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Thursday, February 78, 2010

Call to order - Wendy Lindskoog, President
Self Introduct¡ons
Headtable Introd uct¡ons
Prog ra m a nd Keynote Spea ker:

Economic fmpacts of Proposed Cook Inlet
Beluga Whale Critical Habitat Designations
Bill Sheffield, Director, Port of Anchorage and

John McClellan, Tyonek Native Co rat¡on

Future Meetings:

March 4= Economic Benefits of Port MacKenzie Rail Extension to the Mainline, Rick
Mystrom, Former Mayor of Anchorage and Economic Development Advisor to
Mat-Su Borough
March L8= Point Thomson Project, Speaker TBA
April 1: Senator Lisa Murkowski
April 15: Lt. Governor Craig Campbell

Please add my name to RDC's mailing list
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CITY:
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Our view: Jim Bowles
He leaves a fine Alaska legacy

(02/16/10 18:39:19)

Alaska lost one of its champions Saturday when an avalanche killed Jim Bowles, president of Conoco
Phillips Alaska. By all accounts, including his own, Bowles was a man who loved Alaska, loved the
outdoors he was traveling in Saturday, loved the hunting and fishing life and the companionship of a
regular group of friends who enjoyed it with him.

Bowles' position as Conoco's chief executive in Alaska made him by definition a player in the state's
politícal, economic and civic life.

But Bowles also used his position atop one of Alaska's primary oil producers to make contributions that
not only will continue to give, but do good for people Bowles never met.

Perhaps the two most obvious contributions are the $5 million he steered toward the cancer center at
Providence Alaska Medical Center and the $15 million for the science building at the University of Alaska
Anchorage.

Both of those gifts will be comforting, healing and helping Alaskans for decades.

Those alone would make a fine legacy. But Bowles' care for Alaska also set an example, one that runs
counter to the take-and-go attitude of transience that sometimes has Alaskans thinking more of "mine"
and less of "ours."

Bowles contributed to Alaska beyond the Iines of self-interest. He didn't only enjoy where he lived, he
contributed to make that place better, richer in opportunity and care than when he arrived in 2004.

Few of us can move millions to do good. But it's not the example of money that Bowles leaves us. It's
the spirit.

BOTTOM LINE: Jim Bowles leaves a legacy of giving in Alaska that will have a long reach.

-IIlLIgg!_.. I Close window-l
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James Bowles Obituary: James Bowles's Obituary by the adn.com. 2lL7 IIO 2:50 PM

James Lewis Bowles died unexpectedly Feb. 13, 2010, victim of an ava:anche while snowmachining on the

Kenai Peninsula near Spencer Glacier.

A memorialservice will be at 10 a.m. Thursday in Anchorage at ChangePoint church. A second service will

be held next week in Houston, Texas.

Jimwas born 6ug.21,1952, to Evelyn Crawfordand James Ray Bowlesin Fayetteville, Ark.

Jim graduated from the University of Arkansas in 1974 with a degree in mechanical engineering. Upon

graduation, Jim joined Phillips Petroleum, moving to Odessa, Texas, where he met his wife, Kathy.

I

spending time with

ln 1g77 they moved to Stavanger, Norway, where they welcomed their first child, Jennifer. Their second

daughter, Rebecca, was born three years later, also in Norway. Jim's career with Phillips would take his

family to Texas, Montana, Oklahoma, back to Norway, and eventually to Houston, Texas. Jim retired as

president of Phillips'Americas Division in2002, turning his attention to his ranch near Kerrville, Texas, and

his family in Pagosa SPrings, Colo.

James Bowles

His retirement proved short-lived, and in 2004 Jim agreed to become president of Conoco Phillips Alaska. Jim often said that one

of the major factors in his taking the position was the opportunities that Alaska afforded in the way of hunting and fishing. An avid

and accomplished outdoorsmañ, Jim nurtured a love for the outdoors from an early age. ln Alaska, Jim quickly formed fast

friendships with a group of like-minded individuals, always planning his next camping, hunting or fishing trip. While Alaska

orovided him with imifless outdoor activities, Jim often found time to travel to Texas to see his children and adoring grandchildren

and to work at his Circle B Ranch.

While Jim enjoyed the many challenges and opportunities that his job presented, he particularly relished spearheading Conoco
phillips, engagómeni with the Alaska community. During his tenure, Jim was instrumental in Conoco Phillips' involvement with the
proviOence Cãncer Center, the University of Alaska Anchorage, and the United Way of Anchorage. He was particularly proud of

the company's role in upgrading the facilities for, and access to, Potter Marsh, a part of the Anchorage Coastal Wildlife Refuge.

Additionally, Jim was a member of the board of trustees at the Nature Conservancy.

Jim's rare ability to connect with people from all walks of life grew from an unconditional respect for all those he met. He was

equally at homô in the boardroom and the bunkhouse. As a father, husband, friend and manager, Jim believed in the ability of

peoplé to rise to the occasion. He never hesitated to challenge those around him to achieve beyond their own expectations.

Among his many accomplishments and milestones, Jim was most proud of his family. A devoted husband, father and grandfather,

Jim fo-und greatloy in iniroducing his family to Alaska. ln recent years, Jim found particular pleasure in taking his grandsons on

hikes in Chugac-h 
-State 

Park and boat rides on Prince William Sound. Jim leaves his family and friends with the gift of his

unending passion for living and countless stories and memories.

He is survived by his loving family: Kathy, his wife of 33 years; his daughter, Jennifer Heinìnger, her husband Matt, and their

children, Henry ánd Crawfórd; his daughter, Rebecca Gips and her husband Russell; his father, James Ray Bowles; and his

brother, Rick Bowles.

Jim was preceded in death by his mother, Evelyn Bowles'

ln lieu of flowers, ihe family asks that donations be made in Jim's name to the Nature Conservancy, the Providence Cancer

Center or the United Way of Anchorage.

Arrangements are with Evergreen Memorial Chapel.

Published in adn.com from February 17 to February 18' 2010
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RDC ACTION ALERT
Oppose Proposed Critical Habitat Designation

for Cook Inlet Beluga Whales

Overview:
The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) is proposing to designate more than 3,000

square miles of Cook Inlet as critical habitat for the beluga whales. The entire upper half of
Cook Inlet, the mid-Inlet, all of the Inlet's western shores and Kachemak Bay have been

included as critical habitat.

According to NMFS biologists, the sole cause of the Cook Inlet beluga whale population

decline ii tne subsistencè harvest that transpired in the 1990s. In 2000, NMFS declared

the belugas depleted under the Marine Mammal Protection Act and a co-management
agreemeìt was put in place, strictly limiting the subsistence harvest' In 2008, beluga

whales in Cook Inlet were listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), despite an

annual growth of four percent in their population since 2005. NMFS has not identified any

development activity that has impeded the recovery of the whales.

The ESA requires economic effects to be taken into account for critical habitat designations'
Areas may be excluded from critical habitat if it is determined that the benefit of such

exclusion outweighs the benefit of specifying such areas as critical habitat unless failure to
designate these areas will result in the extinction of the whales. Extensive mitigation and

regulatory measures are in place which make designation of critical habitat unnecessary

anã extinction of the Cook Inlet beluga whale highly unlikely. The proposed critical habitat

designation will likely have a significant economic impact on the Cook Inlet region without
cleai corresponding benefits to beluga whales. The proposed designation could put at risk

billions of dollars ¡n future projects and could ultimately cost Southcentral Alaska residents

and companies hundreds of millions of dollars to comply with new requirements and

standards. The proposed designation will likely lead to costly delays in permitting and

construction, as well as lengthy litigation, ultimately discouraging future investment.

Action Requested:
please submit comments by March 3 opposing the proposed critical habitat designation.
Encourage NMFS to exclude the entire Cook Inlet from critical habitat. In your comments,
please bé sure to explain the economic effect critical habitat designation would have on you

or your activities in the Inlet.

Submit written comments to:
Kaja Brix, assistant regional administrator, Protected Resources Division, Alaska Region

ruúfS, Attn: Ellen Sebãstian. Identify your comments with "RIN 0648-X-f72" and submit by

any of the following methods:

Electronic: Federal eRulemaking Portal web site - Regulations.gov
Mail: Box 2t668, Juneau, AK 99802 FAX: 907-586-7557

Points to consider for your comments:
. The ESA requires NMFS to designate areas as critical habitat that are truly "essential to the

conservation of the species" ano lt "shall not include the entire geographical area which can be

occupied." NMFS laci<s the scientific information necessary to accurately designate all of the

extensive areas proposed as critical habitat. More research is needed on the primary constituent

elements of the belugas to accurately differentiate between criticalhabitat and general habitat.
. The ESA requires economic effects to be taken into account for critical habitat designations.

NMFS must conduct a more robust economic analysis before any critical habitat designation is

finalized.



. Crit¡cal habitat designation in Cook Inlet will have significant adverse effects on community and
economic development without providing a corresponding benefit to beluga whales. Extensive
mitigation and regulatory measures are in place which make designation of critical habitat
unnecessary and extinction of the Cook Inlet beluga whale highly unlikely.
. In its economic analysis, NMFS estimates the proposed designation will cost local communities
and businesses $600,000 over the next decade in additional regulatory oversight. This estimate is
grossly inadequate as it does not factor in additional costs existing and future operations will
have to pay to meet unnecessary regulatory requirements.
. The economic analysis failed to consider legal costs businesses and local communities would
incur from lawsuits challenging agency permits for activities inside or near critical habitat. One
single project alone could easily incur millions of dollars in litigation expenses.
o Industries tend to avoid investing in projects within critical habitat areas, fearing substantial
delays, higher costs, regulatory uncertainty, and litigation. This economic impact must be
considered before critical habitat areas are finalized.
o Activities likely to be negatively affected by critical habitat designation in Cook Inlet include
shipping, oil and gas exploration, development, and production, renewable energy projects,
wastewater utility discharges, commercial and industrial coastal development, commercial and
sport fishing, mining, tourism, military operations, and community infrastructure development,
including Port of Anchorage expansion, the Knik Arm Bridge, Port MacKenzie, and much more, all
with no added benefit to the whales.
r Ninety percent of all goods coming into Alaska comes through the Port of Anchorage, so

restrictions resulting from critical habitat designation may lead to higher costs for residents of
rural Alaska who already suffer from exorbitant prices with no added benefit to the whales.
o Southcentral Alaska heats its homes and generates electricity through natural gas produced in
Cook Inlet. This critical habitat designation could deter future oil and gas exploration and
development, leading to greater costs for residents with no added benefit to the whales.
o Municipal utilities could be forced by this critical habitat designation to increase treatment for
discharges, costing hundreds of millions, if not billions of dollars, leading to much higher
consumer bills with no added benefit to beluga whales.
o Commercial, sport, and subsistence fishing could be curtailed by this proposed critical habitat
designation, having a significant impact on Alaska's fisheries and tourism activities with no added
benefit to the whales.
o Lost development opportunities resulting from critical habitat designation will result in declines
in both state and local tax revenue, jobs, as well as every Alaskan's Permanent Fund Dividend
with no added benefit to the whales.
o Scientists have concluded that the sole cause for the population decline of beluga whales in
Cook Inlet was the unsustainable subsistence harvest of the 1990s. In fact, NMFS has not
identified any community or economic development activity that has impeded the recovery of the
whales or led to the population decline. FuÉher, contaminant levels for the Cook Inlet belugas
are lower than those found in similar populations elsewhere.
o NMFS has previously stated: "No information exists that beluga habitat has been modified or
curtailed to an extent that it is likely to have caused the population declines observed within Cook
Inlet." Three thousand square miles of critical habitat will not change this fact.
o National security could be compromised by designation of critical habitat as military operations
will likely be affected with no added benefit to the whales.

Deadline for comment is March 3, 2O1O
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Crowing Alaska Through Responsible Resource Development

Testimony of Resource Development Council
Before National Marine Fisheries Service on

Proposed Critical Habitat Designations for Cook lnlet Beluga Whales
Anchorage, AK

February 12,2010

Good evening. For the record, my name is Jason Brune and I am the executive
director of the Resource Development Council for Alaska. RDC members include all

of the major, and many of the minor, parties who will be adversely impacted by the
proposed designation of over 3,000 square miles of critical habitat in Cook lnlet. From

local communities, to oil and gas, mining, tourism, and fisheries members, all stand to
be negatively affected by this proposal. Meanwhile, this designation will result in no

added benefit to the belugas.

RDC members who live, recreate, and work in and around Cook lnlet are committed to

the recovery of the beluga whale. Over the years, we have worked closely with our
members and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) on a number of initiatives
to assist in the recovery of the stock. RDC members have funded millions of dollars in

research on the belugas over the last decade and I am honored as a biologist to have
recently been invited to serve on the Cook lnlet beluga recovery stakeholder panel.

It is important to remember that NMFS' biologists have acknowledged the sole cause
for the populat¡on decline of Cook lnlet beluga whales was the subsistence harvest
that transpired in the 1990s. The multitude of activities in Cook lnlet that will absolutely
be impacted by this proposal were not the cause of the decline, nor are they an

ongoing threat to the whale'S recovery. lndeed, by my assessment, the population is

recovering, at a rate of nearly 4o/olyear as was hoped for by the agency, in the timeline
of 5-7 years following cessation of the subsistence harvest as predicted by Litsky and
cited previously by NMFS, which begs the question of why critical habitat designation
is even necessary.

The Service's broad designation of critical habitat in the Proposed Rule for the beluga
whale is inconsistent with the ESA's definition of critical habitat. Congress amended
the ESA in 1978 to provide an express and narrow definition of critical habitat. That
definition was added in response to growing concerns that the Services were
designating critical habitat "as far as the eye can see and the mind can conceive," and

that such broad designations could collectively have a crippling economic impact.

First, Congress provided that critical habitat "shall not include the entire geographical

area which can be occupied by the . . species." Second, Congress limited cr¡tical
habitat to those "specific areas" that contain the "physical or biological features . . .

essential to the conservation of the spec¡es." Third, those physical or biological

121 West Fireweed Lane, Suite 250, Anchorage, Alaska 99503-2035
Phone:907-276-0700 Fax:907-276-3887 Email: resources@akrdc.org Website: www.akrdc.org



features, called primary constituent elements, must actually be found in the specific geographic areas.
Fourth, Congress required the Service to make a finding that the designated critical habitat "may require
special management considerations or protections." lf any one of these required elements are absent in a
particular area, then the Service cannot designate that area as critical habitat.

Unfortunately, this proposal appears to not have followed these requirements. The agency must
differentiate between those areas that are critical habitat as opposed to just habitat.

Since statehood, economic and community development activities have occurred in Cook lnlet. lndeed,
these activities have long co-existed with the belugas. Responsible community and economic development
have in no way adversely impacted these whales or impeded their recovery. Unfortunately, this designation,
if finalized will lead to additional requirements, costly delays, and lengthy 3'o party litigation. There is no
other way to put it.

The ESA requires economic effects to be taken into account when designating critical habitat. ln fact, areas
may be excluded from critical habitat if it is determined that the benefìt of such exclusion outweighs the
benefit of specifying such areas as critical habitat.

The economic analysis that has been completed as part of this proposal is grossly inadequate. ln fact, only
direct consultation costs are acknowledged as "costs" in this analysis. Nothing further is considered.

Because of this, RDC has hired a contractor, Resource Dimensions, to undertake an independent economic
analysis to attempt to more accurately identify the costs of this proposal. These economists have been
conducting in person and telephone interviews with many of the potentially affected entities. We will be
providing the results of this analysis to the agency. NMFS should use these results as a boilerplate to
conduct a more robust economic analysis.

Overreaching critical habitat is being advocated by many predatory, non-Alaskan environmental interests.
lndeed, some are even advocating for additional inland critical habitat where salmon spawn. We absolutely
oppose this recommendation and applaud the agency for not including inland areas in this proposa,.

ln conclusion, the benefits of designating critical habitat in most, if not all of the areas that have been
proposed is outweighed by the economic impacts it will have. I urge the agency to take a critical look at the
available data, both scientific, and economic, and only designate areas that are truly critical. Over 50 years
of responsible community and economic development are proof that these activities can continue to occur
without the added burdens of critical habitat designations. I urge you to reconsider most of the proposed
areas in your final ruling.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
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Statement of U.S. Senator Mark Besich
Cook Inlet Beluea \ryhale Critical Habítat Public I'Iearines

Februarv 2010

I am pleased to join other Alaskans to express my vier,vs on the proposed designation of Critical

Flabiiat f'or the endangered Cook tnlet beluga whale. Public comment on this proposed

clesignation is an impãrtant element in the public process and I'm pleased that NOAA has acted

on the Alaska Congiessional Delegation's request to extend this comment period and add public

hearings. I will be submitting 1'onnal comments. but this represents tny general c¡bservations

about i-he designation of beluga whale critical habitat in the Inlet \,vhich has the potential tìrr

nrajor economic Çonsequences to ¿\laska's populatiotr senter.

The Cook inlet beluga whale holds a special place in the heads of Alaska's residents, 80 percent

of whom 1ive on thelnlet or are dependent on comrnerce that moves through the lnlet. NOAA's

scientists tell us this subgroup of beluga whales is unique to the lnlet, that their population is

threatened, and they are ãeserving of special protection. NOAA's listing of this stôck as

endangered under ih. Endongereã Species Act in October of ?008 is still the sub.iect ot

controversy. Once the agency has made this finding, it must act to designate the whale's Critical

Habitat. 'fhis int'ormation will be used by NOAA to identify and protect areas most important

I.or the animal's ongoing conservation and recovery. Importantly. NOAA rvill be consulted by

other agencies every time lederal projects are proposed in the Inlet. This includes bank

restorations, briclgei. port repairs and expansions. sewer projects, and rrilitary activities. Projects

that are identifìed as occurring in critical habitat will have a higher level of scrutiny'

My concern is that NOAA lacks both a full understanding of where critical habitat is located and

wúat the benetìts and costs are to clesignating this habitat. This is important on tw'o levels: tirst-

we don't lvant to have adcled costs of mitigating impacts ot-coastal projects if the habilat is not

essential for the whales' recovery and second. the Enclangered Species Act allolvs t-or a special

exemption from a critical habitai designation in special cases where the benetits tiom excluding

on urru outweigh the benefìts gained to the anímal. I'm concemed that NOAA has not done the

necessary heavy lifting to anaþze the economic impacts of this designation. The existing draft

economic analysis cite-s the ¿rdàed costs for evaluating future project implt mitigations in the

Inlct based on this critical Flabitat designation at a mere $575.000. 'lhis lorv amount seems

entirely unrealistic,

The port of Anchorage is essential tbr the economy of our state, handling about 90 percent of all

good aniving to Alas-ka. Although the Endangered Species Act provides f'or Critical Habitat

ãxemptions in oas"* oInational iecurity. NOAA has not provided an analysis of the Port's status

u, orrà of only l9 National Strategic Seaports vital not only to Alaska's five rnilitary bases, but

also to the security of our country.



I'm convinced we can work together to recover this whale in ways that don't place unnecessary

constraints on development in the Inlet. If Ataskans believed that designating 3,000 miles of
Criticat Habitat would only result in $575,000 of added cost, many would gladly chip in and pay

the bill. Our experience with the Endangered Species Act tells us that this just isn't the case. I
call on NOAA to take serious stock in the comments you will receive from Alaskans on all sides

of this issue. Vle need to fashion a designation that leads to the recovery of the beluga whale a¡rd

makes sense fo Alaskans.



2OL0 Resource Development Council
Policy Positions

Top LearsLATrve PntoRtnEs

. Advocate for equitable and predictable tax and royalty
policies for all industries that enhance the State of Alaska's
competitiveness for natural resource exploration and
development i nvestments.

. Support efforts to ensure Alaska's ballot initiative process is

open and transparent.

. Encourage the State of Alaska to promote and defend the
integrity ol Alaska's permitting process.

. Support the State of Alaska's efforts to challenge
unwarranted Endangered Species Act listings and proposed
critical habitat designations.

Please see other side for policy positions on general and industry specific issues



2O1O Resource Development Council Policy Positions

General lssues

Fiscal Policy & Planning

. Advocate development and implementation a

comprehensive, responsible, and long-range state
fiscal plan.

. Support equitable and predictable tax and
royalty policies.

. Support some use ofthe Permanent Fund
earnings as part of a fiscal plan.

. Support development of a state strategic
economic development plan.

. Oppose efforts to enshrine the Permanent Fund
Dividend in the Alaska Constitution.

Access

. Advocate increased access to and across oublic
lands for resource and community development.

. Advocate multiple-use of public lands.

. Continue to assert the state's rights on navigable
waters and submerged lands.

Regu lation/Permitti ng

. Support efforts to ensure Alaska's ballot initiat¡ve
process is open and transparent,

. Encourage the state to promote and defend the
integrity of Alaska's permitting process.

. Advocate clear, timely, and streamlined state
and federal permitting systems based on sound
science, economic feasibility, and protection of
property ownership rights.

. Provide adequate resources to permitting
agencies for personnel, research, and science.

. Support the State of Alaska's efforts to challenge
unwarranted Endangered Species Act listings and
proposed cr¡tical habitat designations.

Infrastructure

. Encourage the state to develop a prioritized
transportation strategy that supports resource
and community development activities.

Education

. Support programs, including the Alaska Resource
Education program, to educate students and
the general public on responsible resource
development activities in Alaska.

. Support growing the state's emphasis on
workforce develooment.

I ndustry Specific Issues

Oil & Gas
. Advocate for an improved tax policy that enhances the State of Alaska's competit¡veness

for exploration and development investments.
. Support legislation to encourage new exploration and development of Alaska's oil and gas

deposits, as well as enhanced production from existing fields.
. Encourage public policy and fiscal decisions to improve the commercial viability of

developing Alaska's North Slope and lnterior natural gas resources.
. Support efforts to increase Cook lnlet oil and gas exploration, development and

deliverability to meet local demand and export markets.
. Encourage incentives to improve the commercial viability of developing Alaska's

challenged oil and gas resources, such as heavy oil.
. Educate and advocate for opening the coastal plain ofthe ANWR to oil and gas

develooment.
. Support offshore oil and gas development and work to maximize benefits to Alaska

through advocacy for federal revenue sharing and/or community impact assistance.
. Oppose efforts, either legislatively or through the initiative process, to impose a gas

reserveS tax.

Energy
. Support simplified leasing and permitting of non-conventional fuel resources to

encourage development of the state's resources and provide energy to local areas,
. Encourage development of new electrical generating and transmission systems to provide

stable sources of electricity for economic development and existing electricity consumers.
. Support ut¡lizat¡on of Alaska's coal resources for value-added industries and power

generat¡on in addition to export to international markets.
. Support efforts to diversify Alaska's energy sources, including known renewable energy

options and research and development of non-convent¡onal sources.

Mining
Support competitive mining tax and royalty policies.
Encourage the expansion and increased production from existing deposits as well as new
exploration and development of Alaska's mineral resources.
Advocate continuat¡on and expansion ofthe airborne geophysical mapping program and
the on-the-ground follow up work required to realize the full benefits of the program.

Forestry
. Advocate a reliable and economical long-term federal and state timber supply.
. Support adequate funding and enforcement of the Alaska Forest Practices Act.
. Encourage funding of forest management ¡n¡t¡at¡ves that address long-term forest health

and reforestation.

Tourism
. Advocate for a positive business environment to restore the cruise and tourism industries

in Alaska.
Encourage the Alaska Legislature and Administration to resolve the current legal issues
between the State and the cruise industry.
Oppose inequitable taxation directed at the cruise industry as a result of the 2006 Ballot
lnit¡ative.
Advocate for equitable environmental laws for cruise ships.
Advocate additional aircraft landing sites and reduced restrictions on over-flights.

Remove the "Point of Discharge" requirement
implemented by the 2006 cruise ship head tax Fisheries
in¡t¡ative to empower DEC to regulate cruise ship . Support fisheries policies that ensure access, markets and revenues for Alaska fishermen
discharges to meet all water quality standards. and coastal communities, and a healthy competitive environment for an Alaskan seafood
Encourage the state to carefully consider the processing industry.
impacts of potential changes to the ACMP . Support reduced fisheries waste and better util¡zation of Alaska fisheries resources.
program on communit¡es and industry while improved product value and development of new product forms.
strivingtoeliminatetheduplicationofcurrent . Supportfundingoffisheriesandmarinemammal research.
state and federal requirements.
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Crowing Alaska Through Responsible Resource Development

Testimony of Resource Development Council on HB 36

Thank you Chairman Stoltze, Chairman Hawker, and members of the committee.
For the record, my name is Jason Brune and I am the executive director of the
Resource Development Council. I appreciate the opportunity to testify today in
support of H836.

This bill is one of RDC's top priorities and I won't speak for other organizations,
but I know it ranks high on most other state business associations' lists.

Although we sometimes may question the appropriateness and the role of the
petition process as a means of governing, RDC appreciates the democratic rights
of Alaskans to change state law through the initiative process. However, as we
have seen over the last several years, a number of proposed initiatives have
been brought forward that do not have the best interest of the state nor its people
in mind. Furthermore, tactics are often used in the signature gathering process
that mislead the public and misconstrue the issues and impacts at play.

RDC believes that openness and transparency must be at the forefront of good
government.

I'm happy that Representative Crawford and former Representative Croft brought
up the framers of our constitution. lndeed, Vic Fischer, one of the 55 delegates
to the Alaska Constitutional Convention and a previous ballot initiative sponsor,
spoke at the 2008 RDC Conference about the initiative process. "Believe it or
not, I was one of the people who voted aga¡nst the article on the initiative
because, I argued strenuously at that time, that the initiative is a device that
lends itself most to special interests - to groups that want to get something that
they cannot get through the Legislature." Mr. Fischer's words were qu¡te
profound, and we have witnessed those special interests embracing the initiative
process over the last decade. ln just the past five years the Alaska business
community has been the target of numerous punitive ballot initiatives pushed by
anti-bus¡ness and environmental interest groups unable to accomplish their goals
through the legislative process.

Gov. Sean Parnell also expressed his support for initiative reform at this year's
RDC Conference. "Ballot initiatives are powerful tools to change public policy -
and the campaigns behind them are super-funded and super-charged. Alaska's
voters deserve to know what interests and dollars are behind those campaigns.
For these reasons, you can count on my support for ballot initiative reform. ln my
view, that reform should focus on financial disclosure. The right to see the money
behind the campaigns is the very least Alaskans should expect."

This billwill require both public and legislative hearings for initiatives. This is a
good idea. The process each of you as legislators go through to pass laws is
extremely thorough. Unintended consequences of a piece of legislation are
usually vetted through the numerous committee hearings, public testimony, and
floor debates that a bill requires.

121 West Fireweed Lane, Suite 250, Anchorage, Alaska 99503-2035
Phone:907-276-0700 Fax: 907-276-3887 Email: resources@akrdc.org Website: www.akrdc.org



Each of you who generously give of your time to make laws for this great state are required to disclose how you raise
money and how you spend money. Why shouldn't we hold those who are attempting to change state law through the
initiative process to that same standard? And, why wouldn't we make them disclose the source of their funds while
they are collecting 30,000 plus signatures statewide. This openness and transparency will bring into the light of day the
agendas, hidden or not, of the initiative sponsors

ln response to Rep. Thomas'and Rep. Kelly's questions and Chip Toma's statements, RDC would actively oppose an
amendment that prohibits or limits "outside" contributions to thls process. There are a large number of these so
called "outside" companies that invest in Alaska and employ hard working Alaskans be it in the oil and gas sector,
mining, fisheries, tourism, you name it.

By doing business in Alaska, they demonstrate that they have a dog in this fight and they should be allowed to
participate in the process.

l'd also like to respond to Representative Crawford that there is no requirement that you have to pay signature
gatherers. But, if you're going to, it seems the right thing to do to make sure they are paid a fair wage.

ln conclusion, standards must be put in place to ensure a candid process and we applaud the bill's author and co-
sponsors for introducing the bill. This is one of the most important bills to my members and to the state of Alaska. I

urge your support of H836.
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Crowing Alaska Through Responsible Resource Development

February 12,2010

Chairwoman Nancy Sutley
lnteragency Ocean Policy Task Force
Via lnternet

Dear Chairuoman Sutley and members of the Task Force:

The Resource Development Council for Alaska (RDC) applauds the efforts of
the Obama Administration to develop a detailed national plan for Coastal and

Marine Spatial Planning (CMSP). RDC recognizes this as an important tool to
help protect our natural resources in addition to promoting access for
responsible development.

RDC is an Alaskan statewide membership-funded organization founded in
1975. Our membership is comprised of individuals and companies from
Alaska's oil and gas, mining, timber, tourism, and fisheries industries, as well
aS Alaska Native corporations, local communities, organized labor, and
industry support firms. RDC's purpose is to link these diverse interests together
to encourage a strong, diversified private sector in Alaska and expand the
state's economic base through the respons¡ble development of our natural
resources.

Alaska, with more coastline than all other states in our nation combined,
possesses five of the eleven U.S. large marine ecosystems (LME) but will only
be represented by one of the nine regional planning areas, which includes a

planning area for the Great Lakes - not an LME. RDC understands that
Alaska's broad diversities, including the Arctic and vast coastlines, and our
diverse uses of water and natural resources, will require many critical aspects
be assessed.

RDC urges the Oceans Policy Task Force to immediately involve vital
stakeholders in the next phase of the CMSP framework on the reg¡onal
planning body. These stakeholders should include the North Pacific Fishery
Management Council (NPFMC), representation from village and Alaska Native
leaders, including Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act corporation leaders,
and other affiliated state and federal agencies.

121 West Fireweed Lane, Suite 25O Anchorage, Alaska 99503-2035
Phone 907-276-0700 Fax 907-276-3887 Email: resources@akrdc.org Website: www.akrdc.org
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Additionally, RDC urges representation from economic stakeholders, not Iimited to, but including oil
and gas leaseholders, coastal communities and boroughs, fishing and fish processing, and
transportation users. Economic advisory groups should be utilized to identify economic impacts of
uses of the oceans, coasts and river deltas.

RDC also urges the Task Force to clarify the role of existing polices and procedures, such as the
NPFMC, as Alaska already adheres to some of the best science-based practices in the world.
Adding additional layers and overriding regulation of successful practices will bring no added
benefit to address the goals of CMSP.

Lastly, as a non-contiguous state of our Union, activities in Alaska, including travel and access, are
significantly more costly. RDC encourages the Task Force to address financial concerns of
participation by Alaska-based stakeholders.

ln conclusion, RDC supports responsible development and stakeholder involvement in regional
planning and looks forward to the next phase. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this
important issue.

Sincerely,

\n t
U t\Al€À.\,\^^^ Ð Sr ¡

Marleanna Soto
Projects Coordinator
Resource Development Council for Alaska, lnc.
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"Make it Monday" forum - The Power of
Ballot lnitiatives

Date 212212010

T¡me 'l 1:30 AM TO 1:00 PM

Event Description:

Ballot initiatives have become a powerful force in creating
legislation to govern business operations statewide. But do
we truly understand an issue before signing a pet¡tion?
Local business and industry leaders will discuss the ballot
initiative process, its benefits and flaws, and show examples
of how recently passed ballot initiatives have had a negative
impact on their ¡nvestment decisions.

Confirmed Speakersr Jason Brune, executive director,
Resource Development Council; Ralph Samuels, VP
government relations, Holland America Line; Lorna Shaw,
community affairs director, Fairbanks Gold Mining, lnc.;
Marilyn Crockett, executive director of Alaska Oil and Gas
Association.

EVENT SPONSORIS}

Pre-paid reservations are highly recommended and are required
to guarantee food availability and space.

"Make it Monday" forums provide an educational opportun¡ty
intended to empower the membership with tools for success.
Additionally, forums are a great place to network with other
business leaders.

Cosl $21 for members, $25 for non-members

(Note: Please RSVP before 5 p.m. on the Friday before the
Forum as they wiil NOT be taken on the day of the event.
Reseafions must be made by clicking below as prices
increase at the door)

Cancellation Note: There is a 48 hour cancellation policy.
To receive a full refund, registration must be canceled not
less than two business days prior to the date of the event.
No refunds will be given after this date. To ass¡st in the
event of unavoidable, last minute cancellations, all
registrations are transferable to another person upon your
request.

FreúMeyer
EVENT LOCATION

Dena'ina Center
Third Floor, Tikahtnu A
Anchorage, AK 99501

Phone:
(907) 272-2401

OUICK LINKS

Current Weather
Event Locat¡on Mao

SET A REI\IINDER

Don't Forqet ûJ- ---J
Your Ema¡l Address

Remindme .t:lday(s)
prior to the event date.

Sove All loorlndrñ )

Directions:

Need more ¡nformation?
lf you need more information about this event, please complete the
fields below:

http: / /AnchoraqeAKCOC.we bl in kcon nect.com / cwt/ Exte rnal /WCPages /WCEvents/ Eve ntDetail.aspx?Eve ntlD= 6 5 8 Page L of 2



llews Belease
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Alaska District
Public Affairs Offìce
P.O. Box 6898
Anchorage, AK 99506-0898
Phone: 907-753-2520 I 2522
Email: Public.Affairs3@. usace.armv. mil

February 5,2010 Release No. 10-02

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers denies permit application for CD-5 drill pad

ANCHORAGE - The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Alaska District has denied the
permit application from ConocoPhillips Alaska, lnc. to construct a drill pad identified as
CD-5 west of the Colville River Delta to expand the Alpine petroleum field on the North
Slope. The Corps has determined that there are other practicable alternatives that would
have less adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem and still meet the overall project
purpose.

ln December 2008, ConocoPhillips applied for permits under Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act to discharge fill material over 62
acres of wetland tundra to construct the CD-5 drill site pad; a 6.2 mile-long access road
with three bridge crossings; two valve pads with access roads; and new pipeline support
structures. ConocoPhillips' preferred alternative states that the drill pad would be
connected to the Alpine field's road system by gravel roads and a 1,425 foot-long bridge
across the Nigliq Channel of the Colville. All three bridges and 2.5 miles of road would
be within the Colville River Delta. The bridges would be used for vehicles, production
pipelines, and utilities.

The Corps found that issuing a permit for the applicant's proposal is not in compliance
with 404 (bX1) guidelines, which states "that no discharge of dredged or fill material shall
be permitted if there is a practicable alternative to the proposed discharge which would
have less adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem, so long as the alternative does not
have other significant adverse environmental consequences".

Other alternatives with less environmental impacts could include horizontal directional
drilling but would require new permit applications. These alternatives minimize impacts
to the Colville River Delta, which is the largest and most complex delta on the Arctic
Coastal Plain and drains nearly 30 percent of the North Slope. The delta serves as
habitat for approximately 80 species of birds, numerous fish, migrating caribou, and is
within the subsistence hunting and fishing areas of the village of Nuiqsut. The delta also
represents nearly 70 percent of oven¡rintering fish habitat within the North Slope.

For more information about the Corps of Engineers' Alaska District, visit our web site at:
http ://www. ooa. usace. armv. m il.

ffi



MURKOWSKI SLAMS DENIAL OF CONOCO NPRA PERMIT

WASHINGTON, D.C. - U,S. Sen. Lisa Murkowski, R-Alaska, today reacted to the Obama

administration's denial of Conoco Phillips' permit to construct a bridge to access what would
have been the first oil and gas lease in Alaska's National Petroleum Reserve (NPRA), insisting the
company instead use directional drilling for the development.

For decades, those who oppose developing ANWR or Alaska's offshore fields have continually
cited the 23 million-acre NPRA as the area where development should occur instead. lf a
producer cannot get across the Colville River, however, NPRA's resources are effectively off-
limits.

"l am alarmed and amazed by this short-sighted decision, which totally ignores the economics of
future energy development in all of northern Alaska," Murkowski said. "Directional drilling can

work in ANWR because the oil is concentrated in the northwest corner. That is an entirely
different situation than the vast and widely distributed deposits in the NPRA, however, and the
administration knows it."

While the one oil deposit that Conoco is trying to access may be within reach of directional
drilling, the known deposits that are next in line for development are more than 10 miles away
from existing infrastructure and far outside of the technological scope of extended reach

drilling. The bridge and the related pipelines are essential for additional oil and gas development
from the petroleum reserve.

"lf allowed to stand, this myopic decision will kill all future oil development from the nation's
largest designated petroleum reserve and probably stop all future natural gas production from
the area as well," Murkowski said. "The loss of energy potential is staggering for the nation and

it would happen for absolutely no environmentally sound reason."

"America is dangerously reliant on foreign oil. Restricting access to even more of our domestic

resources is simply unacceptable," Murkowski said.

Although Conoco Phillips may reapply for the permit, it is clear that they have lost another
drilling season because of this regulatory overreach.



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE No. 1O-O28

State Objects to Federal Ocean Zoning Policy

February 17,2010, Juneau, Alaska - Citing concerns about impacts on Alaska and a
lack of engagement with stakeholders, Governor Parnell called on senior Obama
administration officials to meet with Alaskans before proceeding with further
development of federal marine spatial planning efforts.

"I remain concerned that federal proposed changes to current ocean policy would
supersede existing state and federal laws," Governor Parnell said. "I am also
concerned that the ocean zoning proposal, in its current form, may well be unable to
strike a balance between ocean protection and the use of the oceans for commercial
purposes, such as Outer Continental Shelf oil and gas development and commercial
fishing."

The governor's comments were in response to the Interim Framework for Effective
Coastal and Marine Spatial Planning released by President Obama's Interagency
Ocean Policy Task Force.

Governor Parnell objected to the proposal for increased federal control over Alaska's
resources, development and economy, and noted that the framework for marine
spatial planning would supersede existing programs that involve local stakeholders.
The framework ignores the state's sovereign authority and jurisdiction to manage its
own lands and waters, and creates a new bureaucratic process that will require
significant resources and distract from addressing more immediate needs.

To date, there has been no substantial consultation or involvement with the State of
Alaska, Alaska residents, or users of the resources in Alaska in the development of
the interim framework. The governor urged the Interagency Ocean Policy Task Force
to meet with senior administration officials from Alaska to discuss the state's
concerns.

A copy of the state's comments on the Ocean Policy Task Force's Interim Framework
for Effective Coastal and Marine Spatial Planning is available at:
http ://qov.alaska.gov/parnell media/gov letters/O2122010 Sutley.pdf

###



FOXNews.com - Three l\ilajor Firms Pull Out of Climate Change Alliance

- FOXNews.com

- February 16,2010

Three Major Firms Pull Out of Climate Change
Alliance
ConocoPhillips, BP America and Caterpillar pulled out of a leading alliance of businesses and
environmental groups pushing for climate change legislation on Tuesday, citing complaints that the bills
under consideration are unfair to American industrv.

The sudden pullout of three corporate giants from a leading alliance of businesses and environmental groups
could be the death knellfor climate change legislation languishing on Capitol Hill.

ConocoPhillips, BP America and Caterpillar's announced Tuesday they will pull out of the U.S. Climate
Action Partnership, citing complaints that the bills now in Congress are unfair to American industry.

BP spokesman Ronnie Chappell said Tuesday's announcements are not a statement on the likelihood that
climate change legislation will fail.

"I would never speculate as to what would happen with a pending piece of legislation," Chappell said.

But he said the bills on the table no longer "conform" with what USCAP envisioned for a climate change
bill. He said the legislation -- including one bill that passed the House but is stalled in the Senate -- does not
provide adequate protections to U.S. refineries.

If any bills are passed, they will result in more oil impofts, the closure of U.S. refineries and the loss of U.S.
jobs. Plus he said it's too hard on the transportation sector.

"We do not believe that the bills now pending in Congress conform to the USCAP blueprint, in that a
disproportionate share of the emissions reductions and disproportionate share of the cost fall on the
transportation sector and on transportation consumers and motorists," he said.

Both BP America and Caterpillar were founding members of the group.

ConocoPhillips CEO Jim Mulva also said in a statement that the House and Senate bills "disadvantaged the
transportation sector and its consumers" and "unfairly penalized" domestic refineries that would have to face
international competition on an unbalanced playing field.

"We believe greater attention and resources need to be dedicated to reversing these missed opportunities,
and our actions today are part of that effort," he said.

The companies described their withdrawal from the group as a way to advocate for climate change
legislation in other ways.

"Our position on the need for comprehensive climate change legislation has not changed," Chappell said.
"Vy'e can be a more effective voice in the climate change debate if we participate as BP and not as part of a
larger organization. ... We will still be very active in the climate change discussions and we will still be
advocating for legislation that conforms to the USCAP blueprint."

http: / /www.fox news.com / politics / se n ate /ci.Three + Major+ Firm s + Pu ll+ Out+of+Climate+Change+Alliance.opin ionPrint
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FOXNews.com - Three Major Firms Pull Out of Cl¡mate Change Alliance

USCAP released a brief statement Tuesday announcing that the member companies were leaving the
organization. The group said the companies "provided invaluable assistance, expertise and significant
commitments of time and resources" in pushing for a major climate bill.

The group reiterated its view that Congress should act on a climate bill this year.

"We believe that U.S. action on energy and climate legislation in 2010 will preserve and create American
jobs, secure our energy future and generate new investment in the global clean energy economy," the
statement said.

The statement noted that while three companies were leaving, others have recently joined and USCAP
"expects to add new members in the coming months."

The push for climate change legislation has been hampered by more than just concern over its impact on the
U.S. economy. The record snowfall this year in Washington, D.C., and other areas of the country has fueled
skeptics who see the snow-covered capital as evidence that global warming is a myth, though scientists
argue that temperatures have risen over the long term and that extreme weather -- even snow -- can be a
symptom of climate change.

The U.N. Climate Change Conference in Copenhagen in December ended with a non-binding agreement.
And that was preceded by controversy over leaked e-mails from a British climate research center that
appeared to show scientists discussing ways to obscure certain climate data.

Add to that Republican Scott Brown's election to the U.S. Senate from Massachusetts in January -- a win
that broke the Democrats' 60-vote filibuster-proof majority.

The conservative Competitive Enterprise Institute seized on the departure of the three companies from
USCAP as a sign that "cap-and-trade legislation is dead in the U.S. Congress and that global warming
alarmism is collapsing rapidly."

FoxNews.com's Judson Berger contributed to this report.
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ÃfiT NOW! e*å:Ír*,:ïñ\U
Dear Alaska Business Partner:

With the decision from the cruise industry to move portions of their fleet and their marketing dollars out of Alaska,

we now must look ahead with creative minds to keep our Alaska tourism businesses viable. We believe we cannot

sit back and wait for the Alaska Legislature, Governor's office, or anyone other than ourselves to affect change that

willbringourindustrybackto life. PLEASE PASS THIS T0 ALL 0F Y0UR EMPL0YEES!

To advance our goals, we are developing a new support group called the Alaska Alliance for Cruise Travel
(AlaskaACT) We are not the cruise lines, rather we are a group of local Alaska businesses.

Our Mission Statement is simple:

Alaska Alliance Íor Cruise Travel is an Alaskan statewide, nzn-prllit, membership-funded zrganizat¡qn made up 0Í
business and individuals beneliting from cruise travel. Through AlaskaACT, these stakeholders will work together

t0 prlmzte accurate information and suppzrt resplns¡ble development and growth ol Alaska Tourisn and the

Cruise lndustry.

In addition to these activities our organization's efforts are focusing on the following goals:

. Create a positive business environment in Alaska for the cruise and tourism industries

. Encourage the Alaska Legislature and Administration to work toward a resolution of the current

legal issues between the State and the cruise industry
. Oppose inequitable taxation directed at the cruise industry
. Support equitable environmental laws for the cruise industry
. Commit its resources to advancing the restoration and stability of the Cruise Industry in the best

interest of Alaska, and Alaskans.
. Encourage accurate and honest reporting by the media
. Educate Alaskans about the economic benefits and positive environmental effects of the cruise

industry on Alaska
. Support the cruise industry in their efforts to protect and preserve the environment through

reasonable and attainable legislation

Please sign up today at www.alaskaact.com
(You will receive an emailthat will osk you to confirm your registrotion.)

AlaskaACT SteerinåCommittee

John Litten, Sitka Tours, Spokesman for AlaskaACT
Bob Berto, TEMSCO Helicopters/ClAA
Jason Brune, Resource Development Council
Tim Cerny, Fountainhead Development Corporation
Gary Danielson, White Pass & Yukon Route
Bob Dindinger, Alaska Travel Adventures

Follow us on Twitter: AlaskaACT

Alosko Alliønce for Cruise Travel - 727 West Fireweed Løne, Suite 250 Anchordge, AK 99503

Ken Dole, Promech Air/Waterfall Group
Carol Fraser, ARAMARK
Steve Hites, Skagway Street Car
Holly Johnson, Wings Airways/Taku Glacier Lodge
Paul Landis, CIRI Alaska Tourism Corporation
Bill MacKav. Alaska Airlines



AGT NOW!
(Pleøse Print)

ALASKA ACT
E-mailAdd @ Alðska All¡an€e for Cru¡se Trdvél

Company Name:
Primary Alaska Community

that you conduct business in:
First Name: Last Name:

Address:

City: State: Postal Code:

Work Phone: Who is your State Senator (if you know)?

Please check allthat apply: Who is your State Representative (if you know)?

_l can help with contacting legislators

_l can be available to discuss these issues with reporters

_You may use my personal name as a supporter in your efforts

-You 
may use my company name as a supporter in your efforts

Please send me AlaskaACT's lnformation by e-mail

Thdnk you showing your support. You

wíll receíve an emøíl from Aloskø ACT

verifying your regisvation.

AGT NOW!
(Please Prînt)

E-mailAddress:
ALASKA ACT

@ Alaska Alliðncê for Cruisè Tråvêl

Company Name:

First Name:

Primary Alaska Communíty that
you conduct Business in:

Last Name:

Address:

City: State: Postal Code:

Work Phone: Who is your State Senator (if you know)?

Please check allthat apply: Who is your State Representative (if you know)?

_l can help with contacting legislators

_l can be available to discuss these issues with reporters

You may use my personal name as a supporter in your efforts

You may use my company name as a supporter in your efforts

_Please send me AlaskaACT's lnformation by e-mail

Thank you showing your support. You

will receíve an email from Alaska ACT

verifyi ng y o u r re g î strøtion.



ANILGA Seminar
March 2 & 3,2010
Embassy Suites
600 E. Benson Blvd., Anchorage

Anyone who wunts to understønd Alaskø ønd íts future
must understand ANILCA...

the Aløska Nøtional Interest Lands Conservøtìon Act of 1980

$500 cost includes comprehensive ANILCA Study Guide and CD, lunches,
continental breakfasts and lively discussion with guest speakers

o 8:30 am - 4:30 pm
o 25 participants minimum
. special hotel rates available

Contact: (907) 7 7 I -2443 or nhemsath@institutenorth. org
If you cøn't make this semínar, please contact us about other opportunities.

Participants will gain an understanding ot
¡ Alaska's land history (especially Statehood and ANCSA) and

ANILCA
¡ The key provisions of ANILCA
r Ten exceptions written by Congress in ANILCA to guarantee the

continuation of the Alaska lifestyle
¡ The intent of Congress, including the "no more" clause
¡ Subsistence - ANILCA provisions and how it is managed today
o General hunting, fishing and trapping on federal lands
r Access to inholdings and across Wilderness Preseryes in National

Forests, Parks, Refuges and other Conservation System Units and the

definition of "compatible with the purposes of a CSU"
¡ Navigable waters, submerged lands and RS2477s - who owns them

and what is their status?
. Wilderness Act exceptions in ANILCA
¡ ANWR and ANILCA
r Management planning and ANILCA
¡ ANILCA and the State of Alaska
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Presented by the Institute of the North
509 West Third Avenue, Suite 107

Anchorage, Alaska 99501
www. institutenorth. org
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!Mr trMrs trMs.

The Institute of the North / AI{ILCA Seminar
March 2 &,3.2010

Embassy Suites
600 E. Benson Blvd.. Anchoraqe

Full name -first, middle initial, last

Preferred inþrmal first name Title/function

Company or Organization

Bus ines s /Agency addres s City State zip

Business phone Fax e-mail

Res idential/C ell phone

I would like to have the ANILCA Study Guide and CD in advance. Please advise me

how and when I can obtain these materials.

(Optional) I heard about this seminar from

Signature Date

Darly scHEDULE AND MEALs: Coffee will be available at 8 am, with sessions to begin

each morning at 8:30 am and run until4:30 pm. Lunch will be included.

FBns: Seminar, including ANILCA study guide, reference materials and meals - $500

Mnrnoo oF eAvMENT: Please make checks payable to The Institute of the North
! VISA ¡MC ! American Express¡ Check

Credit Card Number

Name on credit card

Signature

Exp date

Mail, fax or email this form with payment
Institute of the North
509 West Third Avenue, Suite 107

Anchorage, AK 99501

F.tx: 907 /171-2466
Attention: Nancy Hemsath

Tar: 907 l77l-2443
EMAIL nhemsath@institutenorth.org

Pr-n¿.sn FILL our rHE ATTAcHED ASSESSMENT

I



ASSESSMENT OF THE LEVEL OF YOUR ANILCA BACKROUND
AND YOUR AREAS OF INTEREST

This seminar was prepared for both those who know very little about ANILCA and those
who work with its provisions on a regular basis. The following feedback will help us
prepare for your participation.

_ I know very little about ANILCA and would like a general introduction to its history,
its key concepts and the influence it has on major Alaska issues.

_ I know quite a bit about ANILCA but want to leam more.
I work with ANILCA issues regularly but need a deeper understanding of many of its
provisions.

Specifically, I am interested in the following ANILCA related issues:

_ All of the issues listed below

_ The Alaska context - our history and visions

_ The battle for statehood, the Compact, and building an economy on the "commons"

_ The struggle leading to the passage of ANILCA, the mobilization of national
conservation interests and the intent of Congress when the bill passed

_ The geographic context of the Conservation System Units

_ Management principles for the Conservation System Units (parks, etc.) in Alaska -
revising management plans and the step-down planning process

_ Alaska exceptions written by Congress to enable the continuation of the Alaska way
of life and a healthy economy
Access across Conservation System Units and to inholdings; the definition of

- 
"compatible with the pt'r.por.r of a conservation unit" as it relates to access

_ Wilderness reviews and exceptions to the Wilderness Act in Alaska

_ Subsistence, including definitions of rural priority, customary trade and management

_ General hunting and fishing in National Parks and on other federal lands

_ The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge and the debate over the 1002 area
How ANILCA interfaces with the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act - access,
17(b) easements, Native allotments, etc.

Who owns what, including navigable waters, submerged lands and valid existing
rights including R5247 7 rights-oÊway

_ Recordable Disclaimers of Interest

Thank vou. See vou in March!



Alaska Miners As sociat ion 22nd F airbanks B iennial C onference

Arctic Internøtional Mining Symposium

March 9-I2,2010 rWestmark Hotel, Fairbanks, Alaska

Registration Form
Conference Website : http ://www. arcticminers. o

or print name and company ss Itou would like them to app94! !4tett! ngme

Name: Company:

Mailing address: City:

Telephone: Fax: Email:

AMA Membership Fees

Individual Member.......
Professional Member
Operator
Corporate...
Student

Co nferen ce Reg i stratio n F ees

Early Registration, AMA Member*......
Early Registration, Non-AMA Member
Student
Session Speaker
Regular Registration, AMA Member* ................

Regular Registration, Non-AMA Member........
*Early registration ends February 19, 2010

Ticketed Events & Såort Courses
# Tickets

Reception, Wednesday..

Breakfast, Wednesday..
Friends of UAF Breakfast, Thursday.........
Breakfast, Friday..........
Luncheon, Wednesday
Luncheon, Thursday
Luncheon, Friday
Banquet, Friday Night............
Field Trip #1: Pogo Mine (3/9)

Field Trip #2:Fort Knox/ITH Mines (3/13)

Short Course: AK Const. Materials (3/9)

Short Course: Placer Mining (3/9)

MSHA annual refresher (3/9)

Total Cost

Check #: _
Name on Card

Card #:

Free

$ 20.00
20.00
20.00
25.00
25.00
25.00
50.00

250.00
2s0.00
125.00

125.00

Free

Expiration Date ___l*_--!- Billing Address:

3 Digit Card Code

State: zip:

Reg. #:
For Official Use Only

Date rec'd
Total due:

Am't rec'd:
Bal. due.

ITEM

Badge
Tickets
Ribbons

AMA Officer
Director
Speaker
Conf. Official
Other

Abstract
Conf. Schedule
Other packet

ROUTING
Accounting
Arrangements
Registration
Field Trips
Trip #

NOTES

Fees

$ 9s.00
200.00
250.00
s00.00

10.00

$ 100.00
1s0.00

15.00

50.00
175.00
225.00

Total

euestions?ContactCourtneyRoberts,Phone: (907)378-7875. Email: cmroberts@nalco.com Faxreg.formtoDaveSzumigala: 907-451-5050

payment in U.S. Dollars only, to: Fairbanks AMAlVfail to: Alaska Miners Association, P.O. Box 73069, Fairbanks, AK99707'3069

MasterCard: l-l Purchase Order:

Cardholder Signature:
*Register early and pay a reduced registration fee. To take advantage ofthis reduced fee you must retum the registration form to the address o

pai tisted above piioi to February lg,zoto. Non-members may take advantage of the lower member rate by joining AMA when they registe

early. No REFUNDS AFTER MARCH 5,2010 / s25 HANDLING CHARGE FOR REFLINDS.

Fax your registration form to Dave Szumiqala: 907-451-5050
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fhrough R€sænsibl€ Reeurce Developmenl

121 West Fireweed Lane, Suite 250

Anchorage, Alaska 99503

ßo7\ 276-0700

www.akrdc.org

Membership Application
Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc.

121 W. Fireweed Lane. Suite 250
Anchorage, AK 99503-203 5

(907) 276-07OO resources@akrdc.org www.akrdc.org

Name:

Title:

Company:

Mailing Acldress:

Clry/Srare/Zip:

Phone Numbers Work:

Email Address:

Mobile:

Website Address:

Referred by. Date:

Annual Membership Categories
Corporate Individual

Prarmun
Gorn
SttvER
Basrc

$3000 or more $500 or more
$1s00
$ 7s0
s s00

$300
$ 1s0
$7s

Please circle the cateeory in which vour oreanization should be classified:

Communications. Construction . Engineering/Environmental. Finance
Fishing . Government . Legal/Consulting. Media . Mining. Native Corporations

Oil and Gas . Retail/Wholesale . Support Services . Timber . Tourism
Trade/Business Organizations . Transportation . Utilities /Energy

Method of payment: Enclosed is a check for: $

The Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. is classified a non-profit t
association under IRS Code 501(c)(6). lvlembership dues and other financial support may
be tax deductible as an ordinary and necessary business expense, however, 15.9% of the
dues are non-deductible. Dues are not deductible as charitable contributions for federal
income taY Dur

MC/VrSA/AMEX# Exp. Date:

or



Win 2 Round Ttip Tickets
Includirg Mexico and Hawaii! Generously donated by:

Plus many other FABULOUS prizes!
For a complete list of prizes, please visit ameref.org.

Tickets only $S each or
a book of five for $ZO

Proceeds benefit Alaska Resource Education (formerly AMEREF).
The raffle & silent auction will be held at the conclusion of the
Alaska Miners Association Banquet on Fñday, March 72,20L0.

Need not be present to win!

Aløskø Resource Education's mission is to prouide Alaskø's students with the knowledge

to møke informed decisions reløting to minerø| energy, ønd forest resources.



The Alaska Miners Association
Annual Convention and Tîade Show Banquet presents the

Raffle & Sitent Auction
Benefiting Alaska Resource Education (formerly AMEREF)

Friday, March 12,2010

of' 
, Donation Form

oloskoresourcLEDUCATION

Item Description:

Donated By:

Address:

Contract Person:

Contact Number:

Instructions:

Item Value:

Item Will Be: f mailed f] delivered ! please pick uP on:

Raffle & Silent Auction
i1ï:î^',:1tlï:'^.""d LlLtB street, suite 402
comDleteo torm to:' Anchorage, AK 99503

For a current list of sponsors, visit www.ameref.org.
Please contact Marleanna at907-276-0700 ext. 4 or raffle@akresource.org with any questions.

AIøskø Resource Educøtion's mission is to proaide Aløskø's students with the knowledge

to møke informed decisions reløting to minerø\, energy, and forest resources.

Aløska Resource Educøtion is a 501(c)(3), ønd your donøtion møy be tøx deductible.


