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Community Engagement -




Community Engagement -




Stakeholders

Villages
Tribes

Schools
Interest groups
Individuals
Governments

Native Corporations




Community Engagement -

Stakeholder Dialogue
— Village meetings, project site and mine tours

Workforce Development
— Jobs, training, and capacity building

Communications
— Monthly newsletter, website, social media

Community Investment

— cultural preservation, environmental protection,
community wellness, education

— community capacity building and sustainability




Questions? -




Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
Meeting Information



Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation

Responsible for protecting human health and the environment

e Develop regulatory standards and other requirements for protection of human
health and the environment

e Issue permits and other authorizations for emissions, discharges, and disposal
and monitor compliance with those authorizations

e Oversee oil discharge prevention and contingency planning

e Conduct oil spill drills to lower the probability and severity of spills

e Monitor and report on the quality of the environment and changes that could
impact human health

e Educate and assist the public, communities, businesses and industry on all
forms of environmental matters

e Work with federal agency counterparts at the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), Corp of Engineers, Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Pipeline and
Hazardous Materials Safety Administration (PHMSA) and others on federal
environmental law and how it is applied in Alaska.

e Investigate violations and enforce state environmental law

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321-4347) does not require
protection of the environment. NEPA simply requires agencies to consider and inform
the public and the decision makers. It is the other laws and regulations that lead to
protective standards for the environment.

“Other statutes may impose substantial environmental obligations on
federal agencies, but NEPA merely prohibits uninformed — rather than
unwise — decisions.” [Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council- 1989)

Federal Law
e Clean Water Act (Section 404, 402, 401) — 33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq
Clean Air Act (Section 309) 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq
Oil Pollution Act of 1990 — 33 U.S.C. 2701-2761
Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq)/ Essential Fish Habitat
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA),
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
e National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)

Alaska Law
AS 46.03 - Environmental Conservation

e AS 46.04 - Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Control

e AS 46.14 - Air Quality Control

e AS 17.20 - Alaska Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act

e 18 AAC 30 - Environmental Sanitation

e 18 AAC 31 - Alaska Food Code

e 18 AAC 50 - Air Quality Control

e 18 AAC 60 - Solid Waste Management

e 18 AAC 62 — Hazardous Waste

e 18 AAC 70 — Water Quality Standards

e 18 AAC 75 - Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Control



PERMITTING AUTHORITY

NEPA ANALYSIS

Air Emissions

Air Emissions — Total for Entire Project

Construction Permits — Power Plant

Pipeline Project Emissions

Operating Permits — Power Plant

Construction Emissions

Operations Emissions

Mine Project Emissions

Construction Emissions

Operations Emissions-

Port Project Emissions

Construction Emissions

Operations Emissions

Open Burn Permits — Land Clearing

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Wastewater Discharges / Water Quality

Wastewater Discharges / Water Quality

Mine Tailings Facility Discharge Permit

Mine Tailings Facility Discharges

Wastewater Treatment and Disposal Permit

Mine Processing Facility Discharges

Domestic Wastewater Permit (Camp)

Domestic Wastewater Permit (Camp)

Domestic Wastewater Permit (Construction)

Domestic Wastewater Permit (Construction)

Stormwater Program General Permit

Pipeline Construction Stormwater Discharges

Hydrostatic Test Water Discharge (pipeline)

Water Quality Certification of Fill Permit

Section 404 Permit — Wetlands Permit

Water Quality Monitoring Plan Approval

Quality Assurance Project Plan

Solid Waste

Solid Waste

Industrial Waste Monofill Solid Waste Permit

Mine Tailings Plan

Integrated Waste Management Permit

Reclamation and Closure Plan

Proof of Financial Responsibility
(in consultation with DNR)

Post Closure Monitoring

Reclamation and Closure Plan

Spill Prevention and Response

Spill Prevention and Response

Fuel Storage Tank Authorizations

Fuel Storage/Transport

Fuel Transport Vessel Spill Response Plans

Effect of potential fuel spills on land and water

Environmental Health

Environmental Health

Drinking Water System Permit

Effect of population increases on local drinking
water systems

Food Service Permit

Mercury issues

Contaminated Sites

Contaminated Sites




Meeting Notes



Donlin Gold Project EIS

Agency Scoping Meeting
Anchorage, BLM Anchorage Field Office
Wednesday, February 6, 2013, 1 pm -5 pm.

Meeting Notes

Attendance

As noted below. Sign-in sheets attached.
Introductory Remarks

Glen Justis provided opening remarks in his capacity as moderator/facilitator for the meeting. He
welcomed the participants, and noted that the Corps leads an independent review of the proposed
project from Donlin Gold. The Corps is responsible for the NEPA process and for ensuring that
the requirements of our public interest review, the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines, and a number of
Federal laws, regulations, Executive Orders, and guidance documents are met. The Corps is the
independent decision maker for decisions, based on the EIS, and the Corps will focus on key
regulatory issues. At the same time, the Corps will ensure that other Federal, Tribal, State, and
local needs and requirements are addressed in the document. This scoping meeting should focus
on identifying issues and concerns of each of your agencies’ or Tribes’ trust responsibilities,
legal requirements and so on, so as the EIS is developed the consequences of project impacts can
be addressed. [This summary is paraphrased and condensed from Glen’s written comments].

Part 1: The Donlin Gold Presentation

Stan Foo, Nick Enos, James Fueg, and Kurt Parkan presented a detailed overview of the Donlin Gold
Project. A copy of the slides is attached to these notes.

Questions Regarding the Donlin Presentation:

Q. Robert Golley, Chuathbaluk Traditional Council: How do you plan to use the expertise from
Barrick in Nevada to adapt it to Alaska, especially regarding mercury abatement?

A: We have some of the design applied to Nevada operation. They have retrofitted and advanced some of
that design experience. For example, Gold Strike just redid their mercury abatement systems. You have to
accommodate different water, temperate, air temp, ore components. In some ways it is easier in Alaska
because of the cooler temperatures for air and water.

Q. Father Michael Fredericks, Chuathbaluk Traditional Council: How do we [as employees of the
Traditional Council] work better with Donlin and with our Village Corporations and our Regional
corporations so that we can solidify your community goals (fostering youth, encouraging them to stay in
school, get jobs as engineers or truck drivers at the mine)? We have the opportunity to establish a better
approach so that kids have opportunities. You have a 90% shareholder hire rate. I hope this process will
see a more cohesive strategy at a local level to encourage Kids to have better futures whether they go into
mining or not. Please keep that in mind.

A: We couldn’t agree with you more. That’s part of our workforce advocacy process. We will develop a
talent bank well in advance of the time we would hire people.



Part 2: Agency Presentations

Don Kuhle, Corps — To meet the agency responsibilities under Section 10 of the Rivers and
Harbors Act and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, the Corps has three tasks: the NEPA
analysis, the Public Interest Review, and determination of the Least Environmentally Damaging
Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) under the 404 (b)(1) Guidelines. These responsibilities focus
on protecting the navigable waters and waters of the U.S. (i.e. wetlands). For potentially affected
aquatic resources, the EIS must identify the measures to avoid, minimize and mitigate impacts.
Under the new 2008 mitigation rules, this may include a mitigation bank, in-lieu fee mitigation,
and the applicants own wetlands mitigation efforts.

Allen Bittner, BLM Anchorage Field Manager — The 6 BLM specialists were introduced, and
Alan noted that the BLM consolidate their comments and provide them in writing.

Molly Cobbs, NEPA Coordinator — Many of the key issues have been identified in
public scoping the Iditarod trails technical session. These include barge traffic, subsistence
practices, and wildlife population impacts close to the mine operations if workers start hunting
nearby. New issues include the source of gas for the pipeline, funding for pipeline, practical step
to insure effective monitoring in perpetuity. How is the cyanide being transported to the mine?
On the NEPA process, what will be the Corps’ process to carry issues forward it into the
analysis, and what role would the cooperators have in this?

Merlyn Scheleske, Fisheries Biologist — The EIS must address containment barges up &
down river and workforce needed for it, bank erosion rates, changing river alignment, and the
risk of increased turbidity from barge traffic. What would be the impact to belugas related to
Cook Inlet gas transport? Are there other alternatives to get fuel to the site? Chinook numbers
have been really low. They could be listed in the future.

Bruce Seppi, Wildlife Biologist — There are many different concerns about barge traffic.
There are areas above Aniak where you can’t even pass with a skiff; | have seen barges wait for
more water. Since you’re linking 4 barges together, that’s actually 12 a day. How much cyanide
are you using (tons in the life of the mine) and what are spill contingencies for it?

Kevin Keeler, Iditarod Trail Specialist — The scope of this project is very large.
Communities want a spur pipeline out to them, how would this be considered? The Iditarod is
collocated from Old Skwentna to Rainy Pass checkpoint. When you do NEPA and Section 106 at
the same time, you need to identify avoidance, minimize and mitigation measures. This hasn’t
been communicated to the public yet. The removal of vegetation will result in visual degradation
of the trail. The treatment of fill could impact trail users. Illegal use of the corridor will be a
concern. The EIS should consider the alternative of HDD under Iditarod.

Jenny Blanchard, Cultural Resource Specialist — The agencies are working together to
develop a Programmatic Agreement for Section 106. We want to make sure scope of analysis of
impacts to cultural resources appropriate. It should include indirect effect (i.e., erosion on
Kuskokwim) on resources.

Mark Jen USEPA Region 10 — EPA reviewed many important issues, including:

e all cooperators should be involved in the P&N;
e agencies should have a role in alternatives development, starting with criteria;
e criteria for LEDPA;



life cycle economic costs;

integrate Section 106 and Clean Water Act processes so you have a coordinated decision;
financial assurance strategy is critical and the EIS could be rated poorly if this is absent;
failure of any mining facilities (e.g. overflowed lake, dam failure);

acid rock drainage & leeching — compared to other mineralized areas in Alaska and
Lower 48;

open pit lake and impacts of overflow;

adequacy of air quality data including hazardous air pollutants (e.g. mercury and new
2010 EPA mercury emission standards);

efficiency of mercury capture in the abatement processes, fugitive mercury, estimated
exposures, mobilization and interaction with wind erosion

methylation of mercury in wetlands is seasonally variable so adequate data should be
collected;

pipeline crossings — make sure the streams are characterized,

quantity and source of water that will be withdrawn for construction of all facilities (e.g.
Port, roads);

pipeline construction in winter, how is hydrostatic test conduct, disposal of test waters,
drilling muds from HDD sites?;

wetlands need functional wetlands assessment as a basis for mitigation;

Kuskokwim River erosion, loss of cultural resources, shallow areas affecting barge
transportation, size of barges, any planned dredging;

Fish populations, contamination resulting from legacy mines in the drainage

hazardous material planning (underground injection well);

ballast water and invasive species, including the national legal framework and the Coast
Guard’s jurisdiction;

blasting management plan for the pipeline;

cultural impacts to communities transitioning from subsistence to cash, especially in the
post-mining scenario;

access to traditional use areas;

use Traditional Ecological Knowledge to help guide avoidance of direct resource
impacts;

Environmental Justice and “meaningful engagement” for the communities, including
adequate Yup’ik language translation; more outreach, more fact sheets, workshops

HIA and protection of children from health & safety risks;

For cultural resource impact assessment, insure adequate consultation with the tribes;
more issues will follow with the letter,

Phil Brna, USFWS - Official comments will be submitted in writing. The Service acts under
the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, as well as specialized authorities under MMPTA, ESA,
Bald Eagle Protection Act, MMPA, ANILCA in regard to subsistence, and the mandates for the
Yukon Delta NWR.

Jeff Bruno, ADNR Office Project Management & Permitting — There is direct communication
with all of the departments to simplify coordination with all the State agencies. We will put
comments in writing in the future. The state is interested in clarification on the Rapid Ecoregion



Assessment (REA). We hope to avoid duplication of effort or see conflicting information emerge
from the NEPA and REA exercises.

Lee McKinley ADF&G Division of Habitat — Our department exercises authority over
anadromous streams, and critical habitat areas (pipeline areas). We will submit comments in
writing.

Sarah Yoder, ADHSS Health Assessment Program — The HIA is an independent
technical exercise, but it will be integrated into the health section. A lot of our issues have been
mentioned during scoping, including work force influx, increased economic development.
Vulnerability (suicide, alcohol) is high in the region. We don’t want the project to make new
health challenges, and instead the EIS should consider whether the project provides an
opportunity to improve health in the project area.

Gary Mendivil ADEC Commissioners Office — NEPA is a process law, not an
environmental law, and interagency fluency and coordination is, key. We all need to learn where
the various agency authorities overlap and where those authorities might conflict. We must
educate each other on how we work through processes and how our procedures work. There are
so many technical pieces, and we must all act as translators for each other. Gary gave an example
of a meeting on the North Slope, in which the many meanings of the term “oil spill” became
apparent. For industry, the term implied as little as 2 drops; for EPA, it was 5 gallons; and for
the whaling captains, it implied a spill the size of the Exxon Valdez. That’s how challenging it
will be when you’re not speaking the same language

ADEC is mostly a permitting authority while NEPA looks at the total picture. The ADEC
submission was shown on the screen, and Gary discussed the example of specific air quality
permits, linked to a larger set of related NEPA analysis topics. The ADEC submission is attached
to these notes.

Lisa Feyereisen, Chuathbaluk Tribal Administrator — The scoping process is taking place
right now but there is not a definite pipeline route. There are still studies on the Jones
Realignment, for example, so we can’t really do an adequate job on scoping these issues. The
barge traffic in the National Wildlife Refuge may impact migratory birds, right next to the water.
Waves continue for a long period of time, following passage of the barge. With subsistence nets,
you don’t fish when a barge is out there. It is so dangerous to follow behind the barge. If
someone has to access emergency services, you might need to get in a boat to go to the next
village. It could quadruple the time it takes to access emergency services. We are suffering from
low Chinook runs in the last few years. There are trends in the Chinook population, but they
haven’t looked at the smolt survival and the relation to water level. The barge traffic could be
related to low smolt survival. This is a difficult study, but would be important to capture the
information. We are also concerned about contamination to sculpin below the project site
[referring to a study of mercury contaminants in fish tissue, conducted by the BLM in relation to
the reclamation effort at Red Devil.] If it’s already an issue from past mines, then the mine will
add to the contamination. Migratory waterfowl would land on tailing pile. What about dust from
trucks, and how can water be used to suppress dust in the winter? What is the financial assurance
strategy to address health impacts after the mine closes? There’s no money set aside for the
workers that have higher cancer rates.

It is a hard balancing act, and our culture is vulnerable. Our culture is being lost in a number of
areas. It is not a static thing, it is dynamic. This region is one of the last areas to have school



systems (1950-60s). We are traditionally a transient culture but when we had to reside in the
village for the children to attend school, we lost a lot of culture. This was a change to being
taught verbally instead of learning by observing and doing. There may be positive benefits to
employment, but too much time away from the communities can cause problems. NYAC mine
had a community, rather than just an encampment. The separation of families for extended
periods of time is negative. The positive is obviously the jobs.

Dave Cannon, Napaimute Native Village- The key is the unforeseen big issues: what if barges
can’t make it to Jungjuk? What is the contingency? Dredging would be a big concern for people
up and down the river. What if there isn’t enough acid buffering material on-site? Where is the
site where you would get more carbon material? The word “ensure” is not a good word to use
because nothing can be ensured. We’d like to see a plan to minimize invasives. When they do
come into the region, how would they be taken care of? One particular risk is the heavy
equipment needed for the pipeline construction. The project should [provide for on-going water
quality monitoring on the Kuskokwim River. There is sure to be an incident on the river with 20
years of barging so we want to know about the fuel containment materials. The EIS should
analyze mercury off-gassing from the waste rock.

Question & Answer Open Forum:

Q: Dave Cannon, Napaimute Native Village— Could we get an explanation of the Rapid
Ecoregion Assessment (REA)?

A: It’s a BLM process; a way of assessing a large region. There’s overlap of that region and the
state region. The Kuskokwim Plan has not been updated in 20 years. Bruce Seppi also elaborated
to say that it is a landscape scale assessment with multiple agencies working to complete a
baseline statement in 18 months on all plants, animals, for planning purposes. It’s a current
ecological snapshot. This one includes the Kuskokwim Region. Donlin Mine does come up in
the discussions, but it is not a focus of the assessment. Bruce offered to provide contacts.

Q: Bob Charles, Knik Tribe — He was given very late notice for the scoping meeting. They
would like a separate meeting.

A: Don explained that Amanda Shearer has been trying to connect with the tribe. The corps
received the tribes letter recently, and tried to get in touch several times. The Corps wants to
give them the information they need. Amanda will talk further with Bob.

Q: Nick Enos, Donlin Gold: Could I get more details on the contaminated sculpin study on
Crooked Creek? Matt Varner from BLM conducted the study, and Teresa McPherson from BLM
provided a copy to Donlin Gold. .

Taylor Brelsford, URS - In regard to the Scoping Process, we applaud agencies on joining in
the scoping meetings and offering comments today. To provide more timely information on the
discussions during the scoping meetings, we’ve put together quick issues summaries, of about
two pages length, for the first four communities. We’ll post several more this week. Following
scoping, we welcome the agencies participation in the on-going process to develop building-
blocks in the EIS, including the chapter 1 on purpose and Need and chapter 2 on Alternatives.
We also continue to meet in the bi-weekly cooperating agency meetings. This has been a process
of robust collaboration to date, and we are grateful for the effort the agencies are putting into
this.



Gary Mendivil, ADEC - Let me describe a “kumbaya moment”. We are climbing a mountain
together and we will reach the top. It will be worth it, but it will be painful along the way. We
will fall into regulatory crevasses. This will be a long process, over two years. The key thing to
remember is that Don and Taylor will be our mountain guides. The fog will lift. It is like raising
teenagers. Constantly remind them to do their homework. We want a legally defensible
document at the end.

David Seris, U.S. Coast Guard - Let us know as early as you can if there will be a pipeline
bridge river crossing because permitting that, would be under our jurisdiction. In regard to the
dredging, the Kuskokwim River is not a federally maintained channel.

The meeting adjourned early at 4:30 pm.
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INDEX OF AGENCY AND PUBLIC SCOPING COMMENTS



Comment Index - by Individual

Commenter subn;]l)s ston Comments

Akiak, Public Meeting 49 (AIQ 1), (AIQ 8), (ARD 3), (BARG 2), (BARG 3), (BARG 5), (BARG 6), (BER
5), (CLIM 1), (FISH 1), (FISH 2), (FISH 8), (FSR 3), (G2G 12), (GAS 6), (GEO
1), (HAB 2), (HYD 1), (HYD 6), (HYD 9), (HZM 13), (MON 1), (PAA 14), (PAA
15), (PHL 1), (PHL 2), (PHL 3), (PHL 9), (RME 4), (SER 4), (SER 9), (SUB 1),
(SUB 3), (TWL 1), (WET 4)

Alexia, Lisa 84 (AIQ 1), (AIQ 7), (ARD 1), (BER 1), (CLIM 3), (FISH 2), (FISH 5), (FISH 9),
(FSR 5), (HYD 1), (LEG 10), (MIT 9), (MON 1), (MON 7), (PHL 2), (PHL 8),
(REC 7), (RME 7), (SER 3), (SUB 1), (TWL 4), (VEG 3), (WILD 5), (WILD 7)

Alexie, Nicholai 39 (BARG 3), (WAQ 3)

Kwethluk, Inc
Alexie, Nicholai 40 (WAQ 7)
Kwethluk, Inc

Alles, Kerry 115 (BER 3), (BER 7), (FSR 5), (HZM 19), (HZM 2), (REC 7), (TWL 3), (VIS 1)

Anchorage, Scoping 12 (AIQ 7), (ARD 2), (ARD 3), (ARD 4), (BARG 1), (BARG 4), (BER 7), (E] 1),

Meeting (FISH 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 6), (GAS 2), (HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 16), (LEG 1),
(LEG 2), (PAA5), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 7), (PUB 1), (PUB 2), (REC 4),
(RME 1), (SER 1), (SER 6), (SER 8), (SER 15), (TRAN 1), (TWL 1), (WAQ 2),
(WAQ3)

Andrew, Ignatius Louie 59 (AIQ 1), (BER 3), (BIRD 2), (DATA 11), (FSR 7), (HZM 2), (HZM 9), (MIT 6),
(PHL 1), (SER 1), (SER 3), (SER 19), (SUB 3), (TWL 1), (VIS 1)

Andrew, Jimmy 60 (HYD 1), (SUB 3)

Andrews, Shelly 116 (BER9), (HZM 2), (TWL 1)

Angellan, Max 15 (FISH 3), (FISH 4), (MIT 9), (SUB 1), (SUB 2)

Aniak, Public Scoping 19 (AIQ 1), (AIQ 10), (ARD 3), (ARD 5), (BARG 1), (BARG 3), (BARG 5), (BER

Meeting 4), (BER9), (CAP 1), (CUL 1), (FISH 5), (FSR 1), (FSR 2), (FSR 5), (GAS 3),
(GEO 6), (HYD 2), (HZM 9), (HZM 26), (LAND 2), (LAND 8), (LEG 3), (LEG
4), (MON 7), (NEP 5), (NSB 1), (P&N 1), (PAA 11), (PAA 21), (PUB 8), (RME
2), (RME 3), (SER 4), (SER 5), (SER 6), (SUB 3), (TWL 1), (TWL 2), (WAQ 5)

Anonymous 26 (BER 3), (FISH 6), (GAS 2), (SER 7)

COMMENT INDEX - BY INDIVIDUAL
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Submission

Commenter D Comments

Anonymous 61 (NSB1)

Anonymous, Bethel 18 (BIRD 1), (CLIM 1), (GAS 2)

handwritten

Anonymous, Hooper 44 (GEO 5), (SUB 12), (WILD 3)

Bay

Anonymous, Toksook 42 (HYD 3), (SUB 3), (WAQ 7)

Bay

Anonymous, Toksook 43 (FSR 2), (GEO 5), (MIT 19), (MON 4), (SER 4), (SER 6)

Bay

Archibald, Guy 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),

Alaskans for (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA

Responsible Mining 19), (EJ 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)

Archibald, Guy 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),

Donlin Gold Working (CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA 5),

Group (DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (EJ 1), (EJ 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
(HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
(MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ 9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)

Arnold, David 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),

Donlin Gold Working
Group

(CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA 5),
(DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (E] 1), (EJ 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
(HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
(MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ 9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)
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Submission

Commenter D Comments
Arnold, David 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),
Northern Alaska (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA

Environmental Center 19), (E] 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)

Atchison, Anna 150 (SER1)

Baldwin, Joseph 76 (BARG 5), (FISH 3), (HYD 1), (HZM 4), (SUB 1), (TRAN 2)

Beaver, Jimmy 2 (PAA 19)

Beischer, Gregory 123 (PHL 3), (PHL 4), (SER 1), (SER 7), (SER 8), (SER 10), (SER 13), (SER 14),

Millrock Exploration (SER 21)

Corporation

Bethel, Scoping Meeting 50 (AIQ 1), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 7), (AIQ 8), (ARD 3), (ARD 6), (ARD 7), (ARD 8),
(BARG 1), (BARG 3), (BARG 4), (BARG 5), (BARG 7), (BER 3), (BER 4), (BER
7), (BIRD 1), (CAP 2), (CAP 3), (CLIM 1), (FISH 2), (FISH 8), (FSR 4), (FSR
7), (G2G 3), (G2G 6), (G2G 7), (GAS 2), (GAS 3), (GRD 1), (HYD 9), (HZM 2),
(HZM 4), (HZM 9), (HZM 16), (HZM 18), (HZM 26), (LEG 1), (LEG 5), (MIT
3), (MON 12), (PAA 19), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PHL 7), (PUB 2), (PUB
4), (PUB 6), (RME 5), (SER 1), (SER 5), (SER 6), (SER 7), (SER 11), (SER 21),
(SUB 1), (SUB 3), (SUB 5), (TWL 1), (VEG 1), (WAQ 4), (WAQ 7), (WILD 3)

Binkley, John 141 (GAS 3), (SER 16)

Birch, Jerry 127 (LEG 1), (NEP 1), (SER 1), (SER 11)

Bittner, Alan 169 (AIQ 3), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 7), (AIQ 9), (ARD 2), (BARG 1), (BARG 4), (BER 3),

Bureau of Land
Management

(BER 6), (BER 12), (BER 15), (CAP 1), (CLIM 4), (CLIM 7), (CUL 4), (CUL 5),
(DATA 9), (DATA 12), (FISH 6), (FISH 12), (FSR 4), (FSR 5), (G2G 8), (GAS
1), (GAS 2), (GAS 3), (GAS 4), (GAS 5), (GEO 1), (GEO 3), (GEO 5), (GEO 6),
(GEO 7), (GEO 8), (HAB 7), (HAB 8), (HYD 5), (HYD 8), (HYD 9), (HZM 9),
(HZM 19), (HZM 20), (HZM 27), (HZM 29), (LAND 1), (LAND 3), (LAND 4),
(LAND 6), (LAND 7), (LAND 8), (LAND 9), (LAND 10), (LAND 14), (LEG 1),
(LEG 2), (LEG 10), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 12), (MIT 13), (MIT
14), (MIT 15), (MIT 17), (MON 1), (MON 2), (NEP 2), (NEP 4), (PAA 1), (PAA
4), (PAA 5), (PAA 8), (PAA 9), (PAA 11), (PAA 12), (PAA 13), (PAA 16),
(PAA 17), (PAA 19), (PAA 21), (REC 1), (REC 2), (REC 3), (REC 5), (REC 6),
(REC 7), (REC 8), (REC 9), (RME 2), (RME 3), (RME 4), (RME 6), (RME 9),
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Bittner, Alan (RME 10), (RME 11), (RME 12), (RME 13), (RME 15), (SER 11), (SER 12),
Bureau of Land (SER 17), (SER 19), (SER 20), (SER 21), (SER 5), (SER 7), (SUB 1), (SUB 3),
Management (SUB 4), (SUB 13), (SUB 16), (TRAN 4), (TRAN 5), (VEG 1), (VEG 2), (VEG
(Continued) 3), (VEG 5), (VEG 6), (VEG 7), (VIS 3), (VIS 4), (VIS 5), (VIS 6), (VIS 7), (VIS
8), (VIS 9), (WAQ 6), (WAQ 13), (WAQ 16), (WAQ 21), (WAQ 22), (WAQ
23), (WCR 2), (WET 6), (WILD 1), (WILD 2), (WILD 4), (WILD 5), (WILD 6)
Borell, Steve 149 (PHL 3), (PHL 4), (SER 1), (SER 10), (SER 16), (SER 21)
Borrell Consulting
Services
Brekken, Lara 146 (GAS 3), (SER 1)
Bridwell, Bruce 70 (SER 2)
Brink, Zack 179 (CAP 1), (DATA 16), (FISH 2), (NEP 1), (RME 14)
Orutsarmiut Native
Council - Informal
Meeting 01-28-2013
Brook, Kristovich 87 (AIQ 1), (ARD 1), (BARG 1), (BARG 5), (BER 1), (CLIM 1), (FISH 6), (FSR 3),
Napaimute Traditional (HAB 8), (HYD 7), (HYD 9), (HZM 9), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (MIT 16), (MIT
Council 20), (MON 13), (MON 5), (MON 7), (PAA 16), (PUB5), (SER 11), (SUB 6),
(SUB 8), (WAQ 4), (WAQ 18)
Brune, Jason 133 (GAS 3), (HZM 28), (SER 21)
Bruno, Jeff 176 (AIQ 3), (AIQ 6), (BARG 1), (BARG 5), (CLIM 1), (FISH 2), (FISH 6), (FISH 7),
State of Alaska (FISH 10), (FISH 13), (FSR 4), (FSR 5), (GEO 1), (GEO 6), (GEO 7), (GEO 8),
(HYD 11), (HZM 1), (LAND 8), (LAND 10), (LAND 12), (LEG 2), (LEG 12),
(LEG 13), (MIT 23), (MON 2), (PAA 8), (PAA9), (PAA 12), (PAA 18), (PAA
22), (REC 3), (RME 12), (RME 16), (RME 2), (SER 18), (SUB 17), (WAQ 22),
(WAQ 23), (WET 6), (WILD 1), (WILD 4), (WILD 5), (WILD 6)
Calcote, Delice 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),

Alaska Inter-tribal
Council

(DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
19), (EJ 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
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Calcote, Delice 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),
Donlin Gold Working (CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA 5),
Group (DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (E] 1), (E] 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
(HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
(MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ 9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)
Calcote, Delice 117 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 4), (BER 7), (BER 8), (BER 9),
Donlin Gold Working (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA 2), (DATA 3),
Group (DATA5), (DATA 6), (DATA 8), (E] 1), (EJ 2), (E] 3), (GRD 2), (HZM 21),
(HZM 6), (HZM 9), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 21), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 5),
(MON 8), (MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 7), (PAA9), (PHL 5),
(PHL 6), (PUB 5), (REC 7), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ9)
Cannon, Dave 87 (AIQ 1), (ARD 1), (BARG 1), (BARG 5), (BER 1), (CLIM 1), (FISH 6), (FSR 3),
Napaimute Traditional (HAB 8), (HYD 7), (HYD 9), (HZM 9), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (MIT 16), (MIT
Council 20), (MON 5), (MON 7), (MON 13), (PAA 16), (PUB5), (SER 11), (SUB 6),
(SUB 8), (WAQ 4), (WAQ 18)
Carey, Maureen 113 (TWL1)
Carlson, Roy 102 (ARD 3), (BARG 3), (BER 2), (BER 3), (BER 7), (GAS 1), (GAS 3), (HZM 1),
(LEG 6), (LEG 7), (PAA 4), (PAA 7), (PAA 14), (PAA 20), (SER 11), (WAQ
19), (WILD 1)
Chambers, David 136,137 (ARD 1), (ARD 10), (ARD 3), (ARD 4), (BER 4), (BER 9), (DATA 1), (HZM
12), (HZM 16), (MIT 4), (MIT 18), (MIT 21), (MON 1), (MON 7), (MON 9),
(MON 13), (MON 14), (NEP 2), (PAA 7), (PAA9), (PAA 15), (PAA 19), (RME
2), (RME 8), (SER 8), (WAQ 11)
Chavez, Roberta 24 (ARD 6), (BER 3), (SUB 3)
Chavez, Roberta 179 (CAP 1), (DATA 16), (FISH 2), (NEP 1), (RME 14)
Orutsarmiut Native
Council - Informal
Meeting 01-28-2013
City of Bethel 23 (HZM 1), (MON 5), (RME 5), (SER 1), (SUB 2), (SUB 12)
Coil, David 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),
Donlin Gold Working (CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA 5),
Group (DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (E] 1), (EJ 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),

(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
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Coil, David (HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
Donlin Gold Working (MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
Group 13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
(Continued) 5), (WAQ 9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)
Coil, David 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),
Ground Truth (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
Trekking 19), (E] 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
Collins, Ray 174 (PAA 12)
Conelly, Stephen 144 (PHL 3), (PHL 4), (SER 1), (SER 6)
Crockett, Deantha 45 (SER1)
Alaska Miners
Association
Crooked Creek, Public 20 (AIQ 1), (FSR 7), (LAND 13), (LAND 8), (MON 2), (MON 3), (MON 4), (PHL
Scoping Meeting 2), (PHL 10), (PUB 2), (PUB 4), (SER 1), (SER 2), (SER 5), (SER 6), (SER 7),
(SUB 1), (TWL 1), (TWL 2), (WAQ 4)
Daniel, David 62 (BER 14), (SER 7)
Deardorff, Ken 75 (PAA7),(TWL1)
Denton, Steve 140 (GAS 3), (LEG 1), (SER 21), (SER 8)
Donhauser, Louise 41 (NSB 1)
Doolittle, Tom 180 (AIQ 4), (BARG 1), (BER 4), (CLIM 7), (FSR 3), (HYD 2), (MON 5), (MON 16),

U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service - Yukon Delta
National Wildlife Refuge
Informal meeting 1-29-
2013

(NEP 4), (NEP 6), (PAA 16), (WILD 3), (WILD 7)
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Douglas, Hector 173 (HAB 6), (WILD 6)
Eaton, Barbara 147 (SER1)
Eckert, Chris 29 (PAAS)
Eisai, Dan 47 (CLIM 1), (FISH 1), (FISH 3), (FISH 5), (FISH 7), (FISH 9)
Emmonak, Public 58 (AIQ 1), (AIQ 7), (PAA 7), (PUB 2), (PUB 8), (REC 7), (SER 1), (SER 4), (WAQ
Scoping Meeting 17)
Engles, Deb 143 (SER 1), (SER 13)
Epchook, Boris 81 (GAS 3), (PUB 10), (SER 1), (SER 8), (SER 14), (SER 15), (SUB 10)

City of Kwethulk
Esai, Jacqueline 110 (PUB 1), (SUB 3), (SUB 11), (TWL 4), (WAQ 10), (WCR 1), (WILD 1)
Esai, Philip and Dora 108 (PUB 3), (PUB 8), (PUB 11), (TRAN 1), (TWL 1)
Ewan, Jeff 179 (CAP 1), (DATA 16), (FISH 2), (NEP 1), (RME 14)

Orutsarmiut Native
Council - Informal
Meeting 01-28-2013
Fagnani, Laurie 74 (SER1)

MSI Communications
Fairbanks, Grant 22 (AIQ 1), (AIQ 8), (BER 3), (HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 15), (HZM 16),

(HZM 18), (MON 11), (MON 5), (MON 12), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (RME
5), (WAQ 8)

Fairbanks, Grant 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),

(DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
19), (EJ 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
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Feyereisen, Lisa 112 (AIQ 6), (BARG 1), (BER 11), (BIRD 1), (PHL 11), (PUB 2), (PUB 4), (SUB 3),
Native Village of (WAQ 24)
Chuathbaluk
Ffithian, Cody 94 (GAS 2), (TWL 1), (WILD 5)
Fithian, Heith 85 (NSB1)
Fithian, Robert 161 (BER 1), (BER9), (CLIM 1), (CLIM 6), (DATA 20), (GAS 1), (GEO 3), (GEO 4),
Taiga Resources (HAB5), (HYD 4), (PAA 7), (PAA 12), (PUB 1), (PUB 2), (PUB 5), (PUB 11),
Conservation (REC 3), (RME 1), (SER 11), (SER 14), (SER 17), (SER 2), (SER 21), (SER9),
(SUB 4), (TWL 1), (TWL 5), (VIS 1), (VIS 2), (WCR 2), (WCR 3), (WILD 1)
Fithian, Sarah 86 (BER 1), (GAS 1), (PAA 12), (PUB 2), (SUB 1)
Foo, Stan 157 (CLIM 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 11), (DATA 15), (HZM 5), (HZM 8), (LEG 2),
Donlin Gold, LLC (LEG 4), (LEG 8), (MIT 6), (MIT 22), (NEP 4), (P&N 3), (PAA 1), (PAA 7),
(PAA9), (PAA 14), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PUB 1), (PUB 5), (RME 1), (SER 1),
(SER 21), (SUB 10), (SUB 15)
Foster, Jessie 63 (FISH 4), (SER 6), (SUB 1)
Fredericksen, Rick 131 (GAS 3), (NEP 1), (SER 1), (SER 5), (SER 8), (SER 13), (SUB 10)
Gemmill, Faith 138 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 3), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 2), (EJ 1), (E]
Resisting 2), (G2G 1), (HZM 2), (HZM 6), (HZM 7), (HZM 12), (HZM 21), (HZM 22),
Environmental (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 7), (MON 9),
Destruction on (MON 11), (MON 15), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PAA 10), (PAA 13), (PAA
Indigenous Lands 14), (PAA 15), (PAA 18), (PUB 5), (REC 7), (RME 3), (RME 5), (WAQ 9)
(REDOIL)
Gerondale, Chris 92 (SER1)
Gestring, Bonnie 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),

Donlin Gold Working
Group

(CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA 5),
(DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (E] 1), (EJ 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
(HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
(MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ 9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)
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Gestring, Bonnie 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),
Earthworks (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
19), (E] 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
Giese, Mark M 38 (NSB 1)
Gillikin, Dan 180 (AIQ 4), (BARG 1), (BER 4), (CLIM 7), (FSR 3), (HYD 2), (MON 5), (MON 16),
U.S. Fish and Wildlife (NEP 4), (NEP 6), (PAA 16), (WILD 3), (WILD 7)
Service - Yukon Delta
National Wildlife Refuge
Informal meeting 1-29-
2013
Gohlke, Karl 91 (SER1)
Gray, John 93 (BARG 7), (REC 6)
Greenfield, Kevin 128 (NEP 1), (SER 1), (SER 8), (SER 14), (SER 15)
Grey, Howard 99 (CUL 2), (SER 1)
Grifka, Clair 64 (GAS 3), (SER 4)
Guy, George 48 (FISH 2), (SUB 1), (SUB 3)
Kwethluk, Inc
Hall, Marleanna 46 (SER 1), (SER 2), (SER 8)
Resource Development
Council
Hall, Marleanna 126 (LEG 1), (SER 1), (SER 2), (SER 8) (SER 13), (SER 14), (SER 15), (SER 16),
Resource Development
Council
Harbour, Dave 119 (LAND 11), (LAND 12)
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Hartzell, Paula 180 (AIQ 4), (BARG 1), (BER 4), (CLIM 7), (FSR 3), (HYD 2), (MON 16), (MON 5),
U.S. Fish and Wildlife (NEP 4), (NEP 6), (PAA 16), (WILD 3), (WILD 7)

Service - Yukon Delta

National Wildlife Refuge

Informal meeting 1-29-

2013

Hawk, Mari 54 (HAB 1), (LAND 5)

Hayes, Cory 73 (SER 10)

Heatwole, Mike 121 (LEG 1), (SER 1)

Hemmen, Rob 153 (SER1)

Holy Cross, Public 97 (BARG 3), (FISH 1), (FSR 2), (FSR 5), (HYD 1), (LAND 11), (LAND 12), (MON

Scoping Meeting 4), (NEP 3), (PHL 2), (SER 3), (SER 4), (SER 6), (SER 19), (SUB 3), (VEG 2),

(WAQ 19), (WILD 4)
Hooper Bay, Public 51 (AIQ 10), (AIQ 7), (ARD 1), (BER 13), (CLIM 2), (FSR 6), (GAS 3), (GRD 1),
Scoping Meeting (HZM 4), (MON 1), (MON 7), (NEP 1), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PUB 2), (SER 1),
(SER 6), (SUB 1), (SUB 2), (WAQ 7), (WILD 4)

Horn, William 156 (ARD 3), (FISH 6), (FISH 10), (HAB 1), (HYD 9), (MIT 5), (NEP 5), (PAA 4),
Alaska Professional (PAA 12), (REC 3), (VIS 2), (WAQ 7), (WCR 2)

Hunter's Association

Houle, Larr 159 (SER 1), (SER5)

Ivan, Richard 17 (BIRD 1), (HAB 1), (LAND 3), (PAA 9), (PHL 2), (WILD 2)

Jen, Mark 158 (AIQ 1), (AIQ 2), (AIQ 3), (AIQ 4), (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 3), (ARD
Environmental 4), (ARD 5), (ARD 8), (ARD 9), (BARG 1), (BARG 4), (BARG 7), (BER 1),

Protection Agency

Jen, Mark

(BER 4), (BER 7), (BER 10), (BER 11), (BER 12), (CLIM 1), (CLIM 2), (CLIM
4), (CUL 3), (CUL 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 4), (DATA 5), (DATA 10), (DATA 13),
(DATA 16), (E] 1), (E] 2), (EJ 4), (FISH 6), (FISH 11), (FISH 12), (FSR 2),
(FSR 3), (FSR 4), (G2G 1), (G2G 2), (G2G 3), (G2G 4), (G2G 5), (G2G 10),
(G2G 11), (GEO 1), (GEO 2), (GEO 6), (GEO 7), (HAB 3), (HAB 4), (HYD 1),
(HYD 9), (HYD 10), (HZM 2), (HZM 4), (HZM 10), (HZM 20), (HZM 24),
(HZM 25), (HZM 27), (HZM 29), (LEG 2), (LEG 4), (LEG 8), (MIT 1), (MIT 2),
(MIT 3), (MIT 4), (MIT 5), (MIT 6), (MIT 7), (MON 1), (MON 2), (MON 5),
(MON 6), (MON 7), (NEP 5), (P&N 4), (PAA 1), (PAA 3), (PAA 5), (PAA 6),
(PAA 7), (PAA 8), (PAA 9), (PAA 11), (PAA 14), (PAA 19), (PHL 1), (PHL 2),
(PHL 5), (PUB 1), (PUB 3), (PUB 5), (PUB 12), (PUB 2), (RME 1), (RME 3),
(RME 9), (RME 14), (SER 3), (SER 9), (SUB 9), (TRAN 3), (TRAN 5), (TWL
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Environmental 1), (TWL 2), (TWL 7), (VEG 1), (VEG 5), (WAQ 2), (WAQ 3), (WAQ 9), (WAQ
Protection Agency 11), (WAQ 12), (WAQ 13), (WAQ 14), (WAQ 15), (WAQ 16), (WET 1), (WET
(Continued) 2), (WET 3), (WET 4), (WET 5), (WILD 3), (WILD 6)
Jenkins, Forest 179 (CAP 1), (DATA 16), (FISH 2), (NEP 1), (RME 14)
Orutsarmiut Native
Council - Informal
Meeting 01-28-2013
Jesperson, Michael N 142 (SER1)
John, Darrel 10 (BER 3), (SER 6)
Kalistook, Rose 179 (CAP 1), (DATA 16), (FISH 2), (NEP 1), (RME 14)
Orutsarmiut Native
Council - Informal
Meeting 01-28-2013
Kersey, Beth 88 (BER 3), (BER 7), (BER 12), (FISH 3), (HZM 1), (HZM 26), (HZM 29), (MON
Village of Lower 3), (PAA9), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (RME 12)
Kalskag Tribe
Kipnuk, Public Scoping 154 (AIQ 1), (FISH 2), (GEO 1), (GEO 3), (GEO 5), (HZM 1), (HZM 9), (HZM 29),
Meeting (LEG 6), (NEP 1), (PAA 11), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (RME 2), (SUB 2), (SUB 3)
Krause, Terry R 100 (HAB 1), (REC 3)
Kukowski, Raymon 134 (GAS 3), (SER 1)
Kutch, David 168 (BARG 1), (BARG 4), (BARG 5), (BER 6), (BER 13), (FISH 2), (GAS 5), (GEO
Georgetown Tribal 1), (HAB 8), (HYD 1), (HZM 19), (LEG 1), (LEG 9), (MIT 3), (MIT 9), (MIT
Council 10), (MON 2), (MON 7), (NEP 1), (RME 4), (RME 11), (RME 12), (SUB 3),
(SUB 6), (TRAN 3), (WAQ 25), (WILD 5)
Larsen, Sabrina 33 (BER 4), (MON 7), (PHL 7), (RME 11), (WAQ 9), (WAQ 10)
Larsen, Sabrina 34 (BARG 7), (FISH 2), (MON 4)
Lefferts, Brian 31 (PAA9)
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Leonard, Martin 178 (BARG 5), (CAP 1), (FSR 3), (HYD 1), (PUB 1), (PUB 5), (RME 11), (SER 5),
Kuskokwim River (SER 7)
Watershed Council -
Informal Meeting 1-29-
2013
Long, Becky 82 (BARG 3), (GAS 6), (MIT 6), (PHL 1), (SER 21), (SUB 1)
Lor, Socheata 162 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 7), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BARG 4), (BARG 6), (BIRD 2), (BIRD
United States Fish and 3), (BIRD 4), (BIRD 5), (CLIM 1), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (CLIM 7), (DATA 2),
Wildlife Service (DATA 12), (DATA 14), (FISH 12), (FISH 13), (FISH 6), (FSR 3), (GEO 1),
(HAB 1), (HAB 6), (HZM 6), (HZM 14), (HZM 19), (MIT 6), (MIT 8), (MON
10), (PAA 1), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (RME 1), (RME 12), (SUB 1), (SUB 14),
(SUB 2), (SUB 3), (SUB 6), (WAQ 16), (WCR 2), (WET 2), (WILD 1), (WILD
3), (WILD 4), (WILD 5), (WILD 6), (WILD 7)
Lupie, Ryan 36 (HZM 2)
Mary, Sattler, 124 (PHL 3), (SER 1)
Donlin Gold, LLC
Maxie, Rhea 179 (CAP 1), (DATA 16), (FISH 2), (NEP 1), (RME 14)
Orutsarmiut Native
Council - Informal
Meeting 01-28-2013
McAtee, June 83 (AIQ 11), (BARG 5), (FSR 2), (P&N 3), (SER 1)
McCaffery, Brian 180 (AIQ 4), (BARG 1), (BER 4), (CLIM 7), (FSR 3), (HYD 2), (MON 16), (MON 5),
U.S. Fish and Wildlife (NEP 4), (NEP 6), (PAA 16), (WILD 3), (WILD 7)
Service - Yukon Delta
National Wildlife Refuge
Informal Meeting 1-29-
2013
McGrath, Public Scoping 32 (ARD 3), (BARG 1), (FISH 2), (FISH 3), (GAS 3), (GEO 1), (MON 1), (PAA 14),
Meeting (PUB 2), (PUB 8), (REC 8), (SER 16), (SUB 6), (TRAN 1), (WAQ 7), (WCR 1)
Melzo, Kevin 65 (PAA 1), (SUB9)
Miller, Lance 125 (SER 16), (SER 21)

NANA Regional
Corporation
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Submission
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Miller, Mike 145 (GAS 3), (SER 1), (SER 2), (SER 13)
Miller, Pamela 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),
Alaska Community (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
Action on Toxics 19), (E] 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
Miller, Pamela 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),
Donlin Gold Working (CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA5),
Group (DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (E] 1), (E] 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
(HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
(MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ 9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)
Miller, Steve 180 (AIQ 4), (BARG 1), (BER 4), (CLIM 7), (FSR 3), (HYD 2), (MON 5), (MON 16),
FWS - Yukon Delta (NEP 4), (NEP 6), (PAA 16), (WILD 3), (WILD 7)
National Wildlife Refuge
Informal Meeting 1-29-
2013
Morgan, Joli 27 (NSB 1)
Moses, Peter 66 (SUB 1), (VEG 2), (WAQ 10)
Nicolai, Elsie 35 (MIT 8)
Nicolai, Fr. Yakov 5 (HZM 2), (PAA9)
Nicolai, Martin 16 (BARG 3), (BARG 7), (HYD 1), (PAA 5), (PHL 7), (SER 18)
Nunapitchuk, Public 155 (AIQ 1), (AIQ 8), (ARD 3), (BARG 5), (CAP 1), (CUL 1), (DATA 17), (DATA
Meeting 20), (FSR 5), (FSR 8), (GAS 5), (GEO 1), (HYD 5), (MIT 7), (SER 3), (SER 6),
(SUB 1), (TWL 1), (VEG 4)
O'Brien, Colin 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),

Earthjustice

(DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
19), (EJ 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
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0'Brien, Colin 18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
Earthjustice (PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(Continued) (WAQ 20)
Olson, Bjorn 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),
Donlin Gold Working (CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA 5),
Group (DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (E] 1), (E] 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
(HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
(MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)
Olson, Bjorn 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),
Ground Truth (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
Trekking 19), (EJ 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
Oscar, John 171 (PUB 2)
Kuskokwim River
Watershed Council
Oscar, John 178 (BARG 5), (CAP 1), (FSR 3), (HYD 1), (PUB 1), (PUB 5), (RME 11), (SER 5),
Kuskokwim River (SER7)
Watershed Council -
Informal Meeting 1-29-
2013
Pastos, Nikos 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),
Center for Water (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
Advocacy 19), (EJ 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
Pastros, Nikos 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),

Donlin Gold Working
Group

(CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA 5),
(DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (E] 1), (EJ 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
(HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
(MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ 9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)

COMMENT INDEX - BY INDIVIDUAL

PAGE 14 0F 19




Submission

Commenter D Comments

Paul, Jimmy 78 (AIQ 1), (FSR 4), (HYD 4), (MON 5), (PAA 11)
Peltola, Gene 129 (SER1)

Yukon-Kuskokwim
Health Corporation
Percy, Steve 152 (HZM 15), (SER 16)
Perrins, Steve and 14 (PAA 4), (PAA 6), (PAA 11), (PUB 1), (PUB 3), (REC 3), (SER 17), (TWL 3),
Denise (WILD 1)

Rainy Pass Lodge
Petro, Rachael 122 (LEG 1), (SER 1), (SER 8), (SER 11), (SER 14)

Alaska Chamber of
Commerce
Pollock, Helen 98 (BARG 2)
Pollock, Nicholas 67 (BARG 3), (HYD 1), (MIT 3)
Polonowski, John 9 (FISH1)
Porter, Richard 111 (AIQ 6), (G2G 9), (GAS 5), (GEO 6), (HAB 9), (SUB 4), (WILD 5)

Knik Tribal Council
Quinhagak, Scoping 53 (BARG 5), (BER 7), (FISH 2), (FISH 3), (FISH 6), (FSR 6), (GEO 1), (HZM 2),
Public Meeting (HZM 3), (HZM 26), (LEG 4), (MIT 13), (MON 6), (P&N 3), (PAA 18), (PHL

1), (PUB 8), (PUB 9), (RME 1), (RME 5), (RME 11), (SER 4), (SER 7), (SER 9),
(SUB 1), (SUB 2), (TWL 1), (VIS 1)

Retherford, Rob 139 (GAS 3), (SER 21)

Alaska Earth Sciences
Roczicka, Greg 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),

Donlin Gold Working
Group

(CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA 5),
(DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (E] 1), (EJ 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
(HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
(MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ 9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)
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Roczicka, Greg 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),
Orutsararmiut Native (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
Council 19), (EJ 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
Roczicka, Greg 179 (CAP 1), (DATA 16), (FISH 2), (NEP 1), (RME 14)
Orutsarmiut Native
Council - Informal
Meeting 01-28-2013
Roger, Karen 179 (CAP 1), (DATA 16), (FISH 2), (NEP 1), (RME 14)
Orutsarmiut Native
Council - Informal
Meeting 01-28-2013
Runkle, John 71 (PAA12),(WCR1)
Runkle, John 69,104, 105, (BER9), (CLIM 1), (CUL 5), (DATA 17), (FISH 7), (GAS 2), (GEO 4), (MIT 8),
106,163, 164, (NSB 1), (PAA 12), (PUB 2), (PUB 11), (REC 1), (REC 3), (SER 1), (SER 17),
165,166 (SER 2), (SUB 6), (TRAN 1), (TWL 1), (TWL 3), (VEG 2), (WCR 1), (WCR 2),
(WILD 1), (WILD 4)
Runkle, John 160 (BIRD 1), (CUL 4), (FISH 3), (GAS 3), (MIT 4), (PUB 3), (SER 6), (SUB 4),
(SUB 6), (TWL 1), (TWL 3), (VIS 1), (VIS 2), (WILD 1)
Sailer, Randy 30 (BER 3), (GEO 1), (MIT 4), (SER 2)
Sailer, Randy 37 (BER 3), (WAQ 7)
Samson, Deborah 4 (HZM 1), (WET 1)
Samson, Pat 178 (BARG 5), (CAP 1), (FSR 3), (HYD 1), (PUB 1), (PUB 5), (RME 11), (SER 5),
Kuskokwim River (SER7)
Watershed Council -
Informal Meeting 1-29-
2013
Sattler, Maria 132 (LEG 1), (SER 15), (SUB 10)
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Selvik, Justin 25 (GAS 2)

Sharp, Minnie 56 (BER1),(SUB1)

Shavelson, Bob 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),

Cook Inlet Keeper (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA

19), (E] 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)

Shavelson, Bob 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),

Donlin Gold Working (CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA 2),

Group (DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 6), (DATA 8), (EJ 1), (EJ 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (HZM 3),
(HZM 6), (LEG 4), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15), (MIT 2), (MIT 21), (MIT 4),
(MIT9), (MON 11), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (PAA 10), (PAA 13), (PAA
14), (PAA 7), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ 20), (WAQ 9), (WCR 2)

Shelton, Anthony 68 (SER1)

Shepherd, Hal 90 (ARD 1), (DATA 17), (DATA 18), (DATA 19), (DATA 20), (GAS 2), (LEG 11),
(PHL 7), (RME 5), (RME 7), (RME 12), (TWL 1), (WAQ 4)

Shively, John 148 (PHL 3), (SER 1), (SER 14)

St. George, Phil 114 (PHL 4), (SER 1), (SER 7), (SER 8), (SER 10), (SER 13), (SER 14), (SER 21),

St. Mary's, Public 96 (AIQ 1), (AIQ 7), (BARG 3), (FISH 2), (FSR 2), (GAS 3), (GEO 1), (HYD 1),

Scoping Meeting (HYD 3), (HZM 20), (LEG 6), (MON 4), (P&N 3), (PAA 14), (PHL 6), (PUB 2),
(PUB 7), (SER 1), (SER 4), (SUB 3), (SUB 6)

Stemp, Marc 28 (SER 11), (SER 16)

Stevens, Carolyn 120 (PHL 3), (SER 1), (SER 11)

Stevens, Donald 130 (LAND 12), (PHL 3), (SER 1), (SER 14), (SER 15)

Stevens, Sr., Jimmy P 79 (PHL 8), (SER 6), (SUB 2), (SUB 3), (SUB 4), (SUB 11),
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Street, Steve 177 (ARD 8), (BARG 3), (BARG 5), (CLIM 1), (CUL 6), (DATA 21), (HYD 1), (HYD
Alaska Village Council 4), (NEP 2), (PUB 8), (TRAN 3), (TWL 6)
Presidents - January 28,
2013 Informal Meeting
Street, Steven 72 (AIQ 6), (ARD 8), (BARG 3), (BER 3), (FSR 3), (G2G 1), (HYD 9), (HZM 18),
Association of Village (HZM 26), (WAQ 3)
Council Presidents
Thomas, Evelyn 21 (G2G 1), (HAB 1), (HYD 3), (HZM 19), (LAND 11), (LEG 4), (MIT 18), (MON
Crooked Creek 3), (PHL 2), (SER 1), (SER 11), (SER 15), (SER 21), (SUB 1), (SUB 14), (TWL
Traditional Council 1), (WAQ 1), (WAQ 4), (WAQ 6)
Thomas, Evelyn 103 (SUB7)
Crooked Creek
Traditional Council
Thomas, Evelyn 172 (G2G 13), (HAB 10)
Village of Crooked
Creek
Toksook Bay, Public 52 (AIQ 1), (BER 6), (FISH 2), (FISH 3), (FSR 1), (FSR 2), (FSR 4), (FSR 5), (FSR
Scoping Meeting 8), (GAS 1), (GAS 5), (GEO 1), (GEO 3), (GEO 5), (HZM 2), (HZM 26), (NEP
1), (PAA5), (PUB 7), (RME 12), (SER 6), (SER9), (TWL 1), (WAQ 7)
Van Nieuwenhuyse, 95 (SER1)
Rick
Van Wyck, Nicholas 55,77 (DATA 7), (GAS 3), (PAA 7)
Wallace, John 89 (NSB 1)
Wassilie, Carl 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),
Alaska's Big Villages (DATA 3), (DATA5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
Network 19), (E] 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
Wedll, Don 177 (ARD 8), (BARG 3), (BARG 5), (CLIM 1), (CUL 6) (DATA 21), (HYD 1), (HYD
Alaska Village Council 4), (NEP 2), (PUB 8), (TRAN 3), (TWL 6)

Presidents - January 28,
2013 Informal Meeting
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Williams, Meta 57 (SUB2)
Williams, Peter 181 (HYD 1), (LAND 15), (PAA 23), (TRAN 3)
City of Bethel
Wilmarth, Larry 135 (SER 1), (SER11)
Wittenkeller, Sharo 107 (PAA12),(TWL1)
Zemba, Karen 151 (LEG 1), (SER 1), (SER 14)
Zimmer, Hedi 109 (AIQ 5), (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 7), (BER 8),
Donlin Gold Working (CAP 4), (CLIM 2), (CLIM 4), (DATA 1), (DATA 2), (DATA 3), (DATA5),
Group (DATA 6), (DATA 8), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (E] 1), (E] 2), (FISH 3), (G2G 1),
(HZM 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 11), (HZM 16), (HZM 17), (HZM 22),
(HZM 23), (LEG 4), (MIT 2), (MIT 4), (MIT 9), (MIT 10), (MIT 11), (MIT 15),
(MIT 21), (MON 5), (MON 8), (MON 9), (MON 11), (PAA 7), (PAA 10), (PAA
13), (PAA 14), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 5), (PUB 8), (RME 5), (SER 21), (SUB
5), (WAQ9), (WAQ 20), (WCR 2)
Zimmer, Heidi 101 (AIQ 6), (AIQ 8), (ARD 2), (BARG 3), (BER 1), (BER 8), (CLIM 4), (DATA 2),

Alaska Community
Action on Toxics

(DATA 3), (DATA 5), (DATA 8), (DATA 12), (DATA 13), (DATA 17), (DATA
19), (EJ 1), (G2G 1), (HZM 3), (HZM 6), (HZM 12), (HZM 16), (HZM 19),
(HZM 21), (HZM 22), (HZM 23), (MIT 2), (MIT 9), (MON 11), (MON 8),
(MON 9), (NEP 4), (PAA 10), (PAA 11), (PAA 13), (PAA 14), (PAA 15), (PAA
18), (PAA 2), (PAA 7), (PAA 9), (PHL 1), (PHL 5), (PHL 6), (PUB 1), (PUB 5),
(PUB 8), (REC 7), (RME 1), (RME 3), (RME 5), (SUB 2), (SUB 5), (WAQ 9),
(WAQ 20)
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APPENDIX E
PuBLIC SCOPING COMMENTS

(AVAILABLE ONLY IN DIGITAL FORMAT IN SEPARATE FILE)

Download via zip file at

http://donlingoldeis.com/BackgroundDocuments.aspx



APPENDIX F
COOPERATING AGENCY SCOPING COMMENTS

(AVAILABLE ONLY IN DIGITAL FORMAT IN SEPARATE FILE)

Download via zip file at

http://donlingoldeis.com/BackgroundDocuments.aspx
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Donlin Gold Project EIS

1.0 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN

1.1 Goals and Objectives of the Public Involvement Plan

The overall goal of the Public Involvement Plan (PIP) is to provide the basis for the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (Corps) and the cooperating agencies to provide guidance for the public outreach activities with
preparation of the Donlin Gold Project Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). URS leads a contractor
team preparing the EIS, and the EIS Team will use this plan to implement a broad collaborative process to
involve the public; federally-recognized tribal governments (tribes), Alaska Native corporations; local and
regional interest groups; and local, state and federal government agencies in the EIS process. The EIS
process will contain a wide-ranging analysis of the proposed project and alternatives, and the potential
impacts to the physical, biological and social environments. Public participation at various stages in the
process is important to identify issues, formulate alternatives, and identify mitigation procedures that
could reduce impacts. To say this another way, the intention of the PIP is to insure timely and accurate
disclosure to the affected communities of project plans and progress in developing the EIS, as well as to
gather input.

The PIP objectives include:

¢ Inform the public of the Donlin Gold Project EIS, including the ways in which the public can
participate in the development of the EIS.

o Meet the NEPA EIS requirements.

e Plan and conduct effective public meetings and other opportunities for the public to identify
issues and challenges related to the proposed project, to help develop project alternatives for
review, and to comment on the Draft EIS.

o Disclose the analysis of the Draft EIS, and document public comments, insuring that responses
are incorporated into the EIS.

Methods for achieving the objectives include:
e Develop an initial list of potentially affected stakeholders.

e Identify through engagement with potentially affected stakeholders, and implement effective
public involvement tools, including a project website and newsletters, at appropriate stages of
developing the EIS.

¢ Maintain a schedule of public involvement opportunities and milestones.

e Provide adequate public notice, prepare effective meetings materials, and support the Corps in
conducting Scoping Meetings and Public Meetings on the Draft EIS.

e Systematically document comments at Scoping Meetings and at Public Meetings on the Draft
EIS. Establish a formalized system to record public comments. Prepare a Scoping Report and a
Comment Analysis Report. Track and insure responses to comments and appropriate revisions in
the EIS.

The EIS Milestones and schedule are summarized in the following graphic, which will also appear on the
project website at (www.DonlinGoldEIS.com):
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Figure 1. EIS Milestones

Scoping:
Meetings & Comments

December 14, 2012 -
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Draft EIS
Esfimated: Augusi 2014

Fublic Review of Draft EIS
Meetings & Comments

Final EIS

Estimated: October, 2015

Record of Decision

Estimated: November, 2015

1.2 The Donlin Gold Project

Donlin Gold LLC (Donlin Gold) proposes development of a large, open pit hard rock gold mine located
10 miles north of the village of Crooked Creek on the Kuskokwim River in southwestern Alaska (see
Figure 2, labeled Figure 1.1 in the Donlin Gold Project Description July 2012). With proven and probable
reserves of 556.5 million short tons, the proposed mine is estimated to produce over one million ounces of
gold annually through its 27.5-year life. The mine site is located primarily on land leased from the Calista
Corporation, the Alaska Native Regional Corporation for the Yukon-Kuskokwim Delta, and subject to a
surface use agreement with The Kuskokwim Corporation (TKC), the merged Alaska Native Village
Corporation for 10 middle Kuskokwim River villages. Other facilities associated with the project are
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located on land managed by Cook Inlet Region, Inc., the State of Alaska, and the Bureau of Land
Management.

Donlin Gold has recently completed an extensive program of exploration, environmental studies,
preliminary project design, and community outreach. In July 2012, Donlin Gold submitted a permit
application to the Corps, initiating the permitting phase. The Donlin Gold Project EIS will examine four
major project components, including:

Pipeline
o Natural gas pipeline transporting natural gas to the power plant via a 313 mile (503 km),
14 inch (35.5 centimeters) diameter buried steel pipeline originating from an existing 20
inch (51 centimeters) natural gas pipeline near Beluga, Alaska;
Power Plant
e Power plant with a total connected load of 227 megawatts, an average running load of
153 megawatts, and a peak load of 182 megawatts;
Mine Site

e Open pit, eventually 1.400 acres in size, providing access for mining proven and
probable reserves totaling 556.5 million short tons (504.8 million tonnes), with an
average grade of 0.061 ounces/short ton (2.09 grams/ton), and mill processing at a rate of
59,000 short tons per day (53,500 tonnes per day);

o Waste treatment (tailings impoundment) facility eventually covering 2,350 acres with a
total capacity of approximately 335,000 acre-feet (ft) (413 million cubic meters [m3]) of
mill tailings, decant water, and stormwater;

e Waste rock facility, eventually covering 2,300 acres for placement of approximately
2,460 million short tons (2,232 million tonnes) of waste rock;

e Water treatment plant with a design capacity of 2,188 gallons per minute (497 m? per
hour) for treatment of dewatering water to permitted standards;

Transportation and Camp Infrastructure

e Upriver port facility serving as the terminus between river barge transport and road
transport to the mine site, to transport approximately 37,500,000 gallons (141,952,942
liters) of fuel and approximately 100,000 tons (90,718 tonnes) of non-fuel supplies per
year;

e Mine access road providing access between the port facility and mine site via a 30-mile
(48 km) two-lane, gravel-surfaced access road, 5,000-ft long by 150-ft wide (1,524 m by
45 m) gravel airstrip approximately 9 road miles (14.5 km) west of the mine site (see
Figure 3 Mine Access roads); and

e Permanent accommodation camp located along the access road approximately 2.4 miles
(3.9 km) from the mine site, for housing up to 638 people during operations.

The Donlin Gold Project is very large and technically complex, incorporating many components across an
extensive geographic region with a diverse group of stakeholders. The project area spans a large subarctic
landscape, from the west side of Cook Inlet, through Rainy Pass in the Alaska Range, along the northern
foothills of the Alaska Range, and into the central Kuskokwim Valley. The project faces a challenging
regulatory environment, with many state and federal permits required, with some of these subject to very
recent changes in regulations. Finally, the Donlin Gold Project will potentially affect a broad and
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culturally diverse stakeholder landscape, including 66 tribes, along with other regional residents, and a
variety of non-governmental organizations. Each of these characteristics of the Donlin Gold Project
serves to emphasize the importance of effective cross-cultural public outreach and communication as part
of the EIS effort.
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Figure 2. Project Location Map
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Figure 3. Mine Access Roads
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Land status in the vicnity of the proposed Donlin Gold Mine is shown in Figure 4. The Donlin Gold
project is found predominantly on land owned by Calista and TKC, but the road from the Jungjuk Port to
the mine site also crosses state lands. The proposed Jungjuk Port is located on TKC land. A detailed
description of land status for the 313-mile pipeline is found in the Donlin Gold Natural Gas Pipeline Plan

of Development, Appendix A and Appendix B.

Figure 4: Regional Land Status
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History of the Project and Public Involvement

Donlin Gold has conducted baseline studies and public outreach in the project area for the last 16 years
(see Figure 5), including briefings of community and regional leaders, and affected communities. Regular
newsletters to project stakeholders have described their exploration and environmental studies. With the
Corps as the lead federal agency, the EIS represents an independent review of the proposed action. The
public outreach will operate as a separate and new effort associated with the EIS. The EIS effort will
build on the public communication work by Donlin Gold as appropriate, but will occur independently.
For example, Donlin Gold’s Yup’ik language translator has prepared a technical vocabulary of mining-
related terms in Yup’ik. The EIS team will make use of this and other technical background developed by
Donlin Gold.

Below is the Donlin Gold Project Timeline, situating the NEPA-directed EIS in relation to the pre-
permitting phase and the subsequent construction, operation and eventual closure of the mine.
Figure 5. Donlin Gold Project Timeline
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1.3 Government-to-Government Consultation

In compliance with Executive Order 13175, Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments, the Corps will directly conduct consultation with federally recognized tribal governments
directly during the process of preparing an EIS. The Corps has identified 66 tribes potentially affected by
the project.

The Corps sent letters inviting consultation on September 24, 2012 (Appendix A). The letters included a
Tribal Coordination Plan for the development of the Donlin Gold Project EIS. A copy of the letter sent is
included in Appendix A, along with the list of tribal governments and a Tribal Coordination Plan. The
Corps requested information from the tribes on the following topics: subsistence, archaeological sites, and
traditional cultural properties as well as special expertise regarding any environmental, social and/or
economic impacts.

An initial teleconference for tribes was held on Tuesday, October 30, 2012. Discussions with potentially
affected tribal governments will occur throughout the project.

The recognition of tribes as governments and the right to government to government consultation with
federal agencies is very important to the tribal members. This avenue of direct consultation is distinct
from and in addition to the general public involvement described through this PIP. Tribes are stakeholders
for the purpose of the EIS outreach, but they have distinct rights to consultation as tribal governments.
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2.0 IDENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL
STAKEHOLDERS/AFFECTED PARTIES

Successful completion of the EIS will depend on identifying and engaging key stakeholders that are
potentially affected by or interested in the outcome of the EIS. Stakeholders may have an interest in the
project due to:

1) Residence in proximity to the project,

2) Land and resource use in the project area,

3) Cultural, economic and policy interests in the project, or
4) Jurisdictional or regulatory responsibilities.

Potentially interested parties will be contacted directly by the EIS Team in accordance with the PIP by
inclusion in the mailing list. As other interested parties are identified through the public involvement
process, they will be added to the mailing list and contacted for subsequent public participation activities.
A summary of organizations, agencies and individuals that would be potentially interested in the EIS are
described in Section 2.2.

The EIS Team will consider feedback from potentially interested parties regarding the most effective and
culturally appropriate means of engaging and communicating with those stakeholders.

2.1 Cooperating and Participating Agencies

In the role as lead agency, the Corps will be assisted by the cooperating agencies in areas in which they
have specialized expertise or related regulatory authorities. The Corps has solicited the involvement of a
range of federal and state agencies, along with a letter of inquiry to 66 potentially affected tribal
governments. To date, the following parties have indicated they will participate as cooperative agencies.
Other tribal governments may seek cooperating agency status.

e Bureau of Land Management

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

e Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
e Alaska Department of Natural Resources

e Village of Crooked Creek (Tribal Government)

e Native Village of Chuathbaluk (Tribal Government)

¢ Native Village of Napaimute (Tribal Government)

When tribes serve as cooperating agencies, this is in addition to their rights to government to government
consultation.

The U.S. Coast Guard and the National Marine Fisheries Service have expressed an interest in serving as
participating agencies. This means they will receive meeting notices and materials provided to the
cooperating agencies, and that they will have the opportunity to provide comments. However, they may
choose to participate more selectively in the cooperating agency meetings, particularly when an issue in
their area of jurisdiction is under discussion.

The Corps, cooperating agencies, and the EIS Team will meet on a regular basis to discuss project
updates and upcoming project milestones or deadlines. For the first several months of the EIS project,
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these meetings will occur bi-weekly. The schedule may be adjusted for slower and more active periods of
agency oversight.
2.2 Stakeholders Groups and Potentially Affected Parties

A mailing list of stakeholder groups and potentially affected parties is currently being developed,
including the following types of organizations:

o Federal Elected Officials e ANSCA Regional and Village

e Federal Agencies Corporations

e State Elected Official e Regional Tribal Associations

e State Agencies e Statewide and Regional Organizations
e Local Governments ¢ Non-Governmental Organizations

e Tribal Governments e Industry

Tribes are stakeholders for the EIS public outreach, but they also exercise rights to government to
government consultation.

This list will be updated throughout the project, based on the results of the scoping process and other
public comment periods, as well as agency consultation processes. It will also include contacts suggested
by the Corps and Donlin Gold from previous outreach efforts.

Each of the communities in the project area is represented and served by a variety of organizations,
ranging from tribes, municipalities, and Alaska Native Corporations, to School Districts, Health
Corporations, and Electrical Cooperatives. An example of the institutional diversity at the local level is
found in Table 1, which address 13 central communities in the project are, where public meetings are
planned for the EIS. (Anchorage is a site for public meetings, but is not covered in this table.)

2.3 Individual Citizens

Individual citizens that express an interest in the project will be included as potentially interested parties
and added to the mailing list throughout the duration of the project. Individuals can express an interest in
the project in-person, on the phone, fax, and through the website. The mailing list is not public, so the
names of individuals who receive mailings are not disclosed. See also the discussion of comments
submitted in Section 3.10.

Public Involvement Plan (Final) Page 10
URS Project No. 26221089 December 5, 2012



Donlin Gold Project EIS

City

Government

City of Akiak

Table 1. Organizations Serving Communities Planned for EIS Meetings

Tribal
Government

Akiak Native
Community

ANSCA
Regional
Corporation

Calista Corp.

Regional Tribal
Association

AVCP Unit 4

Village

Corporation

Kokarmuit
Corporation

Health
Care

YKHC

Regional
Housing
Authority

AVCP

Economic
Dev. Or
CDQ Group

Lower
Kuskokwim
Economic
Development
Council

Utilities

City of
Akiak

School
District

Y upiit

City of Aniak

Village of Aniak

Calista Corp.

AVCP Unit 3
Kuskokwim
Native
Association

The Kuskokwim
Corporation

YKHC

AVCP

Interior Rivers
Resource
Conservation
&
Development
Council

Aniak Light
& Power
AVEC

Kuspuk

City of Bethel

Orutsararmuit Native
Village

Calista Corp.

AVCP Unit5

Kuskokwim River
Watershed
Council

Bethel Native
Corporation

YKHC

AVCP

Lower
Kuskokwim
Economic
Development
Council

Bethel
Utilities
Corp.

Lower
Kuskokwim

Crooked Creek is
Unincorporated

Village of Crooked
Creek

Calista Corp.

AVCP Unit 3

The Kuskokwim
Corporation

YKHC

AVCP

Interior Rivers
Resource
Conservation
&
Development
Council

Middle
Kuskokwim
Electric
Cooperative

Kuspuk

City of Emmonak

Emmonak Village

Calista Corp.

AVCP Unit 10

Emmonak Corp.

YKHC

AVCP

Yukon Delta
Fisheries
Development
Association

AVEC

Lower
Yukon

City of Hooper Bay

Native Village of
Hooper Bay

Calista
Corporation

AVCP Unit 9

Sea Lion Corp.

YKHC

AVCP

Lower
Kuskokwim
Economic
Development
Council,
Coastal
Villages
Region Fund

AVEC

Lower
Yukon
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City Tribal AN.SCA Reg_lonal Village Health Reglo_nal Economic N School
Government Government Reglona}l Trlpal_ Corporation Care HO“S"!Q Dev. Or Utilities District
Corporation Association Authority CDQ Group
City of Holy Cross | Holy Cross Village Doyon, Ltd. Tanana Chiefs Deloycheet, Inc. YKHC Interior Interior Rivers | AVEC Iditarod
Conference Resource Area
Yukon River Conservation
Inter-Tribal &
Watershed Development
Council Council
Lower
. . . . Kuskokwim .
Kipnuk is Native Village of - - . - Kipnuk Lower
Unincorporated Kipnuk Calista Corp. AVCP Unit 7 Kugkaktlik, Ltd. YKHC AVCP Economic Light Plant | Kuskokwim
Development
Council
. . McGrath .
City of McGrath | McCrath Native Doyon, Ltd, | 1.anana Chiefs MTNT, Ltd. ANTHC | Interior N/A Light & Iditarod
Village Conference P Area
ower
Lower
. . . Kuskokwim
Gl Native Village of Calista Corp. | AVCP Unit 6 Nunapitchuk, Ltd. | YKHC | AvcP Economic AVEC Lower
Nunapitchuk Nunapitchuk Kuskokwim
Development
Council
Lower
. . Native Village of . . . Kuskokv_vim Lower
City of Quinhagak . Calista Corp. AVCP Unit 10 Qanirtuug, Inc. YKHC AVCP Economic AVEC .
Kwinhagak Kuskokwim
Development
Council
City czf Saint Al_gaauq Native Calista Corp. AVCP Unit 2 Saint Mary’s Native YKHC AVCP N/A AVEC Salnt’ A
Mary’s Village Corp. Mary’s City
Lower
. . . - Kuskokwim
City of Toksook Ngnakauyarmlut Calista Corp. AVCP Unit 8 Nunakauiak Yupik YKHC AVCP Economic AVEC Lower
Bay Tribe Corp. Kuskokwim
Development
Council

Source: Alaska Department of Commerce, Community, and Economic Development, 2012
Acronyms: YKHC = Yukon-Kuskokwim Health Corporation; AVCP = Association of Village Council Presidents; AVEC= Alaska Village Electric Cooperative; ANTHC= Alaska Native Tribal Health
Consortium; MTNT= McGrath, Takotna, Nikolai, Telida
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3.0 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MECHANISMS

This section of the PIP describes the mechanisms currently identified to establish effective public
outreach and communication as part of the EIS effort. During the Scoping phase, the EIS Team will
engage potentially interested parties regarding whether these mechanisms are culturally appropriate and
whether the PIP should be adapted accordingly.

3.1 Federal Register Notice

The Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS will be published in the Federal Register December 14, 2012. This
serves as formal notice of the first steps in the EIS, including the Scoping period. While not widely read
among the communities within the project area, the Federal Register Notice is a legal requirement, and is
followed closely by some of the industry and environmental interest groups. The Corps will prepare
Federal Register Notices of Availability for the Draft EIS, Final EIS, and Record of Decision at latter
stages in the EIS.

3.2 General Public Notification

In addition to Federal Register notices, several public communications tools will be used to inform the
public of the proposed EIS project and scheduled public meetings. These tools include:

o EIS Project website (www.DonlinGoldEIS.com);

o EIS Project Newsletters (electronic copies on the project website, and hardcopy versions
distributed to the mailing list);

o Public notices and display ads in local/regional newspapers to advertise public meetings,
availability of documents, and public comment periods;

e Public Service Announcements on project area radio stations;
e Letters/emails to stakeholders;

e As appropriate, invited presentations, such as the Rural Providers Conference or the AVCP
Spring Convention.

The communication tools will be used throughout the EIS, with special emphasis on promoting
participation in the designated public comment periods, Scoping Meetings and Public Meetings on the
Draft EIS.

Limited English Proficiency Compliance

On August 11, 2000, President Clinton signed Executive Order 13166 entitled, "Improving Access to
Services for Persons with Limited English Proficiency." The Executive Order requires Federal agencies to
examine the services they provide, identify any need for services to those with limited English
proficiency, and develop and implement a plan to provide those services so that LEP persons can have
meaningful access to them.

Americans with Disabilities Act Compliance

Advertisements for the public meetings on the Draft EIS will include notice of the Corps intent to comply
with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Meeting sites will meet ADA requirements, where
feasible.
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33 Agency Coordination and Consultation

The Corps has initiated coordination with federal and state agencies with an interest in participating as
cooperative agencies, as noted above. The frequent Inter-agency Coordination meetings will insure that
the cooperating agencies have a substantial role in guiding the EIS. Through the coordination process, the
Corps will request additional data that may be appropriate or required and available references. The
Corps will work with the agencies to identify specific steps in the review process, an approach to an
integrated environmental review process, and a coordinated schedule for processing environmental
compliance and potential future permitting needs. At the appropriate time, the Corps will conduct formal
consultations with regulatory agencies, such as Section 7 Consultation under the Endangered Species Act,
or Section 106 Consultation under the National Historic Preservation Act.

The agencies involved in coordination and consultation may include the following:

e National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service
o U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

e U.S. Coast Guard

e Alaska Department of Fish and Game

e Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation

e Alaska Department of Natural Resources

e Alaska State Historic Preservation Office

34 Alaska Native Tribal Government Notification and Consultation

The Corps has solicited the involvement of the federally-recognized tribes with a letter of inquiry to 66
potentially affected tribal governments. This letter asked whether each tribe wanted to participate in
formal government to government consultation, to serve as a cooperating agency, to receive project
information, or had no interest in the EIS project. As noted, the Corps also held an informational
teleconference on October 30, 2012.

The Corps is solely responsible for government to government consultation. The Corps will compile
responses to the letter and schedule formal or informal government to government consultation meetings
during the Scoping period and at other stages of the EIS as appropriate. The EIS Team will provide
logistical support, communications materials, and EIS documents for use by the Corps in these
government to government meetings.

3.5 Media Outlets

The public communication program will include contact with media that serve the project area
communities. For public notices, news releases, display advertisements, public service announcements,
and news items the following print, broadcast, and online media outlets will be useful. This list will be
updated throughout the course of the EIS as appropriate.
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Table 2. Media Outlets

NEWSPAPERS

Delta Discovery (YK Delta Weekly) Anchorage Daily News (Online & Daily)
The Tundra Drums (YK Delta Online & Bi-Weekly)

RADIO
KYUK (AM/FM) - Bethel KCUK - Chevak
KSKO-FM - McGrath KYKD - Bethel

KSKA - Anchorage
TELEVISION

KTUU — Anchorage KTVA - Anchorage

Newspaper Advertisements

Advertisements for public meetings, availability of documents, and public comment periods will be
published in the appropriate newspapers (Table 2). Advertisements will include the location, date, and
time of the meeting, along with a description of the proposed project and the purpose of the meeting.

The Anchorage Daily News is a daily newspaper distributed statewide. It also features a free calendar
service online. A meeting notice will be published initially two weeks prior to public meetings and then
again 2 to 3 days prior to the meeting.

The Tundra Drums (bi-weekly newspaper) and the Delta Discovery (weekly newspaper) serve the
Yukon-Kuskokwim region. A ¥ page ad will be placed two weeks prior to public meetings.

There are also numerous online community calendars that may allow public meeting dates, times, and
locations to be published prior to public meetings. Regional newsletters (e.g. AVCP Quarterly) may serve
as additional opportunities to communicate to the region.

A chronological file of pertinent newspaper advertisements and clippings will be maintained in the project
administrative record files.

News Releases to Local Media

The EIS project team will prepare news releases for the Corps to distribute to statewide television stations
and newspapers. The news releases would be linked to key project milestones, such as the scoping
meetings and release of the Draft EIS. A chronological file of major television or newspaper press
releases and any articles related to the project will also be maintained in the project administrative record
files.

Radio Public Service Announcements

Public Service Announcements (PSAS) for public meetings will be submitted to radio stations listed in
Table 2. PSAs are expected to run within the same week of the public meetings. PSAs will include the
location, date, time, and purpose of the meeting. Some public radio stations will not run free PSAs, but
there is an opportunity to pay a “sponsorship” which would allow for an advertising spot to run 5 times a
day the week of the meeting.
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3.6 Informal Outreach

Invitational and Informational Letters

Invitational letters, postcards, and/or emails to Scoping meetings and Draft EIS meetings will be sent to
specific organizations and individuals on the project mailing list. The letter will include a project
description and schedule, and an invitation to participate in the Draft EIS public meetings.

For the agency work session, follow-up telephone calls will be made to confirm participation.

Informal Contacts

Informal calls to local leaders will be made to lay the groundwork for effective participation in the
meetings during the Scoping and Draft EIS phases. The EIS Team includes a life-long Yup’ik resident of
the project area, who has traveled widely over nearly 30 years throughout the region. He will be able to
call upon his wide personal network of friends and colleagues to coordinate for the meetings, explain the
EIS steps, and answer questions about how to have a voice in the EIS. Records of these phone
conversations will be retained in the administrative record.

In addition, as the opportunity presents itself, the Corps and the EIS Team can make contacts with civic
groups, regional and village tribal organizations, and municipal leaders for visits and informal meetings
during the Scoping and Draft EIS public meeting stages. The informal meetings would be used to inform
the groups and organizations about the project and schedule, invite them to participate, and to receive
their comments during Scoping and on the Draft EIS.

3.7 Newsletters

The EIS Team will develop a series of newsletters to communicate with those individuals and
organizations on the project mailing list at key points throughout the project. The newsletters will contain
information about the project description, status, and schedule. Key project milestones suitable for
newsletter distribution include:

o Newsletter 1 — Provide a basic introduction to the project, schedule, and opportunities to
comment during scoping.

o Newsletter 2 — Describe the results of the Scoping meetings

o Newsletter 3 —Announce availability and review period of the Draft EIS, including public hearing
dates.

o Newsletter 4 — Review public comments on the Draft EIS and announce the schedule for the Final
EIS

e Newsletter 5 —Announce availability of the Final EIS and the next steps for the project

The newsletters will be mailed directly to all individuals, agencies, businesses, interest groups, and
elected officials on the mailing list. They will be a tool for providing notification of upcoming meetings
and opportunities for public participation. The newsletters will also solicit public comments from tribes,
Alaska Native corporations, local and regional interest groups, and state and federal agencies. The project
website address will be included in each newsletter, which has a link for comment submissions during the
Scoping and Draft EIS phases of the project.

3.8 Project Mailing List

The EIS Team will maintain and update the mailing list based on comment forms, public sign-in sheets,
and emails received by the Corps during the Scoping comment period and the Draft EIS comment period.
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An initial project mailing list of contacts in the project area has been made available to URS as an Excel
file and will be the basis for developing the project mailing list.

3.9 Project Website & Email

The EIS Team will develop, host, and maintain a project website (www.DonlinGoldEIS.com). The
website will convey project information, schedules, ways to get involved, and avenues to comment on the
project. The project website will be updated at major project milestones (Scoping, Draft EIS, Final EIS,
Record of Decision [ROD]). The website address will be included in the Federal Register Notices, project
newsletters, fact sheets, and newspaper advertisements. The website will be well organized and visually
attractive, using graphics and images provided by the Corps, Donlin Gold, and other sources. A schematic
of the website structure is provided in Figure 6.

Important documents to appear on the project website may include:

e Background Project Documents: Permit Applications, Project Description, Plan of Operations,
Federal Register Notice of Intent, Environmental Effects Document (baseline studies), Maps
(Adobe Acrobat PDF) of the project area and other design features; Federal Register Notice of
Availability of the Draft EIS

e EIS Schedule: An overview of the NEPA process and public participation components, with an
estimated schedule.

o Newsletters: provide notice of upcoming stages in the EIS and reports on results of Scoping and
public Meetings.

e Scoping Documents: A schedule of Scoping meetings, along with meeting materials, such as the
PowerPoint presentation made by the Corps. Following the meetings, the Scoping Report will
provide a summary of the comments received.

e Draft EIS Public Meetings: A schedule of the Draft EIS public meetings date and meeting times
and locations. A copy of the meeting materials, including the PowerPoint presentation used at the
public meetings. The Draft EIS and a list of key issue areas with links to relevant sections in the
Draft EIS. A link to the page to submit comments online.

e EIS Documents: Scoping Report, Newsletters, Draft EIS, Final EIS, and ROD.

The project website will be maintained through the life of the project, and then all relevant information
will be transferred to the Corps.

A project email address will be generated that can collect comments (comments@DonlinGoldEIS.com)
and add people to the mailing list (info@DonlinGoldEIS.com). Messages can be routed to a separate
email Outlook account or forwarded to the appropriate staff. The email addresses would appear on
advertising materials and the website through the course of the EIS.
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Figure 6. Webpage Schematic
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3.10 How to Comment

Comments will be accepted in writing or as verbal comments at the Scoping Meetings and Public
Meetings on the Draft EIS. They may also be submitted to the Corps by email or fax throughout each
comment period. Comments may also be posted directly on the comment page of the project website.
Person submitting comments may request that they name be withheld in the summary and reporting of the
comments.

The website will include contacts for the cooperating agencies. The newsletters and other educational
materials will highlight the Corps contact information as follows:

Lead Agency

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Alaska District U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Alaska District
Mr. Don Kuhle, Project Manager Amanda Shearer, Tribal Liaison

P.O. Box 6898 P.O. Box 6898

Joint Base Elmendorf Richardson. AK 99506- Joint Base Elmendorf Richardson, AK 99506-
1518 ’ 1518

Email: Don.P.Kuhle@usace.army.mil Email: Amanda.M.Shearer@usace.army.mil
Tel: 907-753-2780 Tel: 907-753-5674

Fax: 907-753-5567 Fax: 907-753-5567

In order to develop comments, the public may wish to review the permit applications, project-related
baseline studies and reports, and the EIS documents (including the Scoping Report, the Draft EIS, and the
Final EIS). In addition to availability on the website noted above, the documents will be available for
public viewing at the Corps Anchorage Field Office, 1600 A Street, Suite 110, Anchorage, Alaska.

To support comments on the Draft EIS, the document will be widely distributed to the communities and
stakeholders with a printed Executive Summary and an accompanying CD of the Draft EIS. As a practical
matter, publication and mailing of a multi-volume EIS in hard copy is expensive and for many
stakeholders, not the most convenient method to review the document. As a more practical alternative, the
printed Executive Summary provides an overview and allows a reader to identify portions of the EIS on
the CD to read in more detail. The Executive Summary and CD will be sent to the tribes, Alaska Native
corporations, elected officials, and interest groups throughout the project area. Individuals will be invited
to request copies in the Federal Register Notice announcing the availability of the Draft EIS, the project
Newsletter, and the project website.

In addition to the distribution of the CD version, printed copies of the Draft and Final EIS will be made
available at the following locations:

e Aniak School Library, Aniak e Z.J. Loussac Library, Anchorage
e Kuskokwim Consortium Library, Bethel e Noel Wien Library, Fairbanks
o  McGrath Community School Library, McGrath

3.11 FTP Site

URS will establish a protected File Transfer Protocol (FTP) site that will simplify the transfer of large
files among the EIS Team and the Corps and cooperating agencies. This secure site will be administered
by URS. The FTP site users will be issued user names and passwords to access this protected site located
at https://moveitdmz102.urscorp.com/.
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3.12 Administrative Record

The Administrative Record is a comprehensive record of the documents that form the basis for the Corps’
decisions in the EIS, including all public comments and responses. Details of the procedures for
maintaining the Administrative Record are provided in the EIS Project Work Plan.
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4.0 SCOPING

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) defines scoping as an “early and open process for
determining the scope of issues to be addressed and for identifying the significant issues related to a
proposed action” (40 CFR 1501.7). The scoping process provides an opportunity to people potentially
affected by the project to express their views and concerns and to contribute to the completeness of the
EIS.

4.1 Scoping Locations and Estimated Dates

The project area includes 66 Alaska Native villages (including tribes) and other communities. To insure
that Scoping meeting area held in all portions of the project area, the EIS Team proposes to build on the
sub-regional traditions of the region, taking an example from the 10 administrative units used for
representation on the Executive Board of the Association of Village Council Presidents (AVCP). The
framework for Scoping Meetings is to hold meetings in 13 central communities (11 communities in the
AVCP subregions, plus 2 Tanana Chiefs Conference subregions) as well as the City of Anchorage. The
meeting communities are noted in Table 3, and the communities and subregions are displayed in Figure 7.

Table 3. Proposed Donlin project EIS Scoping Schedule

Week 1 ‘ Communities Week 2 | Communities Week3 Communities Week4 Communities

Crooked Creek Quinhagak Toksook Bay Holy Cross
TrigklE Aniak late-Jan Kipnuk Feb Hooper Bay March McGrath

Bethel Nunapitchuk Emmonak

Anchorage Akiak Saint Mary’s

Since Scoping meetings cannot feasibly be held in each of the affected communities, alternative means of
providing information and soliciting comments will be critical. As noted above, informal outreach calls
will be made to encourage participation through travel to a neighboring village meeting site, or through
accessing information and providing comments on the project website. The EIS Team will explore the
possibility of arranging with KYUK radio in Bethel for broadcast of a Scoping meeting throughout the
region. Teleconference access to meetings will also be explored.

4.2 Scoping Meeting Format

Each Scoping meeting will follow the same format and present the same information. In addition to the
Corps and EIS Team representatives, a court recorder will be present to document comments in a
transcript of the meeting.

The schedule for each scoping meeting will follow a similar format:

e Setup at public meeting location

e Tribal consultation meetings, if applicable, may be conducted separately by the Corps
o Break

o Informal open house period (60 minutes)

e Scoping Presentation (30 minutes)

e Additional questions and comments by residents (60 minutes)
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Figure 7. Proposed Scoping Meeting Communities
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The meeting space will be set-up with chairs and a screen for the presentation, and room to circulate and
view posters and enjoy refreshments. During the first hour open house session, attendees will have the
opportunity to view informational posters and maps. The Corps and EIS Team representatives will be
available around the room to answer questions.

The more formal presentation will start approximately one hour later with a PowerPoint presentation.
Where appropriate, the EIS Team will employ Yup’ik language translators for the meeting, based on prior
planning discussion with community leaders. The presentation will describe the proposed Donlin Gold
Project and its history, provide an introduction to the EIS process, and introduce some potential resources
of concern, as a basis for discussion. The public question and comment period will follow.

Fact sheets may be developed to provide additional information on selected Donlin Gold project
components, the EIS process, and avenues to provide public comments. Comment forms will be made
available at the meetings so that attendees can submit written comments during the meeting or mail them
in at a later date.

The translated comments will be captured in the meeting transcriptions. There will be an effort to utilize
specialized vocabulary that has been established to help communicate about technical mining issues in
Yup’ik.

4.3 Scoping Comments Analysis

URS will implement its proprietary Comment Analysis System (CASy) to store, code, and analyze
comments developed during the Scoping and Draft EIS phases of the project. CASy is an (internal) web-
based comment tracking tool which allows the EIS Team to manage a large volume of comments.
Comments can be imported from emails, database files or spreadsheets and through online comment
forms. URS can also manually enter comments through a data entry form. This system will be hosted on a
URS server and accessed only by the comment coding team and database managers.

Public comments submitted via email, fax, hardcopy, and at public meetings will be entered as PDFs and
tracked in the CASy system. Our project website will offer methods for submitting electronic comments
and these are directed into the URS comment database system. Our web based internal CASy tracks each
public submission and categorizes substantive comments based on the major issue or issues. URS will
create comment categories for the EIS that are specific to anticipated project issues and concerns. Each
unique individual submission is then reviewed and coded into issue categories. Multiple comments
making a similar point are then clustered into a succinct summary Statement of Concern (related to EIS
topics, impacts categories, and/or alternatives). The Statements of Concern have been found to be very
useful to clients in understanding and addressing comments submitted on EIS documents, particularly
when thousands of individual comments can be distilled into several dozen Statements of Concern.

URS is able to run numerous reports from the CASy database, extracting information varying from
overall summary statistics to tracking the classification of individual submissions. Output from the
database summarizes Statements of Concern as the basis for identifying and responding to issues in the
EIS analysis.

4.4 Scoping Report

The Scoping Report summarizes the issues, opportunities, challenges, and concerns of the public as
provided during the Scoping Period and the Scoping meetings. These concerns are integrated into the
preparation of the Draft EIS. The Scoping Report is a public document and will be posted to the website.
In addition, a project newsletter will be mailed out after the Scoping Period to provide an overview of the
comments received and to invite interested stakeholders to read the full report on the website or to request
a copy. The Scoping report will also be included as an appendix in the Draft EIS.
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The Scoping Report will include the results of the detailed scoping comment analysis as well as
appendices containing materials and documents such as the Notice of Intent, sign-in sheets, the
presentation, and summarized comments or Statements of Concern. Copies of original written
correspondence, telephone records, emails, comment sheets, and other correspondence generated to
support public involvement will become part of the report. Originals, as available, will be kept in the
Administrative Record. The Scoping Report outline is included as Appendix B of this PIP.

4.5 Production and Quality of Deliverables

The intent of the project templates, such as the style guide format, memos, design sheet format, and report
graphics, is to provide the framework for consistent products and to minimize the efforts of reformatting
information in documents developed by multiple team members.
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5.0 PUBLIC MEETINGS AND ANILCA 810
HEARINGS ON THE DRAFT EIS

5.1 Public Meeting Locations and Estimated Dates

Public meetings will be held upon completion and distribution of the Draft EIS. The meetings will occur
in the same communities that participated in Scoping Meetings. The meeting dates will be arranged in
consultation with local leaders and with consideration of local seasonal schedules.

The public notice strategy for the public meetings will follow the plan described in Section 3.0.
Informal outreach calls and other informal meetings or presentations will occur as described in Section
3.0.

5.2 Public Meeting Format and Preparation

The public meetings for the Draft EIS will combine an open house with a brief, formal presentation,
followed by a public comment opportunity. Yup’ik language translators will be retained for the
communities where this is appropriate, based on consultation with host village leaders.

The meeting format will include:
e Setup at public meeting location
o Tribal consultation meetings, if applicable, to be led separately by the Corps
e Break
o Informal open house period (30 minutes)
o Presentation summarizing the Draft EIS (1 hour)
e Additional questions and comments by residents (60 minutes)

The EIS Team will prepare materials for the meetings, including a PowerPoint presentation that provides
an overview of the Draft EIS purpose and need, alternatives, affected environment, and findings about
environmental impacts. The EIS Team will provide sign-in sheets, comment forms, name tags, and up to
eight 20 by 30 inch display boards. Information on project display boards may include the following:

e Overview of the Draft EIS, including alternatives, including maps and figures,
e Simple diagram of the EIS Milestones and schedule,
e Information on how to provide comments.

The same project information will be presented at all public meetings. A court reporter will be retained to
record public comments at all scheduled public meetings and provide transcripts for the administrative
record. Public comments will be accepted via the project website, through testimony at a public hearing,
fax, regular mail, website comment form, or email throughout the review period on the Draft EIS.

The EIS Team will take responsibility for meeting planning and logistics. Consultation with host village
leaders well in advance will insure that appropriate meeting dates are selected, and provide guidance on
meeting rooms, potential translators, and other local arrangements. Other support tasks include setting up
the meeting room, staffing the sign-in table, facilitation, documenting comments, and clean up.
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53 Transcription of Oral Comments

A court reporter will be provided for each public hearing and a transcript of oral comments will be
included in the Administrative Record. For the public meetings on the Draft EIS, comments will be
summarized in the Comment Analysis Report (CAR).

5.4 Public Meeting Comment Analysis Report

Comments can be submitted by the public and agency stakeholders as verbal comments at meetings,
written on the mail-in comment forms, or typed and emailed through the website address. Comment
forms will be available at public meetings and can be included with newsletters. The comment form has
space so that the respondent can request that his/her name and address be added to the project mailing list.
The comment form will also be made available through the project website.

After the public review period for the Draft EIS, the EIS Team will compile, analyze, and summarize all
written and oral comments received into a CAR. Comments will be categorized, organized, and tracked
the CASy system. The EIS Team will draft preliminary responses to the comments for review by the
Corps. The EIS Team will meet with Corps and cooperating agencies to discuss the public and agency
comments, agency review comments, and incorporate responses into the Preliminary Final EIS. The
Corps and the cooperating agencies will review all comments received, and determine the major issues
that must be addressed before the Final EIS is released.

5.5 ANILCA 810 Hearing Format and Preparation (if required)

If the analysis of alternatives finds that the proposed action may “significantly restrict subsistence uses,”
then an Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) Section 810 hearing would be held
in the affected area. These meetings would be held in conjunction with, but separate from, the Draft EIS
meeting. Consultation with Alaska Native tribes and communities would focus on access for traditional
use, protection and mitigation of impacts to traditional cultural and subsistence resources, and
preservation and management of important cultural places and subsistence uses. After consultation, the
final determination by the appropriate federal land manager would consider three factors: whether the
action is necessary, if it involves a “minimum amount of public land,” and whether reasonable steps are
proposed to minimize adverse impacts. Public meetings would be held in the potentially affected
communities. Notice of these meetings will be provided in the Federal Register and by way of the local
media. A court reporter will be provided for each hearing and a transcript of oral comments will be
included in the Administrative Record.

5.6 Agency Work Session

As major issues are identified from comments received on the Draft EIS, the EIS Team will hold a work
session with the Corps and cooperating agencies to review comments and facilitate accurate incorporation
of comments and responses into the Preliminary Final EIS.
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6.0 Monitoring Effectiveness

The PIP is a dynamic document that will be updated under consultation with the Corps and cooperating
agencies as needed throughout the course of the project. Public outreach strategies will be adapted
throughout the EIS based on feedback and emerging opportunities

6.1 Monitoring Effectiveness
The goals of the public EIS process to inform and solicit input will be monitored to ensure that:

e information regarding the project is being disseminated in an understandable and culturally
appropriate manner;

o interested stakeholders have an appropriate opportunity to provide input;

e the public’s concerns and questions are being considered by the Corps and the cooperating
agencies; and that

e issues, opportunities, and challenges are being addressed during the EIS process.

The EIS Team will monitor and report to the Corps and cooperating agencies regarding the effectiveness
of the PIP through documentation of public communication. Following the Scoping phase, a lessons-
learned session will be convened to identify changes for the public outreach during the review of the
Draft EIS. Feedback from the public and cooperating agencies provides another tool for assessing the PIP.

For each project mailing, the EIS Team will track the number of pieces mailed, how many calls or
comment sheets were returned in the period following the mailing, and the number of people in
attendance at public meetings. The EIS Team will adapt presentation materials to respond to feedback.
Through engagement with interested stakeholders throughout the process, in particular during Scoping
Meetings and Public Meetings on the Draft EIS, the EIS Team will evaluate whether the public
understands the process, whether the public is actively contributing in an informative and supportive
environment, and how the PIP should be adapted accordingly.

6.2 Implementation of Quality Assurance and the Budget Plan

URS employs several management tools to insure quality and compliance with budget and schedule terms
of the project contract. Under the URS Quality Management System, all project deliverables are subject
to multiple reviews prior to submission. Project accomplishment is internally audited on a regular basis.

The URS EnterpriseOne accounting system provides fully interactive real time information for the URS
Project Manager to track costs and task completion. The URS Project Manager is responsible for insuring
adherence to budget and schedule requirements for the public involvement tasks. The status of effort on
public involvement tasks will be included in the monthly URS Progress Reports provided to the Corps.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, ALASKA
P.O. BOX 6898
JBER, ALASKA 99506-0898

SEP 2 4 202

District Commander

Phillip K. Peter, Sr., President
Akiachak Native Community
P.O. Box 51070

Akiachak. Alaska 99551

Dear President Peter:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Alaska District, in cooperation with the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and Alaska
Department of Natural Resources (ADNR), is participating in the development of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) for the proposed Donlin Mine Project (Project). The proposed Project would be located in
Western Alaska, approximately 10 miles from the Village of Crooked Creek.

Infrastructure plans call for the following: two ports on the Kuskokwim River; a 312-mile
long, 14-inch diameter natural gas pipeline from Cook Inlet to the north of Crooked Creek:
navigation and a pipeline crossing of the Kuskokwim River; diesel storage at Dutch Harbor and
Bethel; a 30-mile long road; a Hercules/C-130-capable airstrip; a man-camp; power generation
(157-megawatts, equivalent to a city the size of Fairbanks); an open mine pit that would be
2.5 miles long by 0.75-miles wide by 1,800 feet deep; and, a tailings impoundment/waste
treatment facility which would be 1.5 miles long by 1.0 mile wide. The proposed mine and all
related facilities would have a total footprint of 16,300 acres. The project applicant/proponent,
Donlin Gold, predicts that the mine would mill 59,000 short tons of ore per day to obtain 1.3
million ounces of gold per year over a 27.5-year mine operational life (37.5 years total including 5
years of construction time and another 5 years of reclamation time). Please see the enclosed map
of the proposed Project area.

USACE, as the designated lead Federal agency, has the overall responsibility for both the EIS
process and government-to-government coordination with tribes that may be impacted by the
proposed Project. Please see enclosed Tribal Consultation Plan for the Development of the Donlin
Mine EIS. USACE invites you to an informational teleconference for tribes so that we may begin
discussing the scope and nature of the proposed Project and to begin a dialogue with tribes. The
teleconference for tribes will be held on Tuesday, October 30, 2012, beginning at 10:00 a.m.
Please call toll-free number 1-877-873-8018; access code: 6782231; and security code: 1234
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Tribes may have several avenues by which they may be able to participate: on a government-
to-government basis; as a Cooperating Agency; as stakeholders; and/or, through the public process
as private citizens. Tribes may become Cooperating Agencies in the EIS process if they have
special expertise with respect to environmental, social, and/or economic impacts associated with
the proposed action. Cooperating Agencies have the responsibility to assist the lead agency by
providing information and environmental analyses, reviewing direct, indirect, and cumulative
effects, suggesting mitigation measures for adverse effects; and making staff available to enhance
the lead agency's interdisciplinary capabilities. If your tribe is considering requesting Cooperating
Agency status, please be aware that being a Cooperating Agency entails a considerable
commitment of both tribal staff time and resources, including participating in biweekly meetings,
multiday meetings, and providing comments within scheduled timeframes. The lead agency does
not provide funds for Cooperating Agencies to participate, therefore, any tribe considering
Cooperating Agency status is responsible for providing their own resources and funding to
participate in the process.

Please consider this letter our notification of proposed Department of Defense (DoD) activity
under the DoD American Indian and Alaska Native Policy. A copy of the Policy can be found
online at https://www.denix.osd.mil/na/Policy.cfm under the section entitled “DoD Policies,” or if
you prefer a hard copy please contact Ms, Amanda Shearer at the number listed below. Please
advise me in writing by completing the enclosed Consultation Questionnaire if you wish to enter
into government-to-government consultation with USACE regarding a protected tribal right or
resource that may be affected by this activity, or if your tribe has an interest in Cooperating
Agency status throughout the NEPA review process. A stamped/addressed envelope has been
provided for return of the Consultation Questionnaire. A copy of this letter is also being sent to
your Tribal Administrator.

If you have any questions regarding the project, please contact Mr. Don Kuhle, Project
Manager, at telephone number (907) 753-2780: toll free from within Alaska at (800) 478-2712, by
email at Don.P.Kuhle@usace.army.mil or by mail at the address above, ATTN: CEPOA-RD.
Please contact Ms. Amanda Shearer, Tribal Liaison, at (907) 753-5674 or by e-mail at
Amanda.M.Shearer@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

~[( st

Christopher D. Lestochi
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Enclosures
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Alaska District
Tribal Coordination Plan for the development of the
Donlin Mine Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Alaska District, is the lead permitting
federal agency for the purposes of complying with the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) for the proposed Donlin Mine project (Project). The proposed Project would
be located in Western Alaska, approximately 10 miles from the Village of Crooked
Creck. Infrastructure plans call for the following: two ports on the Kuskokwim River; a
312-mile long, 14-inch diameter natural gas pipeline from Cook Inlet to the north of
Crooked Creek; navigation and a pipeline crossing of the Kuskokwim River; diesel
storage at Dutch Harbor and Bethel; a 30-mile long road; a Hercules/C-130-capable
airstrip; a man-camp; power generation (157-megawatts, equivalent to a city the size of
Fairbanks); an open mine pit that would be 2.5 miles long by 0.75-miles wide by 1,800
feet deep; and, a tailings impoundment/waste treatment facility which would be 1.5 miles
long by 1.0 mile wide. The proposed mine and all related facilities would have a total
footprint of 16,300 acres. The project applicant/proponent, Donlin Gold, predicts that the
mine would mill 59,000 short tons of ore per day to obtain 1.3 million ounces of gold per
year over a 27.5-year mine operational life (37.5 years total including S years of
construction time and another 5 years of reclamation time).

Federal agencies are charged with engaging in regular and meaningful consultation and
collaboration with tribal officials in the development of federal policies that have tribal
implications pursuant to Executive Order 13175 on Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments (November 6, 2000) and the Presidential Memorandum
regarding Tribal Consultation (November 5, 2009). As the lead federal agency for the
development of the Donlin Mine Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), USACE is
responsible for government-to-government consultation and coordination with federally
recognized tribes that may be impacted by the proposed Project’.

The government-to-government consultation process for the proposed Donlin Mine
project is designed to provide federally recognized tribes in Alaska that may potentially
be impacted by the proposed project with opportunities for meaningful participation in
the federal permitting process. Tribes and other Alaska Native stakeholders will have
several opportunities throughout the environmental review process to participate and
provide input. Formalized government-to-government consultation may take place with
those federally recognized tribes that provide a written response detailing the specific
tribal rights and/or resources that the proposed project may potentially impact. This plan
outlines USACE’s approach to conducting tribal coordination and consultation for the
Project.

" USACE follows the Department of Defense (DoD) American Indian and Alaska Native Policy
and DoD Alaska Guidance for developing and maintaining government-to-government
relationships with federally recognized tribes. The Policy can be found online at
https://www.denix.osd.mil/na/Policy.cfm under the section entitled *DoD Policies.™
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Initiating the Government-to-Government Relationship

USACE will notify and invite tribes into government-to-government consultation early in
the process. The consultation process will be coordinated with the NEPA scoping effort
and may continue past the review phase of the project; but, to the extent possible, the
results of tribal consultation will be reported in the EIS.

USACE has developed a list of federally recognized tribes that could be potentially
impacted by the proposed project. At this time and for the purposes of this plan, the list
includes 66 tribes (see page 4). An initial letter will be sent to the tribes on the list,
including basic project information, how tribes may participate in the development of the
EIS and an invitation to formal consultation. It is expected that not all tribes will request
formal consultation, but that they may participate in informal consultation throughout the
project review. Informal consultation will consist of the two-way sharing of information
through mailings, teleconferences, and regional meetings with tribes during the NEPA
process that are held separate from the public meetings. The consultation questionnaire
included with the letter will request that each tribe appoint an individual to represent
them in government-to-government correspondence. The initial mailing will be followed
by telephone calls and/or electronic mail/fax to ensure the letter was received.

USACE may add to the original list of tribes if it is determined that the project has the
potential to impact the tribal rights and/or resources of additional tribes. USACE would
base such a determination on an evaluation of information provided by the interested
tribes regarding potential project-related impact. Some types of resources that may be
impacted include:

I. Subsistence’ — impacts either from construction and operation of the project or
the project-related infrastructure. These impacts can be of several types:
Direct impact on traditional subsistence use areas
Disruption of access to traditional subsistence use arcas
¢. Introduction of other hunters or anglers to areas which can substantially
reduce the subsistence harvest
d. Temporary or permanent changes in migration patterns of subsistence
species
2. Archaeological sites
3. Traditional cultural properties

=28

* DoD American Indian and Alaska Native Policy states that * ...individual rural residents of Alaska,
mcluding both Natives and non-Natives, generally have a right to engage in non-wasteful subsistence uses
of fish, wildlife, and other wild, renewable resources on public lands in Alaska, While this right is not a
tribal right per se, installations nonetheless may find it both convenient and beneficial to consult with the
appropriate Alaska Native entity whenever proposed DoD action may have the potential to adversely affect
the subsistence activities of several members of the small village or tribe (page 2)."
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Record Keeping

A record of the consultation process will be maintained. Information received from tribes
in meetings or through written submission will be reviewed and considered. Telephone
conversations with tribes will be summarized, dated, and added to the administrative
record. Sensitive material specifically protected by law, such as information from the
tribal consultation concerning the location, character, or ownership of a historic property,
will be restricted from public access.

Schedule

USACE will confer with the relevant tribes regarding consultation meetings to determine
the appropriate location, timing, transportation logistics, and possible language
translation needs.

Estimated dates for the following list of meetings and action items will be determined as
the proposed Donlin Mine EIS develops. The following milestones and opportunities for
meaningful participation by tribal governments will be provided during the EIS process:

Notification and invitation to consultation letter sent to potentially impacted tribes
Informational teleconferences for tribes at project milestones or as needed
Informal consultation meetings with tribes throughout the NEPA process, which
will be separate from the public meetings

¢ Formal one-on-one consultation with tribes whom request formalized

government-to-government throughout the NEPA process

NEPA Scoping meetings

Publishing of the Draft EIS

Draft EIS comment meetings

Publishing of the Final EIS
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Alaska Native Tribes Identified for Tribal Coordination

Calista Region

Akiachak Native Community
Akiak Native Community
Village of Alakanuk

Yupiit of Andreafski

Village of Aniak

Village of Atmautluak
Orutsaramuit Native Village (aka
Bethel)

Village of Bill Moore’s Slough
Village of Chefornak

Chevak Native Village

Native Village of Chuathbaluk
Chuloonawick Native Village
Village of Crooked Creek
Native Village of Eek
Emmonak Village

Native Village of Georgetown
Native Village of Goodnews Bay
Native Village of Hamilton
Native Village of Hooper Bay
Village of Kalskag

Village of Lower Kalskag
Kasigluk Traditional Elders Council
Native Village of Kipnuk
Native Village of Kongiganak
Village of Kotlik

Organized Village of Kwethluk
Native Village of Kwigillingok
Lime Village

Native Village of Marshall (aka
Fortuna Ledge)

Native Village of Mckoryuk
Asa’carsarmiut Tribe

Native Village of Napaimute
Native Village of Napakiak
Native Village of Napaskiak
Newtok Village

Native Village of Nightmute

— Native Village of Nunam Iqua

— Native Village of Nunapitchuk

— Village of Ohogamiut

— Oscarville Traditional Village

-~ Native Village of Paimiut

— Pilot Station Traditional Village

— Native Village of Pitka’s Point

— Platinum Traditional Village

— Native Village of Kwinhagak (aka
Quinhagak)

—~ Village of Red Devil

— Iqurmuit Traditional Council

—~ Algaaciq Native Village (St. Mary’s)

— Native Village of Scammon Bay

— Village of Sleetmute

— Village of Stony River

— Nunakauyarmiut Tribe

—~ Tuluksak Native Community

— Native Village of Tuntutuliak

— Native Village of Tununak

—  Umkumiut Native Village

Doyon Region

— Anvik Village

— Organized Village of Grayling
— Holy Cross Village

— McGrath Native Village

— Nikolai Village

— Shageluk Native Village

— Takotna Village

— Telida Village

Cook Inlet Region
— Knik Village
—~ Native Village of Tyonek
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CONSULTATION QUESTIONNAIRE
AKkiachak Native Community
Project: Development of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Donlin Mine

Please check the appropriate response(s) describing the level of involvement your Tribe
prefers regarding the development of the EIS for the proposed Donlin Mine:

[0 There are or may be issues of concern associated with the preparation of the EIS
or the proposed project and we request further consultation on a government-to-
government basis regarding the following tribal rights or resources:

O  Weare interested in potentially participating as a Cooperating Agency. We can
provide special expertise regarding the following environmental,
social, and/or economic impacts:

O We want to continue to receive project information by mail and participate in the
EIS public involvement process as a stakeholder.

[0 We have no interests associated with the preparation of an EIS or the proposed
project at this time.

NOTE: Please use the back of this form or additional sheets to make further comments.

Phillip K. Peter, Sr., or current tribal leader, designates the following person as a
tribal point of contact for this proposed project:

Name and Title:

E-mail;

Phone;

Signed by Tribal Leader: Date:

Please return completed forms using the enclosed stamped/addressed envelope. A
response would be appreciated by October 30, 2012.

You may also scan and e-mail this form to: Don.P.Kuhle(@usace.army.mil
If you have any questions regarding the project, please contact Mr. Don Kuhle, Project

Manager, at (907) 753-2780 or toll-free in Alaska at (800) 478-2712; or, Ms. Amanda
Shearer, Tribal Liaison, at (907) 753-5674 ¢-mail Amanda.M.Shearer(@usace.army.mil.
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5.0 SUPPLEMENTAL OUTREACH

Supplemental Outreach refers to the ongoing educational efforts undertaken by the Corps in the 27-month
period between the end of Scoping meetings in March 2013 and the beginning of the Draft EIS public
meetings in August 2015. The objectives of the supplemental outreach are to maintain and broaden
awareness of the Donlin Gold EIS while providing smaller and more frequent increments of information
about the EIS development. Outreach is a two-way street, both offering information and continuing to
invite input, information, and concerns from residents of the project area. With this give and take, the
supplemental outreach effort is intended to lay the groundwork for a successful public review of the large
and complex Draft EIS.

During this time it is important that the public stay engaged in the process, and the EIS team will do this
by soliciting opportunities for the Corps to discuss project progress with key stakeholders including
villages, regional organizations, subsistence organizations, Alaska Native Corporations with lands in the
project area, and industry groups. URS will continue to provide meeting logistics and prepare the content
of Corps presentations. These meetings range from full-hour presentations to 10-minute briefings.

Documentation of input from the supplemental outreach presentation includes written issues summaries
for each meeting. The presentations and the issues summaries are posted to the EIS Project website at:
http://donlingoldeis.com/ScopingMeetingsSummaries.aspx. In addition, as noted above any comments
received by the Corps during the interim will be captured in the Scoping Report Addendum.

5.1 Supplemental Outreach Meetings and Presentations through 2014

To date, the following meetings have been attended and summaries of these meetings are posted on the
project website:

2013 2014
e Scoping Meetings: January — March e Western Interior RAC, February 26
e Kuskokwim Area Fisheries Interagency e Tanana Chiefs Conference (TCC) McGrath
Meeting, March 19 Subregional Meeting, March 9
e Orutsararmiut Native Council (ONC) e Southcentral RAC, March 11

Environmental Summit Meeting, May 22 o Alaska Native Village CEO Association

e Sleetmute Traditional Council meeting, (ANVCA) Annual Conference April 2

July 24 o Lower Kalskag Annual Tribal meeting,
o Association of Village Council Presidents June 18
(AVCP) Annual Meeting, September 10

o Crooked Creek public meeting, June 27
¢ Yukon-Kuskokwim Delta Federal Subsistence . .
Regional Advisory Council (RAC), October 8 * KYUKRadio interview, July 2014

« Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) Rural e Georgetown Annual Tribal meeting, July 19
Providers Conference, December 3 e Crooked Creek Annual Tribal Meeting,

o KYUK Radio interviews and call-in programs, August 19
March 2013, May 2013, September 2013, e Yupiit Nation Annual Meeting, August 22

November 2013 .
o Fall RAC Meetings — YK Delta; Southcentral;
Western Interior
o BIA Rural Providers Conference, early
December
Supplemental Public Involvement Plan Page 11
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