish the
goal of weaning hatchery operations off of state funding.

HB 191 is a non-controversial Dbill. No one has voiced opposition
to HB 191, and the bill passed th” House unanimously. 1 would very
much appreciate your consideration of scheduling it for a hearing
soon.

Back-up information is attached to this request. If further
information is needed, please contact my office at 465-3715. Thank
you.

SPONSOR STATKMF.N'T



Alaska State Legislature
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SPONSOR STATEMENT

HB 191: RELATING TO COST RECOVERY BY CONTRACTORS
WHO OPERATE STATE-OWNED HATCHERIES

BY REP. BILL WILLIAMS

HB 191 pertains to how a contractor (usually a regional aquaculture
association) may spend the cost recovery monies generated from a
state-owned hatchery which the contractor operates under contract
with the state. The bill has a zero fiscal note and will in the
long run help to save money for the state while maintaining
hatchery production because the increased flexibility proposed by

the bill will help to make the take-over of operation of state
facilities by contractors more feasible. Thus, it will help to
accomplish the goal of weaning hatchery operations off of state
funding.

HB 191 is a non-controversial piece of legislation. It is strongly
supported by aquaculture associations, fishermen, and the

Department of Fish and Game. No one has voiced opposition to HB
191, and the bill passed the House unanimously.



DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

POSITION PAPER

Bill No.: HB 191
Sponsor: Williams
Division: FRED

Bill Title: An act relating to cost recovery by contractors of state-owned hatcheries.

Background/Legislative Intent:

Passage of this bill would allow funds from cost recovery at a contracted state hatchery to be
used for the same purposes that funds from cost recovery at ordinary PNP hatcheries may be
used. Under current AS 16.10.480(d), contractors can only use funds generated from cost
recovery at a contracted hatchery for operating that hatchery. If insufficient operating funds are
generated at a contracted hatchery, the contractor may use funds from one of its own hatcheries
to support the state-owned hatchery, but could not use funds from another contracted facility to

support the first.

Analysis of Bill/Progrnm Effects:

The current law unnecessarily restricts the flexibility of contractors to operate state-owned
hatcheries and may result in the closure of productive state facilities that do not have immediate
cost-recovery potential sufficient to support their operating costs. Under AS 16.10.450, PNP
hatchery operators are able to utilize funds generated from harvests of salmon returning to their
facilities for reasonable operating costs, including debt retirement, expansion of facilities,
fisheries research or other salmon rehabilitation projects, or operating costs and fisheries-related
activities of the regional aquaculture association. This bill would allow contractors of state-
owned hatcheries to operate contracted hatcheries with the same flexibility they already ha\e
with their own hatcheries. It may also reduce the need for loans or additional state funding for

some contracted hatcheries where cost recovery is not possible.

Signature:
Date

POSITION PAPER: ADF&G
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BILL NO. HB 19

Department Affected:  Fish ad Game

Title; An act relating to cost recovenlhv contractors who BRU:
operate state-owned hatcheries

Sponsor:  Williams

Requestor:

FRED
Component:

FRED

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

OPERATING
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOT iL OPERATING

CAPITAL

REVENUE FUND SOURCE:

FUNDING:

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1006 GF/MHTIA

OTHER

TOTAL

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year (FY93) impact:

ANALYSIS:

FYod
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
300

50.0

S0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
S0.0

OO

FYos
0,0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
500

S0.0

500

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
S0.0

(Attach a separate pace if necessary)

FYos FYo7
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
S0.0 S0.0
500 $0.0
S0.0 300

(Thousands of Dollars)

0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
S0.0 50.0

FYos FT'99
0C 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 00
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
S0.0 300
S0.0 S0.0
300 S0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0

300 S00

Passage of this bill would allow funds from cost recover)' at a contracted state hatchery to be used for the same purposes
that funds from cost recovery at ordinary PNP hatcheries may be used. Under current AS 16.10.480(d), contractors can

only use funds geneiated from cost recovery at a contracted hatchery for operating that hatchery.

If insufficient operating

funds are generated at a contracted hatchery, the contractor may use funds from one of its own hatcheries to support the

state-owned hatchery, but could not use funds from another contracted facility to support the first.

repared By: Steve McGee

Division: FRED

Approved by Commissioner: ,

TI

«

Agency:  Department of Fish and Game

Phone: 465-4160
Date:  3/10/9?
Date: £ 1 7
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ALASKA KINERS ASSOCIATION; INC.

Mining Industry Outlook For Alaska
October 192

By Steve Borell
Note:  This article will appear in the November 19%2issue of the Alaska Business Monthly.

The future outlook for several parts of the Alaska mmmg industry is excellent. During the next 18
months, six projects will be at the stage where th,e¥_ could make decisions to begin construction of major
mines. In that each has significant design, permitting, market and/or financing challenges that must
be overcome there are however no guarantees.

The significance for Alaska of six ma{or mines in this position could be easily over looked. One must
remember that from World War [1 until 1989there was effectively no hardrock mining (as compared to
placer minings in all of Alaska. At the start of WW |1 President Roosevelt’s executive order closed all
precious metal mines in the country so those miners would go into the mining of iron, lead, zinc, copper
and other metals needed for the war effort, Since the war, a few small hardrock mines have operated for
short periods of time but there has been effectively no hardrock mining.

All that chan%ed in 1989 In that year Greens Creek and Red Dog hegan operation and thereby proved
to the world that it is Possmle to start a major new mine in Alaska. That notion had been in doubt. The
d(2) lands debate, ANILCA, unstable tax and regulatory policies and ongoing preservationists pres-
sures to stop all development had convinced many companies that major mine development in Alaska
was simply not possible.

But now we have proof positive that major mines are possible. Also with oil production declining we are
seeing chanq(e_s in attitude toward mining by the public, by legislators and by the administration. Alas-
kans are looking for future economic opportunities and they see that miningcan be a major contributor.

For the prodect owners, these six projects represent many years of exp!oratmn, drilling, sampling, engi-
neermg_ and metallurgical studies, environmental studies and permitting and millions of dollars of
expenditures that are about to come to fruition. To the economy of Alaska they will mean new jobs and
many millions of dollars in supplies and services.

These six projects involve five gold mines and one coal mine, They are the Kensington Venture and
Alaska-Juneau underground gold mines near Juneau, the Wishbone Hill coal mine near Sutton, the Fort
Knox and Citigold projects near Fairbanks and the lllinois Creek project southwest of Galena. If these
Six projects become operating mines they will create more than 1400new jobs. These will be challeng-
ing, skilled, good-paymﬁﬁ year-around jobs in four different parts of the state and are sorely needed as
employment on the rorth Slope continues to decline.

Another important asRect of these Projects S that_the){ are moving ahead in the face of extreme pressure
from various groups that oppose al develo_?_ment in Alaska. However, the mining companies are stick-
:cn? Wlthf me ptrotjects in spite of this opposition and their determination is an important facet for the
ufure of the state.



An added measure of the health of the mining industry involves expenditures for minerals exploration.
Exploration expenditures appear to have decreased somewhat from the past several years of %rowth.
However, this must be seen in perspective and is actually a good sign for Alaska. Many industries are
leaving the United States due fo excessive and overbearing re(t;ulanonS and harassment. Just like the
major oil companies, major mining companies are taking most of their exploration dollars to other
countries.

But for Alaska there is a difference, Alaska lands are receiving continued interest by a wide cross sec-
tion of companies and some major international mining companies are again explorm? in Alaska after
an ahsence of ten or more*ears. Exploration is the very neces]s&%ﬂrst stage that must occur if new
mineral deposits are to be located. It has been estimated that prospects are evaluated for every one
major mw.e ﬁhat begins operation. It is therefore a good sign that exploration interest in the State
remains high.

The segment of the Alaska mining industry that continues to struggle is the small placer miner. In the
past 15years this segment has gone from an industry with only minimal regulation to what is now pos-
sibly the most heale requlated industry. New requirements and new permits of one sort or another
seem to be added each year. The result is that the uncertainty and sheer bulk of requirements makes it
difficult for the small miner to continue.

Many ofthe new req.uweme_nts beln(% forced on the placer miners are not scientifically hased nor in pro-
portion to the potential environmental hazard. In some instances they are merely bureaucracy out of
control. Miners are however hopeful that ongoing work by the Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation will bring some science and logic into their regulations.

Regarding projects for the more distant future, there are several in various stages of evaluation. Some of
these are on Native Corporation lands. Nearly all of the Alaska Native Corporations are actively pro-
moting mineral exploration on their lands. Their lands comprise about 46million acres having some of
the highest potential mineral terranes in the state. Their desire is for economic development and jobs for
their shareho]ders and Alaska can expect great things from these lands in the future. ™

Steue Borellis the Executive Director of the Alaska Miners Association. A registered professional engi-
neerin Alaska, Colorado and North Dakota, he has worked in coal and metals mining for more than 18
years throughout the United States and in Canada and South America.

Alaska Miners Association

0L W. Northern Lights, Suite 203
Anchorage, AK
Phone 276-0347
FAX  (907) 2/8-797



WALTER J. HICKEL, GOVERNOR
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v
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND P.O. BOX |10804

JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811-0804
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT o (o Hen 007

DIVISION OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

AREA IMPACTED BY ALASKAN RESOURCE
DEVELOPMENTS

Trans Alaska Pipeline System: 16.3 mi?2

Red Dog Mine facility: 1573 acres (2.9 mi2]
Greens Creek Mine facility: 350 acres (5 mi2)
Kensington Mine facility: 275 acres (4 mi2)
Fort Knox Mine facility: 4533 acres (7.1 mi2)
A\] Mme faC|I|ty 500 acres (.78 mi2)

"greas given include all related facilities (well complexes, mines,
beneficiation complexes, tailing disposal, airfields, roads and ports)*

AH. Clough
10 March. 1993

LAND AREAS IMPACTED BY DEVELOPMENTS
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P M C NORTH PACIFIC MINING CORPORATION
A Subsidiary of Cook Inlet Region, Inc.

March 19,1993

Representative Pete Kott
House of Representatives
State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Representative Kott*

North Pacific Mining Corporation offers Its support for the passage of HB 213. The closure
of large tracts of state lands during the exploration and development stages without the
review and consent of the legislature has been a problem in the past

The Alaska Minerals Commission has made the intent of HB 213 a primary issue of

concern and we support that view. Passage of HB 213 would Insure that State lands
remain in multiple-use status and available for mineral development considerations.

Yours truly.

NORTH PACIiriC MINING CORPORATION

Gerald G. Booth

President
2525 HCHStreet, Suite 500 (907) 274-8638 - Office
P.O. Box 93330 (907) 279-8836-Fax

Anchorage, Alaska 99509-3330
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USIBELL! COAL MINE, INC.

MARKETING

122 First Avenue Suite 302
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
(907) 452-2625 FAX (907) 451-6543

March 19,1993

Representative Pete Kott
House of Representatives
Stale Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Representative Kotc

On behalf of Usdbelli Coal Mine, Inc., | would like to offer support for passage of
HB213. The bill will assure that closure of large acreagels of stale lands will not be done
without the review and consent of the legislature. This will satisfy both the spirit and
intent of Alaska's multiple-use statutes.

As we look to the future, maintaining a land base for multiple-use including
mineral development will be critical to the stale’s economic health. Passage of HB213
will be an important step in assuring our multiple-nse lands remain available for
economic development. .

Sincerely;

JS/me

** TOTAL PAGE.003 **
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Alaska

Exploration

A Ovision@/Cominco American Incorporated

March 19, 1993

Representative Pete Kott

Room 409, State Capitol Building
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

FAX No. 465-4565

Dear Representative KoU.

Two of the most important issues mining companies consider when trying to decide
where to spend their exploration dollars arc: 1) land availability for exploration and 2)
infrastructure. Land closed to mineral entry, especially large blocks ofland, has had the
single most negative impact to exploration in the state.

Mineral deposits arc not easy to find - exploration can be likened to trying to find the
proverbial needle in the haystack. It takes a great deal of time, study and a financial and
philosophical commitment of upper management to pursue this endeavor. In the process,
geologists Identify large tracts of prospective ground in which a mineral deposit might
occur. After geologic, geophysical and geochemical evaluation over these large tracts of
prospective land, the ceologists may, but not always, identify on area that deserves
detailed study and drilling. Only after detailed geologic and economic studies - a
considerable financinl investment - can a company evaluate if the area of focus is a
mineral deposit, rather thanjust an interesting prospect. This whole process of narrowing
down the land base takes several years, even decades.

WCc applaud the introduction of HB 213 and the companion in the Senate, SB 159.
Keeping die maximum number of acres of state land open for mineral exploration sends a
very positive message to companies currently conducting mineral exploration in the state

and will provide incentive for companies that arc not currently exploring in Alaska to
invest their time and money in our slate.

Sincerely.
A o ADJIRIU? (

Madelyn A. Millholland
Geologist/Permitting Coordinator

cc: B. Bouloy, Munangcr Exploration, Cominco
S. Borell, Executive Director, AMA

Cominco Alaska Exploration/56G0 "B" Slroet/Anchoraou, Alaska 99518-1685 « Tol. (907) 583*7111 « Fox (907) 563-4244



diaries B. Green
P.O. Box 71805
Fairbanks, Alaska 99707

March. 19,1993

Representative Pete Kott
House of Representatives
State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Representative Kon:

I would like to express my appreciation to yon and to your co-sponsors for
introducing HB213 and would like to offer support for its passage;

As a member of the Alaska Minerals Commission and a 20 year resident of the
state who has been involved in raining and resource development for most of that time, |
cannot over fimpmsia» the importance of maintaining a true multiple-use land base. This
is especially important at a dm* when there will be increasing pressure to restrict and
close Alaska’s federal lands to mineral development.

The economic benefits of mineral development will become increasingly

important to Alaska’s economy. It is critical that closures to mineral development should
be minimized and only be undertaken with the consent of the legislature.

CGline
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ALASKA MINERS ASSOOATION INC

501 WostNoithornLightsBoulovard, Suila 203 Anchoinga,Alaska 99608 fax; (9072707997 tolophcno: (907)270°0347

March 19, 1993

Honorable William Williams
chairman

House Resources Committee
Alaska State Legislature
Juneau, AK 99801-1102

Dear Representative Williams,

Re: HB-i213 Multiple Use & Administrative Mineral Closures of
Areas Larger Than 640 Acres

1 am writing on behalf of the Alaska Miners Association in support

of House Bill 213. The practice of closing State lands to mireral
entry and mineral leasing is a very important issue and we heartily
endorse this bill that would place some reasonable restrictions on

the ability of the Department of Natural Resources to make
administrative mineral closures.

There are actually three mechanisms by which state lands can be
closed to mineral entry and mineral leasing. First, the
Legislature can pass bills to establish State parks, refuges,
sanctuaries, recreation areas, etc. To date, more that 3.2 million
acres have been closed to mineral development by Legislative
action. This authority and prerogative is very rightly held by the
Legislature.

The second mechanism for restricting mineral development is the
application of Title 16 by ADF&G to areas where fisheries resources
may be affected. The application of Title 16 applies to all
activities on State lands, not ju3t mining, and gives the ADF&G
authority to insure that fisheries are not adversely affected.

The third mochanism is the use of administrative closures by the
Department of Natural Resources. From the time of statehood until
the mid or late 1970's, administrative closures of land to mineral
entry and mining wore limited to 640 acres (one section) or loss.
Thon came a series of DNR commissioners who closed large areas of
state lands to mineral entry with little or no justification. The
statute requires a "finding of incompatibilityll but this has been
very broadly interpreted and abused. Thoan closures were often tho
result of State Area Plans developed by DNR with massive pressure
from groups and agencies that wanted to clore State lands to
development. To add insult to injury, some of these lands that
have been closed administratively were actually selected by tho
State because of thair mineral potential.

LETTERS OF SUPPORT
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ALASKA MINERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

I would stress that the need for this bill is not attributable to
actions of tho current Administration. The Hickcl Administration
has generally used mineral closures in tho true spirit that was

envisioned at the time of Statehood. If we could be certain that
this attitude would continue in future administrations/ then there
would be no need for thi3 legislation. However, that cannot be

assured and legislation limiting administrative closures by the DNR
is therefore necessary.

The challenge is to tighten the rules on dnr without making it
impossible to impose closures that are legitimate and justifiable.
We need to stop massive mineral closures and still ensuro that the
requirement will not be too restrictive for DNR to do its job
properly. We believe that by limiting administrative closures to
640 acres in a contiguous block, HB-213, make3 the necessary
changes. This limit does not apply where mineral closures are made
for land disposals or infrastructure including ports, airports,
roads, railroads, pipelines, and powerlines.

In conclusion, the changes proposed in this bill are needed to:
(1) correct the problem of excessive closures of lands to mineral
entry, and (2) insure that legitimate closures are allowed in a way
that is efficient for DNR. If the latter part of the change were
not made, state land disposals and infrastructure projects would
require individual approval by the Legislature. This would be very
cumbersome and inefficient.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

A « .

Steven C. Borell, P.E.
Executive Director

cci Representative Pete Kott



Alaska State Legislature

Ifijf: oy HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Official llusines.s Slate Copitol
MEMORANDUM Juneau, AK 99801-112
TO: Representative Ramona 1 Barnes

Speaker of the House

FROM: Douglas A. Wooliver?
Staff Attorney

SUBJECT: Sectional Analysis of CSHB 213 (RES)

DATE: March 27, 1993

The following is a sectional analysis of CSHB 213 (RES); "An Act
prohibiting the commissioner of natural resources from classifying
state land, water, or land and water so that mining , mineral entry
and location, mineral prospecting, and mineral leasing are precluded
or are designated an incompatible use without an act of the
legislature if the area involved contains more than 640 contiguous
acres except in certain situations; and providing for an effective
date.”

Section 1 amends AS 38.05.300(a). Title 38 deals with public lands
and chapter 05 refers to the Alaska Lands Act. Subsection 300 is
entitled "Classification of land.”

Section 1 prohibits the commissioner of natural resources, except
by act of the state legislature, from classifying any area of land
that is more than 640 acres in such a manner that mining activities
and functions are precluded. This prohibition does not apply to those
classifications that are necessary for a land disposal or exchange or
when necessary for utility or transportation corridors or
infrastructure. . [-+ 'm .

Section 2 amends AS 38.05.300 again by adding a new subsection.
This new section allows the commissioner of natural resources to
make interim classifications that preclude mining activities. If the
commissioner has made any interim classifications they must be

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS



submitted to the legislature within 10 days after the convening of
each regular legislative session. The legislature then must approve
those interim classifications within 90 days or they expire.

Section 3 applies the above sections to classifications made after
the effective date of the act.

Section 4 provides for an immediate effective date.



Alaska Environmental Lobby, Inc
P.O. Box 22151 Juneau, Alaska 99802 907-463-15366

HB 213 CLOSURES TO MINERAL ENTRY
SUMMARY
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Alaska Environmental Lobby, Inc.
P.O. Box 22151 Juneau, Alaska 99802 907-463-3366

HB 213 CLOSURES TO MINERAL ENTRY

HB 213 prohibits the Commissioner of the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) from
closing state lands to mineral entry for purposes of Public Recreation/Habitat Use. The

commissioner would retain authority to close lands to mineral entry for purposes of Land
Disposals and Exchanges, Resource Development/Transportation Corridors and Reserved

Use.
The Alaska Environmental Lobby opposes this legislation.

First the problem needs to be pul into perspective. Only 4% of state lands have been closed
to mineral entry. Of that 4%, 70% has been closed for reasons of Land Disposal, Land
Exchange, Resource Development and Reserved Use, the exemptions granted by HB 213.
The remainder, 30%, has been closed for Public Recreation/Wildlife Habitat puiposes . In
other words, only 1.2% of state lands have been closed by DNR to mineral entry in cases
where HB 213 would now require an act of legislature.

Alaska mineral policy now favors mining. In Alaska, state lands are open to mineral entry
unless specifically closed. All other state resources, such as timber, fisheries, oil and gas
are closed to commercial exploitation unless specifically opened. Timber and oil for
instance, must be advertised for sale or lease by the state and are made available to industry
only after a competitive auction. This is not the case for mining. Consequently the state
and its residents lose an element of control over the disposition of their resources. Mineral
entry should be made subject to the same review, planning and competitive bidding process
as are other state resources.

It has been argued that closing state land to mineral entry threatens Alaska's economic
opportunities. However, lancN are frequently closed to mining in order to protect other
industries such as fishing, tourism or recreation. Each ofthese industries returns large
benefits to the state. Why should mining be treated ~ith special consideration, especially
when studies have shown that mining returns the greatest net loss to the state than any other
resource industry other than the timber industry?

Clearly there are many issues involved when state lands are classified. Many bounces
must be struck: Between public against private interests, between competing private
interests: between sustained yield and profitable exploitation, as well as concern for plants,
animals and other components of a healthy ecosystem. The personnel of DNR are skilled
in balancing all these considerations and should make these decisions. Micro-managing
DNR will only slow the classification process and skew it in favor of only one of many
important Alaskan interests.

3/26/93
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Examples of Mineral Closures implemented under DNR Area Plans.

Tanana Basin Area Plan
Nenana’River - Rex to Healy 7,600 acres (recreation)

Fielding Lake - 21,440 acres (recreation)

Northwest Area Plan
Seabird Rookeries - 19 areas, 6,250 acres

Sheefish Spawning Areas - 12 streams, 3,070 acres, includes 200
foot upland buffer

Bristol Bav Area Plan

64 streams closed to mineral entry with 200 foot buffer -
approximately 213,000 acres. Bristol Bay Plan states the following
"The streams closed to new mineral entry by the plan are not
necessarily the most productive from a fishery standpoint. They
are however, the streams most likely to encounter mining pressure
as a result of their location within or near identified mineral
terranes.”

Kuskokwim Area Plan

499.4 miles of streams closed - 3,917 acres

Susitna Area Plan

Approximately 240,040 involving 6 rivers were closed to mineral
entry by the Susitna Area Plan. This action was pre-rec rivers
legislation.

Copper River Basin Area Plan

24 ri\-rs, streams, and lakes closed to mineral entry - 108,000
acres, also includes 200 foot upland buffer.

DNR AREA FLAN
MINERAL CLOSURES



yu

r~‘
B O

C/J

PO OIS i
Scome rrECLEN M2 #

HB 213 "AnAct relating to mineral e pIoratlon mining, and
mineral Ieasmg on state lan

amounting to areas of over 640 acres to mmmg act|V|t|es and other mu

This act é)rombns th administrative closure of state lands and Wfite"
se functions, T |a 5proh| ition ¢loes not a Q/ for specific functions, sucH1
os res. for fan osas utility and tr%ﬁ gorta oHacorna s, ang other

milar infrastr ctur ro ects. The act underScores that suc arge osures
those greater than re are onyt omain o the State Legislature.
onents of this Ieg slation will cast |t a glveaw evelopment
oﬁ%a o o Aeva L A
\ﬁrq %pent e>épl ration, minera ment and . gntua mini |fa
ol osto Cl oesntusu

F IC parameters can t This bi
reg ato overS| t autparity of the De artment ofNatura Reso rces
ﬁ]rtm nto Enviro ment onservatlon 0 A]Ias epartment ofFjsh and
ame In an ny |nera evelgé)ments wil a e to meet rigorous
enV|r nmental and regulatory stanaards fo anu e av0|d nee and miti at| J]
E a]verse |mﬁac#s an rcamatlon before elln% allowe f
urt ermore a these operating stipulations will continue to bed veloped
In open pub lic forums.

reserves the opportunity for miping. It does not give mining a
n%shecfy rpreferent|alt atmen%yover otﬂerguses o?statel ndss. J

~jpdall Fuhs, Commissioner

3 -/7-727?

Date

0/ 128l

— POSITION PAPER: DC&ED



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA™
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dale
Title:

26-Mar-93

bill no.
Department Affected:

“An Act prohibiting the commissioner from BRU:

cshb213(RES)
Natural Resources

Resourco Develooment

precluding mining if the area involved contains more than.. Components: Land Develooment

Sponsor

Requestor

Kott

House Resources

Component Serial No.

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:

OPERATING

fThousands of Dollars)

FY 94
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(Attach a separate page ifnecessary)
The department supports HB213, as amended by the House Resources committee, wnicb dstabllshes a

ANALYSIS:

requirement for legislative approval of any administrative order closing more than 640 acros of land in an area

0.0 0.0 0.0

No fiscal impact anticipated
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FY 98

0.0
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0.0

0.0

to mining except when related to land disposal or for tho development of utility or transportation corridors.
The department currently submits an annual report to the legislature which identifies such closing orders.
This report shows annual and cumulative land classification and mineral orders.
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Ron Swanson. Director
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7 Date:
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MINERALS / COAJL

Steve Borrell, Executive Director *
Alaska Miners Association
Anchorage

1 Th Le slat re must ta subsﬁa eactrons {0 §j naLtheUS and
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climate here to attrac expoaron and development investment.
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* Indicates written testimony received prior to noon, March 16, 1993.
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Robert Stiles ~*
Alaska Coal Association
Anchorage
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Caryl Boehnert *
Alaskans for Juneau
Juneau

- ' rding min
1 ld(re%foérlﬁgrlﬁa to become more self-protective regarding mine

2 Retain strong budgets in regulatoryagencies.
3 Monitor mining companies.

Del Ackels
Fairbanks

1 Recommends %at the Al skaMmeraIs Commission report be
examined eLeg|sI ure.

* Indicates written testimony received prior to noon, March 16, 1993.
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2 RevzeAI'gg rovrsrons are key to tourism, timber industry, and mineral

Rudi V etter
Fairbanks

he. Alaska Miners Association jall
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Jim Kohler, Executive Director
Southeast Conference

Juneau
ecommend thaththB partm ntﬂ ce and Econ mic
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Rick Van Nieuwenhuyse *
Placer Dome U.S. Inc.
Anchorage
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* Indicates written testimony received prior to noon, March 16, 1993.
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6. Support the Alaska Minerals Assessment Program funding in the
FY 94 capital budget.

7. Streamline regulatory process and support the business climate needs
of the mineral industry as a means to increase the stated potential
for a tax base and provide private sector employment opportunities
across the state.

Roger Eichman, Acting President
Juneau Mining District

1 Assurance of Iand status and access to mineral lands axe both
prerequisites for mineral developmen

2 Take actions to resolve the Mental Health Lands issues.

3 Ad |n|strat| aI clﬂsu es are ver detnme tal to thelrnd(u g
ﬁsr coune us Rr sions quiding state
ecently over acr s ne u ar Y\]rere 0se
mineral’ entry, The secon osrng order |n e'area In the [as ear

i e A L
encourage hrs major capital Inves ment y The private sector.

Senator Robin Taylor

SB a7 urrent Bhe Sen teJ drcraﬂr Commrtt e. Wor |s going
I wlth a r% P e ISSUE. tent 0
enate maj n 0 Ieso ve enta ealth Issue hrs year

Dick Swainbank
Fairbanks

1 Crea milli est-hearing account tq fund a gecade of
e L S T R e
return the principa othesae

aebatte the "puplic |nte est ﬂrtlesréo o]fa,%r u %%tr\ovn] ]}of

RS
Pt ura%raegoutrclgstlﬁe iy ofthe St 210 tevelop I

!early

* Indicates written testimony received prior to noon, March 16, 1993.
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eJerry Harmon
Echo Bay Alaska

Juneau
L %8?1% rB %@ ; corrnor\r}ll(tjt e(?l 0 tc%%'%%/oﬁcri gct aqd o cax B%\? eq‘lavorable
o Iao EINES veg direct welfgﬁgmg

prsp wa|t|ng for Alaskans wh-are Waiting for the opening o

Senator Tim Kelly
ESPC%%F% f?fguwghn%sepaﬁgfmﬁe T

ear %% me an ere

epl 0 C}Nbee|00 INg a the summar)yand se(pportlng
asK rorce

Jim Richardson

W asilla

1 EEH about a al?nce between Environmental Protection Agency and
mmg Indus

2 Tourgm ?nd mining industries need to come together and then both

M eredith M arshall
Southeast Alaska Cab Co., Inc.

Ketchikan
AIa ka il RHIe &to llgclfjde langu aki Cpgalt more
cosﬁ a|n| ds rmg \Q/e Ims WAIC o en defay or up the
cos ec nomic development projects.

Randy Smith
W asilla

a[ke fundst ava|IabIet small miners through irvestment assistance
S0 they, In‘turn, can pu people o work.

* Indicates written testimony received pnor to noon, March 16, 1993.
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t th lusion, of the testimon Chairman, Kelly recoanized the three
é(\}vmcrgv%gnp%%]usrs \ho remained and o%fere %hem the og Tt ty go make a

Glenn A- Olds Commissioner, Department of Natural Resources
| am ternb eful for w tIve he toda and | wan to than
members o ouse and Se a e an Oﬁe 0 have s
sed v ra ations |c e as m rf ates fo the
men atl esources an e Leg |s Ure.

1 Clear cognition . ., . that t ecaHtaI ofAI not but 1S
na ura lé[ces We are

SR L ﬁve%

at We have not put our ere our mandate IS

We have suce sswely rg uced bu?geta that ncerned wﬂh}th
rotection n Za eﬂf of our na resou (e vve
ave seen the esca ation o nonpro uct|ve eatures o our ge

2 e [eco |ze that the reg uIat mandates whic have been put
ace eLe LsIa ure Hae DeoOB J5cr asm essve
rev adlc S|mpl| ica o

wﬁﬂng[ owor ?ﬁ (?TCH] ture orews
|reme S which. have ecorBev rve e SIV
dn%) rﬁf arriers wnich a ect the

e Ver exces Ve In creafting
elopment of ou natura [&SOUICES,
There i r lon W lking, n utprotecting our
T S SRR BB R
respons
Recommendations:

1 Weneedtoca |ta |ze our re?our sanﬁi Ie\éera%e] ﬁhe{n nto an
enorrn S Income or e state. Example; Bri roleum’s
uas‘cé | 6ans ItEaSnance he|r oration and development

2 We ought to Ie\{eﬁa e the resources Ou vh $13 hillion

%ﬁ t ace ore uve hos 0 ma age

at accou ave o evera e o
caplta not the use o ca as not een

3 8!’% Wise t0 save UI’ [€S UI’C ene HW?HGQH bUt we
m|sse not € ta |IS INQ, a eve men una to erncourage

MOre rESource Gevelopment.

* Indicates written testimony received prior to noon, March 16, 1993.



ALASKA MINERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

3/20/91
LAND STATUS IN ALASKA
(Millions of Acres)
Total Total
Total Closed to Open to
Total "Wilderness™ Mining Minina
National Park Service 54.7 32.8 54 .7 0
U.S. Fish & Wildlife 77.1 18 .5 77 .1 0
U.S. Forest Service 22 .8 5.7 5.7 17. 1
Bureau of Land Mgmt. 57.9 2.4(2) 2.4 32.5
23.0(3) 23 .0 0
Department of Defense 2.5 2.5 0
Subtotal 215.0(1) 82.4 165.4(5) 49.6
State Lands
State Parks 3.2 3.2 0
Administrative 5.3 5.3 0
Mineral Closures
Other State Lands 77.9 0 77.9
Not Selected/TA"d 18.0 0 18.0
Subtotal 104.4(1) 8.5 95.9
Private Lands
Native Corporations 45.6 0 45.6(4)
Other Private 0.5 0.5 0
Subtotal 46. 1 0.5 45. 6
Total 365.5 82.4 174 .4 191.1

(1) Final acres that will result after all State and Native Land Transfers

(2 Wild and Scenic River Corridors total approximately 2.4 million acres
and these are managed the same as Wilderness designated lands.

(3 National Petroleum Reserve Alaska is effectively managed as Wilderness.
(4 Open to mining 1f leased from Native Coporations.
(5) AS A COMPARISON: Texas has 168 million acres. OR This 165.4 million

acres, 1is equal to the TOTAL combined acreage of New York, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois!!!

ALASKA LAND STATUS (AMA)
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Iv.. MINERAL ORDER REPORT

The subsurface of approximately 6 million acres, or 4 percent of state uplands is closed to new mineral entry under
mineral closing orders. Of this acreage, about 46 percent has been closed in anticipation of or to facilitate a
disposal of state interests in the land. The attached tabie indicates the mineral closing order number, effective date,
purpose, acreage, and identifying name or location of each closure on record.

State land may be closed to new mineral entry for the following reasons:

Land Disposals. The subsurface of land scheduled for disposal through future homesteading, homesite.
subdivision, agricultural, commercial, or industrial use is generally closed to new mineral entry before state funds
are committed for survey or on-site capital improvements. Since the subsurface remains in state ownership, land

previously disposed of may also be closed.

Land Exchanges. State land is closed during the land exchange process to prevent the creation of third party
interests from being established on the land pending finalization of the exchange.

Public Recreation/Wildlife Habitat Use. Areas such as campgrounds, archaeological sites, and important habitat
areas may be closed if necessary to preserve public access, cultural resources, or the use of resources.

Resource Development/Transportation Corridors. Material sites, pipeline or road corridors, and airports may be
closed to new mineral entry if mining would directly interfere with their operation or pose a security threat.

Reserved Use. Land may be closed if it is being transferred to another agency or reserved as a future townsitc.

Percent
Purpose of Closure Code Acreage Closed of Total
Land Disposals LD 2.592.283 46.0
Public Rec.cation

Wildlife Habitat PR/WH i.890.640 30.0
Land Exchange LE 596.411 9.5
Resource Development/

Transportation Corridor RD/TC 734.097 11.7
Reserved Use RU 174.083 2.8
Unknown UK 435 0.0
TOTAL 6,287,949 100.0

-  DNR MINERAL CLOSING ORDER REPORT
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MCO *

IAND DISPOSALS

MCO 15 1060/2713
MCO 45 1072/2729
MCO 46 1972/3/30
MCO 67 19/7/9/26
MCO 70  1080/9/0
MCO 71  i000/¢/20
MCO 72 1060/8/20
MCO 73 1980/9/9
MCO 74  1000/9/0
MCO 75 1980/9/9
MCO 76  1000/0/28
MCO 77 1080/8/28
MCO 78  1000/8/28
MCO 70) 1000/8/28
MCO 00 1900/8/28
MCO 8L  1000/8/28
MCO 82  1000/8/28
MCO 03  1000/8/28
MCO 84 1080/0/20
MCO 05 1080/8/20
MCO 86 1080/12/6
MCO 87 1080/8/28
MCO 88 1060/8/28
MCO 89 1080/8/28
MCO 90 1000/8/28
MCO 91  1000/8/28
MCO 92  1080/8/20
MCO 03 1900/8/20
MCO 04 1000/8/28
MCO 05 1980/8/28
MCO 96 1080/8/28

LD
LD
LD
ID
ID
ID
ID
LD
LD
LD
LD
10
LD
ID
LD
ID
ID
LD
LD
ID
ID
LD
ID
LD
ID
ID
ID
ID
LD
ID
LD

EFF. DATE PURPOSE ACREAGE

121412
440000
5050
0000
6.662 250
8,622 703
333745
15.881 060
607.000
1,280 000
2.560000
3.840 000
48 166
1.280 000
261 200
2030

265 700
1.024.748
1,285 000
488.700
6.789.110
8.480 000
32,000 000
5.760 000
7.060 000
10.000 000
1,600 000
640 000
20,000 000
1.280 000
6,000 000

IDENTIFICATION

Poil Lyons Subdiv
Esior
Eslar

NW AK Gas Land Disp

Andurson

Junu Crook
Mincimmina
Potlach Ponds
Koicinkon Mount Pt
Chona Ridgu

Tok

Tok

Skugwuy

tlalnos

Polorsbury
W/anooll

Ketchikan
Guslavus

Yakulat

Sholior Island
Tliomu Boy

Flail (oko6 Disposal
Skwol/iUia Flats
Lockwood Lako
Koliillnu Flats
InOun Rtvor Romolo
Dinglislina Hill
Bunch Loku

Cool C/ook
Sourdough
TnlXoolna Blulls

MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS

AMENDMENTS

MCO 67A3; MOO 383A

MOO 731A
MCO 74A1

MCO80A2

DATE
AMENDED

ACREAGE CLOSED NET ACREAGI
OR(OPENED! CLOSED

121 412
440 000
5050
08,300 000
6.662 250
8.622 703
333 745
13.961 060
764 210
1,280 000
2.560 000
3,840 000
48 166
1,200 000
261 200
2030

265 700
1.024 748
1,205 000
488 700
6.709 110
U.480 000
40.500 000
5,760 000
7,960 'l0O
10,000 000
1.600 000
640 000
20,000 000
1.280 000
6.000 000

1081; 1984 08.300 000

1982/11/1
1081/3/4

(1,920 000)
67 210

1081/3/23 8.580 000
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MCO

MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO

H

97

98

99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130

EFF. DATT PURPOSE ACREAGE

1080/0/28
1980/8/28
1900/0/28
1980/8/28
1980/8/28
1980/8/28
19B0/8/28
1980/9/28
1980/8/28
1980/9(9

1980/9/16
1980/9/16
19B0O/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/1 /B
19B0/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980(9/3

1980/10/6
1980/10/3
1980/10/3
1980/10/1
1980/10/6
19809/3

1980/9/3

1980/9/30
1980/10/1
1980/9/30

LD
LD
LD
ID
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
ID
LD
LO
LD
LD
LD
LD
1D

LD
10
LD
LD
LD
ID

LD
LD
10
LD

1.920 000
14,000.000
9.000.000
2,560 000
15.000 000
3,200 000
7,360 000
29,240000
6.975 000
22,166 000
3,170 000
584 620
1,280000
700 000
9,468 000
46,400 000
1,600 000
11,520 000
3.900.000
160000
2,880000
190 000
1,920 000
1,950980
35,200.000
22,400 000
24,320 000
694 COO
5,310 000
10.095 630
49.100 000
659723
623 958

MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS

IDENTIFICATION

Chickaloon Bunch
Polurs Crook

Konny Crook
Enlurpriso Estntos
Ninornilu Crook
Canyon Loka
Talathulilna Lukas
Yonlo Mills

Runts Crook
Washington Crook
Chona llol Springs
Hay Slack

Koyslono

Murphy

Overland

Kantishno

Nonanu South

Slala Crook

Rox Quota

Salclm AG

Tanana Rivor Wusl
Donloy

Akier Crook

Pelican

Kichatna

Nakochna

Kabhiltna Rornotu
llollts

Honior Disposal Aron
Talkootna Disposal Aroa
Chasu Aroa Disposal
Robo Lake Disposal Aroa
Swan lako Disposal Aroa

DATE
AMENDMENTS AMENDED

MCO 97A1. MOO 97A2 1983/8/21

MCO 99A1 1980/10/8

MCO 104A1 1982/3/30

MOO [06A1; MOO 383A 1982; 1984

MOO 3B3A 1984/3/16
MOO 383A 1984/3/16
MOO 383A 1984/3/16
MOO I112Al 1982/11/1
MCO 124A1 A2 1981/2/8
MCO 126A1 1980/6/2

MOO 128Al1; MCO 12UA2 1982; IUU3

ACREAGE CLOSED NET ACREAGE

OR (OPENED)

190 000

0.000

2,120 000
(5,943000)
(340 000)

(256620)
(570 000)

(19,721 000)

2.540000

320 000

(2.800 000)

CLOSED

2,110 000
14,000 000
9,000 000
2,560 000
15,000 000
3.200 000
7.360 000
31,360 000
6.075 000
16,223 000
2.830 000
328 000
710000
700 000
9.46BO00
26,679 000
1,600 000
11,520 000
3.900 000
160 000
2,880 000
190 000
1,920 000
1.950 980
35.200 000
22,400 000
26,860 000
594 600
5,630 000
10,095 630
46,300 000
659 723
623 QsU

Pago 20

% OF
TOTAL
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January 1, 1993 MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS Pngu 22
RATE ACREAGE CLOSED NET ACREAGE % OF

MCO H EFF. DATE PURPOSE ACREAGE IDENTIFICATION AMENDMENTS AMENDED OR(OPENED) CLOSED TOTAL
MCO 169 1981/5/4 LD 24,735.000 Skwonlna Flats AckJn. MCO 169A1 1983/9/6 30.000 24,765 000

MCO 170 1981/3/18 LD 2,558000 Souill Caribou Lako Subdiv 2,558 OnO

MCO 171  1981/3/30 ID 4,693608 Cliasu Il 4,693 608

MCO 172  1981/3/30 LD 520.000 Puppy Huvon 520 000

MCO 173  1981/4/17 LD 15,5637.920  Pi. MacKunzio AG 15. 537 920

MCO 174  1981/5/25 LD 822.140 Haystack Extension 822.140

MCO 175 1981/5/25 LD 80.000 Eiolson AG 80.000

MCO 176  1981/5/25 LD 1.283330 Roslo Croak 1.203.330

MCO 177  1981/5/25 LD 610.72C Koyslono Extonsion MCO 177A1; MOO 303A 1983-1984 372.000 982.720

MCO 178  1981/5/25 LD 2,493.690 McCloud 2.493 690

MCO 170 1981/5/25 LD 1,080 000 Dosporauon MOO 383A 1084/3/16 (709 000) 371 000

MCO 180 1981/5/25 LD 35.000 Horsoshoo 35000

MCO 181  1981/6/25 LD 70 000 Popoyo 70 000

MCO 182 1981/5/28 LO 3.520000 Chona Hot Springs Exlun MOO 3B3A 1904/3/16 (3.470 000) 50 000

MCO 184 m1981/5/22 LD 77,938 000 Euroka MOO 104A1; MOO 383A 1982; 1984 (22,396 000) 55.542 000

MCO 185 1981/5/22 LD 10.150.000 Tonona Rivor North MOO 185Al 1982/11/1 (10,150 000) 0 000

MCO 186  1981/6/16 LD 2.160.000 Scoiiy Lako AG 2,160 000

MCO 188 1981/7/23 LD 4,723000 Wrungoll Narrows 4,723000

MCO 189 1981/6/29 LD 1,305.000 Edna Boy/Excursion Inlot MCO 189A 1901/7/17 2.320 000 3.626 000

MCO 193 1981/10/8 LD 5,277.000 Boar Lako Romoto 5,277 000

MCO 194 1981/10/8 LD 1,920000  Firowoed Min Suhd MOO 104A1 1985/8/6 (560 800) 1,359 200

MCO 195 1981/10/8 LD 4.984.510 Lo Roux View Romolu 4,904 510

MCO 196 1981/10/8 LD 10.400 000 Dillingham Rornolo 10.400 000

MCO 197 1981/10/8 LD 1,140 000 Papooso Twins Roinclo 1,140 000

MCO 198 1981/10/10 LD 13.800 000 Twin Lakos Rornolo 13.000 000

MCO 199 1981/10/8 LD 1,720000  Schnoidor lako Romoto 1,720 000

MCO 200  1982/3/14 LD 44,800 000  For Mountain 44.000 000

MCO 201  1982/1/8 ID 13,440 000  Alboit Crook 13,440 000

MCO 202 1981/10/15 LD 93,214 000 Dugan llills/Doudmon Litku MOO 202A1 1982/1 1/1 (41,049 000) 52,165 000

MCO 203  1982/1/8 LD 1,737000 Brown's Court AG 1,737000

MCO 204  1962/1/6 LD 4,425 000 Two Milo lako AG MCO 204A1; MOO 204A2 1982 503 240 4,928 2'0

MCO 205 1382/1/8 LD 1,110 000 Bonanza MOO 205A1; MOO 383A 1982; 1984 (1,110000) T JOO

MCO 206  1982/1/11 LD 11.040 000 Dunu Laka/Tukliinika Chun MOO 206A1 1983/6/9 (8,502 000) 3.3 0000

- an
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MCO

MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO
MCO

H

97

90

99
100
101
102
103
104
105
10G
107
100
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
120
129
130

1993

EPF. DATE PURPOSE ACREAGE

1980/0/28
1900/8/28
1980/8/28
1980/0/28
1980/8/28
1900/8/28
1980/8/28
1980/9/28
1980/0/20
1980/9/0

1980/9/16
1900/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/11/0
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
1980/9/16
198U/9/16
19B0/9/3

1980/10/6
1980/10/3
1980/10/3
1980/10/1
1980/10/6
1900/9/3

1900/9/3

1080/9/30
1900/10/1
1900/9/30

LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LO
LO
ID

1,920.000
14,000.000
9,000 000
2,560.000
15,000.000
3,200 000
7,360 000
20,240.000
6,975 000
22.166 000
3,170 000
584.620
1,200 000
700 000
9.460.000
46,400 000
1,600 000
11,520 000
3,900.000
160.000
2.080.000
190.000
1.920000
1,950980
35,200.000
22,400.000
24,320.000
594 600
5,310000
10,095 630
49,100 000
559 723
623 958

MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS

IDENTIFICATION

Chickaloon Bunch
Polors Creek

Kenny Crook
Entorpriso Estates
Ninornllo Crouk
Canyon Lnko
Talachulltna Lakes
Yanlo Rills

Hunts Creek
Wushlnglon Creuk
Chuna Hoi Springs
Hay Slack

Koystonu

Murphy

Overland

Kanlishna

Nanana South

Slato Crook
RoxQuola

Sntclm AG

Tonann River Wes'
Donloy

Alder Crook

Pelican

Kichatna

Hukochna

Kahiltnu Romotu
Hollis

llomor Disposal Aroa
Talkuelna Disposal Arua
Chase Aroa Disposal
Robe Lake Disposal Arua
Swan lake Disposal Aiou

AMENDMENTS

MCO 97A1; M00 97A2

MCO 99A1

MCO 104At
MOO 10GAl; MOO 3U3A
MOO 303A

M 00 383A
MOO 393A

MOO 112A1

MCO I124Al. A2

MCO 12GAl

DATE
AMENDED

1983/6/21

1980/10/L

1982/3/30
1982;1904
1984/3/16

1984/3/16
1984/3/16

1902/1 1/1

1981/2/8

1900/6/2

MOO 120Al; MCO 128A2 1982; 1983

ACREAGE CLOSED NET ACREAGE

OR(OPENED)

190.000

0090

2,120 000
(5,943.000)
(340.000)

(256.620)
(570 000)

(19,721 000)

2.540 000

320 000

(2,800 000)

CLOSED

2,110 000
14000 000
9,000 000
2,560 000
15,000 000
3,200 000
7.360 000
31,360.000
6,975 000
16,223 000
2,830 000
328 000
710000
700 000
9.460 000
26,679 000
1.600 000
11.520 000
3.900 000
160.000
2,880 000
190 000
1.920 000
1.950 960
35,200 000
22.'00 000
26.860 000
594 COO
5.630 000
10.095 630
46,300 000
559 723
623 950

Pago 20

% OF
TOTAL
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MCO #

MCO 132
MCO 133
MCO 134
MCO 135
MCO 136
MCO 137
MCO 130
MCO 139
MCO 140
MCO 141
MCO 142
MCO 143
MCO 144
MCO 145
MCO 146
MCO 147
MCO 148
MCO 149
MCO 150
MCO 151
MCO 152
MCO 153
MCO 154
MCO 155
MCO 156
MCO 157
MCO 158
MCO 159
MCO 160
MCO 161
MCO 162
MCO 165
MCO 168

EFF DATE

1980/10/15
1980/10/27
1981/2/3
1981/2/3
1901/1/3
UBO0/11/20
1980/11/20
1981/2/3
1981/2/3
1981/2/3
1981/3/4
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
19B0/3/23
1081/3/23
1031/2/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1081/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/3/23
1981/4/27
1981/4/27
1981/4/27

PURPOSE ACREAGE

LD
LO
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LO
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LO

30.400.000
26.000.000
1,020000
4,417.000
83,754.000
21,135000
1,409.000
3,500 000
1.688.760
2.312 000
1.000.000
219000
1.280000
3,840 000
3,200.000
1,280 000
2,560000
3,200 000
1,280.000
3,200 000
43.520.000
74,080.000
19,200 000
5,760000
39,200.000
7.045.000
46,640.000
5,993 000
10.400 000
15,360 000
54,960 000
22,200 000
115.860 000

MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS

IDENTIFICATION AMENDMENTS

Bald Mountain

Shull Hills Remuta
Anaconda Crook

Crooked Crunk

Wosl Fork

Yontna Disposal Arua
Alexander Crouk Wusl Sub
Kokomo Crouk

MOO 383A

MOO 140Al
MOO 141Al
MOO 383A

Forlunu Crouk

Loll Foik

Olnos East

Holsluln Heights
Mc|(Inluy View

Safari Lako

Colorado Stalion

Sopor Cub

High Mountain Lako Sub
Huwltt-Whliskoy

Kuina Crook

Shell Lake North

Howill Lako Romoto
Lnko Cr/McDougal Romoto
Gruon Acres Rumoto

MCO 146Al

Big Eleven Rornolo
Johnson Crook Romoto
Goto Crook B Rornolo
Windy Forks Rornolo
McCarthy Rumoto Parcol
Iron Crouk Rumolo
Sunday Ukos Rornolo
Kitiriu Crouk Remote
Friday Crouk Rumolo
Big Rivor Rumolo

DATE
AMENDED

1984/3/16

1982/11/1
1962/1t/1
1984/3/16

198173/30

Page 21

Y. OF
TOTAL

ACREAGE CIOSED NET ACREAGE
OR IOPENED) CI OSED

30,400 it00
26.000 000
40 000
4,417 000
83.754 000
21.135 000
1,409 400
3.500 000
708 750
1.992 000
600 000
219 000
1.200000
3,840 000
3,200 000
1.280 000
3.840 000
3,200 000
1,200 000
3.200 000
43,520 000
74.880 000
19,200 000
5.760 000
39,200 000
7.845 000
46.640 000
5.993 000
10,400 000
15,360 000
54,960 000
22.200 Otxl
11 S.Ufi0 000

(1,880 000)

(080 000)
(320 000)
(400 000)

1.280.000
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DATE ACREAGE CLOSED NETACREAGI % OF

MCO « EFF. DATE PURPOSE ACREAGE IDENTIFICATION AMENDMENTS AMENDED OR (OPENED) CLOSED TOTAL

MCO 169 1981/5/4 LD 24.735.000 Skwuntna Finis Ackin. MCO 169A1 1903/9/6 30.000 24.765 000

MCO 170 1901/3/18 LD 2.550000 South Caribou Lako Subdiv 2.558000

MCO 171  1901/3/30 LD 4.693608 Chasa Il 4.693 608

MCO 172  1901/3/30 LD 520.000 Puppy lInvon 520 000

MCO 173 1901/4 17 LD 15.537.020 Pl. MacKonzio AG 15. 537 920

MCO 174  1981/5/25 LD 822.140 Haystack Exlonsion 022.140

MCO 175 1901/5/25 LD 80 000 Eiolson AG 80.000

MCO 176 1981/5/25 LD 1,283.330 Roslo Crouk 1,283.330

MCO 177  1981/5/25 LD 610.720 Koystono Extunsion MCO 177Al; MOO 383A 1983 1984 372.000 082.720

MCO 178  19e 1/5/25 LD 2,493690 McCloud 2.493 690

MCO 179  1981/5/25 LD 1,000 000 Dospuralion MOO 3B3A 1984/3/16 (709 OCT) 371 000

MCO 100 1981/5/25 LD 35.000 Horsashoo 35 000

MCO IBI  1981/5/25 LD 70.000 Popoyo 70 000

MCO 182 1981/5/28 LD 3,520 000 Cliona llol Springs Exlrtn MOO 303A 1984/3/16 (3,470 000) 50 000

MCO 184 « 1981/5/22 LD 77,930 000 Eureka MOO 184A1; MOO 383A 1982; 1904 (22,396 000) 55,542 000

MCO 105 1981/5/22 LD 10,150 000 Tanana Rivor North MOO 105A1 19B2/1 1/1 (10,150 000) 0 000

MCO 186 1981/6/16 LD 2,160 000 Scotty Lnko AG 2,160 000

MCO 10B  1981/7/23 LD 4,723000  Wtnngull Narrows 4.723.000

MCO 109 1981/6/29 LO 1,305.000 Edna Bay/Excursion Inlot MCO 109A 1981/7/17 2,320 000 3,625 000

MCO 193 1981/10/0 LD 5,277.000 Boar Lako Romoto 5.277 000

MCO 194  1901/10/8 LD 1,920 000  Flrowood Min Subd MOO 104A1 1985/0/6 (560 BOO) 1,359 200

MCO 195 1901/10/0 LD 4,984 510 Lo Roux Viow Rumoto 4,984 510

MCO 196 1981/10/8 LD 10,400.000 Dillingham Rumolo 10.400 000

MCO 197 1081/10/8 LD 1,140000 Papooso Twins Remolo 1,140000

MCO 198 1981/10/10 LD 13,800 000  Twin Lakos Romoto 13.000 000

MCO 199  1981/10/0 LD 1,720000  Schneider Lake Rumolo 1.720 000

MCO 200 1982/3/14 LD 44,000 000 Far Mountain 44.000 000

MCO 201  1982/1/8 LD 13,440 000 Albert Crook 13.440 000

MCO 202  1981/10/15 LD 93,214 000 Dugan 1lills/Duadman Lako MOO 202A1 1982/1 1/1 (41,049 000) 52.165 000

MCO 203  1982/1/8 ID 1,737 000 Brown's Courl AG 1,737 000

MCO 204  1982/1/8 1.0 4,425 000 Two Milo Lako AG MCO 204A1; MOO 204A2 1982 503 240 4,2B 240

MCO 205 1902/1/8 LD 1,110000 Boncn/u MOO 205A1; MOO 383A 1902; 1904 (1,110 000) 0 000

MCO 206 1982/1/8 ID 11,840 000 Dunu Lnko/Toklonika Chan MOO 206A1 1983/6/9 (8.602 000) 3.338 000

m -"ra- falala » pw- w* br wo- hr mr *n m r~,
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MCO # EFF. DATE

MCO 207
MCO 200
MCO 209
MCO 210
MCO 212
MCO 214
MCO 215
MCO 216
MCO 217
MCO 218
MCO 221
MCO 222
MCO 223
MCO 224
MCO 225
MCO 226
MCO 227
MCO 228
MCO 229
MCO 230
MCO 231
MCO 232
MCO 233
MCO 234
MCO 235
MCO 240
MCO 24 1
MCO 242
MCO 243
MCO 244
MCO 245
MCO 246
MCO 247

1981/10/15
1082/1/0
1982/;/a
1982/1/8
1901/11/17
1082/1/0
1982/1/8
1982/1/20
1081/12/16
1982/6/8
1982/1/9
1982/1/8
1982/4/29
1982/1/8
1982/1/8
1982/1/8
1982/1/8
1982/5/6
1982/1/8
1982/1/8
1981/10/2
19b 1/10/15
1981/10/15
1982/7/1
1982/6/8
1982/3/6
1982/3/8
1982/3/8
1982/3/6
1982/3/8
1982/3/8
1902/3/0
1902/3/8

PURPOSE ACREAGE

LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
ID
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LO
LD
LD
LO
LD
LD
LD
LD
ID
LD
LD
LD
ID
LD

2.560.000
1,220.000
3,680.000
11,620.000
300.000
54.400.000
15,880 000
1B,CIO 000
1,030 000
263250
17,866000
595000
712 000
1.680 000
1,400 000
8.000 000
1,893 000
4.100 000
10,200 000
3.040 000
947.360
32,336.770
12.925000
23.111.500
9,009 000
640 000
5.440000
360 000
4,160 000
1,800 000
760 000
2,480 000
060 000

MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS

IDENTIFICATION

Geskakinlnn Inko
Eagle

Laku Minthumina Il
Sam Croak

Firuwuud

7it(iuna

Cannon

Tok Hills
TwenlyThroo Milo Slough
North Ridgo
Cathedral Qlulls
Tangtiuidol
Tond'jiloot

Glenn

KIndwninu Luke

West Twin Luko

lowa Cr/llitlu Cltunu AG
Any Crook

Caribou Cruuk
Volkmor Luko Remote
Fairbanks Odd Lots
Windy Crook

Boar Crouk

Northuast Alaska Rango
Chuna South

Saddlu Point Subd/
Uonalt View Romoto
Goose Crook AG
Delta Islund AG

1Jlllo Susitna AG
Moose Crook AG
Hjblduux AG

Nancy | uku AG

AMENDMENTS

MOO 383A
MOO 383A
MCO 209A1
MOO 303A

MOO 216A1; MOO 383A

MOO 221A1
MOO 222A1
MOO 383A

MOO 3B3A
MCO 229Al

MOO 235Al

MCO 241A1

DATE
AMENDED

1904/3/16
1984/3/15
1982/4/30
1984/3/16

1982; 1984

1982/11/1
1982/11/1
1983/3/16

1984/3/16
1983/6/9

1982/1 1/1

1983/3/7

ACREAGE CIOSED RET ACREAGE

OR (OPENER)

[1,901.000)
(516 000)
U15.000
(9,925 000)

(10.619 000)

(16,753 000)
(595 000)
(55 000)

(505 000)
400 000

(320 000)

640 000

ClI OSED

659 000
704 000
4,495 000
1.595 000
300 000
54,400 000
15.880 000
0000
1,030 000
263 250
1,1)3 000
0000

657 000
1,680 000
1,400 000
8,080 000
1.693 000
3.595 000
10.680 000
3,040 000
947 360
32,336 770
12,925 000
23.111 500
8,689 000
640 000
6.000 000
360 000
4.160 000
1.800 000
760 000
2.480 000
960 000



J,minify 1, 1903

MCO 2-1B
MCO 2-19
MCO 251
MCO 253
MCO 254
MCO 255
MCO 255
MCO 257
MCO 258
MCO 259
MCO 261
MCO 262
MCO 263
MCO 264
MCO 265
MCO 266
MCO 267
MCO 268
MCO 269
MCO 270
MCO 271
MCO 272
MCO 273
MCO 274
MCO 275
MCO 276
MCO 277
MCO 273
MCO 279
MCO 280
MCO 281
MCO 282
MCO 283

1982/3/8

1982/3/8

1982/3/30
1982/3/30
1982/3/13
1982/1/20
1982/3/30
1982/4/20
1982/2/9

1902/2/9

1982/4/20
1902A./20
1982/4/25
1902/4/20
1982/4/22
1982/4/25
1982/4/20
1982/4/20
1982/4/20
1982/4/20
1982/2/2

1982/4/20
1982/4/20
1992/4/20
1982/4/20
1982/4/20
1982/4/20
1982/4/20
1982/4/20
1982/5/6

1982/5/13
1982/7/8

1982/7/0

PURPOSE ACREAGE

LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LO
LD
LD
LD
LO
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LO
LD

5,280.000
22,831.000
1,910000
200000
6.280
612.000
2,509.000
420.000
460000
290000
720.000
14,743.000
29.980 000
13.189 000
160.000
16,532.000
12,736 000
106.560
429000
16,062 000
39,323.000
475.000
250 000
90 000
800.000
250 000
1,827000
8.440 000
2,835.000
5000

80 620
620000
45.816 000

MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS

IDENTIFICATION AMENDMENTS

Ambor Inko Subdiv
Jack Rabbit 1tills Rumoto
Trail Ridgu Subdiv
Konny Lnko Subdiv
Suruliru
Mullun/Dusturolf
Fairbanks Subdiv
Doors Don

Bullulo AG

Cloarwotur AG
Farrnviow

Goldsirunm AG

Litllo Mulozilna Rumolo

MOO 162A1

Mariana

Nunnna Odd Lots

Norlli Fork

Nowilna

Paikridgo

Tliroo Milo

Whilo Mountain

Dultu Il

Olivo PL./Tlioms PI. Subdiv
Wiliolo Passogo Subdiv
Tonnkou Springs Subdiv
Thcmas Day Subdiv

Taku Rivor Subdiv
Goddard llol Springs
Wrangull

Frudorick Point

McKinloy Park Comm land
Mitkol Comm Land Salo
Paikur lako Subdiv

lako Louisa Ruinolu

DATE
AMENDED

ACREAGE CLOSED NET ACREAGE
O R (OPENED) CLOSED___

5.200.000
22.031.000
1,910000
200 000
6.280

612 000
2,509 000
420.000
460 000
290 000
720 000
14,063.000
29,980 000
13,189 000
160 000
16.532.000
12.736 000
106.560
429.000
16,062 000
39.323.000
475 000
250 000
90 000
800 000
250.000
1.827.000
8.448 000
2,835 000
5000

80 620
620 000
45.816 000

1983/5/24 (680 000)



MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS Pago 2b

January 1. 1093

DATE ACREAGE CLOSED NET ACREAGE % OF
mco * EFF. DATE PURPOSE ACREAGE IDENTIFICATION AMENDMENTS AMENDED OR (OPENED) CLOSED
MCO 204  1982/8/28 LO 5,700 090 Mul Sii Borough AG 5.708 090
MCO 285  1983/2/24 LD 340000  John Laku Subdiv 340 000
MCO 286  1982/12/23 LD 7,970000 Hurricane) Rurnolu 7.970 000
MCO 287 1982/12/13 LD 9,660000 Rosurroction Pon. Rumolu 9.660 000
MCO 209  1982/8/24 LD 90.000 Fairbanks Odd Lot Il 90 000
MCO 290 1982/8/24 LD 61.020 Dultu 51 920
MCO 294  1982/9/17 ID 1-1,085000  Dugan Hills 1-1.085 000
MCO 295  1983/2/24 LD 275830 Lnko l.ouiso Small Lots 275 830
MCO 298  1983/6/14 10 70 000 llonoy Crouk 70 000
MCO 299 1983/6/14 LD 11,160 000 Ku&latnn Ridgu 11.160 000
MCO 303  1983/6/14 LD 22.510  Fiulding Luko Subdiv 22 510
MCO 304  1983/6/14 LD 2,360 000 Snako Loku Subdiv 2,360 000
MCO 305 1983/6/14 LD 13,393000  Wuury Luku Rurnolu 13.393 000
MCO 306 1983/6/14 LD 920000 Summit l.ako Subdiv 920 000
MCO 307  1983/6/14 LD 4,252000 Crosswind Luku 1,252 000
MCO 300 1982/12/16 LD 3,840 000  South luku l.ouiso Rurnolu 3.8-10 000
MCO 310 1983/6/14 LD 2,038 000  Cascado Crook 2.038 000
MCO 311  1983/6/14 LD 500 000 Indian Rivur Wost 600 000
MCO 313  1983/6/14 LD 1,800 000 Shurman Rurnolu 1.800 000
MCO 314  1983/6/14 LD 775000 Curry Norllt Rornolo 775 000
MCO 315  1983/6/14 LD 3,595000 McKenziu Crook Rumolo MCO 315A1 1965/8/6 160000 3.755 000
MCO 316  1984/7/17 LD 0,419920 Uppur Trappor Crook 9,4 19 920
MCO 317  1983/6/14 LD 580000 Black Diamond 580 000
MCO 318  1983/9/6 LD 1.160 000  Willow Crouk AG 1.160 r'00
MCO 319 1902/12/13 LO 230.000  Wigwam 230 000
MCO 320 1982/12/8 LD 46,080 000  Yuki 46,080 000
MCO 321  1982/12/20 LD 1,400 000  Hullilukwa 1,400 000
MCO 322  1982/12/20 ID 840000 Kentucky Crook 840 000
MCO 323 1982/12/2C LD 357.790 Burg Subdiv 357 790
MCO 324  1983/8/28 LD 2,560 000  Small Lakes 2,560 000
MCO 325  1983/11/8 LD 377.370  Pulrol View 377 370
MCO 326  1983/9/6 LD 40 000  Poinl McKonziu Odd Lot 40 000
MCO 327  1983/9/6 LD 80 000 Kashwimu 80 000
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MCO H_

MCO 328
MCO 329
MCO 330
MCO 331
MCC332
MCO 333
MCO 334
MCO 336
MCO 337
MCO 338
MCO 340
MCO 341
MCO 343
MCO 345
MCO 348
MCO 349
MCO 350
MCO 351
MCO 352
MCO 353
MCO 355
MCO 357
MCO 358
MCO 359
MCO 362
MCO 363
MCO 364
MCO 367
MCO 368
MCO 369
MCO 370
MCO 371
MCO 372

1993

EFF. DATE PURPOSE ACREAGE

1383/9/6
1903/9/6
1983/9/6
1983/9/6
1983/9/6
1983/9/6
1983/8,28
1963/8/28
1983/9/6
19B3/10'1
1983/9/6
1983/9/6
1983/9/6
1903/5/3
1983/3/30
19B3/8/28
1983/9/6
1983/9/6
1983/9/6
1983/5/3
1983/6/7
1983/6/7
1983/6/7
1983/6/7
1983/6/7
1983/6/7
1983/6/7
1983/6/7
1983/6/23
1983/6/7
1983/6/7
1983/6/7
1983/3/7

LD 080.000
LD 120.000
LD 150000
LD 315.000
LD 61.510
LD 34.340
LD 23,040.000
LD 11.091.000
LD 44.081.000
LD 2,351.000
LD 524.660
LD 320.000
LD 920.000
LD 1.000.000
LD 435.000
LD 120 000
LD 12,936.000
LD 181 690
LD 22,100.000
LD 705000
LD 10.680.000
LD 34,160 000
LD 287.450
LD 10,120 000
LD 1.350000
LO 115000
LD 86,080.000
LD 800 000
LD 160 000
LD 27,200 000
LD 2,120 000
LD 7,680 000
LD 260000
mm

nm

MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS

IDENTIFICATION AMENDMENTS

Lynx Lako Odd Lots
Willow Subdiv
Jack l.nku

Lilly

Lost Laka

Churi Inko Noilli
Mount Rich Romoto
Rainbow Lako MO0 336Al
Blying Sound

Loon Luke

Middlo Foik Cliulilna

Neil Lake

Willow Crook North AG

Gurogu Inlul/Ruvilla

Waterloll

Kings Rivor

Cannor Crook

Rabldoux

Tazlina Rivnr

Mitkol

Pilgrim

MI. Ryan

Asponwood

Toklaniko

Martin

Totcliukol Heights

Monzonito Hills

Sovon Milo

Boar Crook

Boarpow

Ridgo Rock

Souihwind

livongood

DATE
AMENDED

1905/9/U

ACREAGE CLOSED NET ACREAGE
OR (OPENED) CLOSED

000 000
120000
150 000
315,000
61 510
34.340
23,040 000
10,771 000
44,061 000
2,351000
524 660
320 000
920 000
1,000 000
435 000
120000
12,936 000
161 690
22,100 000
705 000
10,660 000
34160 000
287.450
10,120 0CX)
1,350 000
115 000
86,880 000
BOO 000
160 000
2/.200000
2,120 000
7,680 000
260 000

(320 000)

Pago 26

% OF
TOTAL
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MCO *

MCO 373
MCO 374
MCO 375
MCO 376
MCO 377
MCO 370
MCO 380
MCO 382
MCO 383
MCO 384
MCO 386
MCO 387
MCO 308
MCO 396
MCO 399
MCO 400
MCO 401
MCO 402
MCO 403
MCO 404
MCO 405
MCO 406
MCO 407
MCO 408
MCO 410
MCO 411
MCO 412
MCO 415
MCO 416
MCO 417
MCO 418
MCO 420
MCO 422

EFF. DATE

1983/677
1983/8/31
1983/8/31
1983/10/4
1983/10/4
1985/3/26
1983/12/12
1984/3/13
1964/3/16
1984/3/31
1984/6/5
1984/5/17
1984/5/9
1984/4/23
1984/6/25
1984/6/25
1984/6/25
1084/6/25
1984/6/25
1984/6/25
1984/7/17
1984/7/17
1984/7/17
1984/7/17
1984/7/17
1984/7/17
1984/7/17
1984/7/17
1984/7/24
1984/7/17
1984/7/24
1984/7/17
1984/7/17

PURPOSE

LD
1.0
LD
1D
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
Lo
LO
LD
LO
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LO
LD
LO
LD

ACREAGE

1,475 000
3,500.000
3,500.000
3,150.000
772 500
3,072.210
640000
305 000
18.832.00p
735000
390000
416 580
6,769260
12 840
180 000
385 000
165000
266.790
775000
640000
20,237.000
2,224620
1.276
240000
660 000
755 000
1,010 000
150 000
5.040.000
2,080.000
030 000
160 000
130 000

MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS

IDENTIFICATION AMENDMENTS

Sptucuhlll

Fbx No/th Star Borough
Fbx Norih Star Borough
Montunu Crook

Villago Viow

Mat Sn Borough AG
Blull Cabin Riiigo
Spinach Crook Subdiv
Fairbanks Arou Disposal
NaukuU Bay

Nikishka AG llotnusilo
Lako l.ouiso Small Lots I
Cfmso Il AG Romuslto
McGrath Subdiv

llorsu Island

Vullonar Bay, Gruvina Is
Ftinlur Buy, Admiralty Is
Mayors Chuck

Camp Coogun

Capo Polo. Kosciusko Is
Appal Mtn Non-AG

Boar Covu

Ecdos Croak
Glonnallun Subdrv
llomor AG Homustoads
Jack Bay Nomostouds
LJtilo Cruok 11lomo6luuds
Polorsvillo Rd Odd Lots
Platoon lakes

Ptimo l-olos

Chuguch Viow Subdrv
Soudt 3 Milo Cr 1limiuslu.nl

Wmlimnin's E /lloidon Vmw MCO 422A

DATE
AMENDED

(985/9/0

ACREAGE CIOSED NET ACREAGE
OR (OPENED) CLOSED

1,475 000
3.500 000
3,600 000
3,150 000

772 500
3.972 210
640 000
305 000
18,832 000
735 000
390 000
416 580
6,769 280
12 840
180 OCX)
385 000
165 000
266 790
775 000
640 000

20,237 000

2,224 620
1276

240 000
560 000
755 000
1,010 000
150 OCX)
5,040 00a
2,980 000
930 000
160 000

40 000 170 uOO

Hdflu 27

% OF
TOIAL
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MCO H

MCO 425
MCO 426
MCO 427
MCO 429
MCO 430
MCO 431
MCO 433
MCO 435
MCO 436
MCO 437
MCO 430
MCO 439
MCO 440
MCO 441
MCO 442
MCO 443
MCO 444
MCO 145
MCO 446
MCO 447
MCO 448
MCO 449
MCO 450
MCO 451
MCO 453
MCO 454
MCO 456
MCO 457
MCO 458
MCO 459
MCO 462
MCO 463
MCO 464

1993

EFF. DATE PURPOSE ACREAGE

1985/5/6
198477/25
198477717
1985/8/3
1905/8/6
1985/11/23
1906/9/8
1906/9/8
1985/8/6
1985/8/6
1985/B/6
1906/8/6
1985/8/6
1985/8/6
1905/0/6
1985/7/29
1985/7/29
1905/7/29
1985/7/29
1985/7/29
1985/7/29
1985/7/29
1985/7/29
1985/7/29
1005/3/26
1985/8/23
1985/6/5
1985/6/5
1085/6/5
1985/6/5
1985/9/8
1985/9/15
1905/9/0

LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
1D
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
LD
1D
1D

17430
21,009.000
4,390 000
£.060 000
2090460
23.006.000
13795.000
6,160 000
21912 000
1998000
520,000
190000
40,000
280 000
260 000
2,368 000
120000
1,090 000
2666.000
2,080 000
1960 000
1440000
10,634 000
1560000
80.000
5000

950 000
2,560 000
700 000
10000
14990

9 10
5000

MINERAL CLOSING ORDERS

IDENTIFICATION AMENDMENTS

Tol Inc Prul Right

Windy Honly Robo

Chundalaf Inko

Fbks NoMh Star Boiouglt
TonsIna North AG lluinustond
Dillingur R. Non-AG Homstd
Hallway Min Non-AG llomostd
Nunsaluk R. Non-AG llomostd
South Fotk Non-Ag llornoslood
Kupioanol Pon Non-AG llomostd
SW Chiniak Lk Non AG llomostd
Woody Island Subdiv
Cottonwood Ciook Odd Lot
Logging Camp Day Subdiv

Poo Bay Subdivision

Wood Rivor/Aloknagik Rd

Lfttlu Susitna E. Odd Lol
Aluxandor Cr N. AG llomostd
Gaswall Loko AG llomostuad
Kioto Crook AG tlomosload
Whitsol Noilh AG tlomosload
Bolugu Min W. Non AG llomostd
Happy Rlvor Non-AG llomostoad
llilino Lnko South Subdiv
McGrath Road Odd tn|

Cordova Prolo.onco Right
SiJohn llaibor on Zurembo Is
Collman Covu, Princo ol Wulos
Middlo Is in Silka Sound

Uppor Chilkoot lako. Roovo's
Konai/Mnl Su 0 102 Pral Rl
Kuual Lako, O rnili Crook 060
Point Possossion 035 Prul

DATE
AMENDED

ACREAGE CLOSED NET ACREAGE
OR (OPENED) CLOSED

17429
21,009 000
4,390 000
5060 000
2090460
23.006.000
13795000
6,160 000
21,912000
1998 000
520000
190000
40000
280000
260000
2,368 000
120 000
1,090 000
2,666 000
2,080 000
1960 000
1440000
10634 000
1560 000
80000
5000

950 000
2,560 000
700000
10000
14990

9 10
5000



