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5.0 MITIGATION 

5.1 INTRODUCTION 
The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) serves in part to inform the public and review agencies 
of mitigation measures, project elements, or other environmental protections that are included to 
reduce or avoid impacts. This chapter provides an overview of mitigation; describes avoidance 
and minimization measures incorporated as a component of a proposed project, or as a measure 
being considered in the course of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review conducted 
to support agency decision-making processes; and summarizes avoidance, minimization, and 
compensatory mitigation under the Clean Water Act (CWA). 

5.1.1 Overview of Mitigation 
NEPA requires federal agencies to consider appropriate mitigation measures to avoid, minimize, 
rectify, reduce, or eliminate, and/or compensate for specific impacts (Council on Environmental 
Quality [CEQ] 1981; CEQ 2011). Consideration of project mitigation is a continuous process 
through completion of the EIS and Record of Decision (ROD). This includes efforts made as part 
of the project design or standard procedures; best management practices (BMPs), industry 
standards, or standard permit requirements; and assessment of measures recommended for 
consideration during the NEPA process. 
Additionally, the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), pursuant to Section 404 of the CWA, 
has very specific requirements for mitigation, including a sequence of: 1) impact avoidance; 
2) minimization; and 3) compensatory mitigation for unavoidable impacts under their jurisdiction,
as determined on a case-by-case basis. USACE and the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
signed a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) in June 2018 (USACE and EPA 2018) that provides
guidance on flexibility of Section 404 of the CWA mitigation requirements in the state of Alaska.
The MOA sets forth the flexibility in existing CWA regulations and approaches that can be
employed in Alaska due to its abundance of wetlands and unique circumstance involved with
Section 404 of the CWA permitting in the state. Pursuant to 33 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR]
Part 320.4(r)(2), all compensatory mitigation required by USACE will be for significant resource
losses that are specifically identifiable, reasonably likely to occur, and of importance to the human
or aquatic environment. In addition, mitigation will be directly related to the impacts of the
proposal, appropriate to the scope and degree of those impacts, and reasonably enforceable.
Mitigation measures are also developed through other processes, such as consultation under 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), permit authorization by other 
federal and state agencies, and monitoring and adaptive management associated with specific 
permit requirements. 

5.1.2 Definitions and Process 
General descriptions of the key terms used in this chapter are provided in Table 5-1. 

5.2 AVOIDANCE AND MINIMIZATION MEASURES UNDER NEPA 
This section describes avoidance and minimization measures that would be incorporated as an 
integral component of the proposed project, and additional measures identified or recommended 
during the NEPA process that have been compiled and would be considered by USACE and 
cooperating agencies as part of their permit decisions to further minimize project impacts. 
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Table 5-1: Terminology Used in the EIS 

Term Description 

Mitigation Measures that avoid, minimize, rectify, reduce over time, or compensate for specific impacts of 
a proposed action, as outlined in 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 1508.20. 

Applicant’s 
Proposed 
Avoidance and 
Minimization 

Impact-reducing actions or designs that an applicant has committed to as part of their 
proposed project. Commonly referred to as avoidance and minimization or design features. 
These measures would be implemented by Pebble Limited Partnership (PLP) as integral 
components of the proposed project design. 

Best Management 
Practices and 
Industry Standards 

Best management practices (BMPs) and industry standards are predictable actions necessary 
to comply with regulations and standard permit requirements that are designed to reduce 
impacts to the environment. These are typically reflected in the applicant’s design, and are 
analyzed as part of the proposed project. For example, the Construction General Stormwater 
Permit for Storm Water Discharges for Large and Small Construction Activities (2016 CGP, 
AKR100000) would require a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

Additional 
Mitigation for Post-
NEPA Agency 
Consideration 

Relevant and reasonable measures (not already included in the proposed project) that could 
prevent or minimize damage to the human environment.1 Note: These measures are not 
considered part of the proposed project, and are not considered in the impact assessments in 
Chapter 4, Environmental Consequences. Special conditions are added to Department of the 
Army permits when such conditions are necessary to satisfy legal requirements or to otherwise 
satisfy the public interest requirement. Permit conditions will be directly related to the impacts of 
the proposal, appropriate to the scope and degree of those impacts, and reasonably enforceable. 
The decision document prepared following completion of the EIS will identify those mitigation 
measures that the federal agencies are adopting and committing to implement (CEQ 2011). 

Compensating for 
Unavoidable 
Impacts 

Compensating for an impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or environments is 
one way an agency can use mitigation to reduce environmental impacts associated with 
proposed projects (40 CFR Part 1508.20; CEQ 2011). Compensatory mitigation may be required 
under the CWA for impacts to waters of the US (WOUS) that cannot be avoided or minimized. 
Compensatory mitigation requirements are identified in the ROD based on the Final EIS. 

Monitoring and 
Adaptive 
Management 

Through monitoring, appropriate data are collected to assess predicted project impacts and the 
effectiveness of mitigation after initial and ongoing implementation. Mitigation that is not proving 
to be effective can be adapted. Adaptive management is often defined as "a structured, iterative 
process of robust decision-making in the face of uncertainty, with an aim of reducing uncertainty 
over time via system monitoring." Mitigation monitoring can incorporate elements of adaptive 
management if monitoring results indicate a basis for changes to a mitigation program. 

1 Human environment is defined by NEPA Regulations (40 CFR Part 1508.14) as the natural and physical environment and the 
relationship of people with that environment. 

5.2.1 Best Management Practices, Industry Standards, and Standard Permit 
Requirements 

Numerous state, federal, and local government permits and approvals are required before 
development and operation of a mining project in Alaska can begin. Appendix E describes the 
relevant permits and regulatory requirements for the Pebble Project. These permitting processes 
and regulatory requirements are established to ensure that projects are designed, operated, and 
reclaimed in a manner consistent with applicable laws and regulations. Standard BMPs, agency 
permit requirements, and industry standards applicable to the project are a form of mitigation, and 
were considered when assessing the impacts of the project on the resources, as described in 
Chapter 4, Environmental Consequences. 

5.2.1.1 Permitting for Large Mine Projects in Alaska 
Many of the permits required for approval of the Pebble Project are under the jurisdiction of the 
State of Alaska (see Appendix E). To coordinate state agency permitting and integrate federal and 
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local permitting for large mining projects, the State of Alaska has developed a Large Mine Permitting 
Team (LMPT) process. The LMPT is an interagency group of regulatory experts that works 
cooperatively with large mine applicants and operators, federal resource agencies, and the Alaska 
public to ensure that projects are designed, operated, and reclaimed in a manner consistent with 
state laws and regulations. The goal of the LMPT process is to coordinate the sequencing and 
intergovernmental review of the numerous permits required of a large, complex hard rock mine; 
particularly, the Alaska Department of Natural Resources (ADNR), Alaska Department of 
Environmental Conservation (ADEC), and the Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G). The 
following is a summary of the general process the state follows (ADNR 2018h). 
Pre-Application—One of the first tasks for the LMPT is to work with the potential applicant to 
ensure the pending permitting process and regulatory requirements are understood; that 
appropriate baseline environmental data are collected; to define application information 
requirements; and develop a realistic schedule (Note: PLP is currently in the pre-application step). 
Permit Application—The applicant submits an application package, typically consisting of the Plan 
of Operations, Reclamation Plan, Waste Management Plan, reclamation and closure cost estimates, 
associated monitoring and management plans, and baseline study reports. The LMPT reviews the 
package to make sure that all the necessary information for a complete review is included. 
Review and Analysis—The LMPT collaboratively reviews the proposed plans and supporting 
documents to inform their respective agencies’ permitting decisions and ensure that the project 
design complies with all applicable state laws and regulations. 
Issues Resolution—The LMPT works with the applicant to resolve issues, usually resulting in 
modifications to the project design, operations, and monitoring plans. 
Public Notice and Permit Issuance—Draft Plan of Operations Approval, the Reclamation Plan 
Approval, the Integrated Waste Management Permit, and financial assurance costs are posted 
for public review, together with final proposed plans and supporting documents from the applicant. 
Public comments are reviewed by the LMPT, and incorporated, as appropriate, into final agency 
approvals, which are then posted on the ADNR Large Mine Project website. 
Post-Permit Issuance—Once the permits are issued and construction and operations begin, the 
LMPT is actively involved in permit maintenance, site inspections, and compliance monitoring. 
Reclamation and Final Closure—The LMPT ensures that reclamation and closure objectives 
are met, including long-term environmental management, and that financial assurances are in 
place to provide for an orderly and stable closure. 
ADNR, ADEC, and ADF&G each have regulatory authority to condition their respective 
authorizations, if issued and as necessary, to ensure that the approved activities comply with 
applicable state laws. Permit conditions (also referred to as “stipulations”) are legally binding for 
the applicant and enforceable by the issuing agency. Additional information on the state’s 
regulatory framework for large mine projects in Alaska is included in Appendix E. 

5.2.1.2 Best Management Practices 
Pebble Limited Partnership (PLP) would follow BMPs, industry standards, and standard permit 
requirements that are designed to reduce impacts to the environment. A list of standard BMPs, 
permit requirements, and/or industry standards that would likely be required for the Pebble Project 
is provided below. This is not intended to be a complete list; rather, it reflects the most predictable 
actions for this type of project that would be necessary to comply with regulations, and standard 
permit requirements designed to reduce impacts to the environment. Many of these are also 
captured in PLP’s proposed mitigation measures, which are discussed in the following section. 
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• Using secondary containment for the storage of all fuel and hazardous chemicals during 
all phases of the proposed project to prevent potential releases from fuel handling, tank 
failures, or contaminated stormwater from reaching the aquatic environment. 

• Designing stream crossings (culverts and bridges) to be appropriately sized to 
maintain hydrology and not block movement of aquatic life. 

• Implementing Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs) and Erosion and 
Sediment Control Plans (ESCPs), and following industry standard BMPs for sediment 
and erosion control. 

• Developing and maintaining Oil Discharge Prevention and Contingency Plans 
(ODPCPs); Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure (SPCC) Plans; and Facility 
Response Plans (FRPs). 

• Using BMPs, such as revegetation planning, watering, and using dust suppressants 
to control fugitive dust. 

• Complying with ADNR Dam Safety requirements through certificates of approval to 
construct and operate dams, following ADSP guidelines for seismic and hydrologic 
analysis through final design, preparation of Emergency Action Plans, completion of a 
Failure Modes Effects Analysis, and meeting requirements for construction Quality 
Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC), inspections, and closure. 

• Providing the appropriate bonding/financial assurance required by ADNR and ADEC 
to fund closure activities and post-closure monitoring and embankment inspections, 
and comply with other ADNR mine reclamation and closure requirements. 

• Complying with ADNR Temporary Water Use Authorization conditions for water 
withdrawal, such as screening requirements to avoid fish entrainment or injury; 
establishing water withdrawal rates and volumes, and as appropriate, timing water 
withdrawal to avoid impacts to fish migration, spawning, and incubating eggs. 

• Monitoring water withdrawals to ensure that permitted limits are not exceeded. 
• Verifying that project vessels are equipped with proper emergency towing equipment 

in accordance with 18 Alaska Administrative Code (AAC) 75.027(f). 
• Applying industry-standard BMPs relating to invasive species prevention and 

management. 
• Complying with provisions and standard permit conditions of EPA’s Vessel General 

Permit for Discharges Incidental to the Normal Operation of Vessels (VGP)1. 
• Developing a Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP) as part of the Section 106 

process, which would define the specific actions for identifying and evaluating historic 
properties and avoiding and minimizing impacts to historic properties, as well as specific 
measures for resolving adverse effects on historic properties. 

• Verifying pipeline integrity with visual and other non-destructive inspections of welds, 
hydrostatic testing, the use of in-line inspection tools (such as intelligent pigging2), and 
aerial inspections. In-line inspection would detect any changes in the pipeline 
geometry, pipe deformation, and estimate any strain in the pipe wall. 

 
1 Vessel Incidental Discharge Act (VIDA) of 2018 legislation extends the 2013 VGP’s provisions, leaving 
them in effect until new regulations are final and enforceable. 
2 Intelligent pigging is an inspection technique whereby an inspection probe, often referred to as a “smart” 
pig, is propelled through a pipeline while gathering data, such as the presence and location of corrosion 
or other irregularities on the inner wall of the pipeline. 
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• Monitoring the tailings storage facility (TSF) seepage collection systems and making 
adjustments in the location of wells, or adding additional wells or other systems if 
seepage is escaping the system. 

• Conducting a detailed tsunami analysis for the port in accordance with current industry 
standards (ASCE 2017a), which would provide site-specific elements of a maximum 
event. These elements would be incorporated into the final port elevation and design. 

• Complying with laws and regulations pertaining to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and 
the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act. 

• Complying with laws and regulations pertaining to the Marine Mammal Protection Act 
(MMPA) and following the requirements of any authorizations issued under the MMPA. 

• Implementing systems for proper screening, acceptance, storage, and transport of 
dangerous cargo. 

5.2.2 Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Incorporated into the 
Project 

The Applicant-proposed measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as provided by PLP, are 
outlined in Table 5-2. Applicant-proposed mitigation measures are measures incorporated into 
the design of the project by PLP to reduce potential impacts on resources. These measures would 
be non-discretionary because they are included in the project design. USACE views these 
elements as part of the project, and considers PLP’s proposed mitigation measures as inherent 
to the proposed project, as well as applicable components of the other action alternatives. To the 
extent possible, these measures, including any potential impacts associated with these measures, 
were considered when assessing the impacts of the project on the resources, as described in 
Chapter 4, Environmental Consequences. Where there is insufficient detail to determine a 
measure’s effectiveness, the measure could not be incorporated into the impact analysis, but 
serves to inform the public of PLP’s commitments. PLP has provided additional detail on various 
applicant-proposed mitigation measures in responses to Requests for Information (RFIs), as cited 
herein. 
Additionally, changes to the Applicant’s proposed project subsequent to the Pebble Project 
Department of the Army Application for Permit POA-2017-271 (PLP 2019a), which have led to 
the identification of the Applicant’s Preferred Alternative in the Final EIS (FEIS) (see Chapter 2, 
Alternatives) and have further reduced project impacts, are summarized in Table 5-3. These 
changes were introduced as a result of agency and/or public comments received during the 
scoping and Draft EIS (DEIS) comment periods, as a result of the analyses presented in the DEIS, 
or as a result of ongoing optimizations of the project by the Applicant to further reduce 
environmental impacts and improve project safety. Engineering design and construction, 
operations, or closure-phase procedures are often preliminary at the time that an EIS is prepared; 
typically, final engineering designs and construction and operations plans are finalized during the 
successive state permitting phase. 
It is important to note that the NEPA process is an informative process and the EIS does not 
identify the mitigation measures that USACE, or any other permitting agency, would select in their 
post-NEPA permit decisions. Design criteria and mitigation measures necessary to comply with 
Section 10 Rivers and Harbors Act and Section 404 CWA regulations, including those necessary 
to address 404(b)(1) guidelines and to ensure that the project is not contrary to the public's 
interest, will be evaluated as part of the ROD and incorporated in the Department of the Army 
permit, if issued. Compliance with the permit would be required, and measures to ensure 
compliance would include monitoring, reporting, and compliance inspections. 
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Table 5-2: Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Incorporated into the Project 

Description of Measure Description of Impact Being 
Mitigated 

Project 
Component(s) 

Project 
Phase(s) 

Primary Resource(s) 
Affected 

PLP has designed the project to minimize impacts to 
wetlands, and with eventual reclamation in mind. At 
closure, wetlands will be restored where practicable. 

Minimize long-term impacts to 
wetlands by restoring wetlands 
functions at closure. 

General Closure Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

Where feasible, mine facilities would be reclaimed in 
such a manner as to create new wetland areas and 
ponds. 

Reclamation of mine facilities would 
minimize long-term losses of wetlands 
and habitat values by restoration of 
some wetland areas. 

General Closure 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

Overburden removed during construction would be 
stockpiled for use in reclamation in compliance with State 
regulations and best practices. As needed, berms built of 
NPAG/Non-ML rock would surround the stockpiles to 
contain the material and increase stability. The berms 
would be shaped and seeded to promote stability and 
prevent erosion and sediment-laden runoff through 
operations. 

Use of native overburden during 
physical reclamation and closure 
helps promote establishment of self-
sustaining native plant communities, 
and would eliminate the need for 
importing soils, thereby minimizing the 
introduction of invasive plant species. 

General Closure Soils; Vegetation 

Cultural resource experts would be retained during 
construction activities, including the offshore construction 
activities, to respond to any potential cultural sites 
identified during construction. PLP would comply with all 
requirements and commitments for timely reporting (and 
site protection) of any discoveries to the appropriate state 
and federal agencies and landowners. 

Use of cultural experts during 
construction would help reduce the 
potential for the loss or destruction of 
cultural resources during construction 
activities through quick identification, 
preservation, and/or curation of 
artifacts. 

General Construction Cultural Resources 

Access agreements with ANCSA Village Corporations 
would include bidding and employment preferences, 
revenue sharing, and other benefits to enhance local 
employment and revenue generation. 

Project use of traditional Native lands 
may impact other uses such as 
subsistence harvesting. Agreements 
with ANCSA corporations provide 
revenue to be distributed to 
shareholders and employment for 
local residents, increasing income in 
affected communities and regionally 
and offsetting potential impacts to the 
subsistence harvest. 

General Construction/
Operations 

Needs and Welfare of the 
People—Socioeconomics; 
Environmental Justice 
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Table 5-2: Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Incorporated into the Project 

Description of Measure Description of Impact Being 
Mitigated 

Project 
Component(s) 

Project 
Phase(s) 

Primary Resource(s) 
Affected 

A draft Restoration Plan has been prepared outlining 
short-term and long-term restoration objectives for 
restoring temporarily impacted areas to a condition that 
resembles the pre-construction condition or that of 
adjacent lands undisturbed by the project (Owl Ridge 
2019a; PLP 2019-RFI 123). Measures PLP proposes to 
implement to meet the restoration goal and objectives 
include: 

• Minimize construction impacts on temporary 
work areas by preserving the native vegetation 
root mass where practical and safe. 

• Use proper soil management techniques, 
including stripping, stockpiling, and reapplying 
topsoil to establish surface conditions that would 
enhance the development of diverse, stable, 
and self-generating native plant communities. 

• Establish stable surface and drainage conditions 
with the use of erosion control measures as 
needed to minimize soil erosion and off-site 
sedimentation. 

• Re-establish terrain elevations that blend with 
the surrounding landscape. 

• Establish a permanent plant cover of native 
shrubs and grasses. 

• Use certified seed (11 AAC 34.075) mixtures as 
suggested in the Alaska revegetation and 
erosion control guides. 

• Clean up trash or other construction debris (e.g., 
flagging, survey lath, plastics). 

• Monitor during and after construction phases to 
ensure the achievement of short- and long-term 
restoration objectives. 

A restoration plan helps ensure that 
habitat loss associated with 
construction activities is temporary 
and that impacted areas are 
appropriately restored to their pre-
construction conditions. 

General Construction 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites; Soils; Vegetation; 
Water and Sediment Quality 
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Table 5-2: Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Incorporated into the Project 

Description of Measure Description of Impact Being 
Mitigated 

Project 
Component(s) 

Project 
Phase(s) 

Primary Resource(s) 
Affected 

A draft RCP has been prepared (SRK 2019d; PLP 2019-
RFI 115) and a final RCP would be developed during 
feasibility design work to support state permitting. The 
RCP would be updated on a regular basis and regular 
site compliance audits would be conducted as required 
by state regulations. The project would fully bond for 
reclamation and closure costs before commencing 
construction and the bonding amounts would be updated 
on a regular basis to address any changes. The final 
RCP would document the plan for long-term closure of 
the site in a stable condition in compliance with all 
applicable closure criteria and regulations; and would 
serve as the basis for the development of the closure 
cost estimate and associated bonding. 

An RCP ensures that state 
reclamation and closure objectives 
are met, including long-term 
environmental management, and that 
financial assurances are in place to 
ensure an orderly and stable closure. 
The RCP and bonding would also 
minimize potential future financial 
effects on the land owner, and reduce 
the likelihood and extent of impacts on 
downstream water and sediment 
quality through long-term contact 
water capture, treatment, and 
discharge. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Land Ownership, 
Management, and Use; 
Health and Safety; Water 
and Sediment Quality; 
Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

Reclamation plans would include clear goals with 
measurable objectives and performance standards, and 
discuss all phases of development to include interim and 
final reclamation. Depending on the phase of 
development during interim or post-operations 
reclamation, data collected may include the following: 

• Ground cover (composition and density), 
including plant cover with percent of desirable 
species and variety of desirable species, 
percent not covered (bare ground), and the 
percent and type of invasive species (see 
conservation measures for invasive species). 

• Streambank and wetland stability. 
• Channel monitoring to determine diversity of 

aquatic species; may be counted by species or 
trophic groups (e.g., forage fish, juvenile, 
nursery, piscivorous). 

• Measurement of erosion control success (e.g., 
evidence of rilling, gullies, rutting, slumping). 

• Evidence of wildlife (e.g., tracks, scat, nests). 
• Photo documentation. 

Avoid impacts to vegetation, wetlands, 
and other aquatic resources resulting 
from erosion and sedimentation due 
to a failure to reestablish ground cover 
in compliance with reclamation 
standards. 

General Closure Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 
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Table 5-2: Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Incorporated into the Project 

Description of Measure Description of Impact Being 
Mitigated 

Project 
Component(s) 

Project 
Phase(s) 

Primary Resource(s) 
Affected 

Reclamation monitoring would be conducted as 
appropriate for all phases of the project.  

Avoid impacts to vegetation, wetlands, 
and other aquatic resources resulting 
from erosion and sedimentation due 
to a failure to reestablish ground cover 
in compliance with reclamation 
standards. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites; Water and 
Sediment Quality; Fish 
Values; Wildlife Values 

The project would establish a local advisory committee to 
facilitate communications and address concerns during 
construction and operations. 

Good communication and 
coordination with residents and local 
service providers help to mitigate 
operational impacts such as road 
traffic and address community safety 
concerns. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Transportation and 
Navigation; Subsistence; 
Environmental Justice 

The project would provide for controlled use of the road 
corridor (and ferry under Alternative 1 and 1a) for local 
residents, improving the supply of goods and reducing 
the cost of importing goods. Controlled use could include 
scheduled convoys for the transport of private vehicles 
and supplies, qualification and limited use authorization 
of third-party vehicles and drivers using the access 
infrastructure, or other similar arrangements. 

Use of the transportation corridor for 
the supply of goods to local 
communities can help reduce the cost 
of living in those areas. General 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Transportation and 
Navigation; Needs and 
Welfare of the People—
Socioeconomics; 
Environmental Justice 

The project would implement workforce development 
programs and training to prepare local residents for 
employment at the project. 

Training programs help local residents 
obtain employment with the project, 
which increases income in the region, 
and also helps to stop out-migration 
and school closures. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Needs and Welfare of the 
People—Socioeconomics; 
Environmental Justice 

The project would have a no hunting, fishing, or gathering 
policy for non-local employees. This would prevent 
additional competition for local resources. 

A policy of no hunting, fishing, or 
gathering for non-local employees 
prevents additional competition for 
local subsistence resources. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Subsistence; Commercial 
and Recreational Fisheries; 
Environmental Justice 

A conceptual FDCP has been prepared to identify project 
design features and BMPs that would be implemented to 
minimize fugitive dust emissions (PLP 2019 – RFI 134). 
Detailed implementation plans would be developed 
based on final project designs and permit conditions and 
the FDCP would be updated, as required, to support 
state permitting. This would include establishing a 

Implementation of the FDCP would 
help minimize potential adverse 
effects to the nearby environment, 
prevent public nuisance from airborne 
dust, and promote a healthy work 
environment for project staff. Within 
the limits of its regulatory authority, 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Air Quality; Water and 
Sediment Quality; Fish 
Values; Soils; Health and 
Safety; Vegetation; 
Wetlands and Other 
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Table 5-2: Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Incorporated into the Project 

Description of Measure Description of Impact Being 
Mitigated 

Project 
Component(s) 

Project 
Phase(s) 

Primary Resource(s) 
Affected 

requirement for the development and implementation of 
an industry standard O&M plan prior to construction that 
would identify specific dust control measures 
implementation triggers, equipment-specific 
requirements, individual responsibilities and contact 
details, training requirements, and other measures. 
The objective of the FDCP is to reduce the potential for 
airborne dust and control fugitive dust emissions from the 
activities associated with the construction, operations, 
and closure of the mine. 

ADEC can require an assessment of 
ambient air quality to verify whether 
fugitive dust is causing or significantly 
contributing to concentrations of 
particulate matter above ambient air 
standards. 

Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

Heavy equipment would be washed to reduce dust that 
collects on the wheels, body, and undercarriage of heavy 
equipment. 

Reduce fugitive dust emissions and 
resultant impacts to air quality. 

General Operations Air Quality; Water and 
Sediment Quality; Fish 
Values; Soils; Health and 
Safety; Vegetation; 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

A Wildlife Interaction Plan would be developed and 
implemented to minimize human-wildlife interactions and 
resolve any potential conflicts. The goal of the plan would 
be to prevent problems resulting from human-wildlife 
interactions to a manageable and acceptable level and to 
ensure that wildlife can continue to thrive in the project 
area. This plan would be managed through an adaptive 
management approach. Wildlife report sightings and 
interactions reported would be used to assess the 
effectiveness of mitigation measures or guide project 
personnel in the establishment of additional mitigation 
measures as required. This plan would describe 
education and training for project personnel and 
contractors, control measures to avoid and minimize 
human-wildlife interactions deterrence and hazing 
procedures for reporting wildlife sightings and 
interactions, and an adaptive management approach. 

Implementation of a Wildlife 
Interaction Plan would help minimize 
human-wildlife conflicts. Incorporation 
of adaptive management would help 
resolve and avoid potential conflicts 
that are identified as the project 
advances. 

General 
Construction 
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; Health and 
Safety 
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Table 5-2: Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Incorporated into the Project 

Description of Measure Description of Impact Being 
Mitigated 

Project 
Component(s) 

Project 
Phase(s) 

Primary Resource(s) 
Affected 

A detailed bear interaction plan designed to minimize 
conflicts between bear and humans would be 
incorporated into the Wildlife Interaction Plan. PLP would 
coordinate with ADF&G on development of this plan. 
At a minimum, the plan would include measures to: 

• Minimize attraction of bears to facility sites 
• Organize layout of buildings and work areas to 

minimize interactions between humans and 
bears 

• Warn personnel of bears near or on facilities 
and the proper actions to take 

• If authorized, deter bears from facility sites 
• Provide contingencies in the event bears do not 

leave the site 
• Provide for the proper storage and disposal of 

food, garbage, or other industrial materials that 
may be attractants to bears 

• Provide for the proper storage and disposal of 
materials that may be toxic to bears; 

• Provide a systematic record of bears on the site 
and in the immediate area 

• Additional measures as developed in 
consultation with ADF&G. 

Avoid attracting bears to project 
facilities, and the resulting habituation 
and hazing or lethal action required to 
manage habituated bears. 

General 
Construction 
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; Health and 
Safety 

Specific wildlife safety mitigation measures and design 
features proposed for the Amakdedori port, transportation 
corridor, and food and garbage management are outlined 
in response to RFI 122 (PLP 2019-RFI 122). Measures 
from RFI 122 would be incorporated into the project’s 
Wildlife Interaction Plan. Examples include: 

Port Wildlife Safety: 
• The port facility would be fenced-in using chain-

link fences and possible electrical fences. The 
road entrance would have a gate, and the fence 
would extend onto the causeway as needed to 

Implementation of measures outlined 
in PLP 2019-RFI 122 would help 
minimize human/wildlife conflicts. 

General 
Construction 
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; Health and 
Safety 
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Table 5-2: Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Incorporated into the Project 
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Project 
Phase(s) 
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Affected 

limit access from the intertidal zone (specific to 
Alternative 1a and Alternative 1). 

• Secure bear-resistant storage would be used for 
handling food and garbage. [Note: see 
commitment for use of bear-proof containers 
below]. 

• Food would be kept inside buildings and only 
permitted inside vehicles for short periods, when 
workers are unable to use the dining facilities. 
Food and garbage would be disposed of in 
dedicated trash containers at each site, and 
routinely emptied to limit buildup of odors that 
could attract wildlife. 

Transportation Corridor Wildlife Safety: 
• Wildlife present on the road would be given the 

right-of-way. Traffic would stop, if necessary, to 
allow the safe passage of wildlife (e.g. a bear or 
moose crossing, or walking along, the road). 

• The maximum speed limit for the road system 
would be set at 35 miles per hour. Speed limits 
would be reduced as required in areas of high 
seasonal wildlife use and at known crossing 
points. Vehicle speeds would be posted along 
the road and all drivers would be monitored 
using mobile GPS fleet tracking technology to 
ensure compliance. 

• As practical, snowbank height during the winter 
would be minimized to increase driver visibility. 

• Any wildlife injuries or mortalities would be 
immediately reported as appropriate. The 
carcasses of any road-killed animals would be 
removed and disposed of in a timely manner so 
that they do not serve as an attractant to bears 
or other wildlife. PLP would coordinate with 
ADF&G on the salvage of fresh, useable game 
species for community food. 
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Project 
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Food and Garbage Management: 
• Feeding and attracting of wildlife by project 

personnel would be prohibited. 
• Food would be kept inside buildings and only 

permitted inside vehicles for short periods, when 
workers are unable to use the dining facilities. 
Food and garbage would be disposed of in 
dedicated trash containers at each site, and 
routinely emptied to limit buildup of odors that 
could attract wildlife. 

• Trash containers inside fenced areas would be 
located away from the fence line to minimize 
wildlife attraction. 

• Any food wastes that could attract wildlife would 
be temporarily stored in enclosed containers, 
and periodically backhauled to the mine site for 
incineration and disposal. 

Bear-proof containers and bear-proof trash receptacles 
would be used for food and garbage. Food would only be 
left inside vehicles or other unsecured locations when 
staff are present and can remove the food source in 
response to wildlife attracted to the food source. 

Avoid attracting bears to project 
facilities, and the resulting habituation 
and hazing or lethal action required to 
manage habituated bears. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; Health and 
Safety 

PLP would consult with ADF&G on additional wildlife 
surveys that may be required prior to construction. 

Minimize impacts to wildlife resulting 
from project activities. 

General Construction Wildlife Values 

Encounters with an occupied brown bear den that has not 
previously identified by ADF&G would be reported to the 
Division of Wildlife Conservation, ADF&G, within 24 
hours. Mobile activities would avoid such discovered 
occupied dens by 0.5 mile unless alternative mitigation 
measures are approved with concurrence from ADF&G. 
Non-mobile facilities would not be required to relocate. 
Before commencement of any activities, PLP would 
consult with ADF&G to identify locations of brown bear 
den sites. Additional surveys may be required pre- and 
post-construction to determine denning areas and 
changes in denning use due to project impacts. 

Minimize impacts to denning brown 
bears resulting from project activities. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; Health and 
Safety 



PEBBLE PROJECT CHAPTER 5: MITIGATION 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

JULY 2020 PAGE | 5-14 

Table 5-2: Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Incorporated into the Project 

Description of Measure Description of Impact Being 
Mitigated 

Project 
Component(s) 
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Mandatory training would be required for mine workers 
on ethical behavior around brown bear populations (e.g., 
strict use of bear safe trash cans; strict prohibition of bear 
feeding and harassing). 

Avoid attracting bears to project 
facilities, and the resulting habituation 
and hazing or lethal action required to 
manage habituated bears. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; Health and 
Safety 

Employees and contractors would be instructed on 
relevant rules and regulations that protect wildlife. See 
the Fish and Wildlife Service webpage on regulations and 
policies (https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-
regulations.php). 

Minimize impacts to avian wildlife 
resulting from project activities. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values 

Specific wildlife awareness training would be required for 
drivers operating in the area. 

Avoid and minimize impacts to 
wildlife. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; Health and 
Safety 

PLP would follow USFWS Land Clearing Timing 
Guidance for Alaska to avoid destruction of active bird 
nests. 
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/pages/nesting-birds-timing-
recommendations-avoid-land-disturbance-vegetation-
clearing 

Minimize impacts to nesting and 
breeding raptors resulting from land 
clearance activities. 

General Construction Wildlife Values 

The project would employ protocols to ensure that 
helicopters and fixed-wing planes do not harass wildlife. 
These protocols, listed below, would remain in place 
throughout construction and the life of the mine. 

• Do not harass or pursue wildlife. 
• Fly 500 feet above ground level or higher when 

possible and safe to do so. 
• When wildlife (especially bears, caribou, moose, 

wolves, raptor nests, flocks of waterfowl, 
seabirds, or marine mammals) are observed, 
avoid flying directly overhead and maximize 
lateral distance. 

Established protocols for operators of 
helicopters and fixed-wing planes 
being used for the project would 
minimize disturbance to wildlife. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; 
Subsistence 

Appropriate flight restrictions (e.g., elevation restrictions) 
would be established to reduce caribou hunting impacts. 

Impacts to human and wildlife use 
resulting from aircraft noise. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; 
Subsistence 

https://www.fws.gov/alaska/pages/nesting-birds-timing-recommendations-avoid-land-disturbance-vegetation-clearing
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/pages/nesting-birds-timing-recommendations-avoid-land-disturbance-vegetation-clearing
https://www.fws.gov/alaska/pages/nesting-birds-timing-recommendations-avoid-land-disturbance-vegetation-clearing
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PLP prepared an ISMP (PLP 2019–RFI 133). PLP would 
implement the ISMP through training and communicating 
with project personnel and contractors throughout the life 
of the project, including during planning, construction, 
operations, reclamation, and closure. The goal of the 
ISMP is to prevent, minimize, and control the spread of 
invasive species. It includes training requirements, 
development of an HACCP plan prior to construction, 
prevention measures, EDRR, and control treatment 
options. 
PLP has received proposed edits to the ISMP from 
USFWS and agrees to adopt and incorporate the edits 
into the next version of the ISMP, with the exception of 
the comment regarding “the use of suppression for an 
established species in a particular area”; PLP believes it 
is important to retain this strategy as an option of last 
resort in the event that there is a pre-existing infestation 
that has not been identified (PLP 2020-RFI 071d). 

Implementation of the ISMP and use 
of BMPs for the prevention, control, 
and management of invasive species 
would eliminate or minimize 
opportunities for introducing invasive 
species to the project area, and 
prevent their spread if detected in the 
project area. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites; Fish Values; 
Wildlife Values 

PLP would maintain and update the ISMP, which will 
address project construction, operations, and closure for 
all project facilities. 

Avoid and minimize the spread of 
invasive species as a result of project 
activities, and resultant impacts to 
native species, waters, and other 
aquatic resources. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites; Fish Values; 
Wildlife Values 

Boats, trailers, and other boating equipment would be 
inspected, and any visible plants, animals, or mud would 
be removed before leaving any waters or boat-launching 
facilities for transport to new waters. 

Avoid and minimize the spread of 
invasive species as a result of project 
activities, and resultant impacts to 
native species, waters, and other 
aquatic resources. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites; Fish Values; Wildlife 
Values 

Boats, trailers, equipment, clothing, boots, and waders 
would be cleaned, drained, and dried before transporting 
to new waters. 

Avoid and minimize the spread of 
invasive species as a result of project 
activities, and resultant impacts to 
native species, waters and other 
aquatic resources. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

Water would be drained from the motor, live well, bilge, 
and transom wells while on land before leaving the 
vicinity. 

Avoid and minimize the spread of 
invasive species as a result of project 
activities, and resultant impacts to 
native species, waters and other 
aquatic resources. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites; Fish Values; Wildlife 
Values 
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Where seeding is the preferred approach to 
reestablishing vegetation, PLP would use native weed-
free applied at specified rates in compliance with the 
approved Closure and Reclamation Plan. 

Promote rapid and healthy 
revegetation and avoid the 
introduction of invasive species. 

General Closure Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

Certified weed-free materials, including gravel, topsoil, 
hay/straw, or erosion control tubes, would be used, 
especially when working near sensitive habitats such as 
streams and wetlands. 

Avoid the introduction of invasive 
species. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites; 

Bare soils would be revegetated with approved 
techniques as soon as feasible to avoid the possible 
establishment of invasive plant species. 

Avoid the introduction of invasive 
species. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites; 

Vehicles and equipment would be cleaned in accordance 
with the requirements of the ISMP. 

Avoid the introduction of invasive 
species. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites; 

Cleaning equipment would be avoided in waterways or 
wetlands, which are particularly sensitive to invasion and 
could result in changes to aquatic organism habitat function. 

Avoid the introduction of invasive 
species. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

Locations of known invasive plant infestations would be 
identified, and activities planned accordingly to manage 
infestations. 

Avoid the spread of invasive species. General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation, Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

An ARMP would be developed for the project. The ARMP 
would be developed in consultation with the ADF&G and 
ADNR as part of the plans of operation during state 
permitting. The ARMP would assess the effects of mine 
operations on aquatic habitats and verify, through 
biomonitoring, that waste management control measures 
at the mine site are protective to the aquatic environment. 
ARMP elements would be applicable to all project 
phases. The elements of the ARMP are described in the 
response to RFI 135 (PLP 2019-RFI 135). 

Implementation of an ARMP with the 
objective of monitoring for change to 
aquatic communities would allow for 
adaptive management to address any 
project-related impacts. General 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites; Fish Values; Water 
and Sediment Quality 

The project’s water management strategy is based on the 
managed release of surplus water to maximize 
downstream fish habitat in areas impacted by flow 
reductions resulting from mine construction. Details are 
available in the PHABSIM modeling reports (PLP 2019-
RFI 147 and PLP 2019-RFI 149 [R2 Resource 
Consultants 2019a]), the watershed modeling reports 

Enhancement of existing habitat 
through flow management and 
restoration of access to fish habitat 
would help compensate for long-term 
losses of fish habitat in the project 
footprint.  

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites; Fish Values; Surface 
Water Hydrology 
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(PLP 2019-RFI 109f), and the Water Balance and Water 
Quality Model Report (PLP 2019-RFI 021g), which 
collectively outline the project’s water management 
strategy. PLP is proposing to replace damaged fish 
passage culverts to reopen access to anadromous fish 
habitat in other areas as part of its draft Compensatory 
Mitigation Plan, subject to USACE concurrence with the 
proposal). Additional culvert replacement, or other habitat 
access enhancement strategies, may be proposed as 
mitigation during state permitting of fish habitat impacts. 
A CRMP would be developed for the project as part of the 
Section 106 consultation process and as dictated by the 
draft PA. The draft PA lays out the methods for identifying, 
evaluating, assessing, and consulting on the mitigation of 
adverse effects to historic properties and outlines what 
must be included in the CRMP, which would include details 
on how to carry out the mitigation measures. The CRMP 
would describe the equipment, methodology, training, and 
assessment techniques that would be used to identify, 
evaluate, assess, monitor, and/or mitigate impacts to 
historic properties on State and private lands impacted by 
the project. The plan would describe the process for 
managing effects to these resources, and ensure that 
agreed-on protocols and procedures are established and 
followed if any unanticipated cultural resources or human 
remains are discovered. 

A CRMP would reduce the impacts to 
cultural resources by providing 
specific procedures for avoiding, 
minimizing, and mitigating impacts to 
historic properties, as well as 
specifying the process for resolving 
unanticipated impacts to cultural 
resources, if discovered. General 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Cultural Resources; Historic 
Properties 

A PCP would be developed for the project prior to 
construction commencement. The PCP would establish 
the methodology and infrastructure that would be used to 
keep local residents, guides, and other users informed 
about upcoming and ongoing activity. 

Good communication with residents 
and local service providers is 
important for coordinating operations 
and minimizing safety concerns. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Recreation; Subsistence; 
Transportation and 
Navigation; Recreational 
and Commercial Fisheries 

Drug and Alcohol Abuse Prevention, Cultural Sensitivity, 
Safety, and other workplace programs would be 
developed for all employees. The programs would be 
designed to provide employees with the training and 
resources needed to allow for a safe, healthy, and 
conflict-free workplace. These programs would be 
implemented for all project staff and contractors prior to 
construction commencement. 

Workplace programs allow for safe 
and healthy workplaces, while 
creating a culture of cultural sensitivity 
and conflict management. General 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Needs and Welfare of the 
People—Socioeconomics; 
Health and Safety 
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The project would develop a SWPPP and follow BMPs 
for stormwater management. The SWPPP would 
describe the BMPs (equipment, methodology, training, 
and assessment techniques) that would be used for the 
management of stormwater on the project, in compliance 
with state and federal requirements, to minimize the 
transfer of sediment and other pollutants in stormwater 
associated with project activities. The SWPPP would be 
developed during detailed design, and would be in place 
prior to construction commencement. 

Development of a SWPPP would 
provide approved processes for 
managing stormwater runoff, and 
thereby reduce the potential for 
impacts to surface water and 
sediment quality. General 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites; Fish Values 

The project would develop an ESCP and follow BMPs for 
erosion and sediment control. The ESCP would describe the 
BMPs (equipment, methodology, training, and assessment 
techniques) that would be used to minimize erosion and 
sedimentation associated with project activities. The ESCP 
would be developed during detailed design, and would be in 
place prior to construction commencement. 

Development of an ESCP would 
provide processes for managing 
erosion and sedimentation, and 
thereby reduce the potential for 
impacts to surface water and 
sediment quality. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Soils; Water and Sediment 
Quality; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites; Fish Values 

Erosion control measures such as silt fences, silt 
curtains, and cofferdams would be used to trap and 
prevent sediment and pollutants from being transported 
into surrounding waterbodies (e.g., lakes, streams, 
wetlands, coastal waters, temporary diversion channels). 

Prevent sediment from being 
transported into surrounding wetlands 
and waters, which may impact water 
quality and aquatic life. 

General Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Fish Values; Water and 
Sediment Quality, Wetlands 
and Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

Where appropriate and feasible, PLP would use plastic-
free erosion and sediment control products. 

Avoid impacts to wildlife and aquatic 
resources resulting from 
entanglement in netting and the 
introduction of plastic products into 
waters. 

General Closure Fish Values; Water and 
Sediment Quality, Wildlife 
Values 

Design features for the avoidance and minimization of 
spills would include specialized tanks/containers for the 
storage and transport of diesel and concentrate; locking 
mechanisms on concentrate container lids; the use of ice-
rated vessels for transportation as required for winter 
operations; the use of double hulled fuel barges for fuel 
transport; and the implementation of pipeline leak 
detection systems for the gas, concentrate, and return 
water pipelines. 

Design features would aid in the 
avoidance and minimization of 
potential spills and resulting adverse 
effects. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Health and Safety; Spill 
Risk 
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Operational measures for preparedness, prevention, 
response, and the natural gas pipeline would be 
implemented as described in the response to RFI 126 
(PLP 2019-RFI 126). 

Implementation of the operational 
measures described in the response 
to RFI 126 would avoid and minimize 
the occurrence and the potential 
adverse effects of spills. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Health and Safety; Spill 
Risk 

Secondary containment would be used for all fuel and 
hazardous chemical storage, and the project would use 
BMPs for the handling of fuel and hazardous materials. 

Use of secondary containment around 
fuel and chemical storage areas 
would reduce the risk of an 
uncontrolled release of contaminants 
to the environment. 

General Operations Health and Safety; Spill 
Risk 

The project would contract with a Spill Response 
Organization (e.g., Alaska Chadux Corporation) to 
provide on-call response services, and would also 
stockpile spill response equipment at all appropriate 
locations. 

Ready access to a response 
organization and prepositioned 
equipment would reduce the response 
time and minimize the environmental 
effect of spills, should they occur. 

General 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Spill Risk; Health and 
Safety 

The project would offer to negotiate a PILT to the LPB as 
an alternative to the borough severance tax, to allow for 
predictability in annual revenues. 

The project may result in additional 
costs accruing to the LPB as a result 
of project activities and additional 
municipal and school district costs as 
a result of reduced outflow from the 
region due to additional employment 
opportunities. Severance taxes would 
offset the cost of these requirements, 
but can vary from year to year, 
resulting in unpredictable budgets for 
the Borough. A PILT negotiation 
allows for predictability in annual 
borough revenues, which supports 
local government services and 
enhances the quality of life for 
residents in the region. 

General Operations 
Needs and Welfare of the 
People—Socioeconomics, 
Environmental Justice 

A shift schedule would be established to enable local 
employees to maximize opportunities to remain active in 
subsistence harvest activities. 

A shift schedule allows employees to 
participate in subsistence activities, 
many of which require long periods of 
uninterrupted time. 

General Operations 

Subsistence; Needs and 
Welfare of the People—
Socioeconomics; 
Environmental Justice 
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The use of natural gas and a combined-cycle power plant 
to generate power would reduce air impacts and remove 
the need to transport large amounts of diesel fuel. 

Using natural gas instead of diesel for 
power generation reduces air 
emissions and the risk of diesel spills. 

General Operations/
Closure 

Air Quality; Transportation 
and Navigation 

The natural gas pipeline design has been oversized to 
allow for regional access to gas, which could reduce 
regional power costs and dependence on diesel fuel 
shipments. PLP would engage with state and/or local 
governments about options to continue operation of the 
pipeline when it is no longer required by the project. 

High energy costs are a limiting factor 
of the quality of life in communities 
adjacent to the region. The 
widespread use of diesel for power 
generation has resulted in impacts to 
waters from spills and to air from 
emissions. Community access to 
natural gas would reduce the cost of 
power, reduce the potential for fuel 
spills, and improve air quality in the 
region. 

General Operations/
Closure 

Needs and Welfare of the 
People—Socioeconomics; 
Environmental Justice; 
Health and Safety; Spill 
Risk; Water and Sediment 
Quality; Air Quality 

Blasting during construction would be done following the 
guidelines established in the 2013 ADF&G Technical 
Report (No. 13-03) Alaska Blasting Standard for the 
Proper Protection of Fish (Timothy 2013). 

Following the BMPs and methods 
outlined in this report would help 
minimize impacts to fish from blasting 
in or near fish-bearing waterbodies. 

General Construction Fish Values 

Periodic third-party audits of the Pebble Mine facility 
would be completed as part of the state permitting 
program. The purpose of the facility audit would be to 
verify compliance with applicable environmental laws 
associated with the Reclamation Plan Approval and 
Integrated Waste Management Permit, if issued, by 
evaluating both PLP’s management and state permit 
administration for reasonable assurances that the facility 
and environmental controls are functioning as intended. 
The environmental audit would include an evaluation of 
the adequacy of the approved financial assurance. 

This measure does not mitigate a 
specific impact but would allow for 
adaptive management if the audit 
finds that the facility and 
environmental controls are not 
functioning as intended. General Operations 

Health and Safety; Spill 
Risk; Water and Sediment 
Quality 

The construction area (temporary disturbance footprint) 
associated with the project would be marked, using 
flagging or other methods, prior to any brush clearing and 
construction activities (PLP 2019–RFI 071b). 

Clear marking of the construction area 
would minimize the potential for 
disturbance to soils, vegetation, and 
wetlands outside the permitted work 
area. 

General Construction 
Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 
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Fugitive dust emissions from the primary crushers, the 
coarse ore conveyor, and the coarse ore stockpile would 
be controlled using covers, enclosures, and dust 
collection systems (baghouses). 
The crushers, conveyor system, and coarse ore stockpile 
would all be constructed with covers. Enclosures would be 
installed at the crusher dump pockets and at the transfers 
to and from the coarse ore stockpile. Dust emissions from 
the crushers and coarse ore stockpile reclaim feeders 
would be captured and controlled by dust collection 
systems (PLP 2020-RFI 071d). See the conceptual FDCP 
for more information (PLP 2019-RFI 134). 

Enclosing these processing facilities 
and including air control equipment 
would reduce fugitive dust from 
crushing operations. 

Mine Site Operations 

Air Quality; Health and 
Safety; Water and Sediment 
Quality; Wildlife Values; 
Fish Values 

If emissions remain high enough to trigger PSD 
permitting, a BACT analysis would be completed for the 
mine site as part of the State’s air permitting program. 
BACT would be implemented for emissions sources as 
required by the BACT analysis. 

A BACT analysis would ensure, 
through the air permitting program, 
that the project design would 
incorporate the best available 
technology that could result in the 
reduction of project-related air 
pollutants (emissions). This would 
support the mitigation of impacts to air 
quality from project-related emissions. 

Mine Site 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Air Quality; Health and 
Safety 

The main WMP is proposed to be a fully lined facility, with 
the embankment constructed on competent bedrock and 
an overall downstream slope of approximately 2H:1V and 
an overall upstream slope of 3H:1V. In addition to the 
geomembrane liner, the embankment would include a 
filter/transition zone. The basin and upstream 
embankment face would include a layer of materials 
above the liner to provide ice protection during freezing 
conditions (PLP 2018-RFI 101). 

The main WMP design minimizes 
instability risks associated with 
potential undetected weak foundation 
conditions 

Mine Site Design/
Construction 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions 

PLP would establish an independent engineering review 
panel to review the design, construction, operation, and 
closure of the tailings and water storage facilities. Such 
panels typically meet multiple times a year during design 
and construction to review progress with the design and 
construction team and annually or biannually during 
operations with additional meetings if required. The panel 

Independent review of embankment 
planning, design, construction, and 
operations by dam and tailings 
experts helps identify potential 
weaknesses that lead to design, 
construction, and operations 
improvements; address closure and 

Mine Site 

Design/
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk; 
Groundwater Hydrology; 
Surface Water Hydrology 
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prepares a report of each meeting with its conclusions, 
recommendations, and ongoing comment register for use 
by the project owner. 

post-closure considerations; and 
minimize the risk of dam failure and 
tailings and water spills. 

A trade-off study would be completed in detailed design 
to determine the preferred closure cover system for the 
bulk TSF, which would include an evaluation of cover 
material efficacy, longevity, and maintenance 
requirements (PLP 2019-RFI 130). 

The cover design and long-term 
performance have implications for 
reducing infiltration and seepage and 
enhancing stability of the 
embankment in post-closure. 

Mine Site Closure 
Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Groundwater 
Hydrology; Water and 
Sediment Quality; Spill Risk 

Dry closure of the bulk TSF would be implemented to 
reduce both the likelihood and consequence of potential 
TSF failure post-closure. 

• This would be achieved by removing the pond, 
promoting runoff, limiting infiltration, and 
allowing for consolidation and long-term internal 
drainage of the tailings. 

• Stability and seepage analyses specific to closure 
conditions would be completed during detailed 
closure design and updated throughout the latter 
stages of operations, and would be reviewed by 
the independent engineering review panel. 

• If required to achieve drainage and stability 
goals (maintaining reduced phreatic surface and 
pore pressures at the embankments), alternative 
drainage-enhancing features would be 
considered, such as vertical or horizontal drains 
(PLP 2019-RFI 130). 

Dry closure would eventually result in 
a stable landform for the bulk tailings, 
reducing the potential for dam failure 
and the resulting safety and 
environmental impacts. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Spill Risk; Water and 
Sediment Quality; 
Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions 

In post-closure, the pit lake would be maintained at a 
level that promotes long-term hydraulic containment of pit 
water, protecting site and regional groundwater quality. 

Maintaining a groundwater sink would 
control the flow of groundwater out of 
the mine site area, and allow for water 
to be captured and treated prior to 
discharge. 

Mine Site Closure 
Surface Water Hydrology; 
Groundwater Hydrology; 
Water and Sediment Quality 

The pit lake would be maintained at a level that allows for 
an inward flow of groundwater while providing for 
additional storage capacity to allow for treatment 
downtime due to water treatment plant maintenance or 
other problems, without over-topping. 

Maintaining a buffer in containment 
capacity, while ensuring maintenance 
of a groundwater sink, would allow for 
unplanned operational interruption. 

Mine Site Closure Surface Water Hydrology; 
Water and Sediment Quality 
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Both TSF locations and mine facility locations were 
selected to minimize impacts to spawning habitat in the 
middle reaches of the SFK and UTC watersheds. 

The siting of the TSFs and mine 
facilities minimize impacts to 
spawning habitat in the middle 
reaches of the SFK and UTC 
watersheds. 

Mine Site 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Fish Values 

The layout was designed to consolidate the majority of 
the site infrastructure in a single drainage, the North Fork 
Koktuli, and avoid the placement of waste rock, tailings, 
and primary mine infrastructure in the UTC drainage. 

Limiting the affected footprint of the 
mine site would reduce the 
geographic extent of impacts. Mine Site 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Surface Water Hydrology; 
Fish Values 

The project would use only non-pit quarried rock, or NAG 
pit waste that is confirmed not to be neutral metal 
leaching, in site construction. PLP has determined from 
the characterization of quarry materials planned for use in 
construction that they contain negligible sulfide minerals, 
are NAG, and contain trace element contents at levels 
comparable to globally typical values for unmineralized 
rock. PLP’s primary approach to selecting rock that 
achieves the objective of meeting water quality criteria for 
metals and other parameters without treatment of runoff 
in perpetuity is to source construction materials from the 
quarries and test the rock operationally to confirm sulfur 
and element characteristics. During operations, PLP 
would assume that all waste rock from the pit requires 
management in the pyritic TSF unless test work (blast 
hole, drill core, and pit face sampling) and geologic 
mapping demonstrate that the rock is not potentially acid 
generating and/or metal leaching and can safely be 
segregated from the PAG/metal leaching waste rock for 
use in project construction activities. The State of Alaska 
would require the final determination of site-specific 
NP/AP ratio used for separation of rock material to be 
determined in coordination with the State during the 
permitting process. 

Confirmation and use of NAG material 
in construction would reduce the risk 
of impacts to water and sediment 
quality from ARD. 

Mine Site 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment Quality 

The project design uses flattened TSF downstream 
slopes of 2.6 horizontal:1 vertical to improve PLP’s 
proposed static factor of safety (1.9) beyond the industry 
norm of 1.5. 

Use of flatter slopes on the TSF 
embankment would increase the 
factor of safety and reduce the risk of 
a failure. 

Mine Site 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk 
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Additional geotechnical investigations and detailed 
assessment of embankment foundation conditions would 
be completed as design progresses to support 
refinements of stability and seepage analyses. Future 
programs would include additional investigation along 
embankment alignments to further evaluate their location 
relative to faults, clays, or other weak zones. Potential 
weak foundation materials or conditions would be 
mitigated by detailed stability analyses to determine their 
effect on embankment stability, removal of the materials, 
or flattening of downstream slopes if required (PLP 2018-
RFI 008a; PLP 2019-RFI 006c, 008g, 014b). 

Site-specific evaluation of foundation 
conditions informs stability and 
seepage analyses and detailed 
design, and reduces risks to 
embankment stability and 
groundwater quality. Mine Site 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk; 
Water and Sediment Quality 

Additional tailings and engineered filter zone materials 
testing would be conducted as design progresses, and 
the results used to validate the bulk TSF seepage 
analysis and confirm the phreatic surface used in the 
stability analyses. The additional tailings test work would 
include index testing (materials classification), slurry 
settling, air drying, and consolidation, permeability, and 
strength testing. Durability testing of filter materials would 
be completed to confirm their suitability for controlling 
drainage and material migration (PLP 2019-RFI 008h). 
Refined seepage analyses in detailed design would 
consider the additional tailings testing, the plan for 
tailings discharge (e.g., spacing of spigots, discharge 
time from each point), and a range of sensitivity analyses 
(PLP 2019-RFI 006c). 

Site-specific evaluation of tailings and 
embankment materials and refined 
seepage analyses inform the stability 
analyses and water balance modeling, 
and reduce risks to embankment 
stability and water management and 
treatment. 

Mine Site 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk; 
Surface Water Hydrology; 
Water and Sediment Quality 

Seismic hazard analyses that predict ground-shaking 
effects on mine site embankments would be updated in 
final design, incorporating updated ground motion data 
and models, and using acceleration time-history records 
from past earthquakes to model deformation from 
different types of MCEs (PLP 2018-RFI 008c, PLP 2019-
RFI 008h). 

Incorporation of updated ground 
motion models into embankment 
design reduces seismic risk to 
embankment stability. Mine Site 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk 
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Detailed seismic stability and deformation modeling of 
mine site embankments, including the use of numerical 
modeling techniques, would be completed during a later 
design phase to better define embankment 
displacements in an earthquake (PLP 2018-RFI 008a; 
PLP 2019-RFI 008g, 008h). 

Use of numerical modeling techniques 
allows refinement of embankment and 
engineered filter zone design and 
reduces seismic risk to embankment 
stability. 

Mine Site 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk 

The recency of activity and location of Lake Clark fault 
splays with respect to mine site structures would continue 
to be investigated as design progresses, which may 
include field studies and the examination of additional 
LiDAR and high-resolution aeromagnetic data in 
collaboration with Alaska DGGS and USGS (Knight 
Piésold 2019d; PLP 2019-RFI 139). 

The distance and maximum 
earthquake assigned to faults inform 
ground shaking predictions, which are 
incorporated into embankment design 
so that they withstand impacts from a 
major earthquake. 

Mine Site Operations Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk 

Additional data would be collected to characterize the 
hydraulic properties of the bedrock in the vicinity of the 
interpreted fault mapped along the western margin of the 
bulk TSF to inform design of the facility. 

Avoid impacts to ground and surface 
water resulting from uncontrolled 
seepage. 

Mine Site Construction Groundwater Hydrology; 
Water and Sediment Quality 

Piezometers would be installed in the bulk TSF tailings 
mass to monitor pore pressures during fill placement, and 
trigger levels established to monitor the development and 
dissipation of pore pressures during construction. If 
excess pore pressures develop adjacent to the upstream 
edge of the centerline portion of the embankment, fill 
placement procedures may be modified or stopped in 
certain locations to allow pore pressures to dissipate 
(PLP 2019-RFI 008g, 008h). 

Embankment stability relies on the 
control of water levels and pore 
pressures adjacent to the upstream 
edge of the embankment to reduce 
the load on the embankment. Mine Site Construction/

Operations 
Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk 

An OMS manual would outline maintenance and 
monitoring requirements for the bulk TSF and would be 
continually updated as required throughout operations 
and closure. An emergency action plan would be defined 
as part of the OMS manual that would include maximum 
operating pond levels for the TSFs and a response plan 
to be implemented (e.g., adding pumping capacity to 
reclaim systems, temporarily reducing or stopping tailings 
discharges) if water levels exceed defined maximum 
operating levels (PLP 2019-RFI 008h). 

Embankment stability relies on the 
control of water levels to prevent 
overtopping and high pore pressures 
in embankment materials. 

Mine Site Operations 
Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk; 
Surface Water Hydrology 
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The Monitoring and Adaptive Management Plan would 
identify how the monitoring could be used to assess 
impacts from mine operations. 

Allow for early detection of any 
impacts to ground and surface water 
resulting from mine operations. 

Mine Site Operations Groundwater Hydrology, 
Water and Sediment Quality 

Water management plans and models would be updated 
during operations, closure, and post-closure until pit lake 
conditions reach steady state. 

Avoid impacts to ground and surface 
water resulting from outdated 
management strategies. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Groundwater Hydrology, 
Water and Sediment Quality 

Long-term monitoring of embankment stability in post-
closure would include ongoing surface runoff and 
seepage monitoring, regular cover inspections, annual 
dam safety inspections, and inspections conducted in 
response to specific events (e.g., earthquakes, large 
storms) (PLP 2019-RFI 130). 

Long-term monitoring would minimize 
the effects of precipitation, seepage, 
and earthquakes on embankment 
stability. Mine Site Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk; 
Surface Water Hydrology 

BMPs and design guidelines would incorporate avian 
protection for all powerlines. 

Incorporation of standard BMPs and 
design guidelines for powerlines 
would minimize avian impacts. 

Mine Site 
Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values 

Construction laydown areas would be reused as material 
stockpiles or other storage facilities to minimize project 
footprint. 

Reduces wetlands and vegetation 
impacts. Mine Site 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

Two separate operations WTPs are proposed to avoid 
co-mingling mine water and contact water, and optimize 
treated water quality. 

Design and use of multiple WTPs 
would provide increased efficiency, 
reduced risk of treatment failure, and 
an increase in the capacity to manage 
unplanned interruption in operation or 
unexpected flow increases. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure Water and Sediment Quality 

During closure and post-closure, equipment and 
personnel would be maintained at the mine site to 
support ongoing water treatment, maintenance, and 
monitoring activities. Redundant mechanical equipment 
would be stored onsite and available if any repairs are 
required (PLP 2019-RFI 130). 

Onsite personnel and redundancies in 
equipment throughout post-closure 
reduce the risk of a contact release to 
the environment in the event of an 
upset condition such as a pump or 
reclaim pipeline failure. 

Mine Site  Closure 
Water and Sediment 
Quality; Spill Risk; Fish 
Values 
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Excess site water would be treated and released into the 
Upper Talarik, North Fork Koktuli, and South Fork Koktuli 
watersheds. Discharge water would be distributed 
between the three watersheds in a way that optimizes 
water levels and thereby available downstream fish 
habitat based on PHABSIM modeling of the three 
watersheds in consultation with ADF&G. 
PLP will work with ADF&G to further optimize the project 
water discharge strategy through state permitting. This 
could include the evaluation of alternate discharge 
strategies, discharge locations, or the use of constructed 
wetlands to further optimize the plan (PLP 2020-RFI 071d). 

Minimizes impacts to fish habitat in 
downstream areas affected by mine-
related flow reductions. 

Mine Site Operations 
Fish Values; Surface Water 
Hydrology; Water and 
Sediment Quality 

The project would use pit blasting techniques that 
minimize the amount of explosives per delay, thereby 
reducing the overall vibration associated with the blast. 

Modifications to the blasting process 
that reduce vibrations would in turn 
reduce noise effects. 

Mine Site Operations Noise 

Mining only near surface portions of the deposit reduces 
strip ratio and eliminates the need for a permanent waste 
rock storage facility. 

Near-surface mining minimizes the 
permanent footprint and potential 
waste rock effects on water quality. Mine Site Operations/

Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites; Water and 
Sediment Quality 

Storage of all PAG and/or metal leaching waste rock in 
the pyritic TSF and placement of that waste rock back 
into the open pit at closure improves the site post-closure 
surface and groundwater quality by removing the 
requirement for perpetual management of runoff and 
seepage resulting from a separate aboveground waste 
rock storage facility. (The open pit would require long-
term monitoring and treatment and discharge of water 
with or without the PAG waste rock.) 

Storage of PAG materials in a 
subaqueous environment during 
operations and closure would 
minimize oxidation and acid 
generation, thereby reducing the 
potential for development of ARD. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure Water and Sediment Quality 

Segregation of bulk and pyritic tails and placement of 
pyritic tails back into the open pit at closure improves the 
site post-closure surface and groundwater quality by 
removing the need for perpetual management of seepage 
from the pyritic TSF, and also removes any potential for 
post-closure failure of the pyritic TSF. (The open pit 
would require long-term monitoring and treatment and 
discharge of water with or without the pyritic tails.) 

Final storage of PAG materials in a 
subaqueous environment would 
minimize oxidation and acid 
generation, thereby reducing the 
potential for development of ARD and 
removing the potential for 
embankment failure. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure Water and Sediment Quality 
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The pyritic TSF would be a fully lined facility to minimize 
water quality impacts during operations and facilitate 
closure by allowing the complete recovery of pyritic 
tailings for placement back into the open pit. 

Placement of a liner below the pyritic 
TSF would minimize potential impacts 
on underlying groundwater quality. Mine Site Operations/

Closure Water and Sediment Quality 

Liner material specifications for the pyritic TSF and main 
WMP would be finalized in detailed design, and current 
industry standard QA/QC monitoring would be used 
during installation (Knight Piésold 2018b; Piteau 
Associates 2018a). 

Liner selection and installation 
monitoring would minimize the 
potential for seepage from defects. Mine Site Operations 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Groundwater 
Hydrology 

The bulk TSF would be designed as a flow-through 
facility, reducing pore pressures and allowing for 
improved tailings consolidation, reducing the impacts of a 
potential TSF failure. Details of engineered filter zone 
gradations, design flow capacity for underdrains, and 
QA/QC plans for construction would be developed during 
detailed design. Operational practices to manage tailings 
segregation, promote beach development and maintain 
minimum beach widths, and prevent plugging and 
hindrance of seepage flow out of the bulk TSF would be 
identified in a tailings deposition plan included in an OMS 
manual prior to operations (PLP 2018-RFI 006, 006a; 
PLP 2019-RFI 006c, 008g). 

Reduction of pore water in the tailings 
impoundment would aid in the 
development of a more stable 
landform. Engineered filter zone 
design specifications and placement 
of coarse tailings near the 
embankment are important for 
reducing the phreatic surface and the 
risk of internal erosion, and avoiding 
impacts to embankment stability. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk 

The bulk TSF south and SCP embankments would have 
an upstream face liner (or low permeability core zone) 
connected to a grout curtain to contain seepage flow. The 
depth and lateral extent of the grout curtain would be 
confirmed during detailed design and ongoing site 
investigations (PLP 2018-RFI 006a). 

Liner and grout curtain would keep 
contact groundwater from reaching 
the downgradient resources. Mine Site 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Groundwater Hydrology; 
Water and Sediment 
Quality; Geohazards and 
Seismic Conditions 

Excess pond water from the bulk and pyritic TSFs would 
be pumped to the main WMP to enhance embankment 
stability and reduce the potential for TSF failure or spills 
resulting from overtopping. 

Reduction of pore water and 
maintenance of a safety buffer in TSF 
storage would reduce the risk of 
embankment failure and overtopping. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Spill Risk; Health and 
Safety 

Treated water would be discharged through buried 
chambers designed to provide energy dissipation, 
erosion control, and freeze protection. 

Minimizes impacts to streams from 
erosion and resuspension of 
suspended solids at the proposed 
discharge locations. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Fish Values; Water and 
Sediment Quality 
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Settling ponds, bale check dams, and silt fences would 
be used to prevent sediment from reaching downstream 
waterbodies. 

Use of sediment capture processes 
and measures would reduce the 
inflow of sediment to waterbodies, and 
reduce the effects on water quality 
and aquatic habitat. 

Mine Site Construction/
Operations 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Vegetation; 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites; Fish Values 

The pyritic TSF liner would be protected from damage 
during waste rock placement by placing processed 
materials (sand and gravel) on top of the liner to minimize 
the risk of damage from equipment. 

Placement of protective materials 
would reduce likelihood of liner 
damage and leakage to groundwater. 

Mine Site Operations Water and Sediment Quality 

Detailed characterization of quarry bedrock and open pit 
overburden materials, materials balance, and a pit pre-
stripping plan would be completed during detailed design 
to confirm material availability and segregate different 
material types to be stockpiled for construction and 
closure. If required, additional rockfill materials would be 
sourced by lowering the base elevation of the quarries, 
and additional low permeability materials would be sourced 
from embankment foundation excavations, other mine site 
preparations, or deconstruction of certain facilities at 
closure (PLP 2018-RFI 015a, PLP 2019-RFI 129). 

Site-specific evaluation of quarry and 
pit overburden material avoids the 
need for additional footprint for 
material sources, and would confirm 
that sufficient material is available and 
suitable to meet the specifications for 
embankment zones, liner bedding, 
and bulk TSF closure cover design 
that minimize the migration of contact 
water to the environment. 

Mine Site Construction/
Closure 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites; Water and Sediment 
Quality; Groundwater 
Hydrology 

Underdrains would be constructed beneath the main 
WMP and pyritic TSF to achieve hydraulic containment of 
groundwater and promote seepage collection and 
drainage beneath the liner systems (Knight Piésold 
2019c; PLP 2019-RFI 109e). 
The aggregate underdrains would be oversized to 
account for higher than expected seepage flows or 
potential cementation of the materials during the life of 
the facility (Knight Piésold 2019c; PLP 2019-RFI 109e). 

Underdrains and hydraulic 
containment would minimize the 
likelihood of contaminant migration 
away from these facilities. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Groundwater 
Hydrology 

Closure of the WMPs and pyritic TSF would include 
groundwater monitoring in the facility footprints after 
closure for contaminated water that may have leaked 
through the liners to shallow groundwater. If required, 
impacted groundwater would be collected in wells and 
sent to the pit lake (Knight Piésold 2018b) for as long as 
needed to meet applicable regulatory requirements. 

Prevent impacts to groundwater 
quality. 

Mine Site Closure Water and Sediment Quality 
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In the event of a tailings spill, a variety of remedial 
actions would be implemented to address health and 
safety concerns, such as recovery of spilled tailings, 
repair of erosion damage, downstream water quality 
monitoring, etc. (Knight Piésold 2018o, 2018p). 

Reduce the long-term potential for 
TSS and sedimentation, ARD and ML 
from spilled tailings; and rehabilitate 
downstream areas. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Spill Risk; Fish 
Values 

Groundwater levels surrounding the pit would be 
monitored throughout closure to determine if the control 
elevation would need to be adjusted to prevent 
groundwater outflow from the pit (Knight Piésold 2018n). 

Maintaining groundwater gradient 
toward the pit to prevent the potential 
for migration of contaminated 
groundwater out of the mine site. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment Quality 

Groundwater levels would be monitored during 
operations in piezometers along the ridge and 
downstream of the bulk TSF embankment, and 
operational rules established to maintain hydraulic 
containment. If seepage through the ridge is detected, 
contingencies such as relief wells and/or seepage 
recovery wells would be implemented (Knight Piésold 
2018n). 

Monitoring would confirm hydraulic 
containment beneath the bulk TSF 
and allow adaptive management if 
groundwater levels indicate potential 
loss of hydraulic containment at the 
bulk TSF. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment Quality 

Monitoring of groundwater conditions would be 
conducted around the pit to confirm that hydraulic 
containment is maintained. 

Avoid impacts to groundwater and 
surface water near the pit resulting 
from undetected seepage away from 
the pit. 

Mine Site Closure Groundwater Hydrology; 
Water and Sediment Quality 

During detailed design of WTPs, additional process water 
and mass balance modeling, heat transfer engineering, 
and pilot plant test work would be performed to provide 
updates to water quality predictions in support of APDES 
permitting (PLP 2019-RFI 021h). 

Additional modeling and pilot plant 
testing would further evaluate the 
feasibility of WTP processes, assess 
maintenance requirements, reduce 
uncertainties, and refine discharge 
water quality predictions. 

Mine Site Design/
Operations 

Water and Sediment 
Quality, Fish Values 

During closure WTP planning, likelihood, and potential 
impacts associated with the events listed below would be 
assessed and potential design contingencies would be 
identified to accommodate them if warranted (PLP 
2020-RFI 071d). 

• Pit wall failure resulting in lake destratification or 
mixing, requiring treatment of water with higher 
concentrations. 

Upset conditions in WTP operations 
and pit lake containment. 

Mine Site Closure Groundwater Hydrology, 
Water and Sediment Quality 
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• Major earthquake that could alter groundwater 
flow conditions under which hydraulic 
containment is maintained, potentially requiring 
increased pumping rates. 

• Failure of major WTP components exacerbated 
by remoteness, weather, or unforeseen 
conditions that require repairs lasting longer 
than the 1-year estimate of lake level rise to 
reach loss of containment (see Appendix K4.17, 
Groundwater Hydrology). 

Several adaptive management strategies would be 
employed in the design and operations of the WTPs: 
sizing with more hydraulic capacity than the predicted 
maximum inflows; having a backup treatment train at 
each WTP; monitoring to identify influent conditions that 
could trigger additional treatment capacity; adding iron to 
WTP sludge disposed in the pyritic TSF to prevent 
selenium redissolution; and installation of additional trains 
and WTP building expansion if needed (PLP 2019-
RFI 021e, HDR 2019g). 

Adaptive management strategies 
reduce the likelihood of WTP 
discharges not meeting water quality 
standards, and minimize the buildup 
of excess recirculated WTP waters 
that do not meet standards in on-site 
storage facilities. 

Mine Site Design/
Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment 
Quality, Fish Values 

Conduct the following evaluations of WTP processes 
during design engineering and permitting: 

• Further evaluate proposed treatment solutions 
to confirm the nature and potential for 
remobilization of precipitation solids. 

• Further evaluate conditions in the pyritic TSF 
and the potential for remobilization of salt mass 
to validate treatment assumptions. 

• Further evaluate the proposed removal 
efficiencies for various constituents to fully 
assess proposed treatment solutions; in 
particular, review the use of biological treatment 
technologies for selenium removal. 

Avoid impacts to water quality 
resulting from water treatment plant 
discharges that do not meet approved 
water discharge requirements. 

Mine Site Construction Water and Sediment Quality 
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The following adaptive management steps would be 
implemented with regard to the WTPs: 

• If proposed treatment strategies for managing 
TDS treatment and salt buildup in the pyritic 
TSF prove to be ineffective, modify the WTPs 
with additional unit processes to maintain 
approved discharge requirements. 

• Further evaluate whether engineering and 
construction for such significant changes to the 
treatment processes can be completed within 
the 3-year period of available mine site water 
storage capacity (PLP 2019-RFI 021h). 

Avoid impacts to water quality 
resulting from water treatment plant 
discharges that do not meet approved 
water discharge requirements. 

Mine Site Operations Water and Sediment Quality 

To detect changes to water quality and its effects to fish 
and wildlife, water quality would continue to be monitored 
on a regular basis until the mine reclamation is complete. 
Results would be reported to the State of Alaska in 
compliance with permit requirements and management 
plans. 

Avoid impacts resulting from 
undetected releases of process 
contacted water to surface and 
groundwater. 

Mine Site Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Fish Values; 
Wildlife Values 

WET testing on effluent, WET trigger limits, and response 
actions would be implemented as follows (PLP 2020-RFI 
071d): 

• Use of standardized WET testing procedures 
and species for testing at project outfalls, unless 
otherwise directed by ADEC 

• Work with ADEC on identifying procedures for 
the implementation of WET testing that best 
meet agency and project requirements. 

• Incorporate WET testing results into the project 
AMP, and appropriate responses would be 
implemented if any testing, including WET 
testing, identifies problems associated with the 
discharges. 

• Work with ADEC and ADF&G through the state 
permitting process to identify specific testing 
requirements for the project. 

Toxic effects on aquatic organisms.  

Mine Site Operations 
Water and Sediment 
Quality; Fish Values; 
Wildlife Values 
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• Work with ADF&G prior to construction to 
implement a biomonitoring program. The value 
of developing bioaccumulation factors would be 
evaluated at that time. 

• Biomonitoring results would be incorporated into 
the project AMP; appropriate responses would 
be implemented if any testing, including 
biomonitoring, identifies problems such as 
evidence of mercury or selenium buildup. 

To confirm the ability of the bulk tailings to segregate, 
additional test work would be conducted during the 
design phase and through the State dam safety 
permitting process to confirm the settling characteristics 
of the tailing’s solids (PLP 2020-RFI 071d).  

Instability of the bulk TSF 
embankment. 

Mine Site Design Spill Risk 

The project would not have a secondary gold recovery 
plant that uses cyanide, thereby eliminating the need to 
use cyanide on the project. 

Elimination of cyanide from the mining 
process eliminates the potential for 
the release of cyanide to the 
environment, either from spills during 
transportation or from residual 
cyanide in tailings/contact water. 

Mine Site/
Transportation 
Corridor 

Operations 
Health and Safety; Water 
and Sediment Quality; Spill 
Risk; Fish Values 

Hydrocarbon concentration and related compounds 
would be measured in surface and groundwater during 
the periodic water quality monitoring events where 
appropriate as identified in the project monitoring plans. 

Monitor for potential spills to minimize 
impacts to water quality resulting from 
hydrocarbon spills. 

Mine Site/
Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment Quality 

Bear denning surveys would be updated prior to 
construction. 

Minimize impacts to denning brown 
bears resulting from project activities. 

Mine Site/
Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Wildlife Values 

PLP would follow BMPs with respect to powerline design 
and placement to minimize the potential for bird 
collisions. This could include the use of flight diverters 
and other deterrent devices. 

Minimize impacts to birds resulting 
from power infrastructure required for 
the project. 

Mine Site/
Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Wildlife Values 

Interim seeding and other BMPs would be used to 
address surface runoff and erosion from overburden 
stockpiles during operations. 

Prevent sediment from being 
transported into surrounding wetlands 
and waters and impacting water 
quality and aquatic life. 

Mine Site Operations Fish Values; Water and 
Sediment Quality, Wetlands 
and Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 
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During reclamation, slopes would be contoured to blend 
with surrounding topography where feasible, and erosion 
control measures would be implemented to stabilize 
slopes 

Minimize visual impacts post-closure 
by mimicking local undisturbed 
conditions. Promote plant growth and 
reduce water runoff and 
sedimentation. 

Mine Site Closure Vegetation, Aesthetic 
Resources, Fish Values; 
Water and Sediment 
Quality, Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

PLP would implement measures that may include the use 
of dust suppressants to reduce dust from the bulk TSF 
during and after closure, until the tailings can be 
permanently capped. 

Reduce fugitive dust emissions and 
resultant impacts to air quality. 

Mine Site Operations/
Closure 

Air Quality; Health and 
Safety 

Non-toxic palliatives/dust BMPs would be used to reduce 
fugitive dust. 

Avoid potential impacts to air and 
water quality resulting from the use of 
toxic palliatives. 

Mine Site/
Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Air Quality; Water and 
Sediment Quality; Health 
and Safety 

The design of the lake ferry (relative to using standard 
tug/barge) significantly reduces the risk of grounding or 
sinking, thereby reducing the risk of any kind of spill. 

Reduces the potential for and 
magnitude of potential releases to 
Iliamna Lake. 

Transportation 
Corridor Operations Spill Risk 

Use of diesel electric propulsion for the ferry reduces 
noise impacts and air emissions. 

Use of a diesel electric propulsion 
system would reduce the noise output 
and air emissions. 

Transportation 
Corridor Operations Noise; Air Quality 

The project would work with communities (and supply 
funding) to provide for the marking and maintenance of 
snowmachine trails between communities across Iliamna 
Lake when lake ice is thick enough to support such traffic 
(specific to Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 and variants). 

Marked and maintained snowmachine 
trails provide a safe route for local 
residents when traveling to other 
communities or to reach subsistence 
areas. 

Transportation 
Corridor Operations 

Subsistence; Environmental 
Justice; Transportation and 
Navigation 

Identified high-traffic crossings of the access road would 
be evaluated for the incorporation of crossing controls 
such as mandatory stop signs or other traffic control 
measures. 

Improve public safety by reducing the 
potential for accidents at high-use 
crossings. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Transportation and 
Navigation 

PLP would signpost and maintain road crossings for ATV 
or snowmachine use wherever the access road intersects 
existing trails. 

The crossings would be marked and 
maintained to avoid impacting the 
ongoing use of existing trails used by 
ATVs and snowmachines. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Operations Transportation and 
Navigation 
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PLP would work with the State of Alaska and LPB to 
address road improvement and maintenance costs 
arising from PLP’s use of the existing section of road 
between the Newhalen/Iliamna airport and the PLP-
constructed mine access road. 

Project use of the existing road north 
of the Newhalen/Iliamna airport may 
require road upgrades and additional 
road maintenance. The road is 
currently maintained by the State of 
Alaska, and this measure would avoid 
additional costs accruing to the State 
from PLP’s use of the road. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Transportation and 
Navigation 

Fuel delivery barges would be double-hulled to reduce 
spill risk. 

Double-hulled barges reduce the 
frequency of oil spills and the quantity 
of oil released. 

Transportation 
Corridor/Port 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Spill Risk 

All project-related vessel traffic would be restricted to 
10 knots or less when west of the vertical line 153°15′0″ 
W (Kamishak Bay) to minimize the potential for impacts 
with marine wildlife. 

Controlled speeds reduce the 
potential for strikes. Transportation 

Corridor/Port 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Threatened and 
Endangered Species 

Provide a response and recovery vessel in the event that 
the ferry breaks down. 

Further reduce the potential for spills 
associated with a ferry grounding. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Operations Spill Risk 

The following measures are detailed in the NMFS 
Biological Assessment (Appendix H) and summarized 
herein. Measures that are already listed elsewhere (such 
as spill response measures in Table 5-2) are not 
repeated below. These measures are preliminary, and 
not considered final until issuance of a biological opinion 
by the NMFS. 

• The project would employ PSOs to monitor 
shutdown exclusion zones during project 
construction activities that produce underwater 
noise levels above harassment or injury take 
thresholds. 

• To mitigate for construction noise impacts to 
cetaceans and pinnipeds during construction, 
the Applicant would develop and implement a 
4MP. Details of the 4MP include the use of 
PSOs, ramp-up procedures, monitoring of 
zones, and others. 

Minimize impacts to threatened and 
endangered species resulting from 
project construction and operational 
activities. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations 

Threatened and 
Endangered Species 
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• Blasting in Iliamna Bay above the high tide line 
for construction of the Diamond Point port 
access road would be timed to coincide when 
tides are at or near minimum elevation to avoid 
in-water transfer of sound. 

• Vessel speeds would be limited to 10 knots in 
lower Cook Inlet north of Augustine Island to 
mitigate potential vessel strike with marine 
mammals. 

The mooring systems and components of the anchor 
cable would be annually inspected each fall after the 
close of the Cook Inlet salmon setnet fishery to ensure 
they are in good working order. Any debris caught on the 
cables would be removed and properly disposed of at 
that time. 

The following measures are detailed in the USFWS 
Biological Assessment (Appendix G) and summarized 
herein. For measures that are already listed elsewhere 
(such as spill response measures in Table 5-2), they are 
not repeated below. These measures are preliminary, 
and not considered final until issuance of a biological 
opinion by the USFWS. 

• The project would employ PSOs to monitor 
shutdown exclusion zones during project 
construction activities that produce underwater 
noise levels above harassment or injury take 
thresholds for northern sea otter. 

• To mitigate for construction noise impacts to sea 
otters, the Applicant would develop and 
implement a 4MP. Details of the plan include the 
use of PSOs, ramp-up procedures, monitoring of 
984-foot exclusion zones around fill placement 
activities, and others. 

• Vessel speeds would be limited to 10 knots for 
all project construction vessels operating inside 
the northern sea otter critical habitat. 

Minimize impacts to threatened and 
endangered species resulting from 
project construction and operational 
activities. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations 

Threatened and 
Endangered Species 
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• During operations, supply barges, fuel barges, 
and concentrate bulk vessels would travel at 
their normal cruising speeds when entering 
lower Cook Inlet, but would reduce speeds to 
less than 10 knots when entering sea otter 
foraging habitat (delimited by the 66-foot depth 
contour). All lightering barges would operate at 
speeds less than 10 knots. 

• Guide cables would not be used to secure the 
communications tower to minimize avian 
collision risk. 

• Develop a lighting plan to reduce construction 
and operation lights that might attract eiders or 
implement lighting that might assist eiders in 
early detection of structures, including: 
- PLP would follow USFWS best practices 

for communication tower lighting by 
avoiding or minimizing the use of lights or 
using flashing light options that comply 
with FAA requirements. 

- Any light stanchions or equipment on the 
causeway/wharf during the first summer of 
construction would be lowered or removed 
before winter if not in use, thereby 
reducing or eliminating eider collision risk. 

- Use lighting options for the causeway and 
jetty that minimize bird attraction (such as 
orienting the lighting downward) while still 
providing enough light for safe operational 
activities. 

- Mitigation lighting for anchored bulk 
carriers would also be examined. 

• Measures to reduce accidental spills include use 
of marine radar to avoid other vessels and 
accurately approach the wharf. 
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• The concentrate conveyor would be fully 
enclosed to contain dust and shed snow. 

The barge loader would be fitted with a mechanical dust 
collection system, and each barge would have a cover 
system to minimize fugitive dust and protect the 
concentrate from precipitation. During lightering 
operations, the barge’s internal system would retrieve 
and convey concentrate to the bulk carrier via a self-
discharging boom conveyor. The boom would be fully 
enclosed and equipped with a telescoping spout, and 
would have mechanical dust collection to prevent spillage 
of fugitive dust. 

PLP would perform a site-specific tsunami runup analysis 
at the port. 

Avoid the potential for impacts to 
human health and safety and spills 
resulting from tsunami inundation of 
the port site. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions, Spill Risk 

Coarse granular road base construction materials would 
be used and additional culverts installed, where 
technically feasible, to facilitate the flow of water through 
segmented wetlands impacted by project road 
construction (PLP 2019-RFI 071b). 

Allows for the flow of water through 
wetlands segmented by road 
construction, minimizing overall 
impacts, and minimizing changes to 
the structure and function of the 
aquatic ecosystem. 

Transportation 
Corridor Construction 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

Fill placed below the HTL would consist of select rock fill 
and armor rock protection. Select rock fill would consist of 
durable, coarse, free-draining material with minimal fines 
to minimize sedimentation. 

Minimize impacts to wetlands and 
aquatic resources resulting from 
impaired flow and sediment release 
during road construction and 
operations. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Surface Water 
Hydrology; Fish Values, 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

PLP would implement measures in the design and 
construction of culverts/bridges in jurisdictional wetlands 
or open waters to attenuate flood flows, prevent extreme 
ponding or drying, maintain floodplain functions, maintain 
aquatic life movement, maintain sediment transport, and 
other functions provided by wetlands and open waters, 
including installing floodplain culverts, permeable 
roadbeds, or oversized culverts. 

Minimize impacts to wetlands and 
aquatic resources resulting from 
impaired water movement and flow. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Surface Water 
Hydrology; Fish Values, 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 
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A typical specification for shot rock that would be used in 
permeable roadbeds is: Maximum stone size to be 
30-inch, and not more than 20% shall be smaller than 
6-inch. Material passing the No. 200 sieve shall not 
exceed 2% by weight. Rock to be competent and 
resistant to degradation during placement and 
compaction. 
Equalization culverts would be installed and strategically 
located to facilitate surface water movement within 
wetland areas. Culverts would be set with the invert 
below grade or slightly below base water level to maintain 
equal water levels on both sides of a fill. In area with a 
natural slope and surface water flow, the culvert would be 
set a minimum of 30 percent of the culvert diameter 
below grade, and set with a grade to match the natural 
ground surface. Equalization culverts used in intertidal 
areas to maintain ebb and flow of marine waters would 
be sized and set to promote a near-natural rate of fill and 
draining of enclosed marine areas. To the extent 
possible, marine equalization culverts would be designed 
to allow passage of marine aquatic life. Culvert material 
used would be selected to endure marine conditions. 

Construction of roads at wetlands/stream crossings 
would be kept to the narrowest possible footprint. 

Minimize impacts to wetlands by 
minimizing the fill footprint. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Water and Sediment 
Quality; Surface Water 
Hydrology; Fish Values, 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

The road includes crossing rivers at a right angle where 
feasible to minimize impacts in the riparian areas. 

Crossing rivers at right angles 
reduces wetlands, vegetation, and 
stream impacts and reduces erosion 
potential. 

Transportation 
Corridor Construction 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

There would be no relocation of active stream channels 
in the transportation corridor. 

Avoid impacts to wetlands and aquatic 
resources resulting from impaired 
water movement and flow. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Water and Sediment Quality; 
Surface Water Hydrology; 
Fish Values, Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 
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Streambank restoration would incorporate bioengineering 
techniques (e.g., root wads, bundled water-tolerant 
willows and other measures outlined in the Streambank 
Revegetation and Protection: A Guide for Alaska [ADF&G 
2005]), where possible, to maintain natural velocities, 
prevent bank erosion, and promote healthy riparian 
system functions that are important to aquatic species. 

Minimize impacts to aquatic resources 
resulting from project construction 
activity by restoring streambanks in a 
manner that promotes a healthy 
riparian system. 

Mine Site/
Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Fish Values; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

Material sidecast from the pipeline trench along the 
transportation corridor above HTL and outside the road 
corridor would be segregated by top organics and 
subsurface layers, and would be replaced back in the 
trench in the order that they were removed. 

Promote restoration of wetlands and 
natural conditions in areas of 
temporary impact associated with 
project construction. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Water and Sediment 
Quality; Surface Water 
Hydrology, Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

Material sidecast from trenching of the pipelines along 
the transportation corridor would be placed in the 
footprint of the permanent fill or in uplands. 

Minimize impacts to wetlands by 
minimizing the fill footprint. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Water and Sediment 
Quality; Surface Water 
Hydrology, Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

To avoid constricting the natural channel and to allow 
connectivity of the floodplain stream crossings would 
meet the USFWS culvert design guidelines for ecological 
function (USFWS 2020). 

Avoid impacts to aquatic resources 
resulting from impaired flow and 
impaired fish passage. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Water and Sediment 
Quality; Surface Water 
Hydrology; Fish Values, 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

Culverts and bridges would be designed to optimize fish 
passage, and the project would use BMPs for design, 
construction, and maintenance. 

Designing culverts and bridges at fish-
bearing streams to optimize fish 
passage would minimize impacts on 
fish and fish habitat. 

Transportation 
Corridor Construction Fish Values 

Road designs, including bridges and culverts, would be 
completed and construction would be monitored by 
professional engineers with appropriate experience. 
Bridge designs would minimize the footprint below the 
OHW mark to the extent practicable, given the load 
design criteria. Hydrologic surveys would be completed 
prior to final design to confirm they accommodate for flow 
under normal and flood conditions. 

Avoid impacts to wetlands, 
waterbodies, and aquatic resources 
resulting from impaired flow. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Water and Sediment 
Quality; Surface Water 
Hydrology; Fish Values 
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Culverts along project roads would be monitored for fish 
passage, and PLP would develop a maintenance plan for 
culverts that may become blocked by debris or ice or 
hydrological changes. 

Avoid impacts to fish resulting from 
impaired passage due to 
malfunctioning culverts. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Fish Values 

PLP would work with the boroughs, landowners, and the 
state to develop a road management agreement that 
provides rules for how the road would accommodate use 
by borough residents and businesses. 

This can result in decreased costs for 
goods and services for borough 
residents. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Operations/
Closure 

Transportation and 
Navigation 

To minimize infestation and spread of spruce bark beetle, 
timber along rights-of-way for roads and pipelines would 
be cut in the fall, and the logs used before the next 
spring. All slash and logs 4 inches in diameter and larger 
would be disposed of by burning, burying, chipping, or 
peeling. Stumps would be cut as low as possible. Trees 
next to the right-of-way would be examined for beetle 
attacks in late summer following cutting. If trees are 
infested, they would be removed. Care would be taken to 
avoid scarring trunks with mechanical equipment, 
severing roots, altering drainage patterns, or severely 
compacting the soil. 

Avoid and minimize the spread of 
invasive species as a result of project 
activities, and resultant impacts to 
native species, waters and other 
aquatic resources. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Vegetation 

Material sites for the transportation and natural gas 
pipeline corridor would be sampled for ARD and metal 
leaching potential prior to development during detailed 
design. Material sites that have the potential for ARD or 
metal leaching would not be used. Fill materials from the 
sites used in construction would contain negligible sulfide 
minerals, be NAG, and contain trace element contents at 
levels comparable to globally typical values for 
unmineralized rock. PLP’s approach to selecting rock, 
achieving the objective of meeting water quality criteria 
for metals and other parameters without the need to treat 
runoff in perpetuity, is to test the rock prior to construction 
to confirm sulfur and element characteristics. 

The confirmation and use of NAG and 
non-metal-leaching material in 
construction would reduce the risk of 
impacts to water and sediment quality. 

Transportation 
Corridor/Natural 
Gas Pipeline 

Construction Water and Sediment Quality 

Material site design and reclamation and closure plans 
would incorporate measures to make the sites blend with 
the natural conditions after closure. 

Minimize long-term visual impacts and 
provide additional habitat for wildlife in 
the reclaimed material sites. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction Aesthetic Resources, 
Wildlife Values 
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Use of a ferry to cross Iliamna Lake reduces the road 
length and associated wetlands impacts and other 
impacts. 

Reducing the total access road length 
would minimize wetlands and 
vegetation impacts relative to a longer 
access road around Iliamna Lake. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

The ferry crossing would be monitored for evidence of 
smolt/fish impacts. If birds are observed feeding on 
disoriented fish, require the ferry to use deterrents such 
as water spray or streamers to reduce bird predation. 

Avoid impacts to smolt resulting from 
the Iliamna Lake ferry. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Operations Fish Values; Wildlife Values 

Road connections to communities enhance opportunities 
for local employment while residing at home. 

Road connections to communities 
allow residents to gain employment 
with the project without relocating. 
This helps reduce the amount of 
outmigration in the region. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Needs and Welfare of the 
People—Socioeconomics; 
Environmental Justice 

Road connections to communities enable the use of 
existing airport facilities, eliminating the need to construct 
and operate parallel facilities. 

Reduces wetlands and vegetation 
impacts from constructing additional 
airports. Transportation 

Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Transportation and 
Navigation; Vegetation; 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

Road and ferry terminals are sited to avoid private (non-
ANCSA) lands, environmentally sensitive areas, 
archaeological resources, and areas of known high 
subsistence use where possible. 

Careful siting of project features can 
be used to avoid impacts to 
environmentally sensitive areas, 
archaeological resources, and areas 
of known high subsistence use. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Cultural Resources; 
Subsistence; Land 
Ownership, Management, 
and Use; Environmental 
Justice 

Use of closed containers to transport concentrate 
reduces spill potential while trucking, barging, loading, 
and on the ferry, and eliminates the potential for 
concentrate dust. 

Reduces the potential for elevated 
metals in soils along the 
transportation corridor. 

Transportation 
Corridor Operations Spill Risk; Air Quality 

All reagents would be shipped in their original, approved-
for-shipping containers. These original containers would 
be placed inside steel shipping containers at the factory 
or consolidation terminal and shipped to the mine site 
prior to unloading from the steel shipping containers. 

Eliminates the potential for the release 
of reagents to the environment from 
spills during transportation. Transportation 

Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Spill Risk; Transportation 
and Navigation 

The use of fuel isotainers to transport diesel fill reduces 
spill potential while trucking and on the ferry. 

Reduces the potential for diesel spills. Transportation 
Corridor Operations Spill Risk; Transportation 

and Navigation 
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The implementation of wildlife safety measures along the 
transportation corridor to influence animal behavior and 
minimize human-wildlife interactions includes: 

• Any wildlife injuries or mortalities would be 
immediately reported as appropriate. The 
carcasses of any road-killed animals would be 
removed and disposed of in a timely manner so 
that they do not serve as an attractant to bears 
or other wildlife. 

• Vegetation along the right of way would be 
managed (trimming of shrubs and trees) to 
reduce attractiveness for large mammals by 
reducing browsing quality.  

Reduces the probability of wildlife 
being struck by vehicles. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values 

PLP would evaluate the use of wildlife detection systems 
at identified high-traffic animal crossings. Animal 
detection systems use sensors to detect large animals 
that approach the road. Once a large animal is detected, 
warning signals are activated to inform the drivers that a 
large animal may be on or near the road at that time. 

Avoid and minimize impacts to 
wildlife. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Operations Wildlife Values; Health and 
Safety 

Winter management of snow berms along roadways 
would include periodic breaks or cleared areas in snow 
berms to allow wildlife to get off the road during the 
approach of oncoming vehicles. 

Avoid and minimize impacts to 
wildlife. 

Mine Site/
Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values 

Ferry bilge water would be collected in holding tanks at 
the ferry terminals and transported to one of the water 
treatment plants located at the mine site or Amakdedori 
port. 

Collection and transport of the bilge 
water to treatment plants at the mine 
site or port avoids discharge to 
Iliamna Lake, as previously proposed. 

Transportation 
Corridor 

Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Fish Values 

PLP will review and identify applicable strategies and 
procedures outlined in the Biosecurity Plan for Alaska 
Maritime National Wildlife Refuge (Flynn et al. 2020); 
relevant strategies would be integrated into the project 
ISMP if appropriate. Examples of relevant information 
identified for inclusion in PLPs ISMP to date include: 

Protect against the introduction and 
spread of organisms that have the 
potential to threaten native natural 
resources and ecology. 

Port Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Wildlife Values; Vegetation 
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• Use of vehicle diagrams and checklists (or 
similar) for inspection/cleaning of vehicles and 
heavy machinery. 

• Use of rodent traps in appropriate locations. 
• Proper procedures for food waste disposal to 

prevent germination and growth of non-native 
species. 

• Appropriate cleaning of equipment used by 
project environmental staff and consultants 
conducting surveys in the region.  

Stability analyses for the caisson dock and trestle would 
be completed prior to final design, and include additional 
geotechnical investigation; further evaluation of the Bruin 
Bay fault to refine ground-shaking estimates, liquification 
assessment, and analysis of seismic loading; bearing 
capacity; settlement; and sliding resistance. The 
additional analyses would be conducted in accordance 
with accepted industry standards/codes and subject to 
independent review (Knight Piésold 2019d; PLP 
2020-RFI 160). 

Stability analyses would minimize 
damage to the port structures from 
major earthquakes and ice/wind/wave 
loading. Additional studies would 
confirm maximum ground shaking 
estimates and seismic loading to be 
incorporated into port design, which 
would minimize damage to facilities 
and spill risk in the event of a major 
earthquake. 

Port Construction/
Operations/
Closure 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk; 
Surface Water Hydrology 

The elevation of the port terminal and dock at 
Amakdedori was raised to +40 feet MLLW to account for 
tsunami runup. The elevation would be revisited in final 
design based on site-specific analysis of maximum 
tsunamis from earthquake and volcanic debris flow 
sources. The concrete containment barrier wall around 
the fuel tank farm would be designed to protect against 
maximum tsunami run-up (PLP 2019b, 2019-RFI 112, 
112a). 

Structures would be designed to be 
above the maximum tsunami 
elevation and/or withstand tsunami 
forces, resist uplift and scour, and 
protect against debris impacts and 
fuel spills. 

Port Construction/
Operations 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Water and 
Sediment Quality; Spill Risk 

Operational measures would be employed to protect 
personnel in the event of a tsunami, such as early 
warning systems, vertical evacuation structures, and 
operational procedures and training on when to move to 
higher ground and secure critical equipment (PLP 2019-
RFI 112). 

Safety risk to personnel would be 
reduced in the event of a tsunami. 

Port Geohazards, Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Health and 
Safety 
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Operational procedures would be in place for vessels to 
cease lightering operations and move to safer locations in 
deeper water if a tsunami warning is issued or volcanic 
debris flow activity is predicted (PLP 2019-RFI 112). 

Procedures would reduce the risk of 
spills and safety impacts on lightering 
and ore cargo vessels in the event of 
a tsunami or volcanic activity. 

Port Operations Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk; 
Water and Sediment 
Quality; Health and Safety 

Lightering of concentrate at Amakdedori port eliminates 
the need for dredging a deepwater channel. 

Would reduce benthic habitat 
disturbance and prevent increased 
turbidity from dredging. Would also 
eliminate the need to construct an 
onshore dredged material stockpile. 

Port Construction Water and Sediment Quality 

Natural gas–generated shore power would be provided 
for vessels that are docked at the port. 

Providing natural gas–generated 
shore power to vessels while they are 
in port, rather than having the vessels 
idle, would reduce NOx at the port. 

Port Operations Air Quality 

Co-location of the road and natural gas pipeline 
alignment reduces wetlands and other impacts and 
removes the need for a separate corridor. 

Co-location of project facilities 
reduces the overall footprint and 
minimizes impacts to wetlands and 
vegetation. 

Transportation 
Corridor/Natural 
Gas Pipeline 

Construction/
Operations 

Vegetation; Wetlands and 
Other Waters/Special 
Aquatic Sites 

The road/pipeline alignment and material sites were 
designed to minimize impacts to wetlands. 

Siting the road/pipeline alignment to 
minimize fill in wetlands minimizes the 
overall project impact on wetlands. 

Transportation 
Corridor/Natural 
Gas Pipeline 

Construction/
Operations 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

The gas pipeline would be attached to bridge crossings, 
removing the need for HDD under major river crossings, 
removing the potential for frac-out. 

Reduction in the number of required 
HDD crossings would reduce the 
potential for frac-out and associated 
water and sediment quality impacts. 

Transportation 
Corridor/Natural 
Gas Pipeline 

Construction 
Surface Water Hydrology; 
Fish Values; Water and 
Sediment Quality 

Detailed HDD plans would be developed during detailed 
design for all HDDs that are required, and would be in 
place prior to construction commencement. The HDD 
plans would ensure that all HDD work is done in 
compliance with applicable regulations, and would outline 
measures to be undertaken to avoid the potential for a 
frac-out, and measures to respond to a frac-out should 
one occur. 

Carefully managed HDD activities 
would reduce the potential for impacts 
to water and sediment quality and 
existing water supply wells. Transportation 

Corridor/Natural 
Gas Pipeline 

Construction 

Surface Water Hydrology; 
Groundwater Hydrology; 
Fish Values; Water and 
Sediment Quality  
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PLP would conduct geotechnical studies at HDD sites. Reduce the risk of a frac-out and 
resulting impacts to waters. 

Transportation 
Corridor/Natural 
Gas Pipeline 

Construction Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions, Water Quality 

Water used for hydrostatic testing of the pipeline would 
be obtained from and discharged back to sources local to 
the section of pipeline being tested, thereby minimizing 
the potential for the mobilization of invasive species. 

Limiting movement of water to 
localized areas would reduce the 
potential for transportation of invasive 
species. 

Natural Gas 
Pipeline Construction 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Vegetation; 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters/Special Aquatic 
Sites 

The pipeline would use HDD to access deep water from 
the compressor station area to avoid shoreline impacts 
from trenching on the Kenai Peninsula. 

Use of HDD to construct the portion of 
natural gas pipeline from onshore 
Kenai Peninsula to deep water in 
Cook Inlet would reduce the potential 
for erosion or other shoreline impacts. 

Natural Gas 
Pipeline Construction Soils; Geohazards and 

Seismic Conditions 

PLP would conduct further evaluation of the closest private 
well to the HDD route at Anchor Point (see Figure 
3.17-16), designated well 53874 by ADNR (2016): 

• Contact owner to confirm status, use, and 
pumping rate at the well; 

• Survey location of well compared to HDD final 
design route; 

• Modify the HDD design to address any concerns 
identified during engineering; and 

• Monitor well flow and quality during all 
construction activities in the area. 

PLP would provide and implement (if necessary) 
contingency plans to provide a comparable source of 
water in the event groundwater flow or quality at the well 
is altered as a result of HDD installation. 

Reduce the potential for impacts to 
drinking water resulting from the 
Anchor Point HDD. 

Natural Gas 
Pipeline 

Construction Groundwater Hydrology, 
Water and Sediment Quality 

Additional engineering analyses would be conducted 
during pipeline detailed design to further evaluate effects 
and potential mitigation plans for geohazards such as 
ground shaking, liquefaction, volcano debris flows, 
tsunamis, shallow bedrock, and scour (NanaWP and 
IntecSea 2019a). 

The additional analyses and design 
would minimize potential damage to 
the pipeline from earthquakes and 
other geohazards. 

Natural Gas 
Pipeline 

Construction/
Operations 

Geohazards and Seismic 
Conditions; Spill Risk 
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The natural gas pipeline would be equipped with a leak 
detection system. In the event of a gas release, shut-off 
valves would be closed to limit the extent of the release. 
An automatic shut-off system would be installed on the 
east side of Cook Inlet, near the compressor station. On 
the west side of the Inlet, at the port site, either an 
automatic or manual shut-off system would be installed. 
Port personnel would always be on site and able to 
respond with manual shut-off if needed. 

Reduces duration of natural gas 
release from potential failure of 
pipeline. 

Natural Gas 
Pipeline 

Operations/
Closure (if 
pipeline 
remains 
operational) 

Water and Sediment 
Quality; Spill Risk; Fish 
Values 

The following measures are detailed in the Draft EFH 
Assessment (Appendix I) and summarized below. The 
measures are specifically developed for construction 
activities and would be implemented by PLP during 
construction of the project to minimize impacts to EFH. 
These measures are preliminary and not considered final 
until the conclusion of EFH consultation. 
Mine Site Construction: 

• PLP would develop a plan to prevent fish 
passage into habitats proposed for removal prior 
to construction. 

• Necessary in-water activities would be scheduled 
when the fewest species/least vulnerable life 
stages of federally managed species are present, 
or consistent with permit stipulations. 

• Spillage of dirt, fuel, oil, toxic materials, and 
other contaminants into EFH would be 
minimized through the preparation of spill 
prevention plans, as appropriate. 

• Effects of sedimentation on fish habitat would be 
minimized through implementation of required 
stormwater management plans and BMPs. 

Road Building and Maintenance: 
• Where reasonable, bridges rather than culverts 

for stream crossings were proposed. Culverts 
would be sized, constructed, and maintained to 
match the gradient and width of the stream to 

Minimize impacts to EFH. Mine Site/
Transportation 
Corridor/Port/
Natural Gas 
Pipeline 

Construction Fish Values 
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accommodate design flood flows, and large 
enough to provide for migratory passage of adult 
and juvenile fishes. Culvert design will use the 
culvert guidelines contained in the USFWS 
Culvert Design Guidelines for Ecological 
Function (USFWS 2020). 

• Bridge abutments would be designed to minimize 
disturbances to stream banks and placed outside 
of the floodplain whenever possible. 

• Erosion control measures would be specified in 
road construction plans as applicable. 

• Side-casting of road materials would be avoided 
on native surfaces and into streams. 

• Native vegetation would be used in stabilization 
plantings. 

• Seasonal restrictions would be used on instream 
activities to avoid impacts to habitat during 
species critical life stages (e.g., spawning and 
egg development periods), as required by permit 
stipulations. 

• Water diversion methods, under the guidance of 
the ADF&G, could be employed where in-stream 
work could obstruct passage of fish for longer 
than 48 hours. Juvenile and adult fish passage 
facilities would be incorporated on all water 
diversion projects (e.g., fish bypass systems) as 
required by permit. 

• Roadways and associated stormwater collection 
systems would be properly maintained as 
required by stormwater management plans and 
design requirements. 

• Blasting for road construction in Iliamna Bay 
would be done during low tides. 

Material Sites: 
• Materials sites would include a reclamation plan 

and be restored as appropriate prior to closure. 
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Water Use: 
• Water diversion and impoundment projects 

would be designed to create flow conditions that 
provide for adequate fish passage, particularly 
during critical life stages. Low water levels that 
strand juveniles and dewater redds would be 
avoided unless authorized by water use permits. 
Juvenile and adult fish passage facilities would 
be incorporated on all water diversion projects 
(e.g., fish bypass systems) as required by 
permit. Screens at water diversions on fish-
bearing streams would be installed, as needed. 

• Water quality parameters necessary to support 
fish populations would be maintained by 
monitoring and adjusting water temperature, 
sediment loads, and pollution levels in 
compliance with APDES. 

• Appropriate flow velocity and water levels to 
support continued stream functions would be 
maintained consistent with water use 
authorization. 

Discharge of Fill Material: 
• Fill materials would be tested and be in the 

neutral range of 7.5 to 8.4 pH. In marine waters; 
this pH range would maximize colonization of 
marine organisms. Excessively alkaline or acidic 
fill material would not be used. Only clean fill 
would be used. 

• Only select fill with minimal fines would be used 
for construction of the road in Iliamna Bay. 

Vessel Operations, Transportation and Navigation: 
• Riparian buffers would be left in place to help 

maintain water quality and nutrient input, where 
practicable. 

• Vessels would be operated at sufficiently low 
speeds to reduce wake energy, and no-wake 
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zones would be designated near sensitive 
habitats. 

• BMPs would be implemented to prevent or 
minimize contamination from ship bilge waters, 
accidents, shipyard work, and non-point source 
contaminants from upland facilities related to 
vessel operations and navigation. 

• Catchment basins would be used for collecting 
and storing surface runoff from upland repair 
facilities, parking lots, and other impervious 
surfaces to remove contaminants prior to 
delivery to any receiving waters. 

• The terminal near Diamond Point would be 
designed to include practical measures for 
reducing, containing, and cleaning up petroleum 
spills. 

• Oil spill response equipment would be staged at 
strategic locations. 

Pile-Driving: 
• When impact hammers are required due to 

seismic stability or substrate type, piles would 
be first driven as deep as possible with a 
vibratory hammer and then with the impact 
hammer to drive the pile to its final position. 

• As required, methods to reduce the SPLs and 
SELs include, but are not limited to the 
following: 
- Because the sound produced has a direct 

relationship to the force used to drive the 
pile, use a smaller hammer to reduce 
sound pressure. 

- Use a hydraulic hammer if an impact 
driving cannot be avoided. The force of the 
hammer blow can be controlled with 
hydraulic hammers; reducing the impact 
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force will reduce the intensity of the 
resulting sound. 

- Use bubble curtains or other sound 
attenuation devices to reduce the 
acoustical footprint. 

Pipeline Installation: 
• An HDD would be used for the shore transition 

at Anchor Point where there is a steep erodible 
bluff adjacent to the intertidal zone. 

• Excavated wetlands would be backfilled with 
either the same or comparable material capable 
of supporting similar wetland vegetation. 
Impacted sites would be restored to original 
marsh elevations. Topsoil and organic surface 
material, such as root mats, would be segregated 
as practicable and returned to the surface of the 
restored site. After backfilling, erosion control 
BMPs would be implemented as needed. 

• The pipeline would be buried in areas where 
scouring or wave activity may expose it. 

• Inactive pipelines that remain in place, would be 
properly pigged, purged, filled with seawater, 
and capped. 

• Install silt curtains or other barriers whenever 
possible to reduce turbidity and sedimentation 
near the project site. 

• Attach pipelines to existing bridges. 
Invasive Species: 

• Uphold fish and game regulations of the Alaska 
Board of Fisheries (AS 16.05.251) and Board of 
Game (AS 16.05.255), which prohibit and 
regulate the live capture, possession, transport, 
or release of native or exotic fish or their eggs. 

• Adhere to regulations and use BMPs outlined in 
the State of Alaska Aquatic Nuisance Species 
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Management Plan (ADF&G 2002) and 
Management Plan for Invasive Northern Pike in 
Alaska (ADF&G 2010). 

• Require vessels brought from other areas over 
land via trailer to clean any surfaces (e.g., 
propellers, hulls, anchors, fenders) that may 
harbor non-native plant or animal species. 
Bilges should be emptied and cleaned 
thoroughly by using hot water or a mild bleach 
solution. These activities should be performed in 
an upland area to prevent the introduction of 
non-native species during the cleaning process. 

Notes: 
4MP = Marine Mammal Monitoring and Mitigation Plan 
ACC = Alaska Administrative Code 
ADEC = Alaska Department of Conversation 
ADF&G = Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
ADNR = Alaska Dam Safety Program 
ADSP = Alaska Dam Safety Program 
ANCSA = Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
APDES = Alaska Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
ARD = acid rock drainage 
ARMP = Aquatic Resources Monitoring Plan 
AS = Alaska Statute 
ATV = all-terrain vehicle 
BACT = best available control technology 
BMP = best management practice 
CFR = Code of Federal Regulations 
CRMP = Cultural Resources Management Plan 
EDRR = early detection and rapid response 
EFH = essential fish habitat 
EPA = US Environmental Protection Agency 
ESCP = Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 
FAA = Federal Aviation Administration 
FDCP = Fugitive Dust Control Plan 

GPS = Global positioning system 
HACCP = hazard analysis and critical control point 
HDD = horizontal directional drilling 
HTL = high tide line 
ISMP = Invasive Species Management Plan 
LiDAR = light detection and ranging 
LPB = Lake and Peninsula Borough 
MCE = maximum credible earthquake 
MLLW = mean lower low water 
NAG = non–acid-generating 
NMFS = National Marine Fisheries Service 
NOx = oxides of nitrogen 
NP/AP = neutralization potential/acid-generating 
potential 
O&M = Operations and Maintenance 
OHW = ordinary high water 
OMS = operations, maintenance, and surveillance 
PA = Programmatic Agreement 
PAG = potentially acid-generating 
PCP = Project Communications Plan 
PILT = Payment in Lieu of Taxes 
PLP = Pebble Limited Partnership 

PSD = Prevention of Significant Deterioration 
PSO = Protected Species Observer 
QA/QC = Quality Assurance/Quality Control 
RCP = Reclamation and Closure Plan 
RFI = Request for Information 
SCR = selective catalytic reduction 
SEL = sound exposure level 
SFK = South Fork Koktuli 
SPL = sound pressure level 
SWPPP = Storm Water Pollution Prevention 
TDS = total dissolved solids 
TSF = tailings storage facility 
TSS = total suspended solids 
USACE = US Army Corps of Engineers 
USFWS = US Fish and Wildlife Service 
UTC = Upper Talarik Creek 
VGP = Vessel General Permit 
VIDA = Vessel Incident Discharge Act 
WET = whole effluent toxicity 
WMP = water management pond 
WTP = water treatment plant

 
Source: PLP 2020-RFI 071c, PLP 2020e 
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Mining and milling schedule 
modification. 

Increased the milling rate from 160,000 to 
180,000 tons per day. The peak mining rate was 
reduced from 90 to 70 million tons per year. The 
total tons mined increased from 1.2 billion to 
1.44 billion tons. Project life remained unchanged 
at 20 years, but mining occurs over all 20 years, 
not just the first 14 years. 

Removed the need for a large low-grade ore 
stockpile facility, which would generate significant 
amounts of poor-quality runoff water and 
seepage. 
Reduced the peak mining rate and associated 
mobile equipment and emissions impacts. 

May 2018 

Separated the bulk and pyritic tailings 
storage facilities. 

Located the pyritic TSF closer to the pit in the 
location of the previous low-grade ore storage 
facility. 

Facilitated the transfer of PAG waste and pyritic 
tailings back into the pit at closure for long-term 
storage below the pit lake. 
Eliminated the need for long-term water treatment 
and facility maintenance associated with the 
pyritic TSF by allowing for removal of the facility 
at closure. 
Eliminated all potential for post-closure failure of 
the pyritic TSF. 

May 2018 

Enlarged the main water management 
pond.  

The size of the facility was increased, and it was 
relocated to an area with sufficient space. 
The pond was resized to allow for water storage 
for the wettest 20-year period in the available 
record plus the Probable Maximum Flood event. 

The change: 
1) Added significant buffering capacity to the 
water management system by increasing 
available water storage space outside of the 
TSFs. 
2) Removed any need to store excess water in 
the TSFs, thereby further reducing any potential 
for TSF failures during operations. 
3) Provided additional certainty for the water 
supply during dry conditions. 
4) Provided backup storage in the event of 
unplanned water treatment plant shut downs. 

May 2018 

Natural gas pipeline onshore diameter 
increased and point of origin changed. 

The diameter of the onshore pipeline was 
increased from 10 to 12 inches. Previously, only 
the marine and lake sections were 12 inches in 
diameter. The pipeline point of origin was moved 
south to the compressor station location. 

The diameter was increased to: 
1) Provide additional gas capacity to support the 
increased mill throughput and to allow sufficient 
capacity for gas to be supplied to surrounding 
communities, if requested. 

May 2018 
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2) Remove the need for a mid-point compressor 
with associated environmental impacts at the port 
site. 
The origin was relocated, because the existing 
pipeline running south on the Kenai Peninsula 
has sufficient capacity to support the project gas 
offtake requirement. The change avoided the 
impacts associated with running a second 
pipeline along the highway. 

The Amakdedori port design and 
operating concept modification. 

The design and operating concept was modified 
from a deepwater design with a dredged channel 
that could dock bulk carriers directly to a barge 
port with offshore lightering of concentrate. 

The concept was changed to: 
1) Remove the requirement for dredging the 
channel and subsequent maintenance dredging 
over 20 years with all the associated offshore 
disturbance. 
2) Remove the requirement to store 20 million 
cubic yards of dredged material at the port site. 
3) Remove the need for the bulk carrier to 
navigate a narrow in-shore channel, which was 
identified as an area of safety concern in early 
scoping comments. 

May 2018 

Offshore gas pipeline route 
modification. 

A 12-mile segment of the pipeline was rerouted to 
avoid a previously unknown shipwreck. 

The shipwreck site has the potential to be 
considered a historic property. Relocation of the 
pipeline to avoid the wreck did not result in an 
increase in any other impacts associated with the 
pipeline. 

August 2019 

Provided additional detail on the 
anchor design concept for the 
lightering points. 

Following work completed in 2019, PLP 
confirmed that no drilling would be required to 
install the anchors at the lightering locations. 

To removes the potential for acoustic or turbidity 
impacts associated with the placement of drilled 
anchors. 

August 2019 

Amakdedori port design updates. The port’s overall area and location did not 
change, but the causeway and dock construction 
methodology were changed from earthfill with 
steel sheet pilings to a concrete-
caisson-supported design. 
The port runway location was moved slightly 
southward to avoid all wetlands. 

The enhancements were included in response to 
the DEIS analysis and public and agency 
comments received regarding the proposed port 
design. 
The caisson-supported dock design: 
1) Avoids impeding or modifying current patterns 
and water flow by allowing for the free flow of 
water along the shore through the caissons. 

August 2019 
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Table 5-3: Applicant’s Project Enhancements and Optimizations 

Change Description Reason Date 
The terrace elevation was increased to allow for 
tsunami runup. 

2) Reduces the in-water construction time period 
to 1 year. 
3) Significantly reduces impacts to WOUS. 
4) Allows longshore passage for fish and land 
animals in the intertidal zone under the causeway 
structure. 
5) Avoids noise impacts to marine mammals, 
including threatened and endangered species, 
associated with driving sheet and round pile. 
6) Reduces impacts to Cook Inlet beluga whale 
and northern sea otter critical habitat. 
7) Avoids suspended particulates/turbidity by 
removing the need to place fill directly into the 
marine environment. 

Relocated the Sid Larson Creek 
crossing. 

The location of the crossing was moved 800 feet 
downstream and the bridge approaches were 
realigned. 

The relocation reduced impacts to WOUS and 
avoided springs on the hill side. 
The change aligned the crossing perpendicularly 
with the river, reduced the crossing length, and 
removed the need for an in-river pier. 
The change reduced impacts to the creek. 

August 2019 

Relocated the north ferry terminal and 
the northern portion of the site access 
road and pipeline alignment. 

Relocated the north ferry terminal from near the 
mouth of UTC to Eagle Bay. The access road to 
the site was switched to the alignment evaluated 
for Alternative 2 of the DEIS. 
The gas pipeline alignment was changed to come 
ashore near the community of Newhalen and join 
the road alignment before the Newhalen River 
crossing. 

The relocation of the road and ferry terminal was 
done primarily in response to landowner 
comments and comments received on the DEIS 
expressing concerns around the use of the UTC 
location. No similar concerns were expressed 
regarding the use of Eagle Bay. 
The relocation: 
1) Removed the need for a spur road to Iliamna 
and reduced the amount of road construction 
required. 
2) Reduced impacts to WOUS and the overall 
project footprint. 
3) Further reduced impacts to the UTC drainage. 
The change to the pipeline alignment facilitates 
community access to the gas pipeline. 

August 2019 
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Table 5-3: Applicant’s Project Enhancements and Optimizations 

Change Description Reason Date 

Relocated the open pit water 
management pond. 

The open pit water management pond was 
reoriented and moved westward by about 
1,000 feet. 

The relocation: 
1) Significantly reduces impacts to WOUS. 
2) Opens up an additional 0.35 mile of 
anadromous fish habitat. 
3) Reduces construction-related impacts to the 
SFK. 

August 2019 

Relocated the South Fork Koktuli 
discharge point and associated road. 

The discharge pipeline and road were relocated 
to the western flank of the SFK valley and the 
discharge point was relocated to the 
northwestern side of Frying Pan Lake. 

The relocation: 
1) Avoids fragmenting the wetlands in the SFK 
valley and significantly reduces impacts to 
WOUS. 
2) Minimizes impacts to the SFK aquatic 
ecosystem. 

August 2019 

Relocated the North Fork Koktuli 
discharge point. 

The NFK discharge point was relocated 
approximately 1 mile upstream. 

The relocation mitigates flow impacts in the main 
channel of the NFK due to the construction of the 
main WMP. 

August 2019 

Optimized site overburden storage 
facility locations. 

Overburden storage facilities near the quarries, 
pit, TSFs, and WMPs were optimized for size and 
location. 

The relocations were done to: 
1) Optimize the size 
2) Reduce impacts to WOUS 
3) Facilitate access and use 

August 2019 

Added temporary river crossing 
locations for construction. 

Temporary crossings were identified for 
construction at: 

• Amakdedori Tributary 
• First Creek 
• Gibraltar Creek 
• Newhalen 
• Eagle Bay Creek 
• Sid Larson Creek—Upper 
• Sid Larson Tributary 
• Talarik Creek—Upper 
• Trickle Creek 
• Upper East Kokhanok 
• Venturi Creek 

The crossings are required for construction 
access and were added as a result of additional 
engineering work performed in the summer of 
2019. 

August 2019 
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Table 5-3: Applicant’s Project Enhancements and Optimizations 

Change Description Reason Date 

Optimized locations and sizes for mine 
support infrastructure. 

Locations and sizes were optimized for: 
• Laydown areas 
• Seepage collection and sediment ponds 
• Personnel camps 
• Temporary stockpiles 
• Site access gate 
• Administrative buildings 
• Water treatment plants 
• Explosive storage 
• Site roads 

All the optimizations were the result of additional 
engineering work and are in the same mine area. 
The objective was to: 
1) Minimize overall impacts to WOUS 
2) Provide additional design detail to the footprint 
3) Improve constructability and operability 

August 2019 

Optimized material site and 
overburden stockpile footprints along 
the access corridors. 

Material site footprints were reduced, and some 
locations were modified. 
Overburden stockpiles were added at the ferry 
terminals. 

Locations and sizes were optimized as a result of 
additional engineering work completed. The 
change was implemented to: 
1) Reduce the overall project footprint 
2) Reduce impacts to WOUS 
3) Reduce associated construction impacts 

August 2019 

Optimized Amakdedori offshore 
pipeline route construction temporary 
impact footprint. 

The temporary impact footprint for pipeline 
construction in Cook Inlet and Iliamna Lake was 
updated. 

The corridor was optimized as a result of 
additional engineering and survey work 
completed. 

August 2019 

Relocated the Newhalen River bridge. The permanent bridge across the Newhalen 
River was moved approximately 0.75 mile 
downstream. Approximately 2.5 miles of 
approach road and one material site were 
relocated to accommodate the change. 

Avoid impacts to archaeological resources 
identified at the original crossing location during 
the 2019 field season. 

October 2019 

Modified the location of the Diamond 
Point port and dock facility and 
dredged channel. 

The dock facility and dredged channel and 
turning basin were moved approximately 
0.75 mile to the north in Iliamna Bay. The 
onshore facility was moved approximately 
2.5 miles north. The gas pipeline and fiber-optic 
cable right-of-way location was updated to reflect 
the change in port location. 

1) Minimized the requirement for new road 
construction in the intertidal zone by 
approximately 0.5 mile and reduced permanent 
impacts below the High Tide Line. 
2) Avoided impacts to a private land parcel and 
Native Allotment #AKAA 004225B. 

April 2020 

Removed the alternate lightering 
location west of Augustine Island for 
the Diamond Point port alternative. 

The alternate lightering location west of 
Augustine Island was removed from PLP’s 
application. 

Reduce potential additional impacts to the sea 
otter population in Kamishak Bay resulting from 
the longer lightering barge route and the location 
of the lightering point outside the more heavily 
used traffic corridor into Iliamna Bay. 

April 2020 
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Table 5-3: Applicant’s Project Enhancements and Optimizations 

Change Description Reason Date 

Diamond Point port design updates. The causeway and dock construction 
methodology were changed from earthfill with 
steel sheet pilings to a concrete caisson 
supported design. 

The enhancements were included in response to 
the DEIS analysis and public and agency 
comments received regarding the proposed port 
design. 
The caisson-supported dock design: 
1) Avoids impeding or modifying current patterns 
and water flow by allowing for the free flow of 
water along the shore through the caissons. 
2) Reduces the in-water construction time period 
to 1 year. 
3) Significantly reduces impacts to WOUS. 
4) Allows longshore passage for fish and land 
animals in the intertidal zone under the causeway 
structure. 
5) Avoids noise impacts to marine mammals, 
including threatened and endangered species, 
associated with driving sheet and round pile. 
6) Reduces impacts to Cook Inlet beluga whale 
and northern sea otter critical habitat. 
7) Avoids suspended particulates/turbidity by 
removing the need to place fill directly into the 
marine environment. 

April 2020 

Added an access road to the Pedro 
Bay airport. 

Added an approximately 0.5-mile access road 
from the transportation corridor to the Pedro Bay 
airport. 

Provide road access to the Pedro Bay airport. May 2020 

Notes: 
DEIS = Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
NFK = North Fork Koktuli 
PAG = potentially acid-generating 
SFK = South Fork Koktuli 
TSF = tailings storage facility 
UTC = Upper Talarik Creek 
WOUS = Waters of the US 
Source: PLP 2020-RFI 143a 
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5.2.3 Additional Mitigation Identified for Agency Consideration 
Mitigation discussed in this section is used to inform agencies with individual permit reviews and 
authorizations as an outcome of the NEPA process. Mitigative measures identified or 
recommended during the NEPA process have been compiled, and will be considered by the 
USACE and other agencies as part of their permit decisions to further minimize project impacts. 
However, it is important to note that measures identified during the NEPA process may not be 
required by the federal agencies in their RODs. For example, the Council on Environmental 
Quality guidance uses terms such as “reasonable, practicable, and appropriate” when considering 
potential mitigation and permit conditions. In addition, there may be potential mitigation measures 
identified through the public process that are not under the federal agencies’ authority to require 
as a condition to a permit. It is also possible that some of the individual mitigation measures listed 
in this section may be adopted by PLP and incorporated into project plans prior to the finalization 
of permit decisions. Furthermore, the federal agency decision-makers (USACE, Bureau of Safety 
and Environmental Enforcement, and US Coast Guard) may continue to refine mitigation 
subsequent to completion of the EIS, and prior to issuance of their ROD; and other state permitting 
agencies may do likewise during their permit review processes. Additional mitigation identified 
during that process may include project modifications that are in part considered feasible from a 
cost and constructability perspective. The ROD would identify those mitigation measures that the 
agency has committed itself to adopt, and explain why any other practicable mitigation measures 
have not been adopted. 
It should also be recognized that many of the permits required for approval of the Pebble Project 
are under the jurisdiction of the State of Alaska. Specific agencies may have clear compliance 
standards and requirements for monitoring of environmental conditions; future risks associated 
with unexpected conditions may also be addressed in specific permitting authorizations. Potential 
measures put forward for consideration in the EIS are not intended to dictate conditions of state 
permit approval, but to identify potential measures for consideration as applicable. In assessing 
whether or not to adopt a mitigation measure in a project permit, agencies may further take into 
account whether they have adequate resources to enforce mitigation or a source of funding to do 
so, and measurable metrics in the mitigation measure to assess compliance and performance. 
Appendix M1.0 includes a list of all mitigation measures suggested by the USACE and 
cooperating agencies, and those identified by the public during the NEPA process. All measures 
are assessed based on the following factors, with the goal of disclosing the likelihood that the 
measures would be adopted by the applicant or implemented as a condition in a state, federal, or 
local permit (CEQ 1981) by the responsible agencies as part of their permit decisions following 
completion of the NEPA process. 

1. Effective: assessment of the measure’s effectiveness in reducing the project-related 
impact. This factor also considers whether implementation of the measure is 
supported by the effects analysis in the EIS. 

2. Potential Jurisdiction: assessment of potential agency jurisdiction/authority to require 
the measure. 

3. Reasonable: assessment of feasibility from a technical and economic standpoint. This 
assessment also factors in common sense for what is reasonable. For example, a 
mitigation measure may not be reasonable if there are other technically and 
economically feasible mitigation measures that would be just as effective at reducing 
a potential impact, or if the extra expense is not supported by the effects analysis in 
the EIS. 

See Appendix M1.0 for an assessment of measures identified during the NEPA process. 
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5.3 AVOIDANCE, MINIMIZATION, AND COMPENSATORY MITIGATION UNDER THE 
CLEAN WATER ACT 

Regulatory standards and criteria for mitigating impacts to aquatic resources that result from work 
authorized by permit under the USACE Regulatory Program were established on April 10, 2008 
by the USACE and the EPA in a rule titled “Compensatory Mitigation for Losses of Aquatic 
Resources; Final Rule” (33 CFR Part 332 [USACE] and 40 CFR Part 230 [EPA]) (referred to 
herein as the 2008 mitigation rule). The rule emphasizes the sequence to be followed for 
mitigating impacts to aquatic resources. All practicable steps to avoid and/or minimize impacts to 
aquatic resources must be taken before proposing compensatory mitigation to offset project 
impacts. Once all efforts to avoid and minimize impacts have occurred, remaining impacts may 
be offset by compensatory mitigation. 
Compensatory mitigation can be a critical tool to help the federal government meet the 
longstanding national goal of “no net loss” of wetland acreage, function, and value, and may be 
required to ensure that activities requiring a permit comply with CWA Section 404(b)(1) 
Guidelines. Compensatory mitigation is the restoration (reestablishment or rehabilitation), 
establishment (creation), enhancement, and/or in certain circumstances, preservation of aquatic 
resources to offset unavoidable adverse impacts. Compensatory mitigation requirements must be 
commensurate with the amount and type of impact that is associated with a particular Section 404 
permit, and may be achieved by purchasing credits through mitigation banks or in-lieu fee (ILF) 
programs, by permittee-responsible mitigation (PRM), or by a combination of the three. 
USACE and EPA signed an MOA in June 2018 concerning the mitigation sequence for wetlands 
in Alaska under Section 404 of the CWA (USACE and EPA 2018). In this MOA, the agencies 
recognize that specific to the State of Alaska: 

• Avoiding wetlands may not be practicable where there is a high proportion of land in a 
watershed or region that is jurisdictional wetlands. 

• Restoring, enhancing, or establishing wetlands for compensatory mitigation may not 
be practicable due to the limited availability of sites and/or technical or logistical 
limitations. 

• Compensatory mitigation options over a large watershed scale may be appropriate 
given that compensation options are frequently limited at a smaller scale. 

• Where a large proportion of land is under public ownership, compensatory mitigation 
opportunities may be available on public land. 

• Out-of-kind compensatory mitigation may be appropriate when it better serves the 
aquatic resource needs of the watershed. 

• Applying a less rigorous permit review for small projects with minor environmental 
impacts is consistent with the Section 404 program regulations. 

The MOA further specifies that although the USACE considers compensatory mitigation options 
in the order of: 1) purchase of credits from an approved mitigation bank; 2) purchase of credits 
from an approved ILF program; and 3) completion of a permittee-responsible mitigation project, 
in many parts of Alaska, the first two options may not be available or may not provide the 
appropriate number of resource type of credits to offset the proposed project impacts. In this case, 
some form of permittee-responsible mitigation is the only option, and permittee-responsible 
mitigation developed using a watershed approach is preferred. 
Mitigation would be considered throughout the NEPA and permitting processes. USACE would 
complete a public interest review and a 404(b)(1) evaluation for compliance with the CWA prior 
to issuance of the ROD. Specific mitigation conditions would be determined following completion 
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of the environmental review, and would be included in the ROD for any permit that may be issued. 
The sections below summarize PLP’s steps to avoid and/or minimize impacts, and further 
compensate for unavoidable impacts to waters of the US (WOUS). 

5.3.1 Applicant’s Proposed Avoidance and Minimization 
PLP’s description of measures to avoid and minimize impacts to wetlands and other WOUS, air 
quality, wildlife and aquatic habitat, areas of cultural significance, and areas of known subsistence 
use is included in Tab 23 of the Pebble Project Department of the Army Application for Permit 
POA-2017-271 (PLP 2020f). Notable measures associated with the protection of wetlands/waters 
and aquatic resources are listed below. Many of these measures are also captured in Section 5.2, 
Avoidance and Minimization under NEPA. 
Protection of Wetland and Waters 

• PLP has designed the project to minimize impacts to wetlands and with reclamation in 
mind. At closure wetlands will be restored where practicable. 

• PLP and all contractors will develop and implement SWPPPs in accordance with State 
guidelines and follow BMPs for stormwater management to minimize the transfer of 
sediment and other pollutants in stormwater associated with project activities. The 
SWPPP will be in place prior to construction commencement. 

• PLP will develop and implement an ESCP for the project and follow BMPs for erosion and 
sediment control. The ESCP will be in place prior to construction commencement. 

• The construction area (temporary disturbance footprint) associated with the project will be 
marked, using silt fencing (as appropriate), flagging or other methods, prior to brush 
clearing and construction activities. 

• Only clean non-pit quarried rock, or non-acid-generating (NAG) pit waste rock that is 
confirmed not to be neutral metal leaching will be used for project site construction. 

• The bulk tailings will only be stored in uplands and wetlands behind the bulk TSF 
embankments and seepage water will be collected and reused or treated prior to 
discharge. 

• Detailed characterization of all quarry bedrock and material sites (mine site and 
transportation corridor) and open pit overburden materials will be completed prior to 
construction. 

• All potentially acid-generating (PAG) and/or metal leaching waste rock will be stored in the 
pyritic TSF and placed back into the open pit at closure. 

• The pyritic TSF will be a fully lined facility to minimize water quality impacts during 
operations and facilitate closure by allowing the complete recovery of pyritic tailings for 
placement back into the open pit. 

• Construction laydown areas will be reused as material stockpiles or other storage facilities 
to minimize project footprint. 

• Construction of roads at wetlands/stream crossings will be kept to the narrowest possible 
footprint. 

• The road will use crossing rivers at a right angle where feasible to minimize impacts in the 
riparian areas. 

• There will be no relocation of active stream channels in the transportation corridor. 
• The material sites were located to avoid wetlands to the maximum extent feasible. 
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• The natural gas pipeline will use horizontal directional drilling (HDD) to access deep water 
from the compressor station area to avoid shoreline impacts from trenching on the Kenai 
Peninsula. 

• Materials sidecast from trenches above Hight Tide Line (HTL) and outside the 
transportation corridor will be segregated by top organics and subsurface layers and will 
be replaced back in the trench in order which they were removed. 

• Material sidecast from trenching of the pipelines above HTL will be placed within the 
footprint of the permanent fill or in uplands. 

• Trench plugs will be used where required for pipeline installation to minimize the flow of 
water through the trench and the associated impacts to wetlands. 

• Fill placed below the HTL will consist of select rock fill and armor rock protection. Select 
rock fill will consist of durable, coarse free-draining material with minimal fines to minimize 
sedimentation. 

• No dredged material from the Diamond Point port will be stored below the HTL or 
discharged to other WOUS. 

• Road designs, including culvert placement and design will be completed and construction 
will be monitored by professional engineers with appropriate experience. Culverts will be 
monitored over the project life to identify any problems, and any identified will be 
addressed promptly. 

• Road designs, including bridges will be completed and construction will be monitored by 
professional engineers with appropriate experience. Bridge designs will minimize the 
footprint below the OHW mark to the extent practicable given the load design criteria. 
Hydrologic surveys will be completed prior to final design to confirm they accommodate 
for flow under normal and flood conditions. 

• PLP will implement measures in the design and construction of the access road in 
jurisdictional wetlands or open waters to attenuate flood flows, prevent extreme ponding 
or drying, maintain floodplain functions, maintain aquatic life movement, maintain 
sediment transport, and other functions provided by wetlands and open waters. Measures 
will include installing floodplain culverts, the use of permeable roadbeds for road 
construction in wetlands, and the use of oversized culverts where appropriate. 

• Equalization culverts will be installed and strategically located to facilitate surface water 
movement within wetland areas. 

• A typical specification for shot rock that would be used for the permeable roadbeds in 
wetlands is: Maximum stone size to be 30 inch and not more than 20 percent shall be 
smaller than 6 inch. Material passing the No. 200 sieve shall not exceed 2 percent by 
weight. Rock must be competent and resistant to degradation during placement and 
compaction. 

• Water used for hydrostatic testing of pipelines will be obtained from and discharged back 
to sources local to the section of pipeline being tested, thereby minimizing the potential 
for the mobilization of invasive species. 

• Two separate operations water treatment plants (WTPs) will be constructed to avoid co-
mingling mine water and contact water, and optimize treated water quality. 

• PLP will use non-toxic dust palliatives (i.e., substances applied to a road surface) to reduce 
airborne dust impacts to wetlands and waters. 

• PLP will implement measures, that may include the use of dust suppressants, to reduce 
dust from the bulk TSF during and after closure until the tailings can be permanently 
capped. 
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• PLP will wash heavy equipment to reduce dust that collects on the wheels, body, and 
undercarriage of heavy equipment. 

• The concentrate conveyor will be fully enclosed to contain dust and shed snow. 
• The barge loader will be fitted with a mechanical dust collection system and each barge 

will have a cover system to minimize fugitive dust and protect the concentrate from 
precipitation. During lightering operations, the barge’s internal system will retrieve and 
convey concentrate to the bulk carrier via a self-discharging boom conveyor. The boom 
will be fully enclosed and equipped with a telescoping spout and will have mechanical dust 
collection to prevent spillage of fugitive dust. 

• PLP will measure hydrocarbon concentrations and related compounds in surface and 
groundwater during the periodic water quality monitoring events where appropriate as 
identified in the Project monitoring plans. 

Protection of Aquatic Resources 
• Culverts and bridges will be designed to optimize fish passage, and BMPs will be used for 

design, construction, and maintenance. 
• To avoid constricting the natural channel and to allow connectivity of the floodplain 

transportation corridor stream crossings will meet the USFWS guidelines: (Culvert Design 
Guidelines for Ecological Function, US Fish and Wildlife Service Alaska Fish Passage 
Program, Revision 5, February 5, 2020) 

• Culverts along project roads will be monitored for fish passage and any problems identified 
will be corrected promptly. 

• Blasting during construction will be done following the guidelines established in the 2013 
ADF&G Technical Report (No. 13-03) Alaska Blasting Standard for the Proper Protection 
of Fish (Timothy 2013). 

• Blasting adjacent to tidal waters will be timed to coincide when tides are at or near 
minimum elevation. 

• Excess site water will be treated and released into the Upper Talarik, North Fork Koktuli, 
and South Fork Koktuli watersheds. Discharge water will be distributed between the three 
watersheds in a way that optimizes water levels and available downstream fish habitat 
based on PHABSIM modeling of the three watersheds in consultation with Alaska 
Department of Fish and Game. 

• Treated water will be discharged through buried chambers designed to provide energy 
dissipation, erosion control, and freeze protection. 

• PLP will consult with ADF&G during permitting to evaluate the potential for further 
optimizing discharge locations. 

• PLP will use pit blasting techniques that minimize the amount of explosives per delay, 
thereby reducing the overall vibration associated with the blast. 

• To detect changes to water quality and its effects to aquatic life, water quality will continue 
to be monitored on a regular basis until the mine reclamation is complete. Results will be 
reported to the State of Alaska in compliance with permit requirements and management 
plans. 

5.3.2 Applicant’s Proposed Compensatory Mitigation 
Construction of the project would require the dredge or discharge of fill material into WOUS. This 
includes direct impacts (permanent and temporary) to wetlands and other waters associated with 
construction of the mine, transportation corridor, port, concentrate and return water pipelines, fiber 
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optic cable, and natural gas pipeline (see Chapter 4, Section 4.22, Wetlands and Other Waters/
Special Aquatic Sites). USACE has asked the Applicant to evaluate a full suite of available and 
practicable compensatory mitigation options to comply with the provisions of the 2008 mitigation 
rule and the 2018 MOA. PLP has prepared a draft Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP) (PLP 
2020-RFI 056a) outlining their proposed approach for compensatory mitigation to offset 
environmental losses resulting from unavoidable impacts to aquatic resources (see 
Appendix M2.0). The need for compensatory mitigation and the determination if the Applicant’s 
proposal adequately offsets aquatic resource losses would be determined as part of the ROD. 
PLP is proposing compensatory mitigation for the project’s unavoidable permanent impacts to 
WOUS and aquatic resource functions in the watersheds. PLP is not proposing compensatory 
mitigation for the project’s temporary impacts, because those WOUS and functions would be 
expected to recover in the short-term after restoration. PLP’s Restoration Plan for Temporary 
Impacts (Owl Ridge 2019a; PLP 2019-RFI 123) describes the process and measures PLP 
proposes to implement to restore the temporarily impacted areas on land. 
According to PLP’s draft CMP, the project is not in the service area of an approved bank or ILF 
program with appropriate credits available. In the absence of mitigation banks or an ILF program 
in the watersheds, 33 CFR Part 332.3 (b)(4) states that “permittee-responsible mitigation is the 
only option.” Three PRM options are identified in the 2008 mitigation rule and the MOA. PRM 
projects using a watershed approach consider the needs of the watershed for advancing and 
sustaining aquatic resource functions, such as the need for specific habitat enhancements, water 
quality improvements, or flood control, and are most favored. On-site, in-kind PRM projects 
replace the specific wetland functions and values that are impacted at the same location as the 
fill site. Off-site, out-of-kind PRM projects focus on preserving, creating, restoring, and enhancing 
WOUS with different functions and values than the impacted WOUS. 
A watershed analysis was completed as part of the draft CMP to characterize conditions in an 
analysis area (hereafter, CMP analysis area) that encompasses approximately 3,709,208 acres, 
and includes 15 HUC 10 watersheds. The majority of the CMP analysis area is undeveloped, and 
wetlands and aquatic resources have little to no degradation. The principal sources of land 
development in the CMP analysis area are those associated with residential housing, fishing and 
hunting cabins and lodges, sanitation systems, community energy, and the limited transportation 
infrastructure associated with villages. Development accounts for less than 1 percent of land use 
in the CMP analysis area. 
Results of the watershed analysis suggest that: 1) wetlands and other waters in the CMP analysis 
area are abundant and in a natural state; 2) the existing threats to aquatic resources in the 
affected watersheds are minimal and arise from impacts associated with contaminated sites, 
community sanitary systems, fish passage barriers, and marine debris; and 3) discharges of fill 
from the project would result in the loss stream miles of documented Pacific salmon habitat in the 
Koktuli River Headwaters Watershed, and Pacific salmon are an important component of the local 
aquatic environment and economies. These factors were considered by PLP in planning 
compensatory mitigation options for the proposed project. 
The draft CMP evaluates compensatory mitigation options based on the results of the watershed 
analysis, and concludes that: 1) restoration as re-establishment opportunities in the CMP analysis 
area are unavailable because development in the area is limited and all existing developments 
are in use or needed; 2) restoration as rehabilitation may be possible through repair, 
enhancement, or replacement of underperforming sanitation systems that would result in water 
quality improvements to WOUS, and through removal of marine debris to restore coastal marine 
wetlands and marine habitat by removing wildlife hazards; and 3) establishment of wetlands is 
not highly desirable, because wetlands are abundant in the CMP analysis area. A full list of 
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potential compensatory mitigation projects evaluated can be found in Attachment 2 of PLP’s draft 
CMP. 
PLP prepared draft PRM plans identifying their proposed compensatory mitigation projects to 
offset unavoidable losses to aquatic resources. The proposed PRM plans are summarized below. 
PRM Plan for Water Quality Improvement Projects—The goal of the water quality improvement 
PRM plan (see Appendix M2.0, Attachment 3) would be to enhance water quality in the affected 
watersheds by improving the quality of discharges from wastewater treatment systems in 
drainages with identified needs. PLP proposes to perform wastewater management 
improvements in the three communities adjacent to the project: Kokhanok, Newhalen, and 
Nondalton. PLP would perform the required mitigation in coordination with the affected 
communities and would retain responsibility for ensuring that the required compensatory 
mitigation activities are completed and successful. 
PRM Plan for the Removal of Pacific Salmon Passage Barriers—The goal of this PRM plan 
(see Appendix M2.0, Applicant’s Draft Compensatory Mitigation Plan, Attachment 4) would be to 
rehabilitate 8.5 miles of Pacific salmon habitat by replacing culverts that limit the passage of 
juvenile and/or adult Pacific salmon. PLP proposes to implement the PRM through ad hoc 
payments to private individuals, and non-governmental or governmental organizations (partners) 
that would perform the culvert replacement activity, which would provide the compensatory 
mitigation for PLP. PLP would retain responsibility for ensuring that the required mitigation 
activities are completed and successful, as well as any long-term management of the 
compensatory mitigation project. A list of potential culvert replacement projects is included in the 
PRM plan. 
PRM Plan for Marine Debris Removal at Kamishak Bay—The goal of this PRM plan (see 
Appendix M2.0, Applicant’s Draft Compensatory Mitigation Plan, Attachment 5) would be to 
address the threat of marine debris to coastal ecosystems in Kamishak Bay by removing and 
properly disposing of marine debris from 7.4 miles of coastal habitat where large amounts of 
debris have been documented by PLP personnel and contractors. Marine debris would be 
removed from the supratidal (the area above spring high tide) and intertidal zones. Approximately 
3.3 miles are on State-owned public lands and the remaining 4.1 miles are in the McNeil River 
State Game Refuge. 

5.4 MONITORING 
PLP proposes to use monitoring measures through the construction, operations, and closure of 
the proposed project to assess predicted project impacts and the effectiveness of mitigation 
measures (PLP 2018k). The monitoring requirements would specify the collection of the 
appropriate data to fully assess impacts and the effectiveness of the required mitigation. If 
mitigation is not proven to be effective, then adaptive management would be used to identify, 
assess, and implement changes to the required mitigation measures, in consultation with the 
appropriate regulatory authorities. 
Permit-specific mitigation and monitoring requirements would be developed in consultation with 
the various agencies as the project advances through the permitting phase. PLP would operate 
the proposed project in compliance with all federal, state, and local requirements, including all 
mitigation and monitoring requirements identified through the NEPA and permitting processes. 
For example, plans prepared to support the state permitting process, such as a Plan of 
Operations, Waste Management Plan, and Reclamation Plan, and their associated approvals 
(described above) would identify specific monitoring requirements and/or the requirement for the 
development of a monitoring plan specific to that approval. These documents are updated on a 
regular interval (typically 5 years) as the authorizations are renewed. 
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PLP’s monitoring summary report (PLP 2019-RFI 135) provides a conceptual-level overview of 
the management and monitoring plans (MMPs) expected for the project, and focuses on the 
monitoring aspects of 11 selected MMPs (Table 5-4). Draft or conceptual-level plans have been 
developed for several of these MMPs in response to RFIs, as noted in Table 5-4, and provide 
information on preliminary monitoring activities. Specific monitoring locations are included in the 
monitoring summary report. Additionally, PLP has committed to implement adaptive management 
strategies for all MMPs, except where certain actions are explicitly required by a permit or 
regulation (PLP 2019-RFI 135). As noted in PLP’s monitoring summary report, the state 
permitting process, which is ongoing, plays an important role in determining MMP criteria and 
requirements. The preliminary list of plans and monitoring elements described in the monitoring 
summary report is contingent on final approval by the appropriate agency. 
PLP’s draft Restoration Plan for Temporary Impacts (Owl Ridge 2019a; PLP 2019-RFI 123) and 
draft Reclamation and Closure Plan (RCP) (SRK 2019d; PLP 2019-RFI 115) are included in 
Appendix M of the EIS (Appendix M3.0 and M4.0, respectively). The Restoration Plan is specific 
to temporary habitat loss associated with project construction, and outlines post-rehabilitation 
monitoring to evaluate long-term soil stability and vegetative cover and density. Restoration 
monitoring for the project would include both qualitative and quantitative analyses and would 
occur for a minimum of 5 years. The RCP provides guidelines for implementing stabilization and 
reclamation procedures, and focuses primarily on final reclamation and closure of permanent 
facilities associated with the project after operations cease. 

Table 5-4: Selected Management and Monitoring Plans 

Management and Monitoring Plan Project Component(s) Project Phase1 

Water Management Plan2 Mine Site CO, OP, RC, PC 

Tailings Management Plan Mine Site (Tailings Storage Facility) CO, OP, RC, PC 

Reclamation and Closure Plan3 Mine Site CO, OP, RC, PC 

Water Quality Monitoring Plan Mine Site CO, OP, RC, PC 

Aquatic Resources Monitoring Plan Mine Site CO, OP, RC, PC 

Pipeline Operations and Maintenance 
Plan 

Natural Gas Pipeline CO, OP, RC, PC 

Invasive Species Management Plan4 Mine Site/Transportation Corridor/
Port/Natural Gas Pipeline 

CO, OP, RC, PC 

Wildlife Management Plan Mine Site/Transportation Corridor/
Port/Natural Gas Pipeline 

CO, OP, RC, PC 

Restoration Plan5 Transportation Corridor/Natural 
Gas Pipeline 

CO, OP 

Air Quality/Fugitive Dust Control Plan6 Mine Site/Transportation Corridor/
Port/Natural Gas Pipeline 

CO, OP, RC, PC 

Stormwater/Erosion & Sediment Control Mine Site/Transportation Corridor/
Port/Natural Gas Pipeline 

CO, OP, RC, PC 

Notes: 
1Project Phase: Construction (CO), Operations (OP), Reclamation and Closure (RC), Post-Closure (PC). 
2 Operations Water Management Plan (Knight Piésold 2018a); Closure Water Management Plan (Knight Piésold 2018d). 
3 Reclamation and Closure Plan (SRK 2019d; PLP 2019-RFI 115). 
4 Invasive Species Management Plan (PLP 2019-RFI 133). 
5 Restoration Plan for Temporary Impacts (Owl Ridge 2019a; PLP 2019-RFI 123). 
6 Fugitive Dust Control Plan (PLP 2019-RFI 134). 
 
Source: Monitoring Summary Report (PLP 2019-RFI 135) 
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6.0 CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

This section summarizes the consultation and coordination with agencies, as well as the public 
involvement opportunities for the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), through preparation of 
the Final EIS (FEIS). 

6.1 AGENCY COORDINATION 
The US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) is the lead federal agency for this EIS. Seven federal 
agencies, the State of Alaska, the Lake and Peninsula Borough (LPB), and two tribes are serving 
as cooperating agencies for this EIS. These cooperating agencies are involved in informing the 
EIS process and provide early input for certain sections of the EIS based on specific areas of 
jurisdiction by law and/or special expertise to strive for an EIS that provides a full and fair 
disclosure of the probable impacts of the proposed project, and provides a sound basis for agency 
permit decisions. The cooperating agencies also informed the alternatives selection process to 
determine which alternatives would be carried through for analysis (see Chapter 2, Alternatives); 
these agencies are listed below.  

• Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation 

• US Department of the Interior, 
Bureau of Safety and 
Environmental Enforcement 

• Curyung Tribal Council 
• Lake and Peninsula Borough 
• Nondalton Tribal Council 
• US Department of the Interior, 

National Park Service 

• US Department of 
Transportation, Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration 

• State of Alaska 
• US Coast Guard 
• US Environmental Protection 

Agency 
• US Department of the Interior, 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

6.1.1 Biological Assessments 
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) requires federal agencies to, in consultation with 
the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NFMS) 
(collectively, the Services), ensure that actions funded, authorized, or carried out by federal 
agencies do not jeopardize the continued existence of endangered or threatened species or result 
in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat. USACE has determined that the 
project may have potential to impact threatened or endangered species protected under the ESA; 
therefore, USACE has engaged the Services in dialogue prior to initiating formal consultation, 
which will occur at a later date. Potential impacts to two threatened and one endangered species 
managed by USFWS are evaluated in a Biological Assessment (BA) (Appendix G). Potential 
impacts to four endangered or threatened species managed by NMFS are evaluated in a BA 
(Appendix H). 

6.1.2 Essential Fish Habitat Assessment 
Consultation is required if there may be a reduction in the quality or quantity of Essential Fish 
Habitat (EFH) for species regulated under a federal Fishery Management Plan (FMP). Under the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, each FMP must: describe and 
identify EFH for the fishery; minimize, to the extent practicable, the adverse effects of fishing on 
EFH; and identify other actions to encourage the conservation and enhancement of EFH. Federal 
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agencies must consult with NMFS regarding any action they authorize, fund, or undertake that 
may adversely affect EFH, and NMFS must provide conservation recommendations to federal 
and state agencies regarding any action that would adversely affect EFH. The Pebble Project has 
potential to affect EFH for five species of Pacific salmon’s habitat that could occur in the project 
area, including: Chinook, sockeye, coho, chum, and pink salmon. An EFH Assessment is included 
as Appendix I. 

6.2 TRIBAL CONSULTATION AND GOVERNMENT-TO-GOVERNMENT
CONSULTATION 

The USACE Tribal Consultation Policy (2012) states that "commands will ensure that all Tribes 
with an interest in a particular activity that has the potential to significantly affect protected tribal 
resources, tribal rights (including treaty rights) and Indian lands are contacted, and their 
comments taken into consideration.” As the lead federal agency for development of the Pebble 
Project EIS, the 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 Pebble Project EIS 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 have had several opportunities throughout the environmental 
review process to participate and provide input. The USACE developed an initial list of 35 federally 
recognized tribes that could be potentially impacted by the proposed project, which later 
expanded to 38 total tribes. The USACE notified and invited these tribes to government-to-
government consultation prior to the submission of the application, and again after the application 
was determined complete. Information learned through tribal consultation helped to inform the 
EIS. 
A letter was sent to the tribes on the USACE’s list, including basic project information, how tribes 
may participate in the development of the EIS, and another invitation for formal government-to-
government consultation. Regardless of a tribe’s acceptance of formal consultation, USACE 
provided two-way sharing of information through mailings, teleconferences, and regional 
meetings during the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, held separately from the 
public meetings. 
To date, the USACE has engaged and consulted with 24 federally recognized tribes. The dates 
of those meetings and the tribes that were engaged are listed in Table 6-1 below, including 
consultation for the National Historic Preservation Act Section 106. 

Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106) 

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

March 15, 
2017 

31 Bristol Bay / 
Iliamna Lake tribes 

Non-project specific survey 
requesting contact and 
communication information; 13 
tribes responded 

Various USACE 

December 
6, 2017 

31 Bristol Bay / 
Iliamna Lake tribes 
and 4 Cook Inlet 
tribes 

23 responses from Bristol 
Bay/Iliamna Lake tribes’ 
invitation to government-to-
government consultation 

Various USACE 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

January 12, 
2018 

31 Bristol Bay / 
Iliamna Lake tribes 
and 4 Cook Inlet 
tribes 

Invitation to government-to-
government consultation and 
copy of PLP permit application 

Various USACE 

February 
20, 2018 

35 tribes Invitation for government-to-
government consultation / pre-
scoping package / permit 
application 

Various USACE 

February 
21, 2018 

Iliamna Village 
Council 

Government-to-government 
engagement 

President and 
various 

Sheila Newman, 
Shane McCoy 

February 
21, 2018 

Newhalen Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
engagement 

President and 
various 

Sheila Newman, 
Shane McCoy 

February 
21 and 22, 
2018 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Available—declined twice Fawn Silas Sheila Newman, 
Shane McCoy 

March 20, 

2018 
35 tribes Invitation for government-to-

government/pre-scoping 
package/permit application 

Various USACE 

March 22, 
2018 

Various; met with 
Bristol Bay Native 
Association 

Government-to-government 
engagement 

26 tribes 
represented 

Mike Montone, 
Sheila Newman, 
Shane McCoy, 
Amanda 
Andraschko 

March 23 
and 24, 
2018 

Curyung Tribal 
Council 

Stated would meet; but tribe 
did not attend 

First Chief Tildon Sheila Newman, 
Shane McCoy 

March 23 
and 24, 
2018 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Stated would meet; but tribe 
did not attend 

Billy Trefon Jr. Sheila Newman, 
Shane McCoy 

April 3, 
2018 

35 tribes  Webinar and teleconference, 
multiple tribes 

Various Shane McCoy 

April 4, 
2018 

King Salmon Tribal 
Council 

Informal government-to-
government consultation—
most council members not 
available 

Vice President Shane McCoy, 
Amanda 
Andraschko, Nic 
Lucore 

April 4, 
2018 

Naknek Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

President and 
various 

Shane McCoy, 
Amanda 
Andraschko, Nic 
Lucore 

April 10, 
2018 

Kokhanok Tribal 
Council 
Levelok Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
engagement 

Various Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty 

April 12, 
2018 

Newhalen Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
engagement 

President and 
various 

Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty 

April 12, 
2018 

Iliamna Village 
Council 

Government-to-government 
engagement 

President and 
various 

Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

April 13, 
2018 

New Stuyahok 
Traditional Council 

Available but tribe did not 
attend. Was listed on April 12, 
2018 Tribal Agenda 

Wasillie Gust Sr. Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty 

April 16, 
2018 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Asked; declined Rob Rosenfeld, 
Wesley Furlong 
(Native American 
Rights Fund) 

USACE 

April 17, 
2018 

Curyung Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Second Chief and 
various 

Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty 

April 18, 
2018 

Igiugig Village 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

President and 
various 

Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty 

April 24, 
2018 

Ugashik Village 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Steven Alvarez Shane McCoy, 
Amanda 
Andraschko, 

May 31, 
2018 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay1—
representing 13 
federally 
recognized tribes, 
in Dillingham 

Formal government-to-
government consultation 

Various; coordinated 
with Alannah Hurley 
and Lindsay Layland 
of United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Colonel Brooks, 
Dave Hobbie, 
Shane McCoy, 
Amanda 
Andraschko 

June 1, 
2018 

Curyung Tribal 
Council in 
Dillingham 

Formal government-to-
government consultation 

Coordinated with 
Courtenay Carty, 
Tribal Administrator. 
Attended by Tom 
Tilden, President, 
Curyung Tribal 
Council members 
and staff 

Colonel Brooks, 
Dave Hobbie, 
Shane McCoy, 
Amanda 
Andraschko 

June 12, 
2018 

Curyung Tribal 
Council  

Government-to-government 
engagement, USACE staff 
called in to Tribal Council 
evening meeting 

Courtenay Carty Shane McCoy, 
Amanda 
Andraschko 

July 23, 
2018 

Seldovia Village 
Tribe 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Crystal Collier, 
Michael Ophiem 

Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Amanda 
Andraschko 

July 27, 
2018 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Rob Rosenfeld Lieutenant Colonel 
Bloedel, Shane 
McCoy, Amanda 
Andaschko 

Fall 2018 
planning 

Ekwok Pre government-to-
government planning 

Richard King Colonel Borders, 
Shane McCoy, 
Amanda 
Andraschko 

August 17, 
2018 

35 tribes Emailed invitations to 
participate in the Section 106 
Process 

Various Shane McCoy 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

August 20, 
2018 

35 tribes Hardcopy letter inviting Tribes 
to participate in the Section 
106 process 

Various Shane McCoy 

August 29, 
2018 

35 tribes Teleconference Various Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Amanda 
Andraschko 

September 
6, 2018 

35 tribes Additional information 
regarding the Section 106 
process 

Various Katie McCafferty 

September 
13, 2018 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council with Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Face to face Various Met with RD 
James, Assistant 
Secretary of the 
Army for Civil 
Works; met with 
Mr. James Dalton, 
USACE Director of 
Civil Works 

September 
21, 2018 

35 tribes  Email reminding tribes of our 
invitation deadline for the 
Section 106 process 

Various USACE 

October 5, 
2018 

35 tribes invited Tribal teleconference  Various Shane McCoy, 
Amanda 
Andraschko, Katie 
McCafferty, Jesse 
DeWitt, Brandee 
Ketchum 

October 6, 
2018 

Various Memo For Record – Re: 
October 2, 2018 meeting with 
SHPO 

Various Katie McCafferty 

October 16, 
2018 

35 tribes Letter requesting preferred 
method to receive DEIS 

Various Shane McCoy 

October 17, 
2018 

Curyung Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

First Chief Tildon, 
Second Chief, 
council members, 
and tribal 
administrator (via 
phone) 

Colonel Borders, 
Dave Hobbie, 
Shane McCoy, 
Jesse DeWitt, 
Amanda 
Andraschko 

October 30, 
2018 

35 tribes Tribal teleconference 
notification 

Various USACE 

October 30, 
2018 

35 tribes invited Section 106 initiation meeting Various Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Jesse DeWitt, 
Samantha Michie 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

October 31, 
2018 

Curyung Tribal 
Council 

Formal government-to-
government meeting 

Thomas Tilden, First 
Chief; Gayla 
Hoseth, Second 
Chief; Jonathan 
Jeremy Larson, 
Member Chief; 
Kenton Woods, 
tribal member 

Colonel Borders, 
Commander; Dave 
Hobbie, Shane 
McCoy, Amanda 
Andraschko, Jesse 
DeWitt  

October 31, 
2018 

Ekwok Government-to-government 
agenda planning 

Richard King Jesse DeWitt 

October 31, 
2018 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Government-to-government, 
location coordination 

Alannah Hurley Jesse DeWitt 

November 
14, 2018 

Ekwok Village 
Council and New 
Koliganek Village 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Various Colonel Borders, 
Dave Hobbie, 
Shane McCoy, 
Jesse DeWitt 

November 
28, 2018 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Government-to-government 
planning 

Email and phone 
call to Alannah 
Hurley 

Shane McCoy 

December 
4, 2018 

35 tribes and 
United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Tribal teleconference 
notification 

Various Jesse DeWitt 

December 
7, 2018 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Government-to-government Alannah Hurley Colonel Borders, 
Dave Hobbie, 
Shane McCoy, 
Jesse DeWitt, 
Brandee Ketchum 

December 
11, 2018 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
reschedule 

Rob Rosenfeld Jesse DeWitt 

December 
11, 2018 

Consulting parties Section 106 meeting Various Katie McCafferty, 
Jesse DeWitt 

December 
12, 2018 

35 tribes DEIS preferred method of 
receipt verified via phone call 

Various Jesse DeWitt 

December 
12, 2018 

Ekwok Tribal 
Council 

Email and mailed letter of 
thank you and draft 
government-to-government 
notes 

Richard King Shane McCoy 

December 
13, 2018 

35 tribes and 
United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Tribal teleconference Various Shane McCoy, 
Brandee Ketchum, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Jesse DeWitt 

December 
18, 2018 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Thank you letter with notes 
and Dr. Alan Boraas 
presentation 

President Heyano; 
email to Alannah 
Hurley 

Signed by Colonel 
Borders 

January 14, 
2019 

35 tribes Email informing tribes of the 
January 24, 2019 tribal 
teleconference 

Various Jesse DeWitt 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

January 15, 
2019 

Consulting parties Section 106 meeting Various Katie McCafferty, 
Jesse DeWitt, 
Brandee Ketchum 

January 17, 
2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay  

Email responding to United 
Tribes of Bristol Bay notifying 
of Sustainability Summit April 
11 and 12, 2019 and USACE 
asking if there are other dates 
that may conflict with public 
hearings 

Alannah Hurley USACE 

January 17, 
2019 

35 tribes and 
United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Tribal update teleconference 
call-in information sent out 

Various Jesse DeWitt 

January 18, 
2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Phone call asking if there are 
schedule conflicts for a public 
hearing in Dillingham on April 
10, 2019  

Lindsay Layland Shane McCoy 

January 24, 
2019 

35 tribes and 
United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Tribal update teleconference Various Shane McCoy, 
Jesse DeWitt 

January 25, 
2019 

Attendees of the 
January 24, 2019 
tribal 
teleconference 

Teleconference opening 
statements were sent out as 
requested 

Various Jesse DeWitt 

February 4, 
2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Letter sent to United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay requesting 
clarification on Native 
American Rights Fund as 
United Tribes of Bristol Bay 
representative; no response 
received 

President Robert 
Heyano 

Shane McCoy 

February 5, 
2019 

Consulting parties Section 106 meeting Various Katie McCafferty, 
Jesse DeWitt 

February 
11, 2019 

35 tribes and 
copied United 
Tribes of Bristol 
Bay 

Letter informing of upcoming 
availability of DEIS, reiterating 
opportunity to invite 
government-to-government, 
opportunity to participate in 
Section 106 and maps, and 
also opportunity to participate 
in public process 

Various Shane McCoy 

February 
22, 2019 

35 tribes Letter, mailed thumb drive of 
DEIS, opportunity to request 
government-to-government 
while hearings are held in 
communities 

Various Shane McCoy 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

February 
27, 2019 

Kenaitze Indian 
Tribe, Village of 
Salamatof, Native 
Village of Tyonek 

Notice of opportunity to invite 
us to government-to-
government, opportunity to 
participate in Section 106, 
opportunity to participate in 
public process, sent thumb 
drive of DEIS 

Various Signed by Colonel 
Borders 

March 5, 
2019 

38 tribes Webinar for DEIS Various Shane McCoy, 
Jesse DeWitt 

March 19, 
2019 

Alaska Peninsula 
Corporation 

Comment on government-to-
government consultation 
requested in public comments 
submitted on DEIS  

USACE USACE 

March 26, 
2019 

Kokhanok Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Tribal Council Lieutenant Colonel 
Bloedel, David 
Hobbie, Shane 
McCoy, Katherine 
McCafferty, 
Kendall Campbell  

March 27, 
2019 

Newhalen Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Tribal Council Colonel Borders, 
David Hobbie, 
Shane McCoy, 
Katherine 
McCafferty, 
Kendall Campbell 

March 28, 
2019 

Igiugig Village 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Tribal Council Colonel Borders, 
David Hobbie, 
Shane McCoy, 
Katherine 
McCafferty, 
Kendall Campbell 

March 29, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Email; will follow up with a 
phone call April 2, 2019 

Wesley Furlong, 
Rob Rosenfeld 

Shane McCoy 

April 2, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Phone call regarding 
government-to-government 
April 8, 2019 

Rob Rosenfeld Shane McCoy 

April 3, 
2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Phone call and follow up email 
regarding tribes requesting 
government-to-government 

Spoke to Lindsey 
Layland; emailed 
Lindsey Layland and 
Alannah Hurley 

Shane McCoy 

April 3, 
2019 

Village of 
Salamatof 

Phone follow up on February 
government-to-government 
invite, tribe requested resend 
letter, left message requesting 
response 

Sharon Wiliford Katie McCafferty 

April 3, 
2019 

Native Village of 
Tyonek 

Phone follow up to February 
government-to-government 
invite, left message for 
President Standifer 

Staff Katie McCafferty 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

April 3, 
2019 

Kenaitze Indian 
Tribe 

Phone follow up to February 
government-to-government 
invite, left message for 
executive director 

Staff Katie McCafferty 

April 3, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Email from Rob Rosenfeld 
confirming agenda for April 8, 
2019 government-to-
government consultation 

Rob Rosenfeld Shane McCoy 

April 8, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Various Lieutenant Colonel 
Bloedel, Sheila 
Newman, Shane 
McCoy, Katherine 
McCafferty, 
Kendall Campbell 

April 9, 
2019 

Curyung Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Various Lieutenant Colonel 
Bloedel, Sheila 
Newman, Shane 
McCoy, Katherine 
McCafferty, 
Kendall Campbell 

April 9, 
2019 

 Comment on tribal research 
that should be conducted—
requested in public comments 
submitted on DEIS 

USACE USACE 

April 10, 
2019 

Pedro Bay Village 
Council 

Consultation Various Lieutenant Colonel 
Bloedel, Sheila 
Newman, Shane 
McCoy, Katherine 
McCafferty, 
Kendall Campbell 

April 11, 
2019 

Aleutian Pribilof 
Islands Association 

Comment on government-to-
government consultation 
requested in public comments 
submitted on DEIS 

Staff USACE 

April 4, 
2019 

King Salmon Tribe Comment on government-to-
government consultation—
requested in public comment 
on DEIS 

USACE USACE 

April 19, 
2019 

Village of 
Salamatof 

Phone follow up on February 
government-to-government 
invite, left voicemail requesting 
response 

Sharon Wiliford Katie McCafferty 

April 19, 
2019 

Native Village of 
Tyonek 

Phone follow up on February 
government-to-government 
invite, left message for 
President Standifer 

Staff Katie McCafferty 

April 19, 
2019 

Kenaitze Indian 
Tribe 

Phone follow up on February 
government-to-government 
invite, left message for 
Executive Director 

Brenda Blankenship Katie McCafferty 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

April 29, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Mailed thank you letter, a copy 
of the draft April 8, 2019 
consultation notes for the 
tribe’s review, and two 
hardcopies of DEIS 

Vice President 
George Alexie 

Letter signed by 
Lieutenant Colonel 
Bloedel 

May 5, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

DEIS comment and request 
for government-to-government 
consultation requested in 
public comments submitted on 
DEIS 

Lieutenant General 
Todd T. Semonite, 
USACE 

USACE 

May 21, 
2019 

38 tribes Email informing tribes of the 
May 29, 2019 tribal 
teleconference 

Various Jesse DeWitt 

May 21, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 
represented by 
Native American 
Rights Fund and 
United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Section 106 letter to the 
USACE 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council Native 
American Rights 
Fund/letter to 
USACE 

USACE 

May 22, 
2019 

Consulting parties Section 106 meeting Various Katie McCafferty 

May 24, 
2019 

King Salmon Tribal 
Council 

Phone call attempting to 
coordinate 

None, mailbox full Shane McCoy 

May 29, 
2019 

38 tribes Tribal teleconference Various Shane McCoy, 
Jesse DeWitt 

June 6, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

In person meeting George Alexie /  
Rob Rosenfeld 

Major General 
Spellmon 

June 19, 
2019 

Ekuk Tribal Council Letter President Heyano Shane McCoy 

June 25, 
2019 

Native Village of 
White Mountain 

Letter President Brown Shane McCoy 

July 1, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / United 
Tribes of Bristol 
Bay 

Comment on tribal 
consultation requested in 
public comments submitted on 
DEIS  

USACE USACE 

July 11, 
2019 

Consulting parties Section 106 meeting Various Katie McCafferty, 
Jesse DeWitt, 
Chris Parrish 

July 17, 
2019 

38 tribes Tribal teleconference Various Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Brandee Ketchum, 
Kendall Campbell 

July 25, 
2019 

Igiugig Village 
Council 

Received letter indicating 
Native American Rights Fund 
represents tribe in Section 106 
consultation 

Alex Anna Salmon USACE 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

July 25, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Response letter from Major 
General Spellmon 

George Alexie Major General 
Spellmon 

July 30, 
2019 

Curyung Tribal 
Council 

Email to USACE that is a 
request for government-to-
government consultation  

Kendall Campbell, 
USACE 

Kendall Campbell 

July 31, 
2019 

Curyung Tribal 
Council 

Tribe emailed the USACE 
indicating August 1, 2019 
unavailability 

Courtenay Carty Kendall Campbell 

August 2, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Email asking for response to 
July 24, 2019 inquiry 
regarding DEIS comments 

Wesley Furlong Shane McCoy 

August 5, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Email response to July 24, 
2019 inquiry regarding DEIS 
comments 

Wesley Furlong Shane McCoy 

August 23, 
2019 

Various Tribal teleconference Various Katie McCafferty, 
Brandee Ketchum, 
Jesse DeWitt 

August 30, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Phone call to discuss 
scheduling government-to-
government consultation 

Rob Rosenfeld Kendall Campbell 

August 30, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Email follow up to phone call 
to discuss scheduling 
government-to-government 
consultation 

Rob Rosenfeld Kendall Campbell 

September 
4, 2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Email follow up to discuss 
scheduling government-to-
government consultation 

Rob Rosenfeld Kendall Campbell 

September 
6, 2019 

Consulting parties Section 106 meeting Various Katie McCafferty, 
Brandee Ketchum, 
Chris Parrish, 
Heather Markway 

September 
9, 2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

USACE received request for 
government-to-government 
consultation on October 14 or 
15, 2019  

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Addressed to 
Colonel Borders 

September 
9, 2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Phone call to discuss tentative 
government-to-government 
consultation date of November 
14, 2019 

Rob Rosenfeld Kendall Campbell 

September 
12, 2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Email indicating Colonel 
Borders is available for 
October 15, 2019 0900-1100; 
asked for an agenda, 
attendees list, and proposed 
location 

Lindsey Layland Shane McCoy 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

September 
23, 2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Phone call to discuss 
scheduling government-to-
government consultation 

Rob Rosenfeld Kendall Campbell 

September 
24, 2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Email inquiring about draft 
agenda, attendees, etc., and 
offering assistance if needed 

Lindsey Layland and 
Alannah Hurley—
both out of office 
until September 25, 
2019 and October 8, 
2019 respectively 

Shane McCoy 

September 
26, 2019 

Various Tribal teleconference Various Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Brandee Ketchum, 
Jesse DeWitt, 
Kendall Campbell 

September 
27, 2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Phone call confirming date 
and discussing draft protocols 
for government-to-government 

Rob Rosenfeld Kendall Campbell 

September 
30, 2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Phone call Lindsey Layland Shane McCoy 

October 1, 
2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Phone call Rob Rosenfeld Kendall Campbell 

October 9, 
2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Email Alannah Hurley and 
Lindsay Layland 

Shane McCoy 

October 15, 
2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Wesley Furlong Colonel Borders, 
David Hobbie, 
Kendall Campbell 

November 
1, 2019 

Consulting parties Section 106 meeting Various Katie McCafferty 

November 
5, 2019 

38 tribes Tribal teleconference Various Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Kendall Campbell, 
Jesse DeWitt 

November 
14, 2019 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Government-to-government 
consultation 

Wesley Furlong Colonel Borders, 
Sheila Newman, 
Kendall Campbell, 
Jesse DeWitt 

November 
25, 2019 

United Tribes of 
Bristol Bay 

Email draft notes from meeting Various Kendall Campbell 

December 
12, 2019 

11 tribes, United 
Tribes of Bristol 
Bay 

Response letters regarding 
upcoming Section 106 
meetings 

Various Colonel Borders 

January 3, 
2020 

Various Letter for consultation 
meetings to be held in January 
and February 2019 

Various Shane McCoy 
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Table 6-1: Tribal Consultation and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)  

Date Tribe(s) Attempt/Response Person Contacted USACE Attendees 

January 28, 
2020 

Consulting parties Section 106 meeting in 
Dillingham 

Various Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Chris Parrish 

January 29, 
2020 

11 tribes, United 
Tribes of Bristol 
Bay, Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Dillingham 

Various Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Chris Parrish 

January 30, 
2020 

Aleknagik Tribal 
Council 

Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Aleknagik 

Jon Dyszuk Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Chris Parrish 

January 31, 
2020 

Curyung Tribe Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Dillingham 

Courtenay Cartay, 
Gayla Hoseth 

Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Chris Parrish 

January 31, 
2020 

Curyung and 
Aleknagik Tribal 
Elders 

Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Dillingham 

Jon Dyszuk Sheila Newman, 
Chris Parrish 

February 3, 
2020 

Iliamna Natives 
Limited 

Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Iliamna 

Iliamna Natives 
Limited 

Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty 

February 4, 
2020 

Kokhanok Village 
Council 

Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Iliamna 

Kokhanok Village 
Council 

Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty 

February 5, 
2020 

Iliamna Village 
Council 

Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Iliamna 

Iliamna Village 
Council 

Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty 

February 6, 
2020 

Iguigig Village 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Iliamna 

Karl Hill, Christina 
Salmon 

Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty 

February 6, 
2020 

Newhalen Village 
Council 

Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Newhalen 

Newhalen Village 
Council 

Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty 

February 6, 
2020 

38 tribes Distributed thumb drives 
containing Preliminary FEIS 

Various Shane McCoy 

February 7, 
2020 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council / Native 
American Rights 
Fund 

Section 106 consultation 
meeting in Iliamna 

Nondalton Tribal 
Council 

Sheila Newman, 
Katie McCafferty 

February 
18, 2020 

Various Tribal teleconference Various Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty 
Brandee Ketchum 

March 31, 
2020 

Various Tribal teleconference Various Shane McCoy, 
Katie McCafferty, 
Kendall Campbell, 
Brandee Ketchum 

Notes: 
DEIS = Draft EIS 
PLP = Pebble Limited Partnership 
SHPO = State Historic Preservation Office 
USACE = US Army Corps of Engineers 
1United Tribes of Bristol Bay (UTBB) represents tribes in an official capacity, though UTBB is not itself a tribe. 
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During consultations, the USACE provided an opportunity to discuss traditional ecological 
knowledge (TEK), information on subsistence, archaeological sites, traditional cultural properties, 
and any potential environmental, social, and/or economic impacts of concern to the tribes. See 
Section 3.1, Introduction to Affected Environment, and Appendix K3.1 for more information on 
how TEK was collected and incorporated into the EIS. 

6.2.1 National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106 
In August 2018, the USACE initiated the process for compliance with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act (Section 106). In addition to consulting with the State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO) and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the USACE is 
consulting with other parties to inform the Section 106 process. Invitations to participate as 
consulting parties were sent to 38 federally recognized tribes, 34 ANCSA village and regional 
Alaska Native corporations (considered Indian Tribes for the purposes of Section 106), local 
governments, and other interested organizations and individuals. An initial meeting was held with 
the SHPO on October 2, 2018. An initial meeting with consulting parties was held on October 30, 
2018, followed by another meeting on December 11, 2018; regularly recurring meetings were held 
through the release of this FEIS. The process will result in the development of a Programmatic 
Agreement (PA) for the project. A draft PA is included as Appendix L for public review. More 
information on the PA process can be found in Section 3.7 and Section 4.7, Cultural Resources.  

6.3 SCOPING AND PUBLIC OUTREACH 
Scoping is the first opportunity for public participation and is conducted to assist in determining 
the breadth of analysis, significant issues, and alternatives to be analyzed in depth in the Draft 
EIS (DEIS). NEPA requires “scoping,” which is described in 40 Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) 1501.7 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, the process shall be termed 
scoping…” The scoping process provides an opportunity for the public to express their views and 
concerns and to contribute to the completeness of the scope of analysis of the EIS. The scoping 
period began on April 1, 2018 and continued through June 29, 2018. 
The scoping effort for the Pebble Project EIS began with a Notice of Intent (NOI) to develop an 
EIS level of analysis, which was published in the Federal Register on March 28, 2018. 
Subsequently, a press release was issued by the USACE, a scoping package was mailed to the 
35 federally recognized tribes potentially impacted by the project, a newsletter was mailed to 
every post office box in potentially affected communities, the project website was developed, and 
nine public scoping meetings were held, detailed in Table 6-2. 
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Table 6-2: Scoping Meetings 

Date Community Location and Time 

April 9, 2018 Naknek Naknek School, 3:30–7:30 PM 

April 10, 2018 Kokhanok Community Hall, 3:30–7:30 PM 

April 11, 2018 Homer Homer High School, 5:00–9:00 PM 

April 12, 2018 Newhalen Newhalen School, 3:30–7:30 PM 

April 13, 2018 New Stuyahok Community Building, 1:00–4:30 PM 

April 16, 2018 Nondalton Tribal Center, 3:30–7:30 PM 

April 17, 2018 Dillingham Middle School, 5:00–9:00 PM 

April 18, 2018 Igiugig Community Building, 3:30–7:30 PM 

April 19, 2018 Anchorage Dena’ina Center, 11:00 AM–9:00 PM 

Participation in the scoping process was widespread, with many hours of questions and testimony 
recorded in transcripts, along with comments submitted via the project website, email, and mail 
to the USACE. The complete scoping effort and summary of issues are described in Appendix A. 

6.4 DRAFT EIS AND PUBLIC OUTREACH 
The USACE announced the release of the DEIS through a public notice, published in the Federal 
Register on March 1, 2019. The USACE sent out Newsletter #2, which was delivered to post office 
boxes in 21 communities in the region, as well as over 500 stakeholders.  
The public was encouraged to review and submit comments on the DEIS during the public 
comment period, March 1, 2019 through July 1, 2019. The public could submit comments through 
the public website, mail, email, fax, at a public meeting by submitting written comments in person, 
testifying in public, or speaking to a court reporter. Public hearings were conducted in the same 
locations as the scoping meetings (Table 6-3). Comments were published on the project website. 

Table 6-3: Draft EIS Public Hearings 

Date Community Location and Time 

March 25, 2019 Naknek Village Council Office, 3:30–7:30 PM 

March 26, 2019 Kokhanok Community Hall, 3:30–7:00 PM 

March 27, 2019 Newhalen Newhalen School, 3:30–7:00 PM 

March 28, 2019 Igiugig Iguigig School, 3:30–7:00 PM 

March 29, 2019 New Stuyahok Community Building, 1:00–5:00 PM 

April 8, 2019 Nondalton Tribal Center, 3:30–7:00 PM 

April 9, 2019 Dillingham Elementary School, 4:00–9:00 PM 

April 11, 2019 Homer Homer High School, 4:30–9:00 PM 

April 16, 2019 Anchorage Dena’ina Center, 12:00 PM–8:00 PM 

All comments received were analyzed for potential changes to the DEIS. Public comments on the 
DEIS help provide information that may have been overlooked and strengthen analyses in the 
document. All comments received during the comment period were compiled into Statements of 
Concern and responded to. See Appendix D for the complete Comment Analysis Report. 
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6.5 ONGOING COORDINATION EFFORTS 
Coordination with cooperating agencies occurred following the release of the DEIS and through 
the preparation of the FEIS. Agency expertise was important for informing the analysis and 
addressing critical comments from the public to develop the FEIS. Consultation with the USFWS 
and NMFS continued for the ESA (Appendix G and Appendix H) and EFH assessments (Appendix 
I). 
The USACE remains available for government-to-government consultation with federally 
recognized tribes as resources allow. Government-to-government consultation is an ongoing 
effort by the USACE to share information, listen to concerns, and answer questions. 
Discussion with consulting parties to resolve adverse effects to historic properties in accordance 
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) will continue through the 
duration of the PA, which will be executed prior to a Record of Decision on this project. Efforts at 
identifying potentially eligible historic properties and determining eligibility of potential historic 
properties will continue after the release of the FEIS and through the project lifespan. A PA is 
under development through discussions with the consulting parties to ensure that the 
requirements of Section 106 are satisfied. The Draft PA is included as Appendix L of the FEIS. 
The USACE will send Newsletter #3 to announce the release of this FEIS to the same 
communities and stakeholders as the previous newsletters. A fourth newsletter is planned to 
announce the Record of Decision. 
The project website will continue to be updated throughout the EIS process. 
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7.0 COOPERATING AGENCIES AND PREPARERS 

Table 7-1: Lead Agency and Cooperating Agencies 

Lead Federal Agency 
US Army Corps of Engineers 

Alaska District, Regulatory Division 
PO Box 6898 
Joint Base Elmendorf-Richardson, AK 99506-0898 
Sheila Newman, Deputy Chief 

Shane McCoy 
Program Manager 
11 years of experience 

Katherine “Katie” McCafferty 
Project Manager 
14 years of experience 

Cooperating Agencies 

US Fish and Wildlife Service 
Anchorage Fish and Wildlife Conservation Office 
4700 BLM Road 
Anchorage, AK 99507 

Kyle Monkelien 
Pipeline Right-of-Way Decision Maker, Regional Supervisor, 
Field Operations 
Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement  
3801 Centerpoint Drive, Suite 500 
Anchorage AK 99503-5820 

Patty McGrath  
Mining Advisor 
US Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10 
1200 Sixth Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98101 

John McCall 
BSEE Petroleum Engineer, Field Operations 
B.S., Civil Engineering
Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement
3801 Centerpoint Drive, Suite 500
Anchorage AK 99503-5820

Molly Vaughan 
National Environmental Policy Act Reviewer 
US Environmental Protection Agency Region 10 
Alaska Operations Office 
222 W. 7th Avenue #19 
Anchorage, AK 99513-7588 

Jeffrey Missal 
National Environmental Policy Act and Environmental 
Compliance Review, Environmental Protection Specialist 
Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement  
3801 Centerpoint Drive, Suite 500 
Anchorage AK 99503-5820 

John Eddins 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
401 F Street NW, Suite 308 
Washington, DC 20001 

David Seris 
US Coast Guard 17th District Waterways Management Branch 
B.S., Applied Science, US Coast Guard Academy
28 years of experience
US Coast Guard
PO Box 25517
Juneau, AK 99802-5517

Linda Daugherty  
Office of Pipeline Safety 
US Department of Transportation Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

Sharon Kim 
National Park Service Cooperating Agency Representative 
21 years of experience 
National Park Service 
Alaska Regional Office 
240 West 5th Avenue 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

David Hassell 
Office of Pipeline Safety 
US Department of Transportation Pipeline and Hazardous 
188 West Northern Lights Boulevard, Suite 520 
Anchorage, AK 99503 

Nathan Hill 
Manager 
Lake and Peninsula Borough 
PO Box 495 
King Salmon, AK 99613 
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Table 7-1: Lead Agency and Cooperating Agencies 

Cooperating Agencies 

Kyle Moselle 
Associate Director 
Alaska Department of Natural Resources 
Office of Project Management and Permitting 
PO Box 111030 
Juneau, AK 99801 

Robert “Bob” Loeffler 
Consultant to Lake and Peninsula Borough 
Jade North LLC 
Anchorage, AK 99517 

Courtenay Carty 
Tribal Administrator 
Curyung Tribal Council 
PO Box 216 
Dillingham, AK 99576 

Nondalton Tribal Council 
PO Box 49 
Nondalton, AK 99640 

Table 7-2: List of Preparers 

Third Party EIS Preparers (Prime Contractor—AECOM) 

Contributor Project Role Education/Background Years of Experience 
Jennifer Frownfelter Principal-In-Charge M.S., Public Policy 22 

Bill Craig Project Manager B.S., Environmental Studies 29 

Tara Bellion 

Deputy Fiscal Project 
Manager; Administrative 
Record; Comment Analysis; 
Subject Matter Expert—
Subsistence  

B.S., Marine Science 25 

Elizabeth Bella, Ph.D. Deputy Technical Project 
Manager  Ph.D., Ecology 20 

Jon Isaacs 
Social Environment—
Discipline Lead; Lead— 
Public Involvement 

B.A., Environmental Studies 43 

Cara Wright, CPG Physical Environment—
Discipline Lead 

M.S., Economic Geology;
Certified Professional
Geologist

31 

Wes Cornelison Biological Environment—
Discipline Lead M.S., Biology 19 

Nancy Darigo, PG, CEG Physical Environment—
Subject Matter Expert  

M.S., Geology; Professional
Geologist, Certified
Engineering Geologist

32 

Bill Killam Senior Advisor B.A., Anthropology,
Sociology, and Psychology 45 

Cecil Urlich, PE Mining—Subject Matter 
Expert 

M.Sc., Geotechnical
Engineering; Professional
Engineer

44 

Jack Colonell, PE, Ph.D. 
Subject Matter Expert, 
Oceanography & Surface 
Water Hydrology 

Ph.D., Civil Engineering 52 

Anne Baldrige Senior Advisor 
MBA, Finance and 
Accounting 
B.S., Geology

41 

Taylor Brelsford Senior Advisor, Subject 
Matter Expert—Subsistence M.A., Anthropology 39 

Gary Reimer Senior Advisor B.A., Political Science Studies 35 
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Table 7-2: List of Preparers 

Third Party EIS Preparers (Prime Contractor—AECOM) 

Contributor Project Role Education/Background Years of Experience 

Jessica Evans 

Public Involvement—
Assistant Lead; Comment 
Analysis; Social 
Environment—Assistant 
Discipline Lead; Lands—
Subject Matter Expert  

M.S., Bioregional Planning 10 

G. Roy Leidy Senior Advisor—Fish and 
Aquatic Resources 

B.S., Forestry and Resource
Management 49 

Sasha Forland 

Biological Environment—
Subject Matter Expert; 
Project Technical Quality 
Lead 

B.S., Biology 21 

Allison Payne Physical Environment—
Subject Matter Expert M.S. Geology/Volcanology 13 

Tom Damiana Air Quality—Subject Matter 
Expert M.S., Aerospace Engineering 22 

Linsey DeBell Air Quality—Subject Matter 
Expert M.S., Earth Science 19 

James Dietzmann Surface Water Hydrology—
Subject Matter Expert B.S., Watershed Science 25 

Richard Henry 
Surface and Groundwater 
Hydrology—Subject Matter 
Expert 

Ph.D., Geochemistry 42 

Paul Myerchin Soils—Subject Matter Expert B.S., Geology 21 

Burr Neely Cultural Resources—Subject 
Matter Expert 

M.A., Northern
Studies/Cultural Resource
Management

19 

Mike Kelly Cultural Resources—Subject 
Matter Expert 

M.A., Anthropology and
Historical Archeology 39 

Jennifer Williams Engineer—Failure Modes 
Effects Analysis Geotechnical Engineer 21 

Andrew Fisher Birds, Wildlife—Subject 
Matter Expert 

B.S., Wildlife, Fish, and
Conservation Biology 14 

MacNamara Shoulders 
Fish, Aquatic Resources and 
Essential Fish Habitat—
Subject Matter Expert 

B.S., Biology 37 

Richard Greer 
Birds, Wildlife, Threatened 
and Endangered Species—
Senior Advisor 

PhD., Zoology 35 

Maria Shepherd 
Birds, Wildlife, Wetlands, and 
Vegetation—Subject Matter 
Expert 

B.A., Zoology 32 

Paul Hamidi, PWS Wetlands and Vegetation—
Subject Matter Expert 

B.S., Forestry; M.S., Forestry;
Professional Wetland
Scientist, Certified Soil
Scientist

21 

Keely Craig Wetlands and Vegetation—
Subject Matter Expert B.A., Environmental Science 11 

Sagar Thakali Toxicology—Subject Matter 
Expert 

Ph.D., Environmental 
Engineering 18 
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Table 7-2: List of Preparers 

Third Party EIS Preparers (Prime Contractor—AECOM) 

Contributor Project Role Education/Background Years of Experience 

Usha Vedigari, Ph.D. Human Health—Subject 
Matter Expert Ph.D., Environmental Science 29 

Maxene Dwyer, Ph.D. Human Health—Subject 
Matter Expert Ph.D., Toxicology 23 

Louise Kling Visual Resources—Subject 
Matter Expert 

B.S., Ecology; M.S.,
Landscape Ecology (pending
thesis defense)

25 

Paul Burge Noise—Subject Matter 
Expert M.S., Mechanical Engineering 26 

Krista Ellis Technical Writer M.S., Environmental Studies 23 

Thomas Schultz GIS B.S., Environmental Science 12 

Kelsey Tranel Technical Editing and Word 
Processing B.A., Liberal Studies 9 

Michael D. Gray 
Morrison Maierle 

Physical

Third Party EIS Preparer Subcontractors 
 Environment—

Subject Matter Expert B.A., Geology 33 

Jim Aldrich, PE, PH  
Arctic Hydrologic Consultants 

Surface Water Hydrology—
Senior Advisor M.S., Environmental Science 41 

Sheyna Wisdom 
Fairweather Science 

Marine Wildlife, Threatened 
and Endangered Species, 
and Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) Compliance—Subject 
Matter Expert 

M.S., Marine Science 21 

Patty Murphy 
E3 Environmental 

Tribal Relations and Public 
Outreach 

Expert Stakeholder 
Engagement Coordinator 27 

Derek Risso 
Ecosystem Sciences 

Aquatic Resource 
Mitigation—Subject Matter 
Expert 

M.S., Fisheries and Wildlife
Science 22 

Jonathan King 
Halycon Consulting 

Social Environment—Subject 
Matter Expert 

M.S., Natural Resource
Economics 23 

Dilip Mathur, PhD 
Normandeau Associates 

Fish, Aquatic Resources and 
Essential Fish Habitat—
Subject Matter Expert 

Ph.D., Fisheries Management 
and Biometrics 51 

Mark Allen, Normandeau 
Associates 

Fish, Aquatic Resources and 
Essential Fish Habitat—
Subject Matter Expert 

M.S., Natural Resources—
Fisheries 34 

Sue Ban 
ECO49 Senior Advisor M.S., Biological

Oceanography 34 

Jim Munter, CGWP, CPG Groundwater Hydrology—
Subject Matter Expert M.S., Geology 38 
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8.0 LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PERSONS TO 
WHOM COPIES OF THE STATEMENT HAVE BEEN SENT 

8.1 FEDERAL AGENCIES 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
US Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs 
US Department of the Interior, Bureau of Ocean Energy Management 
US Department of the Interior, Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
US Coast Guard, 17th District 
US Department of the Interior, Fish & Wildlife Service 
US Department of Transportation, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
US Department of the Interior, National Park Service 
US National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National Marine Fisheries Service 
US Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works 

8.2 TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS
Aleknagik Traditional Council 
Chignik Bay Tribal Council 
Chignik Lagoon Village Council 
Chignik Lake Traditional Council 
Clarks Point Village Council 
Cook Inlet Tribal Council 
Curyung Tribal Council 
Egegik Village Council 
Ekuk Village Council 
Ekwok Village Council 
Igiugig Village Council 
Iliamna Village Council 
Ivanof Bay Tribal Council 
King Salmon Tribal Council 
Kokhanok Village Council 
Levelock Village Council 
Manokotak Village Council 

Naknek Village Council 
Nanwalek IRA Council 
Native Tribe of Kanatak 
Native Village of Iliamna 
Native Village of Kokhanok 
Native Village of Nondalton 
Native Village of Pedro Bay 
Native Village of Perryville 
Native Village of Nanwalek 
New Koliganek Village Council 
New Stuyahok Traditional Council 
Newhalen Tribal Council 
Ninilchik Traditional Council 
Nondalton Tribal Council 
Pedro Bay Village Council 
Pilot Point Tribal Council 
Port Graham Tribal Council 
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Port Heiden Village Council 
Portage Creek Village Council 
Seldovia Village Tribal Council 
South Naknek Village Council 
Traditional Council of Togiak 

Twin Hills Village Council 
Ugashik Traditional Council 
United Tribes of Bristol Bay 
Village Clark's Point 
Village of Igiugig 

8.3 STATE GOVERNMENT 
Alaska Department of Commerce-Division of Community Economic Development 
Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 
Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G) 
ADF&G-Division of Commercial Fisheries 
ADF&G-Division of Habitat 
ADF&G-Division of Sport Fish 
ADF&G-Division of Subsistence 
ADF&G-Division of Wildlife Conservation 
Alaska Department of Natural Resources (ADNR) 
ADNR-Division of Agriculture 
ADNR-Division of Geological and Geophysical Surveys 
ADNR-Division of Mining, Land, and Water 
ADNR-Office of History and Archeology 
ADNR-Office of Project Management and Permitting 
ADNR-State Pipeline Coordinator Services 
Alaska Department of Health and Social Services 
Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities 

8.4 PUBLIC OFFICIALS 

8.4.1 Federal Congressional 
Office of US Senator Lisa Murkowski 
Office of US Senator Dan Sullivan 
Office of US Congressman Don Young 

8.4.2 State of Alaska 
Office of State Governor Mike Dunleavy 
Office of State Senator Gary Stevens 
Office of State Senator Lyman Hoffman 
Office of State Senator Peter Micciche 
Office of State Representative Bryce Edgmon 
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Office of State Representative Ben Carpenter 
Office of State Representative Louise Stutes 
Office of State Representative Gary Knopp 

8.4.3 Local Government 
Bristol Bay Borough Mayor Daniel O’Hara 
City of Alegnagik Mayor Kay Andrews 
City of Chignik Mayor Richard J. Sharpe 
City of Clarks Point Mayor Joseph Wassily 
City of Dillingham Mayor Alice Ruby 
City of Egegik Mayor Scovi Deigh 
City of Ekwok Mayor Luki Akelkok, Sr. 
City of Homer Mayor Ken Castor 
City of Kenai Mayor Brian Gabriel 
City of Kachemak Mayor William Overway 
City of Manokotak Mayor Melvin Andrew 
City of New Stuyahok Mayor Justin Ashoak 
City of Newhalen Mayor Dawn Wassillie 
City of Nondalton Mayor Joanna Trefon 
City of Pilot Point Mayor Janice Ball 
City of Port Heiden Mayor Jeffrey Orloff 
City of Togiak Mayor Teodoro Pauk 
City of Seldovia Mayor Dean Lent 
Kenai Peninsula Borough Mayor Charlie Pierce 
Kodiak Island Borough Mayor Bill Roberts 
Lake and Peninsula Borough Mayor Glen Alsworth, Sr. 
Municipality of Anchorage Mayor Ethan Berkowitz 

8.4.4 Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act Corporations
Akhiok-Kaguyak, Incorporated 
Alaska Peninsula Corporation 
Aleknagik Natives Limited 
Bay View Incorporated 
Becharof Corporation 
Bristol Bay Native Corporation 
Chignik Lagoon Native Corporation 

Chignik River Limited 
Choggiung Limited 
Chugach Alaska Corporation 
Cook Inlet Region Corporation, Incorporated 
Ekwok Natives Limited 
Far West, Incorporated 
Igiugig Native Corporation 
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Iliamna Natives Limited 
Kijik Corporation 
Kokhanok Native Corporation 
Koliganek Native Limited 
Koniag, Incorporated 
Levelock Limited 
Manokotak Natives Limited 
Ninilchik Native Association Corporation 
Oceanside Corporation 
Olsonville Incorporated 

Paug-Vik Incorporated Limited 
Pedro Bay Corporation 
Pilot Point Native Corporation 
Saguyak Incorporated 
Seldovia Native Association, Incorporated 
Stuyahok Limited 
Tanalian Incorporated 
The Port Graham Corporation 
Togiak Natives Limited 
Twin Hills Native Corporation 

8.5 APPLICANT 
Pebble Limited Partnership 

8.6 OTHER ENTITIES
Alaska Association of Historic Preservation 
Alaska Historical Society 
Alaska Trekking 
Alaska Public Media 
Alaska Public Radio Network 
Alaska Journal of Commerce 
Alutiiq Museum 
Associated Press 
Bristol Bay Fisherman’s Association 
Bristol Bay Economic Development 
Corporation 
Bristol Bay Native Association 
Bristol Bay Regional Seafood Development 
Association 
Bristol Bay Subsistence Regional Advisory 
Council 
Center for Alaskan Coastal Studies 
Commercial Fishermen for Bristol Bay 
Cooper Landing Historical Society 
The Cordova Times 
Center for Science in Public Participation 
(CSP2) 

EarthJustice 
Earthworks 
Fishermen's News 
HDR, Inc. 
Kasilof Regional Historical Association 
Kenai Historical Society 
National Resources Defense Council 
Nunamta Aulukestai 
Pacific Seafood Processors Association 
Pratt Museum 
Renewal Resources Coalition 
SalmonState 
Save Bristol Bay (Trout Unlimited) 
Soldotna Historical Society 
Southcentral Subsistence Regional Advisory 
Council 
Stop Pebble Mine 
Trout Unlimited 
Trustees for Alaska 
Turner 
United Fishermen of Alaska 
Wild Salmon Center 
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8.7 LIBRARIES AND UNIVERSITIES 
Alaska Resources Library and Information Services, Anchorage 
Bristol Bay Borough Libraries (serving King Salmon, Naknek, and South Naknek) 
Dillingham Public Library, Dillingham 
Georgetown University, Washington, DC 
Homer Public Library, Homer 
Kenai Community Library, Kenai 
Soldotna Public Library, Soldotna 
University of Alaska/Alaska Pacific University Consortium Library, Anchorage 
Z. J. Loussac Public Library, Anchorage 
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