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EXHIBITS 

I. March 19, 2010 AMS Letter to Donlin Creek Mine 
fl. Alaskan Mountain Safaris Brochure 

III. Dichinanek ' Hwt 'Ana: A History of the People of the Upper Kuskokwim who Lived in 

Nikolai and Telida Alaska by Raymond Collins. 
IV. Upper Kuskokwim Reroute Map 

TERMS OF REFERENCES 

For purposes of this report the following terms of reference wi ll be used. 

A. DCM will indicate: Donlin Creek Mine and or its Managers/Operators. 
B. PGP will indicate: Proposed Donlin Creek Mine Gas Pipeline. 
C. UKR will indicate: Upper Kuskokwim Reroute 
D. SAO will indicate: State of Alaska Pipeline Coordinator's Office. 
E. ACE will indicate: Army Corps of Engineers. 
F. BLM will indicate: Bureau of Land Management. 
G. MP will indicate Donlin Creek Mine proposed gas pipeline mile marks. 

Donlin Creek Gas Pipeline EIS Comment and Request Document Page 3 



AUTHOR'S BIO 

Robert Fithian has a substantial background, knowledge and experience from a personal long 
history of work within, avocation for and often leadership in Alaska's mineral, forestry, 
professional guide, agriculture and specialty construction industries. 

This ongoing history includes: 

• Having conducted nun1erous winter cross country nnnmg equipment and supply 
mobilizations and demobilizations within the Upper Kuskokwim Region. 

• Having built or enhanced airfields for large aircraft use, roads, and provided substantial 
logistical and contract mining services support for mines within the Upper Kuskokwim 
region. 

• Having owned and operated, or provided contract mining services to many mines 
throughout Alaska. 

• Providing leadership within the Alaska mining industry by serving terms within the 
Alaska Miners Association Board of Directors, and, serving as the membership elected 
Statewide President. 

• Eleven terms as the Executive Director of the Alaska Professional Hunters Association. 
• Serving at the appointment of three Alaska Governors on a Subsistence Resource 

Commission. 

• Served on the McGrath, AJaska Fish and Game Advisory Committee. 

• Recognized as one of Americas foremost conservation leaders by serving multiple terms 
by joint appointments from the Secretaries of Interior and Agriculture on America's 
esteemed Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation Council in Washington DC. 

• Mr. Fithian has numerous respected professional relationships with individuals and 
general contractors who were substantially involved with development of the Trans­
Alaska pipeline who are still currently involved with similar large scale arctic and 
northern latitude projects. Within his life, he has worked on some of the most remote 
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mining projects in the world as well as several natural gas pipelines within Alaska, Texas 
and Oklahoma. 

• In February of 2014, he was elected by the seven US long standing state professional 
guide outfitter organizations as their national spokesperson. 

• Mr. Fithian has provided numerous presentations. and authored many articles on mining 
social license, climate change. natural resource industry stewardship and conservation 
throughout North America. 

• Many years of his life have been dedicated to the conservation of the wild things in the 
wild places and respectful stewardship of industry within them. 

• For more years than the currently proposed DCM mine life, Mr. Fithian as a Professional 
Guide has operated a guide service business conducting some of North America's 
greatest hunting opportunities with long term multiple species safari style hunts. These 
family operated and conservation based hunts have been conducted within a small region 
of the western Alaska Range and Upper Kuskokwim Region which the ecological 
resources that he and his family are dependent upon will be severed and forever impacted 
by the POP. 

• His sons. and now their sons. have spent much of their growing up years living and 
working in this region close to the lands and resources. It is fo r theirs, and the people of 
the Upper Kuskokwim and generations to follow. and Alaska's future. that the following 
comments are submitted. 
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COMMENT AND REQUEST SUMMARY 

January 25, 2015 

State of Alaska 
State PipeJine Coordinator's Office 
411 W 4th AVE, Suite 2 
Anchorage. AK 9950 l-2343 

Dear Sirs, 

You are begged to consider and act upon the herein disclosed comments, concerns and 
recommendations regarding the footprint of the proposed Donlin Creek Mine Gas Pipeline (POP) 
as it pertains lo the Upper Kuskokwim Region of Alaska. The impacts of the proposed project in 
this region are very real and very serious. These proposed impacts are threatening to important 
ecological, cultural, social and other Jong term industry within this region. 

These negative impacts are not naively conceived. but brought forward to you by keen, 
knowledgeable, respected, science based comments from a person who cares much for Alaska's 
great mineral industry but also from one who cares just as much or more, for the best interest of 
Alaska and, the ecology. people and conservation of the ways of life of the Upper Kuskokwim 
Region. 

Nothing within this document should be interpreted as anti-mining or anti Donlin Creek Mine. 
The author has respectfully supported both the mining industry and the Donlin Creek Mine for 
many years. 

May it be understood that the same ecological, cultural, concerns expressed within the whole of 
this comment and request document are attributable to the POP between MPllO and 150. 
However. as it is easily recognized, due to the geographical nature of the region between these 
points, there are no alternatives to this proposed section which would reduce or eliminate the 
negative ecological. cultural and social impacts described herein. 

Therefore. this comment and request document will primarily address the PGP between MP 150 
and 220 as currently proposed. 
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Beginning at approximately mile point 150, viable alternatives do exist that provide the needed 

respect and protection for the many critical and reaJ concerns that are depicted within this 

document. 

lt is with hope and respect for the whole that you are begged to consider and require for aJl of the 

reasons contained within this document, that the PGP be extended to the West from its currently 

proposed 150 mile point an additional distance of approximately thirty miles and then turn to the 

South through the Kuskokwim Valley Floor and retie into the currently DCM POP at 

approximately MP 220. This reroute request will hereafter be referred to as the Upper 
Kuskokwim Reroute (UKR). 

The following concerns and comments will help you understand and provide the basis for this 

much need change. 

RespectfuJ ly. 

Robert Fithian 
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REASONING BEHIND REQUESTED ALTERNATE PIPELINE ROUTING 

The development of the PGP will represent the first major development of its kind within the 
Kuskokwim Region as a whole. As such it breaches the integrity of the wilderness barrier which 
previously has been in place forever. The SOA must develop a complete understanding of how 
the PGP as proposed, will change this region as a whole. 

Most of the people who live in the Upper Kuskokwim River communities live there because they 
love life there. There is always the option of moving to the cities or to different parts of the 
world, but in general, these residents live in this region because they like to live there within the 
environment that exists. It is therefore mandatory that very careful SOA review and 
consideration be provided regarding the PGP development and the long and short term impacts 
on these communities and other ways of life that exist within the Upper Kuskokwim Region. 

America and the world over are full of environmental, social, cultural, conservation and 
economic mistakes that have occurred whenever large industrialization has moved into remote 
regions. These same mistakes if recognized and acted upon by SOA, ACE and BLM may help 
provide for a true conservation, social and cultural basis for DCM to move forward within and to 
provide to Alaska and the world, an example of how to provide for these types of developments 
with respect for the whole. 

Regarding DCM and the PGP, during February of 2010, in meetings where I was requested to 
not make anyone knowledgeable about the project, it was explained to me by senior DCM staff 
that they were moving forward with development of a plan to install a five inch diameter buried 
steel pipeline to move natural gas from Cook Inlet to Donlin Creek via Rainy Pass and the Upper 
Kuskokwim. Senior DCM staff also explained to me on several occasions that the pipeline 
project would be completed in its entirety within a one year time frame and those of us 
dependent upon the conservation of the region would never even know the difference between 
before and after pipeline installation. 

Knowing Alaska and the construction industry, the proposed routing, what the true challenges to 
construction of the pipeline and what the cultural, ecological and environmental impacts would 
be on the west side of the Alaska Range, I did my very best to encourage a respectful "turning 
together" to address the proposed project. (Please see Exhibit II, Feb. 2010 AMS letter.) 

This effort was a failure and respect had to be forced through numerous meeting and phone calls. 
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Within two years, the DCM·s formerly proposed five-inch pipeline-to be instaUed in one year 
without noticeable impact to the important cuJturaJ. ecological and environmental concern-bad 
turned into a 14 inch pipeline with a three year installation process, serious potential harm factors 

and substantial long lasting impacts to all aspects of the cultural. ecological and environmental 

concerns. 

Within the DCM Plan of Development the criteria stated for POP route selection has no inclusion 

for consideration of the impact on other ways of life or equally important long term sustainable 

industries. 

There are thirteen alternate route considerations identified which are all characterized only by 
ease of construction, or bypassing of challenging geo technical considerations, not because of 

impact on the other customary and traditional ways of life or the ecological/conservation based 
aspects which are depicted within this document. It is therefore vital that these long established 
customary and traditional ways of life and viable and sustainable industries be protected by the 

SOA and ACE permitting process. 

To my knowledge, no serious depth of background investigation was conducted on the people, 
their way of life, the resources they are dependent upon or the potential impact which the 
proposed gas pipeline will have on them before the footprint of the pipeline was developed 

within the Upper Kuskokwim Region. 

The DCM hosted public meeting process within this region did not begin until after the pipeline 
routing had been seJe.cted and geo-technical data either gathered or was being gathered. This bas 
left the people of the Upper Kuskokwim little ability for consideration of concerns or subsequent 
changes needed to protect large ecological areas or their Jong established customary and 

traditional ways of life. 

Jn a similar vein, previous management tean1s within the Pebble Mine project also moved into an 

ecological and socially sensitive region of Alaska with a "spurs on" ''.find ii-build it " approach, 
which very much influenced potential project negativity. This does not need to and should not 
happen with DCM. 

As the substantial effort by DCM to define their proposed pipeline routing within the Upper 
Kuskokwim Region. as well as the associated geo technical data gathering, environmental, 
project planning was all assembled and submitted to the Corps of Engineers for approval without 
any sincere effort to collect or respectfully respond to negative impact concerns, the affected 
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