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RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL

Growing Alaska Through Responsible Resource Development

ACTION ALERT
Support Willow Prospect in NPR-A
Comment Deadline: Thursday, September 20, 2018

Overview

The extended comment period on the Master Development Plan Environmental Impact Statement (MDP/EIS)
for the Willow 0|I and gas prospect within the National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska (NPR-A) closes Thursday,
September 20". The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) intends to prepare the MDP/EIS in accordance with
recently issued Executive Orders and Secretarial guidance on streamlining and improving the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and other regulatory processes. The action has drawn immediate
condemnation from environmental groups who would like to see the oil remain in the ground.

ConocoPhillips has initiated discussions with the BLM regarding potential development of its Willow prospect,
which is located on federal oil and gas leases approximately 30 miles west of Nuiqsut. The MDP/EIS will
analyze the environmental impacts and appropriate mitigation measures for developing and operating the
Willow prospect, which may include one central processing facility, an infrastructure pad, up to five drill pads,
access and infield roads, an airstrip, pipelines, a gravel mine, and a temporary island to support module delivery
via sealift barges.

Recent exploration indicates there could be 400 million to 750 million barrels of recoverable oil at Willow, with
more upside potential. It is believed the resource estimate is sufficient to justify a stand-alone hub. First oil is
estimated to be achieved by 2024 or 2025 for approximately $2-3 billion spent over the course of four to five
years after a final investment decision. It is estimated an additional $3 billion of cumulative capital will be spent
over multiple years to maintain production at the facility.

For more information: https://eplanning.bim.gov/epl-front-
office/eplanning/planAndProjectSite.do?methodName=dispatchToPatternPage&currentPageld=161457

Action Requested
If you haven't already done so, please submit comments supporting development of the Willow prospect.
Comments may be submitted by any of the following methods below.

Email: BLM_AK_Willow_Comments@blm.gov

Mail: Willow MDP/EIS Scoping Comments
Bureau of Land Management

222 West 7th Avenue, Stop #13
Anchorage, AK 99513

Points to Consider:
* The BLM should include in the MDP/E|S the socio-economic and subsistence benefits of the Willow
prospect to the region, state, and nation.

* Development of the proposed $5 billion project would provide benefits to the local and state economies
through local hire for jobs created during construction and operations, tax revenues, federal revenue
sharing from royalties and lease rentals/bonuses, and new resources to help meet domestic energy
demand.



The proposed Willow project conforms to the BLM’s 2013 Integrated Activity Plan (IAP) which provides a
framework for minimizing impacts. The project proponent has collected extensive biological and
engineering data since 2017 to inform the Willow EIS process.

Oil and gas development in NPR-A could ultimately prove indispensable, given forecasts that predict this
nation’s energy demands increasing over ten percent in the next quarter century. Even with dramatic
increases in alternative energy sources, the majority of these growing energy demands will continue to
be satisfied through use of fossil fuels.

Production from Willow would serve to help maintain the integrity of the Trans-Alaska Pipeline System
(TAPS), a critical link to America’s energy distribution. Given the vast resources believed to be available
in NPR-A, future production could reverse the decline in TAPS, allowing it to remain viable for decades.

Conversely, prohibiting development and production at Willow would set a dangerous precedent for
future development in NPR-A, severely compromising the long-term energy and economic security of
Alaska and the nation.

Production from Willow would help meet the purpose of NPR-A, which is to develop America’s energy
resources. The 23-million acre reserve was set aside nearly a century ago for its petroleum value. in an
updated report, the U.S. Geological Survey estimates the reserve could hold nearly 9 billion barrels of
oil.

Industry has made great strides in responsibly designing projects in the Arctic with minimal impact on
the environment, wildlife, and subsistence activities.

The proposed Willow project minimizes impacts and maintains high standards for safety and emergency
response, and leverages contemporary North Slope best management practices to avoid and minimize
impacts,

Industry employs rigorous standards to protect the environment and subsistence resources. Industry has
an excellent track record and a long history of operating responsibly and working with stakeholders on
the North Slope and in the Arctic.

The BLM should move forward in preparing the MDP/EIS in accordance with the recently issued
Executive Orders and Secretarial guidance on streamlining and improving the NEPA and other
regulatory processes.

Comment deadline is Thursday, September 20, 2018
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September 6, 2018

Tonm Oobaaar Mr. Ted Murphy, Alaska State Director
Bl Heboarad Willow MDP/EIS Scoping Comments
Bill Jeffrass
Wandy Lindskoog Bureau of Land Management
e 222 West 7th Avenue, Stop #13
Sam Mazzeo H p
Lance Miller Anchorage, AK 99513
Kara Morfarty
Hans Neidig
Glenn Reed Dear Director Murphy:
John Shively
Lorali Simon
Syl | am writing on behalf of the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. (RDC) to
express support for the development of the Willow prospect within the National Petroleum
cm:{;y Reserve-Alaska (NPR-A). RDC also supports the preparation of the Master Development
%ﬁaB;:zr Plan Environmental Impact Statement (MDP/EIS) in accordance with the recently issued
Tom Barrstt Executive Order and Secretarial Guidance on streamlining and improving the National
Jfggggf';:hr:;n Environmental Policy Act and other regulatory processes.
Ethan Berto
P;i“gkaéﬂ;‘::"‘ RDC is a statewide non-profit business association comprised of individuals and companies
Jason Brune from Alaska's oil and gas, mining, forest products, fisheries and tourism industries. RDC's
o cran membership also includes Alaska Native corporations, local communities, organized labor
Andy Cole and industry-support firms. RDC's purpose is to encourage a strong, diversified private
B Sonnoly sector in Alaska and expand the state's economic base through the responsible
O G, development of our natural resources.
James Fueg_
‘“;‘tm"e‘i:ﬁ:f In the EIS, BLM should clearly outline the substantial social and economic benefits of
Foul S'r‘agmam the Willow prospect to the North Slope Borough, the State of Alaska, and the nation,
Voot NS iaG including the billions of dollars generated for the NPR-A Impact Mitigation Grant
s‘:ivrg !'jliil.les Program, which will focus on local communities and impacted areas.
Terasa Imm
Rmﬁémﬁlia Willow is estimated to contain as much as 750 million barrels of ol with more upside
Jaeleen Kookesh potential. Daily production could exceed 100,000 harrels per day. This production
e would substantially boost throughput in the Trans-Alaska Pipeline System (TAPS),
Tom Lovas currently running at approximately one-fourth capacity. It would alsc extend the life of
s s Magt TAPS, a critical component of our domestic energy complex, and help meet domestic
jrefade MG energy demand. Clearly, Willow production would help fulfill the primary purpose of
Kﬂ,,,, M,nﬁl:: NPR-A, which is to harvest American energy resources.
Joey Merrick
{:.:i"é:“,:.? Production from the $5 billion Willow project would generate billion of dollars in
Jggfzg‘;‘;‘ royalties and tax revenues to the State of Alaska, the North Slope Borough and the
Christy Resler federal government. Willow would also generate thousands of direct and indirect jobs
e for local residents and other Alaskans. These would be high-paying, year-round jobs
Ch'gziﬂg :;l;;ra . that would sustain Alaskan families and benefit local communities in many ways.
Phil Stayar Overall, the activity and revenues generated by this major project would substantially
”'jgfguﬂfg;““ boost Alaska's economy, which is has been stuck in a recession for approximately
Tim Willlams three years.
Sam Wolle
Ex-Officio Members

LS. Sanator Lisa Murkowskl
U.5. Senator Dan Sullivan
Congressman Don Young

Govemor Bill Walker



Page 2/RDC scoping comments on Willow MDP/EIS

Moreover, the project would also deliver the positive benefits of new roads on subsistence hunting. Roads built
for other nearby projects have benefited subsistence hunters by providing timely, safe, and affordable access to
the resource. Roads also insure that the operator can respond to any medical, environmental and safety issues
in a harsh Arctic environment in an adequate and timely manner. These positive aspects should be
acknowledged in the MDP/EIS.

When it comes to the environment, industry has a solid track record of conducting its operations in a responsible
manner, which respects and protects the subsistence way of life. Industry also has a long history of working with
all stakeholders in the Arctic and has made great strides in designing projects with minimal impact on the
environment, wildlife, and subsistence activities. With regard to Willow, the project will utilize existing road and
pipeline infrastructure in the Colville River and Kuparuk River Units to minimize impacts. Moreover, the proposed
project conforms to the BLM's 2013 Integrated Activity Plan.

RDC acknowledges that there are special interests that oppose further development of fossil fuels in the Arctic
and elsewhere. However, oil and gas development in NPR-A could ultimately prove indispensible as forecasts
indicate our nation’s energy demands will increase over ten percent in the next quarter century. Despite sharp
increases in alternative energy sources, the majority of these growing energy demands will continue to be
satisfied through the use of fossil fuels, and as along as there is a market for oil and gas, the resources should
be developed and produced here where operations and emissions are strictly regulated and best management
activities are employed to avoid and minimize impacts.

In conclusion, RDC is fully confident the Willow project will be developed in a responsible manner with minimal
impacts to the environment and subsistence resources. The BLM should prepare the MDP/EIS in accordance
with the recently issued Executive Orders on streamlining and improving the NEPA process. The agency should
also clearly state and the many positive socio-economic benefits of the project to the region, state, and nation.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important project.
Sincerely,

Resource Development Council
for Alaska, Inc.

- F et

Carl Portman
Deputy Director



Public Hearings Schedule and Public Comment
received for Citizen Inititiave 17FSH2 (Ballot Measure

1)

Citizen initiative will appear before voters on Alaska's Tuesday, November 6, 2018 general election
ballot,

requires a minimum of two public hearings on the initiative be held in each of Alaska's four
prior to October 6, 2018,

Each hearing will last two hours. Public testimony will be in-person only and limited to two minutes per person.
The public may begin signing up to speak a half hour before the hearing begins.

You can listen to live testimony online at , or toll-free by telephone (For Juneau callers: 586-9085;
For Anchorage callers: 563-9085;Toli-free anywhere else: 844-586-5085.)

In addition to providing information about the hearings schedule and locations, this notice
( ) will also function as a hub for anyone to submit public comment about the
initiative or to access the recorded audio of each completed hearing.

Public Hearings Handouts:

Public Hearings Schedule:

Friday, September 7, 2018 - Juneau, Alaska - 9:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m.
Capitol Committee Rooms 203 and 205, State Capitol Building, 120 4th Street, Juneau, AK 99801

Mecnday, September 16, 2018 - Kotzebue, Alaska - 1:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m.
Northwest Arctic School District, Board Room {room 115) - 744 3rd Street, Kotzebue, AK 99752

Tuesday, September 11, 2018 - Nome, Alaska - 1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m.
City Council Chambers, Rooms 5 & 6 - City of Nome, 102 Division St, Nome, AK 99762

Tuesday, September 18, 2018 - Anchorage, Alaska - 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m.
Legisfative Information Office Auditorium - 1500 W. Benson Blvd., Anchorage, AK 99501

Friday, September 21, 2018 - Sitka, Alaska - 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.
Harrigan Centennial Hall - 330 Harbor Drive, Sitka, AK 99835

Monday, September 24, 2018 - Fairbanks, Alaska - 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m.
Legislative Information Office - 1292 Sadler Way, Suite 308, Fairbanks, AK 99701

Tuesday, September 25, 2018 - Bethel, Alaska - 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m.
Yupiit Piciryarait Cultural Center - 420 Chief Eddie Hoffman Highway, Bethel, AK 99559

Saturday, September 29, 2018 - Dillingham, Alaska - 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m.
Bristol Bay Campus - 527 Seward Street, Dillingham, AK 99576

Statewide Teleconference Only Session - 1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m.
Saturday, October 13, 2018 - Testimony will be taken only over the phone for this hearing.
For Juneau callers: 586-9085; For Anchorage callers: 563-9085;Toll-free anywhere else: 844-586-9085.

Public Comment:

The public is also encouraged to submit written testimony and comment on the initiative.



Comments may be submitted through the commenting functionality built into this notice (click on the "Leave a
Comment" link at the bottom of the notice or in the upper right corner.}) Comment may also be submitted in
writing or in person at each scheduled hearing or may be sent by mail addressed to:

Office of Lieutenant Governor Byron Mallott
P.O. Box 110015
Juneau, Alaska 99811

All comments received by 5:00 p.m. on Friday, November 2nd will be published as attachments to this notice,
which will be updated each Friday afternoon through November 2nd.

Related Links:

Attachments
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RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL

Growing Alaska Through Responsible Resource Development

Public Hearing on 17FSH2
September 18, 2018 « Anchorage LIO

Good afternoon and thank you Lt. Governor for holding this meeting. My name is Marleanna Hall and
| am the executive director for the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. RDC is a member
of the Stand for Alaska — Vote no on 1 coalition.

[RDC is a statewide trade association comprised of individuals and companies from Alaska's oil and
gas, mining, forest products, fisheries and tourism industries, as well at the 12 land owning Alaska
Native corporations. My membership also includes labor, municipalities and boroughs, the support
industry sector, and individuals from around the state.}

My member companies, who employ thousands of Alaskans and have invested billions in our state,
have a huge stake in advocating for fair and equitable regulatory processes. Of our many concerns,
Ballot Measure One would eliminate our science-based fish habitat protections and replace them with
red tape and unclear, untested regulations.

Increasing uncertainty and adding additional, unnecessary regulatory burdens to community and
resource development projects across Alaska with little to no added benefit to salmon habitat is not
sound policy. This ballot measure would delay, or even halt, these projects and increase costs for our
communities and private sector and would send Alaska further down on the regulatory-certainty scale.

Further, it threatens the way the Native corporations manage and develop their land, and the way the
ANCs provide for their people. Whether it be a community or development project, this measure will
dramatically increase costs and harm rural opportunities.

The idea that our fish habitat is not protected is very misleading. Alaska has some of the best-
managed fisheries in the world, and each one of us has a stake in maintaining that reputation.

The notion that this measure won't impact existing projects is also misleading. Projects across the
state must renew fish habitat permits as necessary, and will be subject to the new, untested practices
described in the flawed baliot measure.

Because of this and many reasons, we are urging Alaskans to vote no on Baliot Measure 1.



Stand for Alaska - Vote on 1 Opposition Statement » City Hall » Nome VUTE N 0
September 11, 2018

R
mﬂbf“
Good morning. Thank you Lt. Governor for holding a hearing here in Nome. My h
name is Marleanna Hall, | am the Executive Director for the Resource

Development Council for Alaska, Inc.

While that is my job, I'm here today because | was born and raised here in Nome.

i've lived in Alaska my whole life, and hope to be able to continue living here for the rest of it. | grew up fishing
and hunting and boating the rivers around the Seward Peninsula as well as much of our state on the road
system. | grew up during the construction and operation of the Trans-Alaska Pipeline, the creation and
administration of the Permanent Fund Dividend, and other significant economic developments that make
Alaska's economy tick and provides us with the ability to live and work here.

| have the pleasure of serving as the Chair of the Stand for Alaska: Vote No on 1 coalition as there are many
reasons why this measure concerns me. Ballot Measure 1 would eliminate our science-based fish habitat
protections and replace them with red tape and unclear, untested regulations. This not only threatens our jobs
and our economy; it threatens our rights as property owners, and our ability to maintain or develop public
infrastructure; and it doesn't do the one thing that supporters say it will do: fix the problems facing our salmon
runs.

For communities like Nome, the ability to improve the port, the wastewater treatment facility, or the airport will
be jeopardized. Across the state, road safety improvements, North Slope projects, docks and more will be put
at risk- this measure will shutdown or delay existing operations and future projects that support the livelihoods
of tens of thousands of Alaskans. Key projects would see extreme delays or shutdowns.

Under Baliot Measure 1, simple projects like adding or repairing a dock or a culvert on your property will
become tangled in endless red tape.

For the people of Nome, it is a blessing to visit different areas of the Peninsula, because of the roads and
bridges that let us go to Teller and Brevig, to Council or up past Kuzitrin. This area is fortunate to have this
fairly large amount of road infrastructure. Other parts of the state are less fortunate when it comes to
infrastructure. And this ballot measure will only hinder building or improving roads and other much needed
projects around the state. And it doesn’t do what the proponents say it will do.

More than 450 Alaskan businesses, organizations and groups and thousands of individual Alaskans have
joined together to oppose the measure. The Alaska Native corporations have joined the Stand for Alaska —
vote no on 1 effort. Because it threatens the way the Native corporations manage and develop their land, and
the way the ANCs provide for their people. Whether it be a community or development project, this measure
will dramatically increase costs and harm rural opportunities.

This measure threatens Alaskan jobs, the way we do business, and our rights as Alaskans to develop our
lands and our communities. This measure causes too much damage and goes too far.

Could we make reasonable improvements to habitat protections? Perhaps. But Ballot Measure 1 doesn’t do
that and eliminates the opportunity to have a conversation. The measure is poorly written, vague and gives too
much power to one singular government appointee. If it passes, lawyers and the courts will determine what
exactly this complex measure does and doesn't do at great costs to Alaskans and our communities.

The ballot measure does not solve but rather, creates problems. For these reasons, and many more, | ask my
fellow Alaskans to vote no on Ballot Measure 1.



RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL

Growing Alaska Through Responsible Resource Development

ACTION ALERT
Rulemaking for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule
Comment Deadline: Monday, October 15, 2018

Overview

The U.S. Forest Service is initiating an environmental impact statement (EIS) and public rulemaking process to
address the management of inventoried roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The intent is to evaluate a
regulatory exemption for the Tongass to the current nationwide Roadless Rule as well as evaluate other
management solutions that address infrastructure, timber, renewable energy, mining, access, and transportation
needs to further economic development, while still conserving roadless areas for future generations.

The nationwide Roadless Rule was established in January 2001 as President Bill Clinton was leaving office. It set
in place prohibitions on timber harvests and road construction within inventoried roadless areas of the national
forest system. The federal government and the State of Alaska reached a settlement in 2003 exempting the
Tongass from the Roadless Rule. In 2011, a federal court set aside the exemption and reinstated the rule. The
court’s ruling was initially reversed, but the rule was once again reinstated by a 6-5 decision of the Ninth Circuit in
2015.

In response to a State of Alaska petition, the Forest Service agrees that the long-standing controversy surrounding
management of roadless areas in the Tongass may be resolved through rulemaking creating a state-specific
Roadless Rule. Both the State and the Forest Service believe a long-term durable approach to roadless area
management is needed that balances preservation with social and economic needs in the Tongass and the region.
While exempting the Tongass from provisions of the Roadless Rule, the proposed rulemaking would leave the
nationwide rule in place in the Chugach National Forest.

RDC believes the 2001 Roadless Rule prohibitions are unnecessary in both the Tongass and Chugach National
Forest, which can be adequately protected under amended land management plans.

For more information: hitps://www fs.usda.gov/project/?project=54511
https.//www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2018-08-30/pdf/2018-18937 .pdf

Action Requested

This rulemaking is an opportunity to revisit a sweeping federal rule that never made sense in Alaska and to help
create local sustainable economies. What happens next will depend on how Alaskans react. It is critical that RDC
members weigh in. Let the Forest Service know that Alaska is unique and deserves a rule that is modeled to the
needs of Alaskans. Comments may be submitted by any of the following methods below.

Public Hearings:
Juneau - Thursday, September 20
5:30-8:00 p.m. Elizabeth Peratrovich Hall

Sitka — Monday, September 24
5:30-8:00 p.m., Aspen Suites

Wrangell - Monday, September 24
5:30-8:00 p.m., Nolan Center

Petersburg — Tuesday, September 25
5:30-8:00 p.m., Petersburg Borough Assembly Chambers



Anchorage - Thursday, September 27
5:30-8:00 p.m., University of Alaska, Gorsuch Commons, Room 107, 3211 Providence Drive

Electronically:
https:// www.fs.usda.gov/project/?project=54511

Mail:
Alaska Roadless Rule, USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region, Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff,
P.O. Box 21628, Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628

Points to Consider:
Alaska is unique and deserves a state-specific roadless rule that is tailored to the needs of Alaskans.

A new Alaska-specific roadless rule should balance roadless area characteristics with timber harvesting and road
construction that are determined to be needed for forest management, economic development opportunities,
renewable energy, and the exercise of valid existing rights.

The EIS should include an alternative that includes both the Tongass and Chugach National Forest in an Alaskan-
specific roadless rule.

The nationwide Roadless Rule usurped much of the land planning process mandated by the National Forest
Management Act (NFMA), particularly on the Chugach and the Tongass national forests. Exempting Alaska's
national forests from the Roadless Rule will not authorize any development activities, but it will enable the NFMA
planning process to function as intended. That process specifies in detail how each portion of each national forest
should be managed.

Acting in response to specific recommendations by both the Forest Service and many environmental groups,
Congress has already enacted over six million acres of Wilderness and roadless areas on the Tongass. The
remaining areas were passed over so they could support local employment, including year-around timber
manufacturing jobs in a region where there are minimal state or private timberlands available to the mills.

The Roadless Rule has never made sense in Alaska. Application of the 2001 rule has severely impacted the social
and economic fabric of Southeast Alaska communities and violates the Alaska National Interest Lands
Conservation Act and the Tongass Timber Reform Act. It has devastated the timber industry where sustainable
harvests have plummeted and employment is now a fraction of what it was prior to enactment of the rule.

The Roadless Rule as applied to Alaska doesn’t work — it doesn't work for our timber and mining industries and it
doesn’t work for renewable energy and other economic development activities either.

A one-size fits all approach doesn’t account for Alaska’'s uniqueness, needs, and limited surface infrastructure.

Unlike Lower 48 forests, most of the Tongass and 99 percent of the Chugach National Forest are roadless and fall
under the high-restrictive Roadless Rule. Both forests are now being managed more like a national park than a
multiple-use unit as mandated by law.

The current Roadless Rule is impacting access for a wide variety of uses. The result is a weaker economy as local
communities face few employment opportunities, higher energy costs, and a smaller tax base to support local
services.

An Alaska-specific roadless rule should allow further road access for not only timber, mineral, tourism, and energy
uses, but access to resources important to residents for subsistence, recreation and other community economic,
cultural, and social activities.
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RDC's comments respond to CEQ's specific questions in the ANPRM and offer additional views on what
many in the regulated community have experienced in dealing with the confusing, time-consuming, and
uncertain NEPA process.

1. Should CEQ's NEPA regulations be revised to ensure that environmental reviews and authorization
decisions involving multiple agencies are conducted in a manner that is concurrent, synchronized, timely,
and efficient, and if so, how?

Yes. NEPA should be amended to make clear that an EIS will be focused on a limited number of issues
identified in the scoping process. Further, NEPA should be amended to have a presumptive page limit with
a process that would give the lead agency the ability to a make a determination that only a pre-determined
number of pages can be used. This will help increase efficiency.

2. Should CEQ's NEPA regulations be revised to make the NEPA process more efficient by better
facilitating agency use of environmental studies, analysis, and decisions conducted in earlier Federal, State,
tribal or local environmental reviews or authorization decisions, and if so, how?

Yes. Regulations should require agencies to use existing data when available to the greatest extent
possible.

3. Should CEQ's NEPA regulations be revised to ensure optimal interagency coordination of environmental
reviews and authorization decisions, and if so, how?

Yes. Requirements to enforce timelines and time limits to the existing process should be implemented.
NEPA should be amended to have a presumptive timeframe to complete the EIS with a process that would
give the lead agency the ability to make a determination to extend the time frame by a set number of
months if (and only if) necessary to address the specified issues.

4. Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations that relate to the format and page length of NEPA
documents and time limits for completion be revised, and if so, how?
Yes. See previous responses,

5. Should CEQ's NEPA regulations be revised to provide greater clarity to ensure NEPA documenits better
focus on significant issues that are relevant and useful to decision makers and the public, and if so, how?
Yes. CEQY's existing regulations should be reaffirmed and clarified.

6. Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA reguiations relating to public involvement be revised to be more
inclusive and efficient, and if so, how?

Yes. In addition to responses to questions 1 and 2, CEQ should consider limited administrative appeals to
agency decisions.

10. Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency action be revised, and
if so, how?

Yes. In addition to the response to question 3, the CEQ should consider deadlines that do not exceed
existing ranges.

11. Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations relating to agency responsibility and the preparation
of NEPA documents by contractors and project applicants be revised, and if so, how?

Yes. CEQ should explore the use of third parties to reduce the backlog of NEPA documents as consistent
with other government agencies.

12. Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations relating to programmatic NEPA documents and tiering
be revised, and if so, how?
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Yes. The provisions should be revised to create efficiency and improve the process.

16. Are there additional ways CEQ's NEPA regulations should be revised to promote coordination of
environmental review and authorization decisions, such as combining NEPA analysis and other decision
documents, and if so, how?

Yes. The CEQ should promote coordination by indicating agencies should communicate to identify
appropriate ways to evaluate proposals.

17. Are there additional ways CEQ's NEPA regulations should be revised to improve the efficiency and
effectiveness of the implementation of NEPA, and if so, how?
Yes. Existing reviews, analyses, and other documents should be used to the fullest extent possible.

19. Are there additional ways CEQ's NEPA regulations should be revised to ensure that agencies apply
NEPA in a manner that reduces unnecessary burdens and delays as much as possible, and if so, how?
Yes. The CEQ should work with other agencies to reduce delays in processes that may not involve the
NEPA process.

20. Are there additional ways CEQ's NEPA regulations related to mitigation should be revised, and if so,
how?

Yes. CEQ should clarify that NEPA does not require mitigation, and agencies should be directed not to use
the NEPA process to influence or promote mitigation. Instead, mitigation should be considered an option.

Thank you the opportunity to comment on potential revisions to update and clarify the NEPA process. We
look forward to working with the CEQ to improve the efficiency of the NEPA process,

Sincerely,

Marleanna Hall
Executive Director
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The definition of WOTUS is of utmost importance to RDC and its membership. As Alaska's economy is
based on the development of its natural resources, and with more wetlands than all other states
combined, and more coastline than the contiguous 48 states, Alaska is uniquely vulnerable when it
comes to EPA regulations.

Under the 2015 Rule, the obscure and poorly defined changes and significant expansion of the Clean
Water Act jurisdiction in 2015 could result in conflict with other Federal regulations, such as 43 C.F.R.
3809 reclamation regulations, and would undoubtedly result in significant delay and additional cost
burden in permitting — which is not aligned with this Administration’s priorities.

Given Alaska's dependence on development of its natural resources, it is vital to have predictable and
efficient federal and state permitting processes that are based on sound science. Article VIII, Section |
of the Alaska Constitution mandates “the settlement of Alaska's land and the development of its
resources by making them available for maximum use consistent with the public interest,” to encourage
economic prosperity for Alaska’s peoples. RDC is concerned the 2015 rule will impact the ability of its
membership to responsibly develop Alaska’s natural resources.

One major concern lies in the lack of clarity throughout the document. Definitions of numerous key
terms and concepts, like waters, floodplain, wetlands, subsurface connection, adjacent, ordinary high
water mark, dry land, and significant nexus, etc. are ambiguous and unclear. Without explicit definition
of all technical and enforceable terms, we are left with an unpredictable and confusing rule.

Moreover, by allowing for jurisdiction over remote, isolated features, ephemeral washes and on-site
water management features, the 2015 Rule improperly reads the word "navigable” out of the statute
and implicates significant constitutional concerns about the appropriate scope of federal authority.
Furthermore, nothing in the record created during the 2015 rutemaking process dictated the adoption of
such a sweeping definition of WOUSA.

To effectively address these concerns, RDC supports rescinding the 2015 Rule and urges the EPA and
Corps to recodify the regulations in place immediately prior so that the CFR accurately reflects the
applicable regulations. Since the Sixth Circuit's October 2015 issuance of a nationwide stay, the
agencies have been currently implementing the regulations defining WOTUS that were in effect
immediately before the 2015 Rule. The proposed action would simply continue that practice and
recodify the status quo that has been in place for decades.

RDC agrees with the agencies' proposed conclusions from the supplemental notice:

+ That the “administrative goals of regulatory certainty would be best served by repealing the 2015
Rule”;

+ That "the 2015 Rule exceeded the agencies' authority under the CWA”;

+ That “the 2015 Rule may have altered the balance of authorities between the federal and State
governments” in violation of the CWA,;

» That “many features that are categorically jurisdictional under the 2015 Rule.. .test the limits of the
scope of the Commerce Clause...”;

« That “the definitional changes in the 2015 Rule [may have had] a more substantial impact on the
scope of jurisdictional determinations...than acknowledged in the analysis for the rule...;" and
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+ That “regulatory certainty may be best served by repealing the 2015 Rule [because the] 2015 Rule
creates significant uncertainty for agency staff, regulated entities, and the public, which is
compounded by court decisions [in litigation challenging the 2015 Rule] that have increased
litigation risk and cast doubt on the legal viability of the rule.

The validity of these and other conclusions will be the central issues in litigation that is likely to follow if
the agencies finalize their proposal.

Furthermore, in regards to wetlands policy, RDC members across Alaska’s natural resource sectors
have serious concerns regarding the requirement of compensatory mitigation for development projects
in the state. A “no net loss” of wetlands policy designed for the Lower 48 states is not practicable or
realistic in Alaska due to the limited availability of sites or technical/logistical limitations. The Corps
needs a policy that is unique to Alaska and recognizes the reality of the Alaska environment - a state
with vast areas that have little or no opportunities for compensatory mitigation.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the proposal to withdraw the poorly promulgated
2015 rule and restore the regulatory text that existed prior to the 2015 Rule.

Sincerely,

Marleanna Hall
Executive Director



July 17, 2018

The Honorable Lisa Murkowski
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Re: Bulletin 38 Revision and Ch'u’itnu Traditional District
Dear Senator Murkowski:

The Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc., (RDC) and the Alaska Miners Association (AMA)
are writing to request your office seek a ruling from the General Accounting Office (GAQ) on whether
Bulletin 38, "Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Traditional Cultural Properties,” is a rule as
defined by the Congressional Review Act {CRA).

It is our understanding that revisions to Bulletin 38 had been proposed but were never finalized during
the final days of the Obama Administration. One of the proposed changes would have heen used to
expand the definition of a historic property beyond the terms of statute to include landscapes and
properties associated with cultural practices or beliefs of any living community. However, the National
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) does not recognize traditional cultural landscapes as a property type
eligible for listing. The existing Bulletin 38 expressly disclaims eligibility for non-properties and cultural
resources that are purely intangible, recognizing no legal authority to address them unless they are
somehow related to a specific historic property.

Given the revised Bulletin 38 was never finalized, we are left concerned with the current status. As you
know, the CRA compels an agency to submit a copy of the rule to Congress before it can take effect.
The CRA also provides an opportunity for Congress to disapprove a rule by adoption of a resolution,
which we would support in the case of Bulletin 38 in order to give the Department of Interior time to
craft a new Bulletin that is consistent with statute. Understanding whether Bulletin 38 is a rule as
defined by the CRA will help bring clarity to this issue.

If and when revisions are contemplated going forward, it is important to recognize the significant
concerns such revisions, lacking statutory authority, could have on responsible resource and
community development in Alaska. The National Park Service and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation (ACHP) proposed revised Bulletin 38 regulations which would create a new property type,
“traditional cultural district,” which replaces “landscape.” Under such a revised approach, any place that
is valued by any racial, ethnic, minority, majority group, community, or organization whose members
share traditions, beliefs, practices, lifeways, arts, crafts, or other social institutions, would be considered
eligible. Such updates to the Bulletin depart from any existing law or regulation and could have a
substantial effect on land use designations in Alaska, Hawaii, and the contiguous 48 states.

We are particularly concerned with the Native American Rights Fund proposal to list 109,000 acres
{170 square miles) of state and private land in Southcentral Alaska on the National Register as a
“Traditional Cultural District.” The nomination, commonly referred to as the Ch'u’itnu Traditional District,
was considered by the Alaska Historical Commission and, despite objection by the vast majority of
land-based property owners, it was accepted by the Commission.

The decision is extremely troubling. The proposed area, encompassing broad swaths of land, is not

supported by any verifiable information identifying any physical features or specific location of where
people regularly returned or where a historic or culturally significant event occurred.

AMA and RDC joint letter on Bulletin 38 Page 1 of 2



The proposed Ch'uv'itnu designation does not meet the criteria for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places because it is the type of expansive outline, supported in large part by unidentified and
unidentifiable sites, traditionally rejected by the National Park Service Keeper and the courts. It would
set a precedent where virtually all land in Alaska historically used for subsistence, including among
ather places the National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska, the Colville River Delta, and the Coastal Plain of
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, could be nominated as a traditional cultural district.

It is a major threat to Alaska Native corporations and could result in a “taking” of lands conveyed under
the Alaska Native Claims Settiement Act (ANCSA) for economic and resource development for the
well-being of all Alaska Native people. Proposals such as Ch'u’itnu would likely be seen by Alaska
Native entities as a violation of their conveyances under ANCSA.

Consequently, large swaths of private, state, and public land could be determined eligible with little
public or landowner awareness. This not only holds true in Alaska, but could also be used throughout
the entire nation. The designation would be used as a means to stop development projects or impose
additional and substantial delays and costs through litigation and required mitigation.

Efforts in earlier years, including those by former U.S. Senator Frank Murkowski, recognized the
significant impact amendments to the NHPA would have on Alaska. Most notably in 1992, H.R. 1601
and S. 684 would have included "landscapes” as historic properties, including trails, roads, and places
that figured in traditions and lifestyles of ethnic groups. The Department of Interior and the National
Park Service also expressed concern about applying the provisions of the NHPA to intangible values
and suggested it is not appropriate for those values to be included in the National Register of Historic
Places. Ultimately, the amendments to the NHPA were rejected.

Given revision of Bulletin 38 may now be under review by senior Department of Interior officials, there
is a unique opportunity to ensure a new Bulletin is consistent with statute. The ACHP needs to be
returned to its original mission intended by Congress to restore decision-making authority to the federal
agencies with jurisdiction. We would appreciate your inquiry to the GAQ on the aforementioned
question.

Sincerely,

AV }f\DL.L—
Marleanna Hall Deantha Crockett
Executive Director Executive Director
Resource Development Councif for Alaska, Inc. Alaska Miners Association

cc: Steve Wackowski, U.S. Department of the Interior
Brian Hughes, U.S. Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee

AMA and RDC joint letter on Bulletin 38 Page 2 of 2
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These new job opportunities could reduce out-migration, which could help maintain rural schools and allow
people in the region to participate in subsistence activities.

Further, RDC urges the Corps to consider the benefits of the jobs not only in Alaska, but across the nation,
that will likely come from development of Pebble. The prospect is one of the most significant mineral
deposits in the United States, with the potential for billions in economic activity and thousands of jobs.

The demand for the resources at the deposit

RDC urges the Corps to fully weigh the benefits as well as the need for the mineral resources at Pebble.
These minerals would likely be used for the growing worldwide demand for the products and technology
related to renewables and energy.

The mineral deposit at Pebble could be a vital resource for increasing Alaska, and America’s, technology
and energy resources.

With the growing worldwide consumption and dependence upon technical products powered by critical
minerals such as copper, the expanding demand for renewable energy technologies, and the development
of projects with strategic national significance, the Pebble deposit has the potential to generate hundreds of
millions in annual economic activity for Alaska, as well as significant revenues for state and local
governments.

Alaska’s Constitution

As the Alaskan economy is dependent on natural resource development, including mining, it is vital to have
predictable and efficient federal and state permitting processes that are based on sound science. Article
VI, Section | of the Alaska Constitution mandates “the settiement of Alaska's land and the development of
its resources by making them available for maximum use consistent with the public interest,” to encourage
economic prosperity for Alaskans. RDC urges the Corps to fully consider Alaska’s sovereignty and
constitutional requirement to responsibly develop Alaska’s natural resources.

Moreover, the State of Alaska selected this land specifically for its mineral resource potential. The deposit is
not located on federal land, nor inside a refuge or park — it is located con state land designated for mineral
exploration. The State of Alaska depends on the responsible development of natural resources on its lands
to diversify and support its economy.

Alaskans have the greatest stake in seeing that any and all development is done in a way that protects
resources, including the environment. RDC believes it can be done, because it's already being done.

Alaska's extensive and thorough permitting process

RDC members firmly believe in due process and the rule of law. Alaska utilizes a well-established permitting
and review process, with multiple oppertunities for public input, and review by local, state, and federal
agencies. RDC believes the permitting process is the best place to make decisions about the merits of
development projects in Alaska.

Alaska has enjoyed the benefits of mining for well over 100 years, with the last several decades seeing new
innovations and advancements for protecting the environment. Alaska has stringent regulations to protect
its lands.

Every project, no matter the size or location, should have an opportunity to be reviewed under existing legal
processes. In the case of mining, there are more than 60 major permits and hundreds more from focal,
state, and federal agencies that must be successfully obtained. If the process determines a project as
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designed cannot protect the environment and other resources, it will not advance. The process will not
permit one industry or resource to advance at the expense of another.

RDC urges the Corps to consider and acknowledge Alaska’s stringent permitting process and a track record
built upon modern technology, regulations, and laws to protect the environment. In fact, the Corps should
consider the project proponents record of environmental safety. According to public records, the project has
been inspected by the State 57 times since 2003, and regulators have found the project to be in
compliance.

The activities at the Pebble deposit are no different than exploration activities at other sites throughout
Alaska and no different from previous activities undertaken at the Pebble site.

The alternatives to a newly-proposed mine plan

Project proponents have incorporated a number of alternatives to the newly-proposed mine plan. The

footprint of the facilities has been reduced to minimize the impact to areas of known subsistence use,

waterbodies, wildlife, and areas of cultural significance. The project plan has eliminated the need for a
permanent waste rock storage facility, a key consideration for the EIS to include.

Project proponents have studied the environment to design a plan that best co-exists with the surrounding
elements. These studies have placed significant emphasis on analyzing the fish and water resources in and
around the proposed project. These studies must be fairly evaluated and considered via the EIS review
process.

To date, no thorough evaluation of the technical information has been undertaken by a regulatory agency.

The EIS should review all data gathered by the company as part of a rigorous and complete analysis of the
project’s plan. This should include how the company can responsibly operate a mine and balance this with
environmental protection.

More than a decade of environmental research has been conducted since exploration ramped up in the
early 2000s. Extensive environmental baseline data collection and geotechnical programs have also been
done. Further, under the new plan, all water would be captured and carefully treated prior to discharge. And
water discharge would be done strategically to enhance fish habitat — another matter the Corps should
acknowledge in its review.

Conclusion

RDC urges the Corps to work in an efficient manner to rationally and scientifically determine the merits of
the project, with consideration of the full social, economic, and environmental impacts and benefits. Now is
the time to encourage responsible resource development in Alaska, and in America, and to encourage
investment in projects by way of a predictable, timely, and efficient permitting process at the state and
national level.

In addition, this is an early step in a very long process, which will also include multiple and ongoing
opportunities for public input. Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the scoping for the
Pebble EIS.

Sincerely,

AVAMD B’\DU-

Marieanna Hall
Executive Director
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Carol Fraser
Tim Gallagher
R i Ms. Nicole Hayes
We?)glydflfnﬁ::skoog U.S. Bureau of Land Management, Alaska State Office
lamMaonty Attention: Coastal Plain EIS
Sam Mazzeo B
Lance Miller 222 West 7 Avenue, #13
Kara Morlarty Anchorage, AK 99513-7599
Hans Neldig
Lori Nelson
Glenn Resd Re. Scoping comments on development of the ANWR Coastal Plain Oil and Gas Leasing
Jm?siﬁ?ny Program Environmental Impact Statement
Cam Toohay
ShclalyWit To Whom It May Concern:
Directors
Anna Alchison The Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. (RDC) is writing to express its strong
o0 Barer support for the proposed oil and gas lease program that would allow limited activity within the
JGmu geiseher non-Wilderness coastal plain of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR).
ason Bergerson
Pftt“;agielsaa:gkl RDC is an Alaskan business association comprised of individuals and companies from Alaska's
R"‘;:"BBD';ES oil and gas, mining, forest products, tourism and fisheries industries. RDC's membership
Jason Brune includes Alaska Native corporations, local communities, organized labor, and industry support
Patrick Carter firms. RDC's purpose is to encourage a strong, diversified private sector in Alaska and expand
S?:::g;‘:,‘:;:y the state’s economic base through the responsible development of our natural resources.
Jason Criqui
m?gx Alaskans statewide strongly support oil and gas exploration and development in the non-
James Fueg Wilderness coastal plain. In fact, polling has shown more than 70 percent of Alaskans support
G;‘i’cﬁ"‘fe:"ga development of energy resources beneath the 1002 area. Local residents and many of the
Paul Glavinovich Inupiat people who actually live adjacent to the 1002 area have also supported development.
Stephen Grabacki
N Hannarmee RDC is advocating for Alaska's and, indeed, our nation’s interests in supporting the opening of a
Teresa Imm tiny fraction of the coastal plain to responsible oil and gas exploration and development. In
Miz“h"a";f‘j::p"‘;:on 1980, the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) expanded the refuge, but
Mike Jungrels in a compromise set aside 1.5 million acres of the coastal plain for potential drilling. The leasing
T"‘l?':;?m*’::m program that has been authorized by Congress and signed into law by President Donald J.
John Lau Trump would allow development of only 2,000 acres of the coastal plain, which itself represents
T;:ft:ﬂtoxaa;k a very small portion of the 19-million acre refuge.
Jahn MacKin
Staphan::lcﬁagggn With advances in technology, it is possible to develop the coastal plain's energy reserves while
Kj;:; Nalnes directly utilizing a small footprint. Moreover, such development can be accomplished without
James Mery significant disturbance to wildlife. In fact, over the past 40 years of North Slope oil production,
L‘z;;z;‘r‘;; many wildlife populations have grown or remained stable. One example at Prudhoe Bay shows
Steve Post the Central Arctic caribou population has grown from 5,000 animals in 1970 to more than
?;':.ﬁ';?ymé ePslrl: 66,000 animals today.
i
K':rngﬁ:e? It is important that the Coastal Plain Oil and Gas Leasing Program Environmental Impact
mg Pt Statement (EIS}) clearly outline the many benefits conventional oil and gas development in
Chad Steadman ANWR would bring to Alaska and the nation, as well as the evolution of technology that has
J;:“Ssh‘;;:; i greatly reduced industry’s footprint in the Arctic. The EIS should also outline successful efforts
Casay Sullivan that have mitigated the impact of development on the North Slope environment and wildlife. It is
Jan Trigg also important the EIS address successful efforts to mitigate impact on subsistence resources
oo Lan and harvesters.
Ex-Officio Members

U.S5. Senator Lisa Murkowsk|
U.S. Senator Dan Sullivan
Congressman Don Young

Govemor Bill Walker

121 West Fireweed Lane, Suite 250, Anchorage, Alaska 99503
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Qil development in the 1002 area would provide a safe and secure source of oil for the nation for decades. It would
create tens of thousands of jobs throughout the country and refill the Trans-Alaska Pipeline System (TAPS), existing
critical energy infrastructure that is currently operating at only one-fourth capacity. Since the ANWR coastal plain is
only several miles from existing North Slope energy infrastructure and less than 60 miles from TAPS, development of
energy reserves there would be one of the most environmentally-sound ways to increase oil production in Alaska,

Despite robust oil production in the Lower 48 states today, America will require new supplies of energy from Alaska in
the coming decades. Energy production from ANWR will be key to offsetting a projected decline in Lower 48 shale oil
production, which is expected to occur in the next decade. Otherwise, America will be forced to once again increase its
reliance on foreign oil.

With the decline in North Slope production, refineries on the West Coast already have been forced import more crude

from foreign sources. The chart below, which depicts crude oil supply sources to refineries in California, stresses the
need for new Alaska projects:

Crude Qil Supply Scurces to California Refineries
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Chart courtesy of the Alaska Qil and Gas Association

With new oil and gas production from ANWR, America can continue to grow its economy and further reduce
dependence on foreign imports. According to the Energy Information Administration, oil and gas development in
ANWR could result in new conventional domestic production of 880,000 barrels per day for a period extending for
approximately 12 years, with additional production for many years following. Such production would not only generate
new jobs and boost TAPS throughput, it would generate billions of dollars in new revenues to the Alaska and federal
treasuries.

According to a study by the University of Alaska Anchorage, up to 50% of Alaska's current economy and at least one-
third of all jobs, including those of public employees, are in some way connected to the oil industry. The same report
stressed that nothing else can replace oil in the state's economy. Without oil, the state would be unable to meet its
long-term obligations - from funding essential services to public employee pensions, education and health care.

With regard to renewable energy, RDC acknowledges that wind, solar, and other alternative forms of energy are a
growing part of America's energy portfolio. While RDC fully supports renewable energy, we also recognize that new oil
and gas production will be required to power America's economy and security needs for decades into the future. In
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fact, the U.S. Department of Energy estimates renewable energy will still account for a minority of America's energy
production in 2050. New oil and gas production can serve as a bridge until renewables are established as a dominant
energy source well into the future.

It is important to recognize in the EIS that fimited oil and gas exploration and development on the coastal plain is
consistent with the intent of Congress in the passage of the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act in December 2017, the passage of
ANILCA in 1980, and the Alaska Statehood Act of 1958. Alaska became a state based on the congressional intent that
through development of its natural resources it would be able to sustain its economy and not become a ward of the
federal government. Early statehood bills failed, and ultimately it was the discovery of oil that convinced Congress
Alaska could sustain itself as a state.

In conclusion, RDC strongly supports opening the non-Wilderness portion of the coastal plain to oil and gas exploration
and development. Such action would create thousands of jobs, stimulate the economy, reduce America's dependence
on foreign oil, and generate much-needed ongoing revenues to the Alaska and federal governments. Moreover,
responsible energy development on the North Slope can and does coexist with the environment, wildlife, and
subsistence needs of local residents.

Sincerely,

v/

Carl Portman
Deputy Director
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Climate Action Leadership Team
State of Alaska

Via email to climatecomments@institutenorth.org
Re: Draft Alaska Climate Change Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

The Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. (RDC) is writing to provide brief
comments on the Draft Alaska Climate Change Policy (draft policy) crafted by the
Climate Action Leadership Team (CALT).

RDC is an Alaskan business association comprised of individuals and companies from
Alaska’s oil and gas, mining, forest products, tourism, and fisheries industries. RDC's
membership includes Alaska Native Corporations, local communities, organized labor,
and industry support firms. RDC's purpose is to encourage a strong, diversified private
sector in Alaska and expand the state's economic base through the responsible
development of our natural resources.

It has been a policy of RDC that the regulation of greenhouse gas emissions occur only
through independent legislation at a global level, rather than through state or federal
legislation. RDC further urges that any regulation be based on sound environmental,
scientific, and economic principles that are international in scope.

RDC is concerned any goal at the state level to combat global climate change is
unrealistic. State laws are not the right tool to set U.S. climate policy. Again, any action
must be at a global level.

Even during an era of climate change and increased utilization of renewable energy,
America, including Alaska, still needs to continue developing its domestic oil and gas
resources. According to recent reports, projections show renewable energy will account for
less than one-half of the nation's energy portfolio in 2050. As long as there is a market for
fossil fuels, Alaska should continue producing petroleum resources, given our strong
environmental laws. As a result, energy produced here has lower carbon emissions than in
many other jurisdictions abroad.

Alaska has responsibly produced over 17 billion barrels of oil from the North Slope in
almost 41 years. Fortunately, Alaska still has significant resources on the North Slope
that can be developed, providing jobs and improving our economy for generations, as it
has the last several decades.

121 West Fireweed Lane, Suite 250, Ancharage, Alaska 99503
907-276-0700 + resources@akrde org « akrdc.org
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Any effort implemented only at the state level will not stop global climate change, and would do very little, if
anything, to offset a changing climate. Taxing is not a good incentive to business and communities,
especially not at a state-by-state level. This puts an unfair and unnecessary burden at the local level, and
does not move the needle in addressing the real issue.

Instead, Alaska should be applauding state partners who are innovating ways to find energy and other
solutions with reduced or low carbon footprints and reducing impacts on the environment. The focus should
include examples of industry leaders who are already pushing for alternative/green energy through
innovation and dedication to protecting the environment.

The challenges Alaska and its communities are facing are real, but this is a global issue. When we look to
develop a policy, it should do no harm to the livelihood of Alaskan families, our communities, our projects,
and our economy,

Further, it takes significant investment to move from any form of energy source to a new energy source and
as Alaska, and our nation, as well as the world does that, Alaska should not tax one stakeholder over
another.

Without a full understanding of the goal of the CALT, RDC has serious concerns with several aspects of the
draft policy, including but not limited to:
* Any carbon tax or similar tax at the state level — state laws are not the right tool to set U.S. climate
policy.
* How the state plans to incorporate “all impacts of climate change in to research, policy, funding and
plans.”
* Taxation at a local level: it is not a good incentive or policy to business and communities, especially
not at a state-by-state level.
* Growing the blue and green economic activity in Alaska. We cannot discount the responsible
resource development that benefits our other economic sectors. It should not be the policy of the
state to put one resource over another, or tax one at the expense of another.

In closing, RDC recognizes the importance of protecting our environment, our state, and our people, but is
seriously concerned an effort at the state level that adds additional bureaucracy to community or resource
development projects will further jeopardize investment in Alaska without additional benefits to what it is
trying to protect.

RDC supports additional focus on climate science and modeling, Arctic ecosystems, human health,
ecosystem health, climate impacts, built environment, the application of indigenous knowledge, science
communication, monitoring and data systems, and adaptation/mitigation planning.

RDC is encouraged the discussion will continue before a final policy is accepted, but urges caution and
additional consultation by stakeholders, including industry, Alaska Native corporations, and others. As the
draft policy is further developed, RDC urges the CALT to do no harm to Alaskan projects, whether it be
community or resource development projects. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

\ AR B’\m..x,

Marleanna Hall
Executive Director
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Tim Gallagher
S Harbersiad Dr. James Kendall
Wendy Lindskoog Bureau of Ocean Energy Management, Alaska OCS Region
"s";'r':‘m':z"z 3801 Centerpoint Drive, Suite 500
Lance Miller AI"IChOTEQE, AK 99503-5823
Kara Moriarty
igne ol Re: Proposed 2019 oil and gas lease sale in the Beaufort Sea Planning Area
Glenn Reed
J';"',:';"Si?v‘g’w Dear Dr. Kendall:
Cam Toohey
Sinclair Wik The Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. (RDC) is writing to express strong support
Directors for a 2019 oil and gas lease sale in the Beaufort Sea Planning Area, as included in the 2019-
Agna Ag::scrm 2024 Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) Oil and Gas Leasing Draft Proposed Program (DPP)
e published in January.
Greg Beischer
""?t:a?fg';?“ RDC is an Alaskan business association comprised of individuals and companies from Alaska's
Patty Bielawski oil and gas, mining, forest products, tourism and fisheries industries. RDC’s membership
Rgeiefs includes Alaska Native corporations, local communities, organized labor, and industry support
Jason Brure firms. RDC'’s purpose is to encourage a strong, diversified private sector in Alaska and expand
';zt;i:kcﬁggg{ the state's economic base through the responsible development of our natural resources.
Steve Connel
Jason CriquiIy RDC urges the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) to move forward with lease
3;‘?&’:1‘5 sales in petroleum basins with the greatest resource potential. Given the Beaufort Sea is
James Fuag relatively close to existing infrastructure on the North Slope and the area has been extensively
ﬂmﬂ&:’gﬁl studied, a lease sale in 2019 makes sense in the early stages of the proposed five-year leasing
Paul Glavinovich program. However, we encourage BOEM to work closely with Alaskans and subsistence
Sll(eal:'h;r; rﬁr::gﬁd hunters to ensure a balanced approach to the lease sale.
Steve Hites
Teresa Imm Impacts to marine mammal subsistence activity can be avoided and mitigated through close
Mgﬁ’:;ﬁ::p':?:m cooperation and communication with subsistence users, and other actions. Newly instituted
Mike Jungreis technologies will further ensure that development and environmental protection can continue to

Jaeleen Kookesh
Thomas Krzewinski

coexist in the Arctic.

John Lau
T:::al;tmzk The Beaufort Sea is a highly prospective basin. lts untapped resources are of significant
)ohn MALEIO importance to both Alaska and the United States and have the potential to serve as a key
Stzap:lea:: xt:?::n component of our nation's energy portfolio in the coming decades.
..'lgfnyehsﬂ:drg?;( Oil and gas development offshore the North Slope is predicted to produce an annual average of
JL:;; ';:;':;; 35,000 direct and indirect jobs over the next half century for Alaska alone. Those jobs would
Steve Post represent an estimated total payroll of over $70 billion. From an economic standpoint, Arctic
%I:]adr;nog :;: OCS development would represent a windfall for the national economy. Revenues generated
R,ck“,’;ogm |fror'nI Arctic OCS oil and gas production could amount to over $200 billion to federal, state and
Keith Sitver ocal governments.
Lorali Simon
Doug Smith
Chad gteadman New oil production in the Beaufort Sea would serve to help maintain the integrity of the Trans-
; o’:"’,““sst:fr;;n Alaska Pipeline System (TAPS). The pipeline, which came on line over 40 years ago, has safely
Casey Sullivan transported more than 17 billion barrels of oil. TAPS reached peak throughput in 1988 at two
DougJSI'ngELang million barrels a day, at which time accounted for 25 percent of domestic production. However,
Sam Wolfe throughput is now less than 530,000 barrels per day, despite the Arctic’'s vast resources — both
SR TGRS onshore and offshore. Future offshore access and production would reverse the decline,

U.S. Senator Lisa Murkowski
U.S. Senator Dan Suflivan
Congressman Don Young
Governor Bill Walker
121 West Fireweed Lane. Suite 250. Anchorage. Alaska 99503
907-276-0700 « resources@akrdc org + akrdc org
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allowing for TAPS to remain viable for decades. In contrast, excluding the Beaufort Sea from future lease sales could
lead to the premature shutdown of TAPS and compromise the long-term energy and economic security of Alaska and the
nation.

Offshore development would bring additional infrastructure to the region and would also provide increased response
capabilities in an area where shipping and other activities are increasing as the Arctic ice pack continues to recede.

RDC acknowledges there are special interests that are opposed to further development of America's energy resources —
both offshore and onshore. They advocate for leaving oil in the ground, but even in an era of climate change, reality
requires continued development of America's oil and gas resources. While renewable and alternative energy will make
up a growing part of the U.S. energy portfolio, they will not significantly reduce our reliance on oil in the near or mid-term,
given they are projected to account for a relatively small percentage of America's energy portfolio for decades. In fact,
the U.S. Energy Information Administration projects fossil fuels will account for approximately 70% of American energy
consumption in 2050,

Despite growing Lower 48 production, America is still importing foreign oil - approximately eight million barrels daily to
meet its energy needs. With the long-term decline in North Slope production, West Coast refineries have been forced to
import more oil from foreign sources. New Alaska production has the potential to feed these refineries with American oil,
further reducing imports. Moreover, new production would provide a bridge to the alternative and renewable energy
sources of the future.

In conclusion, RDC encourages BOEM to move forward with a Beaufort Sea lease sale in 2019. Including the most
prospective areas of the Alaska Arctic for potential oil and gas discovery is consistent with advancing the goal of moving
America from simply aspiring for energy independence to attaining energy dominance. It is also important to maintain a
broad, consistent schedule of lease sales across the Alaska’s Arctic Quter Continental Shelf.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the proposed Beaufort Sea lease sale.
Sincerely,

g

-

2.7 A
(ke & ont
Carl Portman
Deputy Director
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Good evening. My name is Marleanna Hall, thank you for the opportunity to testify today. | am the executive
director of the Resource Development Council for Alaska, but before and above that, | am a lifelong Alaskan. |
am Inupiat originally from Nome. | believe the people of Alaska have a right to develop and manage lands in
our state in a way that benefits all people and protects the environment. We can, and we do, do it right.

Moving on to my formal testimony tonight, RDC is a statewide trade association comprised of individuals and
companies from Alaska's oil and gas, mining, forest products, fisheries and tourism industries, as well as the 12
land-owning Alaska Native corporations. RDC members are truly the life-blood of Alaska's economy. We believe
the best approach to expand the economy and generate new jobs is to produce more oil, attract more tourists,
harvest more fish and timber, and mine more minerals.

This historic moment, this time in our lives that we get to talk about the opportunity of opening up the non-
Wilderness coastal plain to oil and gas leasing has been a long wait for Alaskans.

Alaska has responsibly produced over 17 billion barrels of cil from the North Slope in almost 41 years.
Fortunately, Alaska still has significant resources on the North Slope that can be developed, providing jobs and
improving our economy for generations, as it has the last several decades.

With advances in technology, and a projected need for oil production, Alaska will play a key role in supplying
America, reducing our nation’s dependence on foreign oil. All the while, without significant disturbance to
wildlife, subsistence, or other use. In fact, wildlife populations on the North Slope have grown or remained
stable with the last nearly five decades of activity.

(I would remind those listening tonight, the 1002 area of the coastal plain was set aside, in a compromise in
ANILCA for responsible cil and gas exploration and development. Because, believe it or not, much of Alaska is
already closed to development, and this small area of the coastal plain could play a vital role in reversing our
recession and providing for Alaskans and our nation. * this section was not read due to time])

However, this is just the first step in a very long process, and should lease sales lead to development, | believe
industry will strive to reduce its footprint even further, and keep to its long track record of responsible
development.

Thﬁnk you again for the opportunity to speak today, RDC will submit more detailed comments before the June
19" deadline.
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Good afternoon. My name is Carl Portman, Deputy Director of the Resource Development Council for Alaska,
Inc. | am testifying this afternoon in support of the proposed 10-year timber sale near Haines.

RDC is a statewide non-profit business association comprised of individuals and companies from Alaska's oil
and gas, mining, forest products, fisheries and tourism industries. RDC's membership also includes Alaska
Native corporations, local communities, organized labor and industry-support firms. RDC's purpose is to
encourage a strong, diversified private sector in Alaska and expand the state’s economic base through the
responsible development of our natural resources.

RDC is pleased the plan is designed to harvest timber in a sustainable manner and in accordance with all
applicable laws, order, and regulations of federal, state and local authorities. Moreover, it has been advanced
by a private-public partnership of the State of Alaska, the Mental Health Trust Land Office, the U.S. Forest
Service, the University of Alaska, and private lands.

The sale of 150 million board feet of timber over 10 years would come from multiple sites within the Haines
Borough, including University of Alaska land. As you know, Congress provided Land Grant Trust lands to the
University for the intended purpose of monetizing income to heip support higher education and scholarship
programs. With the State of Alaska facing budget deficits and the University incurring more than $60 million in
budget cuts in the past four years, the proposed timber sale is critically important to higher education in Alaska
and the local community.

It is estimated that the Haines timber harvest program will inject over $90 million in private capital investment
into the local area. The project will expand local infrastructure such as roads, bridges, and docks for the long-
term benefit of the community and other industries. It will also create new jobs.

The proposed timber plan would help diversify the economy at a time when Alaska is still struggling through a
multi-year recession. It makes good on legislative intent for the University to utilize and monetize its Trust
resources. It's clearly in the best interests of the State and the local community.

Please move forward with this most reasonable and sensible plan advanced by a diverse public-private
partnership.

Thank you.
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LEGISLATORS’ GRADES
The Alaska Business Report Card grades legislators based on
their support for a stable economic climate for business,
responsible budgeting and private-sector growth policies. Here
are the grades for the 30th Legislature.

ALASKA SENATE
Begich,Tom............... F MacKinnon, Anna........... A
Bishop,Click. .............. A Meyer, Kevin. .............. A
Coghill, John............... A Micciche, Peter............. A
Costello,Mia............... A Olson,Donald .............. D
Egan,Dennis............... F Stedman,Bert.............. B
Gardner,Berta ............. F Stevens,Gary.............. A
Giessel,Cathy.............. A Von Imhof, Natasha . ........ A
Hoffman,Lyman............ A Wielechowski, Bill .......... F
Hughes, Shelley ............ B Wilson,David .............. o]
Kelly,Pete................. A

ALASKA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Birch,Chris................ Millett, Charisse............ A
Chenault, Mike ............. A Neuman,Mark ............. B
Claman,Matt .............. Cc Ortiz, Daniel ............... D
Drummond, Harriet. ......... F Parish, Justin . ............. F
Eastman,David............. A Pruitt,Lance............... A
Edgmon,Bryce............. F Rauscher, George. .......... A
Foster,Neal ............... F Reinbold, Lora.............. A
Gara,Les.................. F Saddler,Dan............... A
Grenn, Jason............... c Seaton,Paul............... F
Guttenberg, David .......... F Spohnholz, Ivy ............. F
Johnson,Delena ........... B Stutes, Louise.............. F
Johnston, Jennifer.......... B Sullivan-Leonard, Colleen .... A
Josephson, Andrew ......... F Talerico,David ............. A
Kawasaki, Scott ............ F Tarr,Geran................ F
Kito, Sam.................. F Thompson, Steve........... B
Knopp,Gary ............... B Tilton,Cathy . .............. A
Kopp,Charles.............. B Tuck,Chris ................ F
Kreiss-Tomkins, Jonathan.... F Wilson, Tammie ............ A
Ledoux, Gabrielle ........... D Wool, Adam ............... F
Sen. Mike Shower and Reps. John Lincoln and Tiffany Zulkosky
were not graded due to their short length of service.

Learn more: alaskabusinessreportcard.com
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Membership Form

RDC is a statewide business association comprised of individuals and companies from Alaska's olil
- and gas, mining, forest products, tourism and fisheries industries. RDC's membership includes Alaska
Native Corporations, local communities, organized labor, and industry support firms. RDC's purpose
is to encourage a strong, diversified private sector in Alaska and expand the state's economic base
through the responsible development of our naturat resources.

To join or to view a list of current RDC members, visit akrdc.org/membership
Contact Information:

Name: O || - ERR.

Organization:

Mailing Address:

City / State/ Zip:
Phone: _ _________ Mobile: o
Email: _ Website:

Membership Levels

Membership Is a one-year term with an annual fee, explring on the anniversary of your enroliment, with ar: online renewal option.

Individual: Corporate:
Basic $75 Basic $500
Silver $150 Silver $750
Gold $300 Gold $1,500
Platinum $500 and up Platinum $3,000 and up

*Corporate members receive a listing on akrdc.org

Please select the category or categories in which your business should be classified:

[ Communications/Technology [ Legal Gounse! [ Timber
[J Communities ] Media [C] Tourism
[ Construction [ Mining I Trade/Business Organization
O Engineering! Environmental [ Native Corporation 1 Transportation
[] Finance/insurance [ oil and Gas [ Utilities / Energy
O Fishing O Cther Industry Services
£1 Government [ Support Services
Membership Amount: $ [] Please Invoice Me [J Check Enclosed
Charge my card: Expiration Date:

RDC is classified as a 501(¢)(6) non-profit trade association. Membership dues and other financial support may be tax deductible
as an ordinary business expense, but not as a charitable contribution. 16.9% of RDC support is non-deduclible.

121 West Fireweed Lane, Suite 250, Anchorage, Alaska 99503
907-276-0700 « resources@akrdc.org » akrdc.org
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RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL

Growing Alaska Through Responsible Resource Development

SPONSOR & EXHIBIT OPPORTUNITIES

Economists are predicting Alaska's recession will end within months and exciting new opportunities across the
state’s resource development sectors are on the horizon. Meanwhile, streamlining of the federal regulatory
process is encouraging and ongoing development and production in Alaska's resource industries continue to
provide jobs, income, and revenues — all signs of increasing economic strength.

The 39th Annual Alaska Resources Conference will provide timely updates on new opportunities, projects and

prospects, address key state and federal public policy issues, and feature the latest forecasts and updates on
Alaska s resource development industries. .

Over 800 people are expected to register and attend Alaska's most established and highest profile rescurce
development forum of the year. Attendees will include decision-makers from across all resource industries,
support sectors, Native corporations, federal, state, and local government agencies, as well as educators and
students. Don't miss out! Please join RDC as we look to a new year of opportunity!



ALASKA RESOURCES CONFERENCE

Event Sponsorship & Exhibit Opportunities
Platinum Sponsor $5,000

- Ten individual registrations to the conference {Up to $4,750 value)
— Half-page space in the conference program*
- Sponsor recognition in conference communications and the Resource Review newsletter
— Display of your company logo on screens at the conference*™*
* Due Monday, October 28th, send to resources@akrdc.org. Dimensions: 7.25"w x 4.5"h.

Cosponsor $3,000

- Six individual registrations to the conference (Up to $2.850 value)
— Quarter-page space in the conference program®*
— Sponsor recognition in conference communications and the Resource Review newsletter
- Display of your company logo on screens at the conference**
*Due Monday, October 29th, send to resources@akrdc.org. Dimensions: 3.5'w x 4.5"h.

General Sponsor $2,000

— Four registrations to the conference (Up to $1,900 value)
— Sponsor recognition in conference communications and the Resource Review newsletter
— Display of your company logo on screens at the conference**

Underwriter $1,250

- Two registrations to the conference (Up to $950 value)
— Sponsor recognition in conference communications and the Resource Review newsletter
Display of your company logo on screens at the conference**

**Logos due to resources@akrdc.org by Friday, November 2nd

Exhibitor $1,200 (Corporate Member), $1,500 (Non-corporate member)

DON'T MISS OUT! SOLD OUT LAST SEVEN YEARS!

— Exhibit space at the conference*

- Includes one conference registration (Up to $475 value)

— Recognition on program insert
* Reserve early as space is limited. Exhibits seli quickly.
* Payment due in full by October 31st

Return sponsorship form by Monday, October 8th
to be listed in the online brochure.




Specialty Sponsorship Opportunities

All specialty sponsorships receive special recognition and display of company logo!
Sponsorship and Exhibitor payment options are also available online at akrdc.org.

Luncheon Sponsor (Wednesday or Thursday) $6,000 each SOLD QUT!
Largest attraction of the conference featuring keynote speakers and networking lunch.

Eye-Opener Breakfast (Wednesday or Thursday) $5,000 each ONE REMAINING!
Every attendee’s first stop! A warm buffet with a wide variety of breakfast fare.

Morning Breaks (Wednesday or Thursday) $5,000 each SOLD OUT!
The conference stops for these popular breaks. Advertise your company with our specially-designed breaks!

Wednesday Afternoon Break $5,000
Network at an old-fashioned ice cream social event — a big crowd pleaser! Your logo displayed during the break.

Thursday Send-Off Toast $4,000 SOLD OUT!
Champagne and sparkling cider provide an elegant conclusion to Alaska's premier conference on resource

development. Sponsor is welcome to deliver closing toast.

Centerpiece Sponsor $2,500 SOLD OUT!
Personalized arrangements provided by the sponsor at each table.

Espresso Cart Sponsor $3,500 SOLD OUT!
A big hit among conference attendees. Your company logo on every cup!

Charging Station Spoensor $3,500 SCLD CUT!
A high visibility stop during the conference for attendees needing to charge their phones and tablets.

RDC Grand Raffle
Donate a prize of your choice for the popular drawing held at the close of the conference.

Please fill out the following information and email to resources@akrdc.org. RDC will send an invoice or gladly
accept credit card payments. Questions? Call 907-276-0700.

Sponsorship Level: ____ Platinum Cosponsor General _Underwriter Exhibitor
Specialty Sponsorship Choice(s):
Raffle Prize

Company: N N Contact:

Address: s et City/State/Zip: s

Phone: . __ E-mail:

*Credit Card #: Exp. Date: Type:

Security Code: Name on Card:

* For security reasons, please do not email this information to us. Were happy to take your credit card by phone or by mail.
You may also pay online by logging into your account found at akrdc.org.

Thank you for your support and participation! Your generous sponsorship sustains
RDC and its work on issues important to you and your business.



Thank You!

RDC appreciates the generous sponsors of our 43rd Annual Meeting Luncheon on June 20 featuring
Susan Dio, Chairman and President, BP America, Inc. Visit akrdc.org for the presentation
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Alaska Business Monthly
Alaska Executive Search

Alaska Journal of Commerce
Alaska Laborers’ Union
Alaska Qil and Gas Association
Alaska Railroad Corporation
Alaska USA Federal Credit Union
Aleut Corporation
Al Pro Alaska Toyota

Anchorage Sand & Gravel
Ancleavor
APICC
Associated General Contractors of Ala
At-Sea Processors Association
BDO USA, LLP

Beacon Occupational Health & Safety Services, Inc.

Bradison Management Group
Brice Companies
Brilliant Meclia Strategies
Bristol Bay Native Corporation
Calista Corporation
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Ahtna SILVER SPONSORS Pacitic Sealood Processors Association
AIDEA

Air Liquide America Corporation

Alaska Gasline Development Corporalion

Alyeska Pipeline Service Company

Petro 49 Inc/Petro Marine Servicos
Petro Star Inc.
Petroleum News
Petrotechnical Resources of Alaska
PND Engineers, Inc.

Price Gregory International
Quantum Spatial, Inc,
Quintillion
Ravn Air Group
Reeves Amodio LLC
SAExploration
Scott Thorson

Shoreside Petroleum
Stantec Consulting
Stoel Rives, LLP
Taku Engincering
Teamsters Local 959
Towwver Hill Mines, Inc.
Udlelhoven Oiliield System Services
Weaver Brothers, Inc.
Wells Farpo
Woestward Fishing Company
Westward Seafoods, Inc.
YUIT COMMS

Chugach Electric Association
Coeur Alaska — Kensington Mine
CONAM Construction Company

Crowley
DOWL
Dowland Bach
ENSTAR Natural Gas Company
Fairweather LLC
First National Bank Alaska
Flowline Alaska, Inc.
Fluor
Global Diving & Salvage, Inc.
Granite Construction Company
Hawk Consultants LLC
HDR Alaska, Inc.
Hilcorp Alaska, LLC
Hotel Captain Cook
Judy Patrick Photography
Lounsbury & Associates, Inc.
Marsh & McLennan Agency
Michael Baker International, Inc.
MSI Communications
North Slope Borough
North Star Terminal & Steveclore Company
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Growing Alaska Through Respansible Resource Devalopment
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