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Proposed Motions relative to Habitat Protection Agenda Items 3/17/08:

KAP 3002, Capjohn.

I move that we authorize $192,000 for the purchase ofKAP 3002, owned by Ralph
Capjohn, located in the North Arm ofKiliuda Bay, Kodiak by the State of Alaska.

KEN 3002, Russell Long Parcel

I move that we authorize $629,000 for the purchase ofthe reconfigured Russell/Long
parcel, Lot 1 containing 3 acres and fronting the Kenai River by the State of Alaska.

Mutch/Jacobs Matching Funds

I move that we reauthorize $175,000 in matching funds to be used in conjunction with
North American Wetlands Conservation Act grant funds for the purchase of the Mutch
and Jacobs parcels located at the mouth of the Anchor River by the State of Alaska.

PWS 05, USS 349, Valdez Duck Flats

I move that we request the Department ofNatural Resources to use existing FY08 funds
for due diligence activities related to the purchase ofUSS 349.

alternatively:

Based upon the previously approved resolution 01-02 in which the Council has already
offered to pay $125,000 for this parcel and a court secured appraisal estimating the
market value ofthe parcel at $150,000, I move that we reauthorize $125,000 as a
contribution to the purchase ofUSS 349 by The Conservation Fund for ultimate transfer
to the State of Alaska.

Northern Afognak

In November 2002, the Trustee Council authorized $10,450,000 for the purchase of lands
in the Perenosa Bay area of Northern Afognak. Based upon the resource values
documented in Resolution 02-02, I move that we authorize $10,000,000 for the purchase
oflands in the Perenosa Bay region ofNorthern Afognak, including lands owned by
Shuyak and Uganik previously authorized in Resolution 03-01 and the Portage Lake
parcel owned by Natives of Kodiak subject to a variety of terms and conditions including
(1) the purchase price be based upon Fair Market Value as determined by an approved
appraisal and (2) final approval of each purchase by the Trustee Council.

Port Graham

I move that we authorize $32,700 for due diligence activities associated with Port
Graham PTG 01 located in Ailik Bay in Kenai Fjords National Park to be conducted by
the National Park Service.
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Meeting Summary

.------ -A. GROUP: Exxon Valdez Oil Spill (EVOS) Public Advisory Committee (PAC)

B. DATE/TIME:

C. LOCATION:

January 24 and March 5, 2008

Anchorage, Alaska

D. MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: (T = via teleconference)

•

January 24:
Name
TOlie Baker (T)
Jason Bnme (T)

. Gary Fandrei (T)
Stacy Studebaker (T)
Mariha Vlasoff
Ed Zeine (T)

March 5:
Name
Torie Baker (T)
Jason Brune (T)
Kmi Eilo (T)
Gary Fandrei (T)
RJ Kopchak (T)
Martin Robar-ds (T)
Ed Zeine (T)

E. NOT PRESENT:

Name
Larry Evanoff
Mark King
Pat Lavin
Steve Lewis
Vem McCorlde
Ron Peck

Principal Interest
Marine Transportation
Public-at-Large
Aquaculture/Mariculture
Recreation Users
Subsistence Users
Local Govemment

Plincipal Interest
Marine Transportation
Public-at-Lar-ge
Sport Hunting/Fishing
Aquaculture/Mariculture
COlmnercial Fishing
Science/Technical
Local Goven11llent

Principal Interest
Native Larldowners
Tlibal Govel111llent
ConservationlEnvirol11llental
Regional Monitoring
Public-at-Large
Commercial Tourism

F.OTHERPARTICIPANTS:

•
Narne
Michael Baffi-ey
Doug Mutter
Cheln Womac
Catherine Boemer
Barbar-a Hannah
Michael Schlei

Organization
Executive Director, Trustee Council
Designated Federal Officer, Dept. of the Interior
Trustee Council Staff
Trustee Council Staff
Trustee COlmcil Staff
Trustee Council Staff
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•
Shane Sinclair
Barat LaPOlie
Sarah Curtis (T)
Steve Zemke (T)
JoEllen Lottsfeldt
CaTol Fries (T)
Dede Bohn (T)
Jennifer Kohout
Marilyn Sigman (T)
Linda Robinson
Tom Ribbenou (T)
Theresa Obenneyer
Pete Bagan

G.SUMMARY:

Tmstee Council Staff
Patton Boggs
Patton Boggs
U.S. Forest Service
Tmstee Council Staff
Alaska Department of Natural Resources
U.S. Geological Survey
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Center for Alaska Coastal Studies
Prince William Sound Regional Citizens' Advisory Council

Public
National oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

•

•

At 9:05 a.m. on January 24, Stacy Studebaker, PAC ChaiJ.-person, opened the session with a
welcome and introductions. Mutter conducted a roll call, a quorum was not present.

In the absence of Baffrey, Boerner provided the Executive Director's report. She said the Alaska
MaTine Science Symposium just wrapped up and included 9 EVOS Principal Investigator
presentations and 11 EVOS project poster sessions. Coordination with the PWS Ocean
Observing System group was useful and will continue. A meeting of the EVOS BelTing Work
Groups was convened. Plans are underway to participate in the Symposium again next year.

Boerner repOlied that the first draft of the herring plan was distributed January 10 for a 30-day
public review. They have received 6 comments thus far. A writing session will be convened to
address comments and pull together the action plan, followed by another public review. Balcer
commented that it was a good BelTing Committee meeting and that Gary Fandrei did an
excellent job as chair.

Boerner said the FY2009 Invitation to Bid was on hold pending a retreat of the Tmstee Council
members in March or April. Brune asked how tlus might affect the proposed meeting in Valdez
and if the retreat might occur there right before a meeting-as he needs to coordinate with
Alyeska. Womac said things were up in the air.

Womac repolied that the Alaska Forum on the Environmental agenda for Febmary 14 includes 4
EVOS brealcout roundtable discussion sessions: 1) on the history and background ofEVOS and
the restoration program, 2) on the use ofTraditional Ecological Knowledge in restoration, 3) on
the work being done for helTing, and 4) on local involvement and community-based restoration.

Studebaker noted that the last Tmstee Council meeting was cancelled so she had not had a
chance to report on PAC recommendations.

The group discussed the draft infonnation prepared by Marilyn Sigman for inclusion in the
FY2009 Invitation that was related to commmuty involvement in restoration projects. Balcer
noted that Sigman's presentation on the topic at the Symposium went well and was well
attended.
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The new EVOS Environmental Program Specialist, JoEllen Lottsfe1dt, was introduced.

Public comment was offered by Obermeyer. She commented on the public participation process
and the EVOS Supreme Court case.

The meeting was recessed at 9:43 a.m., to resume at 9:00 a.m. on March 5, 2008.

The meeting was recalled to order on March 5, at 9:02 a.m. by Doug Mutter, Designated
Federal Official (chairing the meeting in the absence ofthe chair and vice-chair). Roll call was
taken, a quorum was not present.

Baffrey gave an update on the status ofthe Hening Plan. The February 28, 2008, draft is out for
a 30-day review and comment period. It will then be submitted to the Tmstee Council for action.
Balcer asked ifthe Science Panel had reviewed it. Baffrey said they are reviewing it now as
individual reviewers. Boerner noted that this will be a living document, added to as new
infonnation becomes available.

Baffrey reviewed 3 proposals being considered for additional work on lingering oil (abstracts
were previously emailed to PAC members). These are on a tight schedule, as work is to begin in
2008. They have not been peer reviewed, but the Science Panel has reviewed them and made
recommendations. The Trustee Council is expected to malee a decision on funding at their
March 17 meeting. Baffrey said he wanted these projects' Principal Investigators to interact and
coordinate their efforts. Discussion of each proposal follows:

1. Rosenberg harlequin duck studies. $40K. The Science Panel recOlmnended fimding
contingent on prep31ing a better scope of work. Robards said it seemed to be a
continuing project and that he would rather see it as a stand-alone effort.

2. Ballachey, Bodkin, Miles, and Esler nearshore otter 311d duck studies. $599K. The
Science P311el recommended funding, except for objective #5. Baffrey noted that Esler
was delinquent in providing a report on a previous EVOS-funded project. He said the
project seemed expensive for 1 year 311d that he would review the cost. Bnme noted that
cost control was 311 impOliant fiduciary responsibility. Fandrei said that we needed to
hold finn on the PAC and Tmstee Council policy of no more funds ifreports were not
delivered on time. Kohout asked about clarifying objective #5, since it seemed
wOlihwhile. The group discussed the value ofprojects including species that were not on
the injured list, but were part of a more comprehensive ecosystem approach. Kopchale
noted the continuing need for more temporal 311d spatial data on ecosystems
intenelationships.

3. Ho1lm311 and Springman harlequin duck studies. $148K. The Science Panel was very
suppOliive of this project and recommended funding. Kopchale asked how this would
help with restoration. Baffrey said it could linle lingering oil to ongoing injury. Robards
said he like this proposal the best, the others needed integrated.

Brune asked how much was being spent in 2008 on projects. Boemer estimated about $4
million. Baffi-ey said that the Tmstee Council was keeping lingering oil projects outside the
spending cap calculation, since there may be reimbursement from the re-opener.

Baffrey went over several concepts for discussion in framing the FY2009 Invitation to Bid. He
said the Trustee Council would have a retreat March 15-16 and a meeting on the 17th

. He asked
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for comments on the following suggested topics:

1. Synthesis of work done by a valiety of organizations, not just EVOS, on the health ofthe
ecosystem, changes in resources, cumulative effects of post-spill work, gaps in
lmowledge, revisions to recovery objectives, baseline data and protocols for use, etc.
Kopchak liked the concept, but wanted to look at different ways of analyzing infomlation
from what has been done in the past, possibly using AAAS or NSF models. Zeine said
this should be done.

2. Community involvement, based on the Sigman rep0l1 on the elements to be considered­
implementation of these concepts. Kopchak liked the idea. Robards asked ifthere was a
specific plan for implementation. Baffrey said things like the Youth Area Watch could
work ifmore students were cOlmected, e.g., a whole school was involved. Kopchak
noted that there were oil spill curricula and resources available alld they should be put to
use, rather than reinventing them.

3. Monitoring what really needs tracked to detelmine recovery and integration with other
orgalnzations' eff0l1s. Brune noted that future spills were not within the purview of the
Trustee Council. Robards said that we needed to look at the health of the ecosystem.
Kopchak agreed with both, noting that recovery and health needed tracked, but not for the
purpose of use in future spills, although this could be a beneficial by-product. Brune
agreed with Kopchak.

4. An ecosystem approach to examining the nearshore enviromnent (intertidal and shallow
waters) and integrating studies. Robards asked if this would be specific to non-recovered
species. Baffrey said yes.

5. Commercial fisheries and socio-economic changes resulting from the spill. Kopchalc
noted that this has not been done for this injured service alld that it needed to be.

6. Habitat protection and acquisition, comparing protected versus un-protected areas and
how resources have responded.

7. 20th anniversary historical perspective ofthe spill and the restoration effort, the results
over time, in a multi-media format. This would be a summary of what we lmow. Zeine
said it sOlmds good.

8. Forage fish biomass and the relation to birds.
9. Biomarkers that could be used to identify enviromnental health and contamination, which

can/should we use, what is the suite of tools available and how well do they work..
Robards asked if this related to the 3 proposed proj ects. Baffrey said he would not hold
them up for this. KopcIcak suggested using the Heni.ng Restoration Plan as a model for
accomplishing this work. Baffrey noted there may be a legal question on the use of some
techniques.

10. Stormwater/wastewater. In 2007 15 pre-proposals were received on tIns. ADEC is
examimng cliteria that could be used to evaluate them. Kopchalc said it did not malce
sense to fund nonnal agency work. Fandrei agreed.

Baffrey said he hopes the invite will go out the end ofMarch.

Fries gave a status report on habitat protection and acquisition efforts underway that are going to
be considered by the Trustee Council:

1. Two small parcels, one a Native Allotment in the N0l1hem Arm, the second the Russell
Long property along the Kenai River in Soldotna. Both provide strealTI access.

2. Parcels at the mouth of the Anchor River, in partnership with other funding sources and
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The Nature Conservancy.
3. Valdez Duck Flats, which is now overseen by the Court.
4. Northem Afognak acquisitions revisited-appraisal is underway.
5. Aialik Bay parcel, within Kenai Fjords National Park boundaries.

The meeting adjoumed at 10:37 a.m.

H. FOLLOW-UP:

1. Womac will send infonnation to PAC members, and add information to the EVOS web site,
on the upcoming Alaska Forum on the Environment sessions.

2. PAC members are to get comments on the draft herring plan to Boemer by February 10.
3. PAC members are to get comments on the draft community involvement section of the 2009

invitation to Sigman by January 31.
4. Baffrey will ensure the Science Panel has the opportunity to review the latest draft Hening

Plan (February 28, 2008 version).

I. NEXT MEETINGS:

--Possibly a late Aplil/early May field trip and/or meeting in Cordova and/or Valdez.

J. ATTACHMENTS (handed out at the meeting): None

K. CERTIFICATION:

•

PAC Chairperson Date
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PLAN GOALS
The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill (EVQS) Trustee Council bas classified the Prince William SOWld (PWS)
population ofPacific herring (Clupea pallas!) as a resource that has not recovered from the effects of the
1989 oil spill. The PWS herring population was increasing prior to 1989 with record harvests reported
just before the spill. The 1989 year class was one of the smallest cohorts ofspawning adults recorded, and
by 1993, the fishery had collapsed with only 25% oithe expected adults returning to spawn. The PWS
fishery was closed from 1993 - 1996 but reopened in 1997 and 1998 based on an increasing population.
Numbers again declined and the fishery was closed from 1999 through 2006. Reasons for the population
coUapse and failure to recovery remain largely unknown.

The main goal of this plan is to detennine what, if anything can be done to successfully recover Pacific
herring in Prince William SOWld from the effects of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill. In order to detcnnine
what steps can be taken, this plan will examine the reasons for the continued decline of herring in the
Sound, identify and evaluate potential recovery alternatives, and establish a course of action for achieving
restoration.

BACKGROUND
The Pacific herring is one of 180 species of ftsh classified within the family Clupeidae and the order
Clupeifonnes. They occur in waters of the continental shelf from northern Baja California to arctic
Alaska, westward to Russia and south to Japan and the west coasts ofKorea. They also occur along the
Arctic Ocean from the White Sea eastward to Ob Inlet (Hay 1985) (Fig. I).

Fig. J. Global distribution ofPacific herring (adaptedfrom Hay J985)

The four Pacific herring life stages, eggs, larvae, juveniles and adults, are all found in PWS in various
seasons and locations (Brown and Carls 1998). Spawning in PWS typically takes place in April and the
spawning season varies from five days to three weeks. Pacific herring typically spawn along the same
beaches each year, although the volume ofeggs and shoreline distances varies (Brown and Carls 1998;
Carls et al. 2002). For example, from 1994 to 1997, the annual spawning beach length ranged from 23.3
to 68.5 km (Willette el al. 1998). Figure 2 shows Pacific herring spawning beds located throughout PWS
based upon 1973 - 2006 data from the Alaska Department ofFish and Game (Moffin 2006, pers. conun.)

PWS Herring Restoration Plan
DRAFTFebruary 28, 2008
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Fig.1. Pacific herring spawning bah located
t1Iroughout PWS based upon 1973 -1006
datafrom tMAlasktJ DqxutmDlt ofFish and
Game (MojfiJt 1006. pen. CbmllL)

•

During spawning. the eggs attach to eelgrass, rockweed (Fucus sp) and kelp in shallow subtidal and
inte11.idal areas. The eggs hatch in May, about 24 days after spawning depending on temperature (Hart
1973; Brown and Carls 1998). After hatching the larval herring migrate to the surface, congregate
nearshore and continue to grow. Initially, the larvae have yolks that will last a few days, are poor
swimmers and currents significantly affect their distnbution. The larvae become juveniles in July, about
10 weeks after hatching. In the fall, the juveniles move into deeper water but nearshore habitat remains
important for at least the £1rst year, and they may spend up to two years in nearshore areas or bays before
joining the adult population residing in deeper waters (Brown and Carls 1998).

In PWS, adult Pacific Herring rarely spawn before their third year and may live up to 15 years. The
average life span of a PWS herring is 9 years. After spawning in the spring, adult Pacific herring disperse
from the spawning aggregation'> to multiple schools in deeper waters, presumably close to the entrance of
PWS (Brown and Carls 1998). In the fall, adult and two yeat old fish return from summer feeding areas
and over-winter in central and eastern PWS.

Newly hatched larvae carry a yolk: sac that is typically depleted in the first week. The earliest larval stages
begin feeding on invertebrate eggs and small zooplankton such as copepods. While the larval Pacific
herring grow and congregate nearshore through their first summer, they continue to live mainly on
copepods but may also eat other crustaceans, barnacle larvae, mollusk: larvae or young fishes (Brown and
Carls 1998). As they move into deeper waters, copepods remain an important food for both juvenile and
adult pacific hemng, but adults also feed on larger crustaceans and small fish. Owing winter, as
temperature and light decrease, food supply becomes limited and both yOlmg and adult year classes stop
feeding functIOnally. Survival ofyoung herring through the winter depends on the amount of food that
was available in the preceding summer and their ability to store sufficient lipid reserves to sustain them
over the winter. For the older age classes, winter is less limiting on direct survival, but may affect their
reproductive condition and spawning capacity in the spring (Carls et a1. 2001).

The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill
The PWS herring population was increasing prior to 1989 with record harvests reported just before the oil
5p111 (Fig. 3).

PWS Herring Restoration Plan
DRAFTFebruary 28. 2008
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After the oil spill, the 1989 year class of herring was one of the smallest cohorts of spawning adults
recorded, and by 1993, the fishery had collapsed with only 25% of the expected adults returning to spawn.

The population collapse stopped the commercial fishery, and ignited debate about the cause. Some are
convinced that the spill was the cause; others believe it was caused by natural systems (Rice and Carls
2007). Unfortllllately, we will never know with certainty what the cause was or when it started, as the
there is a conflict between data interpretations (Hulson et al. 2008, Thorne and Thomas 2008).
Unhealthy fish were detected at the same time as the crash, but disease surveillances were not lmderway
in the previous years. Hydro-acoustic estimates of over wintering populations were initiated in 1993,
after the decline in population was detected, and hence are not available during or prior to the decline or
crash. The spill celiainly affected the 1989 year class; as eggs and as larvae, resulting in one of the
poorest recruitments ever observed. While oil continues to linger on some beaches in PWS, lingering
exposures to new year classes is not suspected because there is little or no overlap of present day
spawning sites with lingering oil. There is no known mechanism for continued oil exposures to this
species. Direct oil effects were no longer detectable after 1990 in herring (Pearson, Elston et al. 1999;
Carls, Marty et a1. 2002) and strong recruitment of the 1988 year-class (in 1991) suggested that oil effects
were restricted to the 1989 year class. No plausible oil-related mechanisms have been developed to
explain a delayed response after intervening years ofno response. Understanding the cause of the
population decline or crash, and when it started, is no longer possible with certainty.

FACTORS POTENTIALLY LIMITING RECOVERY
Many herring populations ebb and flow, but only a few remain depressed for long time periods. Many
factors likely contribute, so tlns is a complex issue. Natural factors, including climate changes, inter­
species competition, sub-optimal recruitment, disease, and predation may be reasons for the continued
population depression.

PWS Herring Restoration Plan
DRAFTFebruary 28,2008
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Disease
A significant factor in the inability of the Pacific herring population in PWS to recover is age-dependent
m01iality from three pathogens: mesomycetozoan Ichthyophonus hoferi, viral hemorrhagic septicemia
virus (VHSV), and filamentous bacteria (associated with cutaneous ulcers). Beginning in 1993 with a
severe outbreak of VHSV and ulcers, epidemics have cycled through the Pacific herring population in
PWS about every 4 years. Epidemics ofVHSV-ulcers in 1993 and 1998 were followed by epidemics ofL
hoferi that peaked in 2001 and 2005. Unfortunately there are no long-tenn disease data sets for other
herring populations, or other species with which to make comparisons.

Prince William Sound Pacific herring had a major VHSV-ulcer disease outbrealc in 1993, moderate
disease in 1997-1998, and mild disease in 2002. However, as the VHSV-ulcer outbreaks have decreased
in severity, the significance ofl. hoferi has increased. An original hypothesis was that disease was a
sporadic event associated with exceeding carrying capacity (Marty et a1. 1998), but the 1998,2001,2002,
and 2005 disease events occurred when the population was relatively low.

The causes for sustained disease problems are not apparent. Immune suppression can be caused after
acute exposure to oil, but no herring living today in PWS were alive and exposed in 1989, and no
continuing exposure to lingering oil is suspected. At present, the relationship among disease and other
factors, such as the lack of food, is not apparent. The PWS Pacific herring population remains too low to
allow commercial fishing and there is no hypothesis to explain the continuing disease or adequate
infol111ation to predict when disease problems will abate.

Predation
Previous research has not eliminated predators as a potential factor in limiting Pacific herring recovery in
PWS. Herring are of great impOliance in the PWS ecosystem; as roughly second- or third-order
consumers, they transfer energy from zooplankton to a wide variety of consumers including humpback
whales, harbor seals, birds, and other fish. Herring may also significantly influence or control the grazing
pressure exelied on lower trophic levels (Cole & McGlade 1998). The relationships between herring and
multiple predators is complex, with ample opportunity for large or increasing predator populations to
significantly influence the herring population.

Oceanographic changes
Pacific herring stocks have been shown to respond to climatic changes, with increases in populations
during warm conditions when plankton production is generally better than during cold years. The Gulf
of Alaska populations have increased during the positive phase of the Pacific Decadal Oscillation, when
the Gulf of Alaska is stormy, wann and the water is well-mixed (Brown 2006). The favorable conditions
for these populations appear to be related to higher plankton production, as there are larger fish at
equivalent ages when zooplankton are more abundant. However, anomalously cold conditions have been
detected in PWS beginning in 2006 which may have a negative impact on herring populations
(Weingartner 2007).

Contaminants in habitat
The waters and majority of the PWS shoreline are among the cleanest habitats in the world. Polynuclear
aromatic hydrocarbon loads in the water are very low (Carls et a1. 2002). Less than 0.2% of the shoreline
has evidence of oil contamination, the current and historical human habitation sites and areas where
Exxon Valdez oil remains (Boehm et al. 2004; Short et a1. 2002 report). Only trace concentrations of
persistent organic pollutants (e.g., pesticides and polychlorinated biphenols) are detectable in intertidal
areas (Short et a1. 2006 repOli).
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Lingering oil toxicity does not appear to be limiting Pacific herring recovery in PWS. For oil exposure to
be a cause of the current population depression, 1) lingering oil must have continued to exert new effects,
or 2) the oil exposures of 1989 must have caused a persistent biological effects.

1. Lingering oil effects are not suspected. There is no evidence of significant herring exposure to oil in
PWS after 1990. Unlike the habitat of certain other species (pink salmon, sea otters, and harlequin
ducks), oil did not persist in herring habitat (open water and intertidal shorelines), thus the herring
population is not affected by a chronic source of lingering oil. Northeastern spawning areas were not
affected by the Exxon Valdez oil spill, nor were north-central spawning grounds (which are not
currently utilized by the herring). There was little overlap between shoreline oiling and herring
spawning on Montague Island and in the Naked Island group (another area not currently utilized by
herring).

2. Persistent effects ji-om the initial oil spill in 1989 are speculative. For oil exposures in 1989 to have a
continuing effect in PWS herring, either of two criteria would have to be met: a) long-term oil
impacts in exposed individuals, or b) a possible cascade effect. Potential long-term impacts include
morphological defects, genetic changes, poorer growth, and immune suppression. Fish with
morphological defects, such as reduced cardiac function, were probably eliminated by natural
selection rather quickly. Reduction in genetic diversity as a result of exposure to oil is unlikely; the
population had little time to adapt to oil because exposure was not chronic for the PWS herring
population. There is no evidence of reduced genetic diversity in PWS herring. Long term growth
reductions were not evident; mass at age increased for several years after 1992. The remaining
hypothesis, long-term inu11lU1e suppression is also ml.1ike1y. While disease continues to cycle in PWS
herring and is probably limiting herring recovery, there are no studies (in PWS or elsewhere) linking
a long-term inu11l1l1e suppression in fish to contaminant exposure. The plausibility of immune­
compromised individuals surviving for long periods is small. Disease challenge would likely remove
impaired individuals from the population, particularly after annual winter starvation events when fish
are least resistant. Each fall VHSV drops to undetectably low levels only to rebuild in the spring.
This na tural cycling does not require individuals damaged as a result of oil exposure to introduce
disease into the population.

Possible cascade effects are higll.1y speculative. We are unaware of any reports of oil-related cascade
effects in pelagic fish species or their prey. The primary support for a cascade effect is the persistent
population depression, coupled with the persistent association with disease. The causes for the persistent
disease are not l1l1clerstood, suggesting an unknown cascade effect. Also supporting a cascade effect is the
simultaneous collapse in the pink salmon population in PWS in 1992 - 1993. Populations of two species
with very different life histories and survival strategies collapsed in the same localized region (PWS) but
did not collapse elsewhere in Alaska. Thus, these collapses appear to be a PWS phenomenon. This fuels
speculation of a cascade effect linked to the oil spill with no known mechanism.

Lack of recruitment
Following a population crash in 1993, Prince William Sound herring experienced very low recruitment
from the 1995 through 1998 year classes. The cunent 1ustory oflow herring recruitment in PWS is not
without precedent in other west coast herring populations, though these consecutive low recruitment
events are relatively rare. Simultaneous poor recruitment was not observed in other North American
herring populations during the late 1990s. However, four-year to six-year runs aflaw recruitment have
occurred at other times in other hening populations, including Togialc (2000-2003), Sitka (1971-1973)
and Craig (1971-1975) in Alaska, Prince Rupert (1963-1966), Queen Charlottes (1990s), Vancouver
(1960s), Strait of Georgia (19605) in British Columbia, and Cheny Point (1970s) in Washington. The
timing of low recruitment events appears to vary randomly among the sampled North American herring
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populations.

The low recruitment events in PWS in the 1990s broke down a strong correlation between PWS and Sitka
recruitments. Prince William Sound has experienced 3 modest recruitment events since the 1993
population collapse (the 1993, 1994, and 1999 year classes), but biomass has yet to increase above low
levels. Strong recruitment from the lowest biomass levels has not been observed at PWS or Prince
Rupeli, but five of the ten examined herring populations (Togiak, Sitka, Craig, Queen Charlotte Islands,
and West Coast of Vancouver Island) have generated extremely strong recruitment events from the lowest
biomass levels. While the low recruitments from the 1995 to 1998 year classes are within the range of
natural variability, recovery ofPWS herring will require further recruitment events, combined with
increased adult survival from disease and other sources.

The continued existence of herring populations is threatened when the number of consecutive low
recruitments approaches the reproductive lifespan. Herring in PWS came dangerously close to the
reproductive lifespan threshold with 4 successive years of near-zero recruitment in the late 1990s,
following previous low recruitment in the early and mid-1990s. Moderate recruitment in 1999 may
sustain the population provided adult mortality is not excessive, at least for the short term. Recovery of
PWS herring will require ftlliher above-average or strong recruitment events, combined with increased
adult survival from disease and other sources. Because we do not know the cause of the current series of
low recruitment events, it is not possible to predict if recruitment will get better or worse.

CURRENTLY FUNDED HERRING RESEARCH
Predators
Predation is likely contributing to the suppression of herring populations in Prince William SOlmd and
marine mammals and seabirds are major predators on these fish. Any restoration effort must understand
whether or not increased herring production will merely result in more predators rather than more herring.
Fisheries management models currently use broad and highly uncertain estimates of natural mortality.
Predation is the major source of mortality, even if underlying causes are disease or starvation.

Juvenile herring are heavily predated by multiple species of seabirds including five species injured by the
EVOS (Bishop 2007). Research will focus on the spatial and temporal abundance of seabird predators in
and around juvenile herring schools, as well as the physical and biological characteristics of the schools
used for feeding. The estimates of juvenile herring consumption produced by tlns work will aid in
planning future restoration effOlis as well as in assessing the role of seabird predation on herring
recruitment by providing data to both herring and ecosystem modeling.

Ongoing studies of killer whales and their effect on Pacific herring will be broadened to include a satellite
tagging program to examine habitat preference and to aid in a more extensive exannnation of feeding
habits using observational and chemical techniques (Matkin 2007). Killer whale research will more
clearly delineate the role ofldller whales in the nearshore ecosystem and possible effects on the
restoration recovery of herring.

Long-term systematic disease monitoring and research since 1994 has suggested a relationship between
disease and the continuing population decline of herring in the Sound. A comprehensive three-year
HelTing Disease Program will begin in 2007 to examine the epizootic mortality resulting from infectious
and parasitic diseases (Hershberger 2007). TIns program will provide predictive metrics that can forecast
future disease epidemics and offer empirical relationslnps useful in developing adaptive management
policies to mitigate the effects of epizootic and chronic diseases.

--_._._-~-~---------------------------
PWS Herring Restoration Plan

DRAFT February 28,2008
Page 6

•

•

•



•

•

•

Ecological Factors
Any effort to restore or enhance herring production will require understanding of the ecological factors
that may be affecting recruitment success including oceanographic changes, food scarcity, chemical
pollution/changes, and habitat loss or compromise.

Food may be a limiting factor for juvenile herring. An understanding of the variability in abundance and
distribution of helTing prey may lead to a greater understanding of why certain nursery bays are more
productive than others (Batten 2007). Recent Continuous Plankton Recorder data has shown large
differences inmesozooplanlcton biomass on the Alaskan shelf from 2004 and 2005 (Batten 2006).
Understanding changes in herring food supply from year to year, whether a shift in distribution, or tin1ing,
of zooplankton abundance could help understand the fluctuations in the population and, in tum, support
management of this resource. Recruitment may also be contingent on young of the year herring attaining,
from zooplankton, sufficient whole body energy content (WBEC) to survive their first winter (Kline
2007). The high rate of disease, as well as predation pressures, may also require young herring to have an
increased energy demand in the winter that is not currently being met. A detailed study of the energy
consumption rates of overwintering herring in the Prince William Sound in comparison to herring in other
parts of Alaska may provide information on tlle high level of recruitment failures that will provide
valuable infol111ation to managers for a recovery strategy (Vollenweider 2007).

Oceanographic factors also playa large role in the success or failure of a herring year class. Recruitment
is highly influenced by conditions witl1innursery sites which affect survival within the first year. Studies
of the physical oceanography of nursery fjords has indicated that each site has a unique set of
hydrographic conditions that are influenced by both local processes and water exchange between the Gulf
of Alaska and Prince William Sound (Gay and Vaughan 2001). A hydrographic tin1e series within nursery
fjords will collect high resolution data on currents and hydrography to determine the dominant
mechanisms of water exchange and circulation within two experimental fjords; one located in a highly
productive sub-region and one located in less productive sub-region influenced by tidewater glacial
outflow (Gay 2007). This will provide critical infomlation on where the most productive potential
nurselY bays would be located if a direct intervention approach is suggested by the Herring Recovery
Plan.

The Alaska Coastal Current (ACC) is also an important focus habitat for herring as it links Prince
William Sound and continental shelf marine habitats. Terrestrial runoff from around the Gulf of Alaska
affects ACC dynamics and its nutrient and sediment load although oceanic processes substantially modify
these influxes. The GAK 1 line has been monitoring the ACC continually for 36-years and data collected
from provides the long-tel11l temporal context of the natural variability of the ACC and Prince William
Sound (Weingartner 2007). The data will also be essential in understanding how herring are affected by
variations in temperature, salil1ity, and density and how tl1is variability could affect recovery.

In addition to the oceanogmphic data collected, ShoreZone mapping will be conducted in the Sound to
provide a single mapping protocol that includes geomorphology, substrate type, and biological substrate
on all beaches. ShoreZone mapping, in addition to the data from research on other ecological factors, will
fill data gaps by providing a contiguous data set from across the entire spill area using a standard protocol
(Lindeberg 2007). The data set will be useful to the recovery process, as it combines photographs ofthe
entire beach area and provides information that can be sorted by location, substrate type, and other
factors.

Global Int1uencc
Infol111ation on abundance, distribution and condition of key herring life stages is a critical part of a
successful helTing recovery plan. There is, however, a general lack of scientific infoDnation on tlle life
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history of Pacific helTing in Prince William Sound. More infonnation is required for the success of future
enhancement efforts designed to improve the survival rate ofjuveniles into adulthood.

Barometers of the PWS herring population are the adult abundance and condition, as monitored in March,
and the juvenile abundance and condition going into and coming out of the long winter period (Thome
2007). A direct capture effort in March 2007 and March 2008 will not only fill data gaps for herring at
this impOliant time, but will provide biological samples·that can be utilized for disease, marking, and
stable isotope research projects that are currently underway.

Chemical analysis of trace element concentrations in herring otoliths will provide key geographic
signatures of natal habitats that, in combination with ShoreZone mapping and ongoing oceanographic
projects, will clearly define where the productive hening habitats are located. This will allow for the
protection of the 1110st important populations and identify those enviromnental variables needed to
enllallCe other populations (Bickford/Norcross 2007). As a comparison to the PWS herring stock, Sitka
Sound's herring stocks remain healthy and relatively intact. Otolith chemistry collected from this
population will be used as a control group, providing baseline data to compare to the depleted herring
stocks in PWS (Meuret-Woody 2007). This comparison will be essential in crafting the helTing recovery
program as it provides a cleal" picture of tIn"eats effecting the depressed PWS herring population that could
potentially be limited or removed.

In addition to otolith chemistry, fatty acid al13lysis (FAA) of herring cardiac tissue will be help in
determining herring stock structure at fine spatial scales and will establish if otolith chemistry methods
can be used to cOlToborate FAA teclmiques (Otis/Bickford 2007). Results should allow researchers to
better define ecologically significant stock boundaries likely affecting how commercially exploited
helTing populations are assessed and mal13ged.

Databases and Modeling
The ability to process and malce historical and current herring data available to researchers will playa
large role in the success of a herring recovery plall. The development of a life-stage specific, ecosystem
based model of the PWS helTing that will aid in the integration of ecological data that has been gathered
on helTing over the last two decades alld will be able to simulate the processes that cause tile chronic
decrease in helTing stocks (Kiefer 2007). More specifically, it can be used to test the unresolved
hypotheses of why the herring have not recovered to pre-spill densities. The model will be housed in a
geographic inf01111ation system developed specifically for marine applications and will be available for
interactive viewing and downloading of files over the Internet.

A web portal will provide assess to modehng data and GIS visualizations for the researchers and the
pubic (Moffitt 2007). Researchers will utilize the web portal as a resource to assist in consolidating,
accessing, and synthesizing hening data. Currently, hening related data sets are not widely available and
are not shared all10ng helTing researchers. The new web portal will facilitate the sharing of spatial and
temporal helTing data that will be important during the development and implementation of tile herring
recovery plan.

POTENTIAL RESTORATION ACTIONS
It may be possible to restore helTing populations in Prince William Sound through the use of direct
restoration or intervention methods such as the moving of fertilized eggs to habitats more favorable for
survival or the release ofjllveniles reared in hatcheries. However, the efficacy of these or other direct
restoration methods need to be proven and may be teclmically infeasible or too costly. Furthennore, ilie
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use of direct restoration activities may cause unintended adverse enviromnental outcomes such as the
increase in incidence of disease to herring or other fishes.

Regardless of whether active restoration methods are used, monitoring will play an important role in the
restoration process. Monitoring will be required as part of any active restoration program to evaluate the
efficacy of various active restoration methods, the status of recovery, and the potential occurrence of
unintended adverse impacts.

No action - allow natural recovery
If direct restoration activities are found to be impractical, too costly, or too risky, then monitoring may be
the only viable means of helping to restore herring populations. Monitoring in itself can be an effective
restoration tool that enables the natural recovery of populations by detecting and ameliorating
impediments to the natural recovery. For example, monitoring might lead to a better understanding of the
role of disease, predictability of disease outbreaks, and disease management practices tllat reduce disease
impacts. Monitoring of herring populations and critical life-history attributes might also allow for the
development of better predictive models of herring stocks, more protective fisheries management
practices, and longer-term sustainability of the stock. Furtllennore, monitoring might reveal unlmown
sources of human-induced impacts on herring that, if identified, could be ameliorated and removed as an
impediment to natural recovery.

Active enhancement program
Enhancement is the release of cultured herring to supplement natural recruitment so as to assist recovery
or restoration of the population to historical levels. Therefore, the purpose of enhancement is to increase
numbers and biomass of herring to levels exceeding natural carrying capacity. That is, something is done
so that combined effects of disease, food supply and predation are overcome. This usually means adding
young herring raised in captivity, where survival rates can exceed those in the wild, back to the
environment.

The issue of enhancement of marine fish populations is controversial. There is an influential part of the
fisheries science community, mainly from the ecological side, that is steadfastly opposed to the concept of
marine finfish enhancement. There is anotller component, mainly the practitioners, who are comfortable
with the concept and WOlTY little about biological implications. However, even the detractors of the
concept suggest that the activity may be warranted when all other conventional management procedures
fail. Even then there are reservations about tlle efficacy of the approach if density-dependent factors
regulating recruitment occur after tlle release of cultured fish. This is a focal point for tlns issue in Prince
William Sound.

A decision to investigate the feasibility of enhancement does not necessarily mean that the EVOS Trustee
Council is conunitted to the concept or detemnned to engage in enhancement activity. Instead, the
intention is to examine the implications of the concept, as it applies to herring in Prince William Sound.
Full scale enhancement activity would require several years of preparation, mainly to develop and
determine some technological issues, such as mass marking of young fish prior to release. Mass markillg
and other tec1mological activities are fundamental pre-requisites of enhancement activity. Therefore,
because the development of these teclmological issues will take time, it is important that some
investigations begin inmlediately. It also is important to understand that these investigations also could
result in a definitive conclusion the enhancement ofherring is impractical or far too expensive.

We suggest a sequential tlu'ee-phase plan that could lead to full scale enhancement within five years.
Each phase consists of several concurrent steps of complementary activities. Phase I will consist oftlnee
activities, each of which could resulting a conclusion that enhancement ofherring is not warranted,
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because of teclmological or biological issues. Therefore we reiterate: the first components of a restoration
plan are to determine the teclmological and logistical feasibility of the plan. These steps will not
necessarily lead to enhancement activity.
Herring restoration in PWS could proceed in three distinct consecutive phases, each of which has several
distinct but concurrent activities or 'steps'. The three phases and suggested durations are:

Year 1 - Justification, decision mles and feasibility
Year 2-5 - Pilot scale enhancement and methodology tests
Year 5-9 - Full scale enhancement

Each phase would have several steps or activities that could be conducted concurrently within the
duration of each phase. Please see Appendix B - Enhancement Review for more detail on each phase.

1. Develop decision mles ane! reference points
Write and define a contract to prepare a report that: (i) presents data on the past and present state of Prince
William Sound herring, with comments on the strengths and weaknesses ofthe information; (ii) defmes
criteria, such as abundance levels, that would be a basis for initiating enhancement activity and
suspending or stopping such activity following favorable responses of the population; (iii) defmes criteria
where possible extinction is a concem and that would warrant implementation of 'conservation
hatcheries.

2. Assessment ([lie! development ofmass marking technology
Write and define a conh"act to prepare a report that will provide definitive approaches and/or methodology
to mass marking. This report would include detailed review and analysis of the Japanese work and
experience \vith mass marking ofherring. The report(s) should comment on the success rates for
establishing marks and the costs related to different marking scenarios, at both ends of the process
(marking and reading the marks at later stages).

3. Recapture {[lid mark-detection methodology - a pre-application statistical guide concerned with
issues ofscale.
There is a need for a dedicated report that conunents on the feasibility of marking and different mark­
recapture rates. Some relatively simple modeling and statistical analyses should investigate the options
and financial costs of several release-recapture scenarios and relate this to the cost of rearing herring,
prior to release.

RESEARCH NEEDS
Research is in progress on many of the issues addressed above affecting Pacific herring in PWS. These
efforts have only begun to address the complex interactions that are affecting herring populations and
more questions have come to light as the research progresses. The questions that still need to be
answered in order to move herring toward restoration include:

1. AJ:e there credible ways, other than cumulative distance (spawn miles and mile-days) that herring
spawn may be quantified, or made into an index, that would be biologically realistic?

2. Can retrospective analysis of growth during the first and second years of life, estimated from analyses
of archival collections of herring scales, be used to comment on inter- and intra-annual variation in
growth and survival of herring in PWS? Could such retrospective analyses be used to explain more
about the biological events that occurred during the last two decades?
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• 3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

What are the key competitor species of herring and how do they affect each life stage?

What effects are oceanographic changes in PWS having on each life stage ofherring?

What is the distribution of larvae and juveniles and the factors that are quantitatively important to
detenllining year class strength?

What are the parameters that are significant to herring recruitment?

Is disease causal and impacting the population, or is it symptomatic and reflecting poor body
condition?

Could their potentially be a relationship between larval release and disease effects in the general
population?

Are there any suitable mass marking techniques for Pacific herring eggs, larvae or juveniles in PWS
that are feasible, practical and affordable?

•

•

10. What ranges of marked animals must be released in order to have sufficient recaptures to evaluate
·success?

11. Can criteria or reference points be established that can be used to govern potential enhancement
activity of herring in Prince William Sound? Specifically, biological or assessment what criteria
would be used to initiate, suspend or stop enhancement activities?

12. How much would it cost to implement a pilot-scale enhancement facility in the spill area?

13. How much would it cost to implement a full-scale enhancement facility in the spill area?

14. What would be the annual costs of maintaining an enhancement program and would the EVOSTC
remain the sole funding source for the program?

15. What permitting would be required for an enhancement program?

16. Is egg translocation a viable alternative to a hatchery program?

A STRATEGY AND DECISION MAKING FRAMEWORK
The restoration program for PWS herring can be managed adaptively as portrayed in Fig. 4, where the
problem evaluation, policy decisions, research, monitoring and outcomes are all related in way that leads
to logical decision making and provides order and context for the various program activities.

The strategy begins with definition of the problem and establishing objectives for restoration. Next the
conceptual model is specified then the options are evaluated along with their uncertainties. If the there
are many uncertainties, as there are with herring, then targeted research needs to be carried out, the first
step in the restoration ladder. That research then tells us more about the survival of herring in the PWS
ecosystem and we can evaluate the conceptual model and possibly change it to complete the loop. At
some level of certainty we will perhaps undertake a pilot release of juvenile herring to test predictions of
survival from a quantitative version of the conceptual model. The outcome is monitored, results are
evaluated, and we complete the adaptive loop again with model revision, take further action, or stop the
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program depending on the outcome. Finally we may reach a stage that either the system is on its way to
restoration (known from monitoring) or large-scale intervention is implemented based on what has been
learned adaptively and the predicted chances of success. The suggested annual cycle ofprogram
activities is shown in Fig. 5.

•

•

Fig.4. A scheme for adaptive
management ofthe PWS
Herring Restoration Program.
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Fig. 5. The annual cycle of
program activities for the
Pacific herring program.
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The annual cycle starts in the fall-winter period with an evaluation of the ongoing program activities for
Pacific herring being canied out in Prince William Sound that includes peer reviewers. The reviewers
recommend courses of action along with the Herring Committee and the Executive Director. Ifnew
activities are wananted they are requested in the ammal invitation issued in late winter. If ongoing
programs need to be modified they are also adjusted through the Executive Director using the peer review
guidance. New and modified work is proposed to the Trustee Council for their consideration during the
sunllller.

NEXT STEPS
The Hening Restoration Plan will need to be inlplemented in several steps that coincide with data
gathered from ongoing research and monitoring efforts.

1. The FY09 Invitation for Proposals should specifically request projects that seek to answer the
questions included in this document under "Research Needs".

2. The Hening Steering Conllnittee should be reduced in size, but include a representative from each of
the stakeholders. This will allow for more efficient and cost effective operation of the Committee
while ensuring that each interested group has a seat at the table.

3. The third ammal Herring Roundtable should be focused on results from FY08's research and its
incorporation into an updated Herring Restoration Plan.

4. After meeting with Japanese researchers, who have been successfully raising Pacific herring for
con1l11ercial uses, and analyzing data gathered by funded PI's, the Herring Steering Committee should
make a reconllllendation to the Executive Director and the Trustee Council regarding a full-scale
enhancement program.

5. A pilot-scale enhancement program would be beneficial in detennining the feasibility of a larger scale
program, identifying potential issues before significant funds are spent, and establish a relationship
for permitting with the Alaska Department ofFish and Game.
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

DATA POLICY

DRAFT February 15, 2008

PURPOSE

The plU1Jose oftlns policy is to facilitate access to, and the confident use of, data and
information used in and produced by projects funded by the Exxo,n.:yaldez Oil Spill
Trustee Council (EVOSTC or "Trustee Council"). ., .

,-" ~.. ',

This policy has the following objectives, to:;::::·,~~t::'

1. ensure the preservation and availability of projed%fornlifHQn.in well­
doclUnented, accessible, and understood fonnci..t!>:Jci'scientist§::@g the public in a
timely manner; and .. :;;" ',,, .:;€~~;~~ ..

2. protect the right of investigators who ~Ji~cJ data, a~yelop models::8~~,y.rlto apply
models to generate significant new illsighttQ:!?~ C\t~~~whenever the &Ha, models,
or insights are used.'::·~;:;'::::" ..,

TIns policy is written in accordance with t11\3 E;g~'tt'·Vdld.ez;O{f Spill Restoration Plan
(Chapter 2, Section20)2;~lst~:!ll~_General Op:~ra:tillg Pr~2:~:dfu-es (Page 4) of the Exxon
Valdez Oil Spill Tnu,!~eCo1ilic~t>",,"

... ".... ',' 'AJfP1ICAJ?ILITY
Tills policyappii:~d;:to,proj ~;;ip~rso~~li;:iii:tl~ding investigators and the staff members
and conti;actors th~~~o'f£;who a:i'~lfupd~d by the EVOSTC to perfonn collection,
proc€ss.Gjg, modeling, ifi.~lY~is, or:il1ferpretation of scientific data. Such persons agree to
follow ti1i:~~'Rg!.icy as a cori~lt~on of;r~ceiving funding.

TIns policy h~s:been deveI6p:~d in accordance with lmown current guidelines and
standards for ~llyh'Qnment~Fdata collection activities. In practice, tills policy must
comply with Fedeh3I:l'!:vYs'and the laws of the State of Alaska and be consistent with
policies of sponsoririg;agencies.

The Trustee COlU1Cif's Executive Director will be notified of any instances where tIns
policy is not being followed, and wInch cannot be resolved by the parties directly
involved. The Executive Director will review the situation and recommend a course of
action to the Trustee COlillcil, which could include notification of parent agencies of
principal investigators who have not complied with tills policy and/or precluding fimding
for filture proj ects.

EVOSTC Data Policy
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DATA PRESERVATION

By cOUli order, all docUlnents (including written, electronic, photographic, and magnetic)
or physical evidence (such as tissue samples) produced or collected as part of any Tmstee
Council-funded project must be preserved, unless authorization is given by both the
Alaska Department of Law and the U.S. Department of Justice to destroy items no longer
necessary for restoration or other purposes. Any requests to destroy docUlnents or
physical evidence must follow the Trustee Council's Procedures for State and Pederal
Agencies and Their Contractors for Destroying Documents or Physical Evidence Related
to the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill, available at
http://www.evostc.state.a1cus/Policies/other.cfin.

, '<"

DATA & METADATA PROCEDURE'S;"

POI' the purposes of this policy, data is defined as qUa1l,;tj:fi.~~le vallie:s.i!hat are collected by
hlU11a11s or machines, processed for quality assura~l£·~jq\:ialitycontrorE~ff.\jQc)by a
trained observer, likely to be useful for future s~:!~iitific analysis, and dcl~u*l,~ntedwith
appropriate metadata. . .,. .. ~~:g~:: i:

'.',."."."',,, •"'.,-,>.,
>I'~'..,

Once the Tmstee COlU1cil approves project funds afi~~ith~;;gFfustee COUl1cil'sExecutive
Director provides spending authorization, the Tmstee'G.8Imcil's Data Systems Manager
will contact the principal investigator:':(~J).to establish ~:D;:'a,!g:~a11agementPlan (DMP).
The DMP will supplement informatiori~!~iih~:g!.ojectprop6s'ij;~~8.~~\,elopedby the PI. The
DMP will include procedures to process}foriIiat;::doc:ument, alip:inigrate all data to the
chosen archive location, a11d identify a sd{~dul~;/6i~:d~li\'~rx;~

A metadata ("data abo:u.:sagt~:tE~cordmust~~:;~reatedi~{~ach dataset. The metadata
f01111at must comply.ifith thep'ed'eral Geographic Data COlllinittee (FGDC) Content
Sta11dard for DigitiFfff~Q§'patial'Metadata (CSD~Q¥). Metadata records may be created
using any available metliQSi,;..sQ;J~!1g,£l:§.~n PGD1~:compliant metadata record (specific to
each dataset):iS.PIQ.dllced. ':'~:~li§t 'cifp:Hpiit~rKjjletadata creation tools a11d information on
creatinKEGbC~f<)fup}i~l).tmet@:~!"a records'can be fOlU1d on the Trustee Council's
websit{~thttp://wwV./r;";lQ§.tc. stat~'::ak.Jls/Policies/ data. coo.

Pririt,ip~hiiryestigatorso:f:~fQjects ;f5ducing models are also responsible for archiving
those modet§"ij\rchived CO!1"iputer"models must include the computer source code in a
cOlllinonly use-4;:9.o.mputer lilllguage. Documentation, sufficient to allow use of the model
by persons havirrg:lhe knOWledge a11d abilities typical of numerical modelers, must be
submitted. Mode(piQdii.~tsmust include sufficient explanation so that persons having
lrnowledge and abilitl€s typical of Tmstee Council-funded principal investigators can
understand them.

DATA & MODEL ARCHIVING

Plincipal investigators are required to work with the Trustee COUl1cil' s Data Management
staff to identify and pem1anel1tly archive datasets (data a11d metadata) that may be useful
for futme scientific a11alysis, and to submit metadata for such datasets to the Trustee
COUl1cil's data archive. The data itself must be archived in either the Trustee Council's
data archive or in another archive approved by the Data Systems Manager. A list of

2
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approved data archive locations can be found on the Trustee Council's website at
http://www.evostc.state.ak.us/Policies/data.cfm.Principal investigators may request
approval of additional data 3Tchives from the Trustee Council's Data Systems Manager.

In general, the Data Systems Manager will approve a data archive for storage of
EVOSTC datasets provided it:

1. is an appropriate location for the type of data to be archived;

2. is actively maintained by an agency or organization capable ofproviding access to
datasets for the foreseeable future; and

3. provides continuous public (unrestlicted) access to datase.t~·:~Jectronically (e.g. via
awebsite).".

The Trustee Council's Data Management staff will provid.~;~~B.~Q.?-sedtools and
instructions to principal investigators for use in submittingrdigitiz~q\<:!ata,metadata, and
models to the Trustee Council's data archive. PrinciR..~J:;investigatois§!J;:(;) encouraged to
use these tools throughout the course oftheir proj.e.eFfor ihfonnation ~i~~Eng between
project persoilllel and for collaboration with otlre¥"EVOS principal invesffg~tQLq"eVenif
the data will be archived in a different 10catiaE'lipQ!1;proje2.tLQPmpletion. B'e.!6Fe a dataset
is shared, an FGDC-compliant metadata record mU§fb:~:pf6:YId:"edand proper QAlQC
procedures must be applied. .<;,::--~~:;;:;-~.

The final version of the data must be~:Fchi;V'~~in one oftli~;~f.Ql1owing fonnats: Microsoft
Excel, Microsoft Access, CSV, XML, i~:,:Qf::ESRl Shape'±W~<~,:·'bther fonnats may be
used if approved by the Data Systems M~J1agef::;;~EQt:,Excel and?CSV files, descriptive
header infonnation must be included. ArC11iv~;~:c(n1:fptit§t:]nodelsmust include the
computer source code ina 66\tiRlOnly-used ctiihputer lariguage along with documentation
as described above.,';::::;":';:

Plior to the sUbnu'§~idi1,Qfaprol~6t final reporf1~;the Trustee Council office, principal
investigator(s) are resp01{~,!gl~;::tgf'~!1§griJ1Kth9-~::final versions of all models and/or
datasets (witJ:i'.,~:ppiQH~iate mgi~gata)li[\f~~·B';&gh archived in the chosen location. After a
projectgi1&i repoii'li~;;'jJ?~en fiiitilized and published (in accordance with the Trustee
COUJ,1sj}f~,ProceduresfdtLthe Pr~p~fiI.tion and Distribution of Reports), all arcluved
data:sets'ai}g~modelswil1'b'~H!pade iyil'ilable to the public.

In the interes(qf expandingfi~owl~dgein the scientific community, principal
investigators ai;e'~gcourag~FVtoprovide copies of datasets to other national and regional
data archives in a.dditi01l,tP:'the requirements of this policy, and consistent with the
requirements oftheif~~jJ6iJsoring agencies.

DATA PUBLICATION & CITATION

Data acquired under Trustee Council funding is considered public infonnation and, as
such, will be made available to the public via electronic means and otherwise. CopYlight
to such data is owned by the State and/or Federal agencies sponsoring the project.

Following academic courtesy standards, principal investigators must include the
following statement with any publically-distributed or otherwise published datasets or
manuscripts, including refereed scientific joumals or other public presentations:

3
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"This material is based upon work funded by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Tmstee
Council under Project No. (enter nmnber). Any opinions, findings, conclusions,
or recommendations expressed herein are those of the author(s) and do not
necessmily reflect the views or positions of the Trustee Council."

Principal investigator(s) retain the right to be fully credited for having collected
mld10r processed the data. Persons who acquire data, models, or model products
produced with Tmstee Council fmlding are responsible for communicating with the
originating investigator(s). If a substmltial use of the data is plmmed, collaboration
and co-authorship with the originating principal investigator(s) is expected for any
resulting publications. However, Oliginating principal investigat<?,J,;:[:JIlay not
umeasonably impede use or publication of archived data, modefs;orinodel products,
provided they receive due credit for their contIibution. PrinG.iR~Linvestigators m'e
specifically authorized and encouraged to publish the res.~~s o:ttll~~~:"oWl1 research.

',.",;"'",.,.,,,

DATA LIABIEITY ,_

Datasets are only as good as the methods mlcl:~~QC pro2·~.Qures used foi~~:~lleettion.
The user bears all responsibility for their use or niI§Y$.~ of;;lftfdf!TIation prod:u~~d or
collected with Tmstee Council funding, including th~%Tfs:~~of any and all datasets, models,
model products, reports, research, Corn.R.~.risons, or analyses:, The Tmstee Council,
Tmstee agencies, principal investigatoi;~i:;R*.9j:~etpersonn~f;~:ailqtlleir staff do not assume
liability for any claims, injuries, or damage's;:iili:at1y~m31llierrel~J~l:i to the use or misuse of
such information. .. ';.~~~£:;:.,:

4
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Project Authorization - Pg. Ill-3

2. Fiscal Year:

Add:

a. Proj ects are provided one additional full federal fiscal year for the draft, revision, finalization
and publication of final proj ect reports. Project specific scientific presentations will only be
fLmded during this final report year, as detailed or required within the original invitation. The
receipt of funding will be contingent upon the receipt of CUlTent and acceptable quarterly and
annual reports, as detailed within the Procedures for the Preparation and Distribution of
Reports.

b. The additional final project report year does not change the project from a single year project
to a mUlti-year project. The project time-line for project research and field work, as approved by
the Trustee Council detennines the year(s) of the project. The additional final deliverable year is
strictly to ensure sufficient time and available funding for the fonnal scientific presentation, as
detailed within the original invitation, and the complete [mal report processes, as detailed within
the Procedures for the Preparation and Distribution ofReports.

• Lapse

Add between #2 & #3, Pg. llI-5

No-cost Extension

At the discretion of the Executive Director, and as deemed necessary to complete approved
project scopes, project lapse dates may be extended through an approved no-cost extension. The
request must be made in writing and sent electronically by the Principal Investigator through the
Trustee Agency Project Manager to the EVOS Program Coordinator for Executive Director
consideration. The revised lapse date will be documented by the Program Coordinator within
Proj ect View. Granted no-cost extensions include the authorization to expend remaining proj ect
funds as budgeted

•
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• MEMORANDUM
Department ofNatural Resources

TO: Michael Baffrey
Executive Director

State of Alaska
Office of Project Management

DATE: February 29,2008

FILENO.:

PHONE NO.:
FAX:

269-8425
269-8918

FROM: Carol Fries
Large Project Coordinator
EVOS LiaisonlProject Manager

SUBJECT: EVOS Habitat Program Status
for Trustee Council Consideration

•
Attached please find documentation for five action items for consideration by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill
Trustee Council at their March 17th meeting. A brief summary of each of these items follows. Details
regarding benefits, costs and locations are included in the materials for each parcel. Please do not hesitate to
contact me if there are any questions or concerns.

Small Parcels:

Requested Authorization .
. $192,000

$629,000
Previous authorization

...... 1$f7S;OOO

Pursue due diligence

KAP 3002, Capjohn

The Capjohn parcel is a native allotment located on the north shore of Kiliuda Bay on Kodiak Island. The
parcel is surrounded by state lands and provides protected access to the adjacent state lands for hunting,
fishing, and subsistence activities. An approved appraisal has established a purchase price of $192,000.
The landowner through BIA has agreed to sell at this price. The parcel will be managed by the State of
Alaska, Division of Mining, Land and Water.

•
Requested Action: Authorization to purchase KAP 3002 at $192,000.
Attachment: Draft resolution with benefits report and map for Trustee Council consideration.

3/10/08 Page 1 of4
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KEN 3002, RusselllLong

The Russell/Long parcel is located on the Kenai River and provides a valuable opportunity to connect
public land and facilities at the Soldotna Visitor's Center with Centennial Park. The owners have agreed
to subdivide the property offering the Trustee Council the opportunity to purchase the undeveloped river
front portion of the property. They will retain approximately one acre with a small house fronting
Kalifomsky Beach Road that is more suitable for commercial development. This reduces the purchase
price and allows the Council to purchase habitat most important to injured resources and services. This
parcel will be managed jointly by ADF&G and ADNR. An approved appraisal has established the fair
market value of this reconfigured parcel at $629,000. The landowner has agreed to sell at this price.

Requested Action: Authorization to purchase KEN 3002, the reconfigured Russell/Long parcel, Lot 1, at
$629,000
Attachment: Draft resolution with benefits report and map for Trustee Council consideration.

Mutch/Jacobs Match

The Trustee Council approved $175,000 in matching funds to be used in conjunction with a North
American Wetlands Act grant to purchase the Mutch/Jacobs parcels in August 2005 through Resolution
06-02. This authorization expired before all due diligence activities could be completed. Due to erosion
and accretion quiet title actions were necessary.

Requested Action: Reauthorization of matching funds for the purchase of the Mutch/Jacobs parcels in
the amount of$175,000.
Attachment: Draft resolution with previously approved resolution 06-02, benefits report and map for
Trustee Council consideration.

PWS 05, USS 349

In December 2000, the Trustee Council authorized $125,000 for the purchase of small parcel PWS OS,
USS 349 located on the Duck Flats near the Valdez harbor. This transaction could not be completed due
to court action resulting from the death of one of the owners. The court case has been resolved and the
court appointed referee has offered the parcel for sale to the State. The State is working with The
Conservation Fund to pursue this transaction. The Conservation Fund is willing to assist the State and
contribute to this transaction on an interim basis in order to facilitate a timely closing. The State wishes to
pursue due diligence activities associated with this parcel.

Requested Action: Approve the use of existing 2008 funds for due diligence activities.
Attachment: Draft resolution and previously approved resolution 01-02, a benefits report and maps for
Trustee Council reference.

• 3/10/08 Page 2 of4



• Northern Afognak

In June 2007, the Trustee Council authorized 174,000 for due diligence activities associated with ongoing
conservation efforts on Northern Afognak Island.

" Parcel
.Portage Lake, ..,
Natives of Kodiak, Itlc.
Perenosa Bay, Parcels 2A and 2B
Shuyak Natives, Inc:,';;
Perenosa Bay, Parcels 3A ancF3B
Uganik Natives, Inc. ..

Location

i. <' NortheinAfogri~. .....

Northern Afogpak. '.
Northern Mogrlak

. I-

Acreage

~2,000 acres····

;"

~1,750 acres

•

The State and the Afognak Conservation Partners are pursuing due diligence activities associated with
these transactions. A timber valuation has been completed and reviewed and provided to the appraiser.
The appraiser and the review appraiser have been engaged in consultations and the appraiser is in the
process of completing the appraisal and the review of the appraisal is underway. A preliminary
commitment for title insurance has been secured.

A variety of funding sources have been secured. The partners have secured two National Coastal
Wetlands grants totaling approximately $1.7 million and a Forest Legacy grant was recently awarded in
the amount of $1.1 million. Additional and matching contributions have also been secured in the form of
timber rights, small coastal wetlands grants, and staff time from partner organizations.

An indication of intent on the part of the Trustee Council at this point in time would facilitate negotiations
with landowners. The partners are requesting a commitment of funds to facilitate the implementation of
Forest Legacy and National Coastal Wetlands grants on Northern Afognak with the condition that all
purchases will come back to the Council for final review and approval prior to purchase.

Requested Action: Direction for Departments of Natural Resources and Law and U.S. Department of the
Interior to enter into negotiations regarding the Lands subject to a variety of terms and conditions, a not to
exceed amount and requirement for final Trustee Council approval of purchase.
Attachments: Status report and previously approved resolution 02-02 documenting benefits and map of
the project area.

Port Graham Lands in Aialik Bay, PTG 01 Kenai Fjords National Park. 4,710 acres

In 1994 the EVOS Trustee Council authorized the National Park Service (NPS) to contract for an appraisal of the
Port Graham Corporation (PGC) lands within Kenai Fjords National Park. PGC was a willing seller and wanted
to pursue a sale of some or all of its lands within the Park. An appraisal was completed and an offer made. PGC
declined the offer, and after extended negotiations, in 1997 suspended its participation in the EVOS process.

Tract TPG 01 was rated "high" for restoration purposes in the EVOS ranking system in the mid-1990s.

PGC is again interested in the sale of some of its lands within the Park to the NPS. PGC owns 4710 acres at the
head of Aialik Bay-Tract PTG 01. Aialik Bay is at the north end and the most accessible part of the Park. It is
visited by thousands of people every year, mostly on tour boats from Seward, Alaska, but others on privately
owned boats and kayaks. It has become one of the most popular tourism destinations in Alaska.

• 3/10/08 Page 3 of4
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PGC is arranging to lease 10 acres at Pederson Lagoon, on the west side of Aialik Bay, for a wilderness lodge.
PGC is interested in selling its other lands in Aialik Bay to the NPS, either as a conservation easement or in fee
simple.

Requested Action: The NPS and PGC request that the EVOS Council authorize funding for conducting due
diligence for the possible purchase of Tract PTG 01, including an appraisal and environment site assessment, with
the possibility ofan EVOS-funded purchase of these lands.
Attachments: Original benefits report for Port Graham lands, 1994, vicinity map and parcel map.
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• Proposed Motions relative to Habitat Protection Agenda Items 3/17/08:

KAP 3002, Capjohn.

I move that we authorize $192,000 for the purchase ofKAP 3002, owned by Ralph
Capjohn, located in the North Arm ofKiliuda Bay, Kodiak by the State of Alaska.

KEN 3002, Russell Long Parcel

I move that we authorize $629,000 for the purchase ofthe reconfigured Russell/Long
parcel, Lot 1 containing 3 acres and fronting the Kenai River by the State of Alaska.

Mutch/Jacobs Matching Funds

I move that we reauthorize $175,000 in matching funds to be used in conjunction with
North American Wetlands Conservation Act grant funds for the purchase of the Mutch
and Jacobs parcels located at the mouth of the Anchor River by the State of Alaska.

PWS 05, USS 349, Valdez Duck Flats

•

•

I move that we request the Department ofNatural Resources to use existing FY08 funds
for due diligence activities related to the purchase ofUSS 349.

altematively:

Based upon the previously approved resolution 01-02 in which the Council has already
offered to pay $125,000 for this parcel and a court secured appraisal estimating the
market value of the parcel at $150,000, I move that we reauthorize $125,000 as a
contribution to the purchase ofUSS 349 by The Conservation Fund for ultimate transfer
to the State of Alaska.

Northern Afognak

In November 2002, the Trustee Council authorized $10,450,000 for the purchase of lands
in the Perenosa Bay area of Northem Afognak. Based upon the resource values
documented in Resolution 02-02, I move that we authorize $10,000,000 for the purchase
oflands in the Perenosa Bay region of Northem Afognak, including lands owned by
Shuyak and Uganik previously authorized in Resolution 03-01 and the Portage Lake
parcel owned by Natives ofKodiak subject to a variety ofterms and conditions including
(1) the purchase price be based upon Fair Market Value as determined by an approved
appraisal and (2) final approval of each purchase by the Trustee Council.

Port Graham

I move that we authorize $32,700 for due diligence activities associated with Port
Graham PTG 01 located in Ailik Bay in Kenai Fjords National Park to be conducted by
the National Park Service.
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RESOLUTION OS-OX OF THE
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

REGARDING SMALL PARCEL KAP 3002

We, the undersigned, duly authorized members of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee

Council ("Trustee Council"), after review and consideration of relevant information regarding

restoration ofresources injured by the Exxon Valdez oil spill (''EVOS'') fmd as follows:

1. The owner of small parcel KAP 3002 has indicated an interest in selling said parcel.

2. An appraisal of the parcel, approved by the state review appraiser, determined that

the fair market value of the parcel is $192,000.

3. As set forth in Attachment A, if acquired, this small parcel has attributes which will

restore, replace, enhance and rehabilitate injured natural resources and the services provided by

those natural resources, including important habitat for several species of fish and wildlife for

which significant injury resulting from the spill has been documented. Parcel KAP 3002 also

provides an important access point for sport hunting, sport fishing, camping and bear viewing

and is important for subsistence use by residents of Old Harbor.

4. Existing laws and regulations, including but not limited to the Alaska Forest

Practices Act, the Alaska Anadromous Fish Protection Act, the Clean Water Act, the Alaska

Coastal Management Act, the Bald Eagle Protection Act and the Marine Mammal Protection

Act, are intended, under normal circumstances, to protect resources from serious adverse effects

from activities on the lands. However, restoration, replacement and enhancement of resources

injured by the Exxon Valdez oil spill present a unique situation. Without passing judgment on the

adequacy or inadequacy of existing law and regulations to protect resources, scientists and other

resource specialists agree that, in their best professional judgment, protection of habitat in the

spill area to levels above and beyond that provided by existing laws and regulations will have a

Resolution 08-0X
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beneficial effect on recovery of injured resources and lost or diminished services provided by

these resources.

5. There has been widespread public support within Alaska as well as on a national

basis for the acquisition of lands.

6. The purchase of this parcel is an appropriate means to restore a portion of the

injured resources and services in the oil spill area. Acquisition of this parcel is consistent with

the Final Restoration Plan.

7. The purchase of small parcels is an appropriate means to restore a portion of the

injured resources and services in the oil spill area.

THEREFORE, we resolve to provide funds for the State of Alaska to purchase all the

seller's rights and interests in the small parcel KAP 3002 and to provide funds necessary for

closing costs recommended by the Executive Director of the Trustee Council ("Executive

Director"), and approved by the Trustee Council and pursuant to the following conditions:

(a) the amount of funds (hereinafter referred to as the "Purchase Price") to be

provided by the Trustee Council to the State of Alaska shall be one-hundred ninety-two thousand

dollars ($192,000) for small parcel KAP 3002;

(b) authorization for funding for any acquisition described in the foregoing paragraph

shall terminate if a purchase agreement is not executed by June 30, 2009;

(c) filing by the United States Department of Justice and the Alaska Department of

Law of a notice, as required by the Third Amended Order for Deposit and Transfer of Settlement

Proceeds, of the proposed expenditure with the United States District Court for the District of

Alaska and with the Investment Fund established by the Trustee Council within the Alaska

Department of Revenue, Division of the Treasury ("Investment Fund"), and transfer of the

Resolution 08-0X



• necessary monies from the Investment Fund to the State of Alaska Department of Natural

Resources;

•

(d) a title search satisfactory to the State of Alaska and the United States is

completed, and the seller is willing and able to convey fee simple title by warranty deed;

(e) no timber harvesting, road development or any alteration of the land will be

initiated on the land without the express agreement of the State of Alaska and the United States

prior to purchase of this parcel;

(f) a hazardous materials survey satisfactory to the State of Alaska and United States

is completed;

(g) compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act; and

(h) a conservation easement on parcel KAP 3002 shall be conveyed to the United

States which must be satisfactory in form and substance to the United States and the State of

Alaska Department of Law.

It is the intent of the Trustee Council that the above-referenced conservation

easement will provide that any facilities or other development on the foregoing small parcel shall

be of limited impact and in keeping with the goals of restoration, that there shall be no

commercial use except as may be consistent with applicable state or federal law and the goals of

restoration to pre-spill conditions of any natural resource injured, lost, or destroyed as a result of

the EVOS, and the services provided by that resource or replacement or substitution for the

injured, lost or destroyed resources and affected services, as described in the Memorandum of

Agreement and Consent Decree between the United States and the State of Alaska entered

August 28, 1991 and the Restoration Plan as approved by the Trustee CounciL

By unanimous consent, following execution of the purchase agreement between

• the seller and the State of Alaska and written notice from the Executive Director ("Executive
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Director") of the Trustee Council that the terms and conditions set forth herein and in the

purchase agreement have been satisfied, we request the Alaska Department of Law and the

Assistant Attorney General of the Environment and Natural Resources Division of the United

States Department of Justice to take such steps as may be necessary for withdrawal of the

Purchase Price for the above-referenced parcel from the appropriate account designated by the

Executive Director.

Such amount represents the only amount due under this resolution to the sellers by the

State of Alaska to be funded from the joint settlement funds, and no additional amounts or

interest are herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such joint funds.

Approved by the Council at its meeting of March 17, 2008 held in Anchorage, Alaska, as

affIrmed by our signatures affIxed below:

•

Joe L. Meade
Forest Supervisor
Forest Service Alaska Region
U. S. Department of Agriculture

Randall Luthi
Deputy Director
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Department ofInterior

Denby S. Lloyd
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Talis J. Colberg
Attorney General
Alaska Department of Law

James Balsiger
Administrator, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service
U.S. Department of Commerce

Larry Hartig
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation
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ATTACHMENT A

KAP 3002, Capjohn

Owner: Mr. Ralph Capjohn
Location: Kiliuda Bay, Shearwater Peninsula, Kodiak

Island
Legal Description: Lots 1 &2, U.S. Survey No. 10878AK,

located in Secs. 28, 29, 32, & 33, T.32S.,
R.24W., SM

Acreage: 159.97 acres
~_ency Sponsor: DNR
-.!E.~raisedFair Market Value: $192,000

Background: This 160-acre Native allotment is located on the north shore of Kiliuda
Bay on the east side of Kodiak Island. The Capjohn tract is adjacent to State land and
just west and north of land received through a land exchange between the State and the
Old Harbor Native Corporation, a component of the larger Old Harbor acquisition
package acquired by USFWS. Before undertaking the exchange, the State identified the
inholdings on the north shore of Kiliuda Bay as priorities under the small parcel program.
The Old Harbor Exchange has been completed. The objectives of the Old Harbor
exchange and subsequent acquisition of inholdings were to improve public access to State
lands and protect and restore species and associated services injured by the Exxon Valdez
oil spill.

The Capjohn tract is located in the northwestern end of Kiliuda Bay at the end ofNorth
Arm. Mr. Capjohn made the parcel available for sale after completing BIA requirements.
Mr. Capjohn has approached the State as a willing seller through the EVOS Small Parcel
Program.

The following comment received, and response provided, are part of the public record
created during the public comment period relative to the Old Harbor Land Exchange:

Comment:
The Alaska Department ofFish and Game (ADF&G) commented that the
most used access points in the lands to be acquired by the State were native
allotments that would remain in private hands. ADF&G requested that
efforts be undertaken to acquire these in holdings.

Response to the comment:
Owners of two of the allotments have already approached the State to sell
their allotments. The allotments could be purchased using funds from the
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Councilor other sources. The State would
like to acquire the other native allotments if they become available.

For Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council consideration 5/23/06 1
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• Physical Description: The Capjohn property is located in Kiliuda Bay just north of Old
Harbor. The Bay has notable wilderness qualities and the parcel is in its natural condition
absent pennanent buildings or continuous hlUTIan habitation. Anadromous Stream #258­
20-100 6 0 flows through the parcel, a portion of which is a marsh identified as a
waterfowl concentration area, to a rich intertidal, providing valuable riparian and
intertidal habitat as well as important access to the adjacent State-owned uplands.

Linkage to Restoration: The property has particular habitat value to injured species and
services including bald eagles, harlequin ducks, pink salmon, Sockeye salmon and Dolly
Varden, as well as Pacific herring that spawn in the North Arm of Kiliuda Bay. Marine
bird nesting colonies of connorants and pigeon guillemots are found in Kiliuda Bay and
likely utilize this area for feeding. The area is also identified as a winter waterfowl
concentration area and harlequin ducks are likely to be found in this area. The parcel is an
important access point for sport hunting, sport fishing, camping and bear viewing. This
area is also very important for subsistence use by residents of Old Harbor. The wildlife
and habitat values of the Capjohn parcel support subsistence, recreation, sport fishing,
and passive use, services impacted by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill.

•

•

Proposed Management: Acquisition of this parcel will enhance access to State lands
acquired through the Old Harbor Exchange and enhance the protection of important
intertidal and riparian habitat in this area. This parcel, should it be acquired, will be
managed consistent with the management of the lands acquired by the State through the
Old Harbor Exchange. The surrounding lands are managed as wildlife habitat consistent
with the tenns of the Terror Lake Hydro Agreement.

Attachments:
Parcel Map, KAP 3002

l _
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RESOLUTION OS-OX OF THE
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

REGARDING SMALL PARCEL KEN 3002

We, the undersigned, duly authorized members of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council

("Trustee Council"), after review and consideration of relevant information regarding restoration of

resources injured by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill ("EVOS") find as follows:

1. The owners of small parcel KEN 3002 have indicated an interest in selling said parcel.

2. An appraisal of the parcel approved by the state review appraiser determined that the fair

market value ofthe parcel is $629,000.

3. As set forth in Attachment A, if acquired, this small parcel has attributes which will restore,

replace, enhance and rehabilitate injured natural resources and the services provided by those natural

resources, including important habitat for several species of fish and wildlife for which significant injury

resulting from the spill has been documented. Parcel KEN 3002, because of its location, on the river near

the Soldotna Visitor's Center, adjacent to the previously acquired Shilling/Roberts parcel where the

Sterling Highway crosses the Kenai River, provides highly visible and convenient access to recreational

anglers and residents utilizing Centennial Park and the Soldotna Fish Walk. Acquisition of this parcel

will protect approximately 250 linear feet of riverfront and provides an important connection between

public riverfront lands. Public ownership ofthis parcel will allow for managed access to the Kenai River

and thereby protect habitat for pink salmon and Dolly Varden and enhance the recovery of recreational

services such as sport fishing, commercial fishing and tourism.

4. Existing laws and regulations, including but not limited to the Alaska Forest Practices Act,

the Alaska Anadromous Fish Protection Act, the Clean Water Act, the Alaska Coastal Management Act,

the Bald Eagle Protection Act and the Marine Mammal Protection Act, are intended, under normal

circumstances, to protect resources from serious adverse effects from activities on the lands. However,

restoration, replacement and enhancement of resources injured by the Exxon Valdez oil spill ("EVOS")

present a unique situation. Without passing judgment on the adequacy or inadequacy of existing law and

regulations to protect resources, scientists and other resource specialists agree that, in their best
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professional judgment, protection of habitat in the spill area to levels above and beyond that provided by

existing laws and regulations will have a beneficial effect on recovery of injured resources and lost or

diminished services provided by these resources.

5. There has been widespread public support within Alaska as well as on a national basis,

for the acquisition of lands.

6. The purchase of small parcels is an appropriate means to restore a portion of the injured

resources and services in the oil spill area.

7. The purchase of this parcel is an appropriate means to restore a portion of the injured

resources and services in the oil spill area. Acquisition of this parcel is consistent with the Final

Restoration Plan.

THEREFORE, we resolve to provide funds for the State of Alaska to purchase all the seller's

rights and interests in small parcel KEN 3002 and to provide funds necessary for closing costs

recommended by the Executive Director of the Trustee Council ("Executive Director"), and

approved by the Trustee Council and pursuant to the following conditions:

(a) the amount of funds (hereinafter referred to as the "Purchase Price") to be provided

by the Trustee Council to the State of Alaska shall be six-hundred twenty-nine thousand dollars

($629,000) for small parcel KEN 3002;

(b) authorization for funding for any acquisition described in the foregoing paragraph

shall terminate if a purchase agreement is not executed by June 30, 2009;

(c) filing by the United States Department of Justice and the Alaska Department of Law

of a notice, as required by the Third Amended Order for Deposit and Transfer of Settlement

Proceeds, of the proposed expenditure with the United States District Court for the District of Alaska

and with the Investment Fund established by the Trustee Council within the Alaska Department of

Revenue, Division of the Treasury ("Investment Fund"), and transfer of the necessary monies from

the Investment Fund to the State of Alaska Department ofNatural Resources;
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(d) a title search satisfactory to the State of Alaska and the United States is completed,

and the seller is willing and able to convey fee simple title by warranty deed;

(e) no timber harvesting, road development or any alteration of the land will be initiated

on the land without the express agreement of the State of Alaska and the United States prior to

purchase of this parcel;

(f) a hazardous materials survey satisfactory to the State of Alaska and United States is

completed;

(g) compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act; and

(h) a conservation easement on parcel KEN 3002 shall be conveyed to the United States

which must be satisfactory in form and substance to the United States and the State of Alaska

Department of Law.

It is the intent of the Trustee Council that the above-referenced conservation

easement will provide that any facilities or other development on the foregoing small parcel shall be

of limited impact and in keeping with the goals of restoration, that there shall be no commercial use

except as may be consistent with applicable state or federal law and the goals of restoration to

prespill conditions of any natural resource injured, lost, or destroyed as a result of the EVOS, and the

services provided by that resource or replacement or substitution for the injured, lost or destroyed

resources and affected services, as described in the Memorandum of Agreement and Consent Decree

between the United States and the State ofAlaska entered August 28, 1991 and the Restoration Plan

as approved by the Trustee Council.

By unanimous consent, following execution of the purchase agreement between the

seller and the State of Alaska and written notice from the Executive Director that the terms and

conditions set forth herein and in the purchase agreement have been satisfied, we request the Alaska

Department of Law and the Assistant Attorney General of the Environment and Natural Resources

Division of the United States Department of Justice to take such steps as may be necessary for
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• withdrawal of the Purchase Price for the above-referenced parcel from the appropriate account

designated by the Executive Director.

Such amount represents the only amount due under this resolution to the sellers by the State

of Alaska to be funded from the joint settlement funds, and no additional amounts or interest are

herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such joint funds.

Approved by the Trustee Council at its meeting of March 17, 2008 held in Anchorage,

Alaska, as affIrmed by our signatures affIxed below:

•
Joe L. Meade
Forest Supervisor
Forest Service Alaska Region
U. S. Department of Agriculture

Randall Luthi
Deputy Director
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Department of Interior

Denby S. Lloyd
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Talis 1. Colberg
Attorney General
Alaska Department of Law

James Balsiger
Administrator, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service
U.S. Department of Commerce

LanyHartig
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation

•
Attachment A - Restoration Benefits Report and Map
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ATTACHMENT A

__Q:!!lIl_~~: __ ... __ ... _._Mex~:_Russe_l!1Jr. anlt.~TiIli~J:<::l:ong__ _ ..... .._._---
JPhysical Location: The parcel is located on the Kenai River adjacent to the previously

purchased Roberts parcel near the Soldotna Visitors Center at the
____________ .____________ intersection of the Sterling Highway and Ka:!if0!TIsky Be.~h ~oad. .
_.~_~~§t.g~=- . l:Q~__~res ._~ . . .. '
_P~~_~~lpJ:!~J!lt._._. ....±~9_ Cen.!~nnial Park Road, Soldotna,~
LegaJI Description: T5N, RlOW, Sec 32, KM, that portion of Government Lot 8 as per

WD 102@274lying north of Kalifomsky Beach Road. Lot 1 of
Russell Subdivision.

_..-,..-'"_ ..-"._- -_. _.,-_..__ -------~----_._----- .. - _._-----,----.,- .. -_._-_.._._._-----_ _-_ .. ,..... . -.._._.._--- __ ..-_ ,_.,_....... ---_._.._- _-,

A..g~llJl~yS~~~s_~~:_ .. __@!'Jg 8:?<!ADf'§!;.Q__ _ .. . _.__ ._._. ..._._ _...... ._.....__.._...__
Appraised! Value: $629,000. ,,.•_.".__ ., ..,,_._.._. .,_•.•._._., ,_.. .__,.~ ~. "_.._._.. . ._, . .._. . ,. J

Parcel Description. This parcel is located on the Kenai River between the Roberts parcel
previously purchased by EVOS, and the City of Soldotna's Centennial Park. The
Roberts/Shilling parcel is adjacent to the Kenai Peninsula Visitors Center. The parcel slopes
from Kalifomsky Beach Road to the Kenai River, is vegetated with spruce and birch trees, and
has approximately 250 feet of Kenai River frontage.

Linkage to Restoration:
Restoration Benefits. Public ownership of this parcel will allow for managed access to the
Kenai River and thereby protect habitat for pink salmon and Dolly Varden and enhance the
recovery of recreational services such as sport fishing, commercial fishing, and tourism.

Key habitat and other attributes of the parcel include the following:
,. Pink salmon, sockeye salmon, and Dolly Varden. Pink salmon spawn and Dolly Varden

spawn and rear in this stretch of the Kenai River. The streamside vegetation afforded by
this and other parcels along the Kenai River stabilize riverbanks, protect water quality,
moderate temperatures and provide cover for fish. Unfortunately, increasing bank fishing
along the Kenai River is destroying riverside brush and grasses.

,. Recreation/tourism. This parcel has the potential for increasing levels of use for
recreational fishing because of its location near the Kenai Peninsula Visitors Center, its
gentle slope toward the Kenai River, and the existence of a public use "fishwalk" on a
lO-foot easement along the river on the EVOS purchased Roberts/Shilling parcel.

This parcel connects to the larger Kenai River ecosystem and contributes to previous Council
aild State efforts focused on the health of the Kenai River, its liparian habitat and the various
species of fish, such as pink, sockeye, and king salmon and Dolly Varden, that commercial and
sport fishing industries depend upon. Acquisition of this parcel will provide restoration benefits
to Dolly Varden, subsistence, commercial fishing, passive use, and recreation and tourism.

Potendal Threats. This parcel has the potentiai to be converted to profitable commercial use or
multi-family housing development. In addition, a significant threat to restoration results from
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uncontrolled access to the Kenai River, which damages habitat by trampling streambanks and
denuding them of vegetation. Similar habitat on adjacent parcels has been protected through
acquisition and on-the-ground restoration efforts including bank stabilization and the
construction of elevated light penetrating gratewalk and access stairs designed to provide fishing
access while minimizing bank trampling and destruction of riparian habitat. Acquisition of this
parcel provides ADF&G/ADNR with the ability to protect contiguous riparian habitat, and if
warranted, through bank stabilization and managed recreational access, to contribute to the
restoration ofpink salmon and Dolly Varden.

Proposed Management. The purpose of acquisition is to preserve and protect in perpetuity the
ecological, natural, physical and scenic values of the subject property for the benefit of fish and
wildlife resources and services that were injured in the Exxon Valdez oil spill. If this parcel is
acquired, ADNR, in cooperation with ADF&G, will manage it to protect environmentally
sensitive river frontage and provide recreational opportunities for the public as appropriate on the
remainder of the parcel. The parcel will probably be classified HabitatlPublic Recreation Land.
The seller has specified "This parcel is to be managed by Alaska State Parks in the interest of
maintaining riverine habitat in a natural state on the Kenai River." It is possible that this parcel
will be considered for inclusion in the Kenai River Special Management Area providing
additional focused management.

Appraised Value. The parcel has been subdivided to provide the State with an opportunity to
purchase the undeveloped portion of the original five-acre parcel. Lot 1, the parcel being
considered by the Trustee Council, is appraised at $629,000 based upon a highest and best use of
single or multi-family residential development. The remaining parcel, Lot 2, provides the seller
with 1.24 acres of marginally improved property suitable for commercial use.

Public Comment The Restoration Office has received letters of support for acquisition of this
parcel from the Kenai River Sportfishing Association, the City of Soldotna and Kenai Peninsula
Borough.

For Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Restoration Trustee Council consideration 5/23/06 2
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RESOLUTION OS-OX OF THE
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

REGARDING THE
JACOBS AND MUTCH ANCHOR RIVER SMALL PARCELS

We, the undersigned, duly authorized members of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill

Trustee Council ("Trustee Council"), after review and consideration of relevant

information regarding restoration of resources injured by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill

("EVOS") find as follows:

1. The owners of Lots 7 and 8 in Section 33, Township 4 south, Range 15

West, Seward Meridian, Homer Recording District (the Jacobs parcel) and the owners of

Tract A, according to the plat of HMS Resolution Ridge, filed under Plat Number 2002-

23, Records of the Homer Recording District, Third Judicial District, State of Alaska (the

Mutch parcel), approached the Council and The Nature Conservancy, indicating an

interest in selling these parcels, consisting of 38 acres (Jacobs) and 46 acres (Mutch), to

the State of Alaska as part of the Council's program for restoration of natural resources

and services that were injured or diminished as a result of the Exxon Valdez oil spill.

2. An appraisal approved by state and federal review appraisers estimates the

fee simple fair market value of the Jacobs parcel to be $215,000 and the Mutch property

to be $235,000. The total cost to purchase these parcels, including due diligence activities

involving quiet title, is $540,000, of which $365,000 will be funded by an approved

federal National Coastal Wetland Conservation Act grant and private donations.

3. Trustee Council Resolution 06-02 authorized funds in the amount of

eighty thousand dollars ($80,000.00) for the acquisition of the Jacobs small parcel and

ninety five thousand dollars ($95,000.00) for the acquisition of the Mutch small parcel to
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be used in conjunction with the funding identified above. The resolution required that

acquisition be completed by December 30, 2006.

4. The two parcels are contiguous and are located at the mouth of the Anchor

River. The Anchor River is one of the most heavily fished rivers in Alaska. As set forth

in Attachment A, the Jacobs and Mutch Anchor River parcels have attributes that will

restore, replace, enhance, and rehabilitate injured natural resources and the services

provided by those natural resources, including important habitat for several species of

fish and wildlife for which significant injury resulting from the spill has been

documented. In particular, the parcels will provide important public access for

sportfishing, a service injured by the spill, and rearing habitat for injured species such as

Dolly Varden. The parcels are adjacent to land already owned by the State and managed

for sportfishing.

5. Existing laws and regulations, including but not limited to the Alaska Forest

Practices Act, the Alaska Anadromous Fish Protection Act, the Clean Water Act, the

Alaska Coastal Management Act, the Bald Eagle Protection Act and the Marine Mammal

Protection Act,· are intended, under normal circumstances, to protect resources from

serious adverse effects from activities on the lands. However, restoration, replacement

and enhancement of resources injured by the Exxon Valdez oil spill ("EVOS") present a

unique situation. Without passing judgment on the adequacy or inadequacy of existing

law and regulations to protect resources, scientists and other resource specialists agree

that, in their best professional judgment, protection of habitat in the spill area to levels

above and beyond that provided by existing laws and regulations will have a beneficial

effect on recovery of injured resources and lost or diminished services provided by these

resources.
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6. There has been widespread public support within Alaska as well as on a

national basis for the acquisition of these lands.

7. The purchase of these parcels is an appropriate means to restore a portion of

the injured resources and services in the oil spill area. Acquisition of these parcels is

consistent with the Final Restoration Plan.

THEREFORE, we resolve to provide funds for the State of Alaska to acquire all

the seller's rights and interests in the Jacobs and Mutch Anchor River parcels pursuant to

the following conditions:

(a) the amount of funds to be provided by the Trustee Council to the State of

Alaska shall be eighty thousand dollars ($80,000) for the Jacobs small parcel and ninety

five thousand dollars ($95,000) for the Mutch small parcel;

(b) authorization for funding for any acquisition described in the foregoing

paragraph shall terminate if a purchase agreement is not executed by December 31,2009;

(c) filing by the United States Department of Justice and the Alaska

Department of Law of a notice, as required by the Third Amended Order for Deposit and

Transfer of Settlement Proceeds, of the proposed expenditure with the United States

District Court for the District of Alaska and with the Investment Fund established by the

Trustee Council within the Alaska Department of Revenue, Division of the Treasury

("Investment Fund"), and transfer of the necessary monies from the Investment Fund to

the State of Alaska Department ofNatural Resources;

(d) a title search satisfactory to the State of Alaska and the United States is

completed, and the seller is willing and able to convey fee simple title by warranty deed;
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(e) no timber harvesting, road development or any alteration of the land will

be initiated on the land without the express agreement of the State of Alaska and the

United States prior to purchase of these parcels;

(f) a hazardous materials survey satisfactory to the State of Alaska and United

States is completed;

(g) compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act; and

(h) a conservation easement on the Jacobs and Mutch parcels shall be

conveyed to the United States which must be satisfactory in form and substance to the

United States and the State ofAlaska Department of Law.

It is the intent of the Trustee Council that the above-referenced

conservation easement will provide that any facilities or other development on the

foregoing parcels shall be of limited impact and in keeping with the goals of restoration,

that there shall be no commercial use except as may be consistent with applicable state or

federal law and the goals of restoration to pre-spill conditions of any natural resource

injured, lost, or destroyed as a result of the EVQS, and the services provided by that

resource or replacement or substitution for the injured, lost or destroyed resources and

affected services, as described in the Memorandum of Agreement and Consent Decree

between the United States and the State of Alaska entered August 28, 1991 and the

Restoration Plan as approved by the Trustee Council.

By unanimous consent, following execution of the purchase agreement

between the seller and the State of Alaska and written notice from the Executive Director

of the Trustee Council ("Executive Director:") that the terms and conditions set forth

herein and in the purchase agreement have been satisfied, we request the Alaska

Department of Law and the Assistant Attorney General of the Environment and Natural
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• Resources Division of the United States Department of Justice to take such steps as may

be necessary for withdrawal of the Purchase Price for the above-referenced parcels from

the appropriate account designated by the Executive Director.

Such amount represents the only amount due under this resolution to the

sellers by the State of Alaska to be funded from the joint settlement funds, and no

additional amounts or interest are herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such

joint funds.

Approved by the Trustee Council at its meeting of March 17, 2008 held in

Anchorage, Alaska, as affIrmed by our signatures affixed below:

• Joe L. Meade
Forest Supervisor
Forest Service Alaska Region
U. S. Department of Agriculture

Randall Luthi
Deputy Director
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Department ofInterior

Denby S. Lloyd
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Talis 1. Colberg
Attorney General
Alaska Department of Law

James Balsiger
Administrator, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service
U.S. Department of Commerce

Larry Hartig
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation

'. Attachment A - Resolution 06-02 with attachments including Benefits Report
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ATTACHMENT A
RESOLUTION 06-02 WITH ATTACHMENTS

including
BENEFITS REPORT AND MAP
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RESOLUTiON 06-02 OF THlE
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

REGARDING THE
JACOBS AND MUTCH ANCHOR RJIVER SMALL JPARCELS

We, the undersigned, duly authorized members ofthe Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee

Council ("Council"), after extensive review and after consideration of the views of the public,

find as follows:

1. The owners of Lots 7and 8 in Section 33, Township 4 South, Range 15 West, Seward

Meridian, Homer Recording District (the Jacobs parcel) and the owners of Tract A, according to

the plat ofHMS Resolution Ridge, filed under Plat Number 2002-23, Records of the Homer

Recording District, Third Judicial District, State ofAlaska (the Mutch parcel), have indicated an

interest in selling these parcels, consisting of38.45 acres (Jacobs) and 46.24 acres (Mutch), to

the State of Alaska as part of the Council's program for restoration ofnatural resources and

services that were injured or diminished as a result ofllie Exxon Valdez oil spill (EVOS).

2. k'1 appraisal approved by the state and federal review appraisers estimates the fee

simple fair market value of the Jacobs parcel to be $215,000.00 and the Mutch property to be

$235,000.00. The total cost to purchase these parcels is $540,000, ofwhich $365,000 will be

funded by an approved federal Coastal Wetlands Act grant and private donations.

3. The two parcels are contiguous and are located at the mouth of the Anchor River. The

Anchor River is one of the most heavily fished rivers in Alaska. As set forth in Attachment A

(Appraisal Summary Review), the Jacobs and Mutch Anchor River parcels have attributes that

will restore, replace, enhance, and rehabilitate injured natural resources and the services provided

by those natural resources, including important habitat for several species of fish and wildlife for

which significant injury resulting from the spill has been documented. In particular, the parcels
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will provide important publlc access for sportfishing, a service injured by the splIl and rearing

habitat for injured species such as Dolly Varden. The parcels are adjacent to land already owned

by the state and managed for sportfishing.

4. Existing laws and regulations, including but not llmited to the Alaska Forest Practices

Act, the Alaska Anadromous Fish Protection Act, the Clean Water Act, the Alaska Coastal

Management Act, the Bald Eagle Protection Act and the Marine Mammal Protection Act, are

intended, under normal circumstances, to protect resources from serious adverse effects from

activities on the lands. However, restoration, replacement and enhancement of resources injured

by the EVOS present a unique situation. Without passing judgment on the adequacy or

inadequacy of existing laws and regulations to protect resources, scientists and other resource

specialists agree that, in their best professional judgment, protection ofhabitat in the spill area

to levels above and beyond that provided by existing laws and regulations win have a beneficial

effect on the recovery of injured resources and lost or diminished services provided by these

resources.

5. There is widespread public support for the acquisition of these parcels.

6. The purchase of these parcels is an appropriate means to restore a portion ofthe

injured resources and services in the spill area. Acquisition ofthese parcels is consistent with the

Fmal Restoration Plan.

THEREFORE, we resolve to provide funds for the State ofAlaska to acquire all

of the sellers' rights and interests in the Jacobs and Mutch Anchor River property, pursuant to the

following conditions:

(a) the amount of funds to be provided by the Trustee Council to the State of Alaska

shall be eighty thousand dollars ($80,000.00) for the Jacobs small parcel and ninety five

thousand dollars ($95,000.00) for the Mutch small parcel;

Resolution 06-02

2



•

•

(b) authorization for funding for the acquisitions described in the foregoing paragraph

shall tenninate if purchase of the property is not completed by December 30,2006;

(c) filing by the United States Department of Justice and the Alaska Department of Law

of a notice, as required by the third Amended Order for Deposit and Transfer of Settlement

Proceeds, of the proposed expenditure with the United States District Court for the District of

Alaska and, if necessary, with the Investment Fund established by the Trustee Council within the

Alaska Department of Revenue, Division ofthe Treasury and transfer of the necessary monies

from the appropriate account designated by the Executive Director of the Trustee Council

(Executive Director);

(d) completion oftbe following to the satisfaction oftbe State ofAlaska and the United

states for each parcel:

(i) title search;

Oi) a detennination that the seller is willing and able to convey title in a fonn

satisfactory to the State of Alaska and the Office of the Solicitor of the United States

Department of the Interior;

(iii) an executed purchase or option agreement and conveyance documents that

are ready for execution;

(iv) hazardous materials survey;

(v) statement of compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act; and

(vi) approval ofthe appraisals by the review appraiser(s);

(f) conservation easements on tbe Jacobs and Mutch parcels, satisfactory in fonn and

substance to the United States and the State ofAlaska Department of Law, shall be conveyed by

the sellers to the United States;

• 3 Resolution 01-04
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(g) no timber harvesting, road development or any alteration of the land will be initiated

on the land without the express agreement of the State ofAlaska and the United States;

(h) receipt by the State ofAlaska of such other monies as are described in this resolution

and necessary for completion of the purchases; and

(i) a determination that the State ofAlaska has the legal authority to expend such monies

as are required to complete these purchases.

It is the intent of the Council that the conservation easements referenced above will

provide that any facilities or other development on the foregoing small parcel shall be of limited

impact and in keeping with the goals of restoration, that there shall be neither commercial timber

harvest nor any other commercial use of the small parcel excepting such limited commercial use

as may be consistent with applicable state or federal law and the goals of restoration to pre-spill

conditions of any natural resource injured, lost or destroyed as a result of the EVOS and the

services provided. by that resource or replacement or substitution for the injured, lost or destroyed

resources and affected resources as described in the Memorandum ofAgreement and Consent

Decree bet'.veen the United States a..Tld the State of Alaska entered August 28, 1991 and. the Final

Restoration Plan as approved by the Trustee Council.

By unanimous consent, following written notice from the Executive Director that the

terms and conditions set forth herein and in the purchase agreement have been satisfied, we

request the Alaska Department of Law and the Assistant Attorney General of the Environment

and Natural Resources Division of the United States Department ofJustice to take such steps as

may be necessary for withdrawal ofthe amounts described above to be paid from joint settlement

• 4 Resolution 01-04



• funds for the above-referenced parcels from the appropriate account designated by the Executive

Director.

Such amount represents the only amount due under this resolution to the sellers by the

State ofAlaska and the United States to be funded from the joint trust funds, and no additional

amounts or interest is herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such joint funds.

Approved by the Council at its meeting ofAugust 10, 2005 held in Anchorage, Alaska, as

affirmed by our signatures affixed below:

•

•

JOE MEADE
Forest Supervisor
Chugach National Forest
USDA Forest Service

JAMES BALSIGER
Director, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service

DRUEPEARCE
Senior Advisor to the Secretary
for Alaska Affairs
Department of Interior

5

SCOTT NORDSTRAND
Deputy Attorney General
State of Alaska

McKlE CAMPBELL
Commissioner
Alaska Department ofFish and Game

KURT FREDRIKSSON
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation

Resolution 01-04



• funds for the above-referenced parcels from the appropriate account designated by the Executive

Director.

Such amount represents the only amount due under this resolution to the seners by the

State ofAlaska and the United States to be funded from the joint trust funds, and no additional

amounts or interest is herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such joint funds.

Approved by the Council at its meeting of August 10, 2005 held in Anchorage, Alaska, as

affirmed by our signatures affixed below:

•

•

JOE MEADE
Forest Supervisor
Chugach National Forest
USDA Forest Service

/")
,,/~ 7 If
l~'l7=

JX ES BALSIGER
Director, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service

DRUEPEARCE
Senior Advisor to the Secretary
for Alaska Affairs
Department of Interior

5

SCOTT NORDSTRAND
Deputy Attorney General
State of Alaska

McKIE CAMPBELL
Commissioner
Alaska Department ofFish and Game

KURT FREDRIKSSON
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation

Resolution 01-04



• funds for the above-referenced parcels from the appropriate account designated by the Executive

Director.

Such amount represents the only amount due under this resolution to the sellers by the

State of Alaska and the United States to be funded from the joint trust funds, and no additional

amounts or interest is herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such joint funds.

Approved by the Council at its meeting of August 10,2005 held in Anchorage, Alaska, as

affirmed by our signatures affixed below:

•

•

JOE MEADE
Forest Supervisor
Chugach National Forest
USDA Forest Service

JAMES BALSIGER
Director, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service

5

SCOTT NORDSTRAND
Deputy Attorney General
State of Alaska

McKIE CAMPBELL
Commissioner
Alaska Department ofFish and Game

KURT FREDRIKSSON
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation

Resolution 0I-04



• funds for the above-referenced parcels from the appropriate account designated by the Executive

Director.

Such amount represents the only amount due under this resolution to the sellers by the

State of Alaska and the United States to be funded from the joint trust funds, and no additional

amounts or interest is herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such joint funds.

Approved by the Council at its meeting ofAugust 10, 2005 held in Anchorage, Alaska, as

affirmed by our signatures affixed below:

•

•

JOE MEADE
Forest Supervisor
Chugach National Forest
USDA Forest Service

JAMES BALSIGER
Director, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service

DRUEPEARCE
Senior Advisor to the Secretary
for Alaska Affairs
Department ofInterior

5

McKlE CAMPBELL
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

KURT FREDRIKSSON
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation

Resolution 01-04



------- -------

SEP-06-2005 rUE 08:12 AM ADFG COMMISSIONER OFFICE FAX NO. 4652332 P. U2

• funds for the above-referenced parcels from the appropriate account designated by the Executive

Director.

Such amount represents the only amount due under this resolution to the sellers by the

State of A!aska and the United States to be funded from the joint trust funds~ and no additional

amounts Oll' interest is herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such joint funds.

Approved by the Council at its meeting of August 10,2005 held in Anchorage, Alaska, as

affirmed by our signatures affIxed below:

•

•

JOE MEADE
Forest Supervisor
Chugach National Forest
USDA Forest Service

JAMES BALSIGER
Director, Alaska Region
National Marine Fish.eries Service

DRUEPEARCE
Senior Advisor to the Secretary
for Alaska Mfairs
Department of Interior

5

SCOTT NORDSTRAND
Deputy Attorney General
State of Alaska

KURT FREDRIKSSON
Commissioner
Alaska Department ofEnvironmental
Conservation

Resolution Ol..{)4



• funds for the above-referenced parcels from the appropriate account designated by the Executive

Director.

Such amount represents the only amount due under this resolution to the sellers by the

State of Alaska and the United States to be funded from the joint trust funds, and no additional

amounts or interest is herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such joint funds.

Approved by the Council at its meeting of August 10, 2005 held in Anchorage, Alaska, as

affirmed by our signatures affixed below:

•

•

JOE MEADE
Forest Supervisor
Chugach National Forest
USDA Forest Service

JAMES BALSIGER
Director, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service

DRUEPEARCE
Senior Advisor to the Secretary
for Alaska Affairs
Department ofInterior

5

SCOTT NORDSTRAND
Deputy Attorney General
State ofAlaska

McKIE CAMPBELL
Commissioner
Alaska Department ofFish and Game

dLL
KURT FREDRIKSSON
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation

Resolution 01-04
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Anchor River ~ Mutdhl

lLocatiOlln: Anchor River, Kenai Peninsula
Legal Description: KEN __ (Mutch) parcel: Tract A, according to the plat of "HMS
RESOLUTION RIDGE", filed under Plat Number 2002-23, Records of the Homer
Recording District, Third Judicial District, State of Alaska
AgeBlcy §polll1sor: ADF&G wi ADNR as a cooperator
L21Illdowilller:Paul Mutch
Appraised! Fair Market Value: $235,000 (per 3/31/05 appraisal)
Total Project Cost: $280,000
Cost Breakdown: $235,000 (purchase price); $20,000 (estimated direct costs including
appraisal ($11,000), due diligence ($4000), title insurance/closing fees ($5000); $ 25,000
(estimated indirect costs including staff time and overhead)
Total Cost to EVOS: $95,000 (estimated)
Estumated Closing Date: December 2005

The Mutch parcel is one of three remaining private parcels located along the Anchor
River estuary on the southern Kenai Peninsula - an ecologically important salt marsh that
supports a large and popular sport fishery. The Mutch parcel is located l± mile west of
Anchor Point at the north end of Anchor Point Beach Road, fronting on Cook Inlet and
intersected by the Anchor River. The parcel has attributes which will restore, replace,
enhance and rehabilitate injured natural resources and the services provided by those
natural resources, including important habitat for several species of fish and wildlife for
which significant injury resulting from the spill has been documented. Acquisition ofthis
small parcel will assure protection of approximately 46.24 acres.

The parcel consists of 13.6± acres of relatively level and elevated sandy/gravelly beach
and grassy berm to the west ofthe Anchor River and an additiona15± acres oflow
elevation beach sloping to the mean high tide line of Cook fulet. The remaining 27.5±
acres are part of a larger salt marsh/estuary complex with high ecological significance.
The parcel will contribute to the restoration of the sport fishing all.d tourism industries,
both ofwhich were impacted by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill ("EVOS"). The parcel is also
important to the restoration or preservation ofhealthy populations of several species of
salmonids (Dolly Varden, steelhead, coho salmon, king salmon).

The property is bounded to the south by existing State Park lands. The proposed
acquisition will be complemented by planned purchase of the other two remaining private
parcels (Jacobs and McGee, totaling 46± acres) within the Anchor River estuary. 67.6%
of the total project costs for acquisition ofthe Mutch and Jacobs parcels is being provided
by an approved federal Coastal Wetlands Act grant and private donations. The EVOS
Trustee Council is being asked for the remaining 32.4%. Funding for the McGee parcel
acquisition was previously approved by the EVOS Trustee Council.

Protection of these tracts supports restoration of species and services injured by the
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill by protecting recreational and tourism uses and habitat for
salmonids and other fish species.
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Anchor River ~ Jaco'b§

Location: Anchor River, Kenai Peninsula
Legal Description: KEN __ (Jacobs) parcel: That portioltl of Lots 7 and 8 in Section
33, Township 4 South, Range 15 West, Seward Meridian, Homer Recording District,
Third Judicial District, State of Alaska, lying southwest of Anchor Bluff Estates
Agency Spo1l1sor: ADF&G w/ ADNR as a cooperator
Landowner:· Paul Jacohs
Appraised! Fair Market VnHue: $215,000 (per 3/31/05 appraisal and federal review)
'[otaD Project Cost: $260,000
ODst Breakdown: $215,000 (Purchase price); $20,000 (estimated direct costs including
appraisal ($11,000), due diligence ($4000), title insurance/closing fees ($5000); $ 25,000
(estimated indirect costs including staff time and overhead)
Totan Cost to EVOS: $80,000 (estimated)
Estimated! Closing Date: December 2005

The Jacobs parcel is one ofthree remaining private parcels located along the Anchor
River estuary on the southern Kenai Peninsula - an ecologically important salt marsh that
supports a large and popular sport fishery. The Jacobs parcel is located 1± mile west of
Anchor Point to the north along the beach at the end of Anchor Point Beach Road. It
fronts on Cook Inlet and is intersected by the Anchor River. The parcel has attributes
which will restore, replace, enhance and rehabilitate injured natural resources and the
services provided by those natural resources, including important habitat for several
species of fish and wildlife for which significant injury resulting from the spill has been
documented. Acquisition ofthis small parcel will assure protection of approximately
38.45 acres.

The parcel consists of 12.9± acres of relatively level and elevated sandy/gravelly beach
and grassy berm to the west of the Anchor River and an additional 8.1± acres of low
elevation beach sloping to the mean high tide line ofCook Inlet. The remaining 17.5±
acres are part of a larger salt marsh/estuary complex with high ecological significance.
The parcel will contribute to the restoration of the sport fishing and tourism industries,
both ofwhich wen;) impacted by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill ("EVOS"). The parcel is also
important to the restoration or preservation ofhealthy populations of several species of
salmonids (Dolly Varden, steelhead, coho salmon, king salmon).

The property is bounded to the south by the Mutch parcel. The proposed acquisition will
be complemented by the plmmed purchase ofthe other two remaining private parcels, the
McGee and Mutch parcels (totaling 53.7± acres) within the Anchor River estuary. 67.6%
of the total project costs for acquisition of the Mutch a.Tld Jacobs parcels is being provided
by an approved federal Coastal Wetlands Act grant and private donations. The EVOS
Trustee Council is being asked for the remaining 32.4%. Funding for the McGee parcel
acquisition was previously approved by the EVOS Trustee Council.

Protection of these tracts supports restoration of species and services injured by the
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill by protecting recreational and tourism uses and habitat for
salmonids and other fish species.
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RESOLUTION OS-OX OF THE
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

REGARDING
VALDEZ DUCK FLATS SMALL PARCEL PWS 05

We, the undersigned, duly authorized members of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill

Trustee Council ("Trustee Council"), after review and consideration of relevant

information regarding restoration of resources injured by the Exxon Valdez oil spill

("EVOS") find as follows:

1. The court-appointed referee in Case No. 3VA-04-25 CI in the Superior

Court for the State of Alaska, Third Judicial District At Valdez, has indicated an interest

in selling PWS OS, consisting of 20.9 acres, to The Conservation Fund for conveyance to

the State.

2. The Trustee Council previously authorized $125,000 for the purchase of

sellers' rights and interests in small parcel PWS 05 in Resolution 01-02, December 4,

2000.

3. As set forth in Trustee Council Resolution 01-02 (attached) and as

described in the Final Report for Restoration Project 97230, Conceptual Plan for the

Valdez Duck Flats, the Valdez Duck Flats have attributes that will restore, replace,

enhance, and rehabilitate injured natural resources and the services provided by those

natural resources, including important habitat for several species of fish and wildlife for

which significant injury resulting from the spill has been documented. The Duck Flats are

important habitat for a large number of out-migrating pink salmon in Port Valdez.

Harbor seals and sea otters are known to feed in the Duck Flats and the mid to lower

intertidal habitats at the mouth of the Flats support mussels, which have been heavily

impacted by the oil spill. Mussels constitute an important food source for several species

Resolution 08-0X
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injured by the spill such as harlequin ducks and black oystercatchers. This parcel is

located near the site of the U.S. Forest Service visitor center and fish viewing area, which

receives 120,000 visitors each year.

4. Existing laws and regulations, including, but not limited to, the Alaska

Anadromous Fish Protection Act, the Clean Water Act, the Alaska Coastal Management

Act, the Bald Eagle Protection Act, and the Marine Mammal Protection Act, are

intended, under normal circumstances, to protect resources from serious adverse effects

from activities on the Lands. However, restoration, replacement, and enhancement of

natural resources, and acquisition of equivalent resources and services injured, lost or

reduced as a result of the EVOS present a unique situation. Without passing judgment on

the adequacy or inadequacy of existing law and regulations to protect resources,

biologists, scientists, and other resource specialists agree that, in their best professional

judgment, protection of habitat in the spill area to levels above and beyond that provided

by existing laws and regulations will likely have a beneficial effect on recovery of injured

resources and lost or reduced services provided by these resources.

5. There has been widespread public support within Alaska as well as on a

national basis for the acquisition of lands.

6. The purchase of this small parcel is an appropriate means to restore a

portion of the injured resources and reduced services in the oil spill area. Acquisition of

this parcel is consistent with the Final Restoration Plan.

7. The Conservation Fund has offered to purchase PWS 05 in fee on an

interim basis for ultimate transfer to the State. Additional funds are required for the

completion of title work, hazardous materials assessment and closing costs.

Resolution 08-0X



• THEREFORE, we resolve to authorize the use of previously authorized funds for

the State of Alaska to pursue due diligence activities as necessary such as title review,

appraisals and hazmat surveys to facilitate the acquisition and transfer of small parcel

PWS 05 from The Conservation Fund to the State.

Approved by the Trustee Council at its meeting of March 17, 2008 held in

Anchorage, Alaska, as afftrmed by our signatures afftxed below:

Attachment A - Restoration 01-02 and Vicinity Map

•

•

Joe L. Meade
Forest Supervisor
Forest Service Alaska Region
U S. Department of Agriculture

Randall Luthi
Deputy Director
US. Fish and Wildlife Service
US. Department ofInterior

Denby S. Lloyd
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Talis 1. Colberg
Attorney General
Alaska Department of Law

James Balsiger
Administrator, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service
U.S. Department of Commerce

Larry Hartig
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation

Resolution 08-0X
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ATTACHMENT A

RESOLUTION 01-02
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RESOLUTION OF THE
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

REGARDING
VALDEZ DUCK FLATS SMALL PARCEL PWS 05

We, the undersigned, duly authorized members of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill ("EVOS") Trustee·

Council ("Council"), after extensive review and after consideration of the views of~he public,
. .

find as follows:

1. The owners ofone of the Valdez Duck Flats small parcels, PWS OS, have indicated an

interest in selling PWS OS, consisting of 32.66 acres, to the United States as part of the Council's

program for restoration ofnatural resources and services

that were injured or reduced as a result of the EVOS. A State highway tight-of-wayencumbers

9.42 acres of this parcel.

2. An appraisal approved by the state and federal review appraisers estimates the fee

simple fair market value ofPWS 05 is $125,000.
,

3.:.As set forth in Attachment A (Restoration Benefits Report) and as described in the

Final Report for Restoration Project 97230, Conceptual Plan for the Valdez Duck Flats, the

Valdez Duck Flats have attributes that will restore, replace, enhance, and rehabilitate injured

natural resources and the services provided by those natural resources, including important

habitat for several species of fish and wildlife for which significant injury resulting from the spill

has been documented. The Duck Flats are important habitat for a large number ofout-migrating
. .

pink salmon in Port Valdez and the and this parcel supports spawning populations located in a

small stream that flows through the parcel. Harbor seals and sea otters are known to feed in the

DuckFlats, and the mid to lower intertidal habitats at the mouth of the flats supports mussels~

Resolution 01-02
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which are heavily impacted by the EVOS. Mussels constitute and important food source for

several species injured by the spill such as harlequin ducks and black oystercatchers. This parcel

is the site of the Forest Service visitor center and fish viewing area, which receive 120,000

visitors each year.

4. Existing laws and regulations, including but 110t limited to the Alaska Forest Practices

Act, the Alaska Anadromous Fish Protection Act, the Clean Water Act, the Alaska Coastal

Management Act, the Bald Eagle Protection Act and the Marine Mammal Protection Act, are

intended, under normal circumstances, to protect resources from serious adverse effects from

activities on the lands. However, restoration, replacement and enhancement of resources injured

by the EVOS present it unique situation. Without passing judgement on the adequacy or

inadequacy of existing laws and regulations to protect resources, scientists and other resource

• specialists agree that, in their best professional judgement, protection ofhabitat in the spill area

to levels above and beyond that provided by existing laws and regulations will have a beneficial

effect on the recovery of injured resources and'lost or diminished services provided by these

resources.

5. There is widespread public support for the acquisition of this parcel.

•

6. Purchase of this parcel is an appropriate means to restore a portion of the illjured

resources and services in the spill area. Acquisition ofthis parcel is consistent with the

Restoration Plan and Final Environmental Impact Statement.

7. The purchase of small parcels is an appropriate means to restore a portion of the

injured resources and services in the spill area.

THEREFORE, we resolve to provide fullds for the United States to purchase all of the seller's

Resolution 01-02
2



• rights and interests in the small parcel PWS 05 and to provide funds necessary for closing costs

recommended by the Executive Director of the Council ("Executive Director") and approved by

the Trustee Council, pursuant to the following conditions:

(a) the amount of funds to be providedby the Trustee Council to the United States shall

be one hundred and twenty five thousand dollars ($125,000) for small parcel PWS 05;

(b) authorization for funding for any acquisition described in the foregoing paragraph

shall teIminate if a purchase agreement is not executed by June 21,2001;

(c) completion of a title search satisfactory to the State of Alaska and the United States

and the seller is willing and able to convey fee simple title by general warranty deed;

(d) no timb,er harvest, road development or alteration of the land will be initiated by the

owner prior to the purchase without the express agreement ofthe State of Alaska and the United

• States;

•

(e) completion of a hazardous materials survey satisfactory to the State of Alaska and the

United States;

(f) compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act; and'

(g) a conservation easement on parcel PWS 05, satisfactory in fOIm and substance to the

United States and the State ofAlaska Department ofLaw, shall be conveyed by the seller to the

State of Alaska. It is the intent of the Council that, except as described below, any facilities or

other development on the foregoing small parcel shall be of limited iinpact and in keeping with

the goals of restoration and that there shall be no commercial timber harvest nor any other

commercial use of the small parcel excepting such limited commercial use as maybe consistent

with applicable state or federa11aw and the goals of restoration to prespill conditions of any

Resolution 10-02
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natural resource injured, lost or destroyed as a result of the EVOS and the services provided by

that resource or replacement or substitution for the injured, lost ordestroyed resources and

affected resources as described in the Memorandum of Agreement and Consent Decree between

the United States and the State ofAlaska entered August 28, 1991 ("MOA") and the Restoration.

Plan as approved by the Trustee Council ("Restoration Plan"). The conservation easement will

allow for the continued operation and maintenance of the Crooked Creek Visitor Center and fish

viewing area by the Forest Service and may provide for

improvement of the facilities consistent with local zoning and the protection of the. natural

resources and services provided by this parcel.

By unanimous consent, following execution of the purchase agreement between the seller

and the United States and written notice from the Executive Director that the terms and

conditions set forth herein and in the purchase agreement have been satisfied, we request the

Alaska Department of Law and the Assistant Attorney General of the Environment and Natural

Resources Division of the United States Department of Justice to take such steps as may be

necessary for withdrawal of the Purchase Price for the above-referenced parcel from the

appropriate account designated by the Executive Director.

Such amount represelits the only amount due under this resolution to the sellers by the

United States to be funded from the joint trust funds, and no additional amounts or interest are

herein authorized to be paid to the sellers from such joint funds .

Resolution 01-02
4



.' Approved by the Council at its meeting ofDecember 4, 2000 held in Anchorage, Alaska, as·

affumed by our signatures affixed below:

•

•

A:.t2...~riAVE GIBBONS ~
Alaska Region
USDA Forest Service

,MAim.,YN ElMAN
Special Assistant to the
Secretary for Alaska
U.S. Department ofthe Intt~rior

~-
'FRANKRUE
Commissioner
Alaska Department of
Fish and Game

5

!&P~G ERY .
Assistant Attorney General
State ofAlaska

tFX)~kn ~r
MICHELE BROWN
Commissioner
Alaska Department of
Environmental Conservation

Resolution 01-02
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PWS 05, Valdez Duck Flats

l__9wne~:._. .__-+_g9~.~2~~!~_~_~~f~~~:~==_==: . .__ ._.: ... -----1

I Physical Location: I The parcel is located 0.5 miles north of the city of Valdez,
l__ I. Richardson!!!gh~ay, yaldez, Alas~a. U.S. Survey 349 _I.
l_Acreage: i 20.9 l
f:::::;~:':;:_~hi~:f~.~~~ction 3~Copp~gi~er~__ --l
! A~~ra~se~_::lue~I_~~~~~.Counci~of~ered $125,000 based on an approved appraisal I

Parcel Description. The parcel fronts the east side of the Richardson Highway due east
of the Valdez Townsite located in an area near the city harbor known as the Valdez Duck
Flats. The parcel is located adjacent to a parcel previously purchased by EVOS.

The Valdez Duck Flats are a large and unique complex of intertidal mud flats and salt
marsh covering approximately 1,000 acres. The flats are flooded regularly by incoming
tides that mix with seven freshwater streams creating a productive estuary environment.
Millions of salmon fry from these streams and the nearby Solomon Gulch hatchery feed
and rear throughout the Duck Flats, assisted by the counter-clockwise currents that flow
through Port Valdez. The Duck Flats also provide nesting, molting and staging habitat for
52 species of marine birds, 8 species of waterfowl, 18 species of shorebirds and
numerous other passerines and raptors. Harbor seals and sea otters also forage throughout
the area for mussels and clams.

The injured resources and services that potentially benefit from acquisition of this parcel
include pink salmon, intertidal/Subtidal habitats and recreation/tourism.

Potential Threats. Threats to the resources on this parcel are based largely on facilities
expansion. Facilitates expansion may include filling of wetlands for parking or public
access, highway improvements and interpretive site development. Public ownership of
this site would ensure continued public access and visitor enhancements consistent with
restoration goals.

Proposed Management. The purpose of acquisition is to preserve and protect in
perpetuity the ecological, natural, physical and scenic values of the subject property for
the benefit of fish and wildlife resources and services that were injured in the Exxon
Valdez oil spill. If this parcel is acquired, ADF&G will manage the parcel to protect
environmentally sensitive estuarine habitat.

Appraised Value. The Trustee Council via Resolution 01-02 offered $125,000 for the
parcel based upon an approved appraisal in December 2000.

Small Parcel Evaluation Process, 1995
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DRAFT

Northern Afognak Habitat Protection Efforts

Goal: Further Trustee Council restoration objectives for Northern Afognak Island by protecting lands
previously identified as being of high restoration value for resources and services injured by the Exxon
Valdez Oil Spill consistent with Trustee Council Resolutions ofDecember 11,2001 and November 8,
2002.

Benefits:
• Protection ofhabitat for injured resources: pink salmon, Dolly Varden, Pacific herring, bald

eagles, black oystercatchers, harbor seals, harlequin ducks, marbled murrelets, pigeon
guillemots, river otters, and sea otters.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Protection ofhabitat benefiting additional species such as bear, deer, and elk.

Protection of contiguous tracts of land provides further protection of wildlife movement
corridors, consistency in land management strategies, and facilitates public recreational use in
concert with protection of injured species and supporting habitats.

Protection of documented anadromous streams supporting populations ofpink salmon, coho
salmon, sockeye salmon, rainbow trout and steelhead which have significant importance to
commercial fishing, subsistence fishing, sportfishing, guiding, as well as bears, eagles, and
marine mammals.

Minimizing disturbance to nearshore habitats where Pacific herring spawn and feed.

Six species ofbirds injured by the Exxon Valdez oil spill- marbled murrelet, pigeon
guillemot, black oystercatcher, harlequin duck, bald eagle and common murres - use northern
Afognak and the protected offshore waters for all or parts of the lifecycles.

Maintaining water quality and riparian habitat for anadromous fish, river otters and harlequin
ducks, maintaining nesting opportunities for bald eagles, marbled murrelets, and pigeon
guillemots, minimizing disturbance to nearshore and intertidal habitat used by a variety of
species and maintaining opportunities for recreational use by Alaskans and tourists alike. l

Protection of the northern tier of Afognak provides for uninterrupted public access,
minimizing the potential for trespass and facilitating consistent management of human use of
the area.

Protection of cultural resources including nine identified sites on Portage River.

Background
In 1993 the Trustee Council purchased the Seal Bay and Tonki Cape parcels, totaling 41,549 acres on
the eastern side of Northern Afognak. In 1994, the Alaska Legislature designated these lands as
Afognak Island State Park. In November 1998, AJV transferred to the state and federal governments
surface title to approximately 41,376 acres located to the west of the Seal Bay and Tonki Cape
transactions. There remains however, significant acreage separating the acquisitions. In 2005, the
Conservation Partners purchased 2,185 acres in this area as well as the remaining timber rights on
2,258 acres of the original Afognak Joint Venture acquisition using grant funds and private donations.

Access from the eastern side of northern Afognak Island to the western side ofnorthern Afognak
Island is not possible without trespass, securing a permit, or using a boat. The lands surrounding
Perenosa Bay are owned by a variety of Native corporations and include lands conveyed to the Native
Corporations under ANCSA and ANILCA. ANCSA lands do not provide for public access. Natives of

1 Trustee Council Resolution 02-02, December 12,2001.
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Kodiak own lands located just to the south of the areas previously considered for acquisition by
EVOS. The lands (approximately three and a half sections) surround Portage Lake and the stream
leading into the lake and, in conjunction with a trail easement would secure public access from
Mognak Island State Park on the east to the western portion of Mognak Island. In addition, Shuyak
Natives, Inc. and Uganik Natives, Inc. are interested in selling their lands located adjacent to
previously acquired EVOS parcels and the recently acquired Little Waterfall parcel.

The American Land Conservancy (ALC) and Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation (RMEF), representing
the conservation partners, have consulted with state and federal land managers and habitat
professionals to identify agency priorities and secure guidance in the development the conservation
partners' overall strategy on Northern Afognak and this proposal. The current proposal includes a
combination of six parcels owned by three Native corporations in the Perenosa Bay area. All parcels
are proposed for fee simple acquisition, with an additional area included for a proposed trail easement
to ensure connectivity.

Landowner Parcel Name Acres
Natives of Kodiak, Inc. Portage Drainage 2,240
Natives of Kodiak, Inc. Trail easement ~300

Shuyak Natives, Inc. Little Waterfall Lake (2A)* 1,678
Shuyak Natives, Inc. Delphin Pt (2B)* 439
Uganik Natives, Inc. Big Waterfall Lake (3A)* 1,606
Uganik Natives, Inc. Delphin Pt (3B)* 147

ParcelrdentIfiers on attached map.

In addition, the partners in consultation with the State and USFWS, are considering the purchase of
approximately 2,000 acres in the Thorsheim drainage located on the south side of Paramanoff Bay
from Uyak Native Corporation using a mix ofEVOS criminal funds and possibly civil funds. USWS
would be the logical land manager for this effort. All the lands targeted for acquisition have been
discussed with the Alaska Department of Natural Resources and US Fish and Wildlife Service. The
Native corporation landowners above have signed option agreements or letters of intent with the
Conservation Partners.

The Conservation Partners have successfully brought additional funds to the table and recently
purchased 2,200 acres in fee in the Perenosa Bay area and 2,258 acres of timber rights in a previously
acquired EVOS parcel using a combination ofgrant funds and $2,500,000 in private sector donations.
The Conservation Partners have secured additional grant funds to continue their efforts in this area
working with State, federal and native landowners. The Conservation Partners were recently awarded,
through the Department of Natural Resources, two additional National Coastal Wetlands grants
totaling $1,805,000 based upon an evaluation of the Portage Lake area. The partners will be utilizing
private sector donations, donated timber rights in the Paul's and Laura Lake area, and two smaller
Coastal grants to leverage Trustee Council funding. A Forest Legacy Grant in the amount of
$1,100,000 was awarded in January 2008.

•

Funding Summary:
National Coastal Wetlands Grants

Phase III $ 888,000
Phase IV $ 917,000

Small USFWS Coastal Grants
Phase III $25,000
Phase IV $25,000

Forest Legacy Grant
Portage Lake $1,100,000

3/3/08

Note: Phase I and II National Coastal Wetlands
Grants funded the purchase of the Waterfall
tract indicated on the attached map.
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The Conservation Partners include The American Land Conservancy, The Rocky Mountain Elk
Foundation, The Kodiak Brown Bear Trust, The Paul Allen Foundation, National Fish and Wildlife
Foundation, Thorsen Foundation, Vital Ground Foundation and Johnny Morris Creel Foundation.

Phase III and IV Potential Funding
In June, the conservation partners indicated that the Perenosa Bay proposal was submitted to the
Forest Legacy Program for consideration in the FFY 2008 competition. The partners were successful
in securing Forest Legacy funds as noted above. Remaining oil spill dollars, congressionally
appropriated funds, additional government grants such as Forest Legacy and National Coastal
Wetlands, and private donations are being sought to complete the purchases, the cost of which could
exceed $12,000,000.

Current Status
The Conservation Partners working in conjunction with the Department of Natural Resources and the
US Fish and Wildlife Service, through the Nation'al Coastal Wetlands Grant program, have partnered
successfully on two previous National Coastal Wetlands grants and are building on the State/
Federal/Private working relationships previously established.

The Trustee Council authorized $160,000 for due diligence activities in June, 2007. The Partners have
completed a timber valuation and review of that evaluation. The appraisal is nearing completion and
discussions with the review appraiser regarding scheduling and other requirements are ongoing.

Request:
Upon completion of the appraisal discussions will take place with the landowners. An indication of
intent on the part of the Trustee Council at this point in time would facilitate negotiations with
landowners. The partners are requesting a commitment of funds to facilitate the implementation of
Forest Legacy and National Coastal Wetlands grants on Northern Afognak with the condition that all
purchases will come back to the Trustee Council for final review and approval prior to purchase.

Attachments: Map of Project Area

3/3/08 3



•

•

•

RESOLUTION OS-OX OF THE
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

REGARDING NORTH AFOGNAK CONSERVATION PACKAGE

We, the undersigned, duly authorized members of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill

Trustee Council ("Trustee Council"), after review and consideration of relevant

information regarding restoration of resources injured by the Exxon Valdez oil spill

("EVOS") find as follows:

1. Several Native Corporation landowners in Perenosa Bay ("Landowners")

own, or expect to receive title to, the surface estate interest in approximately 6,500 acres

of land as more specifically depicted in Exhibit A (collectively, the "Lands"), and have

expressed an interest in selling such lands. The Lands were originally conveyed pursuant

to the authority in the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) and the Alaska

National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA). The subsurface rights associated

with the Lands are owned by Koniag, Inc.

2. The Lands are within the oil spill affected area as defined by the Trustee

Council in the Final Restoration Plan.

3. Landowners desire to sell the Lands and the EVOS Trustee Council desires

to provide a portion of the funds needed for acquisition of the Lands by the State of

Alaska for restoration purposes as part of the Trustee Council's program for restoration

of the natural resources and services that were injured or reduced as a result of the oil

spill. The Landowners have entered into options with The Mognak Conservation

Partners (ACP), comprised of the Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation and the American Land

Conservancy, that provide an opportunity to acquire the Lands if selling prices are

acceptable to Landowners.

I Resolution 08-0X
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4. The Lands include important habitat for various species of fish and wildlife

for which significant injury resulting from the oil spill has been documented through the

Trustee Council's habitat acquisition analysis. The restoration benefits to oil spill injured

species for these Lands are identified in Trustee Council Resolution 02-02 attached as

Exhibit B.

5. Existing laws and regulations, including, but not limited to, the Alaska

Anadromous Fish Protection Act, the Clean Water Act, the Alaska Coastal Management

Act, the Bald Eagle Protection Act, and the Marine Mammal Protection Act, are

intended, under normal circumstances, to protect resources from serious adverse effects

from activities on the Lands. However, restoration, replacement, and enhancement of

natural resources, and acquisition of equivalent resources and services injured, lost or

reduced as a result of the EVOS present a unique situation. Without passing judgment on

the adequacy or inadequacy of existing law and regulations to protect resources,

biologists, scientists, and other resource specialists agree that, in their best professional

judgment, protection of habitat in the spill area to levels above and beyond that provided

by existing laws and regulations will likely have a beneficial effect on recovery of injured

resources and lost or reduced services provided by these resources.

6. There is widespread public support for the conservation of the Lands.

7. The purchase of the Lands is an appropriate means to restore a portion of the

injured resources and reduced services in the oil spill area. Acquisition and conservation

of the Lands is consistent with the Final Restoration Plan.

8. The Afognak Conservation Partners, have secured, through the State of

Alaska, two U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) National Coastal Wetlands grants,

2 Resolution 08-0X
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one US. Forest Service Forest Legacy grant, private donations, and several small

USFWS coastal grants, to contribute approximately $3,000,000 to the current Northern

Afognak effort. In addition, ACP contributed approximately $4,000,000 to the Northern

Afognak effort and Exxon Valdez high priority habitat restoration lands in 2005 to

purchase and protect lands and timber in cooperation with the Alaska Department of

Natural Resources.

9. Appraisals of the Lands have been or will be completed by appraisers

acceptable to the United States, the State, and the ACP. The appraisals of parcels 1-5 are

currently under review. The Habitat and Acquisition Protection Policies of the EVOS

Restoration Plan adopted in 1994 state: "In approving the use ofjoint trustee funds for an

acquisition, the Trustee Council will use a standardized appraisal process and specifically

consider the restoration benefits to the injured natural resources, services, and the

ecosystem relative to the appraised fair market value of the land or interests in land."

The Lands provide exceptional habitat for purposes of promoting recovery of natural

resources injured by the EVOS, and the Trustee Council concludes that there is a

compelling need for and substantial benefit to be obtained from acquiring the Lands to

prevent any potential degradation of such habitat in the future.

10. The Trustee Council previously authorized $160,000 as a contribution

toward the completion of due diligence activities associated with this project.

Therefore, we resolve to participate as a partner with the US. Forest Service,

Forest Legacy and US. Fish and Wildlife Service National Coastal Wetlands programs in

the purchase of a combination of surface estate fee simple and access easements in the

Lands as identified in Exhibit A for the State of Alaska and request the Alaska

3 Resolution 08-0X



Departments of Natural Resources and Law and as necessary the U.S. Department of the

Interior to enter into negotiations regarding the Lands subject to the following tenns and

conditions:

(a) Trustee Council funding for each of the parcels described below will not

exceed the approved Fair Market Value as detennined by an approved appraisal;

Parcel Approximate Acres

Parcel2A - Shuyak Inc. Surface Estate (Waterfall) 1,678

Parcel2B - Shuyak Inc. Surface Estate (Delphin Point) 439

Parcel3A - Uganik Natives Inc. Surface Estate (Waterfall) 1,606

Parcel 3B - Uganik Natives Inc. Surface Estate (Delphin Point) 147

Natives ofKodiak Surface Estate and

•

• access easement (portage Lake)

Timber Rights Parcel 5A

Total approximate acres in project area

2,550

1,407

7,827

•

The total amount of Trustee Council funding for all parcels shall not exceed

$10,000,000. The ACP and others may provide additional funding;

(b) the extinguishment, including final adjudication, of any claims or potential

claims pursuant to sections 14(c), (g) and (h) of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act;

(c) approval of the appraisals of these Lands referenced in paragraph 9 by a

review appraiser acceptable to the State and Federal governments consistent with Federal

Land Acquisition standards and a final purchase approval by the Trustee Council;

(d) a hazardous substances survey completed to the satisfaction of the State of

Alaska and the United States;
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• (e)

(f)

compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act must be ensured;

a title search and review to the satisfaction of the State of Alaska and the

•

•

United States for the respective interests acquired by each government must be completed;

(g) no timber harvesting or road development on these Lands prior to closing;

(h) completion of a minerals survey prior to closing that is satisfactory to the

State of Alaska establishing that there are no locatable minerals, sand, gravel, oil or gas

deposits underlying the Lands that are anticipated to be developed or, in the alternative,

simultaneous with the conveyance of the surface estate, conveyance of the subsurface estate

of the Lands by Koniag, Inc. to the State of Alaska;

(i) landowners must agree: (a) to promptly undertake all measures necessary to

comply with the applicable requirements of AS 41.17 and regulations adopted pursuant

thereto concerning reforestation, revegetation, brush, slash, and debris, salvage of trees, and

soil erosion and wasting of 10gged lands and roads; and (b) to place water bars, pull culverts

and bridges, and hydroseed roads in accordance with a plan to be developed in cooperation

with the State of Alaska, which plan will include provisions for compliance with the

applicable road closure requirements of 11 AAC 95.320 and the applicable reforestation

requirements of 11 AAC 95.375-390. With respect to actions, including but not limited to

reforestation, required by AS 41.17 and applicable regulations to be implemented at specific

time periods following completion of timber harvesting activities, Landowners shall agree to

complete such actions in a timely fashion, notwithstanding that the time for completing the

action may be after conveyance of the Lands pursuant to this Resolution; and

(j) landowners shall grant to the United States a conservation easement

similar to that used in other acquisitions funded by the Council which will enable the
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• United States to enforce on a non-exclusive basis the restoration objectives of this

acquisition. The fonn and substance of this easement and the related warranty deed for

the State must also be satisfactory to the Alaska Department of Law and the United States

Department of Justice.

Approved by the Council at its meeting of March 17, 2008 held in Anchorage and

Juneau, Alaska, as affInned by our signatures affIxed below:

•

•

Joe L. Meade
Forest Supervisor
Forest Service Alaska Region
U. S. Department of Agriculture

Randall Luthi
Deputy Director
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Department of Interior

Denby S. Lloyd
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Talis 1. Colberg
Attorney General
Alaska Department of Law

James Balsiger
Administrator, Alaska Region
National Marine Fisheries Service
U.S. Department of Commerce

Larry Hartig
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation
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EXIDBITA

Parcell, Shuyak Inc.

The Surface Estate in the following described lands as described in Patent Number 05­
90-0647, located in the Kodiak Recording District, Third Judicial District, State of
Alaska, EXCEPTING THEREFROM the subsurface estate, and all rights, privileges,
immunities and appurtenances, of whatsoever nature, accruing to said estate pursuant to
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of December 18, 1971.

Township 21 South, Range 19 West, SM
Section 18: Lot 2
Section 19: Tract B on Plat 2004-14

Township 21 South, Range 20 West, SM
Section 3: South Yz
Section 10: ALL
Section 14: SW 1;4, S Y2 NW 1;4

Section 15: Lot 1
Section 24: Lot 3

Parcel 2. Uganik Inc.

The Surface Estate in the following described lands as described in Patent Number 05­
90-0647, located in the Kodiak Recording District, Third Judicial District, State of
Alaska, EXCEPTING THEREFROM the subsurface estate, and all rights, privileges,
immunities and appurtenances, of whatsoever nature, accruing to said estate pursuant to
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of December 18, 1971.

Township 21 South, Range 19 West, SM
Section 18: Lot 1

Township 21 South, Range 20 West
Section 20: E Yz SE 1;4 SE 1;4

Section 21: S Yz, S Y2 NE 1;4 Except Tract B Plat No. 2000-20, Lot 2
Section 22: Lots 1 and 2
Section 23: ALL
Section 24: Lots 1 and 2

7 Resolution 08-0X
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Parcel 3, Natives of Kodiak

The Surface Estate in the following described lands as describe in Patent Number 05-98­
0378, located in the Kodiak Recording District, Third Judicial District, State of Alaska,
EXCEPTING THEREFROM the subsurface estate, and all rights, privileges, immunities
and appurtenances, of whatsoever nature, accruing to said estate pursuant to the Alaska
Native Claims Settlement Act of December 18, 1971.

Township 22 South, Range 19 West, SM
Section 5: ALL
Section 8: ALL
Section 17: Lots 1 and 2
Section 18: Lots 1 and 3
Section 20: N 'li N 'li

Interests in Parcel SA

Tract A of the Laura Lake Addition to the Afognak: N Subdivision, as shown on Sheets 4
through 10 of 14 of the Afognak N Subdivision, according to the official plat thereof
filed as Plat No. 99-25 on September 30, 1999 in the Kodiak: recording District, Third
Judicial District, State of Alaska, amended by the official plat thereof filed as Plat Mo.
2000-17 filed on October 5, 2000 in the Kodiak Recording district, Third Judicial
District, State of Alaska.
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EXHIBITB

RESOLUTION 02-02 OF THE
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

CONCERNING
PROTECTION OF LANDS IN PERENOSA BAY

9 Resolution 08-0X
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RESOLUTION 02-02 OF THE
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

CONCERNING
PROTECTION OF LANDS IN PERENOSA BAY

WHEREAS the Trustee Council has invested nearly $156 million to acquiie and
protect habitat on and near northern Afognak Island that is critical for several species
injured by the oil spill, consisting of 41,549 acres along Seal Bay and Tonki Cape
acquired from the Seal Bay Timber Company in 1993, 26,665 acres acquired on Shuyak
Island from the Kodiak Island Borough in 1996, and 41,750 acres acquired on northern
Afognak Island from the Afognak Joint! Venture (AN) in 1998;

WHEREAS the Kodiak Brown Bear Trust, American Lands Conservancy, and
Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation are proposing to seek private foundation dollars to
leverage public funds to further the habitation protection and restoration efforts beglill by
the Trustee Council on northern Afognak Island;

WHEREAS the first phase of the effort is focused on 18,000 acres of coastal
habit~t inPerenosa Bay currently held by AJV;

WHEREAS the AJV lands lie within and near the lands purchased by the Trustee
Council that are now within Afognak Island State Park and Shuyak Island State Park, and
include timber rights on 2,000 acres of land east of Pauls and Laura Lakes on whichthe
Trustee Council acquired surface title, and their protection wOilld help preserve the
integrity of the Trustee Council's investment in the' area;

WHEREAS the Trustee Council sought to acquire these additional lands in order
to provide contiguity in protection, land management strategies, and ownership but had
insufficient funds available to purchase them;

WHEREAS protecting contiguous tracts of land provides further protection of
wildlife movement corridors, consistency in land management strategies, and facilitates
public recreational use in concert with protection of injured species and supporting
habitats;

WHEREAS the AN lands, as well as the timber reservation near Pauls and Laura
Lakes, are among the lands most highly, ranked for restoration value and biological
significance by the Trustee Council's habitat protection process and support critical

.habitat for several species injured by the Exxon Valdez oil spill including pink salmon,
Dolly Varden, Pacific herring, bald eagles, black oystercatchers, harbor seals,
harlequin ducks, marbled murrelets,pigeon guillemots, river otters, and sea otters;

12/12/01 Res()lution 02-02
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WHEREAS the Sitka spruce within the timber reservation represents some of the
most valuable habitat for wildlife, particularly marbled murrelets and bald eagles, as well
as providing stable riparian zones for pink and sockeye salmon and Dolly Varden;

WHEREAS this area has many documented anadromous streams which support
populations of pink salmon, coho salmon, sockeye salmon, rainbow trout and steelhead
which have significant importance to commercial fishing, subsistence fishing,
sportfishing, guiding, as well as bears, eagles: and marine mammals;

WHEREAS Pacific herring spawn in Perenosa Bay and feed in nearshore waters;

WHEREAS six species of birds injured by the Exxon Valdez oil spill- marbled
murrelet, pigeon guillemot, black oystercatcher, harlequin duck, bald eagle, and COlmnon
murre -- use northern Afognak and the protected offshore waters for all or parts of their
lifecycles; .

WHEREAS the adjacent marine waters are highly productive and are inhabited by
northern sea lions, northern fur seals, harbor porpoises, and several species of whales,
with the nearshore waters of Perenosa Bay offering feeding, pupping, and calving habitat
for many species of marine mammals including .harbor seals and sea otters;

WHEREAS in addition to injured species, elk, deer and brown bear utilize the
habitats proposed for protection and the resources they support;

WHEREAS theAJV lands in this general area contain significant archaeological
and cultural resources, with some sites listed as Important by the State Historic
Preservation Office; .

WHEREAS protection of this area will further the Trustee Council's restoration
objectives by maintaining water quality and riparian habitat for anadromous fish, river
otters, and harlequin ducks; maintaining nesting opportunities for bald eagles, marbled
murrelets and pigeon guillemots; minimizing disturbance to nearshore and intertidal
habitat used by a variety of species; and maintaining opportunities for recreational use by
Alaskans and tourists alike;

WHEREAS the Kodiak Brown Bear Trust, American Lands Conservancy, and
Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation bring together knowledge of Alaska, successful
experience in completing large and complex land acquisitions, private foundation
support, and a significant national constituency;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Trustee Council strongly supports and
encourages the efforts underway by the Kodiak Brown Bear Trust, American Lands
Conservancy, Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation and others to seek funds for protection of
the. coastal habitat in Perenosa Bay.

12/12/01
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• Approved by the COUlicil at its meeting of December 11, 2001 held in Anchorage,
Alaska, as affinned by our signatures affixed below:

Lt26P~
"DAVEGIBBONi~

Alaska Region
USDA Forest Service

~'2-~C~CE
Senior Adviser
to the Secretary for Alaskan Affairs
U.S. Department of the Interior

·c~~CRAI~E~
Assistant Attorney General
State of Alaska

J S SIGER
irector, Alaska Region

National Marine Fisheries
Service

•

•

~/~
FRANK RUE
Com.missioner
Alaska Department of
Fish and Game

12/11/01

P.

3

~M~·
MICHELE BROWN ..
Commissioner
Alaska Department of
Environmental Conservation
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RESOLUTION 08 - xx OF THE

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

REGARDING PORT GRAHAM HABITAT PROTECTION

We, the undersigned, duly authorized members of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill

Trustee Council do hereby certify that, in accordance with the Memorandum of

Agreement and Consent Decree entered as settlement of United States of America v.

State of Alaska, No. A91-081 Civil, U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska, and after

public meetings, unanimous agreement has been reached to expend funds received in

settlement of State of Alaska v. Exxon Corporation, et aI., No. A91-083 CIV, and United

States of America v. Exxon Corporation, et aI., No. A91-082 CIV, U.S. District Court for

the District of Alaska, for necessary Natural Resource Damage Assessment and

Restoration activities for fiscal year 2007, as described in Attachment A.

This resolution authorizes the distribution of $32,700 of FY 08 funding for

due diligence expenses in support of Port Graham Habitat Protection Efforts

focusing on parcel PTG 01, as described in Attachment A, to be distributed

according to the following schedule:

Department of Interior, National Park Service $32,700

TOTAL APPROVED FOR DISTRIBUTION $32,700

Authorization of the approved funding shall run from March 17,2008 to September 30,

2009.

By unanimous consent, we hereby request the Alaska Department of Law and

the Assistant Attorney General of the Environmental and Natural Resources Division of

the United States Department of Justice to take such steps as may be necessary to

make funds available in the amount of $32,700 from the appropriate account as

designated by the Executive Director.
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• Approved by the Council at its meeting of March 17, 2008, held in

Anchorage, Alaska, as affirmed by our signatures affixed below:

Joe L. Meade
Forest Supervisor
Forest Service Alaska Region
U. S. Department of Agriculture

Talis J. Colberg<:~:>,;"i:/"'"

Attorney General' ",,>
,,';",-;/

Alaska DepCilftrnent of Law
J -,.. '.~,

j;~;:_:;' 'f, '"

:'W·, \.

" ,;";;<H"~f;j~.

,/XjT;';

Hartig
Commissioner
Alaska Department of Environmental
Conservation

Ja'me~J3alsiger'

Admflll~irator, Alaska Region
Nationalf\l1~rlne Fisheries Service
U.S. Departrp'~lJtof Commerce

··<'·,,··,·L,:":>

Denby S. Lloyd
Commissioner~ .. ' "': ,
Alaska Department,qf Fish

"\i':':;~ >"

Randall Luthi
Deputy Director
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Department of Interior

•
"

<i'i:;~: "';'. \:;:>j

Attachment A,~'>port Gra~am Estimate of Due Diligence Costs; Port Graham
, e~nefit~;Report 1994; Parcel Maps

'.;',,-""-,.-,-.-- """''''','
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ATTACHMENT A

Port Graham
Estimate of Due Diligence Costs

Initial Costs
Appraisal
Appraisal review
Hazmat
Subsurface Assessment
Preliminary Commitment for Title Insurance

Total Estimated Initial Costs

Budget Summary

Personnel

Travel

Contractual

Commodities

Equipment

3

$0.0

$0.0

$30,000

$0.0

$0.0

$30,000

$2,700

$32,700
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Restoration Benefits Report for Habitat Acquisition
Port Graham Corporation

Parcels PTG 01 through 07

Region and Locale

Kenai Peninsula. Parcels are located on the southeast coastline of the
peninsula within Kenai Fjords National Park.

Proposed Acquisition Description

Port Graham (PTG) parcels 01 through 07 are located along the deep water
fjords of Kenai Fjords National Park. The park is characterized by a highly
indented coastline, interspersed protected waters and extremely scenic
uplands. The fjords support tide-water glaciers, many that have receded
dramatically this century. Upland slopes are predominately steep, though
there are relatively flat areas; soils are generally shallow. Coastal parts
of the parcels are covered by a temperate rainforest dominated by Sitka
spruce and western hemlock. Under story vegetation is typical of that found
with this forest type. More inland parts of the parcels are covered with
shrub and tundra vegetation types. Parcels PTG 05 and PTG 01 contain
Delight, Desire and Addison Creeks that support commercial red and pink
salmon fisheries.

Kenai Fjords National Park provides the most dramatic fjord system in the
United States that is protected as a national park. Waters adjacent to the
park are teeming with marine life and are often occupied with harbor seals,
sea otters, Northern sea lions, porpoises and Minke, Humpback, Orca and Gray
whales. Several species of salmon, including pink salmon and red salmon
injured by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill (EVOS), are supported by the park's
upland habitat. Numerous species of marine and other birds, including
harlequin ducks, marbled and Kittlitz's murrelets, pigeon guillemots, black
oystercatchers, cormorants, common loons and bald eagles injured by the EVOS,
are found throughout the area and use park uplands. The park is a birder's
paradise. Upland areas also support black bear, moose, mountain goat, river
otter, mink, marten, wolverine, coyote, snowshoe hare, and porcupine.

Although the park was established amidst great controversy in 1980, it is now
the major attraction for the city of Seward's booming tourism economy. A
1996 MOU signed by the City, NPS, USFS, State Parks and the Chamber of
Commerce supports the construction of an interagency, cooperatively run
Visitor Center/Administrative Offices/Conference Center on City-owned land
near the Seward Small Boat Harbor. Numerous businesses, related to the park,
have been created in the city since that time. Several businesses, such as
Kenai Fjords Tours, Major Marine Tours, and Mariah Charters, have matured
into companies of significant size. Because of increased demand, companies
are still adding capacity to carry more visitors to see the park, its
magnificent landscape, and its wildlife. The Anchorage Daily News runs daily
advertisements throughout the year for several commercial companies providing

1
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boat tours of the park. The Alaska Railroad runs daily summer trains to
Seward, which are scheduled to connect to these tours. National magazines
carry monthly advertisements for guided trips to the park. Large cruise ship
companies have discovered Seward (110 dockings in 1996) and their passengers
fill the park's visitor center as they disembark into town and seek out
points of interest. Many of the cruise ship tourists take flight-seeing
tours of the park and have helped stimulate yet more jobs. Half the park's
1994 commercial use licenses were for flight-seeing businesses.

The parcels in this package contain most of the resources and services
injured from the oil spill. By protecting the habitat upon which these
resources depend, the Trustee Council's goal of providing restoration
benefits through protective measures can be accomplished on the Kenai
Peninsula.

Parcel Acreage and Ratings. All parcels have been appraised. Combined, the
parcels total 46,621 acres, more or less. Parcels have been evaluated by
the Trustee Council's Habitat Work Group (1993 & 1994) and score from high to
low. High and moderate parcels comprise about 29,000 acres; low rated parcels
comprise 18,000 acres.

Other Information

Most of these parcels were conveyed to Port Graham Corporation in 1995 and
1996 under the authority of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act. Port
Graham's remaining acreage entitlement of 4,290 acres is scheduled to be
conveyed in future years. All future conveyances will be within Kenai Fjords
National Park. Habitat protection would include conveyed lands and future
conveyances. The Port Graham Corporation has expressed willingness to
negotiate sale of some or all of their lands within the park on a fee simple
basis. The subsurface estate of these parcels has or will be conveyed to the
Chugach Alaska Corporation. This subsurface estate has been appraised, but
an offer will not be presented at this time.

A number of additional parcels have been rated by the Trustee Council's staff
on the Kenai Peninsula near the villages of Port Graham and English Bay.
Ratings were from moderate to low value. Lands within the boundaries of
Kenai Fjords National Park represent the best potential to acquire lands
which have the highest potential to contribute to the Trustee Council's
restoration goals.

Restoration Benefits

Injured Resources and Services. Sixteen of the 19 listed injured resources
and services used to rate the parcels are present on or directly associated
with the lands in this package. The following list contains those rated by
the Trustee Council staff as having high or moderate potential to benefit
restoration. 1 Injured resources on or immediately adjacent to these lands

lRating done by the Habitat Protection Work Group (HPWG),
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include: spawning pink salmon, spawning red salmon, feeding and likely
spawning Dolly Varden, spawning Pacific herring, nesting bald eagles, feeding
black oystercatchers, feeding and haulout areas for harbor seals, molting
harlequin ducks, intertidal & subtidal biota (including some dense mussel
beds, kelp and eelgrass areas), probable nesting marbled murrelets, feeding
and probable nesting pigeon guillemots, high use areas and latrine sites for
river otters, and feeding sea otters. Public services provided by these
lands include: nationally known and advertised recreation and tourism
destinations, pristine wilderness settings, and several archaeologic and
historic cultural resource sites. Additionally, commercial pink and red
salmon fisheries are supported by Delight and Desire Creeks in PTG 05 and
Addison Creek in PTG 01. Furthermore, these lands and adjacent coastal waters
provide habitat for clams, common loons, cormorants, killer whales,
Kittlitz's murrelets, mussels, rockfish, sediments, and passive use, injured
resources and services added since the original ratings.

Acquisition of this package will result in habitat protection for not only
the lands acquired, but for a much larger area. These lands are within the
designated boundaries of Kenai Fjords National Park, an area comprised of
669,000 acres. As such, adding these lands back into park status will ensure
that the thousands of acres of protected habitat in the park are not
fragmented by various man-made developments and extractive activities. Both
the lands acquired, and the lands in the park will provide protection for
injured resources and services injured by the oil spill.

Currently, this area is receiving steadily increasing recreational
visitation. Both large commercially-operated and small privately-owned boats
ply the fjords in greater numbers. The area is well known by sport fishermen
who seek out salmon and halibut. Kayakers, campers, photographers and
birders from around the world have discovered the park and use it regularly.

Flight-seeing is increasingly popular, and a growing number of tourists see
the park in this way. The number of commercial users in the park is on a
steady upward trend; between 1995 and 1996 the number of businesses operating
in Kenai Fjords with a Park Service commercial use license increased from 34
to 43.

Park management will maintain habitat acquired in its natural condition,
thereby protecting injured resources and services from further injury. Park
rangers, other park staff and volunteers in the park will regularly patrol
the park to ensure a high level of compliance with park regulations and
Trustee Council restoration goals. At the same time, services like
recreation and tourism can continue to occur and increase, in balance with
restoration needs. The park already provides some remote visitor cabins.
Cultural sites of particular importance to the Native community will be
protected consistent with state and federal laws. The commercial red and

•

"Comprehensive Habitat
Ranking," as presented
resources and services
meeting on 8/29/96.

Protection Process: Large Parcel Evaluation &
to the Council November 30, 1993, The list of injured
has been expanded to 30 as of the Trustee Council
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pink salmon fisheries associated with Delight, Desire and Addison Creeks will
be maintained by protection of spawning and rearing habitat.

Should the parcels not be acquired, private management would determine the
nature and .rate of change to the land. Development could take many forms.
While the unspoiled and wild landscape of the park provides protection for
injured resources and services and is a prime visitor attraction, the same
landscape could be severely altered with lodges, cabins and docks in bays
with greatly increased boat and aircraft traffic. Developed parcels would
fracture habitat into smaller blocks, and protection for injured resources
and services would be diminished. Most biologists agree that large,
protected natural areas provide better habitat for populations of animals,
such as those injured by the EVOS, than parcels interrupted by human
developments.

In future years forested areas of the park could be logged. Logging would
begin to impact the habitat of injured resources and services on lands logged
and possibly on surrounding lands. Even small logging operations would
severely impair the scenic, wilderness and recreational qualities of the
otherwise undisturbed area.

Proposed Management Structure. Lands acquired would be managed by the
National Park Service pursuant to the National Park Service's Organic Act, 16
USC 1, and the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA), 16
USC 3101. These two laws provide the key legislative mandates for
management. For Kenai Fjords National Park, ANILCA section 201 (5) says,

Kenai Fjords National Park ... shall be managed for the following
purposes, among others: To maintain unimpaired the scenic and
environmental integrity of the Harding Ice Field, its out flowing
glaciers, and coastal fjords and islands in their natural state;
and to protect seals, sea lions, other marine mammals, and marine
and other birds and to maintain their hauling and breeding areas
in their natural state, free of human activity which is
disruptive to their natural processes ....

These mandates from Congress mesh well with the Trustee Council's restoration
goals for the injured resources and services. The very core of the Park
Service mission is both protection and use. On the one hand, most areas will
be left in their natural state thus providing undisturbed habitat for the
many species that will benefit from such protection. On the other hand,
services like recreation and tourism can continue to occur. People from
Alaska, from the rest of the USA, and from around the world could visit the
park, marvel at its scenery, and learn about its natural resources.

Terms and Conditions

Fee simple acquisition of all parcels.

•
Sources of Revenue. Civil restoration fund monies.
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Recommendation

Fee simple acquisition of all parcels.
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• To:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Trustee Council

Douglas Mutter
Designated Federal Officer
u.s. Dept of the Interior

March 7,2008

Public Advisory Committee Charter renewal and nomination process for
the 2008-2010 term

•

•
L

The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council's Public Advisory Committee (PAC) charter
and membership end with the 2008 federal fiscal year this September. The charter will
require renewal, pursuant to the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA). The PAC
membership term has traditionally followed the two-year charter cycle, so the process to
nominate and select 15 PAC members for the 2008-2010 term needs to be undertaken.
Both processes require substantial lead time to accomplish by October 2008.

Attached is the current charter, developed according to FACA guidelines. I do not
envision any modifications. The charter requires approval of the Trustee Council (by
August 1, 2008). I will then move it through the FACA charter renewal process.

Attached are four documents outlining the PAC member selection process. This has not
been modified from the last process used by the Trustee Council. This process requires
approval by the Trustee Council. The nomination effort needs to begin by June 1,2008.

Douglas Mutter
Regional Environmental Assistant
U.S. Department of the Interior
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
1689 C Street, Room 119
Anchorage, Alaska 99501
907-271-5011
(fax: 907-271-4102)
douglas_mutter@ios.doLgov
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PUBLIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE
CHARTER

OFFICIAL DESIGNATION: Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Public Advisory Conmrittee
(hereinafter refened to as the Conm1ittee).

SCOPE AND OBJECTNES: In accordance with and pursuant to Paragraph V.A.4 of
the Memorandum of Agreement and Consent Decree entered into by the United States of
America, tln'ough the Department of Justice, and the State of Alaska, through the
Attorney General, on August 27, 1991 and approved by the United States District Court
for the District of Alaska in settlement ofUnited States of America v. State of Alaska,
Civil Action No. A91-081 CV (hereinafter refened to as the MOA), the COlmmttee shall
advise the Trustees (State of Alaska Department of Law, State of Alaska Depmiment of
Fish and Game, State of Alaska Department of Enviromnental Conservation, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adlmnistration ofthe
U.S. Depmiment of Connnerce, and the U.S. Department of the Interior) tln'ough the
Trustee COlIDcil with respect to the following matters:

All decisions relating to injury assessment, restoration activities,
or other use ofnatural resource damage recoveries obtained by
the Governments, including all decisions regarding:

•
a.
b .

c.

d.

Planning, evaluation, and allocation of available funds;
Planning, evaluation, and conduct of injury assessments
and restoration activities;
Planning, evaluation, and conduct oflong-term
monitoring and reRearch activities;
Coordination of a, b, and c.

3. DESCRIPTION OF DUTIES: The Committee functions are advisory only, and its
officers shall have no administrative authority by virtue of their membership.

4. DURATION: By order of the District Court for the District of Alaska, the Committee is
to advise the Trustees appointed to administer the fund established in settlement of
United States v. Exxon Corporation, Civil Action No. A91-082, and State of Alaska v.
Exxon Corporation, Civil Action No. A91-083, both in the United States District Court
for the District of Alaska, in all matters described in Paragraph V.A.I of the MOA
referenced above. The requirement for the COlmmttee will continue throughout the life
of the settlement.

5. AGENCY OR OFFICIAL TO WHO THE COJ\1MITTEE REPORTS: The COlmnittee
shall report to the Exxon Valdez Settlement Trustee Council through the Federal members
of the Trustee Council.

•
6. BUREAU RESPONSIBLE FOR PROVIDING NECESSARY SUPPORT: Support for

the Connnittee shall be provided by the Trustee Council's Executive Director, who shall
procure all needed space, supplies, equipment, and suppOli for the COlmnittee. The
Executive Director shall prepare an annual budget for the COlmmttee. The budget shall
provide for the Conm1ittee such funds as the Trustee Council deems appropriate for
administrative support for the Conunittee, from the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Investment



d.

e.

f.

g.

h.

•

•

•

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

Fund established as a result of the settlement of United States v. Exxon Corporation and
State of Alaska v. Exxon Corporation.

ESTIMATED ANNUAL OPERATING COSTS: The estimated annual operating cost
for the Committee is $70,000.00, including all direct and indirect expenses. It is
estimated that .6 staff years will be required to support the Conunittee.

ALLOWANCES FOR COMMITTEE MEMBERS: Members of the Committee serve
without compensation. However, while away from their homes or regular places of
business, members engaged in Committee business approved by the Trustee Council
Executive Director or the Designated Federal Officer will be allowed travel expenses,
including per diem in lieu of subsistence, in the same manner as persons employed
internuttently in Government service.

ESTIMATED NUMBER AND FREQUENCY OF MEETINGS: The COlllillittee is
expected to meet approximately, and no less than, two times per year.

TERMINATION DATE: The Conunittee is subject to the provisions of the Federal
Advisory Conunittee Act (FACA), 5 U.S.C. Appendix 2, and shall take no action unless
the charter filing requirements of section 9 of FACA have been complied with. The
Conllnittee is subject to biennial review and will temunate two years from the date the
charter is filed, unless, prior to that time, the charter is renewed in accordance with
section 14 ofFACA.

COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP: The Committee shall consist of 15 members, including
a Chair and Vice-Chair elected by the Committee members. Each member will serve a
two-year term and members are eligible for re-nOlnination and reappointment. One
member, and two for public-at-large, will be appointed representing each of the interests
identified below.

a. aquaculturist/mariculturist (e.g., fish hatcheries and
oyster/shellfish farming)

b. conmlercial fisher (e.g., commercial fismng for salmon, halibut,
herring, shellfish and bottom fish; including boat captains and
crews, cannery owners/operators, and fish buyers)

c. conunercial tourism business person (e.g., promoting or
providing commercial travel or recreational opportunities,
including charter boating, guiding services, visitor associations,
boat/kayak rental)
recreation user (e.g., recreation activities that occur within the
area, including kayaking, power boating, sailing, sightseeing)
conservationist/environmentalist (e.g., organizations interested in
the wise use and protection of natural resources)
local government (e.g., incorporated cities and boroughs in the
affected area)
Native landowner (e.g., regional or village corporations in the
affected area established by the Alaska Native Claims Settlement
Act)
tribal government (e.g., federally-recognized tribes in the
affected area)



• 1.

J.
k.

1.

m.

n.

scientist/technologist (e.g., organizations, institutions, and
individuals involved in, or with expertise in, scientific and
research aspects ofthe affected area/resources and/or the effects
of the oil spill and/or the teclmical application of scientific
infonnation)
sport hunter/fisher (e.g., hunting and/or fishing for pleasure)
subsistence user (e.g., customary and traditional use of wild
renewable resources for direct personal or family consumption as
food, shelter, fuel, clothing, tools or transportation; for the
making and selling ofhandicraft articles; and for customary
trade)
regional monitoring program operator (e.g., monitoring and
reporting on enviromnental conditions in the affected area,
including monitoring for pollution and the status ofbiological
resources)
marine transpOliation operator (e.g., transport of goods and
services in marine waters, including piloting, tug operations,
barge operations, oil tankers and pipelines, shipping companies)
public-at-large (e.g., representing the affected area of the oil spill
and its people, resources, and/or economics)

12. ETHICS RESPONSIBILITY: No member shall participate in any matter specifically
conceming a lease, license, pennit, contract, claim, agreement, or related litigation in
which the member has a direct financial interest.

• 13. DESIGNATED FEDERAL OFFICER: The Designated Federal Officer is the U.S.
DepaIiment of the Interior, Alaska Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance's
Regional Environmental Assistant, or his/her designee.

14. SUBGROUPS: The Committee may, upon approval of the Trustee Council, establish
such workgroups or subcOlmnittees as it deems necessary for the purpose of compiling
infonnation or conducting research. However, such work groups or subconnnittees may
not conduct business and must report to the full Committee.

15. AUTHORITY: The COlmnittee is established as mandated by Paragraph V.AA of the
MOA and shall be located in Alaska. Additional authority for its creation is found in the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. subsection 9601 et seq.

•

Secretary of the Interior

Date Filed

Date



• Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council
441 W. 5th Ave., Suite 500 • Anchorage, AK 99501-2340 • 9072788012· fax 907 276 7178
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June XX, 2008

Dear Interested Citizen:

The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council is soliciting nominations for the Public Advisory
COlmnittee to serve a 24 month term from October 2008 to October 2010.

Interested persons should follow the instructions on the attached. Be sure to submit a complete
packet of the information requested. Nominations are due to the Trustee Council Office by close of
business on Friday, August 1, 2008.

Nominations are being solicited using a wide range of media, including newspapers in the affected
area, the Federal Register, the Trustee Council newsletter/website, public service announcements,
flyers posted in connmmities in the affected area, the present Public Advisory COlmnittee
membership, and persons having expressed an interest in serving on the Public Advisory Committee.

The process is expected to be completed and the appointment of Public Advisory Committee
members made in October 2008.

The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council consists of: Joe Meade, Forest Supervisor, Chugach
National Forest, Forest Service, US. Department of Agriculture; Randall Luthi, Director, Minerals
Management Service, US. Department of the Intelior; Jim Balsiger, Administrator, Alaska Region,
National Maline Fisheries Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, US.
Depaliment of Connnerce; Talis Colberg, Attorney General, State of Alaska; Denby Lloyd,
Connnissioner, Alaska Depaliment of Fish and Gallle; and LalTY Hartig, COlmnissioner, Alaska
Depmiment ofEnvirolllnental Conservation.

For more infonnation on the role of the Public Advisory Committee or the nomination process, or
copies of doclUnents relating to the Public Advisory COlmnittee or the work of the Trustee COlUlcil,

Federal Trustees
U.S. Department of the Interior
U.S. Department of Agriculture
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

State Trustees
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
Alaska Department of Law
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contact Cheni Womac

cherri.womac@a1aska.gov).

Sincerely,

Michael Baffi-ey

Executive Director

Enc10sme

at the Trustee Council Office, 907/278-8012 (e-mail:

• Federal Trustees
U.S. Department of the Interior
U.S. Department of Agriculture
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

State Trustees
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
Alaska Department of Law
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Process for Appointment of 2008-2010 Members

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Public Advisory Committee

The teml for £11115 members of the Public Advisory Committee (PAC) ends October 2008. The

PAC Charter will be renewed as of October 2008, and it is desirable to have the two-year

membership synchronized with the two-year Charter period. The process for selecting PAC

members for the next two-year session follows the process the Trustee Council used for past

membership selection. This process is based upon the requirements set forth in the PAC Charter.

The process involves notifying the public and compiling a list of potential nominees for Trustee

COlU1cil consideration. Cunent members of the PAC are eligible for re-nomination and

reappointment. The Trustee Council will review the nominations and recommend membership to

the Tmstees, and upon their approval, to the Secretary of the Interior for official appointment (the

Department of the Intelior is the designated Federal agency for ensuring compliance with the Federal

Advisory Committee Act (FACA)) .

Nominations will be solicited using a wide range of media, including newspapers in the affected

area, the Federal Register, the Trustee Council newsletter/website, public service announcements,

flyers posted in communities in the affected area, the present PAC membership, and persons having

expressed an interest in serving on the PAC. About 60 days should be allowed for response.

Nominations are due Friday, August 1, 2008.

The "request for nominations" will ask for information presented in the attached solicitation and

instructions.

The Trustee Council staff will compile a list of nominees and a sUl1imary of infOlmation about them,

including name, address, telephone number; principal interest; committee affiliations; who they were

nominated/endorsed by; if their infonnation packet is complete; and if additional infonnation is

required.

The Trustee COlU1cil will meet to review the nominees and make their unanimous recommendation

for the PAC membership.

• Federal Trustees
U.S. Department of the Interior
U.S. Department of Agriculture
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

State Trustees
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
Alaska Department of Law
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The nominees will be notified ofthe recommendations ofthe Trustee Council by the Executive
Director.

The Designated Federal Official will forward the infonnation for recommended members to the

Secretary ofthe Interior for official appointment (letters will be sent to each appointee). The

Designated Federal Official will also submit appropriate reports to the Federal government pursuant

to the FACA.

• Federal Trustees
U.S. Department of the Interior
U.S. Department of Agriculture
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

State Trustees
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
Alaska Department of Law



• Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council
441 W. 5th Ave., Suite 500 • Anchorage, AK 99501-2340 • 9072788012· fax 9072767178
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Public Advisory Committee
Procedure for Member Nomination and Appointment

All Public Advisory Committee members must be unanimously approved by the Exxon Valdez Oil

Spill Trustee Council. The infonnation described below should be prepared by the nominee and

submitted to the Executive Director of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council at the following

address:

Executive Director

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council

441 West 5th Avenue, Suite 500

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Email: cheni.womac@alaska.gov

Fax: 907/276-7178

Nominations for membership may be submitted by any source. From these nominations the Tmstee

COlU1cil will malce recommendations for membership and forward their recommendations to the

Secretary of the Interior who will officially appoint those members approved by the Trustees.

When appointed, members serve for a tenn of two years.

Questions should be directed to Cherri Womac, Tmstee COlillCi1 Staff, at 907/278-8012 or 800/478­

7745; or to Doug Mutter, Public Advisory Committee Designated Federal Official, at 907/271­

5011.

The Public Advisory Committee

The October 1991 Memorandum of Agreement between the State and Federal governments

mandated f01TIlation of a public advisory committee. The Public Advisory Committee advises the

Trustee Council on decisions relating to the planning, evaluation, allocation of funds, and conduct

of injury assessment and restoration activities related to the T/V Exxon Valdez oil spill of March

1989.• Federal Trustees
U.S. Department Df the Interior
U.S. Department of Agriculture
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

State Trustees
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
Aiaska Department of Law
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The Public Advisory Committee consists of fifteen members to reflect balanced representation from
each of the following principal interests:

aquaculturist/maricultist cOlmnercial fisher

commercial tourism business person public-at-Iarge

conservationist/enviromnentalist tribal government

local govennnent native landowner

recreation user spOli hlmter/fisher

subsistence user scientist/technologist

regional monitOling program operator marine transportation operator

InfoTI11ation Packet

Nominees for membership to the Public Advisory COlmnittee should provide the following

infonnation:

A biographical sketch (education, experience, address, telephone, fax, email);

• Infonnation about the nominee's knowledge of the region, peoples or econOlnic and
social activities of the area affected by the TN Exxon Valdez oil spill, or expertise in
public lands/resource management/research;

~ Infonnation about the nominee's relationship/involvement (if any) with the principal
interest or interest groups to be represented;

• A statement explaining any lmique contributions the nominee will make to the Public
Advisory Committee and why the nominee should be appointed to serve as a
member;

• Any additional relevant infonnation that would assist the Trustee Council in making
a reco111lnendation; and

•
• Answers to the conflict of interest questions listed below.

Federal Trustees
U,S, Department of the Interior
U,S. Department of Agriculture
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

State Trustees
Aiaska Department of Fish and Game

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
Alaska Department of Law
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Conflict of Interest Disclosure

Public Advisory Committee members are chosen to represent a broad range of interests. It is
possible that action could be taken by the Public Advisory Committee when one or more of the

members have a direct personal conflict of interest which would prejudice and call into question the

entire public process. To avoid this and to enable the Trustee COllilcil to choose appropriate

individuals as members, it is necessary that each nominee provide the following information with

their infonnation packet. If the answer to any of these questions is yes, please provide a brief

explanation of your answer. A "yes" answer will not necessalily preclude ally nominee from being

appointed to serve on the Public Advisory COlmnittee.

• Do you, your spouse, children, ally relative with whom you live or your employer have, or
aloe you defending, a claim filed before any court or administrative tribilllal based upon
damages caused by the T/V Exxon Valdez oil spill?

• Do you, your spouse, children, any relative with whom you live or your employer own ally
property or interest in property which has been, or is likely to be, proposed for acquisition
by the Trustee COlillcil?

• Do you know of any other potential actions of the Trustee Councilor the Public Advisory
Committee to have a direct bearing on the fulallCial condition of yourself, your spouse,
children, other relative with whom you live or your employer?

•
• Have you, your spouse, children, any relative with whom you live or your employer

submitted, or likely will submit, a proposal for funding by the Trustee Council; or be a direct
beneficiary of such a proposal?

• Federal Trustees
u.s. Department of the Interior
U.S. Department of Agriculture
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

State Trustees
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
Alaska Department of Law
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• Project Number:

Project Title:

070808

Sea Otter Recovery and Nearshore Synthesis

Principal Investigator: Brenda Ballachey

Affiliation: 001

Disbursing Agency: USGS

Project Location: Prince William Sound

Project Type: New

Funding Approved by Fiscal Year:

FY07: $154,000.00

FY10: $0.00

Total Funding Approved: $251,700.00

FY08: $97,700.00

FY11: $0.00

FY09: $0.00

FY12: $0.00

•

•

Abstract:

Sea otters, and other nearshore birds and mammals were severely impacted by the 1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill. In
areas where acute effects were greatest and lingering oil persists longest, recovery for some of those nearshore birds
and mammals remains incomplete through 2005. We present three objectives in this proposal: (1) Evaluate progress
toward sea otter recovery through surveys of abundance and carcass deposition. (2) Evaluate factors contributing to
the status of sea otter populations through the synthesis of long-term data sets on individual exposure to oil, health,
condition, behavior, and home range in the context of long-term survival. (3) Conduct spatial synthesis of elevated
biomarkers in mammals, birds, and fishes. Anticipated outcomes will identify shorelines where lingering oil most likely
persists and which may be candidates for restoration or remediation.

Science Panel Comments:

The proposed project will extend long-term data sets on the population abundance and survival that are critical to the
continued evaluation of injury and recovery of sea otters. In addition, the project will provide important syntheses of
past data on population dynamics of sea otters and exposure of sea otters and other injured nearshore resources to
oil. These syntheses will allow further assessment of the relative importance of continued oil exposure to sea otter
recovery, provide information that will help in evaluation of the efficacy of potential restoration activities, and help to
guide decisions regarding locations where clean up of oiled shorelines might be considered. The panel recognizes the
excellent publication record of the Principal Investigators, but urges them to publish results of biomarker work that has
yet to be fully addressed in peer reviewed publications.

Science Panel Recommendation: Fund

Science Director Comments:

Objectives in the Study: 1) Evaluate sea otter population dynamics through carcass recovery and surveys 2) Integrate
existing data to evaluate constraints to otter recovery 3) Identify areas where otters are exposed to oil and overlap with
other injured resources still being exposed to oil. This proposal is directly responsive to the 07 Invitation. The modeling
component will address the question regarding the temporal need for sea otter recovery. It will address how the spatial
overlap of animals with elevated CYPIA are related. It's cost effective.

Concur with Science Panel. It is necessary to continue the carcass surveys in order to determine age-specific mortality
which can be used in a population model. To be useful this information needs to be collected every year. The spatial
synthesis of elevated biomarkers in a suite of nearshore species may allow them to identify 'hot spots' of oil exposure
which could be beneficial in prioritizing areas of lingering oil.
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Science Director Recommendation: Fund

Public Advisory Committee Comments:

Not Available

Public Advisory Committee Recommendation: Fund

Executive Director Comments:

Concur with Science Panel and Science Directors comments and recommend funding.

Executive Director Recommendation: Fund

Trustee Council Comments:

Not Available

Trustee Council Decision: Fund
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070750Project Number:

Project Title: Database Development and Implementation of Long-Term Monitoring for Evaluation of
Recovery of Nearshore Resources

Principal Investigator: James Bodkin
•

Affiliation: 001

Disbursing Agency: USGS

Project Location: Prince William Sound

Project Type: New

Funding Approved by Fiscal Year:

FY07: $135,300.00

FY10: $0.00

FY08: $0.00

FY11: $0.00

FY09: $0.00

FY12: $0.00

Total Funding Approved: $135,300.00

•
Abstract:

The proposed project is designed to assist in the evaluation of recovery and restoration of injured nearshore resources
in Prince William Sound. The project has two tasks. The first is to develop a database management system for
nearshore data. The database management system will be developed using a web-based user interface and an
underlying relational geodatabase. This database management system will ensure the preservation of existing
nearshore monitoring data, allow for more integrated assessments of recovery and restoration of nearshore resources,
and provide a structure for data gathered as part of future restoration monitoring. The second task is to initiate long­
term recovery and restoration monitoring in the nearshore in Prince William Sound. Many of the data sets used to
asses recovery of injured resources in Prince William Sound (e.g. population abundance and survival of sea otters,
population abundance of harlequin ducks and other nearshore birds, abundance estimates for mussels, clams, and
other intertidal organisms) are also a critical part of a comprehensive nearshore monitoring plan developed by Dean
and Bodkin (2006) that is currently being implemented by the National Park Service along the Katmai coast. Funds for
conducting most of these studies in Prince William Sound (e.g. aerial surveys of sea otter abundance, bird and
mammal surveys, and shore-zone mapping) are being sought by several other proposals submitted to the Trustee
Council and are not addressed herein. Our purpose is to fill in missing gaps in the long-term monitoring program in
Prince William Sound and to make it comparable to the program being carried out at Katmai. This proposed nearshore
sampling in PWS, the similar sampling being conducted on the Katmai coast, and the proposed development of a
comprehensive nearshore database management system will provide the backbone of a long-term restoration
monitoring program. The goal of this program is to detect and identify sources of change in the nearshore and to foster
recovery of nearshore resources by ameliorating adverse effects of human-induced impacts.

•

Science Panel Comments:

This proposal provides a logical next step in development of a program to determine long-term health of the intertidal
community and associated resources that were clearly impacted by the spill. It specifically addresses recovery status
of injured intertidal communities for which little current information is available. The proposal builds on work funded by
other agencies to provide an important gulf-wide perspective. Also, proposed database development will facilitate
future integration and syntheses regarding nearshore resources including intertidal communities, sea otters, oyster
catchers, and other nearshore birds.

Science Panel Recommendation: Fund

Science Director Comments:

Concur with Science Panel. This project takes a phased approach to developing a systematic way of assessing the
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•

nearshore environment in which the Trustees have previously invested. Collectively, the overall status of the intertidal
environment has not been consistently evaluated. This project will build upon earlier work that developed the methods
for assessing the nearshore and more fully implement the program on the ground. It is being done in conjunction with
the National Park Service which is a partner in this program. Finally, it will provide a relational database for storing this
information, which will allow for a wide range of uses of the data.

Data Manager Comments: Fund The PIs propose to develop a nearshore monitoring system, and to bring on a
database developer to assist the National Park Service and the EVOS staff in development of this system. They also
propose to initiate long-term recovery and restoration monitoring in the nearshore environment of Prince William Sound.

The nearshore monitoring aspects of this proposal are responsive to the invitation and it appears to address the status
of many of the species injured by the spill. The Trustee Council has expressed its desire to see the nearshore data
management system developed. Though some initial work on this system has been completed, as documented in the
proposal, substantial progress has been delayed due to a lack of resources and staff turnover in the EVOS office. This
project will provide the resources necessary to ensure the project's completion and address the need for data
management personnel to work closely with the Pis to complete the implementation of standard operating procedures
(SOPs). The budget seems reasonable for the work to be done.

Science Director Recommendation: Fund

Public Advisory Committee Comments:

Not Available

Public Advisory Committee Recommendation: Fund

Executive Director Comments:

Concur with Science Panel and Science Director.

Executive Director Recommendation: Fund

Trustee Council Comments:

Not Available

Trustee Council Decision: Fund
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070816Project Number:

Project Title: Evaluating Harlequin Duck Population Recovery: CYP1A Monitoring and a Demographic
Population Model

Principal Investigator: Daniel Esler
•

Affiliation: Non AK University

Disbursing Agency: USGS

Project Location: Prince William Sound

Project Type: New

Funding Approved by Fiscal Year:

FY07: $177,800.00

FY10: $0.00

FY08: $23,900.00

FY11: $0.00

FY09: $0.00

FY12: $0.00

Total Funding Approved: $201,700.00

•
Abstract:

Harlequin ducks are one of the few species defined as "not recovered" from the 1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill. In this
document, we propose 2 areas of inquiry to (1) evaluate the status of population recovery, specifically the degree of
exposure to lingering oil, and (2) more fully understand the demographic processes underlying population recovery,
through application of a quantitative population model.

Cytochrome P4501A (CYP1A) has proven to be an extremely useful tool for documenting the spatial and temporal
degree of exposure to lingering oil, and there is a large body of historical CYP1A data (1998 to 2005) for harlequin
ducks. The most recent data from March 2005 irrefutably demonstrated that harlequin ducks continued to be exposed
to lingering oil. Because population recovery requires cessation of exposure to oil, we propose to resample harlequin
ducks from throughout the oiled area of Prince William Sound, along with nearby unoiled areas, to determine whether
they continue to be exposed to lingering oil.

A considerable volume of demographic data on harlequin ducks has been collected during research and monitoring
efforts since the spill. We propose to assemble these data in a population model, which will be valuable for: (1)
identifying the timing and magnitude of oil spill injury, (2) identifying the mechanisms by which injury occurred and
population recovery was constrained, (3) evaluating the current status of recovery, including predictions for timing of full
recovery, and (4) recommending future restoration activities.

Science Panel Comments:

The proposed project will extend long-term data sets on potential exposure of Harlequin ducks to oil that is critical to
the continued evaluation of injury and recovery of harlequin ducks. In addition, the project will provide important
syntheses of past data on population dynamics of harlequin ducks. These syntheses will allow further assessment of
the relative importance of continued oil exposure to harlequin recovery and provide information that will help in
evaluation of the efficacy of potential restoration activities.

Science Panel Recommendation: Fund

•
Science Director Comments:

This proposal will tie together years of harlequin duck data from the spill area that prior to now has not been
synthesized in such a way that leads to a comprehensive understanding of harlequin population dynamics that have
occurred as a result of the spill. This project will provide a predictive tool for understanding initial population impacts of
the spill and possible population recovery scenarios.
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Science Director Recommendation: Fund

Public Advisory Committee Comments:

Not Available

Public Advisory Committee Recommendation: Fund

Executive Director Comments:
Concur with Science Panel and Science Directors comments and recommend funding.

Executive Director Recommendation: Fund

Trustee Council Comments:

Not Available

Trustee Council Decision: Fund
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Continuing Projects in FY08

Project # Principal Project Title (abbr.) FY08 Funding First Year
Investigator Funded

070808 Ballachey Sea Otter Recovery and Nearshore Synthesis $97,700.00 FY07

070782 Bickford Herring Restoration: Identifying Natal and Nursery $134,600.00 FY07
Habitats

070836 Boufadel Factors Limiting the Degradation Rate of EVOS Oil $552,500.00 FY07

070816 Esler Evaluating Harlequin Duck Population Recovery $23,900.00 FY07

070819 Hershberger PWS Herring Disease Program $257,100.00 FY07

070853 Irons Pigeon Guillemot Restoration $284,300.00 FY07

070810 Kiefer Ecosystem Model of PWS Herring $250,800.00 FY07

070805 Lindeberg ShoreZone Mapping for PWS $322,300.00 FY07

070801 Michel Assessment of Lingering Oil in PWS & GAO $128,600.00 FY07

070830 Thorne Trends in Adult and Juvenile Herring Distribution and $103,400.00 FY07
Abundance in PWS

070340 Weingartner Alaska Coastal Current Monitoring $131,300.00 FY07

FY08 Continuing Project Funding Total $2,286,500.00
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New Projects in FY08

•
Project Principal Project Title (abbr.) FY08 FY09 FYIO FYll FY12 FY13
NUlliber Investigator Funding Funding Funding Funding Funding Funding

080814 Bishop Seabird Predation on Juvenile Herring in PWS $204,300.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

080100 EVOS EVOS Administration $2,184,983.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Administration

080630-A EVOS NOS Grant Funding $89,040.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Administration

080817 Gay Factors Affecting Productivity in Juvenile Pacific Herring $70,100.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Nursery Habitats

080751 Irons PWS Marine Bird Surveys, Synthesis and Restoration $36,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

080811 Kline PWS Herring Forage Contingency $353,700.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

080821 Linley Culture Technology to Support Restoration of Herring in $87,900.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
PWS

080742 Matkin Killer Whales in PWS/Kenai Fjords $129,600.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

080834 Meuret-Woody Identification of Essential Habitat for Pacific Herring $23,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

080822 Moffitt Herring Data and Information Portal $204,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

080290 Nelson Hydrocarbon Database $11,100.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

080804 Rice Significance of Whale Predation $327,800.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

080759 Rosenberg Harlequin Duck Population Dynamics in PWS $117,400.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

080806 Vollenweider Are Herring Energetics a Limiting Factor $187,300.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

FY08 New Project Funding Totals $4,026,723.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Total Approved Funding for Continuing Projects in FY08:

Total Approved Funding for New Projects in FY08:

Total Approved Funding in FY08:

$2,286,500.00

$4,026,723.00

$6,313,223.00
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,FY08 Proposal Funding Recommendations

•
Project Principal Project Title (abbr.) FY08 Total Science Science PAC Executive Trustee
Number Investigator Requested I

Approved Panel Director Director Council
070808-A Ballachey Nearshore Synthesis: Sea Otters and $599,100.00 $0.00 Fund Not Not Pending Pending

Sea Ducks Contingent Reviewed Reviewed

080839 Hollmen Evaluating Injury to Harlequin Ducks $148,600.00 $0.00 Fund Not Not Pending Pending
Reviewed Reviewed

080759-A Rosenberg Amendment to Harlequin Duck $40,600.00 , $0.00 Fund Not Not Pending Pending
Population Dynamics Reviewed Reviewed

Total Funds Requested and Approved $788,300.00 $0.00

.- ..._------ -----



FY08 INVITATION
PROPOSAL SUMMARY PAGE

• Trustee Council Use Only Project No Date Received'

•

•

Project Title: Nearshore Synthesis: Sea otters and sea ducks

Project Period: 1 October 2007 - 31 September 2009

Proposer(s): Brenda E. Ballachey and James L. Bodkin, USGS Alaska Science Center, A.
Keith Miles, USGS Western Ecological Research Center, Daniel Esler, Pacific Wildlife
Foundation

bballachey@usgs.gov, james bodkin@usgs.gov, keith miles@llsgs.gov, desler@sfu.ca
Study Location: Prince William Sound, Alaska

Abstract: Sea otters, and other nearshore birds and mammals were severely impacted by the
1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill. In areas where acute effects were greatest and lingering
oil persists, recovery for some of those nearshore birds and mammals remains
incomplete through 2007. We present five objectives in this proposal: (1) Evaluate
progress toward nearshore ecosystem recovery through surveys of expression of the
Cytochrome P450 IA biomarker; (2) Estimate the frequency of use of oiled intertidal
habitats by foraging sea otters; (3) Conduct histopathological examinations of sea
otter liver biopsies; (4) Evaluate PCB concentrations in sea otters and sea ducks, and
(5) Evaluate expression of an array of genes indicative of injury in sea ducks.
Anticipated outcomes will identify the current level of exposure to lingering oil in a
suite of nearshore vertebrates, potential pathways of exposure to lingering oil
through intertidal foraging by sea otters, the potential contribution of non-EVO
contaminants (PCBs) to expression of the P450 biomarker, and the potential for
injury at the cellular level in sea otters and sea ducks.

Funding:
EVOS Funding Requested: FY08 $ 599.IK (must include 9%GA)
EVOS Funding Requested: FY09 $ 250.0K (must include 9%GA)
EVOS Funding Requested: FYI0 $ OOOK (must include 9%GA)
Non-EVOS Funds to be used: FY09 $105K

TOTAL FY08: $704.1K

TOTAL both FY08 & FY09: $954.1K

Note: Work is FY09 will proceed only ifwarranted based on FY08 findings.

Date: 21 February 2008



• Project Number:

Project Title:

Descriptions of New FY08 Proposals

070BOB-A

Nearshore Synthesis: Sea Otters and Sea Ducks

Principal Investigator: Brenda Ballachey

Affiliation:

Co-Pis/Personnel:

Project Location:

USGS

Jim Bodkin, Dan Esler, Keith Miles

Prince William Sound

•

•

Funding Requested by Fiscal Year:

FYOB: $599,100.00

Abstract:

This is an amendment to Project 070808 (Sea Otter Recovery and Nearshore Synthesis). Sea otters, and other
nearshore birds and mammals were severely impacted by the 1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill. In areas where acute
effects were greatest and lingering oil persists, recovery for some of those nearshore birds and mammals remains
incomplete through 2007. We present five objectives in this proposal: (1) Evaluate progress toward nearshore
ecosystem recovery through surveys of expression of the Cytochrome P450 1A biomarker; (2) Estimate the frequency
of use of oiled intertidal habitats by foraging sea otters; (3) Conduct histopathological examinations of sea otter liver
biopsies; (4) Evaluate PCB concentrations in sea otters and sea ducks, and (5) Evaluate expression of an array of
genes indicative of injury in sea ducks. Anticipated outcomes will identify the current level of exposure to lingering oil in
a suite of nearshore vertebrates, potential pathways of exposure to lingering oil through intertidal foraging by sea otters,
the potential contribution of non-EVO contaminants (PCBs) to expression of the P450 biomarker, and the potential for
injury at the cellular level in sea otters and sea ducks.

Science Panel Comments:

This spatial synthesis of elevated biomarkers of multiple species will allow for the identification of areas of oil exposure
which could be beneficial in prioritizing areas of lingering oil. However, Objective 5 is very unclear and we recommend
that it be removed from the project's scope. We also highly recommend that this project work in coordination with
Rosenberg (Harlequin Duck Population Dynamics) and Hollmen (Evaluating injury to harlequin ducks).

Science Panel Recommendation: Fund Contingent

Science Director Comments:

Not Applicable

Science Director Recommendation: Not Reviewed

Public Advisory Committee Comments:

Not Applicable

Public Advisory Committee Recommendation: Not Reviewed

Executive Director Comments:

Not Available
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Executive Director Recommendation: Pending

Trustee Council Comments:

Not Available

Trustee Council Decision: Pending
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FY07 INVITATION
PROPOSAL SUMMARY PAGE

(to be filled in by proposer)

Project Title: Evaluating injury to harlequin ducks (Histrionicus histrionicus) caused by
sublethal hydrocarbon exposure in Prince William Sound using species-
specific cell lines

Project Period: April 1, 2008 - September 30,2008 (FY08)

Proposer(s):

Tuula Rollmen, DVM, PhD, Research Associate Professor, Alaska SeaLife Center and
University ofAlaska Fairbanks, 301 Railway Ave, PO Box 1329, Seward AK
99664-1329, tuula hollmen@alaskasealife.org, (907) 224-6323.

Kathrine Springman, PhD, P.O. Box 315, Littleriver, CA 95456; k:rspringman(a)gmail.com;
(707) 937-6212

Study Location: Prince William Sound, Alaska SeaLife Center (Seward)
Abstract:
Evaluation of harlequin duck (Histrionicus histrionicus) population trends, survival measures,
and biomarker indicators of exposure suggests that the species is recovering, but has not fully
recovered from the effects of the 1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill (EVOS) in the Prince William
Sound (PWS). In areas oiled by the EVOS, elevated cytochrome P4501A biomarker induction
has been observed in harlequin ducks as recently as March 2007, providing evidence of
continued exposure. The magnitude of injury and its implications for populations of harlequin
ducks caused by chronic oil exposure and long-term induction of central enzymatic processes is
unknown. This study applies a panel of in vitro harlequin duck and sUlTogate cell line
bioassays for a species-specific toxicological assessment of site-specific hydrocarbons from
PWS. A combination ofbioassays that measure direct effects on cell viability and DNA
damage provide a new method to assess and quantify injury. Also, a battery of laboratory
bioassays provides a method to link P4501A biomarker induction with other measures of
cellular injury, and a comprehensive assessment of potential short- and long-tenn toxicity.

Funding: (

EVOS Funding Requested: FY08 $ 148.6
TOTAL: $ 148.6 (includes 9%GA)

Non-EVOS Funds to be used: $ 0

TOTAL: $ 148.6

Date: February 21, 2008

•

•

•



080839Project Number:

Project Title: Evaluating Injury to Harlequin Ducks (Histrionicus histrionicus) Caused by Sublethal
Hydrocarbon Exposure in Prince William Sound Using Species-Specific Cell Lines

Principal Investigator: Tuula Hollmen
•

Affiliation: Alaska Sealife Center

Co-Pis/Personnel:

Project Location:

Kathrine Springman

Prince William Sound, Alaska SeaLife Center (Seward)

Funding Requested by Fiscal Year:

FY08: $148,600.00

•

Abstract:

Evaluation of harlequin duck (Histrionicus histrionicus) population trends, survival measures, and biomarker indicators
of exposure suggests that the species is recovering, but has not fully recovered from the effects of the 1989 Exxon
Valdez oil spill (EVOS) in the Prince William Sound (PWS). In areas oiled by the EVOS, elevated cytochrome P4501A
biomarker induction has been observed in harlequin ducks as recently as March 2007, providing evidence of continued
exposure. The magnitude of injury and its implications for populations of harlequin ducks caused by chronic oil
exposure and long-term induction of central enzymatic processes is unknown. This study applies a panel of in vitro
harlequin duck and surrogate cell line bioassays for a species-specific toxicological assessment of site-specific
hydrocarbons from PWS. A combination of bioassays that measure direct effects on cell viability and DNA damage
provide a new method to assess and quantify injury. Also, a battery of laboratory bioassays provides a method to link
P4501A biomarker induction with other measures of cellular injury, and a comprehensive assessment of potential short
and long-term toxicity.

. Science Panel Comments:

This is an innovative project that will help ground the CYP1A response to real oil exposure with site specific sampling.
The information gathered from this work will be beneficial for use in other species. We highly recommend that this
project work in coordination with the Ballachey (Nearshore synthesis) and Hollmen (Evaluating injury to harlequin
ducks).

Science Panel Recommendation: Fund

Science Director Comments:

Not Applicable

Science Director Recommendation: Not Reviewed

Public Advisory Committee Comments:

Not Applicable

Public Advisory Committee Recommendation: Not Reviewed

•
Executive Director Comments:

Not Available

Executive Director Recommendation: Pending



•

•

•

Trustee Council Comments:

Not Available

Trustee Council Decision: Pending



• Trustee Council Use Only
Project No: __

Date Received: PROPOSAL SUMMARY PAGE
(To be filled in by proposer)

Title: Harlequin Duck Population Dynamics in Prince William Sound: Measuring
Recovery from the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill. Amendment to add Pilot Study to
assess transect variability.

Project Period:

Proposer(s):

Study Location:

April 1, 2008 - September 30, 2008

Dan Rosenberg, Alaska Dept. Fish and Game

E-mail: dan.rosenberg@alaska.gov

Prince William Sound

•
Abstract: Since demographic studies were initiated, Cytochrome P450 lA induction studies
have documented exposure to EVa at smaller spatial scales than population monitoring studies
can measure. This biomarker of oil exposure has been correlated with lower female survival
and is consistent with a lower proportion of females in oiled areas. However, broad scale
demographic studies indicate population stability in oiled areas and not the decline expected if
oil exposure reduces survival rates. This proposal attempts to improve the ability of
demographic studies to assess data at smaller spatial scales commensurate with extant oil
exposure, lingering oil, and oiling intensity. We will conduct Phase 1 of a Pilot Study to assess
the range of variability on our transect counts by conducting replicate surveys of a random
subsample of transects based on transect length and oiling history. The Pilot Study (Phase 2)
will be continued in FY09.

Funding:

EVOS Funding Requested:

(must include 9%GA)
TOTAL:

FY08

$36.3

$4.3
$40.6

Non-EVOS Funds to be Used: $6.4

•
Date:

TOTAL:

February, 22, 2008

$47.0



080759-AProject Number:

Project Title: Amendment to Harlequin Duck Population Dynamics in Prince William Sound:
Measuring Recovery from the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill

Principal Investigator: Daniel Rosenberg
•

Affiliation: ADFG

Co-Pis/Personnel: None

Project Location: Prince William Sound

Funding Requested by Fiscal Year:

FY08: $40,600.00

•

Abstract:

Since demographic studies were initiated, Cytochrome P450 1A induction studies have documented exposure to EVO
at smaller spatial scales than population monitoring studies can measure. This biomarker of oil exposure has been
correlated with lower female survival and is consistent with a lower proportion of females in oiled areas. However,
broad scale demographic studies indicate population stability in oiled areas and not the decline expected if oil exposure
reduces survival rates. This proposal attempts to improve the ability of demographic studies to assess data at smaller
spatial scales commensurate with extant oil exposure, lingering oil, and oiling intensity. We will conduct Phase 1 of a
Pilot Study to assess the range of variability on our transect counts by conducting replicate surveys of a random
subsample of transects based on transect length and oiling history.

Science Panel Comments:

This amendment to Rosenberg's previously funded proposal (080759 - Harlequin Duck Population Dynamics in PWS:
Measuring Recovery from the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill) will be helpful in reducing the spatial scales for data analysis that
will improve the ability to detect changes in abundance and composition at smaller spatial scales. We would like to
better understand the spatial scale proposed and request that the PI provide more clarity to the pilot study experimental
design. We highly recommend that this project work in coordination with the Ballachey (Nearshore synthesis) and
Hollmen (Evaluating injury to harlequin ducks).

Science Panel Recommendation: Fund

Science Director Comments:

Not Applicable

Science Director Recommendation: Not Reviewed

Public Advisory Committee Comments:

Not Applicable

Public Advisory Committee Recommendation: Not Reviewed

•
Executive Director Comments:

Not Available

Executive Director Recommendation: Pending



•

•

•

Trustee Council Comments:

Not Available

Trustee Council Decision: Pending
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