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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council
Restoration Office
645 "G" Street, Anchorage, AK 99501
Phone: (907) 278-8012 Fax: (907) 276-7178
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'Z.;“;A'TO: »T‘rustee Council LN Jﬂ“ 2 | "93
From: Dave Gibbons 6' SPiil.
Interim Administrative Director, and!" °§,:‘§°E§Jﬂ%bu
Restoration Team u S B
Date: September 11, 1992
Subj: Initial Screening of 1993 Projects

1993 PROJECT IDEA SCREENING CRITERIA

The following criteria were used as threshold criteria to screen
ideas submitted by the general public and State and Federal
agencies. The first set of three critical factors were used to
screen all ideas. If an idea failed to comply with any one of
these factors, it was not forwarded for further project description
development. If a project met these criteria, it was subsequently
next subjected to either the set of damage assessment or
restoration idea criteria, dependent upon its category of proposed
work. These criteria and a brief description follow.

CRITICAL FACTORS

1. Linkage To Resources And/Or Services Injured By The Exxon
Valdez 0il Spill

The settlement documents specify that the use of the restoration
trust funds must be linked to injuries resulting from the Exxon
Valdez ©0il spill. The following is the definition of injury:

"A natural resource has experienced "consequential injury" if
it has sustained a loss (a) due to exposure to o0il spilled by
the T/V Exxon Valdez, or (b) which otherwise can be attributed
to the oil spill and clean up. "Loss" includes:

- significant direct mortality;

- significant declines in populations or productivity;

- significant sublethal and chronic effects to adults or
any other life history stages; or

-~ degradation of habitat, due to alteration or

contamination of flora, fauna and physical componentsf

'Qf,the habitat." (Aprll 1992 Resteratlon Framework)
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State of Alaska: Departments of Fish & Game, Law, Natural Resources, and Environmental Conservation
United States: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Departments of Agricuiture, and Interior



——

A link must be evident from the 1993 idea submitted and the above
criteria for injury to resources or services.

2. Technically Feasible

Are the technology and management skills available to successfully
implement the restoration idea in the environment of the oil spill
area?

3. Consistent With Applicable Federal And State Laws And Policies

Is the restoration idea consistent with the directives and policies
with which the Trustee agencies must comply? Some factors
discussed included:

- third party suit?
- legal under existing laws and regulations including
the settlement agreement?

Damage Assessment Ideas

1. Project Previously Funded For Close-Out?

Was the idea funded in the 1992 Work Plan for close-out and final
report preparation? If so, it should not receive additional
funding.

2. 1993 Close-Out Project

Should this idea be funded in the 1993 Work Plan for close-out?
Only considered with respect to those projects funded for damage
assessment continuation in the 1992 Work Plan can be considered.

3. New Project Where Injury Is Apparent

Is there a substantial amount of new information to demonstrate
injury to resources and services? Injury to resources and services
as defined in critical factor 1.

4. Damage Assessment Continuation

Are the injuries to resources and services fully understood or is
there a opportunity to understand new injuries? The life span of
the injured resource should be considered since many species are
long-lived and the injury may occur in different life stages, or
have temporal stock separation such as odd/even pink salmon year
classes.

General Restoration Ideas

All .restoration ideas were evaluated using the four criteria

described below. - If an idea had ‘a clear restoration end poirit -and -
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was either time critical or a possible lost opportunity and was not
a long-term commitment, it was forwarded for further development
and consideration.

1. "Is There A Restoration End-Point?

What 1is the restoration end-point? A restoration end-point
includes actions to restore, replace and enhance natural resources,
monitor natural recovery or involves acguisition of equivalent
resources .or services. If there is no identifiable restoration
end-point, then the project was not recommended for further
development.

2. Time Critical To The Recovery Of The Injured Resource/Service;
Must Be Conducted In 1993

Would a delay in the project result in further injury to a resource
or service or would we forego a restoration opportunity? This
information is critical to support near-term future conditions.

3. Opportunity Lost If Not Funded In 1993 (Related To Method Of
Recovery)

Other considerations that were taken into account in developing the
restoration program included opportunities to combine work or
logistics with other projects in order to reduce costs. The intent
of this criterion is to identify those project ideas that need to
be implemented now or the opportunity will be lost. Is there some
factor that will make it impossible to conduct the project in the
future?

4. Involves Long-Term Commitment

Until a restoration plan 1is completed, annual restoration
activities requiring a long-term commitment should be limited to
those projects that do not have irretrievable commitment of funds
to future years.
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INITIAL RESTORATION TEAM REVIEW OF 1993 PROJECT IDEAS

Critical Factors

No Unknown

the Exxon Valdez o0il spill.
2. Technically feasible.

laws and policies.

— Damage Assessment Ideas

1. Project previously funded for close-out.
2. 1993 close-out project.

3. New project where injury is apparent.

4. Damage assessment continuation.

General Restoration Ideas
1. Is there a restoration end-point?
2. Time critical to the recovery of the injured

resource/service; must be conducted in 1993.

method of recovery.)
4. Involves long~term commitment.

Recommendation

Approved for preparation of brief project description.
Rejected.
Combined with ideas:

1. Linkage to resources and/or services injured by

3. Consistent with applicable Federal and State

3. Opportunity lost if not funded in 1993. (Related to

Comnments:



1993 DRAFT WORK PLAN

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION MATRIX

PREPARED BY DAVE GIBBONS
INTERIM ADMINISTRATIVE DIRECTOR

¥
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93002 - Sockeye Overescapement Recommended Recommended Recommended
Y-5 N-1 Y9 N-5
93003 - Pink Salmon Egg to Pre-emergent Unanimously Recommended Unanimously
Fry Survival in PWS Recommended Recommended
93004 - Documentation, Enumeration and Recommended Enhancement Recommended
Preservation of Genetically Discrete Wild Y-5 N-1 Project Y-8 N-3 A2
Populations of Pink Salmon Impacted by
EVOS in PWS
93005 - Cultural Resources Unanimously No Opinion Recommended
Recommended with Qualifications
93006 - Site-Specific Archeological Unanimously Recommended Recommended
Restoration Recommended with Qualifications
93007 - Archeological Site Stewardship Unanimously No Opinion Recommended
Program Recommended with Qualifications
93008 - Archeological Site Patrol and Unanimously No Opinion Recommended
Monitoring Recommended with Qualifications
93009 - Public Information, Education and Recommended No Opinion Recommended
Interpretation Y-5 N-1 with Qualifications
93010 - Reduce Disturbance Near Murre Not Recommended Recommended Unanimously
Colonies Showing Indications of Injury Tie Vote Not Recommended
From the EVOS Y-3 N-3
93011 - Develop Harvest Guidelines to Aid Recommended Recommended Recommended
Restoration of River Otters and Harlequin Y-5 N-1 Y9 N-3 A-1

Ducks

1/19/93
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93012 - Genetic Stock Identification of Recommended Recommended Unanimously
Kenai River Sockeye Salmon Y-5 N-1 Recommended
Look at reducing
budget
93014 - Quality Assurance for Coded-Wire Not Recommended Enhancement Unanimously
Tag Application in Fish Restoration Projects Tie Vote Project Not Recommended
Y-3 N-3
93015 - Kenai River Sockeye Salmon Recommended Recommended Unanimously
Restoration Y-S5 N-1 Recommended
Look at reducing
budget
A-1
93016 - Chenega Chinook and Coho Recommended No Opinion Unanimously
Salmon Release Program Y-5 N-1 Recommended
Increase budget
to $50.9k to
cover Hatchery
costs
93017 - Subsistence Restoration Project Unanimously No Opinion Unanimously
Recommended ' Recommended
More local
community
involvement
93018 - Enhanced Management for Wild Recommended Not Recommended Unanimously
Stocks in PWS, Special Emphasis on Y-5 N-1 Recommended
Cutthroat Trout and Dolly Varden
93019 - Chugach Region Village Unanimously Not Recommended Recommended
Mariculture Project Not Recommended Y-8 N-4

Contingent upon
legal approval

93020 - Bivalve Shellfish Hatchery and
Research Center

Not Recommended
Tie Vote
Y-3 N-3

Recommended
Closer Study for
Feasibility

Unanimously
Recommended
Contingent upon
legal review

1/19/93




of Black Oystercatchers Breeding on
Persistently Oiled Sites in PWS

93022 - Evaluating the Feasibility of Unanimously Recommended Unanimously

Enhancing Productivity of Murres by Using Recommended Not Recommended

Decoys, Dummy Eggs and Recordings of

Murre Calls to Simulate Normal Densities

at Breeding Colonies Affected by EVOS

and Monitoring the Recovery of Murres in

the Barren Islands

93024 - Restoration of the Coghill Lake Recommended Enhancement Unanimously

Sockeye Salmon Stock Y-5 N-1 Project Recommended

93025 - Montague Island Chum Salmon Recommended Enhancement Unanimously

Restoration Y-5 N-1 Project Recommended

93026 - Fort Richardson Hatchery Water Not Recommended No Opinion Recommended

Pipeline Tie Vote YO N4
Y-3 N-3

93028 - Restoration and Mitigation of Recommended Enhancement Not Recommended

Wetland Habitats for Injured PWS Fish and Y-S5 N-1 | Project Y-3 N-8

Wildlife Species

93029 - PWS Second Growth Management Recommended Enhancement Tie Vote
Y-5 N-1 Project Y-5 N-5 A-l

93030 - Red Lake Restoration Recommended Recommended Unanimously

Y-5 N-1 Recommended

93031 - Red Lake Mitigation for Red Recommended No Opinion Recommended

Salmon Fishery Y-5 N-1 Y-10 N-1 A-2

93032 - Pink and Cold Creek Pink Salmon Recommended Enhancement Recommended

Restoration Y-5 N-1 Project Y-12 N-1

93033 - Harlequin Duck Restoration Unanimously Recommended Unanimously

Monitoring Study in PWS, Kenai and Recommended Recommended

Afognak Oil Spill Areas

93034 - Pigeon Guillemot Colony Survey Recommended Recommended Unanimously
Y-5 N-1 Recommended

93035 - Potential Impacts of Oiled Mussel Unanimously Recommended Unanimously

Beds on Higher Organisms: Contamination Recommended Recommended

1/19/93




93036 - Recovery Monitoring and Unanimously Recommended Unanimously
Restoration of Intertidal Oiled Mussel Beds Recommended Recommended
in PWS and the GOA Impacted by EVOS
93038 - Shoreline Assessment Unanimously Recommended Unanimously

Recommended Recommended
93039 - Herring Bay Experimental and Unanimously Recommended Unanimously
Monitoring Studies Recommended Recommended

Look at reducing
budget
A-1
93041 - Comprehensive Restoration Unanimously Recommended Recommended
Monitoring Program Phase 2: Monitoring Recommended Y-8 N4 A-1
Plan Development
93042 - Recovery Monitoring of PWS Recommended Enhancement Unanimously
Killer Whales Injured by EVOS Using Y4 N-2 Project Recommended
Photo Identification Techniques At the request of
the Trustee Council
93043 - Sea Otter Population Demographics Recommended Recommended Recommended
and Habitat Use in Areas Affected by Y-5 N-1 with reduced budget | Look at contracting
EVOS Y-8 N-5
93045 - Surveys to Monitor Marine Bird Unanimously Recommended Previously
and Sea Otter Populations in PWS During Recommended Approved by
Summer and Winter Trustee Council
93046 - Habitat Use, Behavior and Unanimously Recommended Unanimously
Monitoring of Harbor Seals in PWS, Alaska Recommended Recommended
Look at more local
involvement
93047 - Subtidal Monitoring: Recovery of Unanimously Recommended Unanimously
Sediments, Hydrocarbon-degrading Recommended Recommended
Microorganisms, Eelgrass Communities and Look at reducing
Fish in the Shallow Subtidal Environment CcOosts
A-1

1/19/93



93050 - Update: Restoration Feasibility Not Recommended Recommended Agency will do
Study #5 (Identification and Recordation of Tie vote work with existing
Information Sources Relevant to Land and Y-3 N3 in-house funding
Resources Affected by EVOS)
93051 - Habitat Protection Information for Unanimously Recommended Recommended with
Anadromous Streams and Marbled Recommended with removal of removal of channel
Murrelets channel typing typing portion
Y9 N-4
93052 - Identification and Protection of Unanimously Not Recommended Not Recommended
Important Bald Eagle Habitats Not Recommended Y-3 ‘N-8
93053 - Hydrocarbon Data Analysis, Unanimously Recommended Unanimously
Interpretation and Database Maintenance for Recommended Recommended
Restoration and NRDA Environmental
Samples Associated with the EVOS
93057 - Damage Assessment GIS Unanimously Recommended Unanimously
Recommended Recommended
93059 - Habitat Identification Workshop Unanimously Recommended Previously approved
Recommended by the
Trustee Council
93060 - Accelerated Data Acquisition Unanimously Recommended Previously approved
Recommended by the
Trustee Council
93061 - New Data Acquisition Unanimously Recommended Recommended
Recommended Y-11 N-=2
93062 - Restoration GIS Unanimously Recommended Unanimously
Recommended Recommended
93063 - Survey and Evaluation of Instream Unanimously Enhancement Unanimously
Habitat and Stock Restoration Techniques Recommended Project .Recommended
for Anadromous Fish
93064 - Habitat Protection Fund Unanimously Recommended Recommended
Recommended PAG request review

before acquiring
parcels
Y-10 N-1 A-2

1/19/93



1993 Additional Projects
Recommended by the
Public Advisory Group

on 1/7/93
Project Cost
Planning for expansion of the Kodiak Industrial Technology Center $ 100,000
Public Idea #310 VOTE: Y-7 N-4 A-1
First phase construction of a Kodiak Archeolog'ical Museum 800,000

Public Idea #298-17 VOTE: Unanimously Recommended

Prince William Sound Herring Damage Assessment 237,889
Prince William Sound Pink Salmon Coded Wire Tag Project 773,600
Prince William Sound Chum, Sockeye, Coho and Chinook 249,590

Salmon Coded Wire Tag Project VOTE: Y9 N-2

TOTAL $2,161,079

1/19/93 6



HAL ~

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL RESTORATION
PROPOSED 1993 BUDGET
1993 Federal Fiscal Year 1-Oct-92 to 30-Sep-93
PROJECTS RECOMMENDED BY RESTORATION TEAM

114

Project 1
Agency Number Project Title 28- Feb 93¢ 30=Sep -3 33RY 93
ADEC/{ADNR/DOV 93038 | Shoreline Assessment : $0.0 $466.7 $466.7
ADF&G/USFS/
NOAA)
ADEC/(ADF&G/ 93047 Subtidal Monitoring $0.0 $69.6 $69.6
NOAA)
ADEC/ADNR/USFS) | 93061 New Data Acquisition $0.0 $107.0 $107.0
ADEC 93AD Administrative Director's Office $89.5 $340.8 $440.3
ADEC 93FC Financial Committee $13.7 $15.6 $28.3
ADEC 93RT Restoration Team Support $337.9 $605.5 $943.4
ADEC AW 1 . | Surface Oil Maps $14.0 $0.0 $14.0
ADEC ST 3B - | Sediment Traps $5.0 $0.0 $5.0
Subtotal $470.1 $1,605.21 $2,075.3
ADF&G 93002 Sackeye Salmon Overescapement $244.3 $714.6 $958.9
ADF&G/(NOAA) 93003 Salmon Egg to Pre-emergent Fry Survival $210.2 $343.3 $553.5
ADF&G 93004 Genetics, Documentation, Enumeration, & Preservation of Pink Salmon $607.8 $899.1 $1,606.9
ADF&G 93011 Develop Harvest Guidelines to Aid Restoration of River Otters & H. Ducks $0.0 $11.2 $11.2
ADF&G 93012 Genetic Stock ldentification of Kenai River Sockeye Salmon $105.6 $300.6 $406.2
ADF&G 93015 Kenai River Sockeye Salmon Restoration ' $303.1 $732.61 $1,035.7
ADF&G 93016 Chenega Bay Chinook & Silver Salmon $0.0 $25.9 $25.9
ADF&G/(NOAA) 93017 Subsistence Food Safety Survey & Testing $0.0 $266.1 $266.1
| ADF&G/(USFS) 93018 Enhanced Management for Cutthroat Trout/Dolly Varden in PWS $0.0 $228,0 $226.0
‘| ADF&G/{USFS) 93024 Restoration of Coghill Lake Sockeye Salmon Stock $0.0 $166.6 $166.6
ADF&G 83030 Red Lake Restoration $27.9 $77.2 $105.1
ADF&G 93031 Red Lake Mitigation $0.0 $1563.7 $163.7
ADF&G 93032 Cold Creek Pink Salmon Restoration $0.0 $386.1 $36.1
ADF&G 93033 Harlequin Duck Restoration $0.0 $718.3 $718.3
ADF&G/(NOAA/ 93036 Oiled Mussel Beds $27.5 $0.0 $27.5
DOI-NPS)
11-8ep-92 Amounts shown are in thousands of dollars.
FORM 1B
AGENCY
1993 page 1 of 6 SUMMARY




EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL RESTORATION
PROPOSED 1993 BUDGET
1993 Federal Fiscal Year 1-Oc¢t-92 to 30-Sep-93

PROJECTS RECOMMENDED BY RESTORATION TEAM Approved Proposed
Project 1-Oct-92 1-Mar-93 Total
Agency Number Project Title 28-Feb-93 30-Sep-93 FY 93
ADF&G/(ADEC/DOI | 93038 Shoreline Assessment ' $0.0 $11.5 $11.5
ADNR/USFS/NOAA)
ADF&G 93039 Herring Bay Experimental & Monitoring $109.9 $507.5 $617.4
ADF&G 930486 Habitat Use, Behavior, & Monitoring of Harbor Seals in PWS $0.0 $230.5 $230.5
ADF&G/INOAA/ 93047 Subtidal Monitoring: Rockfish $0.0 $387.2 $387.2
ADEC} '
ADF&G/(USFS/ 93051 Habitat Protection: Stream Habitat Assessment $148.3 $335.7 $484.0
DOI-FWS) :
ADF&G/(USFS) 93063 Anadrfomous Stream Surveys $103.0 $69.4 $162.4
ADF&G 93FC ‘Financial Committee $5.6 $14.7 $20.3
ADF&G 93RT Restoration Team Support $212.6 $365.2 $577.8
ADF&G FIS 1 Injury to Salmon Spawning Areas in PWS $8.9 $0.0 $8.9
ADF&G FIS 2 lnju‘ry to Salmon Eggs & Pre-emergent Fry in PWS $3.7 $0.0 $3.7
ADF&G FIS3 Salmon Coded Wire Tag Studies in PWS $44.6 $0.0 $44.6
ADF&G FIS 4A Early Marine Salmon Injury Assessment in PWS $51.1 $0.0 $51.1
ADF&G FIS S5 Injury to Dolly Varden & Cutthroat Trout in PWS $0.6 $0.0 $0.6
ADF&G FIS 11 Injury to Herring in PWS $84.5 $0.0 $84.5
ADF&G FIS 13 Effects of Hydrocarbons on Bivalves $11.8 $0.0 $11.8
ADF&G F/S 28 Salmon Oil Spill Injury Model & Run Reconstruction $81.2 $0.0 $81.2
ADF&G F/S 30 Data Base Management $75.8 $0.0 $75.8
—-. | ADF&G R71 Harlequin Duck Restoration and Monitoring $143.0 $0.0 $143.0
I ADF&G R73 Harbor Seal Restoration and Monitoring $12.5 $0.0 $12.8
ADF&G ST 2A Injury to the Shallow Benthic Communities of PWS $42.1 $0.0 $42.1
ADF&G ST6 Rockfish Damage Assessment $8.3 $0.0 $8.3
ADF&G T™ 3 River Otter & Mink Damage Assessment in PWS $2.9 $0.0 $2.9
’ Subtotal] $2,676.8 | $6,583.0] $9,248.3
11-Sep-92 Amounts shown are in thousands of dollars.
FORM 1B
AGENCY
1993 page 2 of 6 SUMMARY




EXXON VALDEZ Ol SPILL RESTORATION
PROPOSED 1993 BUDGET
1983 Federal Fiscal Year 1-Oct-82 to 30-Sep-93

PROJECTS RECOMMENDED BY RESTORATION TEAM Approved  Proposed
Project ‘ 1-Oct-92  1-Mar-93 Total
Agency Number Project Title 28-Feb-93 30-8ep-93 FY 93
ADNR/NUSFS/ 23005 Cultural Resource Information, Education and Interpretation $0.0 $161.0 $161.0
DOI-NPS)
ADNR/AUSFS/ 93006 Site Specific Archaeological Restoration $0.0 $87.2 $87.2
DOI-FWS/DOI-NPS)
ADNRAUSFS/ 93007 Archaeological Site Stewardship Program , $19.5 $1098.5 $129.0
DOI-FWS/DOI-NPS) )
ADNR/AUSFS/ 93008 Archaeclogical Site Patrol and Monitoring $0.0 $95.8 $95.8
DOI-FWS/DOI-NPS) ’
ADNR/AADEC/ADF&G/| 93038 | Shoreline Assessment ‘ $0.0 $11.5 $11.5
DOI/NOAA/USFS) R R : ,
ADNR 93057 * | Damage Assessment GIS , ’ $106.3 $67.5 $173.8
ADNR/{USFS) 93061 New Data Acquisition . $0.0° $214.0 $214.0
ADNR 93062 Restoration GIS 525.1 $138.4 $163.5
ADNR/FED-TBD) 93064 Imminent Threat Habitat Protection $0.0 | $10,000.0 | $10,000.0
ADNR 93AD Administrative Director’s Office $0.0 $576.4 $576.4
ADNR 93FC Finance Committee $2.5 $15.0 $17.5
ADNR 93RT Restoration Team Support $180.7 $321.0 $601.7
ADNR ARC 1 Archaeological Survey ~$88.8 $0.0 $88.8
Subtotal $422,91%$11,797.31$12,220.2
DOI/{ADEC/ADF&G/ | 93038 Shoreline Assessment $0.0 $11.5 $11.5
- ADNR/USFS/NOAA) :
DOl 93AD | Administrative Director's QOffice $76.9 $83.2 $160.1
DOl 93FC Financial Committee : ~ $5.9 $14.1 $20.0
DOI 93RT | Restoration Team Support ‘ $99.5 $208.3 $307.8
DOI-FWS/(USFS/ 93006 | Site Specific Archaeological Restoration ; $0.0 $34.4 $34.4
DOI-NPS/ADNR) ' i :
- DOI-FWS/{USFS/ 93007 Archaeological Site Stewardship Program $32.8 $40.4 $73.2
DOI-NPS/ADNR)
11-5ep-92 ' Amounts shown are in thousands of dollars.
FORM 1B
1 993 page 3 of 8 AGENCY
. SUMMARY
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL RESTORATION

PROPOSED 1993 BUDGET
1983 Federal Fiscal Year

1-0ct-92 to 30-Sep-83

Approved

PROJECTS RECOMMENDED BY RESTORATION TEAM Proposed
Project 1-Oc¢t-92 1-Mar-93 Total
Agency Number Project Title 28-Feb-93 30-Sep-93 FY 93
DOI-FWS/{USFS/ 33008 Archaeological Site Patrol and Monitoring $0.0 $54.0 $54.0
DOI-NPS/ADNR])
DOI-FWS 93022 Murre Decoy/Playback Facility/Colony Monitoring $0.0 $281.0 $281.0
DOI-FWS 93034 Pigeon Guillemot Recovery $0.0 $165.8 | $165.8
DOI-FWS 83035 Black Oystercatchers/Oiled Mussel Beds $12.7 $107.8 $120.6
DOI-FWS 93043 Sea Otter Demographics & Habitat $0.0 $291.9 $291.9
DOI-FWS 93045 Marine Bird/Sea Otter Surveys $0.0 $262.4 $262.4
DOI-FWS/{USFS/ 93051 Habitat Study-Marbled Murrelets $66.1 $301.4 $367.5
ADF&G) o '
DOI-FWS MM 6 ¢ | Sea Otter Damage Assessment $53.9 $0.0 $63.8
DOIJ-FWS R11 .7 1 Murre Monitoring $56.5 $0.0 $56.5
DOI-FWS R 92 Geographic Information Systems $29.2 $0.0 $29.2
DOI-NPS/{USFS/ 93005 Cuftural Resource Information, Education and Interpretation $0.0 $148.1 $146.1
ADNR) .
DOI-NPS/H{USFS/ 930086 Sit‘e Specific Archaeological Restoration $0.0 $111.2 $111.2
DOI-FWS/ADNR) '
DOI-NPSHUSFS/ 93007 Archaeological Site Stewardship Program $0.0 $13.1 $13.1
DOI-FWS/ADNR])
DOI-NPS/{USFS/ 93008 Archaeological Site Patrol and Monitoring $0.0 $93.2 $93.2
DOI-FWS/ADNR)
DOI-NPS/(NOAA/ 93036 QOiled Mussel Beds $0.,0 $102.0 $102.0
ADF&G) Subtotal $433.6 ] $2,321.9 ] 52,755.4
NOAA/(ADF&G) 93003 | Salmon Egg to Fry Survival $54,2 $342.7 $396.8
NOAA/IADF&G) 93017 Subsistence Restoration $0.0 $94.5 $94.5
NOAA/(ADF&G/ 93036 Qiled Mussel Beds $263.6 $302.8 $566.4
DOI-NPS)
NOAA/IADEC/ADNR/ | 93038 Shoreline Assessment $0.0 $11.5 $11.5

ADF&G/DOI/USFS)

11-5ep-92 Amounts shown are in thousands of dollars.

FORM 1B
6 AGENCY
SUMMARY
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL RESTORATION
PROPOSED 1993 BUDGET
1993 Federal Fisca!l Year

1-0Oc¢t-92 to 30-Sep-93

PRQJECTS RECOMMENDED BY RESTORATION TEAM Approved  Proposed
Project 1-Oct-92 1-Mar-83 Total
Agency Number Project Title 28-Feb-83 30-5ep-83 FY 93
NOAA 93041 Comprehensive Monitoring $0.0 $237.9 $237.9
NOAA 93042 Killer Whale Recovery $0.0 $127.1 $127.1
NOAA/(ADEC/ADF& | 93047 Subtidal Monitoring $0.0 $544.0 $544.0
NOAA 93053 Hydrocarbon Database $0.0 $105.5 $105.5
NOAA 93FC Financial Committee $6.5 $19.4 $25.9
NOAA 93RT Restoration Team Support $130.8 $294.2 $425.0
NOAA CH 1B Coastal Habitat Damage Assessment $20.2 $0.0 $20.2
NOAA FIS 4B Early Marine Salmon Damage Assessment $52.5 $0.0 $52.5
NOAA MM 1 .Humpback Whales Damage Assessment $12.3 $0.0 $12.3
NOAA MM 2 . Killer Whales Damage Assessment $28.8 $0.0 $28.8
NOAA ST 1A * | Subtidal Sediments Damage Assessment $31.3 $0.0 $31.3
NOAA ST 3A Caged Mussels Damage Assessment $15.8 $0.0 $15.8
NOAA ST4 Fatbe and Toxicity Damage Assessment $24.4 $0.0 $24.4
NOAA ST 7 Demersal Fishes Damage Assessment $21.2 $0.0 $21.2
NOAA ST 8 Sediment Data Synthesis Damage Assessment $92.5 $0.0 $92.5
NOAA TS 1 Hydrocarbon Analysis Damage Assessment 465.6 $0.0 $65.6
Subtotal -§819.7 | $2,079.6 | 52,8993
USFS/(DOI-NPS/ 93005 Cultural Resource Information, Education and Interpretation $0.0 $94.3 $94.3
ADNR}
USFS/DOI-NPS/ 93006 Site Specific Archaeological Restoration $0.0 $27.3 $27.3
DOI-FWS/ADNR)
USFS/{DOI-NPS/ 93007 Archaeological Site Stewardship Program $0.0 $32.5 $32.5
DOI-FWS/ADNR) ‘
USFS/(DOI-NPS/ 83008 | Archaeological Site Patrol and Monitoring $0.0 $56.0 $56.0
DOI-FWS/ADNR) |
USFS 93009 Public Information, Education and Interpretation $0.0 $318.5 $318.5
USFS/(ADF&G) 93018 - | Enhanced Management for Cutthroat Trout/Dolly Varden in PWS $0.0 $59.3 $50.3
USFS/{ADF&G) 93024 Restoration of Coghill Lake Sockeye Salmon Stock $0.0 $25.3 $25.3
USFS 93025 Montague Island Chum Salmon Restoration $0.0 $81.5 $81.5
11-5ep-92 Amounts shown are in thousands of dollars.
FORM 1B
1993 page 5 of 6 AGENCY

SUMMARY
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL RESTORATION
PROPOSED 1993 BUDGET
1993 Federal Fiscal Year 1-Oc¢t-82 to 30-Sep-93

PROJECTS RECOMMENDED BY RESTORATION TEAM Approved  Proposed
Project . 1-Oct-92 1-Mar-93 Total
Agency Number - Project Title ‘ 28-Feb-93 30-Sep-93 FY 93
USFS 93028 Restoration of Wetlands $0.0 $82.6 $82.6
USFS 93029 Prince William Sound Second Growth Management $0.0 $62.0 $62.0
USFS/AADEC/ADNR/ | 93038 Shoreline Assessment $0.0 $11.5 $11.5
ADF&G/NOCAA/DOI)
USFS/(DOI-FWS/ 93051 Habitat information for Murrelets & Streams $15.2 $585.2. $600.4
ADF&G) -
USFS 93059 Habitat Protection Workshop $0.0 $42.3 $42.3
USFS 93060 Accelerated Data Acquisition - 50.0 $43.9 $43.9
USFS/{ADNR) 93061 | New Data Acquisition .$0.0 $214.0 $214.0
USFS/AADF&G) 93063 :| Anadromous Stream Surveys $17.7 $0.0 $17.7
USFS 93AD *“ | Administrative Director's Office $520.6 $804.7 | $1,325.3
USFS 93FC Financial Committee $6.0 $286.4 $32.4
USFS 93RT Restoration Team Support $150.8 $683.0 $833.8
USFS CH 1A Cqgastal Habitat Damage Assessment ) $943.5 $0.0 $943.5
Subtotal| $1,653.8 | $3,250.3 | $4,304.1
FED-To Be Deter- 93064 - imminent Threat Habitat Protection ) $0,0 1 $10,000.0 | $10,000.0
mined/{ADNR]) Subtotal $0.0 | $10,000.0 | $10,000.0
Actual amount for interim habitat
protection will be determined by
the Trustee Council following
imminent threat analysis.
TOTAL| $6,476.8 | $37,637.3 | $44,102.8
f
11-8ep-92 Amounts shown are_in thousands of dollars.
' FORM 1B
1993 s an page 6 of 6 AGENCY
SUMMARY
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The PAG met January 6-7, 1993 to review 1993 work plan--a draft meeting summary
is available (handout).

PAG Report Notes (1-19-93)

The PAG voting record was sent with the Trustee Council package last week, the
Trustee Council should have that. This shows how each member voted and what
comments and amendments were agreed to as a part of the recommendation.

The transcript of the PAG discussion on 1993 projects has been copied for each
Trustee Council member, at the request of the PAG, to show the issues, concerns and
minority views raised on each project.

A recurring concern by many members of the PAG is the appearance that agencies are
funding ongoing operations, or even double funding activities, and that overhead and
administrative costs seem excessive. A recommendation from the PAG is that the
Trustee Council have an independent review of the situation in order ensure
accountability and to avoid duplicative and/or excessive funding for agencies.

Another concern of the PAG was that it have adequate fund$ budgeted to meet at
least six times during the year, not just the minimum required four meetings. The PAG
has already held three meetings and has another scheduled for February 10, 1993 to
begin review of the restoration plan and habitat protection plans.

For Trustee Council information is Jim Cloud’s memo (handout), which is also
supported by PAG Chairperson Brad Phillips.

)ECEIVE["
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James L. Cloud
SO SRR SR S P.0. Box 201014
SRR LR Anchorage, Ak. 99520

To: Brad Phillips, Chairman EVOS PAG Date: Ja , 1993
From: Jim Cloud, Member PAG, Public-at-Large [
Subject: Comments on the 1993 Workplan
EXXON Valdez Qil Spill Trustees Coungil fublic Advisory Group

I would like to taks this opportunity to make some comments on some important issues concerning the
1993 Workplan and Budget which was the subject of & two day meseting of the EVOS PAG last week,
Please keep in mind that these comments are my own and should not be interpreted as a representation of
other PAG members. My comments are meant to reflect concerns of members of the group I represent,
that is the “public-at-large”, If appropriate, please include these comment in your report to the EVOS
Trustes Council and distribute copies to the other PAG members,

Public-At- e

Among the many special interest groups of represented on the EVOS PAG is the “public-at-large”. The
public-at-large is the broadest of all groups or classes of people that have an interest in the manner in
which the EVOS Trustee Council directs the restoration of resources and wildlife damaged by the EVOS
and the associated funding of activities related to the restoration process.

The public-at-large includes people that are citizens of the United States of America as well as people
who are citizeas of other countries; consumers of goods and services as well as consumers of intangible
services such as tourism or simply ideals or notions. It will be difficult but not impossible to assure that
one class of the public-at-large is not denied utilization or service of a natural resource through the
attempt to restore a utilization or service to another class of the public-at large.

Habitat Acquisition

After studying the material provided and listening to the discussions at PAG mectings so far beld, [ have
concluded that there are some very extreme conflicts developing between special interests and the
interests of the public-at-lacge. Central to this conflict is the effort to acquire propesty or property rights
and transfer such property or property rights to government agencies for “habitat protection” as a method
of restoring a lost service provided by a resource without recognizing the loss of a service created by the
acquisition if the acquisition results in a decrease of natural resources available to the public-at-large.

It is not in the interest of the public-at-large to reduce the amount or quality of natural resources that are
accessible to the public-at-large through private ownership, During the past two decades, the public-at-
large has lost sccess to natural resources of unknown utility on literally hundreds of millions of acres of
land in Alaska. During the discussion at the recent PAG meeting the Restoration Team was unable to
provide answers to Senator Elliason's questions regarding the amount of property under government
protection compared with the amount of privately owned property and property rights.

Any further reduction in present or future availability of resources to the public-at-large as a result of
actions taken by the EVOS Trustee Council would amount to a loss of 8 "service” to one class of people
in order to restors a "service” to another. I do not believe it is the intent of the Court or the Trustes
Coumeil to make such trade-offs to the detriment of the public-at-large.
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The withdrawal of private property without replacement has an additional cost to the ;ﬁublic-at—large when
it causes a reduction in the property tax bass for local governments. A lower tax bass (present or future)
causes extra burden on area taxpayers.

No-Net Loss

I urge the EVOS Trustes Council to apply a principle of “No-Net-Loss" of private property or access to
natural resources. If particular habitat is found to be so valuable to the recovery certain wildlife,
government landowners should be required to trade some of it's resources in & manner which leaves "no-
net-loss” of privately owned property or access to natural resources, Such trades or replacements should
be accomplished in a manner that provides for substantially equilevant property or resource availability,

.........
Lo a2

Endowment

This idea has some merit. Tha council should make a determination of whether it can legally create an
eadowment with the trust funds and how the endowment funds may be spent. The sooner this can get off
the ground the better. Since the University of Alaska already has an endowment program, perhaps there
could be some economies by putting such an endowment in with the University of Alaska, limjted of
course to uses specificd by the EVOS Trustee Council. I would recommend a minimum endowment of
$200 million, with one half of the eamings reinvested each year to protest the foundation and the other
half used for purposes specified by the EVOS Trustee Council in the creation of the foundation.

Aok A RO

Restoration Plan

This is key to future spending plans and priorities. 1am frankly amazed it has taken so long. Perhaps
the planners are starting with too complicated a document, Nevertheless, I am please to see the EVOS

Trustees have ordered a fast track for preparation of the draft plan and related NEPA reports so the drafts
may be used to formulate the 1994 Work Plan,

Budgets and Accountability

At our January 6th and 7th meeting there was much discussion about the relatively large budgets for the
Administration and Restoration Team. The total of over $4.6 million is over 30% of the planned work
expenditures (axcluding the habitat acquisition fund) for 1993, This is in addition to the overbead
allocations in each project. The PAG has sent the Trustees some rough recommendations with their
approval. However, recent news reports of a General Accounting Office report to Congress critical of
lack of financial accountability among federal agencies for program spending and operations has
encouraged me to make some addition suggestions to the Trustees,

1. Engage an independent accounting firm to audit the expenditures of the EVOS Trust
and recommend & system for financial and accounting controls independent of the
agencies.

2. Based on the above recommendations, develop a system for measuring the effectiveness

of each project undertaken by the EVOS Trust to assure that inefficiencies are detected
rapidly and corrected or discontinued.,

3. Engage an independent coordinator or "prime contractor” to manage the restoration
affort much like the role of the Coast Guard in the EVOS clean-up phase. -
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4, Agencies that do not comply with the system of independent sccouatability should not
be allowed to participate in the projects undertaken.

s, Engage an independent accounting firm to provide angual sudited financial statements
on the EVOS Trust and related expenditures.

Several EVOS PAG participants expressed concern of agency budget featherbedding, If the EVOS
Trustee Council will take the time to read the transcripts they will see several comments and questions
that try to determine if ageacies are augmenting their budgets by trying to use EVOS funding for
personnel and work that would be accomplished as part of agency responsibilities. The EVOS PAG does
not have the resources or the qualifications to make such a determination, The GAO report only supports
such suspicions of the public. Independent accountability is the only way to guard against such charges
and assure that expenditures are being carried out efficiently and productively.

WRE TR

" Conclusion

Thank you for including my comments with the EVOS PAG report. These comments do not particularly
carry the endorsement of the other members of the EVOS PAG or the other representatives of the public-
at-large.

e Doug Mutter, EVOS PAG Coordinator
Donna Fischer, Yice Chairperson



Meeting Summary

A. MEETING: Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Public Advisory Group
(PAG)

B. DATE/TIME: January 6 and 7, 1993

C. LOCATION: Anchorage, Alaska

D. MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE:

Name Principal Interest
Rupert Andrews Sport Hunting & Fishing
Pamela Brodie Environmental
James Cloud Public-at-Large
Richard Eliason Public-at-Large
Donna Fischer Local Government
John French Science/Academic
James King Conservation
Richard Knecht Subsistence

Vern McCorkle Public-at-Large
Mary McBurney (for G. McCune) Commercial Fishing
John McMullen Aquaculture

Brad Phillips Commercial Tourism
John Sturgeon Forest Products
Charles Totemoff Native Landowners
Llewellyn Williams Public-at-Large

E. NOT REPRESENTED:

Name Principal Interest
Cliff Davidson (ex officio) Alaska State House
James Diehl Recreation Users
Paul Gavora Public-at-Large

Jalmar Kertulla (ex officio) Alaska State Senate

F. OTHER PARTICIPANTS:

Name ) Organization

Mike Barton Trustee Council
Regional Forester, U.S.
Forest Service

Bob Baldauf Dept. of the Interior
Kim Benton PAG Forest Products Alternate
Pamela Bergmann Restoration Team

Dept. of the Interior
Evelyn Biggs Cordova Dist. Fishermen United
Irvin Brock AK Dept. of Fish and Game
Mark Broderson Restoration Team

AK Dept. Envir. Conservation



Chris Dillon

Ralph Eluska
Jeff Guard
Kathy Hess
Bob Hines
Thomas Fink
Dave Gibbons

Keith Goltz
Ken Holbrook
Tyler Jones
Regina Martinez
Dennis MacGuire
Charles McKee
Curt McVee

Jerome Montague
Byron Morris

Chris Moss
Doug Mutter

Steve Pace
Sandy Rabinowitch
Ken Rice

Richard Rolland
Jerry Rusher
Marty Rutherford

Yereth Rosen
Cordell Roy
Sam Sharr
cindy Simpson
Bob Spies

Gary Wall
Anne Wieland
Mark Willette

SUMMARY:

Cook Inlet Redg. Citizens
Advisory Council
AKI

Cordova Dist. Fishermen United
The Nature Conservancy
Nat’l. Marine Fisheries Service
Private Consultant
Restoration Team - Interim
Administrative Director
Dept. of the Interior
U.S. Forest Service
Consultant
Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Coast Guard
Private Citizen
Trustee Council
Special Assistant to the
Secretary of the Interior - AK
Restoration Team
AK Dept. Fish & Game
Restoration Team
Nat’l. Marine Fisheries Ser.
Cook Inlet Seiners Association
Designated Federal Officer
Dept. of the Interior
Arthur D. Little, Inc.
National Park Service
Restoration Team
U.S. Forest Service
Chugachmiut
Rusher Services
Restoration Team
AK Dept. Natural Resources
Reuters
National Park Service
AK Dept. Fish & Game
Arthur D. Little, Inc.
Trustee Council Chief Scientist
Applied Marine Sciences
AK Dept. of Fish and Game
Kachemak Bay Citizens Coalition
AK Dept. Fish & Game

The meeting was opened at 9:30 a.m. by Chairperson Brad
Phillips. The summary of the December 2, 1992 meeting was
approved. Trustee Council member, Curt McVee, commented about
his expected retirement on January 21, 1993, and the

Department of the Interior’s view that emergency and critical
needs only be met until a comprehensive restoration plan is
completed.



Dave Gibbons provided a summary of the December 11, 1992
Trustee Council meeting (attachment J.2.g). Actions taken by
the Trustee Council on the four PAG resolutions are:

#1--PAG procedures: tabled until 1-19-93 meeting :
#2--Local involvement in restoration: tabled until 1-19-
93 meeting

#3--Wait to decide 1993 projects: accepted, except for
time-critical projects

#4--Approve PAG officer election: accepted

John French reported on the Kodiak work group meeting and
their recommendations (attachment J.2.i). Vern McCorkle
reported on the Kenai work group meeting (previously mailed).
Donna Fischer reported on the Prince William Sound work group
meeting (attachment J.2.h).

Bob Spies, Chief Scientist for the Trustee Council, was
introduced and he responded to questions about his comments on
the proposed 1993 projects. Dave Gibbons noted that the
approach to the 1994 work plan would be to present a framework
to the public and not ask for public submission of ideas, as
was done for 1993. Jerome Montague said that 1993 was the
first time the public had a chance to actively submit project
ideas for the restoration effort.

Phillips opened discussions on the proposed 1993 work plan.
The approach to take and the criteria to use in evaluating the
merits of projects were discussed. The administrative line
items and individual projects, as proposed in the 1993 work
plan, were reviewed and acted upon. The results of voting on
individual projects and recommendations (attachment 1), along
with amendments and agreed upon comments, were recorded and
forwarded to the Trustee Council for their use at the January
19, 1993 meeting. The transcript of this meeting is to be
sent to the Trustee Council to give them access to the various
comments and opinions PAG members had about the proposed
projects. Six new projects were proposed by PAG members--five
of which were recommended to the Trustee Council (see
attachment 1). Prioritizing projects was discussed but was
not completed due to lack of time.

A recurring concern by many members of the PAG was the .
appearance that agencies are funding ongoing operations, or
even double funding activities, and that overhead and
administrative costs seem excessive. A recommendation from
the PAG is that the Trustee Council have an independent review
of the situation in order ensure accountability and to avoid
duplicative and/or excessive funding for agencies. Another
concern of the PAG was that it have adequate funds budgeted to
meet at least six times during the year, not just the minimum
required four meetings. The PAG has already held three
meetings and has another scheduled for February.
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Keith Goltz, Department of the Interior Solicitor’s 0Office,
reiterated the caution concerning PAG members debating and
voting on proposals before the PAG that could be viewed as
providing individual members with a direct economic benefit.

Regina Martinez responded to questions and problems raised by
PAG members regarding travel and reimbursements. Dennis
MacGuire briefed the PAG on the Coast Guard financial review

of Exxon’s completion of the cleanup effort (see attachment
Jo2.j) -

Dave Gibbons outlined the schedule for the restoration plan
and environmental impact statement (see attachment J.2.k). He
stated that a habitat protection report on imminent threat
would be available in mid-February. The PAG will also get to
review the proposed schedule for the 1994 work plan and will
be involved in the planning process. PAG members who wish to
go to the oil spill symposium in February are approved to do
so--travel and reimbursement will be through the regular PAG
channels.

The meeting was opened for public comment. The following
people were teleconferenced at Cordova: Jeff Guard and Evelyn
Biggs, Cordova District Fishermen United, Mark Willette and
Sam Sharr, Alaska Department of Fish and Game. Coded wire
tagging and herring stock studies in Prince William Sound were
supported. Anne Wieland, Kachemak Bay Citizens Coalition
supported the proposed acquisition in Kachemak Bay. Ralph
Eluska, AKI (Native corporation), supported the archeology
museum project in Kodiak. Charles McKee offered comments.

ACTION ITEMS:

1. See attached vote record for recommended Trustee Council
action on individual proposed 1993 projects. (previously
mailed to the Trustee Council)

2. Vice-chairperson, Donna Fischer, will give the status
report at the January 19, 1993 Trustee Council meeting.
NEXT MEETING: Wednesday, February 10, 1993 @ 9:30 a.m.
First floor conference room
645 G Street
Anchorage, Alaska
ATTACHMENTS:
1. Vote record for proposed 1993 ©projects (mailed
previously)
2. Handouts attached for those not present:
a. Cook Inlet Seiners Assoc. letter (vol. I tab X)

b. Municipality of Anchorage letter (vol. I tab X)
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c. Fishery Industrial Technology Center brochure

d. C.W. Totemoff presentation to PAG (vol. II tab IV)

e. Chenega Corp. Memorandum of comments on 1993
projects (vol. II tab IV)

f. Memorandum from Dave Gibbons on initial screening
of 1993 projects (vol. II tab IV)

g. Memorandum from Dave Gibbons on Trustee Council
meeting of 12/11/92 (vol. I tab IX)

h. Meeting Summary for PAG Prince William Sound work
group meeting of 1-4-93 (vol. I tab IX)

i. Meeting Summary of PAG Kodiak work group meeting of
1-5-93 (vol. I tab IX)

. Federal On-Scene Coordinator Cleanup Financial

Review

k. Revised Schedule for Restoration Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement (vol. II tab II)

CERTIFICATION:

PAG Chairperson Date



RESOLUTION OF THE e s

EXXON VALDEZ SETTLEMENT TRUSTEE COUNCIL.: -5 - ' 87
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We, the undersigned, duly authorized members of thHe EXXON

Valdez Settlement Trustee Council, after extensive review and after
consideration of the views of the public, find as follows:

-t

1. The Seldovia Native Association owns lands within
Kachemak Bay State Park ("park inholdings"), consisting of
approximately 23,802 acres and more particularly described in
Attachment A. These inholdings were selected pursuant to the

Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act. The timber rights for the
inholdings are held by the Timber Trading Company and the
subsurface rights by Cook 1Inlet Region, Inc. ("CIRI"). The
subsurface rights held by CIRI are not entirely coextensive with
the surface rights due to minor exchanges between the State and
CIRI.

2. The park is within the oil spill affected area and the
tidelands adjoining the park inholdings were oiled in 1989.

3. A substantial portion of the park inholdings are
threatened with imminent clearcut logging. Permit applications are
pending for the logging of 5900 acres. Additional acreage is also
subject to the threat of logging. The majority of threatened lands
are coastal lands surrounding China Poot and Neptune Bays with
smaller parcels at the head of Sadie Cove. Logging may commence on
these lands during the 1993 season.

4. The park inholdings provide exceptional services to
recreational users. Much of the recreational use is concentrated
on or adjacent to the park's near shore waters and tidelands
including areas which were oiled in 1989. Activities include
pleasure boating, sport fishing for silver, pink and sockeye
salmon, winter king salmon fishing, recreational dipnetting, clam
digging, shrimping, kayaking, crabbing, beachcombing, photography,
hiking, mountain bike riding, and wildlife observation. Logging
would further impact these services.

5. The park inholdings include important habitat for several
species of wildlife for which significant injury has been
documented. There is substantial evidence that the park inholdings
at Neptune and China Poot Bays are particularly important marbled
murrelet nesting areas. The extent to which marbled murrelets are
naturally recovering is unknown. Harlequin ducks, a species which
continues to suffer injury, nest and forage in the China Poot
drainage. Logging would directly effect these activities and hence
rehabilitation of these two species. Restoration of black oyster
catchers and river otters, which use shore 1lines adjacent to
uplands slated for logging, would be impacted by logging. Harbor
seal haul outs, numerous archeological sites, anadromous fish
streams and intertidal and subtidal biota are all found in

MW E



substantial quantity in the threatened areas and would be impacted.
Sea otters in China Poot Bay may be impacted by the increased
logging activity. A murre colony on Gull Island which is
immediately offshore from the timber harvest area will 1likely be
impacted by the increased disturbance that attends any logging
operation. Murres and sea otters were injured by the oil spill and
do not yet appear to be recovering.

6. Existing laws and regulations, including but not limited
to the Alaska Forest Practices Act, the Clean Water Act, the Alaska
Coastal Management Act, the Bald Eagle Protection Act and the

Marine Mammals Protection Act, are intended, under normal
circumstances, to protect resources from serious adverse affects
from logging and other developmental activities. However,

restoration, replacement and enhancement of resources injured by
the EXXON VALDEZ oil spill present a unique situation. Without
passing on the adequacy or inadequacy of existing law and
regulation to protect resources, biologists, scientists and other
resource specialists agree that, in their best professional
judgment, protection of habitat in the spill affected area to
levels above and beyond that provided by existing 1law and
regulation will 1likely have a beneficial affect on recovery of
injured resources and lost or diminished services.

7. There has been widespread public support for the
acquisition of the park inholdings.

8. The purchase of the park inholdings is an appropriate
means to restore injured resources and services in the Kachemak Bay
region.

9. Approximately 7,500 acres of land, identified by an
underlined marking on Attachment A, have been specifically
identified as having both high natural resource or service values
and as being immediately threatened with logging. This acreage has
an estimated value of approximately $7,500,000 to $8,400,000.

THEREFORE, we request the Attorney General of the State of Alaska
and the Assistant Attorney General of the Environmental and Natural
Resources Division of the United States Department of Justice to
petition the United States District Court for the District of
Alaska for withdrawal of the sum of $7,500,000 from the EXXON
VALDEZ Oil Spill Settlement Account ("Exxon Settlement Account")
established in the Court Registry Investment System as a result of
the governments' settlement with the Exxon companies. These funds
shall be paid into the Alyeska Settlement Fund established by the
State of Alaska as required in the Alyeska Settlement Agreement,
and, together with the interest thereon, used to purchase fee
simple title to the park inholdings. Title to the land shall be
granted to the State of Alaska for inclusion of the lands in the
Kachemak Bay State Park. The use of these funds is conditioned as
follows: (1) the purchase must be completed by December 31, 1993;
(2) the total purchase price may not exceed $22,000,000; and (3)



the park inholdings must be purchased in fee simple title including

all timber and all subsurface rights.

If any of these conditions

is not met the funds shall -be returned, together with accrued
interest, to the Exxon Settlement Account.

Dated this 11th Day of December,

Mnde /A il

MICHAEL A. BARTON
Regional Forester
Alaska Region

USDA Forest Service

CURTIS V. MCVE

Special Assistant to the
Secretary

U.S. Department of the Interior

i
It 2
,Azi/ o G-I
I. L. ROSIER
Commissioner

Alaska Department of
Fish and Game

1992 at Anchorage, Alaska.
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CHARLES E. COLE
Attorney General
State of Alaska

A 6:211LL@&1/4/’
STEVEN PENNOYER 3
Director, Alaska Region
National Marine
Fisheries Service

JQHN A. SANDOR
Commissioner

Alaska Department of
Environmental Conservation
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ATTACHMENT A

SNA LANDS TO_BE ACQUIRED BY STATE

All land described below is within Seward Meridian and is identified in
BLM Interim Conveyances 139, 304, 372

Parcel

1

Legal Description Approximate Acreage

Township 7 South, Range 12 West

A.

F.

Sec. 13 (fractional): W 1/2 NE 1/4

NW 1/4 NE 1/4, SE 1/4 NW 1/4 NE 1/4,

W 1l/2 NW 1/4 NE 1/4, S 1/2 NE 1/4 NW 1/4,
s 1/2

Sections 22 (fractional): excluding Lot 1 of

UsSs 3606

Section 29: excluding USS 4738, ADL 41084-41085
located in NW 1/4 SW 1/4

Section 30: excluding USS 3912, USS 3977 Tracts
A, C, D, ASLS 76-114, ADIL 41704, located in
SW 1/4 sw 1/4

Sections 19 (fractional), 20 (fractional),
21 (fractional), 23 (fractional), 24 (fractional),

25 (fractional), 27 (fractional), 28, 31, 32, 33,

34, 35: All

Section 27 (fractional), 26, 36: All

Township 8 South, Range 12 West

A.

Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, (fractional),
8 (fractional) 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28: All

Section 5 (fractional): excluding ADL 49431
located in the W 1/2 w 1/2 SW 1/4

Section 6 (fractional): excluding ADL 48787 and
ADL 49431 locatd in the E 1/2 SW 1/4; ADL 46149,
ADL 46150, ADL 46151, ADL 46152, ADL 46153, and
ADL 46650 located in the N 1/2, SE 1/4; and

ADL 41043 located in the SW 1/4 NE 1/4 and NW 1/4
SE 1/4

Section 16 (fractional): excluding ADL 46773
located in the SW 1/4 SW 1/4

Section 21 (fractional): excluding ADL 47665
located in the SW 1/4 NW 1/4, ADL 41036 located
in the N 1/2 Sw 1/4, ADL 41300 located in the

S 1/2 sw 1/4

cumulative Total

575

370

410

408

6,049

1,580

12,385

615

300

615

495

23,802



Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council
Restoration Office
645 "G" Street, Anchorage, AK 99501
Phone: (907) 278-8012 Fax: (907) 276-7178 /

TO: Trustee Council DATE: January 12, 1993

FROMn Hestoration Team

SUBJ?CT: Restoration Approach, Threshold Criteria & Evaluation/Ranking
Criteria as applied to the Kachemak Bay parcel

Attached you will find the Restoration Team's recommendations concerning an
interim restoration approach as well as interim sets of threshold criteria and
evaluation/ranking criteria. These issues were discussed in the Restoration
Framework Supplement, which was released to the public in August 1992, and
pertain to the imminent threat parcels you will be discussing at your February 186,
1993, Trustee Council meeting.

Our original intent was to present this information for your review and approval as
part of the February Trustee Council packet. However, the U. S. Deparntment of
Interior recently reminded us that should the Trustee Council choose to act on
the Kachemak proposal at the January 19, 1993, meeting it is first necessary to
act on the approach and criteria prior to that action. Therefore, these elements of

the February 1993, presentation are available for your consideration and action
at this time.

This restoration approach and these criteria have been used to evaluate the
imminently threatened parcels that will be presented at the February Trustee

Council meeting. Given this approach and these criteria, the Kachemak parcel
ranks high.

State of Alaska: Departments of Fish & Game, Law, Natural Resources, and Environmental Conservation
United States: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Departments of Agricuiture, and Interior



Exxon Valdez Qil Spill Trustee Council
Restoration Office
645 "G" Street, Anchorage, AK 99501
Phone: (907) 278-8012 Fax: (907) 276-7178

TO: Trustee Council DATE: January 12, 1993

FROM&Restoratloni eam

SUBJECT: Recommendations concerning Restoration Approach, Threshold

Criteria & Evaluation/Ranking Criteria for the Imminent Threat Habitat Protection
and Acquisition Process

In August of this year the Restoration Framework Supplement, which identified
the proposed Habitat Protection and Acquisition Process, was sent out for public
review and comment. The Supplement contained a narrative description of this
proposed process as well as flow charts that schematically depict the process.

Within the Supplement are two alternative approaches for evaluating restoration
options (including the Habitat Protection and Acquisition Option). They are
presented as figures 6 and 7 (from Chapter VII, pages 50 and 51 in Volume |, of
the Restoration Framework) in the Supplement. Figure 6 depicts a hierarchical
strategy whereas Figure 7 illustrates one wherein all restoration alternatives
would be considered concurrently.

Additionally, the Supplement provides a discussion and summary charts that
present alternative threshold criteria. The purpose of these criteria is to
determine whether or not a nomination is acceptable for further consideration.
The threshold criteria are intended to eliminate habitat proposals that will not
facilitate recovery of injured resources/services; and, eliminate habitat proposals
that do not represent a reasonable selection for equivalent resource acquisition.
There were three options of these threshold criteria presented; sets A, B, & C.

Finaily, the process requires that each candidate land be evaluated and ranked
against a set of detailed evaluation criteria designed to determine whether or not
a nomination should be recommended for protection. The purpose of this
evaluation is to conduct a more rigorous analysis of proposals using more
specific information than was available for the threshold analysis.

The Restoration Team had hoped to meet with the Trustee Council in a
November 1992 work session scheduled to discuss these issues. Since this
work session could not occur, the Habitat Protection Work Group, working in
coordination with the Restoration Team, decided to continue with their analysis of
Imminent Threat habitat parcels by a) agreeing to an interim restoration
approach as well as interim sets of threshold criteria and evaluation/ranking
criteria, and b) requesting Trustee Council approvali of these decisions at the
February 1993 Trustee Council meeting. The intent is for these decisions to
function as the interim approach/criterion until the Final Restoration Plan is
implemented. Each of these three issues will be discussed more fully below.

State of Alaska: Departments of Fish & Game, Law, Natural Resources, and Environmental Conservation
United States: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Departments of Agriculture, and Interior



Alternative Approaches for evaluating Restoration Options

There are many possible restoration alternatives that include such things as a)
management of human uses; b) manipulation of resources; ¢) habitat protection
and acquisition; d) acquisition of equivalent resources; & e) no action. Each of
the alternatives may be considered strictly in its own right, or mixed in any
number of ways, depending on priorities and methods. For example a
hierarchical approach (figure 6 of the Supplement, attached) would require
considering “habitat protection and acquisition* options only after considering
whether options under "management of human uses* and *manipulation of
resources” were inadequate. in a concurrent approach (figure 7 of the
Supplement, attached) the Trustee Council would give equal weight to all
approaches, proceeding to those restoration options deemed most desirable
based on professional and scientific judgment and public comments.

As indicated previously, the Framework Supplement presented both the
hierarchical approach and the concurrent approach to considering habitat
protection and acquisition. While the public comments on the Framework
Supplement were limited, all of those comments favored the concurrent
approach. A synopsis of these comments is reflected in the 3 page Summary Of
Public Comments On Restoration Framework Supplement (attached).

Given the public response and the Trustee Council interest in proceeding with
habitat protection to imminently threatened parcels, the Restoration Team
recommends the Trustee Council adopts the concurrent approach to restoration
alternatives, thereby allowing maximum flexibility for immediate action on lands
that contain habitat critical to injured resources and services.

Threshold Criteria

The Habitat Protection and Acquisition Process uses threshold criteria to initially
screen proposals. The intent of this is to eliminate those proposals that do not
contribute to restoration objectives, or are inappropriate or unreasonable.
Proposals that successfully meet all of the threshold criteria become candidate
lands that are then subjected to additional steps (i.e., detailed evaluation and
ranking) in the process leading towards eventual protection/acquisition.

Three alternative sets of threshold criteria (sets A, B, & C) have been developed.
One set, or a combination of sets, is to be adopted and incorporated as an
integral part of the Habitat Protection and Acquisition Process. Selection of a set
of threshold criteria will not preclude criteria in any of these sets from being
considered as evaluation criteria as well.

Table 1 (attached) provides a side-by-side comparison of the three sets of
threshold criteria. All three sets share two criteria that are dictated by Trustee
Council policy and the law; criterion #1, the requirement for a willing seller, and
criterion #3, the requirement for purchase at fair market value. The application of
the other threshold criteria differs between each of the sets.



Table 2 (attached) provides a summary analysis describing both the objective
and the attributes of each threshold criterion. The application of the threshold
criteria in each of the three sets results in significantly different outcomes from
the Habitat Protection and Acquisition Process.

The following discussion briefly describes the outcome anticipated from applying
each set of threshold criteria:

Set A -

Set A imposes the least restrictive threshold criteria. In addition to
meeting criteria 1 and 3, proposals would need to demonstrate that they
are associated either directly with (linked to, replace) or indirectly with
(provide equivalent of, substitute for) an injured resource or service.
Additionally, the proposed habitat protection/acquisition would need to be
shown to benefit an injured or equivalent resource or service. Equivalent
resources and services encompass a wide spectrum of species, habitats,

and activities in addition to those which were shown to have been injured
by the spill.

Set A would allow for a wide scope of habitat protection/acquisition
proposals to be considered both within and outside the spill
affected area.

Set B

Set B imposes an intermediate level of threshold criteria. In addition to
meeting criteria 1 and 3, and consistent with Set A, proposals would need
to demonstrate that they are associated either directly or indirectly with an
injured resource or service. Unlike Set A, the recovery of an injured
resource or service would have to be shown to benefit from each habitat
protection/acquisition proposal. The key difference between Set A and
Set B is that proposals must benefit the recovery of injured
resources/services rather than merely providing a benefit to an injured or
equivalent resource/service.

Set B would allow for a more limited scope of habitat
protection/acquisition actions to be considered. A wide range of
acquisition/protection proposals could still qualify within the spill
affected area. Actions outside the spill affected area would be
much more limited than under Set A.

SetC

Set C imposes the most restrictive threshold criteria and follows a
hierarchical strategy for acquisition/protection. In addition to meeting
criteria 1 and 3, proposals would need to demonstrate that they contain
habitats that are directly linked to recovery of injured resources/services.
A finding is needed that existing laws, regulations, and other
requirements are inadequate to provide the level of protection that a
proposed habitat protection/acquisition action would provide. Reviews of



proposals need to demonstrate that expected land uses (e.g.,

logging) would threaten resources injured by the spill. Demonstrations
must show that 1) failure to act on a proposal wouid foreclose

meeting restoration objectives, and 2) restoration options other than a
protection/acquisition proposal would be inadequate to meet restoration
objectives. A proposal would need to demonstrate an incremental benefit
to restoration, be cost-effective relative to other restoration options, and

a proposal would have to be reasonably incorporated into public land
management systems.

Set C narrows the scope of habitat protection/acquisition actions to
be considered. In keeping with the hierarchical strategy, habitat
protection/acquisition would be considered only when other direct
restoration options were found ineffective. Only habitats of injured
resources/services could be protected. Protection of equivalent
resources/services would only be an option after consideration of
direct or replacement restoration action. A concurrent strategy for
the Habitat Protection and Acquisition option could not be followed.

As previously indicated, in an effort to move ahead the Habitat Protection Work
Group adopted, and the Restoration Team recommends, Set B with an additional
element of Set C. Set B incorporates most of the elements contained in Set A.
These criteria embody the work group's best professional judgment concerning

an expeditious yet conservative approach to starting an evaluation of imminently
threatened lands.

The threshold criteria used by the Habitat Protection Work Group are listed below

and the source of the criteria, in relationship to Tables 1 & 2, is listed in
parentheses:

1) There is a willing seller of the parcel or property right (1 A, B, & C);

2) The parcel contains key habitats that are linked to, replace, provide the
equivalent of, or substitute for injured resources or services based on scientific
data or other relevant information (2 A, & B);

3) The seller acknowledges that the government can only purchase the parcel or
property rights at fair market value (3 A, B, & C);

4) Recovery of the injured resource or service would benefit from protection in
addition to that provided by the owner and applicable laws and regulations (4 B);

5) The acquired property rights can reasonably be incorporated into public land
management systems (9 C).



As noted previously the public comment concerning the Framework Supplement
was somewhat limited. However those comments that were received did indicate
a preference for Set A (see attached Summary of Public Comments On
Restoration Framework Supplement) which is the most liberal set of threshold
criteria. The Habitat Protection Work Group wanted to be responsive to public
input while at the same time taking a somewhat conservative approach to
analyzing the imminent threat parcels absent a Final Restoration Plan. The only
difference between Set A and what is proposed for Trustee Council approval is
criteria #4 B and #9 C. The difference between criteria #4 A and #4 B is that #4
B requires focusing on the injured resource or service, while #4 A allows the
analysis to focus on the injured resource or service as well as the equivalent
resource or service. It was felt that during this interim process, limiting ourselves
to the injured species/service was appropriate. The final difference between Set
A and what is proposed for approval is the addition of criterion #9 C. This simply
states that the acquired property rights can reasonably be incorporated into
public land management systems. Again, absent a Final Restoration Plan, thls
conservative approach to management seemed appropriate.

Eval ki riteri

The Habitat Protection and Acquisition process detailed in the Framework
Supplement calls for candidate lands to be evaluated and ranked against a set of
detailed evaluation criteria designed to determine whether or not a nominated
parcel should be recommended for protection. As part of the Habitat Protection
Work Group's efforts to provide a full analysis of the imminently threatened lands,
they developed some interim evaluation and ranking criteria that could be used to
conduct the more rigorous analysis of these lands. The Restoration Team
recommends Trustee Council approval of these criteria that are presented below:

1) The parcel contains essential habitat(s)/sites for injured species or services.
Essential habitats include feeding, reproductive, molting, roosting, and migration
concentrations; essential sites include known or presumed high public use areas. -
Key factors for determining essential habitat/sites are: (a) population or number

of animals or number of public users, (b) number of essential habitats/sites on
parcel, and (c) quality of essential habitats/sites.

2) The parcel can function as an intact ecological unit or essential habitats on
the parcel are linked to other elements/habitats in the greater ecosystem.

3) Adijacent land uses wili not significantly degrade the ecological function of the
essential habitat(s) intended for protection.

4) Protection of the habitats on parcel would benefit more than one injured

species/service (unless protection of a single species/service would provide a
high recovery benefit).

5) The parcel contains critical habitat for a depleted, rare, threatened, or
endangered species.



6) Essential habitats/sites on parcel are vuinerable or potentially threatened by
human activity.

7) Management of adjacent lands is, or could easily be made compatible with
protection of essential habitats on parcel.

8) The parcel is located within the oil spill affected area.

Please note that criteria's #2 -- 8 are applied to the parcels with a designation of
either a Yes, No or Unknown. If the parcel receives a No or an Unknown in one
or more criteria, that does not eliminate the parcel, it simply means that the
parcel receives a lower score. However, in the case of criterion #1 we are
weighting the degree of parcel linkage to the essential habitat (i.e., if no linkage is
found the parcel wouid receive a very low rank).

In developing the more detailed Evaluation/Ranking Criteria for this imminent
threat (interim) evaluation process, the Habitat Protection Work Group also
considered whether to weight benefits to certain injured species/services higher
than others based upon the respective degree of injury and/or rate of recovery.
We had insufficient time to gather and evaluate information to apply weighting
criteria to the injured species/services during this imminent threat process.
Nonetheless, we will continue to attempt to incorporate this idea into the
proposed long-term (comprehensive) evaluation process for habitat protection.

in closing, the Restoration Team requests that the Trustee Council approve the
following interim approach/criteria:

1) The concurrent approéch for evaluating restoration options;

2) The set of threshold criteria noted above, which is primarily Set B with an
additional element of Set C;

3) The detailed evaluation/ranking criteria..



Finally, some members of the Trustee Council have requested that they be
advised which imminently threatened parcels will be presented to them at the
February 16, 1993, meeting. That list of parcels follows:

Parcel # Parcel Name

CIK 01 Kachemak Bay inholdings
CiK 02 Sadie Cove

CIK 03 Jakalof Bay

CIK 04 Port Graham

CIK 05 Lower Kenai Peninsula
CIK 06 Windy Bay
CIK07 Rocky Bay

KAP 01 Seal Bay

KAP 02 Pauls/Laura/Gretchen Lakes
KAP 03 izhut Bay

KAP 04 Kazakof Bay
KAP 05 Danger Bay

KAP 06 Paramanof Creek
PWS 01 Orca Narrows
PWS 02 Power Creek
PWS 03 Two Moon Bay
PWS 04 Fish Bay

PWS 05 Eyak River

PWS 06 Patton Bay

CIK = Cook Iniet/Kenai

KAP = Kodiak/Alaska Peninsula
PWS = Prince William Sound

Attachments



Figure 6. Possible conceptual approach to the analysis of restoration options.
This approach considers options in an hierarchical fashion.
{Framework Document)
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Figure 7. Possible conceptual approach to the analysis of restoration-options.
This approach does not involve an hierarchical analysis of restoration options.
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TABLE 1: MPARI

SET A

F ALTERNATIVE THRESHOLD

SET B

ITERI T

SETC

There is a willing seller of the parcel
or property right.

There is a willing seller of the parcel
or property right.

There is a willing seller of the
parcel or property right.

The parcel contains key habitats that
are linked to, replace, provide the
equivalent of, or substitute for
injured resources or services based
on scientific data or other relevant
information.

The parcel contains key habitats that
are linked to, replace, provide the
equivalent of, or substitute for
injured resources or services based
on scientific data or other relevant
information.

The parcel contains key habitats

that are linked to the recovery of
injured resources or services by o
scientific data or other relevant o
information.

The seller acknowledges that the
government can only purchase the
parcel or property rights at fair
market value.

The seller acknowledges that the
government can only purchase the
parcel or property rights at fair
market value.

The seller acknowledges that the
government can only purchase the
parcel or property rights at fair
market value.

An injured or equivalent resource or
service would benefit from
protection in addition to that provided
by the owner and applicable laws and
regulations.

Recovery of the injured resource or
service would benefit from
protection in addition to that
provided by the owner and
applicable laws and regulations.

Protection afforded by existing
law, regulations, and other
alternatives is inadequate to meet
restoration objectives.

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

The nature and immediacy of
expected changes in use will
further affect resources injured by
the oil spill.

July 1992 Restoration Framework Supplement
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TABLE 1;

SET A

MP

N

F

| HR

SETB

LD CRITERIA SE

SETC

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

Failure to act will foreclose
meeting restoration objectives.

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

Restoration strategies gther than
acquisition of the property right(s)
are inadequate to meet restoration
objectives.

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

Acquisition of the property right(s)
will result in an identifiable
incremental benefit to restoration
objectives that is cost-effective
relative to other restoration
alternatives for the identified
resource injuries.

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

The acquired property rights can
reasonably be incorporated into
public land management systems.

July 1992 Restoration Framework Supplement
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TABLE 2: SUMMARY ANALYSIS OF THRESHOLD CRITERIA

# Set Threshold Criteria Objective Attributes
1 ABC There is a willing seller of * To evaluate only proposals amenable eMinimizes unnecessary evaluations.
the parcel or property to applicable owners. eFacilitates negotiations with owner.
right. * To avoid perception of condemnation. ®Eliminates consideration of
proposals, if owner not
interested.
2 AB The parcel contains key * To consider a wide range of eConsistent with injury requirement
habitats that are linked to, protection/acquisition proposals in settlement.
replace, provide the for meeting restoration goals. eldentifies linkage between
equivalent of, or substitute e To reject proposals that are not acquisition/protection proposal
for injured resources or directly or indirectly linked to and injured resource/service.
services based on scientific injured resources/services. eImposes an objective standard based
data or other relevant on scientific documentation.
information. *Makes use of Contingent Valuation
studies and other relevant NRDA
data and studies.

*Allows compensation and/or
equivalency in lieu of direct
recovery of injured resources or
services.

2C The parcel contains key *To consider a narrow range of eImposes strict linkage between

habitats that are linked to
the recovery of injured
resources or services by
scientific data or other
relevant information.

protection/acquisition proposals
for meeting restoration goals.

*To reject proposals that are not
directly linked to injured
resources/ services.

acquisition/protection proposal
and injured resource/service.
eImposes an objective standard based
on scientific documentation.
eLimits protection/acquisition option
to direct recovery of injured
resources/services.

July 1992 Restoration Framework Supplement
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# Set

TABLE 2:

Threshold Criteria

] Y LYSI

Objective

THRESHOLD CRITERIA

Attributes

3 ABC

The seller acknowledges
that the government can
only purchase the parcel or
property rights at fair
market value.

*To explicitly comply with the law.
*To discourage unrealistic proposals.

eFacilitates cost-control.
eMinimizes unnecessary evaluations.

4 A

An injured or equivalent
resource or service would
benefit from protection in
addition to that provided by
the owner and applicable
laws and regulations.

*To ensure that a proposed
protection/acquisition would
benefit an injured or equivalent
resource or service.

oTo evaluate adequacy of existing land
and resource management
regime to protect injured or
equivalent resources or services.

sRequires evaluation of regulatory
and management capabilities to
determine existing level of
protection for injured and
equivalent resources/services.

eIdentifies benefit to injured or
equivalent resources/services
which would accrue from
acquisition/protection.

4B

Recovery of the injured
resource or service would
benefit from protection in
addition to that provided by
the owner and applicable
laws and regulations.

*To ensure that a proposed
protection/acquisition would
provide an incremental recovery
benefit.

*To evaluate adequacy of existing land
and resource management
regime to achieve recovery.

*Requires evaluation of regulatory
and management capabilities to
determine existing level of
protection for injured
resources/services.

e[dentifies how recovery of injured
resources/services would benefit
from acquisition/protection.

July 1992 Restoration Framework Supplement
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# Set

- —

TABLE 2; SUMMARY ANALYSIS OF THRESHOLD CRITERIA

Threshold Criteria

Objective

Attributes

4 C

Protection afforded by
existing law, regulations,
and other alternatives is
inadequate to meet
restoration objectives.

*To ensure that a proposed
protection/acquisition would
provide an incremental recovery
benefit.

*To evaluate adequacy of existing land
and resource management
regime to achieve recovery.

eRequires clear linkage to restoration
objectives.

eRequires evaluation of whether
restoration objectives can be
accomplished with existing
regulatory framework.

eRequires consideration of
alternatives to
protection/acquisition.

5C

The nature and immediacy
of expected changes in use
will further affect resources
injured by the oil spill.

*To reject proposals that do not
address foreseeable threats to
recovery.

*To identify how changes in land use
will affect injured
resources/services.

ePrecludes evaluation of proposals
where there is no direct or
foreseeable threat to recovery.

eEvaluates proposed changes in land
use and their potential effects on
recovery.

oGives higher priority to responding
to near-term threats.

6 C

Failure to act will foreclose

meeting restoration
objectives.

*To identify those proposals that are
essential to meeting restoration
objectives.

eFocuses evaluation on those
proposals which threatened
restoration options.

sFavors short-term planning.

eMay expedite protection/acquisition
actions.

July 1992 Restoration Framework Supplement
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TABLE 2: SUM HOLD ITERI
# Set Threshold Criteria Objective Attributes
7C Restoration strategies other *To ensure that other restoration *Gives priority to direct restoration

than acquisition of the
property right(s) are
inadequate to meet
restoration objectives.

alternatives are given priority
before habitat acquisition is
implemented.

alternatives.
eImposes a strict hierarchical
restoration strategy.
sAlternatives must be judged to be
insufficient before acquisition
options can be exercised.
eMay delay acquisition until other
alternatives can be evaluated.

8 C

Acquisition of the property
right(s) will result in an
identifiable incremental
benefit to restoration
objectives that is cost-
effective relative to other
restoration alternatives for
the identified resource
injuries.

*To identify the incremental benefit
(either gqualitative or quantitative)
to be derived from the
acquisition.

¢To compare the incremental benefit
of acquisition to that derived from
other restoration alternatives.

*Provides for an evaluation of benefit
relative to other alternatives.

eProvides for an evaluation of cost-
effectiveness (which may be
subjective) relative to other
alternatives.

eData available to evaluate benefits
and cost-effectiveness relative to
other restoration alternatives may
be non- quantitative.

9C

The acquired property
rights can reasonably be
incorporated into public
land management systems.

*To ensure that a proposed acquisition
could be managed appropriately
by a government agency.

eIdentifies potential agency(s) and
restoration strategy for parcel.

sIdentifies additional management
considerations needed to
accomplish restoration objectives.

July 1992 Restoration Framework Supplement



SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS ON RESTORATION FRAMEWORK SUPPLEMENT:
HABITAT PROTECTION AND ACQUISITION PROCESS 0242

CONCUR."

Natural Resources Defense
Councit

X

Bvaluation process too long and cumbersome. Step #2, natural recovery could
be uscd as an excuse to avoid protecting habitat. Step #5 puts Trustees in
awkward position of ruling that regulations arc inadequate. Step #14 nceds to
list other criteria that will be used. Step #20, non-acquisition tools scem
incflective. Broaden imminent threat process to include opportunitics to
purchase habitat in addition to imminently threatened lands. Drop recreation
from step # 7, threat analysis.

Nancy Hillstrand

No
comment

No comment

No

ment

No com-
ment

Acquisition should be priority, particularly Afognak Island. Revitalize Forest
Practices Regulations to minimize ccosystem injury and {ragmentation.
Resource agency mismanagement can be more destructive than oil spill.
Renovate resource agency mandates. Monitoring should encompass
widespread health of ccosystem.

Sicrra Club / Alaska
Center for the
Environment

Hierarchical approach is completely unacceptable and unjustifiable. Proposed
process is too complex and cumbersome. Step #2 should be delcted. Step #5
puts an unnecessary hurdle In path of restoration. Step #6 should provide for
permanent protection, not just until resource recovers. Step #9 delete, "that
are not adequatcly reoovering”. Asking price should be considered at time of
applying threshold criteria; ranking acquisitions during step #s5 14 & 15 will
drive up asking price. Support imminent threat process but delcte step #2.

The Nature Conservancy of
Alaska

"Best prolessional judgement” must be a key component of the decision
making process. Land owner should not have to create "imminent threat” in
order to have their property scriously considered; strategically important, but
unthreatened parcels should be given full consideration.




SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS ON RESTORATION FRAMEWORK SUPPLEMENT:

HABITAT PROTECTION AND ACQUISITION PROCESS 097242

' PREFERRED HABITAT. | PREFERRED THRESHOLD'
COMMENTER PROTECTION STRATEGY | © -~ 'CRITERIA- -

OTHER COMMENTS

CONCUR. |  HIER. A B c

The Wilderness Society X X Support imminent threat protection process. Habitat acquisition is the most
meaningful form of restoration. "Adequate” rate and degree of recovery and
*no further action” decisions on flow charts should incorporate provision for
change if monitoring detects latent injury. Set C, criteria #4 (inadequate
protection afforded by existing laws and regulations) is unrealistic and is a
political rather than biological determination. Contingent Valuation studies
should be made available and considered in Sets A and B. Add additional
criteria: The degree to which the proposed action minimizes further impact on
an injured resource and service.

National Parks (on behalf X X Scientific information inadequate to draw precise conclusions about

of National Parks and cffectiveness of management strategies; habitat protection is best means of
Conservation Association) protecting natural and cultural resources. Process desaribed in Supplement
document is confusing. Cost effectiveness is an inappropriate criteria for
assessing habitat and ecosystem values; cost benefit analysis may be better.
Document should be rewritten for clarity; all studies should be released to
public; same stringent process and standards for habitat acquisition should be
applied 1o other restoration options.

Knik Canocrs and No No comment X Set A is too broad, allowing for indirect linkage and no physical limits on spill
Kayakers comment affccted arca. Set C are (0o narrow, not enough room {or Trustee Council to
judge sclections, too time consuming. Set B limits number of actions but
allows for flexibility and timely decisions.

Homer Socicty of Natural No No comment No No No com- | Supports state purchase of Seldovia Native Association lands, timber, and
History comment com- com- ment mineral rights in Kachemak Bay State Park.
ment ment

Wayne Cash No No comment X Federal Exchange Process on page 41 should include a step for preparing an
comment Environmental Assessment; opposes Set A.

Alaska Survival No No comment No No No com- | Supplement document is too complex for general public to understand.
comment com- com- ment Acquisition process taking too much time; no more talk - start using funds to
ment ment buy land. Settlement monies are being wasted on bureaucrats, consultants,
and scientists.

2-



SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS ON RESTORATION FRAMEWORK SUPPLEMENT:

HABITAT PROTECTION AND ACQUISITION PROCESS 09/24152

“'PREFERRED HABITAT " | 'PREFERRED THRESHOLD
. * COMMENTER- .. ' | PROTECTION STRATEGY [.:'- . iCRITERIA = .
o | CONCUR." | - HIER, |7V A S B e
John Grimes No No comment No No No com- | Should indude an altcrnative for public taking imminent domain for unwilling
comment com- com- ment sellers. An advaniage of this method is that land owner doesn’t have fo pay
ment ment taxes on imminent domain sales. Recommends that Kachemak Bay State Park
inholdings be acquired by this method.

Kodiak Island Borough X X The proposed process is complex and bureaucratic with a clear bias against
land acquisition; substitute a simpler process. Process favors stafl input over
public input; example, public nominations (sicp #10) does not occur until well
into the process.

Kodiak Environmental X X

Network

Kodiak Audubon X

Eric Mcyers No No comment X Opposes Set C; too burdensome, would frustrate restoration goals.

comment

Kristin Siall-Johnson X HNo No No com- | Supports use of Figure #7.

com- com- ment
ment ment
16 9 0 9 1 1
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Rupert Andrews

d;—
Pamela Brodie ' /V

“y

James Cloud
' . e
James Diehl ?5 Q7

Richard Eliason

bonna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora N

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle o

Gerald McCune ‘ e

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Issue: YqL“KKJQQCJ’>

. R 5
NN PG bda s For 197
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Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews ><

Pamela Brodie \ )<

James Cloud ?C

James Diehl RS
Richard Eliason %;

Donna Fischer X

John French /N

Paul V. Gavora ><
James King K

Richard Knecht ~

Vern C. McCorkle <
Gerald McCune }<
John McMullen S

Brad Phillips ><

John Sturgeon : 7i

Charles Totemoff >(

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. N
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Date: [ =178 / f@i?ﬁf <
Issue: fzééféé/ <o e
FL§(L Tfi; o Cows ,u}+%_ PAG en ﬁw%&f%@j/k?%y/dﬁ
Name ~ YES NO ABSTAIN | ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie -

James Cloud - A}<

James Diehl >
Richard Eliason S

Donna Fischer )<

John French %<>

Paul V. Gavora X
James King ~L

Richard Knecht X

Vern C. McCorkle X
Gerald McCune <
John McMullen ;Q

Brad Phillips {

John Sturgeon ' ES

Charles Totemoff {

‘Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. e
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ABSTAIN

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl ?<

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

- John French

Paul V. Gavora X

James King

Richard Xnecht

Vern C. McCorkle K

Gerald McCune e
John McMullen
Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: /- i)v”:j ;7 scle
Issue: g 3 el L — T
Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

|
|

M

Pamela Brodie

)
H
|
!

James Cloud

i
i

James Diehl

Richard Eliason i

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora 3 X

James King

Richard Knecht E

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald MccCune | f A

John McMullen

Brad Phillips E

John Sturgeon ?

Charles Totemoff |

Llewellyn W, Williams Jr. i
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Date: /= ~93 : ]

Issues: 420k / 7"
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Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

~

Rupert Andrews X

Pamela Brodie e

James Cloud xx

James Diehl l X

Richard Eliason l L

Donna Fischer X

John French

s

Paul V. Gavora e

James King ]

Richard Knecht

(RN !
PaS P

Vern C. McCorkle

A

Gerald McCune B

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

f() s .'/:}' /<

Charles Totemoff |

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. <.
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Date: [— 1=93 - ! Foscle,
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Issue: 730 / < ﬂ4ffﬂbwfkqh
Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud f

James Diehl S

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora e

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune ?1

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

Jehn Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Issue: Cf E CTj
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Name YES NO

Rupert Andrews

ABSTAIN

ABSENT

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora

James Xing

Richard Xnecht

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

JdJohn Sturgeon |

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: ([~ -9 / fQECZéq
Tasue: ¢; 04\/ . Z f{“l/‘\.&éu’w‘iﬂ
Delet clavnel g Jortieas o project
Name , YEg) NO ABSTAIN ABSENT
Rupert Andrews “ '
Pamela Brodie i
James Cloud S
James Diehl X
Richard Eliason X
Donna Fischer : ~
John French N
Paul V. Gavora <
James King Y
Richard Knecht N
Vern C. McCorkle e
Gerald McCune X
John McMullen N
Brad Phillips ,K

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff N

[ s
4

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date:

E Lo d~eer S
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Issue: T3cY 7 >

Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud I

James Diehl PaS

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

NG
John French ~

Paul V. Gavora X

James King

Richard Knecht

)(\ A

|
Vern C. McCorkle <
Gerald McCune !

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: /"D‘“75 | < Voo b

Issue: Q‘3<§({ é | ( \ - , . / //;ﬂ:
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Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl . . A~

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora : 7<

James King

Richard Knecht

N,
Vern C. McCorkle : 8

Gerald McCune ES

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff ' K

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Issue: %f; cY 2 2z } ﬁf;;(QZ\
, y
TC. qu;;égif Coouivﬂ20$<ﬂﬂ quyk F/CEFQC%
Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews §<
Pamela Brodie 7
James Cloud K
James Diehl X
Richard Eliason A
Donna Fischer X
John French | A
Paul V. Gavora X
James King K
Richard Knecht X
Vern C. McCorkle X
Gerald McCune X
John McMullen : i~ '
Brad Phillips X
John Sturgeon P<
Charles Totemoff A
Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. N
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Issue:

93642

Name

Rupert Andrews

YES NO

ABSTAIN

ABSENT

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French-

Paul V. Gavora

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern €. McCorkle

Gerald McCune

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

‘Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Nanme YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews }&

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud <

James Diehl <

Richard Eliason K

Donna Fischer X

John French ><

Paul V. Gavora 7}

James King X
Richard Knecht A

Vern €. McCorkle

Gerald McCune P
John McMullen fl

Brad Phillips )

John Sturgeon K

Charles Totemoff b

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. ke
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Date: -

Issue: q 3 o 3 ? | N ;,\ 3 \
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g
Name k YES i NO lABSTAINl ABSENT | C°

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

Jamés Cloud'

Janes Diehl R X

Richard Eliason

Donna rischer

John French X

Paul V. Gavora ’ P

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle X

Gerald McCune ' A A

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: (=9-9¢ I Cloud
Issue: g 303

Name YES NQ ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brédie

James Cloud

James Diehl X

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora , X

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle ]

=

Gerald McCune <

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff >

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: f“?L“

. p
Issue: C?.§<§ BIA

L

Name YES NO ABSTAIN | ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl X

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora X

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle : AN

Gerald McCune : X

John McMullen

"Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: / { £/ Ty

- LS 0
Issue: 4? 3039 :

- — v
—

ABSTAIN

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl ﬁ

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora PN

James King |

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle ke

Gerald McCune ~

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: /”“>Z"?'§ [ *SCC%
Issue: 3/ 3Y PN SV

Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl A

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora P

James King

Richard Xnecht

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune S

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeocn

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: !'f)""'?j / T::fi}z\‘

Issue: 94 2327

Name : YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl 7~

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French X

Paul V. Gavora N

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle

L
Gerald McCune S

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: T — /
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Issue: éf 3 & 3 2__ ' u!wr a“:f/l’/c‘;v‘e/ "/‘0}’6;\{
L&Mféggwff ’/\/wﬁ“{‘ 4){ (S /Jec{/y,ﬁrwtw e

Name YES NO ABSTAIN | apsent | &
Rupert Andrews ' X |
Pamela Brodié X
James Cloud ' N
James Diehl P
Richard Eliason X
Donna Fischer he
John French X
Paul V. Gavora A
James King X
Richard Knecht ;<
Vern C. McCorkle (X
Gerald McCune P
John McMullen | <
Brad Phillips - X
John Sturgeon K
| Charles Totemoff « ﬁ.
Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. S
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill

Public Advisory Group
Voting Record A NG

ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews X

Pamela Brodie {

James Cloud N

James Diehl. S

Richard Eliason :

Donna Fischer A

John French )i

Paul V. Gavora ,x

James King , <

Richard Knecht X

Vern C. McCorkle A

Gerald MccCune <

John McMullen ?<

Brad Phillips Y

John Sturgeon §§ X

Charles Totemoff ;Q

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. X
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Date: /”‘7—-q3 / %:9&6 4\
2 Ferdec

Issue: 75036

Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl | X

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora X

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle - X

Gerald McCune )<

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon . ‘ , Eavy
Charles Totemoff
Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. =
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Date: i
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Issue: o 3

Nanme YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews <

Pamela Brodie N

James Cloud hs

James Diehl S

Richard Eliason A

Donna Fischer Yy

John French kS

Paul V. Gavora X

James King X

Richard Knecht >

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune X

John McMullen e

Brad Phillips Y

John Sturgeon e

Charles Totemoff o4

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. e
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Date: f“:7“ﬁ?? ' / -
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Issue: 4
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 Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrewvws \<

Pamela Brodie P<
James Cloud >{
James Diehl | ' A

Richard Eliason RS

Donna Fischer Pl

John French

Paul V. Gavora S X

James King S
Richard Knecht T
Vern C. McCorkle }<

A

Gerald McCune /

John McMullen ’ <

Brad Phillips ' X

John Sturgeon : i X
Charles Totemoff V

»/;

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. | M
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Date: j =0 -3 .

M
L e

Issue: ¢3 0 ZST

Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl A

Richard Eliasocon

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora Yf

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle X

Gerald McCune X

John McMullen
Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon X
Charles Totemoff
Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. =<
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Date: W“cW“‘?_é ' ;- ;

Issue: LTBC{; “ZL{

Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl A

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora ' X

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle l&

Gerald McCune R

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

/
John S8turgeon B

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. X

~
B . . S ¥

NeeBEed T R TN RIS L

J < : -

i N



Exxon Valdez Oil Spill

Public Advisory Group
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Name

Rupert Andrews

YES

NO ABSTAIN

ABSENT

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: /"-éu—7;; Z A tgbimpers

Issue: 4301 Y

" Name YES NO ABSTAIN | ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl 7S

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora >

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune

7

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. f:
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iy ey
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Nane YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl %;

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora XK

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune A

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. N
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Date:

Name A YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews
Pamela Brodie ,><»

James Cloud

James Diehl . A

Richard Eliason |

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora K

James King

Richard XKnecht

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune ' }C

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date:

Issue: 43 01T -+ C;?;‘(;;S' ‘
COVMbtk{ be+k < ducedh CCSLS

Name ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl ) S

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora X

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune X
John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Issue: <30 1l
Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews )<

Pamela Brodie >

James Cloud %

James Diehl Pal

Richard Eliason X

Donna Fischer X

John French | /<

Paul V. Gavora -

James'King X

Richard Knecht X,

Vern C. McCorkle X

Gerald McCune ' A

John McMullen K i

Brad Phillips /K

John Sturgeon X

Charles Totemoff K %

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. X
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Date: [— £-93 " /léf&%
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Issue: Q 3'(9 0 S -1360t — {3cCT ~73¢Cy~ C/’?OOCZ

Combing Hase ~ cestructure to poduce cests and emphasize wia of= .

5
Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT C}:T{:;

Rupert Andrews 2& PQOFL

Pamela Brodie >§ a2

James Cloud '%{ reso

James Diehl ﬁg ad

Richard Eliason N

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora X

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C. McCorkle

Gerald McCune ?1

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: = é“73 ;~ AA(ﬂMaJZé&\

Issue: 930904

Nane YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl

Richard Eliason

s K b

Donna Fischer

John French )<

Paul V. Gavora X

James King ,K

Richard Knecht g(

Vern C. McCorkle X

Gerald McCune PQ

John McMullen ' X

Brad Phillips

< X

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.
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Date: /—-é~—75 2 Auwgv e s

Issue: ﬂjg@g

Name YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews

Pamela Brodie

James Cloud

James Diehl X

Richard Eliason

Donna Fischer

John French

Paul V. Gavora X

James King

Richard Knecht

Vern C.. McCorkle

Gerald McCune P

John McMullen

Brad Phillips

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr.




Exxon Valdez Oil Spill o -l

-

Public Advisory Group w“

Yoting Record )
otng ( Qe e s

Date: [ "" é,.,c:T 3 - S
Issue: 13500 2

ABSTAIN ABSENT

Rupert Andrews 5
Pamela Brodie A
X

James Cloud

James Diehl ?4

Richard Eliason i

Donna Fischer X
John French 7(
Paul V. Gavora }C

James King L
Richard Knecht X

Vern C. McCorkle e

Gerald McCune ‘ /<
John McMullen K
Brad Phillips

hay 2t

John Sturgeon

Charles Totemoff p:

Pat

Llewellyn W. Williams Jr. X
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Phillirs Cryices

MEMO to ti:e Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Public Advisory Group e

From: Brad Phillips, Chalr

Subject; January and February Meetings

Attached is a8 copy of the vote record on the 1933 Work Plan projects from our January 8-7, .
1993 moeting. This is being forwarded to the Trustee Council and the Restoration Team for

their use at the January 19, 1993 Trustea Council mesting. Since | will ba out of state at that \
time, Vice-chairperson, Donna Fischer, will present our report to the Trustee Council. When

the transcript of the meeting is available, it will be forwarded to tha Trustes Council so they
can seastha discussion on each project--a copy will ba availoble In the Qil Spill Information
Canterlibrary. Just & summary note: the Restoration Team’s proposed 1993 Work Plan
totalled $37,832,600, plus $4,611,600 in possible projects that ware not recommended--t:
total as a result of the PAG's vote is approximately $44,056,600, excluding our request
combine and reduce costs of soma projects.

if you plan to attend the Exxon Veldez Oil Spill Symposium on February 2-5, 199
Anchorage, pleass make your travel grrangements the same way ds done for PAG meetir: .
The registration fee can be put on your expense voucher.

The noxt meeting of the PAG is schedulsd for Wednesday, February 10, 1993 at $:30 a.m.
3t 645 G Street In Anchorage--an agenda will be sent later,

Sea you in Februa

cel oug Mutter, Dasignated Federal Officer
Dave Gibbons, Interim Administrative Director, Restoration Team
Trustee Council
Restoration Team
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEES
PUBLIC ADVISORY GROUP -

RESOLUTION
Whereas:

The Public Advisory Group has been reviewing, commenting on and voting on various
projects proposed for inclusion in the 1993 Work Plan

Proposals not included in the 1993 Draft Work Plan have been presented to the Public
Advisory Group for consideration;

The Chugach Resource Management Agency (CRMA) is a new pro;ect proposed for 1993
which was not included in the 1993 Draft Work Plan;

The CRMA will identify available project-related resources in the Prince William Sound
area for all state and federal agencies involved in oil spill restoration;

The CRMA will involve Prince William Sound area residents in the restoration effort;

The CRMA will reduce the physical impact of the restoration effort by using locally
available resources, facilities and equipment and it will coordinate assignment of locally
available resources to eliminate or reduce logistics and procurement redundancy;

The CRMA will reduce restoration logistics and resource expenditures by using locally
available resources to address spill impacts, creating financial efficiencies;

The CRMA will in some instances submit competitive proposals to perform 13833 Work
Plan Projects.

Therefore:

1. The Exxon Valdez Qil Spili Trustees Public Advisory Group endorses the concept of the
Chugach Resource Management Agency and encourages the federal and state agencies which
support the Trustee Council to fund its resource inventory and project work scope support
elements.

2. The Public Advisory Group recommends that federal and state agencies eniist the active
participation of the CRMA in development of work scopes for approved projects in order to insure
the creation of a relevant inventories.
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Project Number: 310
Project Source: Kodiak Island Borough & University of Alaska Fairbanks

Project Title: Near Island Fisheries Rescarch Center
(expansion of Fishery Industrial Technology Center)

Project Category: Technical Support
Lead Agency: National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration

Cooperating Agencies: University of Alaska Fairbanks, School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences
Alaska Department of Fish and Game
National Parks Service
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
National Weather Service

Project Term: March 1, 1993 to September 30, 1993

INTRODUCTION

During the Exxon Valdez oil spill many fisheries were closed due to the presence of oil
in the water and on the beaches. Major lethal effects on fish were documented for pink and
sockeye salmon and herring, chronic and sub-lethal effects were difficult to measure. The
planning and design funds for the next phase of the multi-agency fishery technology and research
would enable the user agencies to (1) initiate research projects on the efficacy of restoration
practices, (2) the enhancement of fishery resources in the effected areas, such as king crab, sea
urchins, and molluscan shellfish, (3) the enhanced utilization of replacement fishery resources
to those in spill area, such as arrowtooth flounder, and (4) to initiate long term research
programs to better understand and ameliorate the effects of oil spills on the fisheries of the
western Gulf of Alaska. Seven federal and two State agencies, the University of Alaska
_ Fairbanks, School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences, Kodiak Island Borough, and the City of
Kodiak have all participated in the planning for the multi-agency facility.

The seawater system and associated facilities will be designed to enhance research on fish
behavior, physiology and perception, marine biology, and aquatic toxicology of normal and
stressed fisheries. Stressed conditions could include other human activities, including fish
harvesting, in addition to spilled crude oil. In addition the completed multi-agency fishery
technology and research facility will provide a variety of analytical testing and monitoring
capabilities within Kodiak Island Borough. These capabilities were severely lacking during the
oil spill when all samples had to be sent off-island for analysis.

The first phase of the University of Alaska Fairbanks, School of Fisheries and Ocean
Sciences (SFOS), Fishery Industrial Technology Center (FITC) has been completed. It is the



first building of the proposed multi-agency fishery technology and research facilities. The FITC
Owen Building is being used by the University of Alaska and National Marine Fisheries Service-
Utilization Research Division personnel. Co-location of these two groups has resulted in efficient
use of facilities and encouraged pooling of expertise to pursue efficient use fishery resources to
produce diverse, high quality products, and eliminate waste.

Currently the other agencies interested in co-locating are isolated from each other, the
public and the fishing community, and occupy out dated and inadequate facilities. The
importance of the fisheries in the western Gulf of Alaska to the State and nation are expanding,
and the oil spill emphasized the need for more specific information on these fisheries. Many of
the fisheries activities in Kodiak are expanding to meet these needs. The multi-agency fishery
technology and research facilities will be necessary to meet the agencies needs and the public’s
need for better access to information and training in a timely manner.

The City of Kodiak has donated the land for fisheries research facilities on Near island.
The City of Kodiak has committed to using its revenue bonding power to fund construction of
portions of these facilities to the extent that lease monies are committed by user groups and
agencies, if other funding sources are not available. As one of the users of the expanded
facilities the National Marine Fisheries Service has been authorized by congress to lease space
on Near [sland at an annual lease not to exceed $1,000,000 per year and has appropriated
$100,000 for planning the federal needs in the facility.

WHAT

The $100,000 in this project will be used to match the federal planning money to initiate
planning and design of expanded multi-agency fishery technology and research facilities on Near
Island, Kodiak, Alaska following the recommendation of the Kodiak Island Borough an the FITC
Policy Council. The University of Alaska Fairbanks, School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences,
in conjunction with NOAA and ADFG, will lead the development. The next phase of this
facility which is most critical for restoration, enhancement, enhanced utilization of fishery
resources, and better understanding and ameliorating the effects of oil spills in the western Gulf
of Alaska will include a gravity fed seawater system, wet and dry marine laboratories, public
education facilities and associated systems.

The combined use of state and federal lease monies with funds from the civil EVOS
settlement to finish construction of a multi-agency fisheries research center on Near Island
Kodiak will help provide the State of Alaska with state-of-the-art capabilities to undertake critical
studies on the restoration, enhancement, and enhanced utilization of fishery resources in the
western Gulf of Alaska. These facilities will also provide Alaska’s fishing industry with research
and technical assistance during the rehabilitation of Alaska’s vertebrate and invertebrate fisheries
resources. The new facilities will be located in conjunction with existing FITC facilities. These
facilities will accommodate NOAA/NMFS and other fisheries research and management groups
in addition to the FITC. Land for development of these facilities is being held in trust by the
City of Kodiak. Development of these facilities would provide the University of Alaska, State,
and Federal agencies resources for evaluating toxicological. physiological. and behavioral effects
related to the presence of hydrocarbons.



A principal component of the oil spill related portion of these facilities will be a
controlled environment behavior and sensory physiology wet laboratory. This will be the core
unit which will be used to investigate physiological and behavioral effects of long term low level
exposure to hydrocarbons. Central to this laboratory is a large swimming pool tank which will
provide capabilities to assess how adult organisms perceive and react to stimuli produced by their
environment in conjunction with the presence of hydrocarbons. The main support facility for
this system is a running seawater system with associated mechanical support and filter beds.
Additional facilities include food safety, physiology and toxicology laboratories.

These enhancements to the state/university/federal fisheries research complex on Near
Island would enhance research and development activities related to the restoration, enhancement,
and economic value of fisheries resources of the oil spill effected areas, especially through better
understanding of the‘behavioral, physiological, and toxicological responses of targeted species.
Research in this facility would also lead to the development of better tools to monitor aquatic
toxic responses and other physiological changes resulting from oil spills and other anthropogenic
activity.

- The expanded fisheries research center will house the Biotechnology, Fisheries Science,
Fish Harvesting Technology, Food Safety, and Toxicology programs of FITC/SFOS in addition
to significantly expanding the public education activities of all parts of the center. Alaska
Department of Fish and Game research efforts will probably focus on shellfish enhancement and
rehabilitation. In addition to management data acquisition National Marine Fisheries Service
activities are expected to include marine mammal studies and the observer program.

WHY

Commercial fishing was directly impacted by the salmon closures in 1989. The large
number of other fisheries were adversely impacted by the unavailability of fishing vessels under
contract to Exxon and Veco. Damage to pink and sockeye salmon stocks has been demonstrated.
Herring stocks also appear to have been damaged. In addition studies since the spill have shown
that 0-2 year old halibut are primarily found in shallow bays, some of which were heavily oiled
(Norcross et al). Since we do not have an accurate juvenile index, we will not have accurate
assessment of damage to the halibut resource for eight years until they are recruited into the
commercial fishery. Pink salmon escapements in the oil spill area were unexpectedly high in
1991 and very low in 1992. Southeast and western Alaska returns were much more normal over
the same period. There may be a second generation teratogenic effect as there is with some
hydrocarbons such as diethylstilbesterol or polybrominated biphenyls. Few, if any, of these
effects are legally proven but there is certainly enough information to justify further
investigation. V

Some of the highest tissue hydrocarbon and florescent metabolite levels that were seen
during the subsistence foods study came from the Kodiak archipelago. This evidence is also
strongly suggestive of much broader exposure of finfish to oil-derived hydrocarbons than is
legally recognized. The expanded fisheries research center would have the capabilities to test
food samples within the community..



Several food chain related stresses have been identified during the NRDA process. If
either these or the previous items result in diminished commercial stocks the efficiency and
selectivity of fishing gear will become far more critical. If some stocks drop to critical levels
or if some stocks have to be closed to fishing in order to protect, restore or enhance other
damaged resources than the development of alternative fishery resources will become critical.

The expanded fisheries research center will also provide the technical capabilities to
address both food safety and aquatic toxicology issues within the community of Kodiak, at the
cross roads of spilled oil coming out of either Cook Inlet or Prince William Sound.

HOW
The FY93 funding will provide for the following planning and design objectives:

1. A master plan which would address the specific positioning and general configuration
of all elements of the proposed facility. It would program phased development and
identify requirements of the infrastructure (seawater system, support facilities, roads,
parking and utilities).

2. A conceptual design which identifies specific elements and programmatic relationships
required to effectively address overall programmatic objectives. Programming all
elements of the elements of the facility in sufficient detail to develop realistic project
cost estimates. Preliminary facility plans, exterior elevations and specifications will be
developed indicating the general configuration and components. This information would
be presented in a brochure format which could be used to promote the facility and help
secure complete funding.

3. A project construction cost estimate will be prepared which would identify the probable
cost of each element based on the anticipated year of construction.

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE

Project compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) will be assessed
during the planning and design phase. Until project specifications are finalized, specific NEPA
requirements cannot be determined. The seawater system will require a Corps of Engineers’
permit and compliance with the Alaska Coastal Management Plan will be required. The required
State and Federal permits will be identified and incorporated into the planning process.

WHEN

The planning and design will occur during the period 1 March 1993 to 30 September
1993. Final architechure, design and engineering will require an additional $1,000,000 in FY94.
The construction project will require approximately 6.5 million dollars above and beyond the
funds previously identified. If these funds were available for phased construction during FY95
and FY96, the facilities will be operational by the end of 1996. Careful phasing of the project
could make key aspects of the facility operational sooner.



BUDGET ($K)

Personnel $ 0.0
Travel 0.0
Contractual 93.0
Commodities 0.0
Equipment 0.0
Capital Outlay 0.0

Sub-total $93.0

General
Administration $ 7.0

Project Total $100.0

Contractual is a subcontract to UAF Facilities Planning and Construction

Name, Address, Telephone of UAF contact:

Kathleen Schedler, Director

UAF Facilities Planning & Construction
Butrovich Building, Suite 211
University of Alaska

Fairbanks, AK 99775

Voice: (907) 474-5026
FAX: (907) 474-7554
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FORMAT FOR IDEAS FOR RESTORATION PROJECTS 90018074

B Q 49 wewg

‘le of Project:  ALUTIIQ MUSEUM AND CULTURE CENTER: PHASE ONE CONSTRUCTION @ B- 83 WAG

Justification: (Link to Injured Resource or Service) (SEE PAGE 2) ) ad o PG
A
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Description of Project: (e.g. goal(s), objectives, location, rationale, and technical approachs

-The-goal-of.the -project-is. to-provide.-a--regional-facility dedicated -to--the-preservation

SLflcultural resources.. traditional Native. Culture..and. Public education. ...

Area Native Association'!s Alutiiqg Culture Center will be transferred to this

faci

{%%—%8 .pleces. are. already...;.n hand. -
B B0, . :

A bullalng of ~6—-5€r& square feet would house artlfact storage facxlltles,_lab space

A= 33, ‘né—snn_ mr\.m{-n 4 RT3 5511

-and.exhibits. &e-eperations-endorment—is—inednded-dn-consts fr —$8--3-n

pres Vel i =, N . = i o
- the—tacTiTty-carrhekept—iully fureticnal for. Lhe  lORGuleEiv e

-This.projecr.has.been..in.the.planning.process.for.the.past.five. years ...AR.....

.already urgent. race against. time:. . to.preserve. sites against.destruction was. ... .

‘e.even.more.criical.by.the. 1988 . spill.. . A.fifty-~year.lease far 2. 5. acres.of
A for. the.project. has. already.been. granted by the City. of Kodiak. A building
rogram. and.preliminary. plans.is.alsc.in place.. .. We have.raised. $250.000.1in. cash

EeioBR o ohid-E AR R o3 Kok £- 1 BENCT S ot o TS

Estimated Duration of PI‘O_]ECS)L One Year construction time.

Q::? £co, E R
Estimated Cost per Year: . for FY 93 and—$bs005 008 For—F¥—54—,

QOther Comments: . This proposal addresses Options 1, 10, and 35 in_the. Exxon.

valdez 0il 5pill Restoration Framework, Volume I. =~~~ .~~~

Name, Address, Telephone:
XODIEX EETA NATIVE ASSOCIATION

gézzit\:;f 2::??3 Oil spill restoration ts a public process. Your ideas

and suggesuons will not be proprietary, and you

77IN:  RICK ENECHT, DIRECTOR, will pot be given any exclusive nght or privilege 1o
TIIQ CULTURE CENTER theo.
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JUSTIFICATION: The Kodiak Archipelago has the highest
archaeoclogical site density of the Exxon-Valdez spill area. of
the 22 sites impacted by vandalism in 1989, 17 were in the Kodiak
region, A permanent center wvould serve as a focal point for
archaeological research and survey. Public educational programs
are the only effective way to address the problems created by the
videspread knovledge of site locatlons. The museum would also
serve as a regional repository for artifacts from the spill area.
The cultural center would preserve the traditional 1ifeways of
the Native community, many of which wvere also disrupted by the
oil spill. The project would be a permanent, valued addition to
the Native, and non-Native community.
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Number:

Project Source:

Project Title: Injury to Prince William Sound Herring

Project Category: Damage Assessment

Project Type: Fish/Shelifish

Lead Agency: Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Cooperating Agencies:

Project Term: Start Date: Ongoing (March 1, 1883) Finish Date: Continuing {Sept 30,1993)

INTRODUCTION:

A.

Background on the Resource/Service

Pacific herring Clupea pallasi are a major resource in Prince William Sound (PWS) from both ecological
and commercial perspectives. Pacific herring provide important forage for many species including
humpbacked whales, seals, sea lions, gulls, sea ducks, shorebirds, halibut, salmon, and other fish.
[t appears that herring may be critical to the reproductive success of certain gull and shoret

species. Several thousand pounds of herring and herring spawn on kelp are harvested annually 1w
subsistence purposes and form an important part of the local native culture. In addition, five
commercial herring fisheries in PWS have an average annual combined ex-vessel value of $8.3 million.

Summary of Injury

The oil spill coincided with the spring migration of herring to the spawning grounds and adult herring
transited oiled waters on their way to nearshore staging areas. Significant histopathological damage
was measured in adults collected in oiled areas in both 1989 and 1990 confirming exposure of the
fish to toxins. Oiling of over 40% of the spawning areas and of migrating adults caused increased
egg mortality, elevated levels of abnormalities and gene breakage in newly hatched larvae, and
reduced hatching success of the embryos. QOver 80% of the summer rearing and feeding areas of
herring were oiled in 1989. Direct mortality was significant on young herring in 1989 and sublethal
effects were measurable in larvae and adults in 1989 and 1990. Damages observed in 1989 and
1990 lead researchers to believe that adult and juvenile herring were re-exposed to oil after spawning
in both years by persistent sheens leaching from beaches and cleaning operations. Laboratory studies
measuring the effect of known doses of oii on newly hatched larvae provided a direct link between
estimated doses of oil measured in PWS and the level of injury observed in samples collected from
the field.

Although many herring typically spawn for the first time at age 3, herring that hatched in 1888 were
noticeably absent as 3-year-olds from the 1992 spawning population. Herring survival varies
tremendously under normal conditions, but results to date strongly implicate the oil spill as a me’

cause for this low 3-year-old recruitment. Herring that hatched in 1988 and that were exposea

oil as 1-year-olds at the time of the spill currently dominate (62% in 1992) the PWS herring spawning
population. It was hypothesized that damage to germ tissue caused by exposure to oil would result
in non-viable embryos and larvae and a pilot experiment to measure the ability of herring from this
age class to produce viable offspring was conducted in 1892. Hatching success of eggs collected



from fish spawning in previously oiled areas was less than half that of eggs collected from fish
spawning in pristine areas.

-~ C. Location -

Research will be conducted entirely within the confines of PWS and exact locations will depend upon
the distribution of spawning herring. Benefits to improved management of the herring resource will
be realized by all participants in the commercial and subsistence fisheries throughout the sound, and
by all species which utilize herring as forage. Herring have commercial importance to all communities
of PWS and are important for subsistence use at Tatitlek and Chenega and to lesser degrees in other
communities.

WHAT: The goal of the proposed project is to improve the accuracy of fisheries management of the PWS
herring resource. Improved accuracy will allow fishery managers to make fine adjustments to fishing quotas
and more effectively result in measurable rehabilitation for PWS herring stocks.  Accurate and precise
estimation of herring abundance is crucial to the improvement of management accuracy.

Specific objectives to achieve this goal include:

1) Estimate the biomass of spawning herring in PWS using SCUBA diving spawn deposition
survey techniques such that the estimate is within + 25% of the true value 95% of the time.

2) Estimate the age, weight, length, and sex composition of the spawning herring in PWS such
that age composition estimates are within + 10% of their true value 85% of the time.

3) Document and estimate the extent of egg retention by spawning females and account for this
process in the spawn deposition biomass estimate,

4) Collect and analyze spawning substrate calibration samples for each diver. These samples will
be used to estimate diver- and vegetation-specific bias in egg counting to correct the biomass
estimate and to provide training for divers in spawn estimation. :

WHY: The proposed project will provide a relatively low cost, albeit incomplete, tool for restoration of
damaged herring resources through the management of human uses, a major source of herring mortality.
Herring spawn deposition surveys will permit more intensive management of the resource by providing more
accurate biomass estimation than do standard aerial survey methods. Howaever, it should be cautioned that
results from spawn deposition surveys will not provide complete assessment of the injury to herring
resources nor permit complete evaluation of restoration success. Additional studies to investigate stock
discreetness, stock-specific migration patterns, recruitment processes, and the effects of oil on reproductive
success are necessary to construct a comprehensive ecological model quantifying the effects of spilled oil
and its passage through the environment.

HOW:

Aerial surveys conducted by area biologists as a regular part of commercial fishery management activities
will be used to estimate the extent and distribution of herring spawn and to provide the basis for locating
survey transects at nearshore spawning grounds in a two stage sampling design. Trained and calibrated
SCUBA divers stationed aboard a research vessel will conduct surveys along the selected transects to
estimate the number of herring eggs deposited on vegetation and bottom substrate. Preserved samples of
eggs attached to vegetation will be collected and retained for later laboratory analysis. Field estimates by
divers of the number of eggs attached to the vegetation will be compared to more rigorous laboratory egg
counts to calculate diver-specific and vegetation-specific bias. Samples of adult female herring will be
collected immediately following spawning events to estimate the number of females retaining eggs and the
quantity of eggs retained to adjust the spawn deposition biomass estimates.



Area research biologists will collect samples representative of spawning herring for determination of age,
weight, length, and sex as part of regular ongoing data collection programs. Egg counts adjusted for
measured diver and substrate bias will be combined with estimates of the extent of total spawning area and
area sampled to estimate the total number of eggs deposited in PWS. The spawning biomass requirec
produce this total will be calculated from total egg deposition combined with average fish size and sex rauv.u
for 1993 and average fecundity at size measured in previous studies. Estimated spawning biomass will be
adjusted for natural loss of eggs prior to surveys as measured in previous studies and for egg retention in
1983 measured as part of this proposed project.

Estimates of spawning biomass will be included in ongoing ADF&G investigations of age structured analysis
of PWS herring stocks to project the biomass of herring returning to spawn (run biomass) in 1994. The
forecast of run biomass will be used directly to set guideline harvests for PWS commercial fisheries.
Spawning biomass estimates will also be combined with information from previous herring research studies
to continue to evaluate oil spill related damage to the resource and to grossly assess the progress of resource
rehabilitation. However, results from the proposed project are likely to have only limited utility to assess
resource rehabilitation without additional knowledge of stock structure, mixing, and recruitment processes.

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE: The proposed project is not intrusive. It involves collection of data and
does not affect fish and wildlife populations or their habitat.

WHEN: Jan-Feb 1993 Initiate vessel charter bids and contract
Contact and line up divers (ensure certification requirements met or in progress)
Complete sample design for egg retention study
Complete sample design for diver calibration
Order laboratory supplies and field supplies
Mar 1993 Complete any necessary diver certifications
Complete Detailed Study Plan B
Hire technician to finish maintenance and assembly of dive gear
1-6 Apr 1993 Complete all hiring of field personnel and arrange for arrival of divers
Complete vessel contract
early Apr 1893  Diver training/refresher/orientation
Set up laboratory
5-15 Apr 1993 Initiate diving/field data collection (at onset of spawning)
1-12 May 1993 Complete field activities
Begin lab processing of calibration samples
30 May 1993 Complete data entry of diver estimates
May-Jun 1993 Maintain, repair, and store gear
15 Jun 1893 Complete calibration sample processing
30 Jun 1983 Data entry of calibration samples
initiate data analysis
1 Sep 1993 Finalize estimate of spawning biomass
15 Nov 1993 Finalize projection of 1994 run biomass
Nov/Dec 1993 Complete annual report



Project:
Description:

Injury 1o Prince William Sound Herring
SCUBRA surveys are conducted to quantify herring spawn in areas of spawn identified through aerial surveys. Estimates of deposited

spawn are combined with cther biological information (age, sex, size, fecundity, etc.} to estimate the biomass of reproducing herring.

Biomass estimates are used to forecast future returns and set harvest allocations.

ltem

Personnel Costs

Travel

Contractual

Commodities

Equipment

General

___Administration |

30-Dec-92

T “""Monthg  Regulad Dive/Sea Duty|  01-Feb-G3] 01-Mar-93| 01-Jul-93]  TOTAL

Name Position Budgeted = Salary, Premium Payy 28:Feb-93| 30-Jun-93| 30-Sep-93)  COST
Wilcock Fisheries Biologist lil 3.0 $6,069 $7,876 $6,069 $13,945 $6,069 $26,082
Brown Fisheries Biologist ii {Pl) 10.0 $5,093 $6,707 $27,079 $30,558 $57,636
Bechtol Fisheries Bilogist Ui 1.0 $5,083 $6,707 $11,800 $11,800
Haley F&W Technician il 4.5 53,643 $5,001 $19,575 $1,822 $21,396
Becker F&W Technician li 1.5 $3,140 $3,886 $8,586 $8,596
Miller F&W Technician 1l 1.5 $3,140 $3,886 58,596 $8,596
Gilman F&W Technician 5.0 $3,229 $11,301 54,843 $16,145
F&W Technician | 2.0 $2,717 $5,434 $5,434
Biometrician I 1.0 65,640 $2,820 $2,820 $5,640
Research Analyst | 1.01  $4,230 $4,230 $4,230
TOTAL FTE = 2.5 $34,063 $6,069 $109.1 48} $50,341 81 65,655
Bechtol - 2 RT Homer/Cordova $2,000 $2,000
Meeting Attendance - 2 RT Anch/Cordova $800 $800
Vessel Charter - 25 days @ $1500/day $37,500 $37,500
Fuel for dive skiffs $1,000 $1,000
Equipment Maintenance/Repair $1,500 $1,500
e et e —_— e s e e i e e
Office and Lab Supplies $1,200 $1,200
Food and Field Supplies $1,500 $1,500
Dive Gear Replacement « $2,000 $2,000
{15% * personnel cost} $24,833

TOTAL PROJECT COST

$237,889
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Mr. Mike Barton
Regional Forester
U.S. Forest Service

Mr. Steven Pennoyer
Director

Natliconal Marine Fisheries Service

Mr. Curtis McVee
Special Assistant to the Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior

Mr. Charles Cole
Attorney General
Departnent of Law

John A. Sandor
Commissioner
Department of Environmental Conservation

I was recently contacted by members of the Public Advisory Group
and local commercial fisheries interest groups about the lack of
funding for projects dealing with herring. as you know, those
projects were not included in the 1993 Work Plan, because at that
time, there was less evidence of population level injury to herring
and the Restoration Team wanted to wait until the results of the
18392 field season were available. Since that time, information
from the 1992 field season has come to my attention that indicates
a population level injury has probably occurred to the herring of
Prince William Sound (PWS). Pertinent findings include the
following.

1. In 1992, the 1989 year class returned as age-3 first time
adult spawners at the lowest level age~3s measured since 1967.
This year class represents returning offspring of the largest
spawning population in PWS since the early 70s.

2. In 1992, adults from the dominant 1988 year class demonstrated
significantly different reproductive capabilities (hatching
success from unoiled area eggs was 56 percent versus 20
percent in the oiled areas).
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In PWS, there are five commercial herring fisheries worth an
average annual combined exvessel value of §8.3 million. This
fishery is of great economic importance to commercial fishermen in
Cordova, Valdez, and the smaller communities of PWS. Without
better biological information on age class disappearance and
reproductive impairment, the department will l:kely have to
xmplement more conservative management strategies in 1994 with an
associated loss to the herring fishery.

Having reviewed the available data we recommend the following as a
minimum to increase the management precision necessitated by the
0il spill injuries outlined above.

1. Continue to monitor the reproductive success of the 1988 year
class, define differences due to individual variability,
location, and timing of spawn.

2. Continue to evaluate the reproductive success of the 1989 year
class in 1993.

Because of this new information and the concern from special
interest groups and the general public, I submit the enclosed
project description for our consideration for inclusion in the 1993
Work Plan.

Sincerely,

C /MMMM@V

Carl L. Rosier
Commisgsioner

Enclosure

cc: Restoration Team
Dr. Robert Spies
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Number:
Project Source:
Project Title: Coded wire Tag Recoveries from Commercial Catches, Cost Recovery Catches, and Hatchery

‘Brood Stocks in Prince William Sound Pink Salmon Fisheries
Project Category: Restoration Manipulation and Enhancement

Project Type:
Lead Agency: Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Cooperating Agencies:

Project Term: Start Date: 03/01/92 ' Fnish Date:09/30/92
{day/month/year) {day/month/year)

INTRODUCTION: Each year approximately one half billion wild pink salmon fry emerge from streams
throughout Prince William Sound (PWS) and migrate seaward. Adult returns of wild pink saimon to PWS
average from 10 to 15 million fish annually. These huge outmigrations of wild pink salmon and subsequent
adult returns play a major role-in the PWS ecosystem. Both juveniles and adults are important sources of
food for many fish, birds, and mammais. Adults returning from the high seas also convey needed nutrients
and minerals from the marine ecosystem to estuaries, freshwater streams, and terrestrial ecosystems. Wild
pink salmon also play a major role in the economy of PWS through their contribution to commercial, sport,
and subsistence fisheries in the area.

Wild pink salmon stocks in oiled portions of PWS have experienced higher egg mortalities, larval deformities,
and lower juvenile growth rates than stocks from unoiled streams and hatcheries. There is evidence that they
may also have sustained genetic damage which has resulted in reduced egg survival in generations following
the spill. Furthermore, coded wire tag recovery results from NRDA F/S Study 3 indicate that damaged wild
salmon streams located on hatchery stock migratory corridors experience a high incidence of genetic
interchange as a result of straying from the burgeoning hatchery populations. Ample evidence in the
literature suggests that hatchery fish are ill adapted to wild conditions and that genetic interchange between
hatchery and wild stocks may lead to reduced fitness of wild stocks. Wilds stocks most impacted by the
Exxon Valdez Oil Spiff (EVOS) are also subject to excessive exploitation in the mixed stock fisheries of
western PWS which are targeting on large hatchery returns. The combined effects of oil damage, excessive
harvest, and genetic burden may result in an overall reduction in population size, genetic diversity, and
fitness of PWS salmon populations.

Presently, the largest single source of wild pink salmon mortality in PWS which can be successfully
monitored and manipulated by human intervention is the commercial harvest of returning adults. Depleted
and less productive oil impacted wild populations cannot sustain as high an exploitation rate as unimpacted
wild and hatchery stocks; consequently, they require special protection if adequate numbers are to escape
and spawn. To reduce wild stock harvests and provide this protection, fisheries managers must know time
and area abundance trends for both wild and hatchery fish.

This restoration and resource monitoring project will use coded wire tags as a stock identification tool to
enable managers to estimate specific contributions to commercial harvests by time and area. These
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estimates coupled with estimates of wild stock spawning escapement provided by existing ADF&G programs
and another proposed restoration project will be used inseason for adjusting fishing patterns by time and area
to protect impacted wild stocks from overexploitation. Almost all project funds will be spent to support PWS
field studies and will contribute to the local economy of Cordova. The project may result in altared harve
management strategies in PWS fisheries and will contribute to the natural recovery process for PWS pir...
salmon populations.

WHAT: The goal of this project is to restore PWS wild pink salmon stocks injured by EVOS through more
precise, stock specific fisheries management. Although other techniques may be developed, the most
effective restoration methods identified at this time is modification of human use of injured stocks. The
commercial fishery is a major factor controlling pink salmon population size and reproductive success. Since
PWS wild pink salmon stocks are harvested in mixed stock fisheries dominated by hatchery fish, successful
restoration efforts must be based on the ability to closely regulate the exploitation of oil impacted wild
stocks. Private non-profit aquaculture associations in PWS already apply coded wire tags to fry releases at
their own expense. This project is a comprehensive program for recovery of these tags in returning adults
and analysis of tag recovery data which will provide inseason estimates of hatchery and wild stock
abundance and timing. Results of this project will enable fisheries managers to selectively reduce harvests
on injured wild stocks. Timing and abundance data for wild and hatchery stocks can also be used in salmon
run reconstruction modelis which may be valuable tools for managing for depleted stocks far into the future.
Tagging information will also provide total return and survival estimates needed to set exploitation rates and
assess the success of restoration procedures.

Objectives:

Recovery of coded wire tags from commercial catches to:

a. estimate temporal and spatial contributions of tagged hatchery stocks toPWS commercial ar”
hatchery harvests; j

b. provide timely inseason estimates of stock contributions to harvests by time and area to
fisheries managers so they can closely regulate exploitation of injured wild stocks;

c. determine total return and overall survival of tagged pink salmon stocks.

WHY: Legal, practical, and philosophical considerations dictate that a significant effort be made to preserve
genetic diversity. In the context of this proposal, itis the genetic diversity of populations of wild pink salmon
that are of interest. ' )

Wild salmon stocks from oiled streams in southwestern PWS are subjected to extreme fishing pressure in
fisheries targeting on hatchery runs. This exploitation may be great enough to drive EVOS damaged stocks
to critically low levels and impede the natural recovery process. The ongoing threat of overexploiting wild
stocks which has been exacerbated by spill related damages has greatly increased the need for stock
identification tools such as the coded wire tag program. Without this project, stock specific timing and
distribution data will not be available, and fisheries managers will be unable to control harvests with enough
.accuracy and precision to protect damaged stocks from overexploitation. Failure to continue this project in
1993 will also prevent continued monitoring of the health of these populations and hinder our understanding
of factors limiting their survival and recovery.

HOW: Coded wire tag recoveries from commercial and hatchery harvests will be based on a sampling design
stratified by time, area, and processor. For each time and area specific stratum, 15% of the pink salmon
catch will be scanned for fish with clipped adipose fins (indicating presence of a tag). Catch sampling

be done at processing facilities in Cordova, Valdez, Seward, Anchorage, Kenai, Whittier, Kodiak and floatii.y
processors in the PWS area. All deliveries by tenders to these facilities will be monitored by radio and by
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daily contact with processing plant dispatchers to ensure the catch deliveries being sampled are from
specific fishing periods and districts. In addition to catch sampling at the processing facilities, approximately
15% of the fish in the hatchery cost recovery harvests from terminal areas in front of hatcheries will be
scanned for fish with missing adipose fins.

The portion of tagged fish in each hatchery release group must be known to make catch contribution
estimates. Although tagged and untagged proportions are estimated when fry are released after tagging,
some tags are lost and tagged fish may experience a different mortality rate than untagged fish. To adjusted
tag ratios in adult returns for this tag loss and differential mortality, at least 50% of the fish of known origin
in hatchery brood stocks will be sampled for tags. -
(n the catches, terminal cost recovery harvests, and brood stocks the total number of fish with missing
adipose fins will be recorded. Heads of fin clipped fish will be removed and tagged with uniquely numbered
strap tags which are paired with sampling data. Numbered heads and associated sampling data will be sent
to the FRED Division Statewide Coded Wire Tag Laboratory in Juneau where sampling data will be checked
for accuracy and completeness, tags will be removed from heads and decoded, and sampling and
corresponding tag recovery data will be entered into a statewide database.

A maodification of the methods described in an ADF&G technical report by Clark and Bernard (1987} will be
used to estimate contribution of each uniguely tagged population to commercial and cost recovery strata.
The specific methods, estimators, and confidence interval estimators are described in ADF&G technical
reports on two previous studies of pink salmon in PWS: Peltz and Geiger (1988), and Geiger and Sharr
{1988). Total hatchery contribution to sach catch strata will be the sum of the contributions from each
hatchery and the total hatchery return to PWS will be the sum of contributions of all PWS hatcheries to
commercial catches, cost recovery harvests, and brood stocks. Survival estimates for each hatchery stock
will be estimated using hatchery fry release and aduit return data. Wild stock contributions will be estimated
as the difference between the total catch and the hatchery contribution. Total wiid returns will be the sum
of wild contributions in all catch strata and the estimated number of wild fish spawning in PWS streams
{escapement).

inseason catch contribution estimates for wild and hatchery fish will be available within three working days
of the date of sampling in fish processing plants. Based on these estimates and wild stock spawning
escapement performance fishery managers will adjust fishing time and area to protect oil damaged wild
stocks from excessive exploitation, insure adequate wild stock escapement, and optimize the commercial
utilization of surplus wild and hatchery fish.

WHEN:

Dates Activity

June 1 - September 15, 1383 Tag recovery in commercial, cost recovery,
and broodstock harvests of pink salmon.

December 30, 1883 Draft Report

February 15, 1984 Final Report
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Project Description: This project recovers coded—wire tags from adult pink salmon tagged as fry in streams and at

tour hatcheries in Prince William Sound. It makes estimates of wild and hatchery catch contributions, total returns,
and survival rates. In season catch contribution estimates for hatchery and wild fish permit fisheries managers
modify time and area fishing patterns to protect oil damaged wild pink salmon stocks.

Proposed T Sum
Budget Category 01-Jan-93 FY 98 &
e ....30-Sep-93  FYes __ Fyes  FYes  FY 97 _ Beyond _
Personnel $650.9 $751.3 $751.3 $751.3 $751.3  $3,005.3
Travel $5.0 $5.0 $5.0 $5.0 $5.0 $19.9
Contractual $11.7 $15.6 $15.6 $15.6 $15.6 $62.3
Commodities $7.5 $10.0 $10.0 $10.0 $10.0 $40.0
Equipment $0.0 $1.0 $1.0 $1.0 $1.0 $4.0
Capital Outlay $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0
Sub —total $675.1 $782.9 $782.9 $782.9 $7829 33,1314
General Administration $98.5 $113.8 $113.8 $113.8 $113.8 $455.2
Project Total $7736 $896.7 $896.7 $896.7 $896.7 $3,586.6
Full—time Equivalents (FTE) 13.9 15.8 15.8 15.8 15.8 63.3
Budg-ef Year P-r'o'pdsed' (FY 93 — 01 Jan thru 30 éépl) Personnel: i T B
Months
_ Position .. Budgeted ~ ~  Cost ~ Comment .
FIELD & CORDOVA OFFICE PERSONNEL
Fisheries Biologist il (Pl) 6.0 $39.0 FY 93 Only
Fisheries Biologist Il 7.0 $29.4 FY 93 Only
Fisheries Bilogist | 4.0 $14.8 FY 93 Only
Fisheries Bilogist | 7.0 $25.9 FY 93 Only
Biometrician | 6.0 $26.8 FY 93 Only
Research Analyst | 6.0 $21.0 FY 93 Only
F&W Technician ill 7.0 $25.0 FY 93 Only — Includes Overtime
F&W Technician lll 4.0 $15.6 FY 93 Only — Includes Overtime
F&W Technician Il 42.0 $168.3 FY 93 Only — Includes Overtime
F&W Technician Il 16.0 $73.5 FY 93 Only —~ Includes Overtime
F&W Technician Il 12.0 $44.6 FY 93 Only — Includes Overtime
F&W Technician Il {(short term) 4.0 $16.6 FY 93 Only — Includes Overtime
F&W Technician Il (short term) 2.0 $8.3 FY 93 Only — Includes Overtime
Program Managers 7.0 $15.0 FY 93 Only
Analyst Programer {V 0.5 $2.7 FY 93 Only
Analyst Programer I 0.5 $2.1 FY 93 Only
Publication Specialist |l 0.5 $2.2: FY 93 Only ¢
FRED DIVISION TAG LAB PERSONNEL
Analyst Programmer 7.0 $35.8 FY 93 Only
F&W Technician (Il 7.0 $24.0 FY 93 Only
F&W Technician !l (perm season) 165 $48.4 FY 93 Only
F&W Technician Il (non perm) 6.0 $12.0 FY 93 Only
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EXXON VALDEZ OJL SPILL PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Number:

Project Source:

Project Title: Coded-wire Tag Recoveries from Commercial Catches, Cost Recovery Catches, and Hatchery
Brood Stocks in Prince William Sound Chum, Sockeye, Coho, and Chinook Salmon Fisheries

Project Category: Restoration Manipulation and Enhancement

Project Type:

Lead Agency: Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Cooperating Agencies:

Project Term: Start Date: 03/01/82 Finish Date:09/30/92
{day/month/year) {day/month/year)

INTRODUCTION: Each year 40 to 50 million wild chum, sockevye, and ccoho salmon fry and smolt emerge
from lakes and streams throughout Prince William Sound (PWS) and migrate seaward. Aduit returns of these
wild salmon species to PWS average approximately 700 thousand fish annually. The large outmigrations of
wild salmon and subsequent adult returns play a major roles in the Prince William Sound (PWS) ecosystem.
Both juvenilies and adults are important sources of food for many fish, birds, and mammals and both are also
important predators on plankten and other fish. Adults returning from the high seas also convey needr '
nutrients and minerals from the marine ecosystem to estuaries, freshwater lakes and streams, and terresti
ecosystems. Wild salmon also play a major role in the economy of PWS because of their contribution to
commercial. sport, and subsistence fisheries in the area. Chum, sockevye, and coho salmon are not as
numerous as pink salmon but they have a much greater unit value commercial in commercial fisheries. In
aggregate these three species account for almost half of ex-vessel value of PWS area salmon fisheries and
provide aiternate fishing opportunities and income for PWS commercial and sport fishing industries.

Like pink salmon, the majority of PWS chum salmon spend the larval portion of their life in the intertidal
portion of streambeds. It is reasonable that chum salmon from oiled streams also experienced many of the
cil impacts already demonstrated for pink salmon including higher egg mortalities, larval deformities, and
lower juvenile growth rates than stocks from unoiled streams and hatcheries. By similar inference from pink
salmon research, chum salmon may also have persistent genetic damage which may have caused reduced
egg survival in generations following the spill. Furthermore, coded-wire tag recovery results from NRDA F/S
Study 3 indicate that damaged wild pink salmon streams located on hatchery stock migratory corridors in
western PWS experience a high incidence of genetic interchange as a result of straying from the burgeoning
hatchery populations. Ample evidence in the literature suggests that hatchery fish are ill adapted to wild
conditions and that genetic interchange between hatchery and wild stocks may lead to reduced fitness of
wild stocks. The extent of straying in chum, sockeye and coho salmon in PWS is unknown but may also be
important. Wilds stocks most impacted by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill (EVOS) are also subject to excessive
exploitation in mixed stock fisheries of western PWS which are targeting on large hatchery returns. The
combined effects of oil damage, excessive harvest, and genetic burden on wild fish may resuit in an overall
reduction in population size, genetic diversity, and fitness of PWS salmon populations.

Presently, the largest single source of mortality to wild salmon stocks in PWS which can be successft

monitored and manipulated by human intervention is the commercial harvest of returning adults. Depleteu
and less productive oil impacted wiid populations cannot sustain as high an exploitation rate as unimpacted
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wild and hatchery stocks, consequently they require special protection from commercial fisheries if adequate
numbers are to escape and spawn. To reduce harvests on wild stocks and provide this protection, fisheries
managers must know time and area abundance trends for both wild and hatchery stocks. The proposed
restoration and resource monitoring project will use coded-wire tags as a stock identification tool which
enables managers to estimate specific contributions to commercial harvests by time and area. Almost all
project funds will be spent to support PWS field studies and will contribute to the local economy of Cordova.
The project may result in altered harvest management strategies in PWS fisheries and will contribute to the
natural recovery process for PWS salmon populations. The budget attached for this project does not include
funding for a project principal investigator or other permanent personnel. It assumes that the tag recovery
project for pink salmon will be approved and will fund these full time positions.

WHAT: The goal of this project is to restore PWS salmon stocks which may have been injured by EVOS
through more precise, stock specific management of fisheries. Although other techniques may be
developed, the most effective restoration methods identified at this time is modification of human use of
injured salmon stocks while targeting fisheries on undamaged wild and hatchery stocks. The commercial
fishery is a major factor controlling salmon population size and reproductive success. Since PWS wild
salmon stocks are harvested in mixed stock fisheries dominated by hatchery fish, successfu! restoration
efforts must be based on the State’s ability to closely regulate the exploitation of wild stocks. Private, non-
profit aquacuiture corporations (PNP’s) now fund tagging of hatchery releases of chinook, sockeye, chum,
and coho salmon of fry and smolt in PWS. However, NRDA funds were used to apply code-wire tags to
hatchery releases of chum, sockeye, coho, and chinook salmon in 1989, 1990, and 1891 and to
outmigrating sockeye salmon smolt from three wild streams in 13930 and 1991. Because chum, sockeye and
chinook salmon mature at varying ages, fish tagged using NRDA funds will continue to return in significant
through 1995. This project is a comprehensive program for recovery of tags from these returning adults.
Analysis of tag recovery data will provide inseason estimates of hatchery and wild stock abundance and
timing. These results will enable fisheries managers to selectively reduce harvests on wild stocks. Tagging
data will also provide total return and survival estimates needed to set exploitation rates and assess the
success of restoration procedures.

Objectives:

Recovery of coded-wire tags from commercial catches to:

a. estimate temporal and spatial contributions of tagged hatchery stocks to P WS
commercial and hatchery harvests;

b. provide timely inseason estimates of stock contributions to harvests by time and area to
fisheries managers so they can closely regulate exploitation of injured wild stocks;

C. determine total return and overall survival of tagged salmon stocks.

WHY: Legal, practical, and philosophical considerations dictate that a significant effort be made to preserve
genetic diversity. In the context of this proposal, it is the genetic diversity of populations of wild salmon
that are of interest.

Wild salmon stocks from oiled areas of PWS and salmon stocks which passed through oiled areas during
their seaward migration are subjected to extreme fishing pressure in fisheries targeting cn hatchery runs.
This exploitation may be great enough to drive EVOS damaged stocks to critically low levels and impede the
natural recovery process. The ongoing threat of overexploiting wild stocks which has been exacerbated by
spill related damages has greatly increased the need for stock identification tools such as the CWT program.
Without this project, stock specific timing and distribution data will not be available, and fisheries managers
will be unable to control harvests with enough accuracy and precision to protect damaged stocks from
overexploitation. Failure to continue this projectin 1993 will also prevent continued monitoring of the health
of these populations and hinder our understanding of factors limiting their survival and recovery.
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HOW: Coded-wire tag recoveries from commercial and hatchery harvests will be based on a sampling design
stratified by time, area, and processor. For eachtime and area specific stratum, 25% of the chum, sockeye,
coho, and chinook salmon catch will be scanned for fish with clipped adipose fins (indicating presence
atag). Catch sampling will be done at processing facilities in Cordova, Valdez, Seward, Anchorage, Kene..,
Whittier, and floating processors in the PWS area. All deliveries by tenders to these facilities will be
monitored by radio and by daily contact with processing plant dispatchers to ensure that the catch deliveries
being sampled are from specific fishing periods and districts. In addition to catch sampling at the processing
facilities, approximately 25% of the fish in the hatchery cost recovery harvests from terminal areas in front
of hatcheries will be scanned for fish with missing adipose fins.

The portion of tagged fish in each tagged hatchery release group must be known to make catch contribution
estimates for each tagged group. Although tagged and untagged portions are estimated when fry are
released after tagging, some tags are lost and tagged fish may experience different mortality than untagged
fish. To adjusted tag ratios in adult returns for this tag loss and differential mortality, at least 50% of the
fish of known origin in hatchery brood stocks will be sampled for tag rates. In the catches, terminal cost
recovery harvests and brood stocks the total number of fish with missing adipose fins will be recorded.
Heads of fin clipped fish will be removed and tagged with uniquely numbered strap tags which are paired
with sampling data. Numbered heads and associated sampling data will be sent to the FRED Division
Statewide Coded-Wire Tag Laboratory in Juneau where sampling data will be checked for accuracy and
completeness, tags will be removed from heads and decoded, and sampling and corresponding tag recovery
data will be entered into a statewide database.

A modification of the methods described in an ADF&G technical report by Clark and Bernard (1987) will be
used to estimate contribution of each uniquely tagged population to commercial and cost recovery strata.
The specific methods, estimators, and confidence interval estimators are described in ADF&G technical
reports on two previous studies of salmon in PWS: Peltz and Geiger (1988}, and Geiger and Sharr (1389}
The total hatchery contribution to each catch strata will be the sum of the contributions from each hatcht
and the total hatchery return to PWS will be the sum of contributions of all PWS hatcheries to commercial
catches, cost recovery harvests, and brood stocks. Survival estimates for each hatchery stock will be
estimated using hatchery fry release and aduit return data. Wild stock contributions to each catch strata will
be estimated as the difference between the total catch and the hatchery contribution. Total wild returns
will be the sum of wild contributions in all catch strata and the estimated number of wild fish spawning in
PWS streams (escapement). Inseason catch contribution estimates for wild and hatchery fish will be
available within three working days of the data of sampling in fish processing plants. Based on these
estimates and wild stock spawning escapement performance fishery managers will adjust fishing time and
area to protect oil damaged wild stocks from excessive exploitation, injure adequate wild stock escapement,
and optimize the commercial utilization of surplus wild and hatchery fish.

WHEN:
Dates
Activity
June 1 - October 30, 1993 Tag recovery in commercial, cost recovery,
and broodstock harvests of saimon.
December 30, 1983 Draft Report
February 15, 1994 Final Report

January 2, 1883 Page 3 of 3



Project Description: This project recovers coded —wire tags from adult chum, sockeye, coho, and chinook salmon tagged as fry in streams and at

hatcheries in Prince William Sound. It makes estimates of wild and hatchery catch contributions, total returns, and survival rates. In season

catch contribution estimates for hatchery and wild fish permit fisheries managers to modify time and area fishing patterns to protect depressed wild
populations and target effort on l[arge hatchery returns.

Budget Category

Personnel
Travel
Contractual
Commodities
Equipment
Capital Outlay
Sub-~-total

General Administration

Project Total

Full—time Equivalents (FTE)

Proposed
01-Jan-93
30-Sep-93

$208,564
$1,000
$6,300
$2,000
$0

$0
$217,864
$31,726
$249,590

4.6

Fy 94

$225,000
$1,500
$6,800
$2,500
$0

$0
$235,800
$34,226
$270,026

15.8

Budget Year Proposed (FY 93 — 01 Jan thru 30 Sept) Personnel:

Position

FIELD & CORDOVA OFFICE PERSONNEL

Fisheries Bilogist |
F&W Technician Il

FRED DIVISION TAG LAB PERSONNEL

Analyst Programmer

F&W Technician Il

F&W Technician Il (perm season)
F&W Technician Il (non perm)

-
10"
1.
1

30-Dec-92

| Project Title: Coded—Wire Tag Recovery in Prince Willaim Sound Pink Salmon
Agency: .

Months
Budgeted

7.0

Project Number:

FY 95

$225,000
$1,500
$6,800
$2,500
30

$0
$235,800
$34,226
$270,026

15.8

Cost

FY 96

$225,000
$1,500
$6,800
$2,500
$0

$0
$235,800
$34,226

$270,026

15.8

$3,706
$182,997

$21,861

.ADF&G

FY 97

$225,000
$1,500
$6,800
$2,500
$0

$0
$235,800
$34,226
$270,026

15.8

Sum
FY 98 &
Beyond

$900,000
$6,000
$27,200
$10,000

30

$0
$943,200
$136,904
$1,080,104

63.3

Comment

FY 93 Only

FY 93 Only — Includes Overtime

FY 93 Only
FY 93 Only
FY 93 Only
FY 93 Only

-y

FORM 2A

PROJECT]
DETAIL




#»MEMORANDUM Siate of Alaska

FROM:

03-002

Depariment of Law

TAs

Dave Gibbons DATE: January 15, 1993 e
Interim Administrative Director k!
FILE NO.;
Restoration Team TRAT) e
TEL. NO.: 269-5274 IS

SUBJECT. Chugach Region Village

Mariculture Project and
Bivalve Shellfish
Hatchery and Research
Center Project

Craig Tillery

Assistant Attorney General

Environmental Section -- Anchorage

Alex Swiderski sy
Assistant Attorn General

Environmental Section -- Anchorage

Introduction

You have asked whether the Chugach Region Village
Mariculture Project no. 93019 ("mariculture project") and the
Bivalve Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center Project no. 93020
("bivalve project") may be funded from joint trust funds.

All projects that receive funding must satisfy certain
legal constraints imposed by the settlement agreements and
applicable statutes and regulations. Within those constraints the
Trustee Council has broad discretion to determine how to spend the
joint trust funds. The purpose of this memorandum is to determine
whether the mariculture and bivalve projects fall within these
legal constraints. It does not attempt to determine whether the
mariculture and bivalve projects, as measured against the
guidelines that have been established by the Trustee Council and
the restoration team, e.g. cost effectiveness, should go forward.
In reviewing these projects we have assumed that the assertions
made in the project description are correct. With this
understanding, it is our view that neither the mariculture nor the
bivalve projects is barred by legal constraints.

Mariculture Project

The mariculture project is intended to help the native
villages in the o0il spill area establish shellfish mariculture
projects, thereby providing a reliable uncontaminated source of
shellfish for subsistence users. Chenega Bay, Eyak and Tatitlek
have already begun development of such projects. This project
would facilitate making these projects operational. Feasibility

"I F



studies would be undertaken at Port Graham and Nanwalek (also known
as English Bay). Although the project will focus initially on the
production of oysters, a species which is not indigenous to the oil
spill affected area, potential is also cited for clam and scallop
production.

The project is expected to provide a supply of shellfish
to replace subsistence shellfish supplies injured by the oil spill
and no longer available to subsistence users. The project will
also provide shellfish for commercial sale which will eventually
provide the funds required to make the entire mariculture project
self-sufficient, in effect subsidizing the subsistence component of
the project and 1limiting the amount of Jjoint trust funds
required.

Bivalve Hatchery Project

The bivalve hatchery project initially involves a
feasibility study to determine whether it is possible to establish
a viable bivalve shellfish hatchery and research center at Seward.
The center would eventually provide the facilities and
infrastructure to study techniques to restore, replace and enhance
affected bivalve populations using shellfish hatchery and aquatic
farm-based technology. The bivalve project will be coordinated
with the mariculture project providing research support as well as
spat for the mariculture project.

Discussion

The Trustee Council must endeavor to restore and replace
or otherwise acquire the equivalent of natural resources "injured
as a result of the o0il spill and the reduced or lost services
provided by such resources." Memorandum of Agreement and Consent
Decree between the United States and the State of Alaska, entered
August 28, 1991, ("MOA") at paragraph VI. A, page 12. "Services"
have been defined as:

the physical and biological functions
performed by the resource including the human
uses of those functions. These services are
the result of the physical, chemical, or
biological quality of the resource.

43 C.F.R. Section 11.14(nn).

To decide whether to fund projects such as these on the
basis of a loss of services, the Trustee Council must first
determine that natural resources used for subsistence, commercial,
or other purposes, were injured by the spill and that the users
suffered a 1loss or reduction of services provided by these



resources. The Council must then determine if the proposed project
has a sufficient nexus to the injured resource or affected services
such that it would substantially restore or replace those services.
If the Trustee Council concludes this to be the case, then it may
legally exercise its discretion to fund the proposed project.

Here there appears to be a sufficient factual basis for
the Trustee Council to reach such a conclusion. Damage assessment
studies have recently determined that there was injury to
subsistence shellfish species, particularly clams and mussels.
Following the oil spill, subsistence users were advised by the 0il
Spill Health Task Force that they should not consume shellfish from
beaches which may have been contaminated by oil. By 1991 the
warning from the Task Force had been revised to advise subsistence
users not to consume shellfish from beaches where they could see or
smell oil on or below the surface. The 1991 warning continues in
effect today. Because of this warning Chenega Bay residents, in
particular, continue to be unable to harvest shellfish from a
substantial portion of their traditional beaches.

As proposed, the two projects together provide an
alternative source of shellfish resources for village consumption.
The projects are not a "perfect fit" because they do not replace
subsistence resources in such a way that the resources can be
gathered from their natural setting through traditional subsistence
means.' Nevertheless, by providing a similar, and in some cases
identical, food source to that lost as a result of the spill,
" providing it fresh from virtually the same location, and providing
it through the very people for whom subsistence services have been
diminished, the projects have a sufficient nexus to the lost or
diminished services to pass legal scrutiny. Whether the nexus is
sufficient to pass a policy review is a matter for the Trustee
Council's discretion.

As an adjunct to the replacement of damaged resources,
the projects should provide an economic benefit to village
residents, a group of people who were adversely impacted by the oil
spill. While this is a commendable result, it does not, absent a
more direct correlation to a lost service and to the injured
resource, provide legal justification for funding the projects.
Nevertheless, the presence of an economic side benefit is a factor

'Because natural recovery of the region's shellfish stocks has
not yet occurred and will not occur for some time, and because
there is no reasonable method for actually replacing the shellfish,
it appears that all direct restoration options have been exhausted.
Thus, the Trustee Council is legally justified in funding a project
such as this that, in part, acquires the substantial equivalent of
the injured resources and lost service.

3



which may be considered by the Trustee Council as it determines
whether to fund the projects. That is, to the extent that a
project will lead to a commercially viable operation, it will be
more likely to be self supporting in the future and will ultimately
require less funding from the joint trust fund. This in turn will
favorably impact such policy considerations as the cost/benefit
analysis.

Some argue that injuries to native economic well-being,
including the subsistence use of resources, are not injuries for
which the Trustees could have sought damages, but rather, are
private causes of action for which the Natives independently seek
damages from Exxon. Consequently, the argument goes, the Trustee
Council cannot now restore those services even though they were
lost as a result of injury to natural resources. See Memo from
Keith Goltz, Craig O'Connor and Maria Lisowski to Dave Gibbons and
the Restoration Team, "Legal Review of 1993 Projects," dated August
27, 1992. Specifically, they conclude that it would "not appear
appropriate" to use joint trust funds to restore the subsistence
lifestyle or to increase the economic well-being of native
communities.

Responding to this argument, three points must be
addressed. First, the opinion does not contradict the conclusions
reached in this memorandum with respect to the legality of using
joint trust funds to replace the lost resource as a food source.
Thus, it appears that both are in accord that the projects as
proposed pass minimal legal scrutiny and may be evaluated by the
Trustee Council to determine whether they are appropriate for
funding.

Second, these two memoranda are in agreement that these
particular projects would not be legally justified simply as a
means of improving the economic well-being of the native
communities. However, we do not believe that this result will
necessarily apply in all cases. For example, where a project is
designed to facilitate the identification of Cook Inlet salmon
stocks, thereby allowing for more precise closures and ameliorating
the adverse impact of o0il spill related overescapement of red
salmon, that project is legally acceptable, even though its primary
benefit would be the improvement of the economic well-being of the
commercial fishing community. Similarly, a project such as the
1993 proposed project #93031, that is primarily intended to replace
a decimated salmon run relied upon by commercial fishermen, thereby
mitigating their economic loss, would be legally justified on that
basis alone. The key difference between those projects and this
mariculture project is that in the fisheries projects the injured
resource which gave rise to the lost or diminished service is being
restored and the same users will benefit. In the case of the
mariculture project, that is not necessarily true.



Finally, we do not agree that a project is 1legally
impermissible where it restores a lost service for which the user
may have a private cause of action; to wit, injury to the
subsistence lifestyle. Most, if not all, of the services lost or
reduced as a result of injury to natural resources are the subject
of 1litigation by various user groups. For example, sport,
commercial and subsistence fishermen are all pursuing claims based
upon injuries to fisheries. Recreational users and commercial tour
operators have pursued claims for lost or reduced services based
upon injuries to a wide array of natural resources injured by the
oil spill. Environmentalists have claimed damages based upon wide
ranging injuries to the ecosystem and as the result of reduced
passive use by all United States citizens. To forbid restoration
of these services would virtually prevent any restoration of
services, a result which is contrary to the plain language and
intent of the MOA.

Nor is there anything peculiar about the 1loss of
subsistence services that requires it to be treated differently
than commercial, recreation or other services. The Consent Decree
between the Native Villages and the United States and the State of
Alaska executed in September 1991, while reserving "private harms"
for recovery by the injured natives, placed no restriction on
restoration of injured resources or services. There 1is no
suggestion in the Consent Decree that the parties intended to limit
the ability of the Trustee Council to restore subsistence
resources. ‘

Conclusion
The proposed mariculture projects are not barred as a

matter of law. Whether they should be funded is a policy decision
within the broad discretion of the Trustee Council.
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PURPOSE - Use resources available within the Prince William Sound region to effect oil
spill restoration
ORGANIZATION PROPOSAL

Approval of funding by Trustee Council

Designation of Department of the Interior as lead agency by Trustee Council

Development of CRMA project scope of work in resource identification/invéntory
by Department of the Interior

Establishment of community contacts to locate relevant services, skills, facilities,
vessels equipment and other resources within the Prince William Sound region by
Department of the Interior

Coordination of individual 1993 Work Plan project work scopes and resource
requirements by Restoration Team and Department of the Interior

Provision of detailed inventory and resource contacts to Principal Investigators
involved with each restoration project within the Chugach region

Maintenance and expansion of resource inventory by Department of the interior
BENEFITS

*Reduce impact of restoration effort by using locally available resources

*Lower restoration cost due to reduced mobilization and positioning expenses

*Employ proven resident field personnel in the Prince William Sound region



EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Number:

Project Title: Chugach Resource Management Agency
Project Category: implementation Planning and Management Action
Project Type:

Lead Agency:

Cooperating Agencies: U. S. Forest Service, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Park
Service, Alaska Departments of Law, Natural Resources, Fish and
Game and Environmental Conservation

Project term: Feb. 1, 1993-Dec. 31, 2001 (Balance of restoration effort)

INTRODUCTION

A. Background on the Resource/Service and Summary of injury

The natural resources and associated services of the Chugach region have experienced

significant injury as a result of the EXXON VALDEZ oil spill. The extent of injury is still under

investigation. Various proposals for restoration have been proposed and funded which anticipate

positive impacts on the affected resources and services.

The process of restoration of resources and services in the oil spill area has been and will

continue to be a major effort resulting in significant additional impacts on the resources and

services of the region. The impacts can be minimized and the benefits to the region resuiting
- from restoration activities enhanced if the agencies engaged in project management utilize to the

maximum extent possibie resources available within the oil spill area and particularly within the

Chugach region.

The full inventory of impacted resources and services within the Chugach region will be
addressed in the course of this project as specific restoration projects are initiated and executed.

B. Location

The organization formed to provide resource management services to the restoration projects wiil
operate primarily within the Chugach Region but will be available to provide services in other oil
spill impact areas or in other locations where restoration projects are proposed.

WHAT

A. Goal

The goal of this project is to optimize the efficiency of the restoration projects and minimize their



Project Number:

physical impacts by using local resources in performance of project tasks.

B. Objectives

1. Reduce the physical impact of restoration projects by utilizing locaily available human
resources, facilities, equipment and services in conducting restoration projects.

2. Derive greater financial benefit from restoration funds by utilizing resources available within
the region, eliminating distant acquisition and transportation.

3. Coordinate assignment of local resources in order to optimize use of services in the field
without redundancy or unnecessary impact due to duplicative logistics or personnel movements.-

4. Acquaint residents of the heavily oiled areas of the Chugach region with the techniques
of oil spill restoration to insure the availability of a trained workforce for future years’ restoration
efforts.

5. In the remaining years of the restoration effort familiarize residents of the region with
sensitive areas and resources..

6. Heighten the awareness of Chugach region residents to the signs of and steps to follow
in the event of future oil injury discovery or in the event of future spills.

7. In instances where restoration projects address sensitive subjects of cultural importance
to the Chugach people, confine knowledge of and exposure to sensitive issues and materials to
those people whose very culture was disrupted by the spill and cleanup.

WHY
A. Benefit to injured Resources/Services

Utilization of the Chugach Resource Management Agency will generate benefit to injured
resources and services by increasing the efficiency of service delivery in the area of each
restoration project within the region. This efficiency will be experienced on all projects in cost
savings, reduced logistics and manpower transportation time and in use of local knowledge.

B. Relationship to Restoration Goals

Individuali projects which fulfill restoration goals will be aided in that effort by resource optimization
as a result of using the Chugach Resource Management Agency. To the extent that the
individual projects fulfill restoration goals, incremental goal fulfillment advances will be achieved.
Minimizing the impact of the individual restoration projects will be the resuit of using locally
available human resources and equipment.



Project Number:

HOW
A. Methodology
This project will be impiemented by the Department of the Interior, Office of the Secretary, on

behalf of the agencies supporting the oil spill restoration effort. The following sequence of events
describes the key elements of the resource management effort:

1. Contact other state and federal agencies serving as lead agency for restoration projects
within the Chugach region. .

2. Jointly define project requirements in terms of locally available resources or
subcontractors.

3. Form the Chugach Resource Management Agency team which shall be composed of
specialists who are experts on locally available resources in each village and throughout the
Chugach region.

4, Prepare a detailed inventory of the available resources in each community with respect

to manpower, contract services, technical expertise, equipment and other matters of interest to
the state and federal agencies.

5. Serve as a regional resource clearinghouse in aiding lead agencies in arrangements for
services in the restoration project areas.

6. Develop new restoration project proposals for the Chugach region.

7. Contract separately for training, management and other specialized services with state and
federal agencies seeking contractors to conduct restoration activities in the region.

B. Coordination with other efforts

Coordination with other restoration efforts is a key objective of the Chugach Resource
Management Agency. Coordinated assignment of manpower, services, equipment and related
logistics will minimize cost to the lead agencies and to the restoration effort overall.

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE

Environmental compliance is addressed in each project summary.



Project Number:

WHEN
Chugach Resource Management Agency Schedule
STEP || DESCRIPTION BEGIN DATE FINISH DATE
NO.

1 Contact state and federal lead agencies 1 Feb. 1993 1 May 1993
to gain full understanding of proposed
restoration projects

2 Form CRMA team 15 Feb. 1993 1 April 1993

3 Prepare detailed project requirements in 10 Mar. 1992 1 June 1993
terms of potentially iocal resources

4 Prepare detailed resource inventory for 1 Feb. 1993 1 July 1993
each village and for the region

5 Aid lead agencies in identifying firms and | 2 April 1993 1 Aug.1993
individuals to provide contract services

6 In concert with the CRMA team, develop | 2 April 1993 30 Oct. 1993
new restoration project proposals for the
Chugach region

7 Contract for training, management and 1 July 1993 31 Dec 1993
other specialized services with state and
federal agencies

Note: Steps, descriptions, begin and finish dates apply to 1993 work plan projects

only.

BUDGET

The budget for the Chugach Resource Management Agency is estimated at $514,050 prior to

any contracts for direct service delivery to agencies or projects. Additional sums wouid be
due the CRMA if specific project services were contracted by state or federal agencies.

Personnel
Travel

Contractual

Equipment
Subtotal

General

administration (15%)

Project total $

$ 213,000
77,000
63,000
94,000
$ 447,000

67,050

514,050







NECEIVE

MOTION REGARDING 1993 FIELD WORK AND THE ACCEPTANC 'OF INTERIM OR [

FINAL REPORTS

JAN 2 1 1993

The Chief Scientist sent a memorandum dated January -QN q%%%zt@l&:rﬁ@
Restoration Team in which he expressed concerns. e 1 AGUNGHe

quality of the draft final reports that are being submitted:for:c

peer review.

I understand that the Chief Scientist spoke to the Restoration Team
about those concerns on January 11, and that a memorandum is being
prepared from Dave Gibbons to the Restoration Team regarding this
issue. The Restoration Team will be notifying all principal
investigators to remind them that:

(1) internal agency review of a draft final report must be
completed prior to submitting the draft final report to
the Chief Scientist for peer review;

(2) peer reviewer comments must be taken into account in a

revised draft final report that is re-submitted to the -

Chief Scientist;

(3) the Chief Scientist is responsible for indicating when a
draft final report is ready to be finalized;

(4) the continuation of work in the same subject area in 1993
is contingent upon satisfactory progress toward the
completion of a credible final report.

The Department of the Interior does not believe the Trustee Council

should fund projects based on preliminary findings that have not
been peer reviewed.

Therefore, I move that:

* For projects in the final 1993 Work Plan that continue
work conducted in the same subject area in previous
years, no field work shall be conducted until two
criteria have been met: (1) the previous work has been
reported on in either an interim or final report that has
been accepted by the Chief Scientist; and (2) the results
of the previous work justifies spending additional funds
according to the Chief Scientist.

* Field work for Project 93045 (Surveys to Monitor Marine
Bird and Sea Otter Population in Prince William Sound
during Summer and Winter)--which was approved by the
Trustee Council on December 11, 1992--be contingent upon
the Chief Scientist’ determination that satisfactory
progress has been made toward the completion of a
credible interim or final report. Field work for this

1
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1'pf6ject is scheduled to begin on March 1, 1993.

' “fhe Restoration Team and Chief Scientist develop a
strategy for implementing this motion.
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U.S. Department of the Interior

EVOS 1993 Work Program Evaluation Summary

March 1, 1993 - September 30, 1993

Project Project Title R.T. Chief P.A.G. | Compliance NEPA Time Proposed |Other & Comments
Number Vote {1} | Scientist (2}] Vote (3) | wi/C.D.{4) ] Compliance {5} }Critical (6}] DOI Pes. (7}
93002 |Socksye Salmon Overescapsment 51 2 450 yes cE yes no 1Problems with red salmon not directly related to EVOS; other contributing factors.
93003]Salmon Egg Pre-emergent Fry Survival 6,0 2 uc yes CE yes yes EVOS-related injury to pink salmon eggs and larvae; need additional information
on injury.
93004 )Genetic, Doc., Enumeration..Pink Salmen 5,1 E 83,2 yes CE no no No population level injury to pink salmon; problems with wild stocks related to
hatchery fish.
93005]Cultural Resource Information 6,0 S ue yes CE 1o no Not time critical; reconsider when Restoration Plan is final.
93006]Site Specific Archeological Restoration * 6,0 2 uc yes EA yes yes Vandalism and erosion occurring at EVOS-injured archeological sites.
93007]Archeological Site Stewardship 8,0 S ue yes CE yes yes Will help prevent additional vandalism at EV0S-injured archeological sites
Jand other archeological sites in the EV0S area.
93008 Archeslogical Site Patrol & Monitoring 6,0 S ue yes Ct yes yes Will help prevent additional vandalism at EVOS-injured archeological sites
and other archeological sites in the EVOS area.
93009]Public Information Education & Interpretation 51 S Uc yes CE no ne INot time critical; ;econsider when Restoration Plan is final.
93011} Hvst. Guide. to Aid. Rest. of R.Otters/ Hign. Dk. 51 3 8,31 yes CE ne no [Few river otters or harlequin ducks harvested.
93012|Genetic Stk. Id. of Kenai R. Sockeye Salmon 5,1 2 uc yes CE no no Problems with red salmon not directly related to EVOS; other contributing factors.
93015]Kenai River Seckeye Salmon Restoration 5,1 2 uc yes CE yes no Same comment as 93012 above.

*Restoration implementation project. Restoration Implementation-Those activities or pr

although these activities may be prerequiste to implementation of a program or project.

1. Restoration Team vote: 5,1 (5 votes for, 1 vote against)
2. Chief Scientist's Rating System (1, 2, 3, 4, E, and S), see page 6.
3. Vote - For, Against, Abstain; UC - Unanimous Consent; UF -~ Failed by unanimous vote; F — Failed.
4. Yes — Complies with Court Decree and Memorandum of Agreement; No —~ Does not comply; direct linkage
to injuries caused by the Spill is not yet established.
5. CE - Categorical Exclusion; EA — Environmental Assessment; EIS — Environmental Impact Statement.
6. Yes or No.
7. Yes or no.

Page 1

ojects which result in the direct restoration of resources or services. This does not include data collection, studies and monitoring




January 15, 1893

EVOS 1993 Work Program Evaluation Summary

March1, 1993 - September 30, 1593 -
Project Project Title R.T. Chief P.A.G. | Compliance NEPA Time | Proposed |Other & Comments
Number’ Vote Scientist Vote w/C.D. Compliance { Critical | DOl Pos.

83016]Chenega Bay Chinook and Silver Salmon 51 S uc yes no no no  |0oas not meet restoration criteria-not time critical; reconsider when Restoration

Plan is final.
93017 |Subistence Food Safety Survey & Testing 6,0 § uc yes CE yes yes  [Need to address additional concerns about subsistencs foods.
93018]Enhanced Mgt. for Cutthroat/Dolly in PWS b1 3 uc yes CE no no  [Ne gopulation level injury; not time critical,
93022{Murre Dec./Playhack Faclty/Colony Monitor. 6,0 2 UF yes GE yes yes  [Murres were the most injured species; populations in some celonies have not

. recovered.
93024 Restoration of Coghill Lake Sockeye Salmon b1 E uc yes o o fno Does not mest restoration criteria--not time critical; reconsider when Restoration
JPlan is final.

93025 ]Montague istand Chum Salmon Restoration 51 E uc yes CE ne no Not time critical ; reconsider when Restoration Plan is final.
93028]Restoration of Wetlands b1 E F yes CE no no Not time critical; questionable link to injured resources; reconsider when

Restaration Plan is final.
93029}PWS Second Growth Management 5,1 E 55,1 yes CE no no Not time critical; questionable link to injured resources; reconsider when

Raestoration Plan is final.
93030]Red Lake Restoration ® 5,1 2 uc yes o no no Does not meet restoration criteria-problems with red salmon not directly linked to EVOS.
93031}Red Lake Mitigation 5,1 s 10,1,2 yes ne no no  |Does not meet restoration criteria--problems with red salmon not directly linked to EVOS.
83032]Cold Creek Pink Salmon Restoration * 5,1 E 12,1 yes no no no Does not meet restoration criteria-no population level injury to pink salmen; not time critical.
93033|Harlequin Duck Restoratien Monitaring 8.0 2 uc yes CE yes yes  JHarlequin ducks serve as an indicator species to examine additional injury

. occurring from contaminated intertidal areas.

93034 )Pigeon Guillemot Recovery b1 3 uc yes CE yes yes  linjured species; need information about habitats for potential habitat protection.

* Restoration implementation project.

Page 2



EVOS 1993 Work Program Evaluation Summary -
March 1, 1983 - September 30, 1993

January 15, 1983

Project Project Titls R.T. Chief P.A.G. | Compliance NEPA Time } Proposed J0ther & Comments
Number Vote Scientist Vote w/C.D, Compliance | Critical | DOI Pos.

93035]BIk. Oystercatcher/oiled mussels beds 60 | 3 uc yes CE yes yes 1Black oystercatchers serve as an indicator species to examina additional injury
accurring from contaminated intertidal areas.

93036]0iled Mussel Beds 6,0 2 uc yes CE yes yes  }Need to continue examination of contamination of oiled mussel beds, which
serve as a food source for several injured species and subsistence users.

93038]Shoreline Assessment * 6,0 2 uc yes no yes yes  IMeets restoration criteria-need to conduct additional cleanup of oil, including oiled mussel
beds and subsistence use areas. .

93039{Herring Bay Experimental & Monitoring 6,0 2 uc yes CE yes yes  {Need to continue decumenting the recovery of the intertidal area, which was the

: the most injured part of the ecosystem.

93041{Comprehensive Monitoring 6,0 2 84,1 yes CE yes yes  |Critical for development of the Restoration Plan.

93042|Killer Whale Recovery 427V E Tuc yes CE yes yes  |Documented loss of Killer Whales in AB pod.

93043|Sea Otter Demographics & Habitat 5,1 3 8,5 yes CE yes yes  [Need to moniter sea otter recovery and evidence of continued injury; need informatien
on important habitat areas for potential habitat protection.

33045 ]{Marine Bird - Sea Otter Surveys 8,0 2 yes CE yes yes ‘Pmiect was approved for funding at the 12/11/82 Trustee Council meeting.

93046]Hahitat Use, Behavior & Monit.- Harbor Seals 6.0 3 uc yes CE yes yes  [Need to continue monitoring harbor seal recovery; need to characterize important habitat
areas for potential habitat protection.

93047]Subtidal Monitoering 8,0 2 HIN yes CE yes yes  [Naed to continus monitoring the recovery of the subtidal habitats.

93051]}Habitat Prot.-Stream Habitat Assment.-Murrelets 6,0 3 94 yes CE yes yes  |Project provides information important for poetential acquisition of habitat.

93053 |Hydrocarbons Database 6,0 2 uc yes CE yes yes  [Provides technical support necessary for analyzing data collected in other studies.

93057{Damage Assessment GIS 6,0 2 uc yes CE yes yes  |Provides technical support necessary for completing damage assessments studies.

* Restoration implementation project.
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EVOS 1993 Work Program Evaluation Summary
March 1, 1393 - September 30, 1993

January 15, 1983

Project Project Title R.T. Chiaf P.A.G. | Compliance NEPA Time { Proposed JOther & Comments
Number Vote Scientist Vote wiC.D. Compliance | Critical | DOI Pos.
83061New Data Aquisition 6,0 2 11.2 yes CE yes no Need to sea what data will be collected; this information was to be provided to
Trustee Gouncil by January 1, 1893,
93062 {Restoration GIS 6,0 2 uc yes CE yes ne Need to sea detailed work plan from GIS Work Group to ensure that proper
oversite will accur,
83063]Anadromous Stream Survey 6,0 E uc yes CE yes yes  |Need to retreive equipment; need additional data evaulation for potential
habitat protection.
93064 }imminent Threat - Hahitat protection * 6.0 2 10,1,2 yes CE yes yes  |lmportant to set aside funds for potential imminent threat actions.
Projects Not Recommended by Restoration Team
93010{Reduce Distrurbance to Murre Galonies 33 2 0,13 yes GE yes yes  |Breeding success of murres continues te be poor. Chief Scientist believes this project
may reduce further injury to murres.
93014{Coded Wire Tag Quality Assurance 33 E 0,13 yes CE no no Unrelated to the recovery of injured resources.
93013]Chugach Region Village Mariculture Project 0,6 4 84 no CE no no Not in compliance with Settlement; not time critical; no direct link to EVOS injuries.
93020)Bivalve Shellfish Hatchery & Research Cntr. 33 4 H N no CE no no Tﬁlat in compliance with Settlement; not time critical; no direct link to EVOS injuries.
93026}Fort Richardson Waste Water Pipeline 33 S 9.4 no no no Does not meet restoration criteria--no direct link to EVOS injury.
93050]Update Infn. on EVOS Affected Resources 33 2 yes CE no no Not time critical; redundant with il Spill Public Information Center responsibilities.
93052]identification of Bald Eagle Habitat 06 4 3,8 yes CE no no JNo population level impact on bald eagles.

* Restoration implementation project.
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January 15, 1593

ADDITIONAL PAG CONSIDERED EVOS PROJECTS -
EVOS 1993 Work Program Evaluation Summary

March 1, 1993 - September 30, 1993

Project Project Title R.T. Chief P.A.G. | Compliance NEPA Time | Proposed |Other & Comments
Number Vote Scientist Vota wiC.D. Compliance | Critical | DOl Pos.
Chugach Resource Management Agency 19,2 no noe no [aas not meet restoration criteria-not time critical; reconsider when Restoration
Plan is final.
Fisheries Industrial Technelogy Center 74.1 no ne ne [ees not meet restoration criteria--not time critical; reconsider when Restoration
Plan is final,
PWS Pink Salmon Coded Wire Tag Project 8,3 no no no Does not meet restoration criteria--no population level injury to pink salmon,
Recovery of Coded Wire Tag for PWS Chum, 10,1 no ng ne Does not meet restoration criteria--no link to injury; no EVOS studies placed coded
Sockeye and Chinook Salmon. wire tags on these species in Prince William Sound.
ﬂPWS Herring Damage Assessment uc no ne ne Does not meet restoration criteria-not time ciritical.
Kodiak Museum Project uc no no ne Does not meet restoration criteria-not time critcal; reconsider when Restoration
Plan is final.

This list of projacts has not heen distributed for public review & commant,
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CHIEF SCIENTIST'S RATING SYSTEM

Contributes directly to the restoration of injured species with a high probability of success.
May help in restoration of the injured species through management actions, provides a better
understanding of the nature of the injury, is a restoration feasibility study or documents the
course of recovery.

Project has a low probability of contributing to recovery.

Project is inappropriate for a restoration program as it will not contribute to recovery of
injured resources.

The project may enhance natural resources, but is unrelated to recovery of injured resources.

Special Consideration. 1In several cases he thought it was inappropriate for him to score projects
that did not deal with damage to natural resources (e.g., damage to recreation).
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January 14, 1992

Ronald V. Dellums (chair) | : //
District of Columbia :
Municipal Affairs of Public Libraries

Re: Municipality of Anchorage, Alaska Public Libraries

The U.S. Congress wrote and passed the Alaska Statehood Act in 1958.

Alaska's first Governor, William A. Eagan (D) whc_) delib.erately went against New York Life and
became our first "freeboater," and ordered shots fired across the bow of the contractéd Japanese
fishing bdatsi that had been seen laying nets completely closing the entrance to rivers to entrap
the returniné salmon. Before this, adherence to a one million acre land trUst‘was created by
congress in 1956, to fund mental health progréms in Alaska. Our resources were considered
high risk, (although in abundance) of which gave us a credit raﬁng of zero and a "callable note.”
This instrument used fo dismantle our “at liberty" of individuality, by maéter criminals. This séts
up the most difficult challenge for posterity of We the People, in Alaska, or anywhere else for that
matter. You see, the root of all key transportation systems "must" be a common carrier avai-lable
" to alll By this time, we had no common carrier, we had credit with interest applied "before"
purchase. If we were to borrow, to "invent" more posterity or, market the new, the trahsfer of our
posterity of our "at liberty" and likewise "péopleking" would be alienated by raw material carteis!!!

So our representative government’'s commit illegal acts through legislation such as, divorcing our
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AUG .10 1982 Charles McKee

7800 East Debarr, # 63
Anchorage, Alaska 99504

INTHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA

Charles E. McKee«st-al., PEOPLE-
KING, CLASS SUITE TEST SUIT (QUASI-
CRIMINAL), o

QUI TAM PRO DOMINO REGE ET SEQUITOR
PRO SE IPSE
People King(s)

Plaintiffs,.- CLASS SUIT, TEST SUIT, (QUASI-CRIMINAL)

Vs, Case No. AS0-0061 MISC
STATE OF ALASKA, EXECUTIVE BRANCH,
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH, JUDICIAL
BRANCH, STATE DEPARTMENT(S),
BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS etal,
1TO100 PP R

. Defendants
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Motion and Order
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)
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COMPLAINT

Municipality of Anchorage, Alaska Public Libraries

The U.S. Congress wrote and passed the Alaska Statehood Act in 1958,

Alaska's first Goyérnor. Wll_liam A. Eagan (D) who deliberately went against New York Life and
became our first "freeboater," and ordered shots fired across the bow of the contracted Japanese
fishing boéts, that‘had been seen laying nets completely closing the entrance to rivers to entrap
the returning salmon. Before this, adherence to a one million acre land trust was created by
congress in 1956, to fund mental health programs in Alaska. Our resources were considered
high risk, (although in abundance) of which gave us a credit rating of zero and a "callable note."
This instrument used to dismantle our "at liberty* of individuality, by 'master_crim.inals. This sets
up the most difficult challenge for posterity of We the People, in Alaska, or #nywhere else for that
matter. You see, the root of all key transportation systems 'must" be a common carrier available
to alll By this time, we had no commor; carrier, we had credit with interest applied "before"
purchase. Is we were to borrow, to "invent" more posterity or, market the new,'the transfer of our
posterity of our “at liberty" and likewise "peopleking” would be alienated by .r\aw material cartels!!|

So our representative government’s commit illegal acts through legislation such as, divorcing our
1 .
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transfer of posterity away from the original Seal of the Treasury of North America where five-
pointed stars on the chevron replace the six-pointed star (of David 13 in all) removed the lover's
knot and flowers pius blasphemed the United States and its posterity of We the People on, the
$100 dollar. United States Note, series of 1966, also note the change in how the scale of justice

is supported from beiow rather than from above?

Questioning apparent facts of design change, combined with the expressed obligation of the
government and the two signatures, "it notarizes" the contract (see Chief Justice John Marshall
affirmér:r'::r:'r;imfihat_ the national author'rty is limited from impairing the obligation of contracts). The
Treasury Seal, one "\rfouid séy, is the final stamp of approval that ensures the legality of our
currency/contract. The use of symbols by the way is, the oldest educational sequence of our
posterity known; so why change? The economic symbols of our reason for being. The utmost
educational system of symbols representing Christian character from which our government was
formed. -Quite deceitful, | must-say,in the use Aof proxies to substitute a Nation.

My primary impetus is to eliminate this paradox; that being some in positions of "rank" authority
(meaning not obeying) are refusing to recognize my/our historical need for a free expression of

one's shield; bearing designs symbolic of a people and their people of posterity manifesting
"

PR

individual, family and nation. Thereby not being taken in gpért or whole to prurient interest.

This endeavor to cause inequality through belief an qu ent pment is clearly intentional.

o %
s,
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The use of posrtron public and private, employment andl‘p %
B
biding under duress through mental and/or economic entrapm ', suchasitis, is embarrassing!!

nt of those who will do their

it is cha!lengmg to wisely spare for justice and protect the economy at the same trm}&/

|
i j;"
F
<
&

It can be done considering, that this is not a negotiable indictment.
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The flurry of environmental protest is placing this agenda before you. Think of it as a
environmental filibuster if you wish, thereby negating all but Lord God Jehovah's Day! Ironically
another hazard" of living among employed peopge paid by paper persons (meaning incorporated.
businesses) is getting introduced to the systematic efforts to affect morals, loyalty etc. especially
by large international banks. They call this psychological warfare. Stat:st:cs show because of thxs
heathenish weapon, "unchecked," brings about the loss of sole propnetorsmp, over time and has
attnbuted to the fastest growing mental illness in America today, "Schczophren:a" (and not

unfounded).

That is why our roots as a nation go back to the original Seal of the Treasury of North America,
why it was designed before the Articles of Confederation with no record of report, to the

committee, on the design or creator of the design. -~ -~

These people knew beforehand about moneys rule;-and political and/or religious ideological

powers to ‘;sharg!y" divide man from "being of kindness!"

The U.S. Treasury tried three different times to get back our common carrier in 1928, 1953 and

1963 which some would say was a grueling battle, that involved

1) Time management (insurance), 2) Interest rate of paper "banklng“ (hoﬂo) 3) War “civil?" (armed
conflict in the streets) and 4) Assassination(s) (of Presui!eknts) to name but a few. Then transfer
the common gold reserve of “mterchangeablhty' to the World Bank (carteling) by way of a bill
authonzmg U S. parttcxpataon in the international “paper gold” plan,'sig‘ned by President Johnson

June_ 19, 1968.

The Original Seal of the reasury of North America
3



Thereby trying to justify discontinuing the original seal of the Treasury, why the committee
“foreordained"” its creation outside the powers of political authority, having prior formal knowledge
(exact science) between reinsurance (outside th_e legai authority) local insurance, banking and the
nature of corporate association with council(s) of community's and the dual role, a secretary-
treasurer to maintain a reserve in gold certificates against deposit 'liabiﬁties, the change to
eliminate that requirement passed congress March 3, 1965.
OTION

Which brings me to my educational re{\q/lisition, | Charles E. McKee by right of pbsterity andin the
act of taking, to amplify The Original Seal of the Treasury of North America. By way of the Bill of
Rights among them the ninth amendment and conveyance by way of resolution approving the
use of force (see eminent domain) by any American nation to prevent a communist takeover,
passea by U.S. House of Repreéentative, Se;ﬁtember 20, 1965 by vote of 312-52. Oh, by the way,
did you know,-the preamble to the constitution-of the World Health Organization, chartered in
1948, defines health as a state of complete physical, i'nental, and socialwell-being'and not merely

the absence of disease or infirmity. - -~ - : e

The Seal of the Treasury wés created through the inspiration of study wifhin a study of liberty

hence, the library an instrument of trust conveyance.

The base for this is the foundation, not only for our national government, but the libraries as welfl,
hence oﬁr local Z. J. Loussac (Liberty) Library Foundation. What were they constituted to
convey? To maintain a reduction of social inequalities perhaps! They gained pro:ﬁinence only
in this century, it started in Europe, due to the aftermath of industrialization (warfare) urbanization

(banking). Confronted by the contrast of poverty amidst plenty they were pioneered.



Clearly the easiest institution founded to be subject to tarnishment, using the four previously

stated, is the educated vote.

‘Now reflecting for a moment to the point of history where the inspiration is clear, to all who would

please read, to is ultima.

We the people of the United States in order to form a more perfect union, establish justice ensure
domestic tranquility, provide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure
the blessing of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and estabiish this Constitution for

‘ the United States of America.

“Why fragment what is already whole, with "interest" that sounds suspiciously “inflationary!"

3AsA have written, it is ‘chellenging to wisely spare for justice and protect the economy at the same

time! it can be done. "

Now there is a common word denominator between the Bill of Rights and the Postal System
(even though the latter was enacted the former established) “Issue* (to bring forth) our, posterity

as freeman.

Concepts that identify the values pursued by government; freedom, order, and equality.

The word omniscient is the common denominator to the Original Seal of the Treasury of North
America, a “Republic’ Benjamin Franklin “replied” when asked what sort of government the new

nation would have “if you can keep it." a Republic! (Not Corporate Cartels under Federalism rule)



for he well knew the implication of the private swearings and other acts that 'impeach* the
Repubiic for which it stands that being the omniscient counsel of Lord God Jehovah! The word

freeman” denotes vaiues pursued by every man jack/everyone!

The implication of the private Oligarchy (The federalist few) debasiﬁg itself to the point of
anarchism (Cartels, a New World Order) lowering down through democracy. The ancient Greeks
wére afraid of democracy, being evident of the infittration, by qné or more 'blood oath taking
ideologies, who appeals to, and deceives the masses by manipulating their emotions and

prejudices.

Having beforehand manipulated the politician(s) to ceremonial swearing (that's why they changed

the seal, so when you take the oath of office) you have been deceived!

That fear is evident in the term (from the Greeks) demagoguery!

/

discontinued use of the organizational separation of powers and checks and batances, over

or what purpose one needs to know is, the objective. - Technically speaking, Anarchism. the

stepping the legitimate police powers given the national government, one of which is In

apportioning, representatives in the House, the population of each state was to be determined
o — \

by adding “the whole number of free persons, so as “not to be caricaturing" us with numbered

chattel, through a census (see actuaries) hollo!

it is not the national government that is doing this. The federal reserve system of government,
that includes both national and state political maneuvering, shrouded in mythology and

sometimes in confiict, part of, psychological warfare. (See Marbury v. Madison 1 Cranch 137



(1803) judicial power to invalidate an act(s) of Congress) So | enter my proof a copy of a State
of Alaska Treasury Warrant and with it copies of a U.S. Note a common carrier without the original
seal of the treasury/a Federal Reserve Corporate Note credit with interest applied before

purchase, and my Alaska Permanent Fund Dividend application for 1991.

Now theré are many illegal acts all prejudicial, for instances if, | Charles Edison McKee see the
need, which | do, to file a class action law suit, and the need being to, assemblé plaintiffs as such,
"The whole number of free persons" from the Preamble of We the people do ordain, the
_continuity of “thesis" (to be maintained against objection) technically speaking wouldn't that be
only the members of congress or those people outside of the census! what of the Alaska Mental

Health Trust and the needs of the currency/consumers trust.

The Municipality of Anchorage put to a public vote the proposed sale of the municipally ownea
A.T.U. (Anchorage Telephone Utility). Why; \;;ell t;;nuch bound debt, with interest. Now on the
ballet for the proposed sale of AT.U. was an aherr;ative, if you want to éall it that, not to sale, (the
offerings were $450,000,000 and $500,000,000 municipally bond debt, with interest $50,000,000)

but to create an "authority," the authority was approved.

. -

The Muriicipality of Anchorage is a first-class city, because of that “rating" it legally has to provide

utilities, schools, land-use planes and the collection of taxes period!

| for one, knowing that the State of Alaska had to deal with the Alaska Supreme Court ruling in
1985, ordering that the Alaska Mental Heérth Trust be recreated " as nearly as possible” to the
original trust, didn't want to add my vote to this, but wanting to vote, the educated way and

couldn’t.



i

The ruling went on to say that the 1978 "legislation” dissolving the trust was in fact illegal. ltis as

if “the private people in "authority" are not in conveyance with their public “oath" of office!

The linkage here with respect to all parties, is the public trust conveyance, closer to home, the
State of Alaska conveyed land to the Municipality of Anchorage, "from‘; this land trust, some of
which A.T.U. uses to provide service to the beneficiaries. (Personal commentary), nothing like
being led into moral condem “nation!” (time management) This generalization of defrauding the

public moral right of authority, has to stop!

What is it that | need, “personal equality” towards me "not‘ any more, “inequality" defrauding me
through the use of Postal Service in the U.S. system of conveyance. In this case pre-sorted first
class mail from the State of Alaska, Departm'ent of Administration, Division of Finance Box C,
Juneau, Alaska 99811, manled tome November 15, 1991, Juneau Alaska. Th|s |sn't the first time,
involving the Postal Service'in the servnce of defraudung ‘me of my rlghts “but " the first directly
relating to “currency conveyance," do you see the hnkage between my long dlssertatlon, and the -
continued need to use all educational' sequences to“ensure maintenance" ef A“Iegal history* that

is, by the way, obligatory on the part of every man jack, and anything‘ else to this end is

obstructive to historical truth!

In summary, ‘The fruitage of the spirit is love, joy, peace, long-suffering, kindness, goodness,
faith, mildness, self-control! Againet sueh things there is no law." Galatians 5:22.23. | have been
asking, in etherways by man's law, but first and foremost te Jehovah though Chrisi Jesus but,
always |, encounter obstructions to have my need fulfilled. What is even more pathetic is my
needs along with the needs of the beneficiaries are judged not by divine and/or human standards

but by obstructive means imposed in many ways by the people who have the gold, “oh,” my



assembled plaintiffs "ya“ right. As the fifth amendment comes to mind and the need to extradite,

did | say pathetic!

ORDER

Now there is more than enough gold within the Turnagain Arm to "entrust’ the common

carrier/currency of this nation. My plan for extraction will be conducted in a confederated manner

just previously stated. There is this matter of conveyance, the need of payment for, local

municipal bond debt yours as well, but first. The total amount otfered for the purchase of A.T.U.
out of which the monies need to extinguish the bond indebtedness will be extracted having the
full amount being first transferred through the Z.J. Loussac Foundation the eccouhting of which
will also be transferred to A.T.U. and its accounting department.
ORDER

Full and complete title (legal rights) to substratum(s) and all things therein and upon the surface
of the Turnagain Arm, Kmk Arm, upper and lower Cooi( inlet, a parcel that is owned by the U.S.
Small Business Admlnistration and one owned prevuousiy by them wrth the same legal rights as
before stated. The “emphatlc need to merge all the- legal rlghts that l have put forth is only
secondhand to the proof that | have submitted which impacted me directly. The monies for the
purchase of A.T.U. in the immediate will come from the State of Alaska, heing accredit to my
educational examination. In speaking to the psychologist, this is, has been, a complex maneuver
to profit while harassing people, and as a state(s) is corrupted the bad laws muttiply, the
legislative government takes all the, shall we say “heat" and the worst sort of tyranny, “our"
dismissal of faith of same, by our own act, hence misdiagnosed Schizophrenia, cosmetically

affective, and because its just that, quite frankly, shelters tyranny!

Tyranny in the past has sought out sovereignty sanctuaries for the free man, to infiltrate with their

forsworn souls, our founding fathers knew this so they fortified the individual with their posterity



by all that is written, my proof of indictment, the foreordained seal, separation of powers, checks
and balances and by adding the whole number of free persons (like me) to be fully educated in

such matters by the free and convenient accessibility to legal history, hence, public library.

Chaonkee E. NEee

Sincerely, |
ne (10 1777
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REFERENCE BOOKS

The Challenge of Democracy Government in America by Jandsa, Berry, Goiman

When Governors Convene

The Governors Conference and National Politics by Glenn E. Brooks

State Papers and Public Addresses

Akey L. Patteson Twenty-Third Governor of West Virginia 1949 - 1953

Paper Money of the United States by Robert Friedberg page 7

Covering the Courts by Curtis D. MacDougall PH.D. Prentice-Hall, Inc. 1946

Britannica Book of the Year 1975 pages 180, 592, 341, 349 and Drug Abuse, page 242
Chronology of Events pages 51-64 of the years 1966, 1967, 1968 and 1969.

. Morals and Dogma of the ancient and Accepted Scottish Rite of Freemasonry prepared for the
Supreme Council of the Thirty-third Degree Charleston A.:M.: 5641

Holy Bible King James

~ To best understand the present (November 1981) world
crisis, it is necessary to turn history back for almost a

century, back to when Edison invented the electric lamp .

and the direct current generator. J. P. Morgan, Sr., the

economic power structure giant, was the first.to act upon..
/ the realization that: whoever developed, manufactured,

installed, and controlled the physical-energy generators
and the metered-energy distribution and cut-off system
could and would control the national economies into
which they were physically introduced. The air we breath
was everywhere so plentiful that its availability could not
readily be monopolized. There were too many ponds,
lakes, rivers, brooks, and wells to make the metered water-
supply systems a generally monopolizable business.

When Alexander Graham Bell invented the telephone,
it had to compete with the post-office conducted mail and
required far greater numbers of employees. Morgan saw
that the copper mines and the electric equipment manu-
factured from copper as well as all the power-generating
companies involved the least labor participation and the
then maximally profitable business.

All of the foregoing required the availability and con-

*See Critical Path, “Trianguiation Mapping,” pp. 184-188.

———

R
-

42 / GRUNCH OF GIANTS

INVISIBLE KNOW-HOW, INC./ 43

- .
SEL T . .

J'i‘.ro'llabifity of an utterly unprecedented magnitude of

physical apparatus and installation of otherwise unem-
ployed monetary wealth. The patents of Edison’s inven-
tions and an army of astute lawyers and brokerage houses
became the pivotal legal-precedent-accepted economic
properties and work force in amassing the initial procure-
ment capital of Morgan's power monopoly.
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Constltut|onal convention'needéd o fix errors of past

By DICK RANDOLPH

FAIRBANKS — Alaska's constitution
was written primarlly as a means of advanc-
Ing statehood.

Both Gordon S. Harrlson, in his ''Citizens
Guide to Alaska's Constitutlon,” published
in 1982, and Gerald E. Bowkett, In his book
*"Reaching for a Star,”” make It abundantly
clear that achleving statehood was the prl-
mary motivation for convening the conven-
tion, the primary focus of the debate and of
the final product.

The following is a series of references
from Harrison's and Bowkett's works that
IHustrate this point:

Citizens Guide to Alaska's Constitution,
pages 4 and 5:

In the mid-1950s the prospects did not
seem good for Congress to grant Alaska
statehood. The constitutlonal conventlon
was concelved as a tactlcal maneuver in the
battle for statehood. Delegates to the consti-
tutional conventlon were, for the most part,
enthuslastic proponents of statehood.

The Alaska Constitutional Conventlon of
the mid-1950s was conceived as a means of
advancing the statehood cause.

a

Reaching For a Star, pages 1-4:

The delegates went to Falrbanks with a
sense of misslion. First and foremost, they
would be advancing the then-languishing
statehood cause, showing the nation they

were polltically mature and fully capable of °

assuming the responslbllities of statehood.

Most of the delegates, 47 of the 55, were
staunch statehood supporters, favorlng Alas-
ka's admission to the Union at the earliest
posslble time.

To succeed at their task, the delegates
would have to exerclse extraordinary dlsci-
pline. Partisan polltlcs and sectlonalism
could have no place at the conventlon.
However hotly they mlght debate the issues,
they would in the end have to stand unlted.

[}

Now that you know why it was written,

you might llke to know where Alaska's

“model"’ constltutlon came from. The an- k

swer is the Natlonal Municipal League's
Model Constltution. In other words, from
the political branch of government.
Harrison, on pages 8 and 7 of his Citizens
Gulde to Alaska's Constltution, said:

In the late 1930's there emerged an active
constitutional reform movement in the Unit-
ed States. The role of government in society
had expanded tremendously in the first part
of the 20th century, and many states found
thelr constitutions standing in the path of
progress. These documents were typically
the product of the 19th century and its
popular distrust of the politicians.

/ Tl(;e‘re!onn movemfnl came to be cen-
/! tere n the National Mu clpal Le ue
headquartered in N ew Yo f? ajor
contribution of the league was a pubhcatlon
of the Model State Constitution, which
represented the combined efforts at constltu-
tional reform of political scientists, lawyers,
and practitioners of government at state and
ltl)cal lIevels. Underlying the state constitu-
tlona

solve contemporary problems.

Alaska’s Constitution ... embodies the
most modemn and progressive concepts of
state constitutional draftsmanship.

( Much of the language used in the constitu-
tlon was taken directly from the National

reform movement wus a positlve |
beliel in the potential of government to/

Municipal League's model constitution.

In short, much of what Is now our state
constitution was written jn New York City
by a bunch of Eastern political sclentlists,
lawyers and practitioners of government.

Clearly the delegates assembled at the
university in 1955-56 were striving for state-
hood. Many knew they were making unwlise
compromises and made provisions for future
Alaskans to re-evaluate their work.

They allowed for a vote on the question —
Shall there be a constitutional convention
every 10 years? Alaska is the only state,
among those that allow this type of vote, to
use 10 years; the others all use 20 years.

It’s way past time that we vote yes on the
constitutional convention question and get
on with correcting the resulls of the bad
advice taken and compromises made to get —_
statehood. o

(] Dick Randolph ls a former fegisiator and
former candidate for governor.

‘ &= V-/7Te

M} //ém&d:/ 6{7.% ALl

%v(c /((. LLL

v

Free &l A/

e ) ’ -
X L.C.44 /,..:L ¢ //‘/ '/Q L‘»{LW:J/-

A YO AP A
"('/g/»uu/ /J-C"’

-9 )7
(Al F///, _

- . v i L, - -
G(LQ’J('. AL L((e/a_e/rzd'/a J»Z_ C-TE P 1Lar? c',c{ P /)'l(./y((fc’({ /’Lf Cle? Ok /ZJ(-(C/{[ (‘{é«‘l-(’_e Ao

o aned & s i e ,»’c-‘(‘ "g,Zcu”Lxccu/ ﬂ)"f/i /ng/(_
(féc

) 4( J//L&/—edd’( %‘QIL /(1’7(("1/’}'11(1751'

327 V02 C

e 'r(lec'(
e

Ce -

,__ud: T ekl /7/(. /&W’L%—Z// /éfé-"“ -'



S nave bean
W occupies 920
the motionpg
dant, Yet re-

lawyer hired
case, refused
arlier that he
end the case
the charges

bility to gov-

hree months
hter won the
airn .

-ear after the

* - - s

single director of public safety.

They  imed the council plotte- ..o
replace them in retaliation for critical
comments the two made about city

- management,

Superior Court Judge R1chard Savell
ordered that the legal issues be heard
in two trials, and in April, a jury sided
with the former chiefs.

Cummlngs a member of the police
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League hires
¢ new director

The Associated Press

JUNEAU —
Alaska

The
Municipal

League, a group repre-
senting Alaska’s local
governments, has hired
a new executive direc-

tor.

Kent E. Swisher of
Olympia, Wash., for-
merly served as execu-.
tive director of the As-
sociation of Washington
Cities and has more-

‘than 20 years of man-

agement experience.
with municipal associa-
tions.

lolescent schooling

Ska has one of the hlghest levels of
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20t ap ¢ wy. that the agent’s that in 1886, the [Equitable had three
e divideng ¥ray legally bound the separate biue books i the agents’ hands.
‘uitable cjpe ar from receiving the On January 1, 1886, Hyde issued an entirely
iuirement e Equitable had not new‘volume of estimates. This made so
Tant receiviad them anything at all. considerable a reduction that the agents
aty commenely wow that the agent had raised a great howl. As a result it was
= begins 19 ; lnothmg but Tontine withdrawn, after having been in circulation
ieclared agaim? bwas paid extravagant less than a month, and the agents directed
CV was safer gng s0; and that these to solicit business on the estimates of 1883.
nited States pd ceeded these paid In the fall, Hyde withdrew this book and

the Tontine ¢ .- As always, the agent issued another, giving entirely new estimates.
17 times as |zeadl Bofriend ; and was relied For example, in january the Equitabie
4 plan, He @ Badvice as to the most informed a prospective $10.000. policy-

ntine policy § g wlicy. [n this country holder, aged forty, that in twenty years his
:d homes. # who were taken in cash profit would amount to $3,795.70.
Nt of the paganda of the early “ We can't get business on so low an esti-
» will pay i1 g pably reading these mate as that!” shouted the agents. The

will .not o rts warned ‘them  Equitable, therefore, authorized the promise

ize annuity, Y f- but unavailingly, that of a cash bonus of $7,166. [n October, the
e Bald never be realized. society split the difference between these
oks”" of Esth Bbere and in Europe, two estimates and placed the figure at
~acious were Books,”’ demonstratlmg $5.925.70.
1 Hvde placed pjife-sinsurance surplus, . P , L
~-ng1na:e$jath s . REis derived from three Appealing to the Z}mz‘zne Tendencies !
neral, of shoy frves: Op feserve, excess . of Men.
TS written est g sreased -mor-__ - We.must thank William Barnes for one
rns.  Hvde's . tme days, the profits telling phrase, which “in Titself ~sufficientty —
le” thing out Bt in. ~Hyde based.his., explains the Equitable’s success. Hyde
ise figures for el {6 per cent interest had "collected" the Tontine- tendencies -of
d everv form of} the Equitable eamed men.’”" He had appealed, that is, to their' ™™ "=~
shrewdness, ' ﬁve— and regularly pgambling instinct. Into every hamiet went
: these figured S Miceeding years. Hyde his agents with their “blue books,”” selling
the agents tif ghal number of lapses, not primarily family protection but pos-
es.” On thid :the Tontine scheme, sible prizes in a great insurance lottery.
10 escape respd palizing withdrawals, They always tellingly appealed to the
wdends fell so f§ @tople in. Above all, individual man. “Take a Tontine policy,”’
icipations. T fits upon expected they said. *“Look ar the enormous returns
0 accepted as § panagement expenses! if you survive this Tontine period. You
sre was a2 gre Riral per cent expense will get not only your own profits, but part
on its surface, e the Equitable spent  of the profits of all that die! Yo will not
‘ose every word] ‘ fum income and, -die; yow are strong, in good health — you
1d truth and § AR it up to 25. Shep- will be sure to live. But thousands in your
the hands of thoy fnerally credited with class will die, and by every one of those
rant, many untg e estimates. In this deaths you will profit. Moreover, look
- only a single Q yruined hisreputation. at the enormous number who will lapse
ok containing i .'s merely a hanger-on their policies. Do you know that nine out
nt promises. W B, up to.a few months of every ten who purchase life<insurance
it, competitiony fmm the Equitable. drop out? Under our Tontine scheme
should inform *‘u ates were much these poor devils won't get a cent; every-
-ures were only, Btually published ; al‘td thing they have paid goes into the surplus

they carefully & :luggﬁtlon of }J.G. to be divided among the survivors. Of

t. Conservans e a clerk in the Eqm- course you won't drop out. You are well-
.ing charactem iment, - to~do ; and will have no trouble in meeting
1d their clients . all your payments.”’ This appeal took like
the figures ful Books in One Year wild-fire. Aslong ashuman nature retainsits

intees. They ¢ Mes could never have gambling instinct, it alwayswill. Thousands
stimates were g tvident from the fact  willingly staked their own chances of living
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412 THE STORY OF LIFE-INSURANCE

and paying against the similar chances of
their fellow-insurers. They readily risked
all their own life-insurance, for a possibility
of getting a part of that of their less fortunate
associates.

Thus Hyde placed in the hands of hun-
dreds of agents his * blue books’’ and sent
them forth to preach the gospel of Tontine.
He Taided the leading offices ; got away the
best men, paying them unheard of com-
missions—made possible, of course, by
this Tontine fund. He astounded the pub-
lic by his lavish advertisements— the
money also drawn from the Tontine fund.
Into every state and territory his “blue
books ’ found their way. In the early
'70's he invaded Europe. His *blue
books ”’ appeared in every English parish
and every French and German village.
Foreigners opened their eyes at this specula-
tive insurance ; and, in spite of the frantic
protests of the home companies, purchased
Tontine policies by the thousand. Thus
in twenty years, by virtue of Tontine,
Hyde made the Equitable the biggest life-

insurance company in the world. "He had’

accomplished the revenge of his boyhood —
had built up a larger company than the
Mutual Life. Frederick S. Winston, who
shut his door upon young Hyde that event-
ful March night in 1859, finally died in 188s,
disappointed and embittered. At Hyde's
own death in 1899, he had accumulated

assets of more _ghgn'&gog,oqij,odo. >a swur-o

plus of more than $65,000,000.; and had

more ‘than a billian dollars wonh of ins.

surance—in " force. -He "could - “hardly” firid
a spot on the world’s map where the Equi-
table Society was not known. Americans,
Englishmen, Germans, Spaniards, China-
men, Japanese and Malay Islanders — all
entered the mad race for Tontine. He had
erected his tremendous monument on the
basis of misrepresentations. By this time,
too, he had debauched the whole life-
insurance system in this country. -Fer
how many disappointed lives; how many

desolate homes Henry B. Hyde was
sponsible ; how many millions of dollars hé
diverted from the hands of their owners intg
his Tontine pool— these things can never}
be accurately told. For his inﬂuence
extended far beyond the Equitable. Hej
corrupted not only his own company bufk
scores of others. He pursued his sche
so successfully ; he accumulated such enor.

mous funds which he used in propagatlng

his own ideas, that the great majority of]

companies were forced to follow his example.’}

Twenty years after he first adopted

Tontine system, four-fifths of all the other;J.
companies had followed suit. The New: il
York Life fell into line immediately, in 18713 588

the Mutual, after attacking for years wha
it called the “Tontine game,’’ ate its own

words after President Winston’s death and#

became a Tontine company itself.
Northwestern of Milwaukee fell into lin
1881 ; the Penn Mutual about the same tim
The smaller New York companies—t
Home, the Washington Life, the Manhatt:
the Germania—these were all force
many of them say against their will,
become Tontine companies. Under
sorts of names— reserve dividend,

rate endowment, dividend investment, diviel

dend endowment— Tontine became
predominant idea in American life-insuran
Hyde did not win this great triumpl
however, without a hard battle. There ¥
a fewcompames and a few men who kept th

faith; who Tought, against™ 6verwhelmingy

odds, his demoralizing innovations;

* who'.maintainet the old ideals until* theen

Only three companies kept themselves e
tirely free from Tontine ; the Mutual Bene
of New Jersey, the Connecticut Mutual

Hartford and the Provident Life and}

Trust of Philadelphia. How bravely thes
opponents struggled ; what they suffe
how they had to wait, for their comple
justification, until this year of grace 1
— this story will be told in- the succeedi
article,
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} €b° - sabet, m : {172,294 M & &F Baker . wmmmm
H Rocraswim | | Rocketgaor HERS c{’;’}g‘ﬂ.m"“"ﬂ"’ 1
: ’ 1 — : M GF St Googe
J - George F_ Baker. X
Witiam Bocketsier [ ] 7 A
= ‘ {10,000 sharws] % u‘ ﬁh’ﬂ ‘:snmwu!
- o uywmrmm -
‘.m-n---“«l‘mé‘m (5650 shareat Fheme S GO ¢ a Grovoort Bater  Jobe M. Schat
mmcm-&mn T
Perey Pyoe 000 Serem) US Congrese. 194664 o oot g
@mm; (8.257 shares) ‘sa«s -
l {1.000 shaves}
£ Ryan
ey {5,100, shares
Paud
] ]
Law P Morton anty Trust} - :
NY Tnsi, : zsmwuep Mugml
sagn?: {1,500 shar

Sterting -

CHART I reveals the linear connection between the Rothschilds and the Bank of England, and the London banking houses which
ultimately control the Federal Reserve Banks through their stockholdings of bank stock and their subsidiary firms in New York.
The two principal Rothschild representatives in New York, J. P. Morgan Co.,and Kuhn, Loeb Co. were the firms which set up the
Jekyll Island Conference at which the Federal Reserve Act was drafted, who dlrectcd the subsequent successiul campaign to have
the plan enacted into law by Congress, and who purchased the controlling amounts of stock in the Federal Reserve Bank of New
York in 1914. These firms had their principal officers appointed to the Federal Reserve Board of Governors and the Federal
Advisory Council in 1914. .

In 1914 a few families (blood and business relatcd) owning controlling stock in ex15tmg banks {such as in New York City) caused
those banks to purchase controlling shares in the Federal Reserve regional banks.

From, “*Secrets of the Federal Reserve”, by Eustace Mullins. $10.00, softcover, 198 pgs. Bankers Research Institute, P.O. Box 1105, Staunton.
VA 24401. .
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11268

nre’

11275
11280

11518

. " off $200.00, and you are asking us to help a ship. The shi

companies and the governm

. their profits.

. We would end up getting oif from other countries.

Once the government takes on a tax Iike this, it’s going to be a way out fo
Jot of policies. (X) no

1 receive $300.00 2 month, $100.00 goes to pay to medicare, Jifis leaves me to live

eed 1o help us. (X) If we
were zhle 10 vote to help, but I can’t help anyone ing. Tell them to raise pan

B, under medicare. We just don't have the

This is just another way to collect Gney from the people. (X) I would not pay one
dime, €X) Just the other week it w4€ something about one billion dollars with the oil

My answer is still the saffle, The oil companies should pay for the program out of
See A«18 ‘
eed to have 2 more detauled description of what :he $30 would do,_and 1

would have o think about and talk over with my husband.

D-212 ACE 10916876
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10001
10003

10004
10005

10006

10009
10011

10012

10013
10014

10019

10020

10046

10047

A-20. What was it about the program that made you willing to pay something for t? (RECORD

VERBATIM) _
VERBATIM : .
Because it is good to keep the@avironmendclean.

Number of ships that go in and out make it a high risk area. (X) Other areas don’t
have that much traffic and size of shxps not as large as ships going into Prince William
Sound so rec, of numbers ang h;ps, 1 say it’s necessary. It’ 's necessary 1o

pro:ect ‘nd whof€_gnvironméit
Take care of wx!dlife in the m world, they have enough problems. (X)

1 think preserving any part of e enviroument 1 Imponam ‘The program looks prenty

comprehensive.

If we can have our own oil, maybe they won't send our boys to war. (X) I hated

seeing thedish and birds and amimals being killed. .

Oil effects everyone in our country, and thirty dollars seems more rmonab!e now that

1 think zbout it. (X) With this war we are going to have to rely on the oi! from Alaska
even more, I think, we don't want it wasted in spills.

To protect the@nvimnmeE(X) m@. we need that oil also. (X) no

I think it's a good idea 10 prevent another oil spill. (X) Ten dollars per household is
" more reasonable. (X) no

Even though I’ve never aska, 1 think this part of the United States should be
protected particularly thy environme e wildiieey

Maybe they need escort other places just not sure about paying anything.

Well, to be more assured of safer transportation of oil through there, that’s what we're
striving for, tf preventanymore oil spills.

It would contain the oil (X) prevent loss t ares {X) nothing else,

My concern about the § lt ‘would help prevem another environmental
disaster. (X) nothmg

It wou! ome pan of the U.S. (X) S:xty do!lars isa small price to pay to
protect this™a

Alaska was the last mdpot on earth, (X) To prevent another spill (X) -

I’'m not willing to pay for it because I can find other groups here that need my support,

More

Because I'm {73578 sover. Anything outdoors, I am a boy scout Jeader. 1love
Any!hmg to protect the outdoors, We can change the

ways of our young peop e,

Well, I like to prmﬂ other things. It would cause damage. (X) I meant

the shoreline, it fooked terrible, (X) I can't think of more.

I"d like to see them prevent any further damage to th I'dliketosee It
never happen again. . -

D-213

“ACE 1091677

%)




“

1007
10078

. 10086

10051

. 10053

10054

10055

" 10057

10060

10061

10081

c Th to be protected However. T think amount like

10079

10063
10064
10065

10080

10083

10087

10089

Ty v K - .
SE AT L e e 4 s

d animals safety (X} Would save the wildlife and animals, and Pdbe
willing 10 do thal if it helped the animals that much (X) That’s all,

spent. (X) You've given

it wou!tha' oil'spill it would be money we

me all those reasons, (X) The lives of all those lovel @
The loss o ildie and the fish would e damaged. ) That'

The protecnon of the this would be an investment in the famre, so they would

. still be around for others to en_;oy

‘o help ;. () Well, it kilied 2 Tot of them, and this would

help protect them.

EnviconmenBlprotection (X) ﬁm oo} m would be effected by the
1 lx

spills. (X) To przvent more dmrucmn of the

'd pzy SIO DO or $20.00 but $30.00 is more Yhan I'dbe
. () 1t would be
ildiife,

It's out of my limit.
" comfortable with, (X) I play the odds. 1 believe it's worth som
insurance against a spill. (X) It"s worth it to not hurt any

. Ifigured they needed a better way oe oil up. “They had such'a mess last
" < time, (X) That’s it. .

.1 just think that it is somethmg that has to be taken care of because of the

-- 1 think the oil companies should supemse their help bener. 1 worry about me
becausé of the chemicals used to clean it up.

" 1'd be willing to help the people who live there and o protect thecgivironment

' To protect all that's close to the spill. (X) To save theErds and fishs

¥ Alaska is_ more fragile than other pant of the government.

It's helpzng @Dd the

Causc it’s helping me

s sure to sink and TE3Ch the f sh durmg low tide
We're going to benefit from it 00 Wc‘ @ olf from going to waste and also
save the mm Mostly th ld!xfe and W‘
1t assures that oil spms will not endanger theSound 3 again, (X) 1t seems that if oil spills
occur you end up paying for it anyway in higher gas costs,
en i’s worth it. (X) nothmg else,

Hirs gomg to insure that we hav

$60. 00 is more rcalxsnc.

 Hopefully, if our place carmrom bemg destmyed it"s worth it then we can
take one place at a time.

" 1 consider that part of the U.5. 2 perfec@zg@x and would Fike it to be kept that
way., The spill two years ago didn‘t effect it that badly, and I would like to keep it

- that way.

1 hate to ed and fouling thd watup. (X)

' D214 ‘
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10090

10091

10092

10093
10094

10095

10098

. 10102 -
10104
10105

10106
10107
10108
10110
101

-10112

10116
10118

T 10188

10121 The loss may be  very heavy the next time. (X) Wc need to prot th
o Fre e TS

10122

10123
10124
10125
10126

The assurance Lhd be caused, and the duration covers the period of
10 years until the doubie Bulls come into operation. (X) :

1 think it wold be wonh it 10 save th) d to save all this oil from being
wasted. But like I said I'd vote for it, bux 1 couldn taﬁ'ord it. I'm on social security
but if the oil companies paid and the people who  can afford the maney.

i i rotect th d livelihood aﬁm» 1o protect the

laska lam de!‘mtely against 2 tax fom at all but would pay for a fund.

I think it is important to protect - (0 ﬁ:@

Because I am concerned about m@m 1 do think the environment should
be every one's concern. (X) : .

Because I do think it is for a good canse, Jripg Becayse it.ooutd-do a lot
@ge if not cleaned up, (X) to (x)(w "‘h
irds

Well, that's the oil used around here for car, and housd;o}d then it would be /

worthwhile. (X) Example, like the-peaple living next door ou don’t want th
home ruin. (X) Pecple hk’e th ) ¢ ) y i .

If they could put the plan into sffect for S!G.OO then it would be worth it to me.-
Protect 7 S ¢
Because I think it's imponam. x) | - -

It’s an imponant fife line for us, (X)

If what they say is true it would protect ﬂé env:tonment N
it. znd our waters :@

Save ou en

So that lhuldn t get killed or suffer,

1 don't think it would prevent a spill, but it would be able to c!ean itup. (X)
Because it needs to be done. (X)

They would be SERRE Upoil. (X) Save the_eaizonment () “
uldn t be damaged. .y o

1 dont mind paying something. (X) The ofl compames should bear the great cost. (X}

* Itshould be a cost of doing business.

They probably need some help but not all, (X)
(X} 1 think it’s a geod program. (X) The oil company was not neg!igent.

Considering all the money spent 1o clear it up, ould be
) €X) ¥'m concerned abaut W 6 ruining &

" paIs
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10127 . (X) Sixty is too much. 1 can afford $30.00. (X) h ’ : S “I 10178 Th‘(x) any kind of creature, 1o protect it (X) not reall ‘
10129 (X) Look at the damage ofl does, (X) THEGHNIES . I 10179 1o pngm &b ) o ' Y E

10133 ‘Ten dollars is not very much nowadays if it is a one time deal. ‘Ihcy said the Titanic
) wouldn't sink either, but you know where it is now.

10135 1f it would do good fdf Environment_TX)

10147 aiang-are.poor, but 1 feel h is worth helping t0 save the oil fmm messing up
anfd, tanimals*ind ) Anytime oil is spilled in such a large amovnt it -
ect a lot of people. IT Ty donation would help me and others, yes, I'll pay. (X)

10181 To k . : - )
! O?) ne:p the oil company from paying for it and, in turn, tal;fng (?ur gas and oil prices.

10183 Mankind keep fivi i o n :
make lmistz?c:ps.} ‘ggno gorte ﬁave some kind of precautions.-.Mankind do

10184 o help anything th

10186 The fact that the escort Ships and they would be there to; and they o

‘would be ¢losely monitored by the escort ship tankers. (X) no

10194 Just the fact that it t would Gtevert Byt from happening again @m0 - ' . 4

10196 Well, it seems like the burden of cost sh
ould be on the oil company. Xt seems i N E
the program would work Xn seems !xke a cheap insurance p!:'og? O:()) prevent alkc o

will a
. ~ Then gas and oil prices here would not be high. (X)
10153 So you don’t m-ﬁ\w have to protect nature, It affects, all of us, | -

e - 16154 - Because of what happened up there. It was terrible. 1 felt very sorry for what
' ) happened there, I'd do anythin @a‘ at.

10156 You know it will help the area §Gt 1 have 3 L) protects the local@rommags ~ P »
- 00 no, that's all i Pt ) ) i
10158 - ' N’s important enough to enough people 10 ses it implemented. Thirty dolars s not a 10197 *The fact it would Buarantee no impact on th Gavironmen, from an oil spitl, ik
large sum of money, and ! don't want to se .ffm@ estroyed hy a spill. 10200 Sounded like a good sound-pes .

} (X) It would protect th (X} Unless someone started getting rich off of it. |

10160 &% be willing to pay what 1 could afford to help protectd - #d
ish.: :

10164 - T think tgGavironmens should be protected and that area has aleady had i’ shareof -
toxic waste, Personaily, I think the oil companies should pay for it. '

: !0:65 1 think just e beauty oY the guntry and the preservation of . () Also,
. think it hurt tht-tivelih some of the people who lived there. ) ostly there

10166  The ability @o{her spill, how much does a spill cast anyway? (X)
‘ .Afterwards they Jack up the prices anyway so you're paying for n.

10167 o protect all (%) o bizdsrhguess
10169 If everyone just gives a httle it is 2 start. (X) Just toat mess. (X) That's it.

10§70 - . So that z@mwn t die. (%) No, thar's all.

10171, The damage 8 hature Telf,(wiidlifs ipiants, ¢ . %) no

.4\ -
10201 1t’s important t‘ﬁ m something i H v ‘ - : c R E
would eliminate. ms like that or to oomrol it. (X) Another spill it _ S j

10202 Because we would end-up. ng riz
fomaapit o @yhow. (X) Eeca\sse it would comain the ofl -

10203 1 feel that it would be useful because of th
L. at were kill
- it happened again they would be gone. (X)rotect th: ‘anfngl'st.h:x(;ﬂnipm it

10205 From the pictures that you showed 0
o e you wed and the dlagram’la‘efifs as f.houg )

. .
B a .
1020; It would be worth i it not takin| cllam:e of ﬂ'le4ttilig kitled {x) It Icoks like

10208 They seem reasonably sure that the : il wi m
. ol
. (X) If there were a spill evefyonc w?;sld have to pay 167 e:nmu: wold be contined

S 10172 Because I think without a spill there woul he Jess damage to | . o . 10209 To -«-m‘fm .
X R wou?d probably cost more 1!1 than n 1 o didn’t ﬁ:?., . another. (X) I'm very slrong nme:t:lzz.h(;g!tto::lizo; bty oneiway o :
o . happen . . e . R check, in balance, with the progmm gp everything in ‘ : 1
10173 - Justthe fact tha! we would pmbab 7 oil spill lxke that agaln and a lot of e 10212 Because I feel that having the Coast Guard plan : '
- _money was spent to clean that one Upr— - . . ‘ Alaskan spill and that is worth investing in p(X) sl:;;rs a‘::n;iledn; like: :.:m i

another accident and spill as 2 result of the accidem and no damaga,

10175 1 think if it's.going to held in some way. I'd want to help out. .
10214 1 think it is worth it 1o praserve an) no 2, :

10176 ‘ Saving ¥ iidiife (X) ting oil spill would keep the wildlife safe. (X) ‘I‘hat.’s about e, \
it, Tt 0216 It's pretty hard 1o say, (X) To kee; .
N p money in the treasury (X) in the future if the spilt
10177, ‘That someone would go with the tankers to keep them out of trouble and @ i : happens again. (X) no : ‘ : 4 ' |
, (oI 4. Tt soms lke & good dea o me. e 10217 1¢'s too freventing spis, and F'm for anything that will prevent the off splls ® 5
D216 . ACE 10916880 I : ,
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: 10220

10221

10227
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THEIEE (X) help preserve the life from spills and being able to-GABRhe oil
faster if a spill happened. -

It would be agTnstrante and ten dollars would be worth it, but I doubt it ten donars i
would be enough.

Because ten dollars Isn't too much to pay for something good.

L]Wl the ammals t.hen if
’ s (X) It woull he oil spills, and it wouldn’t hurt
there were mnog oil spm”l *t that expensive, (X) That's just it. .

Cause I like

e, 1 would get to go and see where my money’s gomg &)

022 ‘ aI want to know what's keeping my food from own !;e;‘e. (%) The
tem up there I want to make sure it wonId ha eft, (X)

10232
10233

10236

10239

10240
10241
10242 .

10244

© 10245
10246

- 10287~

10249

10251

10253 .
10256 -

10257

ht be visiting 3 in the future, |
That’s all (R is referring 1o the fact that '
Also she feels the sp;l! affected the amoun avaﬁab!e) .
Ifit would prevent damage (X) to the & o ".f
We!l 5o it wouldn't hurt th Tht.uld be protected ever? i

it’s for a short time,

Well, theravention f all these things happening (X) 1 can't think of anything else.

1'd like to see wﬁﬁ@protwed if possible. (X) We need the oil. 00 Nothing else

e wildlife ..
o proe DTS
To protect there would be clun‘on 1 can't think of

anything else.

- That there would be no oll Spms durmg xhe next ten years. It woulm
them.

R would protect -ﬂm“’ was upset when the first spsii occurred. (X)
_ protecting ﬁ'milm, -

Well, maybe it H the fact that the government is willing to try somethinz CX) 1 don” t )
think if anyxhing [0.410:4]

" I think it’s worth it to make sure thered be willing to give ita try

To save ildlife, Dm a scuba diver, znd 1 enjoy sw@gﬁpwa}!y in the )

Protect t@&e damage would be minimal.
It prdt&@m We need to save them all. .

It seems like they could contain it 50 it would protect most of the @ Would
"+ protect mast of zh“ome get kifled when they come up on shore.

" 1 think it’s important to ¥eep another spill from happem 3. (X} Oh, 1 don"t know. 1

fesl it's important.

‘pais ACE 10916882

10258

10265
10267
10269

10271
10272
10273

10274

10275

© 10276

10277
10279

10280
10281

10282
10283
10284

10285

10287
10288

10290

10293

10294

e

Well, we're all a part d if one’s suffering we all are, We can't be
selfish and not think of othe:s ess fortunate as we are, In order to make a bester
world we may have 10 do a lot we don’t want to do.

I kaw maybe it might save m@s tives.

For the WdITEIX) to protect the wildlife, mem

ﬁ there would be some protection [ee] ;Jmtewon for tbc ooastlme and the sea
{(X) there wouldn't be a waste of oil.

ThESINTE, Bed to preserve the wildlife (X) and m@n that's it

Don't know (X) savi Everyone wants nice beaches,

It would prevent dwtroying motefEEBE(X) It would keep i‘ R prevem pollution of

* waters in that area.

Can’t afford that much, $30.00, I'm on a budget. Would help huh?
© 810.00, I could handle, .o

Just because you know you're going to pay. (X) nothing e!se

The protection of tHe animalsany aky kind of TN wou!d interfere with. (X) 1 don"t
even heat with oil, Nothing else, real

To protect m‘

Keep '.h ats rom dylng. keép 3 . Oil spm doas too much darnage.
(X) Don’t krow, 100 tired to thmk

Sounds like it was going to protect thefé az s somethmg mat s
important, . ) =

You're going to pay anyhow. The oif company will pass the cost onto the consumer.
1 don't see the oil companies sacrificing any. (X)

It fooked life-irsgoic , ) -

Saving me@g;having them there a5 a safety net, keeping it contained (X)A i‘hét's
it. - -

careless 260U the oil or the o

The fact that it would be saving 2 Iotof wirdiffe-6¢) and protecting thé-enyiroiment

It wouldSop DI SpMlls. Spills cause prices for ofl and 82510 go up. (X) That's all 1
can think of right now, .

So that it could be of help and prevent further damagc(X) Can not
think of anything else now. W . : '
We live out of the city because I valge c!ean Wi air>™ Seeing the dmdﬁé done
makes me want to keep that from hap .

Help :hcase of another sccident. (X)

b-219

g of an accxdent like !ha! happenmg again. 1don't feel we can be
(X)

ACE 10916833
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10295
10296
10297
10298
10299
10300

10302

‘ 10305

10306

10308 -

. 10309

10310

© 10311

10312

.. 10314
10315
10316
10317

10318

10321

10323

bobeeor
o oB Rl
(el JAETIE U RS
ke el 5

_ Protect !h

" ogater Tifeynd stuff like that (X) no

%aﬁou, it seemed like it would really work, would protect

" it would stop it fr

No destruction, no-wild[ife kikd.

* Would vote for it if 1 had the income. Progress is number one and hoping if the

- It's doing s-omething' good. X) A small amount is understandable, but anything more

et

Obvfously, so w@n the same problem again. (X)

1 think (Gwould works, ° ‘ ..
Protect SE WA (X) e waersyX) no e ‘

Because of the anifials and wildlife (%) :
Because no more oil spills an e@wmﬂdn‘t be harmed again (X) like the
1t would save a lot @ﬁw save and save them (the clean up E
crews) from cleaning it up. 'ould keep the oil from makmg a mess.

We can't go around ruining dﬁ%ﬁim;ﬁ 1t hurts the @mw the
road there might be a shortage, YO ifig to need that Alas s A

1 think the l;il companies should foot 90% of the bill. T just don't like to see it. It's
negligence on somebodies part. Anytime two ships run together.

For one, it was inexpenslve enough that it’s no major crunch on your billfold. At lt.a'ast
om happening again. (X) The immediate area would b_eneﬁt from it.

The protection of Prinee-William-Scund and it would save a lot more of m@}f
that oil didn°t spread. . .

Protecting the Gelld[ife; have a soft heart when it comes to ate to see them

abused. (X) 1t wouldcctedii Upthe oil faster. and shouldn’t spread ouldn’t hurt
anything. : ’ ’

people of Alaska get this it will be used to work for good. (X)_There will b? alotof
people against the program and the These oll.spllls keep making the
price of oil go up. Will make the pricés go up. Who is going to be affected? The -

poor person!
Not sure (X) no reason (X) no .

To help freveniTitther oil spills and save our oil (X) rio ‘
If oil company pays all it would' cost more to buy their products. (X) no
My home (X) thertragedy hurt m@much X

" Shows some foresight (X) prevent so muchJass of wildlife J"another spil} should occur lm
i -

. (X) no .

~

than five or ten dollars is too much. (X) If we don’t help pay the cost the oil company
would raise cost of oil, then it would cost us even more. (X) no

Idea is good. n_see how it would help there it makes sense. (X) It would

D-220 ACE ~ 10916884

. 10357 That it’s a %f time thing and they are going to take it right out of your taxes and that

10325

f e environmenf (X) -

10326 Fact it would prote W o - -

1038 ¢ Fthe oil i : - i
ﬁm,{;lh oil in a hurry and not cause any dynag@ji drinking

10329 We ought to do what is proposed. (X) Kc;ep the Gviro

help the oil éompanies and they h:
it at the gas pump. YRV (0 pay the whd

10332 To protect

10333 To save the living things in the area (X) &

10337 ‘J:s; that it would prot It would save thesET
nd thy's i i '
s .s“m the area, ?Hus. ove Alaska, | always :
10338 Because it is a protection i stz Ad 1y ) ; -
_ , ches ) MTeIT8D> (X) Thaammalnpe - |
ﬁi}f’w of them died from the ol (% L3 e, 1 w is)spo'il by 6il T xsfwt {
) _use , and then we would have to spend the other way 1o clean jt up. li
10339 I think it is a good program and necessary. More information is needed.

. 10341 ) Xl. because of all of us need to stand up and be coﬁm"ed. God put
R St on, Cpien

For protection

ean. (X) If we don’t
ot then we still would pay for

no

nata pals On, earth for reason. Up fo u_s t. Droted 1t is the balance of

10343 Help to protect W ' t ’ : - i

. . . !

10344 It looks like it would protect flie_coastling ' »
10345 T think it's a great deal if the i i ‘ '
1 think i oo k ey can catch the oil before it spreads;-prol
10346 Important to keep sea cleaned up so t ﬁslum edible help fishing in

10347 The quickEontainment opoil, local problem, Alaska's problem

10349 ‘\:I:Lll:& i: :t:‘s’ob:::;i to happenlin the next ten years the wildlife that wouid be saved
e money. It will il spi i
Tot and e e he wouldybe - ;d fo_st money to clean up an oil splll bgt it will cost a

10351 To prevent damage to xht (9] pmt% - . T
10352 - Because it would be good for everybod i '

. plants of this planet are imponantl:y Yo we st ¢.;un @Al

10353 I think what they don’t clean up goes all over the world like smoke in the air, (X)

10354 1 believe it i i i
it is worth keeping %n that part of our country

safe. —

o, !
10355 interests (X) land and well being of the earth and mankind (X)

it would eliminate y further spills, making it a zero chance of another spill
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10358

10359

10360

10367

10362

10363
10364
10365
10366

10369
10370
10371
10373

10374

10375

1037

" 10380

10378
10379

0381 .
10383

10384

", 10385

10386

- gonservative in appomonmem between me citizenry and the oil companies,

* To protect ““

- Just to keep another oil spill from damaziﬁ@
AT

It is obvious of importance to although, T think the measure is far too

Protecting 14 lska is beautiful and 1 wouid like to sse it one day that

way,

Saw A p0

Somethmg tha: aeeds obe pa:d tmore attention to it. Looks like to me t.hat there wasa .

cheaper way

Because of T
Just to sad sea life.
Sounds like a good way to insurg gain although I don't know that

anything is 100%.
f9'. | ,
To help km being killed (X) that's all,

It seemed a reasonable amount of money. (X) nothing else

Well, we need the oil without damagiq ‘ o
Because of the death o@ and the dirtiness o{m the of! spills,

1t's in an area I could afford. But no matter what program they come up with, there ‘
will stil} be accidents. (X) It might help some. .

To save all thalaxdlglite Would be worth $10.00. (X) no
The guarantee that there would g no more spilis§6t~10 years

It's a start on showing people should take care of th * Everyone-should
share (X) Government controlied and I haven't heard of any other program

Because it was far from being an unreasonzble amount (X) Tt is Just the fact that it
would be helpful in bei@ another oil spifl.

1t's a one time charge and the fact that it wou)@e one spxll thal thcy espect
to happen w:thout the program. X o -
and not have a repea: of the damage-from another spill o0

the-program, ,
Can't think of anything. ) ) . .-
The fact that it would protect thm another spill within ten years (X)
and we need the North Slope oil,

It would hther oft spill from damaging the area. L

, (ACE 10916884
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10388

10393

10395
10396

10397
10398

10399

10400

10403

10404

10409

10410
10411

10412

10413
10414

Don’t know. Nothing specific, 'm not sure I'd pay anything. (X) No good answer,

we are gomg 10 have to pay for it  someway. T will show up in our taxes. (X) Don't
know.

It was the system. It look€ TiEe it would work Although we're not in direct contact
with it, it's still part of cur courn ting - :
Just to protect our planet () to protect

Somcems but I think it is the problem of the oil companies that are
_making the money to pay for most of the escort service. It should be part of the cost
of doing business, - .

1 don’t think it helps just Ala elps all of us, {X) The oil helps us for one thing,
Plus If they (A!zskans) were in financial-

¥¢ get a lot of ou :shfrom 6.
difficulties We'tHirav

* 1 could afford the first amount. (X) The way the escort ship would .Mﬁ
there was a spill, .

in the long run, it would be cheaper. (X)

1 just believe it's par: of et nsibility that we ‘have a safe place to live, If
this is 2 way to protem&t:%i Alaska that the cost factor is a very
inexpensive way to protect our and environment. We all benefit in a way
because we all use the oil rather than dump it In the ocean because of a spill.

It sounds like a v@laﬂ. ) I’s specific, and I know it will be used in a
specific way. (X) No, this is an important issue. [4,9]

That it could eﬂ'ective!‘ oil spill.

It needs to be done. (X ,...::u‘ ething I need to do to help. (X) It seems like the
escort chip program

Ten dollars is not to0 much. (X) The sea fence would keep oil spills in. (X) Keep it

- from spreadmg in the ocean. (X) no -

people don"t start protecung it now it” 's going to be
too !ate

That it is important to do what we can to protect mx) @
~ and the whole thing (X) Not only the Alaska area atever we
- Savea!l of it (X) .
I guess it just 3 of protected from accident even though I don t live there, The

0il companies should be the ones 1o pay for the program,

(X) To belp protect % don’t Iiké to see any animals killed. () ’nm-s it If
!he cost was 100 much bs.o people couldn’t aﬁ’ord it. We are just gemng by as it
is.. -

Xt would be worth it to save (X) no, all of them -

Because they got it dow
supervision. (X) Tokes

B
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¥ My w g on >
B IR NG

10423
10427

10430

10434

© 10435
' 1@36 -‘
10437
10439 -
toss2
" 10445

10450 -

10451
" 10452

10454

© 10455

10457

10463

10465

pommpegey P gy
A S A S .

Well, 1 believe In®ezping-our world the best e can. I've been around a lot of states.
It's ,imponant to do whal"we-can-to-keep-ouf world in excellent shape. These children
growing up, you want t.hc best for them, too. (X) Nothing

Just so it d be taken care of before another spill took place. We'll have more
ild g and water pollution that would be a major problem. The government
mighz watch how the money should be spent because it’s tax dollars. The oil

companies would have to more responsible if the taxpayers were aware of things,
- It doesn’t sound very expensive if paid over a period of ten years that is only $3.00 w0
36.00 dollars a  year, and I think thaz is a very inexpensive way to protect the

. Because zhe program would help ):wp the oil spills from kinm The birds
can’t fly if their wings are damaged. -

To keep the oil from spilling and causing the damage it did before, froILIZ FFhe -
(s@ and the polluting of the water, especially if it can be prevented.

The main thing js a'strong effort 10 protect our o0 To protect our
'ﬂm nd water quality (X) that's the main thing..

1 think the program would help some, so I'd pay $10.00 but not $30.00. 1 would like

-to see the beginning results before T would pay more.

‘If we could have prevented this spill the first time our prices on gas and oil wouldn't
have gone up like they have. $60.00 or $120.00 would have been chaper than what
it is.now wllh the prices that have gone up.

“To help our country (X) 1o preserve m

_'-r§ keep,dhsafe—()() well, the water m@o m@b

to keep om dying.
The.pré in general (X) keeping lhe@\ (X} savil j_
k i3 2
the (X) keeping the | @ ) .

1 remember seeing all thodedea ds.covered with oil. It was ?xean breaking. and
those young peaple trymg to save il thase animals. (X) no

* Mainly because I can't stand to see I'm an snimal lcwer

. Protet@m%’. keep it in a contained ares s0 it won’t make matters worse. Xy All of
*. it, thos€ Tzt were almost extinct. None in th:s one but could be latcr, then you

. wouldn't have them here any more.
Think a good tachnologica! solution (X) .

. Rujned-the whole seaport town, not fair to them, to have their area destroyed, and the
pbat &aks your heart. (Note: "Them” is people of Valdez.)

Concerns for th

The environment (X3 1 am concerned sbout the énvironment. @t}m water,

In the long run you would even more than that with heatmg cost, etc., going
up. (X) It would guarantes ha more onl spills ) ‘

- D224 ACE 10916888

10469

10470

10471,

10472
10473

10474

10475

10476

10478

10480

. 10482
10483

10484
10486
10487 -
10488

10493

- 10494

10498
10499
10500

" The way they're talking about the % the fence. (X) no

The relatively small. amount to pay for the protection. ({10 protect that'

Idontreallyknow It's fora '
good cause. T would h:J an; i
the program is set up. (X) Such as the sea feace and e&cin s’l?i;e (X) ! h»ke the way

e T

. Mainly because it would nigke less birds and animaiget killed.

Somebody h proteci(fe T :
y has got to, @w d T guess it’s us,
spillywe need to prot birds from the

inE Iz, 1dmuldmﬂ¢km%d
ZST time. -

It would also fielp the pecple who lived ea.

It would sa

1 thi € enviro eeds 1o be pr

protected. 016
catches on fire, this would affeqy . wou!d '
I feel that it’s worth it to proté

one other things, spend millions on $pace;
we live in firsg,

To savethe birds ) no

o
. "People are willing to spend money
t}sink we need to take care of the space

" Cause 1o T
nice, ‘G ‘Q E@ere at sometime in the future, oord hke i! to be

Havmg children (X) Y e, .
children. ) You vant o save children and sheir cwdfg“'s

It would help protect m even though just one part nf the environment,

We all use gasoline to go b 115
e conlse s thego % ack 3l nh and we should all take part of the risk and

Well, it"s not that much
mainly i - — 7.".‘“‘ money 1o have to P‘Y'M"sforasoadcam (X) That's

The way they take up the oil § 11!. *
money somebcnt O 1o :woptank;hs;ti;s asﬁc?;ldgmk and looks lxke it would save us

The protection of the WAL,

Saving ol @E)pmbably save us some * money in fong yun,
Make sure we get oil, if it's spill we can"t ge it

Because of the war we are 80ing to need this Alaska oil more ‘ an_ever, (X) no

Alaska from another oj spill,
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10501
10502

10528

10529

10530

10533 -

10534

10538
10539

10541
10543

10545
10546

10548

’ 10549

10550
10551

10553
10554
10557

10558

e birdsyit's worth that to save that a 3M(X) Because

| thinkm“’e nesd to take care of the earth.

You go W it’s worth that amount of money to do that. .
After the oil spill {onz week after), T'was in Alaska on vacation, and I saw the damage

for myself. For a fee of $60.00, I would gladly b nt this damage and, also,
help to keep the oil prices down. I wouldsay the nmmt, 50, but God takes
care-of them and they will reproduce fast. (X) no

if there was anoﬂ\er spill. Tt wouldn’t hurt me none,

10567 It’s going to save wildlife, not only.l.hﬂ HB@ ‘E_éches:g;d the whole‘\environm
o-heln prmm further harm, (X)lwauld dsoliketo

tecnhe people arg ndfrom any harm. (X) ... - - o510 e ond AR
. ] " ) ‘I can understand the need for d m@ﬁe protecwd (29]
f&i:sﬁ!‘:;:is:?;;‘:fh;:ezo ltxl:; :&?:o?:?::?: %nm x o la: ?ga:’fe §°*ﬂ8 o fecover in tWotod ee years at lhe mast, tbe concern there
ourselves. (X} . B o . - o .
Because »:mn 2nd it was ot  natural cause that did it (%) T cenamly . 10572 Dthinkitis Wﬂhwhﬁe@u (o B T
_ would like 1o see it and-STEVE (X} no 10575 The program address problems. It wou @ It ought to be-
1 think : s important to everybody in the world and pmtecting itisa implemented in other areas, such as the Chesap 56, the Gulf of Mexico.
necessity (X) .. o T 10577 Something needs to be done to protect the-shipping lanes, This is one alternative that
Because we have to@m is still free for ’mti@n S s viable. (X) Offers 2 method of contalnimieni gPthe spill not prevemion. ,
preserves. (X) ’ . © 10580  The fact that it’s going to sav eahd stop poltution,

Rather pay for something like this than somethmg that hzs no va!ue 10 people X

1 care about t ause of where itis. 1fell that we shouldn't have o
paid a large. amount, Butten ollars wouldn't hurt any of us, ,
The wildlife, someone needs to pmtect) 'n\at‘s it.

This is impcmm to all of us to coma:n this oil and he able to ship oil, (X) The loss of
that much oil is bad. (X}

X
Thirty dollars is not that bad for a period of ten years. 1 belswcﬁﬁ‘_—ﬁﬂ@. o
1 would be willing to make payments for my chzldren to see what 1 saw in m@

i kids. )
-10583  Mainly the "
10585 It'snot that much money 1o protect

- 10587 Well, if it, you know, if it helps. (X) If there 1 nother oil spnll me@ -
- @ (%) nothing else ; )
i

10588 ildlifE scenery and surroundings. I saw picture of those poor oit covered
; animals 3w, oh my God. 1 feel the program would protect these

10393

_coast 8 a child. (%) A : R 1089 dSlOOO(X)T ¢lp ATaSEx (%) Preventa lhermlspmandptoxen o
So that it would | he risk of it happerﬁﬁgmggn - : A .

A That something is being doanu. [4.9] Cumng down the

chances of another spill'by being escorted by the Coast Guard. (X) Nothing, just that.

: 10594
o
Just the fact that it would be ruinin, m rything (X) @:&) .

) and stuff hke that the safety of it. Iméa!; checking
ofpwplesdmgs and alcohm and things. (X) - S

B -

10602 I'm 2 firm believer in protactmg the@

they‘d catch it before it gets to shore.

For (X) We won thave any more oil spills then, maybe, we don’t
have . The safety o t s the main thing
if we dcn t ave tha! xhen there 's not problemiy) GL) That's Just it, That's all.

o v, S a lintle more about to aﬂ‘ord it than the average, I've been fortunate.

It's good that it protects ‘h@ 3 ' : P I " 10607« That they have booms ready ta skim up the oil 50 that wind won’t spread it 10 the sea-
Well, it soundg Tike it would wI’o’x’)_:) , ’ ' " shore. (X) The escort ships need squarderentacs, so they won't run aground and have

1 don't think we can stand to see another devastation like that. 1@ would be
. destroyed. It can't stand another spill.

If 1@): more spills that’s sure worth it.

- D226

the oil companies paid'a much larger portion. (X) Oil companies, urse, would -
pass their portion on 10 us in form of higher oil prices, ’

D227
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I it would help not 1o spill the oil it would be worth i, 05 The anirny s would be hurx

10568 n w aid Be wagth it o have the protestion, not to have that sptll again. X) To protect
: vildlife in) that area, (X) no

71_0582 T W eeds help Without proteczmn we won't hzve anythmg left for my

o g another large spill. (%) It would prevent.y tom being destroyed as it did hcfore. S
', 10608 . 1 think tax payers should be willing to pay somethings for % as Iong as

| ACE 10916g9;

K © 710603 - Ithinkanm3rea of the country like rﬂrpm Zting. So few are left in the
- world at in fact I'm not sure that area is the only area damaged. I don’t think
) you ¢an isolate an arez over ten years is not much. (X) I'm also

|
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10610

10613
10615

10518

10623

K 10625

10629

10630
10631
10634

e 10636

10641

o o 88 Y

o Wiy e
. 3

10622
-10624 . - Because I think itwill beneﬁt Amerip2. (The way R said this it was clear she meant .
kthewhole country as a . N . .

1t would sa@d thirty dollars was not much. Anything below fifty
“dollars is not much, i ) -

10637

10640-

ST . ik B
28 e T, A LA AR A

s

Because ten dolfars out of my pocket to protect @wm like 2 good
cause. Icould spend ten dollars on thmg@a! accomplish 2 lot less

~ The preservative nature of : ‘ . ;
o well, we n part of the country, and maybe it will spawn some .
. programs for of € parts of the country. .

. Sounds like a good idea to protect from an oik spill to pr@%Axm.

think of all oil lost last time. )
Just the protection s S
‘The fact’ thz.W-uId oceur in Prince William Sound. )

Just the idea of them attempting %ccﬂem like that and in the long run -
save us, as consumers, the expense 0! it the long run prevent our necessity to
fight such 2 war as the Persian Gulf. It would allow us to more objectively consider
engaging in a war instead of entering 0n-a concrete issue at hand at the moment.

Bécause 1 think something needs to be donepill's (X) We have to start

somewhere to prevent these spills,

- ‘The whole thing, 1 know it won't impact my hfe, but 1 care

- Tt seems like a sensible: plan, & .
If 1 lived in that area I would want somethmg done to he!p clean it up@ -
from happening. There is no way the Alaskan people can do it themselves. .

" To protect e environment, gAy pant of the environment, . .

Just simply the fact that we" ve £0t to come up with somethmg ’d.f the plan
works there it would help elsewhere. -

- Tt would be helping mW@m . . SRR

" I think Exxon should bear the majority of the mponsxbxmy, butitis wonh the

#for others to help.

Protect the from being Killed by another oil spill,
I'm interested in lota! care & viron
1 think any gram is important.

The pecple’s affect. the stress of the clean up, and pmtect ﬁ@gﬁom another
spill,

I think it's Importam to our mvestment in America.

protecting them

Um, 1 don"t know. (X) Don't know.

L pazs :
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10653

10654

© 10655

10656

10677
10678 -

10679

10680
10681

10683

10684

10685 -

10687

10693 -
10694

10695

10696

" Just, ah, protection of théenvironment

We have to start somewhere and by these asts-we may save ourselves more than
$250.00. (X) To protect ) :
Because itis a very small amount, I wouldn't pay any more. 1 don't bave any more.

To help the United States, Anything that would help the United States T would be
willing to help.

- Th -@ d stuff would be protected more. If this kept happemng it would

eventitatty el to and harm the people.
Well, for the protection even if it wasn't Just for us, (X) e wildlife)

1don’t know why the government hasn't been domg it all slong. That Sound isa
difficult area to travel in.

o prevét the wate yom being contaminated, and (X) U wildie ) Wildlife are
imponan Part o ureanh X) )
That is a forest and Tand 3nd that cannot be replaced T want to protect the

'l’hese aeas are very important,

Because it mui@om happening again.

Just that everyone would contribute, .
Well, because of the_environment; stricily the envxmnment, not because I feel I have a

duty fo help the oil companies but because,@at would never be replaced

if damaged.

Itseemshkeas Syneasure. 0 no
@me money hungry people should pay for the

Thé lrds, the ammals
whole Thing

1t 1ooks like it would wnrk. {X} Tt Jooks like- the sea fence wmﬂ@ the oil. (X) 1
can’t think of anything more.

To j;rotact the’environment

- Because of the way that the escort ship ve the environment. It is good to
know about people that care about the gavi o .

I thought it would sz () 1 guess just that,

thewater o

There needs to be something done. (X) Als ska is 8 very :miqne place. There is no
excuse for that happening. (X) no -

"Because it would do some godd for 1@ The small guy, in general, can’t

afford it, The income tax is very heavy.

f
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10697
10659
10700
10701

5 ‘10702

o 10708
10707

10709

10710
10712

—

10713

ooms.
n

St 10716

SN

10718

10720
T

10723

S

¥ would like to see if-SiCspills wa
i os?‘

- could do somethingelse

The machinery, #s6

1 feel it's 2 sense of moral responsibility. We nea@ly messes we made,
(X) Because it takes the responsibility away from the oil companies to police the issue.
The government or public now becomes responsible.

It looks likd it's impon.am. Somebody has to do some!hmg, we have

10 start sSOmeWHeEre

Well, it sounds as though it would be most effective until somgth vu-uo i ’

hulled ships are built. (X) Well, it would protect e

To try to avoid oil spills. (X) Other than that, nothing, (X) Maybe'

wouldn't get hurt so bad.

Well, because it sounds like a good program. The oll would --W and put
e

back into tankers. (X) S56-thg 315 wouldn't be harmed.
I they prove it works there, they'll use it other places like Pugct Sound,

1 figure if everyone would put in $60.00 that would be enough. There is stilino -
guarantee, T‘ncy should take some of the money we send overseas to help pay for it, 1
can no afford it. You see all the homeless people, and you wonder where the money
goes. We have to take care of the homeless. We pay so much in taxes now.

Because of @ that is what bothers me the most. .

They are putting forth an effort to try a@ {X) There would bea faster
response time if spill did occur. . '

The basic idea of project because h is helpmg W . (X) It's helping to
protcct anything in.the wawr and on land. Any

potd be concerned about what happens to it. (X) - i

Cspills would be stnpp in that area and everywhere. X}

e ume, money that it takes to clean up

Z
g8
&
4
8
S

To keep from kamke birds and don't want anything happe.mng to them.
Also, and keapin king nice.

"To avoid dangers of onl spill we simply must protect og vironmen .' With oit spills,
pollution and so forth and we are going to place of irreversible 2, (X)

cart ships, which means 2 hell of a lot more sense thax what they did
pefore. (X) They t¢ 30 stupid they should have thought of it one
hundred yearSag

. It would prevent damage toould be clean

. The safety valuet0

er olf spill 50 as not to kill anyrRorC FldIife) We
don't want anymore wnldhfe lost ‘

vWe!I,!thmkweneed it. yno
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affected by an off spill. * -

10714 ¢ all should u'y to help prevent any further damag¢io wildbR and the .
. et no matter where it happens, (X) We are all citizens of the coumry and

10725
10727
10728
10732

10766

10972

10774
10775

10777
10778
10779

10780

10781

10782
10785

10787
10788

10790
10792

10793

Protecting th (XY 5ea life, marine 153

For the cause I think ten dollars Is worth it, howevcr, 1 think the oil companies should
foot the whole bill. (X) It seems.lika an intelligent solution to the problem. {X) Escort
the ships tg keep mhavinganmhero pill, ) mo - o

1 think we all have to bear the price of being dependent on oil: lt dea!s directly
with the problem. Take care of it as it happens, the spillsCWill stap the spills. (X) no
Well, 4 2s to be protested, and the only one that will pay for it s the
general pcpu ous. (X) no

Well, you don't like W@ estroyed like the Valdez did, and the

guarantee that skilled ant-responsttle pecp dling the tankers is worth the cost.

Because it h impact and ﬂxa@d‘

Be safer for & the area, (X) If the public doesn’t help out and the oft
xmpanm have to have uns program, it would cost all of us much more in higher fuel
arges.

prowcs (R

Important issue (X) The amount would be questionable. (X) Well, sixty dollars from

a)tax returns seems rather high. (X) We need to be concerned about o
no

’ N . : -_ e
. Cause ] care abou:@ the ocean, itself. 00 ~ - '

I'm on a budget and couldn’t afford it. 1'd pay the ten dollars Justto he!p out, May
create 2 hardship on people like us because it will only help up there.

¥ it's going tt.her ofl spill, it's worth it. Won't even affect us in
Pennsylvama. 1 may never see that part of the world.

I've been involved as town councilor. The taxes are highest in N.Y. test. Only pay
$120 if it was for one time. Early 70°s program, gas burning cars, if they took care of
the gas burning car in the 70‘s we would he 3 !ot bcttcr off. »

Just 16 k

1 think it is & good idea. 1don't think me, in New York state, should pay anymore,
Even those in the long run I would end up paying whatever happen,

The fact it seems like a sure fire way to keep single hull tankers out of danger and the
fact that the money amount is low. It’s reasonable. -

I lovg/ducks, deer, trass= o

{X) The whole thing poes back to Exxon. The guy admmed he went to sleep, and he
left someone inadequate to run ship &)

The impact on envimnmen x) Any damage to naté ality of
) human h!e}hou!d be protected

e
.-
8
g
=%
o
n
4

i Ce.the shore™ g around, and it would keep the
price down because you would have 16 p yforall the clean up and stwff. (X) no
“The safety of the GATTE ard W water B§) It % '
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10803

., 10805
-10807

10809

10810

10812
10814

10815

- 10816
10817
10819

10820

10822

10823 - -

10824

10825 .

10827
10831
10832

10833

10846

" *The small amount of mcmey to I wouldn't pay any more.

T R S S

It would save th€ wildli @os&s is expensive if lhere is another large

spiil.

protectwn (X) No, Alaska is pan of our eountry

The fact that you have to consider all aspects of €k ¥
you are, Anything that damages the environment impatts-everybody. e

; Savin@@s Kymo

The fact th dchildren and their children and they shou!d be able 10 see the

(D «fm (X) Not duuoy k.
Protecting uldn t have another spill.

Paying one time 3120 00 is okay, because I feel it is the right thmg to do. Why not
he!p 1t’s like buylng insurance and, maybe, yoir will need it but as soon as the policy
-is not taken out, you have an accident, big trouble. To be safe, yes, I wm help one
time, - PR . .

.‘They should have thought 4
* aren't many nat Places

It would [j»rotect

<PEESEVIng natireyand protecting The wildiife svould be worth it.

Fo profect the 37e3 and if the oit compames are gonna pay part of it. X) Protectmg the
‘mnﬁp tom being destroyed.

I'm very concerned abo! (X) I'm concerned about it all over. 1 wnsh

. you were talking about it (the envnronmem) here,

ea life, the bird pmtectlon for !hern, would also save the oil and help economy
i)y the loss OF GilL .

Saving @) that's about it oad matureyrould be heiped.
g protect the wildlife3nd all, 1 ‘would be wﬂhng to pay something Yor it

1 think we need 1o p and nead to start takmg care of i, 1 think the ofl B
o

:  companies should pay for

tig

Protecno

Hopeﬁ:llethmg like that from happemng again, especially because 2

* large part 6F our o1l comes from there. (X} If it prevents sccidents we would not lose. :

* Tt would nip them in the bud.

To do some:hing positive is better than tiothing, affects of a second spill would be
cumutative, The way Exxon reacted to the first spill was terrible, They were
" irresponsible, o

- I saw what it did to I have eight small oil wells, and T know what it does
to the ground, and when I saw the amount of darage it did. Well (X {silence)

D-232 : ST
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10876 1 think when we take from 2 country that ~-M= of the produc

i

10847 < TTunt and fish)-and likeui see govemm aside and taken care of. (X}
3

Protect{l

" 10848 1t would just help, 1 really don't know much about it '59)

10849 1 would want to help prevent another oil spill and more damage to

10852 Because it logks ke it would work. It seems like the two ships would be able 1o take
,

10853 The design of the progra.m seems good. Thesea fwce seems 1
as it is nine feet in height and depth. The skimmers seemed like they would work
adequately for the size of an upcoming spill. -

10855  Because it woullk and anymare damage to
10659 The factthavall ol wiGINE s hur. () o ~

10860 It sounds like it would work. Although it would cost quite a bit. It sounds like a
simple solution to a complex problem. (X) No, that's about it. :

" 10861 1 think it is important that we keep afe and protect ti@)and
m (X) 1t's better to spend the monRgy 1o afe than to spend it cleaninig it up

after a spill. X) no

10862 It’s 4 d xke o s@d we've all been usmg, gemng the benef t from
the oﬂ to om the area.

10863 1 ..m s, and I'd want to protect them, 1 think an oil spill should be cleaned up
quickiy. (X It would save o lot of b .
10864 Because it's going to cost the same or more, probably more. To clcan up somethmg.

it seems like if we lose the oil we'll have to get it from somewhere else. 1t'Hl cost us
more anyway.. A one time $120,00 is nuthmg mmpared to what It would cost us to
replace it on clean it up.

10866  I'm concerned about ouonr natural rewur;és, our lack of rmporisibi!ity
+ .7 - .of American citizens, .

10868 .- Ican ity but not sixty, Iget paid only $5 25 an hour. xX)1es good to preserve

¢ land formy children. (X) *

10870  Becawse R is something good. (X) Because it pr é?n' the oil. (X}
10872 Tt sesms like 2 good idea because the m It would stoﬁ an oil spill from

" happening again. -

"10873 ¢5 sense to me to have the two ships escorting the tanker, It isTo3ital to tyto
. pfeveni idems. It is necessary to take precau!ions to save o 4 .

10875 “fhat they had a definite plan, that they could keep 1t contained

would get the oil contained is fantastic for theatimals, the wildlife, xm‘l the bm!s.

should bear the burden oF the-safety:1 think this program
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, , = ‘ A B
. o o : : o d 10936 hat it is protective, it will wask0X) Prevent further damage ‘°d that S i
10877 1 think we have a strange aftitude about the things that happen fo-0Gf environmeht, We - the country. W Il and contain 2ny spill. T ® . s
.- need to do something about it. Ttr.would-avert anything like that, ey Spill ( « foyCarca garth careless accidents are pot what we should overlook. : C i
Lo wopldn't happen again, (X) It wouthe spills. s d 10361 ?;:,o should not have to pay for what man does. : —_ i
10878 It would protect thx, e wildlih : : ' ) o o : ol
‘ i poes b ERToung. 00 TREVIAR: o 10962 Efponmeny safety 00 . o
- 10881 . 1don't know a whole lot about it, but I don’t think they would have a program if it -\ I 10963 ik 1 don't feel they should have to suffer for our clumsiness. - : » : ¥ :
wasn't good. (X) . ' C u " : - o R
I ) ; . : - . ; . S nd N\(X) Prevents all that killing . . Py
10882 We need the oil, More of our own ol and quit getting oil from foreign countries. (X) - ﬁ 10964 Ttstopsthe Killing oE5GIdlife & hunlns’fﬁ’c’é?a: )(X) o fomt Alia 1.
© ..+ Weneed to ship oil in a safe way. : : . : A ; " 10965 Keep from ruining the . (X) There are jots more\oil spills than aska. |
‘10883 . Tt seems fike a good plan and It is only for one'time, (X) The plan with the boat and i& - “The Texas coast has a real probiem. .

* the fence sound li okay. (X) :

© T 1088 Keep ofl from ruining thefwatérgnd killing thebFdSanT AmA(X) Sounds like it
i | ‘g‘-’ﬁg‘ uld work. ; .

10885 Well, it's better to pay a little bit It prevent something tha
- -~ happen. (X) It sounds like a good sound suggestion tog] 1.~(X) no

10886 ‘ Being able to gather the oil-back up and keeping it from killing more animals.

10888+~ Mainly so it doesn’t happen again. (X) Kie wildntg being killed.

10889 Oh, 10 protect o B

10924 1f it would help W d the £rds and ducks and everything. I would be willing . -
to pay the ten dolhars;-bui you never know if you are going to be laid off or .
. something, so T am sure if I would want to pay more. (X) I worry about the water. (X}
Don't know. . ' . :

10925 T t thi v wasn't 100 mzi'%};. dh I think it would be woricable, and it would help -
C mrﬂ damage. (X) The.ui(dlife and-the StoTS,
10927 -1t was the ability ' oil and then scoop it up before it spreads. My answer
..U is based on knowing The money will be used efficiently and that hiring personnel would

_ be based on merit not connections. Equal opportunity for.all people regardless of race,
e ' o L

" . 10928 - Because I think thirty dollars isn't too much. (X) It will protec & environmentynd |
© ... the wildlife and save a lot of money cleaning upu b profecied and

but the oil companies should pay for ThiS 7t should be part of the

ﬁg 10968 Thone that could be harmed if we don’t. () )
‘10069 It vfould save ofl and keep the oil prices down. (X) That's about all. . -

10970 To protect o@ we keep having oil spills there won't be a.n

feft. They wo! able tg skpopulate themselves. X)no
11008 =~ Because of the damage it did up there. (%) F6 the birds and the apimals.

11008 . Because I care about the @mﬂ‘ﬁe‘m@d
: birds (X) no ‘

11013 It's for a worthy cause. Twant 1o see otected. 0

ggiding another oil spill ip a place which has already had one. The way that it would o M N
be recovered 15 good. (X) no . . - o
't like to s@ fl?@lled like before. ~ - . -
1016 Wel, T don'tlike to STE WIAITES : 3 ) Thatsall.
11017 the fact of oil spills (X) and preserving ou an.
J Tielp, and.I'm gla cople are helping. (X) I'd be doing something for
) he animals &G beaches )
11029 Protect thécmisonment BK) all the various kind{of wildlited
: : ! and andther
1 it seems like the answer right now, 1 think we have to ry o
1o :‘i?!, and the cost effectiveness justifies the means. The cost is :;la;i ¥ ow' and the
benefits would be much greater, --<° . - - K
. i =yes® for ol tion then there will be enough
Because if every body votes "yes® for our own protection i b y
1o " money at sixt;r{lollars. (X) Because if everybody gets together we won't have this
problem again. (X) The oil company. ‘ S ’
‘ » i ri : than have to
1d pay something for the area that is at risk, It Is better to pay
Hosz }'Yg:xts};?mhei l{ersian Gulf war. 1 still have 3 concern on how to protect 1ax payec. - -
from paying double. (X) . B .

Ac

at live there (X) and - A ‘ ]é

10929 - 1t seems like a well thought out plan, quick acting. Having the two ships escorting it
" reduces the response time. ’ .

h1093‘0 ¥'d be willing to pay ten dollars in hopes that it would protect mem
10932 Well, it's such.#Gistine arch).and a spill does away with all the/Famural bezuty ami ¢ . . il el h
) harmsvthe w BT ) : 11033 Orher people get damage from it. (X)Al imagine will help them
10933 1f 1 lived in the Alaskan area, I wouldn't want to give u in the first place, and E S . financially. (X) Don't know. .
. because it's a dangerous activity T believe the € should beprot - N

5o that the o tnia ¢ " 2=~They ought (0 get away from ofl period. There are dozens of ¥

. - quality of their life remains the same. : o o = Hos4 i;:::iray o pIWe autoi without using an internal combustion engine. :
. 10934 - It's worth itwth) B , o S {: e V . . « ;!

° N B w joa) M Y. - % . . !

: - B . D D-iu . . : . D-235 ACE 10916897 5 9 i
e N AR R ACE 10916898 : ; , : . !




AL PR
vt e S L I P Y Wiy e e £ o
S Pt ¥l enty e

11038 *s.aJow cost. {X) With_al e o1l coming ot & i
. - . Lhe oil coming out o outd i
&(X) h spill in this area, Vo leste
11040 I think the ideas are good. It i .
h . It's a reasonable way to cope with a probl *
going to go away. A flat tax would be hard on the poor. 1 don“tn;ikeatl?a:}.la(txs)?::

. 1.1041 Just like 2 good idea something we need. (X) Just the whole program sounds safe t&l . “ - i

11068 *Cause it wasn't very much inone}v and it oﬁﬁ}g stop it f;'om happenfng' 'a@in. X) the
© il spill A <

11069 Damage @

11070 The protection of m’e@ﬂenL\

11072 Because I don't want 10 see the guvirGamens hurt.

11073 How the ships would be sblg clean®p the il spils. (%) no

11089  Because it was going to protect the z and, hopefully, in the future we'll be

T able to supply our own country's oil nesds. %) If we could be independent if would be
worth moreé money to me. . L

11091 Well, T feel fike it Is time our government, and enyifohiments! protection agencies
. should be helping protect the environment. ' ; :

11093 I think it is beneficial evep thaygh it is desolate country it is.an_area that needs to be
preserved. (X) r,mindm and with mﬁ@m the Valdez spill
caused it is definitely Wordh it to me,

© 11094 Because I think it's important to kee Is. but ten dollars won't

break me financially, but when it comies-ts ollarsyGu are getting on up there,
and ¥ would have other things I'd want to spend that much on.

11096 The fact that the Alaskan area is a very de!int, that America needs the
o oil from Alaska to be less dependent on the oil from the Middle East, (X) I would
: consider the_ payment an insurance against environmental damage. ‘ N
11098 Actually, I'm for itif it"s ten dollars if it's more the ofl companies should pay all of it.
They have big profits. They should be responsible for it all, (X) .

11101 To prevent another dis@gicﬂ disaster and without the prograni Americans
would panic if there was another spill which would lead to 2 push for other laws .
(unnecessary) which would impact oil companies financially and lsad to higher costs to

the consumer, . ok . .
11103 Well, any program that seems 10 be efficientand get the job done is worth while, and
- we've got to start somewhere to protect dur env rons It’s going to affect all of us.

11105 Important to protest th that when they had the accident the prices
. went up, so it might increase cost of gas, probably gauging. X)no '
11107 Seeing alf the tof@ widRizgiled. 1like wildiife. .
11112 The fact that ] think of myself as and If we're golng to have

- * depend on getting &Il our oil from Alaska 1 would Tike to think we are trying 10 make
the transportation of that as safe and clean as possible. It appears to be effective.

11113 “The fact that if somethl happen they can contain it and be able to pump it up
before it gets back to €h They should have used this before if they had

know about it. (X)

11114 The fact that it's helping

D-237 ACE 10916901

. me. (X} Save thegvir
11042 T can’t afford to support a oil company. Iam not interested Qz all, 09 no

11043 Well, the way 11 i 17 b ’
 control, y T look at it is a start -ﬁmﬂt other oil spill from getting out of

N0 - 'I'hatit' I want X '

N ‘ i zng. T want to go to Alaska someday. I think '
. _— ot \ y. ink the escort ships

. woul m?: erir; § €ast there would be no major damage to the wa!a«m@w

1108 . 1 just think it's a very im : ’
A rk portant issve, If yolFCai prevemyaather ol
- loss of .onl it would be worth it. No, that %ﬁ;ﬁ:ﬁﬂﬁg ﬂt);'
we can’t afford to lose, and the expense of cleanup is great. uree fat

11047 "-I'would vote for it if it is a one time tax, (X) It would keep the éost of gas lower.

< 11049 They would usé my tay

; y tax money for less worth while thi

: . damage whether it’s here or there, We all suffe};’ffoﬂr::nﬂg; a:;ywy‘ e e
» _ thecost filters down, and we all losed? STt

. ‘natural resources like oil are lost,

11051 " " t's a small price to pay to proteg_ﬁ@q?
11053 - Safer for(X) 10

11054 ¥f we help the one time, we are helpi ! 1 > the “
e, helping ourselves, This will keep the oil
. and the consumer don’t have this (one) thing 1o worry about, (X?Y; (;:'sp zce;hdown
but please don’t come back again. ' ey

11056 .  ‘The amount of them the off we wi . "

e ; . 11 get from them, the oll amount used won’*
anfic ;t ~?°qu be worth pay_i?g for. (X} Slower increase of oil price to éons:nm;rgo';l'll:e
price af oil we use wouldn't go up, and it would be worth paying for program.'r

11057 Prow Wil mawEsel, ~
" 11058 Because what the oil did to theenvirnnment:Beca
Co U the beauty of it like (g B, he SIS TS b

. 11060 ' Youlmow,pmtectingth X3 no

¢ I've been to Alaska l'fe sun’

n

11062 - P'd like to protect NEEVIrORTERF. (X) ; '
. ; e pt. The foreign purchas
- . major portion of the costs. Japan gets too much g;“ tfur oil neofsv.'Sh gd contribute the

1064 | ' Sut the; :
. They need to protect it, the birdsa but they shouldn't'spend a lot of

money for it,
i€ birds and animals aniis nmentabprotection. (X) They would

T 11066 Well, because of
e not die.. .
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117
11119

20

121

11122
11124
1125

1128

11133

1134

1135 Z

11136

1_1138‘

. 1139

11140
1141
11143

11146

11149 -
11152

* - when this spill happened. (X) To preservétit
11127 -

' 'vWell. it_woufd make thE enVironmen safe
place for people to go an@ ?ﬁ Geauty oD

- 1 rather pay now than later.

e me N Botes e

11116 Prevenion? s vod i .
.‘ w To me it’s a good idea, but if you get the crews to take alcohol tests we

- eutdn’t need all this stuff. But nobod i
0 . y pays attention to that. i
.spill because people are on drugs and alcohol, and they get haired(xa)ng‘;a’}:‘lwa;;::; ol

For thirty bucks, it’s worth the program to savefieaammals.3
Q2 3 ANd tREOtNEr M

’t N . » . .
seems.like the program is very contained. It seems like the best thing available, -

- If it stops the dimage then it"
7 i s worth it. It i
_and all. Tt seems like it would keep the- =

o s ‘ Shoreline prot
ike to have a cleanf—WIt costs -
to k j i
program would help to keep it clean for the generatioelﬁ:c‘g:: anq this sscor ship

1 think it's important that, il spi
b L 5 § at, A, we present oil spills and, p, that there is more concern:

I think just thg whole thing. Of)"Saving ,‘p@

Six doliars a year is a small )
all cost to savi @ od-beaul. It pissed me off

1

U wjl
Hate to see any 'y

1
1 think it’s step that we all have . :
to help keep oyrct i
(X) To keep the country ds clean as i g or our children
_ nis.cx)dggiiﬁgggll=gﬂi=] -

Oncd 8 des‘myed it’s hard to reclaim From years to decades to
0 . . .
N (X)
resolve itsell: s easier to have preventive rather than curative programs. (x) no

‘ ecause of the effect of the last oil spill (X) Because of the extensive damage. (X) Loss

(X) That's it.

)_;d make it a cleaner
To protect lhevxrds the animals 2hd zht get into th; wa—le;’ - | o

higher ol o )1 feel the clean-up costﬁwoi.lld be passed down 0 us in

0@(’0 No other reason, 1 just love animals.
My nature, l'mAw1 ling to )\elp th for my kids"* future (X). no

1t would avoid big spill agai ife” esting
e e g spill again. (X) W(lauld protect th&wildlife and the birdgnesting -

- -Knowing that it will help the pollution and t '
pollution and th§ 3 ing indust \
. has been badly hurt during this one 50 wouldn’t-want.th ]hga‘;.;‘:nu;;a?;hmg ey

Well, Y am thinking about the efiirGment,D

* - 1feel that really important to pro “.@'w . .
| tect the gdea
. them we protect ourselves, P . - el oycr. By protecting

_ .-D238

ACE 10916902

o
o T,

R F

ituati n with the fence

- 11154

11155

11157
11158

11163

‘11164
111166
11167
11168

" 11169

11171 -

S1m

11173 -

1i78

11175
< 11176

11177
. 11178

11181

11182
11183 .

11190

11191

To make afe. : .
Think it is a good idea, if they can come up with the money. %) Hate t0 see any

lled. 0 Thatit.

To prol B o
Because I think they could ‘have more than one to turn me
off. Now, I know they were right. (X) nothing o

\but I think thirty dollars from each

1'd pay ten dollars for protecting thg environm
: it bovered other areas that would be

household is too much just for that oné

‘different. ] _
It's 2 good program because it would prot@
To protect thé T :

To protect (e environmen? — i h .
Tdqrotect anything in the worltHike that because we’re always helping other
countries, and it'S e fee to have to pay. :

Well, 1 just don't like to ned. Somehow in the long run it probably cost... -
us to clean up the mess anyWay-{AJ o - . - )

1 feel that if we keep getting the oil. It's the right priority. 1t would help save on

electricity. (This is not a shallow comment. See D-12.)

Because if we do have another spill, gas would probably go
pay it anyway. Tt would be more that $10.00 then. .

Because 1 m anything to save and protect the animals is worth money to
me. To prevent-thenf being hurt or killed. . o
r it. We will either have to pay °

Everybody uses oil and we have to be responsible fo
for it now or later. Even at $60.00, I'd like to see how they would spend the money.

It is something that has to be done. If there is another spill, it has to be taken care of.
We need that oil so we must be prepared. The double-hulled plan is a good one!

Because of the fact that it would contain the oil and save ivironmeént—You have
to put money into something to save money in the future. - - c "
It seems like a good idea; it would stqp.an oilj)_l,ll from happ®: g again.

ype for other programs. (X) It would expand the Coast Guard
. (X) nothing -

p and we'd still have to

-. 1 think it’s a protot
system of protecting

Safety )
Help prevent accidents t0 g6 . .

1t would protectd e onmasR, However, that’s just a minor step.
A lot more steps have 10 be taken. Idont believe the fence will take up all the oil.
It's }:verybody‘s problem, will fall back on us eventually, it’s everyone’s r&ponsibility.

X) no

Protect ' Crotect the fishing arexs there (X) no
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11192

11194

© 11195

11204

Help ,ogr cnv:ronme? {X) and help kids in the future X) We must protect our plamex
. now oy it. (X) no

* Safety of the tankers (X) ,_. ani new spills from spreﬁﬁé to beal ches and would not

kilisomuchofthe s] earea Kymo,
Investing in my own future and protect @ir lanst Oncc the p%anet is dwroyed we *

can’t go flying off to another planet. (X) no
" For the protection df n that location due to the high risk of that
. industry and transportafiori of the oil product. i

11205 -

11206

1 think it sounds feeSIe, and it°s an alternative instead of having nothing meaning no

Chances are it could easily (spill) happen again.

11207 -

11209
11212

" 11213

11215

To sav )

1 think it"s important 10 save m@s.

“ I'like the fact that the oil would get-alYSCooped D

“To keep th

Wil it would help kafe.

11217

1218

11220

11221 .

11224

11223

n2s
11228

11234

11239
11241

.1 think it's one of those, “we reap fi

we should give back to nature.” 1
Tt 15, when damage happens to the

don’t shink it should matter where on
“ should be there to assist in protecting it.

Because I just think it would pm@@ we wouldn t want the same
thing to happen again, although I feel the f it happening are slim,

Just to help :o make it easy to transport oil again. -
I'm using oil as a fuel and this is a start in the right direction. We have 10 do
something.

1 think it will affect all of us, and I do want @eﬁ care of.

. , ;mpmm (X) no

uny

I;ustwe.(X)no o i C
T think ¢ t Ohould be protected from ol spxlls. :
So that they would prote t , 4

We are all in 'the same boat.. We must help out to protect o
Well, even then we will end up paying the whole shat in the erd ]
companies would only raise prices to get back anything they had to pay out. (X) no

1f nobody paid anything then nothing would be sople’s
responsibility to try to make sure those kind wﬂrﬂmm) Sure we
are asked to heip out the oil companies but we e cost in the

end anyway.

0 it doesn’t Jeave the regulation up to the companies.

Containment of the oil
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11269
11270
11271

11273

11274
T2

11278 -

11279

11281
11283
11285
11288

11501

11503

11504
11505

11506

11507
" 11509

11510

1511

11513

11516

11518

T would s s 2 the anil .
Becavse I don't iikg aniiIp1o be killed and I think this would protect them,

c\?gell 1 think that's how the country works, Everybody has to wopeuta 1o make it
eaper. ) . '

"If you can have the spill {oil) stopped bu can solve the spm
problem before it gets too bad. N '

ThTife ofthefip Anet-{3-important to us all, @m ¢ essential.
Well, I feel i(’'s important that we pr}ic@rm from damage

and thld be protected., i

Fhat it mnld@ another oil spill. A PR

'”dmw% top pm%em is ot spending enough
vironmental problems We should develop alternative

energy so we are not so dependent on oil.
Wehve!opm gt the re se.in Alaska,

Because it he!ps Tr‘ X) 1 don’t know.

Maybe it would be a beginning it would save z Joxd? ani als ds.

. Because jt seems like one of the first dedicated efforts xl spills, It has to be

done. The cost involved would be less lhan the cost of clean-iip;

1 can see where it \;ould be beneficial, but I think the govemment should take the

money we are spending on aid to foreign wuntris and pay for this program. It

would mean $10.00 to me to knowd was protected. (X) It wou(l):)save
Gast, .

The possibility of protecting

including us. ) -
Just saving The g:‘: jw
Because it didn y more than that,

that are amvnd there.

e Wi eally. (X) Well ccm justto
cost more in the long run,

1 think it’S IMpPOMERT to protect with so mzny ships going through there but 1 think the
ough off of us,

oil companies can afford to pay most of it. They make.
It’s a small price to pay for a guarantes. (X) That this w1
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11520

' st

2
11523
11524

11527
11529

11530
11532

- 11578

g

If that was the only way out I'd vote for it. Something has to be done. %) The

" The idea they would o something 3 Rolihit (oil spill) like build double-hulled tankers’
and get C.G. equipmd 4;_____*. ships-nd combat oil spills.

. Reduce

11526

© Tt would Pﬂ?i opefully, would keep prices from going up anymore,
because of losg™Ge3-no ’ .

concept is good, but I think in the end the oil comnpanies wouldn’t pay a dime and they
would jack their prices up to compensate for the money they paid out. ‘The - .
government could prevent the prices from increasing by putting a freeze at the pumps,
However, the service station would be caught in the middle. ’

5k of another large of! spil). That's where most of the oil comes from,

i thie beachies peed to be protected.
vironmeht

e 3
To protectdfie

So it would never happen aga
(X) Because of the damageio (e environmen

i:ig oil spilt would never happen again.
It would work. (X) It's important to ﬂ@somﬂhiagx you can't put a
priceon, (X) ) .

Because the oil is going to used by us and if something goes wrong we still have to
pay for it. (X) It wi ect the *\Qm revent damage and protect
the lives of thie birds and mammal3> . _ i

Well, $30 does not seem to be 5 ioch as $60. $30 is worth it for $60 1'd take 3

We have to protect o6
left for our children,

A-20A,

CASE
10001

10005

10020
10026

10027 -

10047

10093

1094
10098
10104
10105

10106
10107

10108

™h ahd it will give a chance fBr oung peo leio ot a oﬁ. no \
| oo
" Why are we trying to protect th, peopls, Isn't it?
V nimals and birds ' ’ .

IF NECESSARY FROBE FOR SPECIFIC EFFECT. FOR EXAMPLE, IF R
REFERS TO "THE ENVIRONMENT" 5AY: How did you think the environment

would be affected by the program? )
VERBATIM L ' R _
~ Oil is important at this time, (X) If the plan goes intG effed : be preserved.
It's a2 small step 1o protecting thez

cit--hyt we have to take a step at time, We
have to do something, - .

o T

I people don’t give something for i, it will nev-er get off the ground. I’m sure some
will support it, and it will get going. (X) no other comments.

If it (the program) goes to expectations of what we are talliing about, this program
would be wonderful, and I'm assuming it would be pretty near right,

Oh no; you want me to think, and this is so early in my day. (X) In the eventof 2 spill

a‘ m happen as did, without the protection, the oil damage
18 § Kig &3,

T was concerned with the safety of 3 accident like that is an
unnecessary thing, ’ ’

11ove the ocean and worry how this affects it, o1 worxy a the
ocean more than 1 do about the birds." . - .
Eals, (X} I don't remember the other kinds of birds.

: 611 spill from happening again. (X) All 1§ Rnd
ands could be savq:!; X) Fhat's all, .

Piie wildlite Bould be endangered.,

Other parts of the country are destroyed and there is no chance to do anything for the
ﬁenvironmfeng :

X} It would save@l love animals, and the water it would keep the waters - ;
clean. : . ] .

& Whole food

chain.hasp be protected, but, as 1 said before, T want to sec the
interprint if it goes to a vote. .

1 think it would protect the whole area,

1t would k they have beautiful area. Even those it much cooler then
New York. C

We're concerned about tKe e'probably (X) no

1 don't like that it’s only for Prince William Sound, and I don’t think the oil companies
should get off that easy. They should pay more often,
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To thdeiromsen) (9 o -
10216 We won’t have gasoline if no crude. Jt will effect the United States. The factories : E
: can't move because of no power and it goes (he pointed down). (X) no - oL

o o iectién oj@,@ general

10116 the people living there (X) no ¢ mo ,
‘ “ong o 10220 There wouldn't be a spill in tha o B ' R
T one T o . 10228 xdon':mw,jmmpx. :
CoL ) A. 10123 We don t need tﬂ Iose oil. n will he!p prb 10236 ‘% er oil SPL“ (X) The same as the other, you know(birds an
o : Id die. (X) no .
S T06 T (Wil partienlarly - ‘ : -
S o - , 10240 1t would protect e wdIite gainst another oil spill and being dstroyed
o  Helpwild

‘10241 The mwmnmmuld be protected,
10251 Qe )
t ~ ase of a spnll It could be ccnt;& a lot quicker, and

10256 It will help
it’s definitely better © ave-a Frogram like that. (X) That's it. . ;
10257 . It would give time for theCpird popu]at O30 recover, Another spill might be worse, - - L 2
- 10271 It would be kept safe, o ‘ '

10274 1don't know. I feel sorry for ' : ‘
710276 1don't know exactly, just sounds good, .

10280 . Would keep e from harm, o
doast - Obviously it would improve i, less chanceof killing ¢fanimalb polluu

10282 wildh woudbemore dbe e precid ' P

10283 Do less damage to dx& 00 Wel, the aima and the wildipwould be -
- better protected - “
10285 Positively

10133 Tt would help. Tt would give more money to do smffhere they have
: already had a spills. Depends on how they spend it.

10135 | If theres @ﬂls th )d be noWiGre contam ination ) at least through 4 spill.

10153 Well, maybe there wouldn t be any more oils spilled on’ the birds and fishpand

O —ainE

10156 Basically, area I'd s2y.00t ot having the po @m
~ s} polhmen dAIE air BX) thal's it

10164 1fit prevents another spill that's valuable beca 2 needs to be protectsd
- especially if they haven't recovered from the last spi!!.

10165  Shouldn't be any.mo *:n ed, if that program works.

S 10166 " - Prevemitfwmreazn 078 . i e

Lo 10110 | ) Na all. - o

R () .w X, particulauld not be further harmed.

710175 It would be helped. (X) Keeping the of out of ’.

10178 1t keeps down damage toghe WIldIife)

10183 Mistakes against the wllut@m be protected and the
..., carth because of the rai cyele; h - = . ) ]

ng.

10293 Save the cost of clean vp and save the bifds and wi!dhfe. stilt quimion what the -~ - .- : & !
. scientists say, I think !hcy may be wro o e o i

) ) » 10294 :
. 19‘94 " . No doubt, it would help. (X) no 10295 Tt will not harm th8 birds and wildlif
T 10197 It would save the animalsdn : o 10296 d >
10200 - @med to be the ones in the most danger. (X) That's it. 10298

10299 They wouldn't be harmed.
10302 1 don’t know, Would just save them.
10305 Tt would improve th ‘W aking safety precautions to a: it didn*t
_ happen. (X) Would save Mgw@m' and that part and the’
10306 By saving it, with the sea fence, it would get it In there and keep it. ’I‘hcy would be .
able 1o save th'Would be confined (the oll) » e

" 10207 ) w. where oi! has been spilled nothing will grow for awhile. al
b at-way. (X) It could spread inward farther if the it

>

10208,  “The m-.w». ad 10 be mlnimal (X) Maybe it wouldn't spread to any of the

e . 10209 Thuld be impmved by the safety precautions to insure the area

safety,” Due to the vast area they need to watch even more closely,
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T,

10308
. 10310

T 10323

10325

10329 -

B

" 10326

10332 .

10337
10338
10341.

10343
fish saved
10352 would hate to see all

10353

10355
10357

RN
| 10363

1 don't know. Increase th

e population of the birds and anjmed

shoreline clean 50 people could use them
uld be protected from that oil, similar to what we've

’(X}Thatoil o
seen already'in-these.pi

res, one of these pictures on TV, the men on the beaches

pasitive effect on ‘
(and bis

s, 100 (X) no~-

p u.:u Won’t cause al} the problems if

birds and. fis would be killed. (X

. oil sp:lls fmm damagmg the iand so much, znd nat
@?’fﬁnamm be destroyed, (X) o~ -
. .@. & spill faster. (X) Won't have all m@e had With the first
a)s, no potlutiom

By any major oil spal! they would take the necessary measures to contain the oil. (X)
It woulde't spread the oil opto @ Those waters move guite fast. (X)

spill,

Help save a lot of things

L) o

gljv,gmpollulion (X) save th

(2] Ls ’n en not 50 many
iShing is the people’s way of making a living in

{Already mentioned in A-20) .-

It makes for an unbalance: -
 whole thing. (X) It will W

sea type

f

. You can not dismrb fon will mix up the
=10 will keep oil from pet Can shore don't know

T ifnwilldoitbuta gamble we have to take.

's see, make it safer, the ships Tess chance of accndeats (X) ] w

K2 birds and Ammaistn that are killed. (X) ¥ would be mumg

to pay what I can to help Keep the area clean and safe for the animals, -

all that ol opHfE WaersTsa big mess. <&'§13§‘!- nnot tive in o:ly water. (X}
: ‘W‘* 50 need clean water

10354

_ I think ev l be damaged if we have more oil spllls

4 9 waterSneed 1o remain clean for many reasons, o B@g
in that area. I would rather sec programs to save oil than 10’ save birds,

. 1 don't think it
to protect

with no further spilis.

it X Iit's going to keep environment cleaner. lt s going

() No (X) Do not tike to ses any life wh’m or others killed,

1 thin gram would help to keep an ml spill from happening agam. [8:4] wuld
pr(x) nope

10364 - b tan off spil it won't be mlmand it won’t be killing the °

10365

- Even though it would sav
. used as escorts

f
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10369
10375

10379

10383
10385
10398

10409
10410

. 10411
10412
10413

10423
10430

10470

10475
10480

~ Need to preve

(X) No, that’s it.

Kesping an ol pill rom Killing all m .G no

1 don't see how sc!emlsts can prednct that

No more damage like the last spilt

Hopefully, @uld be held in starus quo

e and less damage to' x d he quicker they clean
) xt u er and cheaper it would be.

It would be used to escort ships and protect HZ a

) ‘(X) We just need to do all we canto pm the wildlife and otir shores bf any type of
damage. ) T )

(X) Mostiy the 1and (%) that's it

" ‘The (idlife, Sea e, Plants. & m that's it. -

%) Do not ﬁke fo see g med.

Prevent another spill that would effect th eaches, birds, am

seen sea fence in Persian Guif spill, and it T (X) That's all,

1 have no idea if it would protect tthound from oil spsl!s. 50 § want to see the
program results before 1 pay anymore. '

. .No .. preoif spills would keep the price of gas and oil down and keep froim damaging

1 thought it would be kept up bener.@b

;

(%) THe birds &b sred with ofl, (X) no . PRt

m hecoming extmct. €X) Might be next time.
R . T

Solution to prevemtigge amage from oil spilis. (X) To protect ‘
environment without v tanker traffic, . : .

_ The wild{ife and the animals —d@ ‘ T
S \vm future ofl spills and keeping the water from being .
con ’ . - .

Ths birds Wyuid be protected

It would keep the ol from geting

1 fe mg foreign going into our ‘water, sky is dangerous and we need to protect
r water‘ d ozone layer, keap it clean for our children and our dtildren s children.
It’s ponam commodity we have to leave,
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10483

10484

10486
10501
- 10528
10529

10533
10534 -
10538

10539
10841

10543
10545
10846

©o myage. ()T
10553 ”It would be contained so it wou!dntget on
10554 -

- 10557

10558
10559

10572

| 10575 -

10578
10585

10593

R prevent
Although a spill cannot always be py

It would be assured there*d be no danger wAnfeynipshoreline. O¥) It would be

protected by the program
ifed and famed

There'd be |

e wiidlife, e beauty of the company.@

1don’tknow. ' ]
" By making sure ther ~: %) no

oil spills that would cause that much harm. (X) no _

this program would reduce the possibility
of greater damage td d the environment. (X} no

1 think it would be better all around if they.o Spilt in one place. (X) no
(X) wildlife | ould be saved from these type of !hmgs. (X) 'mat s it.

Mostly m@ (%) That" s it

Just the pTIGTYe that would b d all that ive there.

~Pe0p1e in this country must leam not to waste so much, If we were more careful we

would not have to buy oil from foreign countries.

- This would make @5 eavironmia R safe, (X)-The waters would be@o{) .
- TRe bachgd would be Treamth {7 birds and wlldh 2) . : )

around when my children are

Wel! just the idea
great. 1don’t like to Sg€

-safe from another oit spill. 'nm would be
burt.

" It woul ther aceident. It would save the balance © @ﬂnm
It woulrevematwe med!cme ‘

- recover from that

t protect general {X) no

The captain wasn't ‘performing duties, left untrained second mate in charge More
attention to avoid straying from channel. Equipment will be there.

Sto;: o amage and-cave theildlife E
5 Tt wouldFe ey‘re would be'less cu!d be destroyed
from the oil, -
a wd stuff, there wouldn't be as many in the water, It wouldn't g0
. an 39d that's where they live, isn't it? Cr mess around, anyway )

D248

ACE 10916912

10624
" 10625

10630

10631
10634
10636
10640
10647
10650
10661
10677
10678

10679

10683 - -

"That tanker escort ydu mentioned should help alot. (X) Help contain the spnll keep
the oil away from the sifrelines and wildli .

the air trave! other places. . :

It would keep it from being harmed. (X) Well, @um be
protected. - . )

especial vw ' C
R tectmg € wildiife, Jhe marine life and the penple who depend U ishing for

ald could be endangered that do not hve exclusivciy in Alaskan waters, like
fish, microbes, etc. :

Just fe!t they would initfate some kind of program that wﬁm another ofl spill,
that died, it would save them, e '

1 know it will be a hellacious cost. (X} It would protect These spills

are bad and have long las(mg effects

Something needs tobe done, (X) I'm just not thinking well tonight. I'm just for it.

-.To protect iméilx, the birds and

b keep from another spill from killing the wildlife () no

€ Tishgnd mayb&he water Spply itself will be protected.

It should helf:preveri-ynother oil spill and spare the damage done eartier.

Future.of qur planet depends on how we care fo(X) And, also,
the pt are a part of this planet,

We, as Americans, have usad and a%\w must rspect what we have, or
we will soon Joose it. S ;

1 feel Tike if it can save, even though xhcre s going to be a certain amount of damage

already anticipated so I feel like there’s poing to be some impact anyway and this
would minimize it. () Especnaur@u the seal lil:e @) Minimize what
damage we can. :

It would help % ey didn’t have an ofl spill. Ky mo - .
uld no longer be in such danger from the sphil.

There d be a lot less loss to theanimals and the Tishwith the ptogram X) And

\ Id be ¢ kept safar. cleaner,
Not 50 many 2nimals and bind wou!d be k'l!ed
Without fresh axr we ‘re dead. (X)

" D249
ACE 10915913




10710

10712
10714

“ 10718
10717 -

10770
16772
10774

ions

IO‘?‘IS

" Thate to think of thosé b1

1 want the spills s Stopped, because I do not want
. The beauty Id not be damaged.
- Keeping cl@n the zrea and, also, preventing water shortages that could cause
*. droughts. (X) 1 ‘ - .

: ’ No particular part but don't want oil wasted and damagm ii o0

10779 c

10783

10787
10788

10803
10820

10833

10859

mm
10885

- 10850

- 10864

Birds and wildlif ;

al resource, (X} 3‘% ould be protecting and the

I think it would "WOrk.
being coversd by all that oil.
art of our planet damagat:

tion (X)

Improve it.

Prevents damage ater. {X) Lxmnts damage wildlife. (3) Wouldn't
eontamma ¢ beaches/ () no .

Well we wouldn t have so m ﬂm} WCE g lluted with more large oil spilis,
maybe. (X) no . ’

Would help makgz;@r and bet:er We get m Alaska
which could be nated,

If it's run properly and a!ready has been tested it should take care of xt or, at least, .

have a plan if it does happen the next tim
Just that it would Esp

- Tt would be a basic answer, X) Probab?y. it’s worth a lry (X) That's all,
It would be helped a lot If they did it nght away, () m Would be protected

© somewhat. -

- ...-':W other spill. (X% -
© . was téreh oseannna!sbadtosu

- ;Wh: ; Guard be involved. Tt should be d private company involved, 7
N ronment would not be affected like the first spill because of the ab:!uy to .
- wmam spill, )

It can cause damage t' i

1d 'an ‘smim R
O 2 Al

mimals 1d be killed anould be dzmaged. (X) o

A good effect () It would be good to k e birds and anim: m being flun
" again and stop the mess, |

It would be sifer. ()1 thmkjm the prevention and the saferf(0f anmal life Ryhe
main thing. (X) no _ . n

If they go shead with the program it will g:v@
chance to get backonthexrfeezmdgrowthtor turn. (X) no

« To me it's worth It m save (X) Whatever the oil would damage i would
SNy, . ) . .

be worth to save, (X} Just prote
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1013
1029

© 11030

11031

11032 .

- 11033

11040

11041

‘ eminedemadetosuffet. e
T

hy the saa. too.

It is just not a good idea to go spilling oil. (X) We need 10 save lll the ofl that we can.
T know we have to have oil for our country, and we need 10 be carefusl how we do this.

1like to do.things to help X Well, we don’t need to be making a big mess by
*spilling oil all oke in the pictures. i

1 Iav bire and ania5) and 1 think we shou!d keep Selznd cijan.
I% % (8 ;n_m :E} bemg t r‘

The ultimate damage 10 wou!d be a more serious prob!em than we‘dld

(? not clear) that txme.

It would prevent an oil spil} and pro; Mno - o

The pictures of th ml R birdtnovered with ofl just broke my heart,

Another slep toward keepmg our(X) no other

a! I'ses that was hurt. (X) That's all I can see. (Note:
0 owmg from B-4) There are more ofl spills in the Gulf of Mexico. -

The pollution tocTiE water ind d .
kids are big T want them to , be able ta see all sorts @m
¢ are killing off too many species of wildlife now.

anim:

. It would be protected if it does everything it says it would do. and it et

should because there would be someone there |mmedmely after nccld
That's the key.

If we have ¢ program the then the ¢ be okay then we wi]l be kind to/w—‘

I» nd @fed

ealth th
) The peg\pl:_s__l_x/ over there,
1 feef we have protesto 5 ofoil dir

have to protect
the people who five there,” rot

1 thi uld be helped. Wouldnt hav: 10 put up- wnh the
oil, (X) Don’t know -—‘.

It couldn’t be 100% effective. But it's a start, 1 think we need to make cmpomions
not just oil companies realize they will be punished for what they do. (J{) ‘Also, i
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11043 I think it will help save a w@m It can save a lot of ofl, oo,
11044 The ol would not be spilled and kI birds s animals'3nd coVerihe Jand. >

11062 ii not t00 bad, (X) Hopefully, There wouldn't bs any damage @e bir% _

11064 1t probably would Wy another spill,

 1!069 Save the 2 als and-sey ife That"s all,

o0 weremmmgabom

k vllb?z I they do what they say, it should eontain ner spill, "I‘hcy

would be able to contain it right on the spot.

“ 11089, Without another or more ofl spﬂl(s. replacc Ttself and be safe (N no

it shonld p arotier ol disaster from ocmmngand causing damage to
ealTish andpatural wildlife, @) That's abcut ft.

1091

- 11096 That is would be positively effeasures as dscnw by the
preventative program your presénted. (X) Tha covers it.

. 1098 . Iwould pay u;;mtectth"‘ Theprogramw be-chanps toomanyumes

. before jt's final. (X) No mor
1103 prd

onto the” shore hor &ffe

11114 Presemad maimenance ) tq

11116 Tt would make up for human error, ‘which wouldn't happen if people pa:d attention,
’ X) no )

1117 If you could contain the oﬂ with that fence d it would certainly be
" . . protectsd from harm,

mi . The W be saved if they could keep the oil within the fence and lhen
. - remove ;

121 Ttwill ghe trausponauon o ml) b

SRR " program, .
© 11122 Rticoksto me v.hat If oil was eontain th\s system that
. would be protected. The mun 1 pmtacxed is hypo:hen

11134 . Save It from destruction of spills, &n

sounder for economy. Peop!e there

” 2 T E TR >
1 139 " It would be more dama , also, our grand and greét-gra.nd children

would be paying later,

- 11149 Well, if you are prepare for something. (X) The damage to @@ .
154 o mike the @ironmertSiR, to safe KT St the wildhie ‘ :

11157 n@ & shoreline)

11158 -

1163

11167
11168
17

14
17

11181
11182
11204

11212
11213

ST

1218
11220

S 11221

11223

11224

11239

11241

127
11278
11279
11281

11288

11508,
11510

1o be protected,” -
. Affected positively. It would help sa :

t would keep the oil from damaging them,
1 think in that area it would be the loss'@

Well, t;) protect i ‘;‘m’n
It would help the(Gavironedbover there.

il and ITEd 100 s
spill q LTed tox
«~J' t wouid be prote’cted a lot berter. Xt would be preventative measure.

1t would keep § B free from damage by oil spms Anything would help
the environment afier an oﬂ spill

Hopefully what happmed before wouldn t happen again o0 No harm e birds.
g1 wouldn’t be harmed.

Protecting Uf@me o. and "" hopefully, to

save money in the long ron,

- stoff.

'l,'feel @wm be safer for this pmgram. Kk would keep & tighter watch
onthep fig the sths. v )
Hopefully, ng oil-witt-be-spilled, and

protected, €Specially the wildlife

wnl! be
uld be harmed. (X) no

nthe fish, envimnmenm problem could occur here
her pAFisof the country to help out. (X) no

Favorably, it won't be subjecled 1o oil spills. (X) The @\wm be

hurt,
k rine ,general (X) would be protected
(Re-as?ed) Try m fie om oil spills.

~ That it would prot e fish, tbebirdsandth
" l ro easures Wprotectio ;m,-_ and -

d enhance th quahty protection of the

T

biri ) )
1t would b@namm 1o the and the welfare of m@.
It would enhance it from the oil. . ' R ) B

Just insure that m@otﬂd not be hurt. 1 think that the program would
really help. : .
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11513
11516
11522
11523

11524
11526

11532
11578

I'm not sure, not really it wouldnigtea
mean it's there homes isn’t it?

guess that’s what 1

1don™t knaw. any ships gomg could cause a lot of pollution too wlmz: could
hurt ut as much 2s an off spill. . o

Tt would be safer. (X) Less :hance for major oil spills in Prince W;llxam Sound. (X)
Th [diite an

It wou d give them a preity place to hve It would save _q.&rds and ammh; o

e animals, the bisdey ~ . . o
‘TheR everyihing can get back to normal, how it was before (X) ay. (X)
The shoreline, they‘d have their-fiormal
nothing e S
(X) 1t would say€ fish, wildlife. Ttywoul¢ wnuld be an asset

§ not goffig to de:enorax

p
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SECTION B 4 B

-

That ends the main part of the intcrvuew Now 1 would like to ask you about what you hzd in mind
when you answered the Iast few questions 1 asked.

B-1.  The first questxon is about what would bappen if the escon ship progfam is not put into
effect. (PAUSE) :

SHOW CARD 8 - -
Earlier I told you that without the gseoTt ship program, scientists expect that sometime in the

next ten years there would be arfSther large oil spill in Prince William Sound causing the
same amount of damage.a t.he Exxon Valdez spill. (PAUSE)
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