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DATES TO REMEMBER in 1997

C> April 15:  Proposals and project reports due

If you have questions about the proposal
process, or would like help converting a good
idea into a proposal, call the Anchorage
Restoration Office:
1-907-278-8012
1-800-478-7745 toll free within Alaska
1-800-283-7745 toll free outside Alaska

@ June 9: Draft Work Plan released

> July 15:  Comments due on Draft Work Plan

C>  August 4*: Trustee Council decision

*Tentative
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INTRODUCTION

In 1989, the T/V Exxon Valdez spilled 11 million gallons of crude oil into Prince William
‘ Sound. In 1991, the U:S. District Court approved a civil settlement that required Exxon

Corporation to pay the United States and the State of Alaska $900 million over ten years to
restore the resources injured by the spill, and the reduced or lost services (human uses) they
provide. Under the court-approved terms of the settlement, a Trustee Council of three federal
and three state members admnmsters the restoratlon fund to restore the resources and serv1ces
mjured by the spﬂl : '

The Trustee Councﬂ invites 1nd1v1dua1s prlvate mdustry, govemment agenmes and other
interested parties to submit proposals for restoration projects to be included in the annual work
plan for federal fiscal year 1998 (FY 98), which is the period October 1, 1997, through
September 30, 1998. The anmual work plan includes monitoring, research, and general
restoration projects. In addition to funding projects through the annual work plan, the Trustee
~ Council authorizes funds for the administrative costs of the restoration program, habitat
protection and acqu1s1t10n and the Restoration Reserve. In some years, the Council may also -
' authorize funds for capital expendltures such as it did in 1995 for the Alaska SeaLife Center.

This invitation has three pans:

o Imtroduction. This section ’déscﬂbes the work plan process, funding targets, cost estimates
for restoration projects for FY 98, and the Trustee Council’s approach to project
management: This section also includes a notice for a Broad Agency Announcement
(BAA) that is being issued by the National Oceamc and Atmosphenc Administration

” (N OAA) concurrently with the 1nv1tat10n ) : ,

° Invntatmn and Restoratlon Straﬁegnes, This ‘section is organized by 13 “resource
clusters.” It describes the status of injury and recovery for injured resources and services in
each cluster, summarizes. current strategies for restoring these resources and services,
specifies the continuing projects for which proposals are invited, and describes new projects
for which proposals are encouraged

~© Instructions for Snbmmmg a Proposal This section gives detailed mstructlons for
' preparing and submlttmg a proposal It also descnbes how proposals will be evaluated

If you have questlons about the proposal process, or would like help convertmg a good idea
into a proposal, call the Anchorage Restoration Office: '

‘ 1-907-278-8012

'1-800-478-7745 toll free within Alaska

1-800-283-7745 toll free-outside Alaska

. FY 98 Invitation' r C 1



Work Plan Process

Milestones in the development of the FY 98 work plan are described in Table 1. The work
pplan process begins each year with a restoration workshop.. The Trustee Council usually
- makes funding decisions in August so that projects can begin on October 1.

Table 1. Milestones for FY 98 Work Plan

Jan. 23-25, 1997  Annual Restoration’ ‘Workshop discussed results of FY 96
‘ , work and directions for FY 98. '
=p Feb. 15,1997 Invitation to Submit Restoration Proposals for Fedeml Fzscal
Year 1998 is issued. - .
April 15, 1997 Proposals due. 4 '
May 11-13, 1997  Chief Scientist and core reviewers meet to discuss the
scientific and technical merits of proposals.

June 9, 1997 FY 98 Draft Work Plan is distributed for public comment.
July 15 1997 Comments due on FY 98 Draft Work Plan.

Aug. 4, 1997* Trustee Council expected to dec1de on FY 98 Final Work Plan.
Oct. 1, 1997 ~ Fiscal year 1998 begins. .

*Tentative

Funding Targets

After considering the cash flow for restoration funds, the Trustee Council has tentatively set
a funding target of $14 million for the FY 98 work plan, which includes all research,
monitoring, and general restoration projects. As illustrated in Table 2, the target for the
annual work plan is lower in FY 98 than in FY 97 and will continue to decline through FY
- 2002, when the final payment from Exxon Corporation will be spent and fundmg for the
restoration program will rcly solely on the Restoration Reserve.

Table 2. Tentative Work Plan Funding Targets

- FY 96 $18.2 rmlhon (authorized)

FY 97 $16.0 million (authorized)
=p FY 98 $14.0 million

FY 99 $12.0 million

FY 00. - '$10.0 million

FY 01 $8.0 million

FY 02 " $6.0 million

FY 03+ Restoration Reserve

2 . FY 98 Invitation



Project Cost Estimates for FY 98

The amount of funding allocated to individual projects is determined each year by the Trustee
Council through the work plan process. However, each annual work plan includes estimates
of future costs for approved projects. The FY 97 work plan estimated. that the FY 98 cost for
38 pro_]ects continuing from FY 97 will be about $11 million. Ten additional projects. funded -
in FY 97 may continue into FY 98, but no cost estimates are included for these projects
because the Council has not made a long-term funding commitment to them, due to uncertainty
about either their future scope, cost or pnonty in terms of the overall restoration program.
leen a total fundmg target of $14 million for FY 98 these estlmates suggest that roughly $3
million will be available for a combination of new projects and projects which may continue
but for which the Council has not made a long-term funding commitment. These estimates are
summarized in Table 3. The individual projects which make up these estlmates are d1scussed
in the Invitation and Restoration Strategles section of this invitation.

Table 3 PrOJectnons of New and Continuing Pﬂ'%cts for FY 98 -

Number of - Estimated Cost/
Projects . Funds Available
| Continuing Projects 38. '$10,837,700
Potential Continuing Projects 10
$3,162,300
New Projects Unknown
Funding Target: T ’ " $14,000,000

Project Management

One of the continuing projects included in Table 3 is project management (\250). Project '
management is provided by staff in the Trustee agencies and provides essential accountability
to the work plan process. It includes such functions as tracking the progress of restoration
projects; ensuring that projects meet their stated goals, objectives, and schedules; monitoring
" project expenditures; and ensunng that all reports and other contract deliverables are properly
performed. In FY 97, the Trustee Council authorized $641,600 for project management, or
4 percent of project costs. The estimated cost of project management for FY 98 is $560,000.

Notice of Broad Age‘ncil Announcement (BAA)

As part of this invitation, the National Oceanic and Atmosphetic Administration (NCAA) is
issuing a Broad Agency Announcement on behalf of the Trustee Council requesting proposals -
for any of the research or monitoring topics identified in this invitation. See page 32

T
information on the BAA process and instructions on submitting a pi'gpogal under the BAA.

- FY 98 Invitation R W e : : L3



FY 98 Invitation



INVITATION AND RESTORATION STRATEGIES

This part of the invitation contains a one- to three-page entry that looks like this page for each
resource cluster. The opening paragraphs describe the status of injury and recovery for the
injured resources and services in each cluster. The description is followed by a section called
"Strategies for FY 98 and Beyond" and a section called "Invitation for FY 98."

STRATEGIES FOR FY 98 AND BEYOND

This section summarizes the current strategies for restoring the resources and services in each
resource cluster. In 1994 the Trustee Council adopted the Restoration Plan, which established
recovery objectives for each of the resources injured by the oil spill and strategies for
achieving those objectives. In 1996 the Council updated the objectives to reflect the results
of the scientific research and review that had occurred during the previous two years. Each
year through this invitation and the annual work plan the Council updates the strategies for
achieving the objectives. This section identifies the restoration strategies the Council plans to
implement in FY 98, and describes the projects the Council funded in FY 97 and expects to
continue funding in FY 98 to implement the strategies. (NOTE: The Update on Injured
Resources and Services, September 1996, is available from the Anchorage Restoration Office.)

INVITATION FOR FY 98 !

For each resource cluster, this section invites a proposal for each of the projects the Trustee
Council expects to continue from FY 97. Before making FY 98 funding decisions on
continuing projects, the Council will reassess each project's progress, information gained
during the year, and restoration needs and project budgets. See Appendix B for the history
of funding allocations to each project and resource cluster, and an estimate of future costs for
projects expected to continue from FY 97. '

Potential Continuing Projects.

Each resource cluster includes, in a shaded box, a description of additional projects fanded
in FY 97 that may be continued in FY 98. The Trmustee Council has not made a commitinent
to continue these projects because of uncertainty about their scope, cost, or priority in terms
of the overall restoration program.

New Projects.
Also included in the shaded box is text describing new projects for which proposals are invited.

The Trustee Council will give serious consideration to all proposals received in response to the
projects and project ideas listed in the shaded box. In addition to the projects listed bere, the
Council hopes that proposers will use this invitation to come up with new ideas and proposals
to aid the recovery of resources and services injured by the spill.

FY 98 Invitation 5



Pink Salmon

Injuries to populations of wild pink salmon are difficult to detect because of the natural
variation in their run strength. In the years preceding the spill, the total return varied widely
from year to year, from a maximum return of 21 million fish in 1984 to a minimum of 1.8
million fish in 1988. Because of this large variation, research to understand the oil spill injury
has focused on understanding the injury to pre-adult life stages and on investigating the
ecological factors that influence the strength of adult returns. In addition, the restoration
program has provided new information and tools for fisheries managers to use to protect
injured runs and has supplemented pink salmon populations for commercnal sport, and
subsistence use. :

STRATEGIES FOR FY 98 AND BEYOND |

Research and Monitor the Toxic Effect of Oil. ‘

Monitor Egg Mortality of Wild Pink Salmon (\1914). After the oil spill, research
documented that pink salmon eggs in oiled streams were dying at higher rates than in
unoiled streams. Monitoring of the even-year run in 1994 and 1996 and of the odd-year
run in 1995 showed that the levels of egg mortalities in oiled streams had returned to levels
that were not statistically different from those of the unoiled streams. Monitoring is
expected to conclude in FY 98 provided that egg mortalities in oiled and unoiled streams
are not significantly different in that year. The Trustee Council anticipates providing only
close-out funding in FY 99.

' Heritability of Egg Mortality and Effect of Oil on Straying (\076). In 1995, researchers
exposed fertilized eggs to oil in a simulated intertidal gravel environment and found a dose-
related relationship between egg mortality and exposure to oil: the greater the exposure,
the greater the mortality. In FY 96, fry from oil-exposed and control groups were released
in Southeast Alaska and will return as adults in FY 97. At that time, the effect of oil on
straying, which is the tendency of adult pink salmon to return to streams other than where
they were spawned, will be investigated. FY 98 is expected to be the final year of Trustee
Council funding for this project.

Provide Stock Separation and Management Information and Teols.
Marking Salmon: Coded Wire Tag & Otolith Thermal Marking (1186, \188). FY 98 will
.be the second year of overlap between use of coded-wire tags, which is being phased out,
and otolith thermal marking, which is a more accurate and efficient technique for marking
salmon. Marking allows fisheries managers to adjust harvest limits, locations, and timing
' to direct commercial harvest away from injured wild stocks. In FY 99, the Council expects
to provide only close-out funding for these projects. Responsnblhty for long-term funding
will shift to other orgamzatlons

Genetics and Stock Structure Investigations (1196). FY 97 is the fourth year of a six-year

- project to determine the degree and geographic extent of genetic differences among Prince
William Sound pink salmon. Knowing if there are one or many stocks among these salmon
will help refine pink salmon management areas and goals.

6 FY 98 Invitation



Supplement Populations (\139A2). In FY 96, a spawning channel was constructed at Port
Dick Creek on the outer Kenai Peninsula to increase spawning habitat for pink and chum
. salmon. Monitoring the success of this improvement is expected to continue through FY 2000.

Imvestigate Ecological Factors that Influence Adult Pink Salmon Returns (\320). This
project is described under the Sound Ecosystem Assessment cluster.

Additional projects designed to restore pink salmon are discussed in the Subsistence cluster.
INVITATION FOR FY 88

The Trustee Council expects that the following projects will be continued from FY 97 and
invites proposals for work planned in FY 98. Their FY 98 costs are estimated below.

FY 98 \076 Oiled Incubation Substrate on Straying and Survival $234,600

\139A2 Port Dick Spawning Channel $49,700
\186 Coded Wire Tag Recoveries - PWS Pink Saimon $279,400
\188  Otolith Thermal Marking of Hatchery-reared Pinks $108,400
\191A Oil-related Embryo Mortalities $164,200
\196  Genetic Structure of PWS Pink Salmon $130,000
Total FY 98: $966,300

Potential Continuing Projects. The following three projects were funded in FY 97. The Trustee
Council has not made a commitment to continue them in FY 98 because of uricertainty about
either their scope, cost, or priority in terms of the overall restoration program. The Coumncil
expects to receive proposals to fund these projects in FY 98,
Little Waterfall Creek Supplementation (\139A1). Additional monitoring of a barrier bypass
constructed on Little Waterfall Creek on Afognak Island will be considered by the Trustee
Council in FY 98 if questions raised by the Chief Scientist concerning interspecific competition
and interactions with other species are addressed.

Genetic Linkage Map (\198). FY 97 is the second year of a multi-year program to construct
a detailed genetic linkage map for pink salmon. The Trustee Council wilt consider approving
additional funds in FY 98 if there is substantive progress toward project objectives and
evidence of cost sharing by other funding sources.

Pink Salmon Spawning Habitat Recovery (\194). This project was begun in FY 97 to tie
actual concentrations of oil in stream sediments to embryo mortalities in pink salmon. Only
a single year of laboratory work is required, but some funds may be requested in FY 98 to
integrate data from this study with those from Project /191A.

FY 98 Invitation ‘ . 7



New Projects {(box continned from previous page).
Alaska Seallife Center. The Alaska Seal.ife Center will be available for research in FY 98.
This state-of-the-art facility, which includes a fish pass, will be appropriate for a variety of
studies, including projects on toxicology, genetics (including gene flow), and disease. See page
32 for more information on the Alaska SeaLife Center,

Proposals for additional projects are welcome. Any new supplementation proposal must
comply with the Trustee Council's Supplementation Criteria, available from the Anchorage
Restoration Office.

8 FY 98 Invitation




Pacﬁ’ ic Herrmg

The estimated peak blomass of spawning Pacific herring in Prince William Sound in 1993 was
60 percent less than the record level in 1992. The low biomass levels continued during 1994
and 1995, but in the spring of 1996 it was evident that the spawning biomass had rebounded.

The Prince William: Sound commercial herring ﬂshery was curtailed in 1993. In Fall 1996
there was a limited “food-and-bait” fishery, and the Alaska Department of Fish and Game
anticipates a commercial harvest in 1997 as well. Pacific herring is an important food source
for injured predators, such as harbor seals and some seabirds, that are not recovering. The
sharp decline in the Prince Wﬂham Sound hemng populatlon may be a factor limiting recovery
of these resources. . -

STRATEGIES FOR FY 98 AND BEYoNn

) Invesugate Hemng Disease as a Cause of the 1993 Cmsh (\162) Th1s pl'O_]eCt focuses on
the causes and impact of the virus (Viral Hemorrhagic Septicemia or VHS) and the fungus
. (Ichthyophonus) that were found in herring- -populations after the crash. The study tests the
~ hypothesis that oil-induced stress is linked to the disease outbreaks. The project was first
. approved in FY 94 and i is expected to be completed in FY 98.

_ Provide Management Informatuon (\165). Th1s project is delmeatmg the genetic structure
.of Prince William Sound herring populatlon(s) and related North Pacific populatlons When
setting harvest limits, it is important to know whether the manager must protect one or more
‘genetically distinct populations. The project has been underway -for three years and has
substantially met its objectives. Investigators will complete the lab work in FY 97 and produce
a final report in FY 98. Further nnplementatlon of this management tool will be taken over

- by the Alaska Department of Fxsh and Game: , - : 4
" Investigate Ecologlcal Faétors that Influence Populatlons of Pacific Herring (\320) Tlus
project 1s descrlbed under the Sound Ecosystem Assessment cluster

INVITATaON FOR FY 98

The Trustee Council expects that the followmg projects will be continued from FY 97 and
invites proposals for work planned in FY 98. Thelr FY 98 costs are estunated below.

FY 98 \162 Herring Disease y . $437 600
\165 Genetic Discrimination of PWS Herring - $56,000
L Total FY 98: $493,600

FY 98 Invitation , « T 9



Potential Continuing Projects. The following project was funded in FY 97. The Tmstee
council has not made a commitment to continue it in FY 98 because of uncertainty about its
scope, cost, or priority in terms of the overall restoration program. The Council expects to
receive a proposal to fund this project in FY 98.

Herring Natal Habitats (\166). Since FY 94, this project has been monitoring the
abundance of spawning herting in Prince William Sound and comparing techniques for
estimating their biomass in order to improve the ability of fisheries managess to forecast
population strength when establishing commercial harvest levels. In FY 97, the Trustee
Council funded two survey techniques, hetring spawn deposition and hydroacoustics. In
FY 98, the Council intends to support only one technique and anticipates a proposal from |
the Alaska Department of Fish and Game to conduct the survey. The Department has
provided a plan to take over full support of this work after FY 98, and the Council expects
to provide only report writing funds in FY 99.

New Projects.

Bistribution and Turnover in Juvenile Pacific Herring Populations. Understanding
movements of juvenile Pacific herring and the turnover of their populations at nursery
areas is necessary to more fully develop models of herring growth, survival, and
productivity. It also is important to understand the distxibution of herring populations in
relation to predation by harbor seals and other fop predators, The Trustee Couneil will
consider proposals, possibly using tracer technologies or other innovative technigues, such
as fatty acid analysis, to address these issues. Any proposal would need to dovetail with

herring.

Alaska SeaLife Center. The Alaska Seal.ife Center will be available for research in FY
98. This state-of-the-art facility will be appropriate for a variety of studies, including, for
example, studies on herring disease and physiological ecology. Proposals for such studies
would be strongest if linked to ongoing field studies, such as the SEA (\320) project. See
page 32 for more information on the Alaska Sealife Center.

Proposals for additional projects are welceme.

10
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Sound Ecosystem Assessment (SEA)
‘ " and Related Prmects

The poor returns of pmk salmon in 1992 and 1993 in Prince erham Sound the collapse of the
Prince William Sound Pacific herring population in 1993, and long-term declines of several
marine bird'and mammal populations led the Trustee Councll in FY 94 to initiate'a collaboratrve
effort known as the Sound Ecosystem Assessment (SEA, \320). This project involves the
University of Alaska, the Prince William Sound Science Center, the Alaska Department of Fish
and Game, and other institutions, and it stems from the need to better understand the large—scale

* ecosystem processes that influence the recovery from oﬂ—sprll m_]urres

SEA is developing models of the processes mﬂuencmg productivity of pink-salmon and Pacific
herring in Prince William Sound. This information is expected to benefit long-term management
and recovery of salmon and. herrmg in the Sound in several' ways. For example; if SEA identifies
key parameters 1nﬂuenc1ng survival of juvenile salmon and hernng that can be monitored
efficiently on an annual basis, it should enable managers to develop more accurate forecasts of
salmon and hernng returns for the benefit of commercial fishing interests and resource managers.
Momtonng these parameters, which may include such factors as the size and timing of plankton
blooms or changes in the temperature-or circulation of the Gulf of Alaska, also may yield
insights about the status of fish-eating predators (for example, harbor seals) and enable better use
and management of many marine resources

‘ STRATEGEES FOR FY 98 AND BEYOND .

Investigate Ecological Factors: Sound Ecosystem Assessment (SEA, \320). Most of the early -
efforts in the SEA project (FY 94 and 95) were devoted to the physical and biological
oceanography and other factors (e.g., predation) related to survival of juvenile pink salmon. In’
FY 96, the project was restructured internally into three overlapping working groups: Ocean
State-and Plankton Dynamics, Pink Salmon Recruitment Dynamics, and Pacific Herring
Recrurtment Dynamics. There will be a substantial field component for the SEA project again
in FY 97, including work on factors influencing the recruitment of Pacific herring. However,
as the project matures. and continues to amass large volumes of data, there is increasing emphasis
on integration and development of predictive ecological models. This emphasis is expected to
continue in FY 98, while field work will be sharply reduced. FY 99 will be devoted to synthesis

. and modeling, reporting, and preparation of manuscnpts and will be the final year of the SEA

project in its current form.

" Monitor Pristane Levels (\195). Pristane is a hydrocarbon which is naturally synthesized from
_chlorophyll by certain plant-eating copepods, the only proven marine source of pristane. By
' measuring levels of pristane in species that prey on juvenile pink salmon and larval Pacific -

herring, it is possible to determine the dietary dependence of these predators on the copepods as
alternative prey. These results will help with the evaluation of SEA project- hypotheses..

_'Monitoring pristane levels also provides an indirect index of potential year-class strength for
. pink salinon and herring, because the copepods that synthesize the pristane potentially provide

an inexpensive measure of food availability. The Trustee Council began funding this project in
FY 96. FY 2000 is expected to be the final year of Council funding.

'FY981nv1tatron‘ T : / : ' R 11.



INVITATION FOR FY 98

The Trustee Council expects that the following projects will be continued from FY 97 and
invites proposals for work planned in FY 98. Their FY 98 costs are estimated below.

FY 98 \195 Pristane Monitoring in Mussels $115,000

\320 Sound Ecosystem Assessment (SEA) $1,947,200
Total FY 98: $2,062,200
New Projects.

Role of Jellyfish im the Marine Ecosystem. Observations by SEA (1320) and APEX (1163)
researchers suggest that there are large numbers and a great biomass of jellyfish in Prince
William Sound. Jellyfish are predators that consume zooplankton, fish eggs, and larval fish.
As such, they are both competitors with and predators on species injured by the oil spill,
including pink salmon and Pacific herring, and on forage fish species important to the recovery
of seabird populations. Asthe SEA and APEX projects move into their final stages, it could
be valuable to have a better understanding of the magnitude and significance of jellyfish
predation on the species and processes being addressed in SEA and APEX. The Trustee
Council is willing to consider 2 proposal to begin to address this need in FY 98.

Proposals for additional projects are welcome.

12 FY 98 Invitation



Sockeye Salmon

- Commercial fishing for sockeye salmon in 1989 was curtailed in many locations throughout the spill

area. Research indicated that the resulting escapements reduced the nursery capability of Kenai and
Skilak lakes and affected the productivity of the Red and Akalura lake systems in the Kodiak
Archipelago. There also was overescapement at Chignik Lake on the Alaska Peninsula, but the
impact was not measured.

Beginning in FY 93, the Trustee Council sponsored a study (\258) of the effects of the
overescapement of sockeye in the Kenai River drainage and the mechanisms underlying the effects.
The study identified the critical link between the number of fry produced by a given escapement of
adults and the number of zooplankton available to sustain fry emerging from eggs in the subsequent
spring. Coupled with application of in-season stock assessment and genetic separation techniques
developed with Council support (\255), this research should give the Department of Fish and Game
a solid basis for on-going management of the Kenai/Skilak sockeye fishery.

‘Research on sockeye overescapement in the Kodiak Archipelago focused on Red and Akalura lakes,

where monitoring sponsored by the Trustee Council documented reductions in lake-rearing
productivity and smolt migrations following the overescapement events of 1989. By 1996, Red Lake
was recovering in terms of production of both smolts and adults, but Akalura Lake still showed signs
of depressed smolt production and adult escapements far below pre-spill levels. The Council is
sponsoring a final year of monitoring of smolt outmigration at Akalura Lake in FY 97.

In FY 96, the Trustee Council sponsored a one-year study (/048) to synthesize existing informdtion
on sockeye overescapement, based on samples of scales from adult sockeye salmon. This analysis

- will include Chignik Lake, located on the Alaska Peninsula, which had not previously been studied

following a large overescapement after the oil spill. A final report on this project is anticipated in
Spring 1997.

STRATEGIES FOR FY 98 AND BEYOND -

Restore Habitat and Enhance Recreation Along the Kenai River (\180). In FY 96, the Trustee
Council initiated the Kenai River Habitat Restoration and Recreation Enhancement project (\180; see
Habitat Improvement cluster, page 28). In addition, the Council has supported the acquisition of key
parcels of private lands along the Kenai River (see discussion of Habitat Protection and Acquisition,
page Al). These efforts are expected to continue in FY 98 and are now the Council’s focus with
respect to fisheries restoration and enhancement in the Kenai River drainage.

One additional project (\256B) to restore sockeye salmon is discussed in the Subsistence cluster.
INVITATION FOR FY 98

The Council’s efforts in regard to sockeye are discussed in the Habitat Improvement cluster. '

New Prajects. No new projects have been identified, but project proposals are welcome.
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Cutthroat Trout and Dolly Varden

Prince William Sound is the northemi-.and western-most limit of the cutthroat trout's range, and
this species does not exist elsewhere in the spill area. The cutthroat stocks known to exist within
the Sound are few, rarely more than 1,000 fish, and are geographically isolated from each other.
Studies conducted from 1989 to 1991 indicate that cutthroat trout and Dolly Varden growth rates
were less in oiled than in unoiled areas. )

Past restoration projécts have emphasized habitat improvement activities for cutthroat trout. In
FY 96 and 97, the program focused on monitoring previously constructed habitat improvements
and on ‘research on the spec1es 11fe hlstory in order to enhance management of m_]ured
populatlons :

STRATEG!ES FORFY 98 AND BEYOND

Research and Monitor Pepuﬂatmns (\145) In FY 96 the Trustee Council authorized the first
year of a three-year program to determine the relatlonsmp between resident and anadromous
cutthroat trout and Dolly Varden within and among watersheds. This research will provide
information to enable the Alaska Department of Fish and Game to better manage these spec1es

in Prmce Wllham Sound :

Improve Hahitat (\@43B) Four previous projects to provide additional rearing habitat for
cutthroat trout and Dolly Varden in Prince William Sound are being monitored i in FY 97 to
determine . their physical and blologlcal success. The Trustee Council a.nt1c1pates prov1dmg *
only close out funds in FY 98.

INVITATION FOR EY 98

The Trustee Couneii expects that the following projects will be continued from FY 97 and
invites proposals for work planned in FY 98. Their FY 98 costs are estimated below.

. FY 98  \043B Habitat Improvements to _Snppler’nent Populations $8,000
) \145 = Anadromous and Resident Populaﬁons r " $100,000 4
: : ‘ Total FY 98: $108,000.

New Projects. No new projects have been identified, but project proposals are welcome.
Consideration of additional supplementation and monitoring of cutthroat and Dolly Varden
populations will await the results of Project V145, which is scheduled to be completed in FY
8.
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Marine Mammals
(harbor seals and killer whales)

L

Harbor seal populatlons in Prince William Sound were- dechmng before the oil spill and have
continued to decline since the spill at an annual rate of about six percent. The effects of the oil

- spill on harbor seals added to their on-going décline. More than 300 harbor sea.ls are estrmated
to have died as a result of the oil spill, and the decline has been greater in oiled areas than i in
unoiled areas. -

There were 23 whales-in the AB pod of killer whales in Prince William Sound in 1996,

.~ .compared to 36 before the oil spill. This pod experienced two births and-one death in 1996 and

clearly has not recovered dunng a time when all other major “resident” pods in the Sound have
increased in number. In addition, there is continued concern about the AT1 “transient” pod,
which has been sighted 1nfrequently and. apparently has sustamed major losses since 1989. ‘

Sea otters were also mjured by the oil spill, This spec1es is discussed in the Nearshore
g Ecosystem cluster ' " : '

STRATEGIES FOR FY 98 AND 'EYOND

Monitor Harbor S% and Research the Decline i in Harbor Seals. Smce FY 95 the Trustee
" Council has sponsored research into possible causes of the on-going decline in harbor seals,
mcludmg disease, reproductron, food limitations, and killer whale predation.

( Condztzon and Health Status (\001). This research compares blood chemrstry, blubber
‘quality, and other indicators of condition and health for seals within Prince William Sound .
and between the Sound and sites in Southieast Alaska. To date, the results indicate clear
seasonal and regional differences in many parameters, which may arise from food-related
impacts or other factors. FY 98 is expected to be the final year of Trustee Council funding
for this project. 2 K : .

Monztormg and Research (\064) “This project prov1des basic data on trends movements
structure, and behavior in the Prince William Sound harbor seal populatlon and researches’
various factors, such as changes in diet, which may account for the on-going dechne
Momtonng is expected to continue through FY 99. Originally, the research component was
to conclude in FY. 98, but see New Projects in the shaded box below.

\Isotope Studies (\1 70) This laboratory study uses stable 1sotope ratio analyses of matine

.mammal tissues to assess changes in the food webs and carrying capacity of the North

Pacific marine ecosystem To. date, the results indicate a significant decrease in-the .

productivity of the ecosystem which may have contributed to the observed declines in

harbor seals and other marine mammals and marine birds. This work i is expected to conclude

in FY 98. - : : :
One additional pI'O_]eCt (\244) des1gned to restore harbor seals is d1scussed in the Subsistence
. Cluster. - ‘ : \
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Monitor Killer Whales. See Potential Continuing Projects in the shaded box below.

INVITATION FOR FY 98

The Trustee Council expects that the following projects will be continued from FY 97 and
invites proposals for work planned for FY 98. Their FY 98 costs are estimated below.

FY 98 \001 Condition and Health of Harbor Seals $48,100
\064 Monitoring of Harbor Seals in PWS $150,000
\170 Isotope Ratio Studies of Marine Mammals $110,000

Total FY 98: $308,100

Potential Continuing Projects. The following project was funded in FY 97. The Trustee
Council has not made a commitment to continue it in FY 98 because of uncertainty about its
scope, cost, or priority in terms of the overall restoration program. The Council expects to
veceive a proposal to fund this project in FY 98.

Memniter Killer Whales (\012). Since FY 93, the Trustee Council has supported annual
monitoring of resident and transient killer whales in Prince William Sound. This work has
included research on genetic characteristics and contaminant Ievels of killer whales, and a GIS-
based study on their movements and predation on harbor seals. Most of this research is
expected to conclude in FY 97. In FY 98, the Trustee Council invites a proposal to confinue
data analysis and manuscript preparation, as well as monitoring by the photo ID technique.
In addition, the Council will consider a proposal to explore and develop an audio-based

monitoring technique, building on current work using the photo ID technique and the
hydrophone at Chenega Bay. Research on killer whales in British Columbia indicates that it
is possible to identify individual pods and families and to track their movements on the basis
of sound. Such an approach may provide a cost-effective basis for a long-term monitoring

program.

New Projects.

Research Harber Seal Declines Using Fatty Acids. Recent advances in the analysis of fatty
acids in marine mammals, including preliminary work on harbor seals as part of project \064,
suggest that this technigue is an excellent tool for studying the diet and trophic status of
harbor seals. This information may be crucial in determining the factors responsibie for the
continued decline of harbor seals. The Trustee Council invites a proposal that extends the
preliminary analyses of fatty acids in harbor seals and their prey.

Alaska SealLife Center. The Alaska SeaLife Center will be available for research in FY 98.
This state-of-the-art facility will be appropriate for a variety of studies, inclading, for
example, effects of nutrition, oil, or other variables on the fatty acids, blood chemistry,
physiology, behavior, and productivity of marine mammals. Work on population genetics,
also may be appropriate. See page 32 for more information on the Alaska SeaLife Center.

Proposals for additional projects are welcome.
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- - Nearshore Ecosystem
(sea otters, river otters harlequm ducks, pngeon guullemots biack
oystercatcheﬂ’s, mussels clams;, intertidal/subtidal communities)

The nearshore ecosystem mcludes the commumty of plants and animals that inhabit the
intertidal and shallow subtidal waters along shorelines. Much of the spilled oil was deposited
in this zone, and there were additional disturbances during clean-up activities. The status of
individual resources for which there is new (FY 96) information follows.

Based on the insights of local observers, it is evident that the sea otter 'is, abundant in much of
Prince William Sound. However, surveys continue to indicate that recovery has not occurred
in the heavily oiled area around northern Knight Island. Studies conducted during 1989-91 -
found several biochemical and behavioral differences between river otters in oiled and unoiled
areas in Prince William Sound. ' Some of the biochemical differences. persist through 1996,
suggesting the possibility of continued exposure to hydrocarbons. There were no differences
in 1996 in river otter body mass between oiled and unoiled areas.

‘No harlequin broods were observed in oiled areas of western Prince William Sound in FY' 94, "
FY 95, and FY 96, and it seems evident ‘that harlequin productivity. is lower in western than
in eastern Prince William Sound. In addition, data from adult females carrying radio
transmitters suggest lower survival at oiled versus unoiled sites. Whether these differences

.are a result of the oil spill or other factors has not yet been determined. Surveys of plgeon
guillemots have not shown any statlstlcally significant ev1dence -of a post-spill populatlon '
increase. The results of FY 96 analyses of blood chemlstry are not yet available.

STRATEGIES FOR FY 98 AND BEYOND -

Research Mechmsms Constrmmng Reeovery

Nearshore Vertebrate Predator Project (1025). 'This research was 1mt1ated in FY 95 as an
integrated approach to determine whether sea otters, river otters, harlequin"ducks, and
pigeon gulllemots are recovermg and whether recruitment processes, contmumg exposure
to oil, or food availability are factors limiting recovery. FY 96 was the first year of full-
scale effort on this project, and it already is yielding important insights. For example,
initial results do not indicate that food is constraining recovery of sea ottes, even though
numbers remain lower than pre- sp111 levels on Knight Island. Field work is expected to
continue through FY 98; only closeout funding is anticipated i m FY 99. '

Harlequm Duck Genetics (\161).. This research, initiated in FY 96, involves a.nalyzmg
genetic characteristics of hatlequm ducks and tracking color-marked individuals in Prince
William Sound and on Kodiak Island and the Alaska; Penmsula to determine the extent and
* degree of population interchange among the different regions within the spill area. If
- population interchange is limited, recovery of injured populations can occur only through
Lrecrultment of young into these regional populations. "Field and laboratory work for this
- project will be complete in FY 97; only closeout funding is anticipated in FY 98.
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Momnitor the Fate and Persistence of O (\290). The oil that remains in the environment and
the extent and significance of any biological exposure continues to be an important concern of
direct relevance to the recovery status of injured resources and services. The Trustee Council
initiated development of a hydrocarbon database in FY 93 as a way to bring together and
integrate data on hydrocarbon concentrations and biological exposure from several thousand
sediment, tissue, and other samples. The Council expects to continue to support maintenance
of this electronic database for the life of the restoration program (through FY 02).

Pigeon guillemots are also discussed in the Seabird/Forage Fish cluster. One additional project
(\131) to restore clams is discussed in the Subsistence cluster.

INVITATION FOR FY 98

The Trustee Council expects that the following projects will be continued from FY 97 and
invites proposals for work planned for FY 98. Their FY 98 costs are estimated below.

FY 98 \025 Nearshore Vertebrate Predators $1,669,400
\161 Harlequin Genetic Stock I.D. ) $9,500
\290 Hydrocarbon Database $74,800

Total FY 98 $1,753,700

Potential Comtinuing Projects. The following project was funded in FY 97. The Trustee
Council has not made a commitment to continue it in FY 98 because of uncertainty about ifs
scope, cost, or priority in terms of the overall restoration program. The Council expecis to receive
a proposal to fund this project in FY 98.

Harlequin Duck Monitoring and Research (\427). Since FY 92, the Trustee Council has
funded the monitoring of harlequin ducks in Prince William Sound to determine reproductive
success and population trends and structare (\427). Research on population interchange
within regions of the spill area (\161) will be closed out in FY 98; work on the sarvival,
blood chemistry, and bedy condition of adults (\025) will continue through FY 98. Because
the status of harlequin ducks continues to be of concern, the Council will consider supporting
research in FY 98 on factors limiting recovery or other work that will aid their recovery and
long-term management. Proposals must build upon and go beyond prior work and be
designed to dovetail with the harlequin component of NVP (\025).

New Projects.

Black Oystercatcher Monitoring. The Council may consider additional monitoring of black
oystercatchers in FY 98, following a review of the finat report on the FY 96 marine bird boat
surveys in Prince William Sound {(\159).

Alaska Seallife Center. The Alaska SeaLife Center will be available for research in FY 98.
This state-of-the-art facility will be appropriate for a variety of studies; for example, the

- effects of pufrition or oil on the blood chemistry, physiology, behavior, and productivity of

nearshore vertebrate predators. See page 32 for more information on the Sealife Center.

Proposals for additional projects are welcome.
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EP I

vhL 3
4

Seabwleorage Fash & Re!ated Bird Projects |
(bald eagles, common loons common murres, cormorants [3
specnes] Knttlatz s and marhled murrelets plgeon guallemots)

Boat surveys in Prmce Wllham Sound n FY 96 do not prov1de stat1st1cally s1gmﬁcant ev1dence
for a recovery of marbled murrelet plgeon guillemot, common loon, and cormorant
" populations. . The- status of Kltthtz s murrelets in Prince William Sound'is under mvestxgauon -
¢ There have been no mvestlgatlons focusmg on common loons or cormorants s

L

"+ Most of the i mjury to common murres occurred along the outer’ Kena1 coast and around the.=

Barren Islands in lower Cook Inlet. Common murre productivity at the Barren Islands has . .

- _been wrthm normal bounds since: 1993, "and in 1996 the Trustee Council classified the common

1

_murre, as a recovermg specles The bald eagle was declared as fully “recovered” in 1996. -

. ,‘3

STRATEGIES FOR FY 98 AMD BEvouul

- Research Mechams-s ernung Recovery of Marine Bird Populatnous ‘
: Populatlons of several fish—eatmg marine birds and mammals, including marbled murrelets ..
~ pigeon guillemots, and harbor seals, had declmed in.Prince William Sound and the Gulf of -
* Alaska before. the oil splll The oﬂ-related injuries-to these specles "added to the earlier

' : declmes but it is the underlymg causes of the pre—sp111 declmes that may now be 11m1t1ng
s recovery from the spill. The causes of the pre- Spﬂl declines are not known. .

Alaska Predator Ecosystem Experzment (APEX \163). Followmg a pilot pr01ect in FY 94
APEX was initiated to explore the d1str1butlon of forage fish in relation to the behavior and
drstrlbutron of foragmg seabirds and measures of their product1v1ty in Prince erham
) ‘Sound and lower Cook Inlet. This study involves: the common murre plgeon gulllemot .
.-.and black legged k1tt1wake Results to date show that the avarlablhty and quahty of forage
fish.are correlated with' product1v1ty of gulllemots and other seablrds Long-term trawl -

L data; suggest that i 1n the late 1970s there was a major change in the composmon of the L
. northern Gulf of Alaska ecosystem, such that abundant shrlmp, other crustaceans, and "

forage fish were replaced’ by, predatory bottom fish, such as pollock and cod; wh1ch are ..
~less avatlable and less energy—rlch as prey for seabirds.” " Thus, the prelumnary results of
the APEX pI‘O_]eCt support the hypothes1s that changes in food supply are limiting recovery
' of seabird populations. . The Trustee Council anticipates ftmdmg the APEX pro_]ect through -
' FY 99 wrth closeout fundmg only in FY 2000 ; ;¢
Seablrd Genencs (\1 69) In FY 97, the Trustee Councrl funded th1s pro_]ect to examme
‘genetlc relationships within' populatlons of ‘common murres, pigeon- gulllemots and
‘marbled and Klttlltz’s murrelets This work will enable a better understandlng of the
geographlc extent of sprll-affected populatlons which' w1ll aid in understandmg recovery
o processes and factors limiting, recovery. . The Trustee Council ‘expects th1s work to. -
© continue through FY 99, w1th closeout fundmg only in FY 00.: ' SR

Sand Lance Ecology and Natural I-Itstory (l306) In FY 97 the Trustee Council funded a

~basic study of the ecology, dlStl‘lblltlon and. p0pulat10n structure of this forage fish 1 ine

. | lower Cook Inlet This study wtll provide 1mportant background mformatlon for the
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benefit of the APEX project, and it is expected to conclude in FY 99.

Monitor Marine Bird Populations (\144). The Trustee Council has supported monitoring
of common murre productivity (or numbers) since 1989. In FY 97, the Trustee Council is
supporting what is expected to be the final year of monitoring at the Barren Islands. In FY
98, the Trustee Council anticipates support for one season’s work in the Chiswell Islands, near
Resurrection Bay, which have not been visited in several years. No funding for this project
is anticipated beyond FY 98.

Pigeon guillemots are also discussed in the Nearshore Ecosystem cluster.

INVITATION %OR FY 98

The Trustee Council expects that the following projects will be continued from FY 67 and
invites proposals for work planned in FY 98. Their FY 98 costs are estimated below.

FY 98 \144 Common Murre Population Monitoring $50,000
\163 APEX Predator Experiment $1,800,000
\169 Genetics: Murres, Guillemots, Murrelets $78,100
\306 Ecology and Demographics of Pacific Sand Lance $30,000
: Total FY 98: $1,958,100

Potential Continuing Projects. The following three projects were funded in FY 97. The
Trustee Council has not made a commitment to continue them: in FY 98 because of uncertainty
about either their scope, cost, or priority in terms of the overall restoration program. The
Council expects to receive proposals to fund these projects in FY 98.
Status and Ecology of Kittlitz's Murrelet (\142). In FY 96 and FY 97, the Trustee Council
fanded a pilot study on the distribution and ecology of this little-known marine bird in Prince
William Sound, which was added to the list of injured resources in 1995. No recovery
objective has been identified for the Kitthtz's murrelet, and it is hoped that the initial study
will suggest directions for future restoration work, if any. The Council will consider a
proposal for what is expected to be the final year of field work in FY 98,

Prince William Sound Marine Bird Surveys (\159). The Trustee Council last funded a,
series of boat surveys of marine birds and sea ofters in Prince William Sound in FY 96; a
final report and several manuscripts are being prepared on this work in FY 97. These
surveys provide basic population trends for an entire suite of marine birds, and the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service has proposed conducting them every other year. The Council will
evaluate the need for additional boat surveys in FY 98 following review of the final report
being prepared in FY 97.
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{box continued from previous page)
Marbled Murrelet Productivity (\231). In FY 95, the Trustee Council supported a pilot
project to develop a productivity index for monitoring marbled murrelet populations. For FY
97 the Trustee Council tentatively approved additional marbled murrelet work; pending finak
consideration in the context of the APEX project (\163) which will be reviewed in late
February 1997. Depending on the final decision on FY 97 field work, a renewal proposal
for FY 98 may be appropriate.

New Prgjects.

Allaska SealLife Center. The Alaska Sealife Center will be available for research in FY 98.

This state-of-the-art facility will be appropriate for a variety of studies, including, for
example, studies on prey selection and the effects of nutrition, oil, or other variables on the
blood chemistry, physiology, behavior, and productivity of marine birds. There also may
be opportunity to study processes leading to formation of mesting colomies of pigeon
guillemots, a species which readily nests on artificial structures {¢.g., docks). See page 32
for more information on the Alaska SeaLife Center.

Proposals for additienal projects are welcome.
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—A‘rchaeo!ogcaﬂ Resburces

Twenty-four archaeologrcal srtes on pubhc land are lmown to have been adversely affected by
cleanup activities, or by lootmg and vandalism hnked to the spill. Additional sites on private
land may have been injured, but, 'in the civil settlement; the state and federal governments
agreed to use funds recelved from Exxon Corporatron for the restoratron of publlc resources. -

Documented injuries to archaeologlcal resources include the theft of artifacts,. dtsturbance that .
masked clues used to identify and classify sites, violation of ancient burial sites, and
destruction of evidence in layered sediments. ‘At some sites, vegetation was disturbed, which
exposed the sites to accelerated erosion. " In addition, the effect of oil on soil chemistry and
orgamc remains may reduce or. elnmnate the utility of radiocarbon dating in some. srtes '
Most of the vandahsm lmked to the sprll occurred in. 11989 before adequate constraints were
put into place over the activities of oil spill cleanup personnel Archaeologrcal site rnomtormg
in 1994 and 1995 revealed no new disturbance or vandalism. However, in 1996, one site on
the Kenai Peninsula and several sites in the Kodiak Isiand area suffered new damage from
vandahsm o o - :

. STRATEGIES FOREY 98 AND BEYOND

‘ Monrtor Archaeoﬁogrcaﬁ Srtes -

Index Site Monitoring (\0074). The momtonng program for archaeological resources -
consists of periodic checks on sample. ("index") sites to detect further damage from
‘vandalism and looting, and to.gauge the effect of oiling on archaeological deposits.
Annual monitoring began in FY 94 and is expected to contlnue ‘through 2002 unless
injuries dmumsh to an insignificant level.

Site Stewardshtp (\] 49). A three-year site stewardshnp pllot program began in. FY 96 for
Kachemak Bay, Uganik Bay, Uyak Bay, and the Chignik area of the Alaska Peninsula. -
‘The program has selected 24 volunteer site stewards and trained them to ‘monitor
- vandalized archaeological sites in these areas. So far, 21 mJured archaeological sites have
been identified for monitoring by volunteer site stewards. What-is learned from the project
will help in the design of similar volunteer programs elsewhere in the spill area.. FY 98
_ will be the final year of Trustee Council funding for this program. After FY 98 expenses
will be assumed by either volunteer stewards or agency budgets. The FY 98 proposal
should descrrbe plans for contmuatron of the program after FY 98

Envnmraon FOR FY 98

‘The Trustee Councﬂ expects that the followmg pl‘O_]CCtS will be contmued from FY 97 a.nd
invites proposals for work planned in FY 98. Their FY 98 costs are estimated below:

FY 98 \007A Archaeological Site Monitoring $135,000
\149 Archaeological Site Stewardship o - . $66,300 o
o ‘ Total FY 98: = $201,300
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New Projects.

Imitial Site Assessments on Newly Acquired Land. The Trustee Council will consider a
proposal to conduct an initial assessment of archaeofogical sites of concern on Iand recently
acquired by the Trustee Council, The purpose of the assessment would be to confirm spill-
related injuries and ascertain the extent of damage, The principal investigators would report
their findings to the Trustee Council eatly in 1999. If the assessment indicates that certain
sites warrant further monitoring, a proposal may be invited to incorporate these siies into the
Index Site Monitoring Project ({007A) for FY 99.

Before a proposal is submitted for FY 98, the Anchorage Restoration Office would like
to hold a pre-proposal meeting with affected Trustee agencies to discuss 1) archaeological
sites of concern in each parcel already acquired or under negotiation, 2) whether the site has
been or is likely 1o be acquired in fee simple, 3) the value of the site for restoration, and 4)
projected costs over the long-term for both the initial assessment and subsequent monitoring.

Archaeological Repositories. The Trustee Council is considering whether to invite
proposals for facilities to store and display archaeological artifacts recovered as a resuit of
the spill cleanup, damage assessment, and restoration. If the Council decides to invite
proposals for these types of facilities, a separate invitation will be issued. Consequently,

please do not submit proposals for archaeological repositories or display areas at this time.

Proposals for additional projects are welcome, However, at this time no data recovery
efforts are planned for future years although the momtormg program 0@07A) may reveal the
need for further data recovery.

FY 98 Invitation ‘ \ e 23




Subsistence

Subsistence harvests of fish and wildlife in most of the villages in the oil spill region declined
substantially following the spill. The estimated size of the subsistence harvest in pounds per
person now appears-to have returned to prespill levels in some communities, according to
subsistence users through household interviews conducted by the Alaska Department of Fish
and Game. However, the interviews show, that the relative contributions of certain important

" subsistence resources remain unusually low. Subsistence users also report that they have to

travel farther and expend more time and effort to harvest the same amount as they did before
the spill. -

STRATEGEES FOR FY 98 AnD BEYOND

Restore Injured Resources Used for Subsistemce. The most important strategy for -
- subsistence is restoration of the injured resources that are important to subsistence. In that
sense, all projects which address resources used by subsistence harvestcrs are subsistence
restoration projects. 4 :

Emhamce/Repﬂace Subsistemce Resources. Project \131 is aimed at reestablishing local clam
populations. The other projects are aimed at increasing the availability of salmon near
- subsistence communities as a re]placement resource for subsnstence resources mjured by the
spill. |
' Chugach Region Clam Restoration (\131). This pﬂot pro_]ect is designed to reestablish local
populations of littleneck clams near the Native villages of Port Graham, Nanwalek,
Tatitlek, and Eyak. The Trustee Council anticipates providing a continuation level of
funding in FY 98 ($365,000). While the project is expected to continue through FY 99,
a decision on funding beyond FY 98 will be made following an assessment of the project’s
results at that time. ' ‘
Remote Release of Salmon (\127). This project is creating a coho salmon run near Tatitlek
through the remote release of 20,000 smolt annually in Boulder Bay. Coho are currently
returning to Tatitlek and are being used by subsistence and sport fishermen. Trustee
Council funding is expected through one coho life cycle (through FY 99).

Instream Habitat Improvements (1220,1247, \263). Project \220 is striving to increase wild -
salmon production in eastern Prince William Sound through instream fisheries habitat
improvements, such as creation of deeper pools, protected backwaters, and additional
cover. The Trustee Council expects to provide only closeout funding in FY 98. Project
\247, first funded by the Council in FY 97, will install instream incubation boxes in the
Kametolook River near the Alaska Peninsula village of Perryville in an effort to enhance
“a coho salmon run. Council funding is anticipated through FY 2002. In FY 97, Project
\263 is evaluating enhancement, possibilities for four salmon streams near Port Graham.
Enhancement techniques are anticipated to be implemented in FY 98, with closeout funding
provided in FY 99. :
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Sockeye Salmon Stocking. (1256B). In FY 96, a feasibility study funded by the Trustee
Council verified the ability of Solf Lake, located on Knight Island near the community of
Chenega Bay, to support a populatlon of sockeye salmon Stocking of the lake will begm :
in FY 98 and 'is expected to continue through FY 2002. '~ ’

Port Graham Pink Salmon Project (1225). This project w111 supply pink salmon in the Port
Graham area during the broodstock development phase of the Port Graham hatchery. F1ve
years of Councll fundmg (through FY 2000) are expected

Increase Involvement of Subsistence Users in the Restoration Process. :
Community Facilitators (10524). Since FY 96, the Trustee Council has funded a spill-area-
wide commumty coordinator, as well as community facilitators in Tatitlek, Chenega Bay,

" Cordova, Valdez Port Graham, Nanwalek, Seldovia, Seward, Kodiak Island region, and
Alaska Peninsula region, to facilitate communication and interaction among the Council,
scientists, and community residents. The Council anticipates fundmg this effort throughout

. the life of the restoration program (FY 2002).

' Youth Area Watch (\210) "FY 97 is the second year of a pilot program that involves
students from Chenega Bay, Tatitlek, Cordova, Valdez, Whittier, and Seward in ongoing
restoration projects. FY 98 is the final year of this pilot effort. A decision on funding
beyond FY 98 will be made following an assessment of the project’s results at that tlme
mcludmg evidence of commltments from other funding sources. - .

Subsistencé Conference (1286). In FY 97 the Trustee Council provided planning funds for
a Community Conference on Subsistence and the Oil Spill (a follow-up to the conference
sponsored by the Council in FY 95). The Council ant1c1pates prov1d1ng funds for the
conference itself in FY 98 : \ \ ,

Community—based Harbor Seal Management (1244). Since FY 94, the Council has funded
an effort to involve subsistence hunters in harbor seal management. Efforts in FY 97
"include blosamplmg by Native seal hunters and workshops for hunters and sc1ent1sts to
exchange knowledge. FY 98 is expected to be the final year of Council support for this
project, with future efforts to be undertaken by the Alaska Native Harbor Seal Commission
using non-Trustee Council fundmg ;

Test for Food Safety. Results of tests on food samples conducted during 1989-94 mdlcated

) ~ that most resources contained no or very low concentrations of petroleum hydrocarbons (that

is, levels that pose no risk to human health). However, residual oil exists on some beaches

' near subsistence communities, and users continue to voice concerns about the safety of

subsistence foods. In FY 95, volunteers were trained in 19 communities in the spill area tp
ship samples of abnormal resources to participating scientists for analysis (95279). In
addition, a resource abnormalities hotline has been established at the Alaska Department of
Fish and Game. In FY 97, funding was provided to continue the hotline, the shipment of .
_ samples, and the replacement of sampling kit components (\052A). The need for funding in
FY 98 and beyond will be determined following a review of the FY 97 project. -
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INVITATION FOR FY 98

The Trustee Council expects that the following projects will be continued from FY 97 and
invites proposals for work planned in FY 98. Their FY 98 costs are estimated below.

FY 98 \052A Community Involvement $250,000
\127 Tatitlek Coho Salmon Release $12,000
\131 Chugach Native Region Clam Restoration $365,000
\210 Youth Area Watch $150,000
\220 Eastern PWS Habitat Restoration $12,000
\225 Port Graham Pink Salmon Project $75,000
\244 Community-Based Harbor Seal Mgt. $85,000
\247 Kametolook River Coho Salmon Project $13,800
\256B Sockeye Salmon Stocking at Solf Lake $143,500
\263 Port Graham Stream Enhancement $115,000
\286 Elders/Youth Conference $111,100

Total FY 98: $1,332,400

Potential Continuing Projects. The following project was funded in FY 97. The Trustee
Council has not made a commitment to continue this pilot project in F¥ 98.
Traditional Ecological Knowledge (\0528). As part of its community involvement effort,
in FY 97 the Trustee Council funded this pilot project to explore and facilitate the use of
traditional ecological knowledge (TEK) in the restoration of injured resources and services.
The Council anticipates receiving a proposal to continue the project in FY 98. Funding in
FY 98 will be contingent upon a favorable review of the resuits of the FY 97 project.

New Projects. The Trustee Council anticipates submittal of additional projects from spill area
communities as a result of community oufreach underway through Project \052. To be
considered by the Council, proposals must be designed to restore the resources or services listed
on page 38 of this invitation. Proposals to restore the service of subsistence must aim to restore
the natural resources (that is, the fish and wildlife) upon which subsistence depends.

Project proposals should follow the guidelines which begin on page 31. I you would like
help in preparing your proposal, please contact Martha Viasoff, the Community Involvement
Loordinator, at the Anchorage Restoration Office {phone 907-278-8012 or 800-478-7745). °
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Heductlon of Marme Pollution

Most coastal commumtles in‘the splll area have a l1m1ted ab111ty to collect and properly d1spose
of wastes such as oﬂy brlge ‘water, used engine- -oil, pa1nts solvents, and lead-acid’ batterres ,
lmproper dlsposa.l of these types of wastes in commumty landfills adversely affects the quality
of nearby marine waters through runoff- and leachate In some cases these wastes are

d1scharged dlrectly mto marme waters. ’ ', ) S

f . , .
- . . N i

Chromc marine pollutlon places added stress on fish and wrldllfe Tesources and thereby may
delay ‘the recovery of resources mjured by the oil sp111 In fact ‘with regard to the mortality of ,
seabnrds chromc marme pollutton is beheved to be at least as unportant as large-scale SplllS

Y
5t

1111

STRATEGEES FOR FY. 98 AND BEYOND -,

' ) .
- : - ' -
. ) PO 3,

Reduce Marme Pollutron The Trustee Council has funded two prOJects to réduce manne oo
pollutlon the Sound Waste. Management Plan (\115) and the Kod1ak Island Borough Master
Waste Managerient Plan (\304). A final report forthe Kodlak project will be submitted in *

November 1997; a proposal for unplementanon of the plan may be cons1dered after rev1ew of

the final-report. -

“r

" Sound Waste Management Pro;ect (l115) In FY 95 and FY 96 the Trustee Counc11 ,

‘funded development of the Sound Waste Management Plan for-waste streams entering:
" Prince William Sound. In FY 97, the Council funded the acqursltlon -of waste oil

. Zmanagement eqmpment and the construction of env1ronme11tal operating stations in each’

i+ of the five communities in the Sound (Cordova; ‘Valdez Chenega Tatitlek, Whittier). -

Although the pro_]ect is expected to-be completed in FY 97, it may be necessary to consider
. a modest fequest for funding i in FY 98 for a project completlon report and pl'O_]eCt rev1ew7
'Vmeetmgs or br1eﬁngs by the commumty over31ght commrttee . ,

INVITATONFORFY®8 . o j

o

“The Trustee Council expects that the following ‘project -will be continued from FY 97 and .
 invites a proposal for work planned i in FY'98. The prOJect S Sponsors estimated $75,000 for
prOJect closeout in FY 98, but this figure has not been rev1ewed and may be htgh It is
presented here as a maxunum for planmng purposes .

FY 98" \115 Sound Waste ManagementPlan T T e75,000 _
o o S U/, - Total FY98: . - . $75000

New Projects. No new projects have been jdentified, but project proposals are welcome.

-y
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" Habitat i'mprovémeht

The Trustee Councxl protects the habltat of injured resources and services primarily by
acquiring land that would otherwise be used i in ways that might hinder recovery. The Council
also supports other means of protecting and restormg habitat.- For example, habitat along fish
spawning“streams could be restored by diverting foot traffic or by revegetating trampled
shorelmes Projects in thns cluster protect habrtat by means other than acquiring land.

STRATEGIES FOR FY 98 AND BEYOND

Restore Habitat and Enhance Recreation along the Kenai River (\180). This project, first
approved by the Trustee Council in FY 96, will protect and restore degraded shoreline habitat
on public land needed for maintenance of a healthy salmon run on the Kenai River. The -
project also will enhance and direct recreational use of the riverbanks. Techniques include
revegetation, streambank restoration, elevated ‘boardwalks, floating docks access stairs,

fencing, signs, and interpretive displays. In FY 96, the emphasis was on planning and design.

In FY 97 and FY 98, the emphasis will be on construction and implementation. FY 98 is
expected to be the final year of Council funding for this project.

INVITATION FOR FY 98

‘ The Trustee Council expects tttait the following project will be continued from FY 97 and
invites. a proposal for work planned for FY 98. The FY 98 cost of tlus project is estimated
below. : , ‘

FY 98 \180 Kenai Habitet Restoration/Recreation . . ) - $834,000

Potential Continuing Prejects.

Valdez Duck Fiats (\230). In FY 97, the Trustee Council funded a one-year project to]
identify sensitive habitats for injured species using the Valdez Duck Flats and to explore ways
to minimize impacts of increased visitor use on those habitats. Implementation of the habitat
improvement plan being developed through this effort may be appropriate for Council
funding in FY 98. Funding will be contingent upon a review of the FY 97 results and the
restoration value of the improvements proposed.

28" ' ‘ FY 98 Invitation

| .| |




Ecosystem Synthesis

The restoration program has reached the stage at wﬁich_ integration and synthesis of what is
being learned from various restoration projects is appropriate. This synthesis effort will enable

the Trustee Council and the public to view the effects of the oil spill and the long-term .

restoration and management of mJured resources and’ services from an ecosystem-level

perspective. This is particularly important now that three large-scale projects are underway

(the Sound Ecosystem Assessment\320, the Nearshore Vertebrate Predator Project\025, and

the Apex Predator Ecosystem Expemnent\163) and many of the projects on individual species -

are mature and producing solid results. ' As we approach the final payment from Exxon

Corporation in the year 2001, the restoration program w111 mcreasmgly focus on an integrated,
ecological approach.

STRATEGIES FOR FY 98 AND IEYOND

Prepare a Model of Research Results (\300). In FY 97 the Trustee Council is supporting

a preliminary effort to work with various principal investigators (some of whom are modeling
experts associated with the three ecosystem projects -- SEA, NVP, and APEX) and several
modelers at academic institutions to identify potential data sets and possible approaches for
development of one or more models integrating the results of ecological studies sponsored by
the Council. This preliminary effort is being managed by the Council’s Chief Scientist.

For FY 98 the Council invites proposals for actual modeling work. To be cons1dered by
the Council, any modelmg proposal must help address practical management questlons and
. identify cost-effective indicators of the status and health of the ecosystem. A decision to fund

a proposal in FY 98 will depend on the results of the planmng and explorations underway in
FY 97 : i

INVITATION FbR FY 98

The following project may be continued from FY 97. A decision to fund a proposal in FY 98
will depend on the results of the planning and explorations underway in FY 97. The pr03ect S
FY 98 cost is estimated below.

" FY 98 \300 Synt‘hesis‘ of Scientific Findings from EVOS Prograin ] $260,000

New Projects, No new projects have been identified, but project proposals are welcome.

'FY 98 Invitation . .- . . EEE
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GENERAL lNSTRUCT!ONS FOR SUBMITT!NG A PROPOSAL

S e All proposals must be I‘CCClVCd in the Anchorage Restoratlon Ofﬁce by Apnﬂ 155 199‘7
- Proposals are reguu'ed for all contlnulng pro;ects, as well as for- new mo;ects

o Al proposals should be- for federal ﬁscal year 1998 (F Y 98) wh1ch is the penod October 1
| 1997 through September 30, 1998 I oo ‘ .

o Three paper coples and one electromc copy of a Detarled Pr03ect Descnptron (DPD) '
s prepared per the format and content instructions (pages 36-45), must be submitted. Electronic '

_ copies.must be on an IBM compatrble disk in WordPerfect for DOS or. WordPerfect for ’
) :,Wmdows e LTl e x ; \

c o Three paper’ cop1es and one e1ectromc .copy of the Detalled Budget, prepared per the format o
\ and content instructions (pages 46-59), must. be subm1tted ‘An IBM-formatted disk
, contalnmg the Excel budget form is available from the Anchorage Restoratron Ofﬁce

. ,Sendyourproposalbymallto e el T e T .

’ . Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Councll T e
Anchorage Restoration Office - S ‘
. 645 G Street, Su1te 401 e . LI
Anchorage AK 99501 : "» A ':,;. .‘, ‘ o e

. The electromc copy may be sent by e-marl to Sandra Schubert at
’ sandras@ollsplll state.ak.us - ° e
. No fab{es\ please.
o *'All proposals and budgets submrtted to the Trustee Councll are con51dered pubhc documents
: 'and W111 be ava11ab1e for public rev1ew : ~

° If you have questlons about subrmttmg a proposal or would 11ke help convertmg a good 1dea '
' ' into a proposal, call the Anchorage Restoratlon Ofﬁce ,
'~ 907-278-8012 o
11-800-478-7745 toll free within Alaska
o T 1\,{800-283 -7745 toll free outsrde JAlaska

4

annual or ﬁnal report for. peer review unless other arrangements have been 'made with the
Anchorage Restoration Office.: Work with your lead agency to'submit your report or request an
extended due date F Y 98 prOJects wzll not be authorzzed for any mvestzgator who has an overdue
report. : . “y : :

If the Trustee: Counc11 flmded your prOJect in FY 96 by Aprﬁl 15, 1997 you must submlt your .
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D»TE@NALNS“E“RUCTEONS FOR CERTAEN Puoposeus

=% If you represent a prrvate orgaurzuﬁrou, a uouspmﬁr gr‘uup9 or a state aageucy or
university from a state other than Alaska... \

and your proposal is for-a research or monitoring project, you may wantto submrt your proposal
through the Broad Agency Amrouncemem (BAA) process, as well as to the Anchorage
Restorarron Office

Requrrements of state and federal law preclude the Trustee Council fiom giving project funds
directly to private entities, including non-profit’organizations, and to state agencres or
universities from states other than Alaska. Rather, a competitive: solicitation process.is required.
- This solicitation can occur after the Council approves funding for a project, through issuance of f
" -a Request for Proposals (RFP). Under the RFP approach, you would compete against other .~
_bidders for the funds to implement your proposal. Or this solicitation can occur before the °
Council approves funding for a project, through issuance of a Broad Agency Announcement
(BAA) by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Admmlstratlon (NOAA). Under the BAA
* approach, if the Council approves fundmg for your project, you can begm contract negotlauons
- with NOAA without a further competitive sohcrtatlon " -

A part of this Invitatron, NOAA is issuing a BAA on behalf of the Trustee Council, requesting
proposais for any of the research or monitoring topics identified in this invitation. To submit
your proposal through the BAA process, submit a paper copy of your DPD and budget to NOAA
at the address below by 2:00 p.m. on April 15, 1997. (This is in addition to the three copies of
the DPD and budget that must be submitted to the Anchorage Restoration Ofﬁce ) Include the

x words "submrtted under the BAA" as part of your project’s title. )

More mformatron mc]ludmg proposal evaluation criteria, is contained in the Broad Agency
’Announcement itself (BAA #52ABNA700049), which is- avarlable from NOAA ’
Ms. Heide Sickles . S
NOAA, WASC, Procurement Drvrsmn WC33 - o
7600 Sand Point Way NE, Bin C15700
. Seattle, WA 98115 - .
) »Telephone (206) 526-6262

. Research or monitoring proposals subrmtted to NOAA under the BAA will be evaluated by thc
. Trustee Councll at the same time as other proposals submrtted to the Councﬂ

Please note: State of Alaska and federal agencies, including the University of Alaska, can be

funded duecﬂy by the Trustee Councrl and should not submit proposals through the- BAA process.

=p 'If you would like to eouduer your work at the Alas]lm Seaﬂ’_.mﬁ'e Cemer )
.indicate this in the desrgnated place on the first page of your Detailed PI‘OJ ect Descnpuon The " -
Alaska SeaLife Center is scheduled to open for research in FY 98, presently January 1998,
‘with some access as. early as November 1997 In order to ensure that space at the Center is
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available and appropriate, proposals that indicate use of the Center in FY 98 or‘ future years
will be forwarded to the Center’s Executive Director for screening before the Trustee Council
makes its funding decisions.

The Alaska SeaLife Center is a non-profit research center being built in Seward, about 120
miles south of Anchorage. The site is.on the Gulf of Alaska at the head of Resurrection Bay
on the Kenai Peninsula coast, west of Prince William Sound. The Center is connected with
Anchorage by road and air. It is owned by_mc City of Seward and operated as an independent
501(c)(3) with an independent board and management staff. The University of Alaska
Fairbanks presently provides peer review services for scientific proposals for work to be
conducted at the Center. The Trustee Council contributed $25 million toward its construction.

The Alaska Sealife Center is dedicated to the study of the marine ecosystems of Alaskan
waters through a combined program of research, rehabilitation, and public education. The
focus is on Alaskan marine mammals, marine birds, and fish, and especially on species injured
by the Exxon Valdez oil spill. The Center has three major components: (1) a section dedicated
to research, that includes wet and dry laboratories and holding tanks, and animal handling,
food preparation, quarantine, and necropsy areas, (2) a large and integrated rehabilitation
section, where critically-injured or sick animals can be treated and studied for the purpose of
improving rehabilitation techniques, and (3) a visitor section where the pub]lic can view the
Center's scientific program, see the species involved, and ]leam about the marine environment
and research in Alaska.

The Alaska SealLife Center is designed to simultaneously support multiple research projects.
The Center itself does not at this time fund research projects, but will make facilities available
‘to scientific investigators for a modest bench fee. The Center will also have office,
conference, and library space available for resident and visiting scientists. :

Proposers interested in using the Alaska Seal ife Center are encouraged to discuss their proposals
with its scientific director, Dr. Mike Castellini, before submitting a proposal to the Trustee
Council. ,

Dr. Mike Castellini

Institute of Marine Sciences

University of Alaska Fairbanks

Fairbanks, AK 99775

Telephone (907) 474-6825

e-mail: mikec@ims.alaska.edu.

=p [Ifyou are am employee of a Trustee Council agency... ,
your agency may have additional, internal requirements related to the preparation and- submma]l
of proposals. Contact your agency liaison about internal requnrements '
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EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS -

Policy and Legal Rewew -
'To be eligible for funding, proposals must be des1gned to restore, replace enhance, or

" acquire the equlvalent of natural resources injured as a result of the oil spill or the reduced

or lost services provided by such resources. In addltlon, proposals must be consistent with

" the policies i in the Restoration Plan adopted by. the Trustee Council i in November 1994

(available upon request from the Anchorage Restoration Office). Trustee Council staff will-
also review each proposal for completeness and for adherence to the: format and content
1nstructlons contalned in pages 36-45 of tlus document

© Scientific Review... :_’.

All proposals are subject to mdependent sc1ent1ﬁc review, conducted by the Councﬂ's Chief
Scientist and nationally recognized scientific reviewers who are familiar with past restoration
work and are experts in their scientific ﬁelds The sclentlﬁc reviewers evaluate proposals

. according to the following criteria:

_"1.The scientific merits of the proposal as demonstrated through (a) understandmg of the

‘problem, (b) soundness of the technical approach, (c) irnovation and’ umqueness of the -
proposal, and (d) feasrblllty (i.e., prospects for the proposal's success).

2. The extent to which the proposal will help achieve the restoratlon objectlves
" identified for a given resource:

3. The proposer's capablhtles experience, and record of past performance as well as

' the experience and qualifications of key personnel and whether facilities or other factors

integral to the proposal’s success are available to 'support the proposal

4.  The cost effectiveness of the proposal

You'may be asked to respond to scientific review comments on your proposal or to rev1se
your proposal to address concerns of the sc1ent1ﬁc reviewers. : :

Budget Review... - .
Trustee Council staff will examine each proposal’s budget for consistency with its proposed

" research/restoration obJectlves and for adherence to the budget instructions contained in.
. pages '46-59 of this. document. You may be asked to- respond to budget rev1ew questions, or

"~ torevise your budget to address budgetary concerns. ’

Public Advnsory Group Review... . ]
Proposals will also be reviewed by ‘the Trustee Council’s  Public Advrsory Group,
17—member group representmg a-cross-section of interest groups affected by the oil spill.

Public Comment and Funding Decision...

" The Council's Executrve Director will use the recommendatlons of the Chref Scientist, the

Public Advisory Group, and staff to compile a draft work plan that identifies projects
recommended for funding in FY 98. The draft plan will be circulated for public comment
in June 1997. The Council is expected to decide on the final FY 98 work plan in August
1997. Unanimous agreement of all six Council members is required to fund a proposal.
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IF YOUR PROPOSAL lS FUNED BY THE TRUSTEE
| COUI\SCIL

t Funds approved by the Trustee Counc1l in August 1997 should be available for expendrture on

. October 1, 1997 (the begmmng of federal fiscal year:1998). Authonzatlon to spend will be

provided by the Council’s Executive Director on a prOJect-by-pro_]ect basis once a project’s

- compliance-with the National Envuonmental Policy Act (NEPA) is documented, any specific

. conditions spelled out by the Couricil in their approval motion are addressed and the pnnc1pal .
1nvest1gator is current on the Councll’s reporting requlrements : -

%
f
P

Dunng pro_]ect unplementatron pnnc1pal mvestrgators (PIs) will be requlred to. do the followlng

°. Provnde a quarterly report omn your projeet’s progress to the Anchorage Restoration
" Office. The report must indicate whether your project’s major tasks (as identified in the
Detailed Pl‘OjeCt Descnptron) are berng accomplrshed accordmg to schedule and ﬂag any
srgmﬁcant problems being encountered. The report typlcally consists of a few sentences on
_aform supplled by the Anchorage Restoratlon Ofﬁce through the lead Trustee agency

° Attend the Annual Restoratnon Workshop in Anehorage Next year’s workshop w111 be
* " held in Anchorage for three days during the penod January 15-24 (actual dates to be
" announced later). -For the workshop, all Pls must submit.an abstract describing their most
" recent year’s work. PIs may also be asked to prepare a poster or g1ve a presentatlon at the
: workshop ' '

~© ' Possibly attendl 2 technical revrew session. Each year, the Trustee Councﬂ's Chref Scientist
schedules workshops on several areas of research Review sessions are usually held in the
_ fall or early winter in Anchorage but may occur at other times and locatlons Selectlon of
" the dates of the rev1ew sessions takes mto account PIs schedules o

oo By Apml 15 of eaeh year, submnt for peer revnew an annuzl or: ﬁnal report Annual
reports are requlred on multr-year projects. ' Final reports are’ required upon project
completlon Reports on projects funded for FY 98 will be due April 15, 1999. PlIs must
‘revise all final reports to respond to peer: review comments, if any; revision of annual reports

~ is not required. All reports are made available to the pubhc through the Oil Splll Public

~ Information Center. (For more infofmation, see Procedures: - for. the Preparation and
Dlstrzbutzon of Reports avaJIable from the Anchorage Restoratron Ofﬁce) PIs are also
 strongly encouraged to publlsh resu.lts of theu' work in the peer reviewed hterature

e Maintain any data recorded duwng the course of the project and make it avarlable to
. other researchers and interested partles upon request. The’ Trust funds are pub11c funds;
‘ therefore all data collected must be’ accessrble to the pubhc . -

All pro_]ect ﬁmds are adrmmstered by one of the six Trustee agenc1es PIs wrll be notlﬁed of i
which agency will administer therr pro_1ect (who w111 be the Lead Trustee Agency) after all
proposals have been rev1ewed

l
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FORMAT AND CONTENT: = -
DETAELE PROJECT DESCRIPTION (DPD)

This section contains instructions for preparing Detailed ‘Proj ect De‘scriptions (DPDs) As

_discussed earlier, DPDs will be reviewed for scientific merit, consistency-with Trustee Council
legal requirements-and pohc1es and adherence to the content and format instructions that follow.
Following these instructions will facilitate proposal review and assist Trustee Council staff i in
compllmg the DPDs for publication i in the FY 98 Work Plan.

Gie?naéraﬂf Formatting Instructions

° ngmm WordPerfect for Wmdows or WordPerfect for DOS, IBM compat1ble
. ° V Fcnt Tnnes Roman 12 pomt or. sumlar
°. Man‘gﬁns. Top and bottom 0.75"; left and right 1.0"
. Juzstﬁﬁcaticn; Left F
o Header. None
- ° Footer. On each page - date ptepared, page number, project number
o First page. Must be a stand;alone page. The information on the first page will be entered i
into the Restoration Office database so that it can be revised as needed by Trustee Counc11
staff -- for example, when a number is assigned to a new project, when a lead agency is
assigned to a project proposed by a non-Trustee organization, when budget numbers.are
- revised, or when a change in the pro_]ect's scope necessitates a change in the abstract. Staff
will then produce an up-to-date first page when needed -- for example, when pubhshmg the
i FY 98 Work Plan:
e xPerscnnel information and literature citations. Use a separate page at the conclusion of
 the DPD. These pages may be detached ﬁom the DPD prior to its pub11cat10n in the FY 98
Work Plan o
° Cover ietters Will be accepted but will not be pubhshed

The followmg pages contaln add1t10na1 formatting ; mstructlons and content requlrements
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| Pr@gect Tntle (Descrrptwe, Maxrmum 30 Cltar"actetr’s)9 if the Project is 30\‘2)’@
Submitted Under the Eroad Ageney Ann@uncement add "Submitted ‘; A
Under the BAA" to the Tﬂtle (see page 32 ﬁbr a dﬂscussmn @f the BAA)

-

J/ 2 c_armaa_‘e re+uvn$

Pro_;ect Numbe@fe w\w [For contmmng pI'OJeCtS the last three d1g1ts of the 1997 pro_lect
~ number preceded by "98"; otherw1se, leave blank) :

y Restoratlon Category : (Research Momtonng, or General Restoration if known
, . | otherwise; leave blank) - - . P
‘Proposer - .| (Name of Trustee Council' agency or other organrzatron --

. | University, individual, etc.) _
Lead Trustee Agency - | (If known -- ADEC, ADFG; ADNR DOI NOAA USFS)
Cooperatmg Agencies: - (Trustee agencies in addition to the lead agency, if : any, that w111
: | receive funding under the project in FY 98) '
Alaska SeaLlfe Center: (Type 'yes" if this project intends to use the Alaska Seaere
; . 1 Center in FY 98 or future years; otherwise, leave blank)
o Duratron: ‘ ‘ | (What year in the project's life FY 98 is, and the number of
‘ o federal fiscal years -- October Ist to September 30th -- during
which ﬁmdmg has been recelved or will be requested from the
Trustee Council: for example "2nd year 3-year pro_]ec 'or "1st
year, 1-year project”) =
(The amount of funding requested for expendlture in FY 98;
show all dollar amounts in $000,000 format) . L
(An estlmate of the amount of ﬁmdmg, if any, that wﬂl be
requested for expenditure in FY 99) =~ .
(An estimate of the amount of flmdmg, if any, that w111 be L
requested for expenditure i inFY 00) \
(An estimate of the - -amount of flmdlng, if any, that will be
‘- : .+ requested for expendrture inFY01) - '
" CostFYO02: - ©~ ' |(Anestimate of the amount of ﬁmdmg, if any, that w111 be
T .. |requested for expenditure in FY- 02) ' , - S
‘ Gecgraphic Area: IR (Locatlons where field work will-be conducted: e.g. Pnnce
| William Sound, Kodiak, Kenai Peninsula) ~ . " |
' In_]ured Resource/ Serv1ce (The resource-: or related service, if apphcable -- lIl_]lll'Cd by the
‘ : ' |oil spill that the project is designed to restore; see Table 4 on the )
b\o‘{;’&("" ' .1 |nextpage for: alist of 1n_]ured fesources and servwes) “
‘?@o N \l 2 camo.ge re:\ums R
(’ABSTRACT v . .
L | coveioge refuen - ‘ ' Lo
Prov1de a brief (8 lines or less) abstract of the pI'O_]eCt - basrcally, what the pl'O_] ject would do
. If the project is simply a close-out of previous years' work, say so. The abstract may. be
" edited for clanty, brev1ty and readablhty by Trustee Councﬂ staff -

CostFY 98:
- Cbst_FY 99 ’

Cost FY 00:

l'Vl(le(\l' O\{dr so (h_a\|'§hM€ﬂT

CostFY 01

1

Please start a'new page after the abstract

T - . 'r‘ . ) _ y . ) B ‘ o A N . B i . , N ‘ - '-V' ' [ 3 '
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Please make sure this is the beginning of a new page.

INTRODUCTION

¥
What is the restoration effort being proposed? If the proposal is a continuation of a previous
project, include a description of past efforts and results (reference projects funded in previous
fiscal years and describe what has been done and what has been learned and accomplished to
date), a description of the work being undertaken in FY 97, a description of the proposed FY
98 project, and the work planned for the future (each year until project completion). Also
identify any other restoration projects to which the proposal is linked. Provide other
background necessary to understanding the proposal.

Y 2 cavviage returns before eacln heading

NEED FOR THE PROJECT
V\ cavviage veturn before each sub-heading
A. Statement of Problem 5 sub -haod ings in bold

What is the problem the project is designed to address? Discuss which injured resource or
service the project is designed to restore. Only projects that are designed to restore the
resources or services identified in Table 4 will be evaluated for FY 98 unless new scientific
or local knowledge shows that other resources experienced a population-level injury or
continuing sublethal effect. However, a project may address resources not listed in Table 4
if it will benefit an injured resource or service. For example, it may be permissible to
focus activities on a resource not listed in Table 4 if the activities will help subsistence or
commercial fishing. ‘

Table 4. Resources and Services Injured by the Spill

30
INJURED RESOURCES LOST or REDUCED
SERVICES
Recovered Net Recovered Recovery Unkmowmn Commercial fishing
Bald eagle Cormorants (3 species) | Black oystercatcher Passive uses ’
Harbor seal Clams Recreation and Tourism
Recovering Harlequin duck Common loon including sport fishing, sport
Archaeological resources Killer whale (AB pod) Cutthroat trout hunting, and other recreation
Common murres Marbled murrelet Designated uses
Intertidal communities Pacific herring wilderness areas Subsistence
Mussels ‘ Pigeon guillemot Dolly Varden
Pink salmon Sea otter (in oiled Kittlitz's murrelet
Sediments western PWS) River otter
Sockeye salmon Rockfish
Subtidal communities

Source: Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Restoration Plan, Update on ][n_]ured Resources and Services,
September 1996
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- Why should the work be done" D1scuss how the project. would address the problem - that is,
+ help Tecovery. The Trustee Councﬂ’s comprehensrve approach to,the festoration of mjured s
" _resources and services, as outlined i in the Restoration Plan,, includes. research, momtonng,

general restoration, habitat protectlon/acqulsltlon and estabhshment of a restoration reserve.
~ This invitation invites proposals for research projects (wh1ch provide information needed to |
- restore an 1n_]ured resource or serv1ce), monitoring projects (which gather information about

. how.resources and services are recovering or whether restoration activities are successful), -

‘and general restoration projects (wh1ch improve the rate of natural recovery by d1rect1y
mampulatlng the env1ronment managlng human uses, or reducmg pollut1on)

. If your proposal is for a resear arch pro_]ect descnbe how the mformatlon developed by the .
proposal will contribute to ach1ev1ng recovery objectives. Give specific examples whenever
'possible. For monitoring projects, explain why momtonng needs to be done this year or on”
the schedule being proposed For. general restoration projects, describe what w111’ be
produced:or accomphshed that wﬂl contnbute to ach1ev1ng recovery obje ectrves
, AN ,

C. Location t s Co ”_ B
‘Where will the project be undertaken? Where wﬂl the. pro_] ect's beneﬁts be real1zed'7 List
commumtres that may be affected by the pro_]ect . .

\\, 2 : S S
S COMMUNITY IN“V@L‘VEMENT AND 'E‘RADITI@NAL EC@LOGHCAL L
KNOWLEDGE Lo C ‘
Guooeo ey

How will affected communities;be contacted about the'  Proj ject and prov1de therr mput‘7 How
will resedrch findings and other project information be commumcated ih non-technical )
‘language to local commiunities? To what extent will local hire be ‘used for the acquisition of
'vessels, technicians; equ1pment and other locally avallable resources" W111 1Iad1tlonal and
. local knowledge be mcorporated into the pro_]ect‘7 ! ) * ‘

Ca '

In response to concerns expressed by res1dents of spill-area commumhes partlcularly
subsistence users, the, Trustee Counc1l is making a concerted effort to increase
communication with splll-area residents about festoration efforts and to encourage pnnc1pal
investigators to use traditional and local knowledge in the development and implementation
of restoration projects. Principal mvest1gators partlcularly those whose projects involve -
work in or near a community or resources and services which are of partrcular interest. to
* local re51dents are asked to assist the Trustee Counc11 in this. effort..

If you would like ass1stance m developmg a cgmmumty mvglvement component for your
. proposal contact
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Martha Vlasoff -

Spill Area-Wide Coordinator
Anchorage Restoration Office
Telephone (907).278-8012
e-mail: mvlasoff@oilspill.state.ak.us

"Ms. Vlasoff has been hired under contract to the Chugach Regional Resources Commission
as the Spill Area-Wide Coordinator for.the Trustee Council. She works with a network of
community facilitators hired to serve as local contacts for EVOS activities:

Alaska Peninsula Virginia Aleck 007-845-2233
Chenega Bay . Don Kompkoff, Sr. 907-573-5132
Cordova - Bob Henrichs - 907-424-3604
Kodiak - Hank Eaton o 907-486-4002
Nanwalek . -Nancy Yeaton - 907-281-2274.
Port Graham . Walter Meganack, Jr. 007-284-2227
Seldovia . Lillian Elvsaas - - 907-234-7898
Seward - Mollie Burton ' 907-224-3118
Tatitlek Gary Kompkoff 907-325-2311
Valdez Carl Calugan ‘ 907-835-4951

If you would like assnstance in developmg a traditional ecgloglcal knowledge (TEK)
component for your proposal, contact either of the following:

Dr. Henry P.. Huntington = Dr. Pam Colorado

P.O. Box 773564 . 573 Wainee Street »
Eagle River, AK 99577 Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761
Telephone: (907) 696-3564 Telephone: (808) 661-3378

Fax: (907) 696-3565 - " . Fax: (808) 661-3469

Dr. Huntington and Dr. Colorado have been hired under contract to the Chugach Regional
Resources Commission as the TEK Specialists for the Trustee Council.’ One of their tasks
is to assist project proposers in developing and 1mp1ement1ng TEK components for their
projects.

Protocols for including indigenous knowledge in the restoration processL were adopted by the
- Trustee Council in December 1996. These protocols are appended to this invitation as
Appendix C. In addition to the proposal evaluation process outlined on page 34 of this
' invitation, the protocols call for all research proposals involving indigenous knowledge to be
reviewed by the TEK Speclahsts and the community facilitators. .

v 2
 PROJECT DESIGN

AN
A. Objectives

v
What are the project's research/restoration objectives, both for FY 98 and throughout the life

of the project?
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If your project has multiple objectives, please format them like the example below. Use this
same format any time you include a list in your DPD.

1. ﬁ)etenmme the foraging range of common murres.

2. [Measure abundance and distribution of intertidal invertebrates that prey on herring eggs.

‘3. [Determine the age and sex distribution of harlequin ducks.

Y

B. Methods
bl '

For research and monitoring projects, what specific hypotheses will be tested and what data
do you need to test these hypotheses? For hypotheses that will be tested in FY 98, what |
methods will be used to generate the data? Include a description of scientific methods, field
sites, data sets to be generated, and statistical procedures to be used to test hypotheses. To
the extent that the variation to be expected in the response variable(s) is known or can be -

‘approximated, proposers should demonstrate that the sample sizes and sampling times (for

dynamic processes) are of sufficient power or robustness to adequately test the hypotheses.

For monitoring projects, what is the statistical power of the proposed sampling program for
detecting a significant change in numbers?

For general restoration projects, what specific actions will be taken to restore the injured
resource/service? For actions that will be undertaken in FY 98, include a description of

_scientific methods, field sites, data sets to be generated, the statistical procedures that will be

used to test performance, and the time over which results will be measured.

For projects that would supplement wild ﬁs]hegg stocks, what are the benefits and risks of the
proposed supplementation effort? The criteria and guidelines used by the Trustee Council
when evaluating supplementation proposals are available from the Anchorage Restoration
Office.

For projects that would involve the lethal collection of birds or mammals, contact the
Anchorage Restoration Office for a copy of the Trustee Council policy on collections. Your
project's compliance with the co]l]lectnons po]llcy should be addressed in a memo submitted
with your DPD.

For all projects, if app]licabjle, discuss alternative methodologies considered, and explain why

- the proposed methods were chosen.

i
C. Cooperating Agencies, Contracts, and Other Agemy Assistance

Yt

If more than one Trustee agency is requesting funds for this project, describe each agency's

. duties and responsibilities under the project. Also explain why more than one agency is

involved.

Which components of the project will be contracted to the private sector? Describe each
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contract, including which tasks will be contracted and why.

Which components of the project will be contracted to other governmental agencies,
including state umvers1t1es" Describe each contract, mcludmg which tasks will be contracted
. and why.

Y2

SCHEDULE
vl
A. Measurable Progeet Tasks for FY 98 (@ctoher 1, 1997 - Septemfber 30, 1998)
) 2
When in FY 98 will major pro_lect tasks (for example, development of contract proposals and

evaluation of bids, community meetings, sample collection, data analysis, etc.) be
undertaken? Include a schedule of work for FY 98 that specifies the dates for major tasks.
This information will be used to measure project progress for the project status report which
is submltted quarterly to the Restoratlon Office.

Please fonnat yom' scheduleer (here and in part B below) like the followmg example
Rl L e

Oct. 1- December 3 IO Sor Analyze data_ from FY 97 field season

January 15-24 (3 of these days): % Attend Annual Restoration Workshop

vi'f"

LY

February 1-March 15:. Z}Arrange logistics (boats, equipment, contracts, etc.)
March 15 - April 10: “2|Consult with subsistence harvesters
April 15: ¥ |Submit annual report (F Y. 97 findings)
May 14 - 20: § |Conduct initial surveys ° : t ’
June 5 - 16:- g Consult with experts and conduct second survey
July - September: " 3|Analyze field data ‘
‘ . A . '

B. Proﬁbect Milestones and Endjpoints _ L

oo |

When will each project objective be addressed and met? (Ob_] ectives listed here should be the
objectives already listed under PROJECT DESIGN, Part A.) Include a schedule, covering
the entire life of the project (FY 98 and beyond). This information will be used by project
reviewers to assess whether projects are meeting their objectives and are suitable for
continued funding. '
Y

C Completnoim Date

. 'lﬂ
When will the work be complcted‘7 That is, dunng which fiscal year will all of the pro_tect'
objectives have been met?

e ,
PUBLICATIONS AND REP@RTS

\L ‘ < -
' What manuscripts do you plan to submit for publication in FY 98 if any? Provide the
subject/title of each manuscript, the name of the peer-reviewed journal(s) to wh1ch you plan
to submit it, and when the manuscript(s) will be submitted.
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The Trustee Council strongly encourages pubhcatlon of pl'O_] ject results in peer—revrewed
N Journals as soomn as sc1ent1ﬁcally appropnate and logistically possible. Toward this end, 1n \
. FY 98 the Council will support page ‘costs of pubhcatlons ant1c1pated to. appear in print
" during FY 98. For close-out projects, the Council will consider fundmg a portion of a
principal investigator's time speclﬁcally for preparation of a manuscript for publication. (See -
page 48 of the budget instructions for more information.) Please note that the Council has
adopted a policy regarding an acknowledgment and disclaimer to be used in pubhshmg
-results of restoration projects. Contact the Anchorage Restoratlon Ofﬁce for more
mformatlon T : . :
In addition to pubhcatrons the Counc11 requires that an annual report be prepared for each
continuing proj ject, and that a final report be prepared for each project upon completion.’ ‘
- These reports-are due on Apnl 15 of the year followmg the year 1n which the research prOJect '
.o restoration-activity. takes place (for example, reports on projects funded for FY98aredue-
April 15, 1999.) With approval of the Chief Scientist and the Executlve Diréctor, on a ‘
project-by-project basis, the pubhcatlons referenced above may- satlsfy a portion of the report
requirements. (Fora copy of the Council's Procedures for the Preparatzon and Dzstrzbutzon

et of Reports, contact the: Anchorage Restoratlon Office. )

V2o ‘ -

PROFE%SEONAL @@NFERENCES

AR Lo | ~ o ~
~The Trustee Council encourages presentatlon of pI'O_] ject results at professronal conferences

" and is prepared to provide limited travel support for particularly important opportunities. If

you are requesting travel funds for conference attendance in FY 98 (see page 48 of the budget
mstructlons for more. mfonnatlon) pprovide in this section.the name and sponsor of the
conference when and where the. conference will be held, and your antlcrpated role in the
conference If you plan to present a paper at the conference what will be the top1c‘7

NORMAL AGENCY MANAGEMENT (N @TE Proposers who are not employees oﬁ'
] government agencies should skip this section. However, the issue of normal agency -

- mamagemem wnll be evaluated for all pmposals durmg the proposaﬁ revrew proeess )

o J,l
Why should the Trustee Counc1l rather than the agency proposmg the pI‘O_] ject, be the source
of funds for this proj ect" It is the policy of the Council that government agencies be funded -
** only for restoration projects that they would not have conducted had the spill not occurred.

- In addressing the above’ questlon bneﬂy discuss the following: Is the project something the
agency is requlred to do by statute or regulation regardless of whether the oil spill had
occurred? What, if any, similar projects have been conducted by the agency in the past
- without funds from the Trustee Counc11‘7 s R S

4,2» 7,": “:_ "" X-a\ A
C@@RDTNATHON AND INTEGRATI@N OF RESTORATI@N EFF@RT
o v oo
. How will the project be coordmated and mtegrated with other restoratnon efforts" Descnbe
) wrth whom coordmatron has taken or w111 take' place (other Trustee Counc11 funded proj ects

N
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ongoing agency operations, etc.) and what form the coordination will take (shared field sites,
research platforms, sample collection, data management, equipment purchases, etc.). Also
describe efforts to obtain matching funds from non-Trustee Council sources, and related or
complementary work being undertaken by other entities.

Y2
EXPLANATION OF CHANGES IN CONTINUING PROJECTS (NOTE: Propesers of
projects that were mot funded in FY 97 should skip this sectiom)

{
How dcfés the proposal described in this DPD differ from the DPD approved by the Trustee
Council for FY 977 Briefly summarize major changes in objectives or methods, and any
changes in the project's milestones, endpoints, or completion date. Explain why these
changes were made (for example, in response to peer reviewer comments, results of prior
year, etc.).

y 2
PROPOSED PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR, IF KNOWN
Name
Affiliation
Mailing address
Phone number
Fax number
E-mail address

Please start a new page here.
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Please make sure thzs is the begmmng of a new ' page.

IPRINCHPAL INVESTHGATOR & . ST \
: b R o '

What are the quahﬁcatlons of the proposed' pnnc1pal investigator? For pro_1 ects w1th more
) than one PI 1dent1fy which PI w111 be respons1ble for whlch proj ject ob_| ectives and tasks

re

N
a, .
o ' s ' o

R A S
- OTHER KEY PERS@NNEL ST e
Yoo ‘ a - ‘
Provide a hst of key personnel who w111 be workmg on the pro_]ect in FY o8 and descnbe
what their respon81b111t1es w1ll be e “
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FORMAT AND CONTENT: DETAILED BUDGET -

This section contains instructions for preparing detailed budgets.
- Part]. = - Instructions for all Proposers: Pages 46-48 .
PartII. Additional Instructions for Trustee Agencies: Pages 49-54
‘PartIll. - Additional Instructions for Non-Trustee Organizations: Pages 55-59

Part 1. !nstructlons for All Proposers

The Detailed Budget should represent. probable expendltures to unplement the ob_]ectlves,
described in your Detailed Project Description (DPD).. Your Detailed Budget should clearly
~ communicate how much funding is needed to implement the project in F Y 98, and should
~ contain an estimate of future years costs through FY 02 or the end of the pro_]ect whichever
- comes first. o ] " ;

Iti is the respons1b1hty of the proposer to submlt a budget that is both reasonable and _]ustlﬁed
In an effort to ensure wise and proper use of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill trust funds, each =
proposal’s budget will be reviewed by Trustee Council staff for consistency with the obj ectives
contained in the DPD and for adherence to the budget instructions that follow. In regard to -
~ continuing projects, particular scrutiny will be given to funding requests that exceed what was

approved for FY 97 or what was projected in FY 97 for FY 98. Each budget form contains a

- comments or description field. Using this field to explain the pr0posed budget and justify any.

. increases should enable staff to understand how the budget was developed and why. Proposers -
may be asked to respond to budget rev1ew questlons or to revise their budgets to address
budgetary concerns. - ) : . §

° 'Fiseal Year...
' The Trustee Council operates on the federal fiscal year (FY). The FY 98 budget is for
the period October-1, 1997 through September 30, 1998.
°o Project Number... ‘ : :
"~ For continuing projects, use the last three d1g1ts of the 1997 proje ject number preceded
by "98". For new pI‘O_]ectS leave the number blank )

o Rules for Numbers...
- 1" Unless otherwise noted, show costs in thousands of dollars F or - example, show
, $1 869,489-as 51,869.5. :

2. When the number "5" follows the d1g1t to be rounded, round to the higher
- " amount, For example round $326 752 to $326. 8 :

-3 Report number of positions as full-tlme equivalent pos1t10ns (F TE), by
" - converting the number of months to a decimal. For example, show six months
‘ (ha.lfofayear) as .5 FIE."
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e Endlrect Costsm . ,
" Indirect costs are those costs that are 1ncurred for common or _]omt purposes and .
. therefore' ‘cannot be identified readily and specifically with a particular project.” Trustee

J ~agencies should cover these costs through the general administration formula (see page -

. 49) Non-Trustee orgamzatlons should cover these costs through thelr 1nd1rect rate '

Examples of indirect costs, are mamtenance and operatlon of space (1 €., least costs),-
'+ ~office supplies, copylng, phones, faxes equipment marntenance and repair, vehicle
leasmg, software, and training. Additional examples are the ‘costs of payroll andwr‘
\ . personnel functions, data processing, “clerical support, various levels of administrative '
“supervision, administrative contract monitoring, accountlng, budgeting, aud1t1ng, and-

- mail and messenger services., These items should be budgeted for separately only if

they aré.incurred because of a specific project and documentatlon of the expense is
ma1nta1ned The documentation must demonstrate to a ﬁnanc1al auditor that the °

i expense was dlrectly attributable to the proj ect, and was necessary and reasonable.

CIN Drrect Progect Costs... ~ + " = .- o :

. Direct costs are those costs that are identified- wnh or linked to a speclﬁc project.

"Examples’ of direct costs are' compensation of employees for the'time devoted to’

executlon of the project, acquisition of materials or equrpment for purposes outlined

- iri the DPD project-specific travel, and contractual services speclﬁed in the DPD For -

most projects, the followmg dlrect costs should be mcluded P )

L :L' NEPA (N atronal Envnronmental l?ohcy Act) Compirance Due to the research _
Co "~ nature of many projects funded by the: Trustee Council, most .projects are

i

determmed to be categoncally excluded (a CE) from NEPA However, forafew =

pro_]ects an environmental assessment (EA) has been requlred If a project is
likely to require an EA, include the costs for' preparatlon ‘of the EA in the project
budget. Descnbe on the appropnate budget forms how much fundmg has been

mcluded for tlns purpose ) : .

) 2; Workshop Attendance. All pnnc1pa1 mvestlgators are requlred to attend the *:

" -« - Trustee Counc1l’s Arinual Restoration Workshop. Next year’s workshop willbe -
' held in Anchorage for three days during the penod January 15-24 (actual dates

, ' to be announced later). Unless you reside in Anchorage include in your budget

P * . funds for travel and three days per diem for the'PI (and co-PL; 1f appropnate) to .
B - attend. this workshop In addltlon to the annual workshop, techmcal ‘Teview -

" sessions are held on many pro_] jects. Also include funds for. travel and two days
. per diem for the PI.(and co-PL, if appropnate) toattenda technical review session

in Anchorage. If no techmcal session is held-on your project, you may be asked'

- at a later date to remove these funds from your budget. Describe on the |

appropriate budget forms how much fundmg has been included for attendance at L

.each of these workshops V ’ . - .

3. Report Wrntlng Pnnc1pal mvestlgators are requlred to prepare a report on their :
project by April 15 of each year. Reports are due on Apnl 15 of the year
followmg the year in which the research pro_]ect or restoratlon activity takes"
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p].ace Ifyou represent a State of Alaska or federal agency, mclude in your FY

98 budget the cost of preparing a report on your FY 97 activity. If you represent -

. -another type of orgamzatlon include in your FY' 98 budget the cost of both
‘performing the project in FY 98 and preparing a report on your FY 98 activity.
Describe on the appropnate budget forms how much funding has been included

- for report writing.. (For futher information, see Procedures for the Preparation
and Distribution of Reporis available from the Anchorage Restoration Office.)

4. . Mauusenpt Pmpamtuuu and Pubﬁneatwu The Trustee Council w111 conmbute
a maximum of $1,000 in page costs per project and 1.5 months of personnel time

per manuscript toward pubhcatlon of study results in the peer reviewed literature. -
Funds budgeted for this purpose in FY 98 must be for manuscripts that willbe -
published (i.e., appear in print) in FY 98. Describe on the ‘appropriate budget

forms how much funding has been included for each of these purposes.

5. Professional Conferences. ‘If a PI-will be presentiﬂé results of his or her

restoration project at a professional conference, or if attendance at a conference
is integral to the project, the Trustee Council will fund attendauce at ‘one
professional conference for each PI (and co-PI, if appropriate). Identify on the
appropriate budget forms which conference will be attended and how much
, fundmg has been mcluded for this purpose.

6. Cummumty Huvuﬂvemeut and Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK)
" Identify on the appropriate budget forms any funds included to involve-local
, communities in your project, or to collect traditional or local knowledge.

Future Year Budget Estimates...

The estimated. future year costs (FY 99 through 2002 or the end of the. prOJect «

whichever comes first) should be as reliable as possible in order to enable the Trustee
Council to conduct long-range planning. The estimate of FY 99 funding that you make
this year will be used by Council staff as a benchmark for reviewing your FY 99 budget

‘when it is submitted in April of 1998. Trustee agenmes should include- general

administration costs in future year estlmates

I,. 3y Dﬁsks Avamtahﬂe

' An IBM-formatted disk contalumg the budget fomns (created in Excel 4.0) is available

from the Anchorage Restoration Office. Where appropnlate the forms contained on

the disk have been linked. This means that as data on one form is updated or changed,
- it will automatically be updated on the related forms.- The only exceptions are the
Proposed FY 98 .Trustee Agency Totals, located on the Multi-Trustee Agency -

Summary (Form 2A). If more than one Trustee Agency is participating on a project,

‘the agencies will have to link the forms themselves.; Please do not alter the forms in

any way.
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Part fi. Additﬂonal Enstructions tor Trustee Agencues

T

Tlns section prov1des additional mstructlons for Trustee Agenc1es (11sted below) Non-Trusteef; ¢
,orgamzatrons should sk1p this sect10n and contmue on to page 55 ,

o

Ty

\ o mclude the appropnate amount of GA

-

Agency Abbrevnatnonsm o

Use the followlng agency abbreviations:

AK Dept. of Environmental Conservatlon B ADEC

"AK Dept. of Fish & Game '~ ' ADFG
AK Dept. of Natural Resources .- =~ - -~ " ADNR ]
. Dept. of Agnculture Forest Servrce ERE "USFS
Dept. of Interior PO DOI
‘Dept. of Intenor, Fish & W11d11fe Serv1ce -7 DOIFWS
~+ Dept..of Intenor B1010g1ca1 Resources D1vrs1on L DOI-BRD
' Dept. of Interior, National Park Service ~ * .. .~ r;DOI-NPS

Nat10na1 Oceamc & Atmosphenc Adm1mstrat10n 77 NOAA

by 2

General Admnmstratnon.,, o

. The general adrmmstratlon (GA) formula, estabhshed in the Trustee Councll's Financial
: Operatlng Procedures reimburses government agenc1es for indirect costs (see page 47)
. incurred in implementing the restoration program. Theé formula consists of 15% of each

project's personnel costs, plus 7% of the first $250,000 of each project's contractual costs,
plus 2% of contractual costs in excess of $250, 000 The Excel budget forms automatically
calculate GA for FY 98. In estlmatmg future years costs (F Y 99 and beyond) remember

3 RS

\ Progect,Management.,» e TR e I ,
. Project management represents the costs requlred to ensure that md1v1dua1 prO_]eCtS are

managed. consistent with Trustee Council procedures. ‘As in FY 97, prOJect management
costs for each Trustee agency will be complled intoa separate budget to be submitted at

“a later date Do not mclude proj ect management costs in the 1nd1v1dual pro; ject budgets .

‘ Eqnnpment.,. S

Equipment previously purchased by the Trustee Counc11 should be used to the maximum

o ~ extent possible. Before requesting funds for new equipment, contact your Lead Trustee

Agency 11a1son to determme 1f suitable equlpment is. avallable

ot

’ Bndget Formsm

Instructions for- completmg the md1v1dua1 budget forms follow:

. Multi-Trustee Agency Summary (Eorm 2A)i is used to summanze the total ﬁmds requested

for a project when multiple Trustee agenc1es are cooperatmg on a project.

. Trustee Agency Summ orm- 3A summanzes each agency s proposed expendrtures

from the Detail Forms.

Trustee Agency Detail (Eorm 3B) prov1des -detailed expendlture mformatlon on personnel

travel, contractual cornmodltles and equrpment for each agency

st
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o Multl Trustee Agency Summary (Form 2A)

' How the F@rm will be Used ,
This form is used when multiple Trustee agenmes are cooperatmg ona pI'O_]CCt If only one
Trustee agency is involved, this form is not required.

- L

How to C@mplete the Form...

Authorized FY 1997 - No mput required. All the 1nformat10n is lmked to md1v1dual

: agency forms.

2.  Proposed FY ] 998 No input reqmred All the information i is hnked to md1v1dual agency =
forms.

3. Other Funds - No input required. All the information is linked to 1nd1v1dua1 agency forms.
Proposed FY 1998 Trustee Agency Totals - Total requested by each cooperatmg agency.
Agencies must link the 3A forms.’ ,

5. Long Range Funding Requirements - No mput reqmred All the 1nfonnat10n is 11nked to
individual agency forms: .

6. Comments - Use this space to explain the proposed budget. For contmumg pro_]ects
explain any increases over projections made in FY 97.

7.  Project Identzﬁcatzon Field - Enter the project number (if known), t1tle, and lead agency

8. ‘ .

_ Prepared - Enter the date this budget was' prepared

PROPOSED FY 1998 TRUSTEE AGENCY TOTALS

d Prop: - 4~
IBudgat Category” FY1997 '| £y 1908 ADEC] ___ ADFG| - ADNR| USFS| ool NOASII
Personnel ” : 3, "
[Travel - Ty LR
{Contractual
ICommodites -
Equpment - -2- LONG RANGE FUNDING REQUIREMENTS C-5-
. Subigtal ’ Estmated d g
al Admunsstraton ] FY1999 | FY2000 | Fy2001 | Fy2002
Project Total
Full-tme Equivalents (FTE)
other Funds -3- I I I T T | T
© | Comments y ' "
-6-
e FORM 2A
Project Number
FY %8 PopdTe - - -7- MULTI-TRUSTEE
Lead Agency: AGENCY
i SUMMARY'
Propared. -8- .
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Trustee Agency Summary (Form 3A)

How the Form will be Used...
This form summarizes the proposed expenditures contained on the Trustee Agency Detail Forms.

How to Complete the Form...

1.

2.
3.

o

Authorized FY 1997 - If the project was funded in FY 97 enter the total authonzedl by line-

item. Otherwise, leave blank.

Proposed FY 1998 - No input required. All the information is linked 1to the Detail Forms:.

Other Funds - Enter the amount of funds from other sources that the project leverages and

any agency contribution.

Long Range Funding Requirements - Estimate future year costs through FY 02 or the end

of the project, whichever comes first. Remember to include -funding for general

administration costs.

Comments - At a minimum: ]

- Identify what portion of the project cost, if any, is for NEPA compliance, report writing,

publications, community involvement, professional conferences, and workshop attendance;
If other funds are anticipated, explain the source of the funding, any matching

requirement, and any conditions tied to those funds;

- For continuing projects, explain any increases over projections made in FY 97.

Project Identification Field - Enter the project number, title, and your agency’s name.

Prepared - Enter the date this budget was-prepared.

Authonzed | Proposed
'|Budget Category: ) FY 1997 | Fr1s98

Personnel
[Travel
[Contractual
iCommodities 3 b 32 )
l:mpment ~1- -2- LONG RANGE FUND|NG REQUIREMENTS -4-

Sublotal
neral Admnistration Fr1999 | Fr2o000 | Fr2001 | Frz002
Project Total

:;J}g‘ k3 ;«’,;a
Fulktme Equivalents (FTE) e ey S : e
Dollar amounts are shown in thousands of dollars

Other Funds -3- | I 1 [ | [ ]

Comments

FORM 3A
Project Number ) TRUSTEE

FY 88 Project Title -6- AGENCY
Agency SUMMARY

Prepared, -7-
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Trustee Agency Detail (FOrmHSB)
Personnel & Travel -

How the Fom will be Used...

This form documents the personnel and travel costs of the proposed project. "Personnel" means
the compensation' of employees, including benefits, for the time and effort devoted to the
‘execution of the prOJect "Travel" means the cost of transportatlon by public conveyance and per
dlem

How to Complete the Form...

1.  Name - Enter the first. initial and last name of each person budgeted If the nameis

unknown, enter vacant. (For positions GS7/Range 14 or below, names are not required.)
Position Description - Include the position title and a brief description of responsibilities.
GS/RangelStep- Enter the appropriate general schedule (GS) and step, or range and step
Months Budgeted - Enter the number of months for each position. ‘
Monthly Costs - Enter the monthly sum of salaries and benefits for each posmon
" Overtime - Enter the estimated overtime cost for each position.
‘Proposed FY 1998 Personnel Costs - No input necessary. The form automatlcally
calculates: (Months Budgeted x Monthly Costs) + Overtime - :
8.  Travel Description - Include the destination and purpose of any trips budgeted.
‘9. Ticket Price - Enter the round trip ticket price.
10. Round Trips - Enter the number of round trips. Use whole numbers.
11.  Total Days - Enter the total number of days in travel status. Use whole numbers.
12. Daily Per Diem - Enter the daily per diem rate. .
13, Proposed FY 1998 Travel Costs - No input necessary. ‘The form automatically calculates
(Ticket Price x Round Trips) + (Total Days x Daily Per Diem)
14. Project Identification Field - Enter the project number, title, and your agency’s name. .
15.  Prepared - Enter the date this budget was prepared., '

N v e W

T — - T GSRange]— Wonts] — Wonttly] Proosed]
Nams - TPostbon O = Ste Costs| O FY1
-1- . -2- N RS -4- .5- “6- -7-,
!
‘Subtotal 00} 00 00
e | Parsentel Total
[Trave! Costs Ticket Round| Total Dally| Pmpmeﬂ
N - . Pnce Tnps| Days|  PerDiem| FY 189
8 9 10 --11 12 13
Travel Total
N . FORM 3B
Project Number Personnel
FYss |. > |Project Title -14-
. b & Travel
|Agency: DETAIL
Prepared: - 15- -

52 ( T I | | FY 98 Invitation



Trustee Agency Detail (Form 3B)
Contractual & Commodities

How the Form will be Used... )

This form documents the contractual and commodities costs of the proposed project.
~ "Contractual" covers such items as communication, printing, advertising, charters, equipment
rental or lease, and professional services. "Commodities” are consumable supplies with an
estimated life of less than one year and a unit value of less than $500.

How to Complete the Form...
1. Contractual Description - Describe what is being purchased and its purpose. [f a

significant portion of the project will be performed under contract, and the likely contractor

is known, the Non-Trustee Organization forms are also required.
Proposed FY 1998 - Enter the proposed FY 1998 contractual cost.

Commoaodities Description - Describe what is being purchased and its purpose.
Proposed FY 1998 - Enter the proposed FY 1998 commodities cost.

Project Identification Field - Enter the project number, title, and your agency’s name.
Prepared - Enter the date this budget was prepared.

AN

1 -2-
{When a non-trustes organzahon 1s used, the form 4A is required Contractual Totzl
Commodiies Costs
: i
-3- 4
Commodrt:es Total
FORM 3B
FY 88 Project Number Contractual &
Project Title -5- - Commodities
Agency DETAIL
Prepared -6-
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Trustee AgencyL‘Detai! (Form 3B)
Equipment,

How the Form will be Used... ,

This form documents the equipment costs of the proposed project. "Equipment" means non-
consumable items havmg an estimated life of more than one year and a unit value greater than
$500. Equipment previously purchased by the Trustee Council should be used to the maximum
extent possible.

2

SN

How to Complete the Form... , :
1.  'Replacement Equipment - Put an R in thls column if the request replaces cqmpment
' previously purchased by the Trustee Council.
‘New Equipment Description - Describe the equlpment its purpose, and how the cost
estimate was obtained.
3. Number of Units - Enter the number of units. Use whole numbers
4.  Unit Price - Enter the unit price. - :
5. Proposed FY 1 998 New Equipment - No input necessary The form automatrcally
calculates: Number of Units x Unit Price
Existing Equipment Usage - Describe existing eqmpment which will be used.
- Number of Units - Enter the number of existing units which will be used. Use whole
numbers.
Inventory Agency - Enter the agency which currently has the equipment on mventory
. Project Identzﬁcatzon Field - Enter the project number, trtle and your agency’s name.
0. Prepared - Enter the date thls budget was prepared. ‘ -

N

7T - Number] Und]  Pro
D P of Unis| Pnce FYP:;;QI
1 2 -3- 4 5
[Those p with should be b‘y, ofan R, Now Ei nt Total
EB""’"QE Usage . Number]  Inventoi
D i ; of Units| Age%
6 -7- 8
RN Project Number s FORM 3B /
FY 98 ! Project Title. , -9- . Equipment
Agency - DETAIL
Prepared:  -10- - )
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\Pa?’t*”;i Add tlonai instructlons for Non-Trustee
" ) Organnza‘tuons ‘

[
J
H

A non-Trustee orgamzatlon is any orgamzatlon (state federal pnvate of non-proﬁt) other than
the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservatlon the Alaska Department of F1sh and
Game, the.Alaska Department: of Natural Resources, the National Oceanic and Atmosphenc
. Administration, the U.S. Forest Service, and. the U S. Department of Interior. The Umvers1ty ,

of Alaska is, cons1dered a non-Trustee orgamzatlon

oy, L,J~

w

Lead 'E‘mstee Agencye.e

. The Trustee Council does not have the authonty to g1ve proJect funds d1rect1y to pnvate
+ entities or to state entities from states other than Alaska All project fiinds are administered.

by one of the six Trustee agencies hsted above. Proposers will be’ notified of whrch agency‘\‘ -
will adrmmster their project (who w111 be the Lead Trustee Agency) after all proposals have .

- been rev1ewed Do not include any Lead Trustee Agency costs in your budget

YEndnreet Cost Ratem A T

Proposers’ indirect cost rates w111 be reviewed-on a case—by-case ba51s However

- proposers affiliated with the Umvers1ty of Alaska should use the 25 percent indirect rate

agreed to by the Umver51ty for Exxon Valdez oil spill restoration projects. The agreement

- . states that the University will use an “indirect cost rate of 25. percent of total direct costs

‘ Equnpment“, -

o \returned to the" agency upon completlon of the pro_] ect )

(TDC).. TDC shall include all direct costs except equipment for wh1ch ownershlp resides

with the Umver51ty and subcontract costs in excess of $25,000. Subcontract costs in excess
of $25, 000 but less than $250, 000 shall be subject to an indirect cost charge of 5 percent

Subcontract costs in excess of $250 000 shall be sub_]ect to an 1nd1rect cost charge of 2 Ce
,”percent L : L . . ,

At

1 - K R o o LN .

., PR R . '
Ao 3 v \ \ ‘. yo-

All equipment purchased Terains the property of the Lead Trustee Agency and must be :

b

\‘Eudget Forms... S IR ' \ o
S Instructlons for completlng the 1nd1v1dua1 budget fonns follow ' Ce

Non:Trustee Qrganization: Summa_ry (Eorm 4A) summanzes the proposed expendltures

from the Deta.11 Forms.

Trustee Agency Detail (Form 4B) prov1des detailed expendrture mfonnatlon on personnel

travel contractual commodltles, and equipment. ' .

t
Pt

"4
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Non-Trustee Orgérﬁzatidn Slun{mary (Form 4A)

)

" How the Form will be Used...
This form summarizes the proposed expendltures contamed on the Non-Trustee Orgamzatlon
Detail Forms. :

¢

How to Complete the FOT-W,

1.

2
) 3.

"

Prepared Enter the date this budget was prepared

Authorized FY 1997 - If the project was ﬁmded in FY 97, enter the total authonzed by hne-
item.. Otherwise, leave blank '

Proposed FY 1998 - No input required. All the information is linked to the Deta11 Forms.
 Indirect- Enter the proposed 1nd1rect pl‘O_]eCt costs Explam the amount and the rate in the
-comments field. - ‘

Other Funds - Enter the amount of funds from other sources that the project leverages

. Long Range Funding Requzrements Estimate future year costs thIough FY 02 or the end .

of the project, whichever comes first.
Comments - At a minimum:

- Describe your indirect rate; ;
-~ Identify what portion of the project cost, if any, is for NEPA comphance report writing,
, pubhcatlons, commumty involvement, professional conferences, and workshop attendance;

- If other funds are anticipated, explain the sources of the fundmg, any matchmg J

. requirement, and any conditions tied to those funds;

- For continuing projects, explain any increases over proj jections made inFY 97.
Project Identification Field - Enter the project niimber, title, and | your orgamzatlon S name.

l;ostcmngory- A:Ym:g%d

{Commodities . -1-

Project Nutnber ' i ) FORM 4A

FY 98 Project Title -7- : - Non-Trustee’
; |Name ‘ SUMMARY |

Preparet: -8- ' -
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Non-Trustee Organlzatlon Detarl (Form 4I)

Personnel & Travel

How the For‘m wril be Used... .
This form documents the personnel and travel costs of the proposed project. "Personnel" means,

‘the compensatlon of employees, including benefits, for-the time and effort devoted to the
““execution of ‘the project and includes tuition for students

[

transportatlon ‘by pub11c conveyance and per d1em

L

3

How to Compﬂete the Fornm

1. - Name - Enter the first- 1mt1a1 and last name of each person budgeted If the name 1s

-+ unknown, enter vacant." : Co .
. - Position Descrzptzon Include the position title and.a brief descnptlon of respons1b111t1es
. Months Budgeted - Enter the number of months for each’ position.

5. - Overtime - Enter the estimated overtime cost for each position.
6. Proposed FY, 1998. Personnel Costs - No mput necessary The form automatlcally

‘ calculateS'

N

N

s,”‘

./

'

b3
»

(Months Budgeted x Monthly Costs) + Overtnne

R
£

S

“

9. . Round Trips - Enter the number of round trips. Use whole numbers

10. Total Days - Enter the total number of days intravel status Use whole numbers.
11.  Daily Per, Dzem Enter the daily per diem rate. -
12.  Proposed F Y 1998 Travel Costs - No input necessary. The form automatlcally calculates.\ K

(T1cket Price x Round Trips) + (Total Days x Daily Per Diem) -

13. . Project Identzﬁcatzon Field - Enter the project number, title;and your orgamzatlon s name.
14, Prepared Enter the date this budget was prepa.red ~

‘Monthty| Pmpq;gal
Costs|  Overtme FY 1

aEl

TPostionD

T -4- -5- | .8-

v

‘00 00

Personnel Total

T NPT IR (R PN

[

Total Daty| Propo
Days| Per Diem; FY 1@

Travel Total

FY 98

Prepared_;

Yy
18-

Project Trtle
Name

Project Nur’nbérﬂ e

!
e
. ey

FORM4B
Personnel
, & Travel

- DETAIL

v

~pe

in v

EIIRN

¢

2
3 <
, 4., Monthly Costs - Enter the monthly sum of salaries and benefits for each posmon.
5
6

1. " Travel Descrzptzon Inclide the destination and purpose of any tr1ps budgeted
‘8. " Ticket Price - ‘Enter the round trip ticket price.:

L

"Travel" mea.ns the cost of

'

FY 98 Ih\_/itation e
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" Non-Trustee \Qi’géhizatibln Detail (Form 4B)
Contractual & Commodities

How the Form will be Used,.,. .
This form documents the contractual and" commodmes costs of the proposed pro_]ect
"Contractual” covers such items as commumcatlon pnntmg, advertlsmg, charters, equipment
" rental or lease, utilities, and professional services. "Commodities" are consumable supplies with
an estlmated life of less than one year and a unit value of less than $500.

How to Complete the F@rm

.o\v

1. Contractual Descrzptzon Describe what is being purchased and 1ts purpose.
2. Proposed FY 1998 - Enter the proposed FY 1998 contractual cost.
3. Commodities Description - Describe what is being purchased and its purpose
4. Proposed FY 1998 - Enter the proposed FY 1998 commodities cost. -
5. Praject Identification Field - Enter the project number, title, and your organization's name.
. Prepared - Enter the détq this budget was prepared.

Costs Prop
Descnp FY1
§
1 2.
Contractual Total
[Commoaities Coota:
= FY 1
-3 4
Commoditas Total
4 st N - - FORM 4B
roject Number . ", |Contractual &
FY 98 ) Project Title. -5- . C ‘ Commodties|
Name* - , o | oETALL S
Prepared: -6 ' ‘
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Non Trustee Organlzatlon Detall (Form 4B) I
v Equment , ; - ’

[N . . “

- [
'

Ho‘w tﬂne Forim will be Elsedm T Do
This form documents the equipment costs of the proposed pI'O_]eCt "Eqmpment" means non-
consumable items having an estimated life of more than one year and a unit value greater than

$500. All egmpment purchased remains the property of the Lead Trustee Agency and must be
returned to the agency upon. completlon of the pIoj ect SRR 3 P

How to Complete the Formo.q ST K T T
1. Replacement Equipment - Put an R in. thls column if the request replaces equlpment ,
' prewously purchased by the Trustee: Council. - . :
2. . New Equipment- Description - Descnbe the: eqmpment 1ts purpose and how the cost
estimate was obtained. - - C . '
3. Number of Units - Enter the number of units. Use whole numbers. :
4. * Unit Price - Enter the unit price.
5. Proposed FY: 1998 New Equzpment - No mput necessary. The form automatlcally
" calculates: 9 | \ S
+ Number of Units x Unit Pnce . : oo : ' Lo
6. . Existing Equipment Usage - Describe ex1st1ng equipment wh1ch w111 be used S
7. Number of Units - Enter the number of existing units wh1ch w111 be used Use whole
numbers.’ ) : ’ ‘

8. . Project Identzﬁcatzon F ield - Enter the pI'O_] ject number t1t1e and your orgamzatlon s name

i

‘. ¢
¥ . ?

' f

9. Prepat;ed - Enter~the date th1s budget was prepared.' x
v ' w F — : N Nomber] — Unl] P '
D - : of Units| Pnce| FYP:;jI N B
e F1q -2. . v, ' . =3 -4 ¢ =5-
. v .
. i ~ . : N ¥ ! l
[Those p with reg should be byg ofan R. New Equipment Total] -~
N [Existing Equu nt Usage i > Number|
Dascnption 3 L ;i - f of Units
' K ' : o . . W .
. ) . . :
, e , . - A
-6- . - o A ol 1-
" i
v " ‘:s‘ i !
v b .
- : Project Number: ~ e i Lo FORM 4Bt« T Y
s Fyes | . ProectTite . = . -8- - - .~ 7| Equpment | o
- . v 7 |name - s ‘ ) , . DETAL o
- - Prepared:, ~9- coe

PO -
f s !
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. ‘ S APPENDEX A , ‘
R OTHER TRUSTEE CQUNCEL ACTEVHTEES

-8

. ln addmon to fundmg momtormg, research and general restoratlon pI'O_]eCtS through the l :

annual work plan, the Trustee Council authonzes funds for’ habrtat protectron and acquisition, .

the administrative. costs of the restoratlon program, and the Restoratlon Reserve

N
'

Habrtat Protectlon and Acqunsmon

. The Trustee Counc1l funds the acqu1s1tlon and protectton of land in order to protect the habitat

. of 1nJured resources and services. The goals of habitat protectlon are to prevent additional . '

ymjury to resources and serv1ces while: recovery is takmg place and to prov1de a long—term

safety net for these resources I N N o
' The Counc1l has spent $161 4 rmlllon to, protect habltat on 361 000 acres of large parcels of
land. This includes acquisition of pr1vate inholdings within Kachemak Bay State Park, land

- adJacent to Seal Bay/Tonki Cape on' Afognak Island, commercial timber rights along Orca

Narrows near Cordova a parcel on Shuyak Island and lands owned by ‘Akhiok-Kaguyak, Inc.,
- 0ld Harbor Native Corporation, and Koniag, Inc. A purchase. agreement has been signed for -
. the acqulsmon of 59,520 acres of land from Chenega Corporatlon -An offer to acquire 68,888
acres from the Tatitlek Corporatxon depends on a shareholder vote. Negotxatlons continue w1th ;
‘five landowners — Afognak Joint Ventures, Eyak Corporation, English Bay. Corporatron Port

. Graham Corporatlon and Komag, Inc - to protect addltlonal habltat m large parcels. '
In addition to the large parcels that have ‘been acqulred 22 small parcels of land have been
acquired for $8.6 million. These acqu1s1trons protect about 2,400 acres of habitat. Owners of
'8 additional small parcels (under 1,000 acres each) have accepted offers for a total of $3.9

t mrllron Landowners are cons1der1ng $1 3 rmlhon in offers on- an addltlonal ﬁve small parcels )

- The Councll has also authorlzed contrlbutlons of $4 mllhon toward the acqu1s1tlon of 3, 254
acres owned by the Kenai Natives Association and up to $1 million for lcey waterfront parcels’

- forfeited to the Kodiak Island Borough for tax delinquency.. Finalization of the Kenai Natives °
- Assocmtlon Package is pendlng The Kodlalc Island Borough Tax Parcels are bemg appralsed o

) Support act1v1t1es for the habrtat protectlon program mclude negot1at1ng, surveymg,‘x
' appraising, clearmg title, conductmg hazardous matenals surveys ~and recording. court
documents. An estimate of FY 98 fundmg is given below, although the amount. actually needed
will depend upon the Council s habitat protection decisions. Decisions about habitat protection
—which lands to purchase and fundrng for acquisition support act1v1t1es—are bemg ‘addressed.
' through a separate process and are not subJect to this. mv1tatlon ' s

‘ FY 98 \126 Hab”ttat Acqulsrtlon Support L e $770 000

T TotalE‘Y% . $770,000

— -
’ - E I - ; CoT ST - = i S L
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Pubﬂﬁ anormatEOn/SeEenné Management/AdenEsrrarton

This proj ject (\100) provides the management and admrmstratron necessary to efﬁcrent]ly

implement the Trustee Council’s restoration program. Project \100 includes funding for:

o Operations and staff support for the Trustee Councrl mcludmg the Anchorage Restoration
. Office and Trustee agency liaisons; ~

- o QOperations and staff support for the 17-member Public Advrsory Group, estabhshed in the

civil settlement between Exxon Corporation and the state and federal governments;

+ ' Indepéndent scientific review of project proposals and reports mcludmg the Chief Scientist

and peer reviewers;
° - The Oil Spill Public Information Center (OSPIC) ‘whose collection -- roughly 10,000 titles
- plus videotapes, maps, and photographic shdes -- is cataloged in the onhne database of the
Western Library Network;-
o Publications, including this invitation; annua.l work plans, the Restoration Update, a br=-
monthly newsletter distributed to approxrmately 2,500 people; and -the Annual Status
- Report, which reports to the public on the progress of restoration;
o Workshops, including the Annual Restoration Workshop (whrch is attended by all Trustee
Council researchers and the public) and more intensive technical review workshops;
o Public meetings, including meetings in communities in the spill area and elsewhere, on the
i restoration program and other topics of interest to the general public;
e Development of a geobibliography/electronic database of studies funded by the Council;
o Additional communication efforts, such as the' Council’s radio series, Alaska Coastal
'Currents, and notebook series, which consists of papers descnbmg the results of scientific
' studies conducted on each injured resource;
o An annual ﬁnancral audit (begmmng in FY 95) of expendrtures from the trust frmd

For the most part, thls work effort is conducted by Council staﬁf However, the Councrl contraets
with the private sector for some of these services and products. For example, the services-of the

Chief Scientist and the financial auditor are obtained through renewable contracts. Printing of

publications, graphics work, and space for the Annual Restoration Workshop are put out to bid
when needed. Contracts are advertised and awarded in accordance with state procurement laws.

- Itis anticipated that most of the activities described above Wﬂl continue at some level throughout ,
the life of the restoration effort. Consistent with the projected decline in the size of the annual -

work plan through FY 2002, when the final payment from Exxon Corporation will be spent, the
Council intends to reduce the amount of funds spent on this component as weH The Council
forecasts the future frmdmg needs as follows .

FY 98 \100 Public. Infonnatron/Scrence Mgrnt /Admmrstratrorr - $2,800,000 -

FY 99 \100 Pnbhc Information/Science Mgmt. /Admrmstratron , ‘$2,/500,000 .
FY 00 \100 Public Information/Science Mgmt./Administration - $1,700,000
FY 01 \100 Public Information/Science Mgmt./Administration $1,500,000
FY 02 \100 Public ][nformatron/Scrence Mgmt. /Administration - $1,500,000
- Total FY 98-02:+ - $10,000,000
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'Restoratiohiﬂese'rv.e R

' ?Complete recovery from the’ Exxon Valdez oil splll may not occur: for decades yet annual
payments by Exxon Corporation end September 2001. To ensure restoration activities needed
after that time have a source of ﬁmdmg, the Trustee Counc11 places a portion of the annual
© payments mto the Restoratlon Reserve. .

" The exact amount placed mto the Reserve each year is deterrmned by the Trustee Councﬂ after

A payments end

con51der1ng the funding needs for restoration for that year. Twelveé: million dollars were allocated ‘
to the reserve in each of the last four years (FY 94—97) It is anticipated that $12 million will be
allocated to the Reserve in FY 98 and in each of the four years remammg through FY 02. If so,
' $108 million plus: 1nterest would be available for flmdmg restoratlon activities after Exxon s

'

- ‘InF Y 97, the Trustee Councll began planmng for the long-term management and use' of the

%, Reserve. In FY 98, the Council is expected to'select optlons to consider further, Council staff

will conduct public’ workshops and other forms of outreach throughout the spill area and in
Anchorage, Fairbanks and Juneau. The Council is expected to make its decision about the future
' management and use of the Restoration Reserve by the fall, of 1998 8 , o

- Allocatzons through FY 97 (excludmg mterest) - . .$48,000,000 .
- FY98' \424 Exxon Valdez Restoration Reserve Fund * - $12,000000 - .. =
v FY 99 \424 Exxon Valdez Restoration Reserve Fund - - 312, 000, 000
- "FYO00 \424 Exxon. Valdez Restoratlon Reserve Fund ,J $12,000, 000 ‘
.~ FY 01 \424 Exxon Valdez Restoration Reserve Fund - ' ' © $12,000000
© FY 02 \M24 Exxon Valdez Restoration Reserve Fund : - $12,000,000 ~ , . K
S . Subtotal FY 98-02 (excluding mterest) B $60,000,000

Total EY94—02 (excluding interest): - . .$108,000,000 -
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APPENDIX B
HISTORY OF PROJECT COSTS

‘This appendix consists of two tables that summarize the cost of restoration projects undertaken
since the civil settlement. Table B-1 presents actual and projected costs for monitoring,
research, and general restoration projects that have been funded in the past. This table does
not list new projects that may be proposed for FY 98. Table B-2 presents costs for projects
outside of the annual work plan and, therefore, over and above the target spending level. For
FY 97, this table includes capital expenditures for implementation of the Sound Waste
Management Plan and construction of the Alaska SeaLife Center Fish Pass, in addition to
funds for public information/science management/administration, habitat protection and
~ acquisition support, and the Restomuon Reserve.

These tables Iecord the history of funding allocations to each project and each resource cluster.
For example, Table B-1 shows that the Sound Ecosystem Assessment (SEA) began in FY 94,
received about $19 million between FY 92 and FY 97, and is expected to cost an additional
$2 million in FY 98, for a total project cost of $21 million.

The tables in this appendix also estimate future costs for projects. Table B-1 projects the FY
98 cost of 38 continuing projects to be about $11 million. The FY 98 cost of 10 additional
projects funded in FY 97 is left blank because of uncertainty about the projects’ future scope,
cost, or priority in terms of the overall restoration program. The amount of funding actually
allocated to individual projects will be determined each year by the Trustee Council through
the invitation/work plan process. ‘

Fiscal Years. The first year of funding by the Trustee Council was FY 92, which spanned the
period March 1, 1992, through February 28, 1993. The second year of funding was FY 93,
a seven-month transition period between February 28, 1993, and the end of the federal fiscal
year on September 30, 1993. Thereafter, the funding cycle for restoration activities has been
the federal fiscal year which begins on October 1 and ends on September 30.

FY 92-96: Expenditures. Costs shown for FY 92-96 are expenditures on restoration projects
as reported in the September 30, 1996 quarterly financial report. Expenditures reported for
FY 92 in Table B-1 do not include $6.8 million that was spent that year to conclude damage
assessment studies.

FY 97: Authorized Amounts. The figures for FY 97 are the amounts authorized by the
Trustee Council in August and December 1996.

FY 98-02: Estimated éC@sftse The figures for FY 98-02 are estimates of future costs of
continuing projects. A blank space means that the Trustee Council has not made a long-term
fundmg commitment because of uncertamty about the project’s future scope cost, or priority
in terms of the overall restoration program.

FY 98 Invitation ) ‘ } Bl



- Project
Pink Salmomn

076 / Effect of Oil on Straying and
Survival )

093 / Diversion of Harvest Effort
139 / Salmon Instream Habitat
Restoration

139-A1/ Little Waterfall Barrier
Bypass Improvement

139-A2 / Poit Dick Spawnmg
Channel

139-C1/ Montague Riparian

- Rehabilitation Monitoring

186 / Coded-wire Tagging and
Recovery ‘

188 / Otolith Thermal Mass
Marking

190 / Linkage Map for the Pink
Salmon Genome

191 / Oil-Related Embryo
Mortalities

194 / Spawning Habitat Recovery
196 / Genetic Structure

i

Table § - . History of ng@c'& Costs / FY 88 Invitation

NOTES: 1) Costs are shown in thousands of dollars.

2) Figures for FY 92-96 are expenditures/obligations on restoration projects; an additional $6.8 million were spent on damage assessment studies in FY 92.

3) Costs pro_]ected for FY 98-02 are for planning purposes and have not yet been approved by the Trustee Council.
4 A blank space means the Trustee Counc11 has not made a long-term funding commitment due to uncertamty about a pro_]ect's future cost scope, or priority.

| Subtotal ~ Subtotal Total
EIQZ FY93 ' FY% ,FY95 . FY9% - FY97 FY98 FY99 FY00-02 FY92-97 FY98-€D2‘ FY92-02
$1,834.7 $847.6 $1,512.6 $2371.0 $1,797.5 $19217 s%s.s: $2934  $32.0 $10,2357,1 $1,291.7 $11,576.8
500 800 500 $189.8 $374.4 $618.8  $2346 - $0.0  $0.0 $1,183.i0 $234.6 $14176
$0.0 ‘M$o.o' '$;").p $57.8 N $0:0 %00 seo ;ﬂso.o\ $0.6 $57.8 $0.0 $57.8
$0.0  $0.0 $222.1  $31.3° $0.0  $0.0  §0.0°  $0.0  $0.0 - $2534 = $0.6  $253.4
$00 S0  $00  $967 302  $264 s00 soo  $1533 $0.0°  $1533
$0.0  $0.0 $00 ' $329 52004 $76.5 $49.7  $39.7 $32.0 ‘$318.8 $121.4 $44;).2
$0.0 J$0_.o 500 $493 $84 \‘$9.\3 800 $0.0 'so.\c $67.0 so.@k <“$67.‘0 :
$1,421.8  $148.6 T5;2377.77 - $2545  $217.8  $273.8 2794 5300 500 '$2,554.2' )$§:69;4 '$2,923.6 7
$00 300 . _$4s.9‘ $637.2 | $808  $I120.1  §i084  $550 so.ct $887.0 S163.4  $1,0504
$0.0  $0.0 ,$o.oA . $0.0 $15s.4 - 82545 $409.9° $409.9
$412.9 $699.6 $823.5 ;$798.5 $5720 © $208.5  $1642  $587°  $0.0 $35144  $222.9 $3,7373
$0.0  $00 $o.ou 500 $00 $‘138’.3 $0.0°  $0.0 7$13s.3 $0.0. $138.3
$00 500 $1804  $223.0 -$149.1  $1955  §130.0  $50.0 500  §7480  $1800 $928.0
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) Project.
; Herriug’ ‘

. 074/ Herrmg Reproductlve
Impanrment :

< 162/ Dlsease Affectmg Declmes

- 165/ Genetlc Dlscrlmmatlon
‘1 66 / Herrmg Natal Habltats .

" Sound. Eeosystem
_ Assessmeut L

195/ Prlstane Momtormg in
Mussels

320/ Sound Ecosystem‘Assessment

- (SEA)

\ ‘Sockeye Saﬂmom

'\048-BAA / Hlstorlcal Analysrs of
Sockeye Salmon Growth

. 251 / Akalura Lake Restoratlon _‘_ .

255 / Kenai River Sockeye Salmon

o Restoratlon - 3

258 / Sockeye Salmon
- Overescapement .

~ 259 / Restoration of Coghlll Lake

. Sockeye Salmon , - .- .

504 / Genetic Stock ID of Kena1 ;
Rrver Sockeye ’

N Rl 13 / Red Lake Sockeye Salmon
. ‘Restoratlon

.~ Subtotal

i NOTES: 1) Costs are shown 'in thousands of dollars - :
- 2) Figutes for FY 92-96 are expendrtures/obllgatlons on restoration projects, an addltronal $6 8 million were spent on damage assessment studles in FY 92,

3) Costs projected for FY 98-02 are for planning purposes and have not yet been approved by the Trustee Council. ” : : .

4) A blank space means the Trustee Council has not-made a long—term fundmg commltment due to uncertamty about a pro_]ect's future cost, scope or priority.

R . o ‘ e \Subtotal ‘Total
FY®2 ' FY93 ~ FY9%4  FY95 . F_ygg " FY97 - 'ng 'F‘m E?"“‘@Z, FY92-97 ‘Er«‘ws-’o‘z 3 FY92:02
$00° §00  $5145 $1279.9 -$1210.6 - $899.6  $493.6 SO0 SO0 _ $39046 S93.6 54,3982
o0 . $00 300 $397.5 $1389 $00 500 . 500 $0.0 $5364  $0.0 © $5364
$0.0 Vf,_kso.o $855 g sssé.é ‘ s666}7’f $517.7- - S476 - stiaij $0.o ‘;slj,5l9)9.3 $43:76 \ $2,0369 7 |
800 © $00- T $64  $983  $873  $4L6°". §560 0.0 - $0.0 - $2336 $56.0 . $28016
500 "$0.0 - 84226 $394.7 . $37;7#.7_>,,$'34<‘).3' o { $0.0 8L, 535’.3 ,so.o 31,5353
| 500 $00 $5,6185 $5007.7 $5,1188 $3,733.6 $2,0622 . S1150 . $75.0 $19478.6 $2,2522 - 21,7308
sq.,ok 00 $0Z(H)>F Esfb.oﬁ “‘5@119.6 .($1‘{153“sz~‘" $1‘1$:.‘qu snso s7sw.®,f— $2343 ssoso $5393
"\:'Lso.ol:i $o.d‘“\';sé,jsls.§,T:,ss,roof.j i$4,9§'9.3 $3,618.3 @54}.2” " $192443 $1947.2 $2d 191.5
stosz6 51;466.3 SL6147 SL4459 SLOTL S48 . S00 500 $0.0 $; 1136',;$o.o”$7,113_6
r:suo.o) . %00 © -$00 © 500 $677. $00  s0e 500 ,N :s)o\.otf Csera 506 - s617
$0.0_ (:so“.o ‘$oo 2;,,‘39.(’)’ $0.0 $437 - sﬂd.t): - 500 $(ki.0:-‘ - W/$43\.7 - Asu.ui $[4'3’.7,y'l
$687.4 . $4052. $348.7 84549 $2805 $1583 . S00- 300 so.‘q_ ‘\s2,3135.0 s00- $2,335.0
500786219, 7623 $T45 95055 82140 '”sio.o © s00 . seo <$2,sis.e,;~) S0 mm82
$oﬂ.6t‘ $145.1 © $2408 "$2d6.5< $2176“1 ‘$f16.8 500 - - $0.o\’_‘ :soﬂ.o B u$91«§:8 $00 ﬂ$9/116.8
£105 $290.1 szez.s Eso,.p‘: ‘s“o.ox_ sofo" :so.o . s00’ 0 '5857.9 o 500 ééaé;
 ssas- $0.0 $oo " s00 $0.0 Y ;\_:'so‘.o so0  see . ssas $0.0 - sdas

- [
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Project
Cutthroat and Dolly
Varden

043-B / Habitat Improvement
Monitoring

145 / Anadromous and Resident
Forms

302 / PWS Inventory

R106 / Dolly Varden Restoration

R90 / Dolly Varden Char
Monitoring

Marine Mammals

001 / Harbor Seal Condition and
Health Status

012 / Killer Whale Investigation
064 / Harbor Seal Monitoring,
Habitat Use, Trophic Interactions
117-BAA / Harbor Seal Blubber
and Lipids

170 / Isotope Ratio Studies of
Marine Mammals

425 / Marine Mammal Book
Publication

Nearshore Ecosystem

025 / Nearshore Vertebrate Predators

(NVP)
026 / Hydrocarbon Monitoring

- Subtotal Subtotal Total

FY92 FY93 FY94 FY95 FY96 FY97 FY98 FY99 FY00-02 EY92-97 F¥98-02 FY92-02
$132.1 $0.0 $0.0  $1369  $2223  $266.5 $108.0 $0.0 $0.0 $757.8  $108.0 $865.8
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0  $136.9 $22.3 $24.0 $8.0 $0.0 $0.0 $183.2 $8.0  $191.2
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $200.0 $229.'% $100.0 $0.0 $0.0 $429.7  $100.0 $529.7
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $12.8 $6.0 $0.0 50.0 $12.8 $0.0 $12.8
$37.9 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.9 $37.9 $0.0 $37.9
$94.2 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $94.2 $0.0 $94.2
$24.7 $332.8  $279.7  $8949  $703.6 $810.6  $308.1 $50.0 $0.0  $3,046.3 $358.1  $3,404.4
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0  $170.1 $202.7  $192.0 $48.1 $0.0 $68.0 $564.8 $48.1 $612.9
$0.0 $113.5 $30.8  $289.3 $99.8  $157.5 $690.9 $690.9
$24.7 $2193  $2484  $340.9 $2592  $317.8  $150.0 $50.0 $0.0 $1,4103  $200.0 $1,610.3
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $94 6 $0.0 $0.0 50.0 $0.0 50.0 $94.6 $0.0 $94.6
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $141.9 $143.£§ $110.0 $0.0 $6.0 $2852  $110.0 $395.2
$0.0 $0.0 $0.5 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 50.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.5 50.9 $05
$1,7254 $2,7563 $2,6880 $2,994.6 $2,867-0 $2,232.0 $1,753.7 $524.8 $224.4 $15263.3 $2,502.9 $17,766.2
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0  $7104 $1,8183 81,7363 $1,669.4  $450.0 $0.0 $4,265.0 $2,119.4 $6,384.4
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0  $143.1 $0.0 $15.1 50.0 $0.0 $0.0 $158.2 $0.0 $158.2

NOTES: 1) Costs are shown in thousands of dollars.
2) Figures for FY 92-96 are expenditures/obligations on restoration projects; an additional $6.8 million were spent on damage assessment studies in FY 92.
3) Costs projected for FY 98-02 are for planning purposes and have not yet been approved by the Trustee Council.
4) A blank space means the Trustee Council has not made a long-term funding commitment due to uncertainty about a project's future cost, scope, or priority.
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i

- LT R e ‘v _— e .~ Subtotal ‘Subtotal Total
© %% Projeet - - ' FY% FY93, FY% CPFY9S. Fyss .Fysr FY98  FY99Fyec-oz EY92.97 F¥98-02 FY92-02
‘ 027/Kod1ak Shoreline Assessmient $0.0 $0.0 $0.0  $180.9  $342. - $0.0. . $0.0 - 500 $0.0 /32151 $0.0  $215.1
034 / Pigeon Guillemot Recovery '$0.0 $165.9 - $2257 . $0.00 _ $0.0 . $00  $0.0 '$0.0 ~ $0.0 ' $391.6 - $6.0  $391.6
'Momtormg ) D » . B T S T U S
- 035/Black Oystercatcher Recovery $0.0  $109.1 $753 '~ $0.0 - $00 - $0.0 . $0.0  $0.0- $0.0.. $1844 °  $0.0  $184. 4°
. Monltormg o ’ T - S ' - N R o - -

" 038/PWS Shoreline Assessment ~ - - $00 $3168 . $0.0°  $00-  $00  $00  $00.  $0.0  $6.0.  $3168  $0.0- - $3168 -

: (043/Seav0tter Demographlcs and _ '$0.0 ° $144.1- - $1886 - $00 . $0.0  -S$0. 0,: ‘800 . 800 $332.7. $0.0  $3327
:Habltat : ,'1 ' . T ; L R I T S Lo
,086-C/ Herrmg Bay EXPerlmental $0.0 ©$504.6 °-$697.9  $733.9  -$172.6 " 800 -$0.0 - $0.0 *$0_ﬁ»,$§,10‘9_0 T $0.6 $2,109.0
andMonltormgStudles ,i IR B C LT e T T T ST

' 090/ Mussel Bed Restoratlon , $7693 ~$318.6. - $4460  $4365 ' $1962 $10.0 Mso.o, £ 500" ' $0.0 4$2 1766 - $0.0 $2,176.6 -

_ “106/ Eelgrass Monitoring -+ 7 %00 500 “$0.0.  $1974 - $224.5-° -~ $0.0 _  $0.0 $00 $0.0 . $4219 500 $421.9 _
1161/ D1fferent1at10n/Interchange of ©$0.0.  $0.0 $0.0 . $0.0° - $80.6 - $98.8 $9.5. s $00 Si)j.@'— $1794 . $9.5 - $188.9

«v—iHarlequms 2 . coe 2 o e - ) SR s

.. 223-BAA/ Publication of SeaOfter - $00° $00 ° $00 ° $00 . $0.0  $430 ' $0.0 ' $0.0° S0.0 - $430 . $6.0  .$43.0

‘" Data - < S ’ R B ST LEe T I . M R

= 266/Exper1mental oil Removal . 800 - $0.0° $1858. ($1469 . * $0.0 - $0.0- - _,so’ © - S0.0 ' $0.0 . $3327 . $0.0  $3327. -
285/Subt1dalMomtor1ng -7 $0.0° $882.8 ° $583.4- §117.7 $0.0 .-80.0 . $0.0 $0.0° . $0.0 - $1,5839  $0.0. $1,583.9
290/Hydrocarbon Database _ -~ 5800  $120.1 | $113.5‘ - ‘$154.9°°  $111.6 -$76.3 $748 - $74.8° $224.4 - $576.4 -$374.0 - “395(0'4‘

' 326/Data Re-Analysis forMM6 . %00 . $oo,’, 800 . $0.0 $11.4 $0.0  $0.0 $0.0- ~ $0.0 - $11.4 f $0.0-. . $114
1427/Harlequm Duck Monltormg - 7$470.5 $194.3 - $171.8- $1729 $2176 $252.5 S e T o ~$1,47'9.6‘/ L '$1,479.6
R102/ Coastal Habitat Restoraton = $4856.  $0.0. ~ $0.0 . '$00  $0.0 . $00 . 0.0 $0.0°. $0.0- $485.6 . $0.0 - $4856
\ Sea\bmﬂIForage Fish and — — , - e e e ey, -

< $7434 - $442.1. . : 7 $2,366.7 $1,958.1 - . 2 - , a1 8|
Related Projects $743.4 - $442 ! $1,193.4 _$2,o864 $2,296.7 $‘ $1,958.1 -$1903.8 $189.2 ° $9,128.7 sa,os“ ©$13,179.8 s
021/Seasonal Movementsby . - $0.0 ' $0.0 - -$0.0  $539 - $00  $00. $0.0° - $0.0 = $0.0°  $539  $0.0  $539. -
Common Murres .° S [ T T ’ e ot z
029 / Population Stirvey of Bald $0.0.  $0.0° 500 $493  _ $00.  .$0.0 . 0.0 - $0.0. $0.0©  $493  $0.0 . $493 -
,EaglesmPWS ) o AT : CTr e e R A _ S

-
“NOTES 1) Costs are shown in thousands of dollais. - - - - : . - -
' - 2) Figures for FY 92-96 are: expendltures/obhgatlons on restoratlon prOJects an addltlonal $6 8 million were spent on damage assessment studles in; FY 92.
3) Costs projected for FY 98-02 are for planning purposes and have not yet been approved by the Trustee Couincil.
4H A blank space means the Trustee Councll has not made a long-term fundmg commitment due to uncertamty about a prOJect's future cost scope or prlorlty
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Project
031/ Reproductive Success of
Murrelets in PWS
038/ Symposrum/Publrcatlon on
Seabird Restoration
" 039-B / Comimon. Murre
Productrvrty Monitoring

041/ Introduced Predator Removal
101/ Removal of Introduced Foxes
from Islands

102/ Murrelet Prey and Foraglng
Habitat i

121/ Fatty Acid Slgnatures of
- Forage Fish

142-BAA / Status and Ecology of
Kittlitz's Murrelet

144 / Common Murre Populatlon ’
Monrtormg -

- 159 / Marine Bird Abundance

Surveys

163 / Alaska Predator Ecosystem
Experlment (APEX)

167-BAA / Curation of Seablrds o,

Salvaged from EVOS

169 / Genetics of lVIurres,
Guillemots, Murrelets

231/ Marbled Murrelet Productrvrty ( ,
306/ Ecology and Demographrcs of -

Sand Lance

FY95

- FY97

$0.0

| NOTES 1) Costs are shown in thousands of dollars -
2) Figures for FY 92-96 are expenditures/obligations on restoration projects; an additional $6.8 million were spent on damage assessment studles in FY 92.

FY922 FY93  FY% - FY96
$0.0 $0.0 0.0 $246.0 ’ $77.8 $0.0.
. $00  $00  $00 sus . 197 . $0.0
$0.0  $0.0 = $00 527,4 $00 - $0.0°
$0.0 500 - $710. séss | s00 800
0.0 . $0.0  $00 . $0.0  '$67 = $0.0
$428.45 Vso.?‘» $2397 ‘$53.1 $0.0 - 500
s00 si0 so0 99 lso.oh 500
$0.0 . $00 ’ $cjo $00  $157.4. $1885
$3149 . s1s1.o‘”f $250.0. ,$:fo.o 4$6\6.2: §738 »
$0.0 $2607 $1428  $00 $261.0 $60.1
© 500 500 $4839  $1,486.0. $1,709.9 s1,§op.o
$00 - $00 - 00  $00  $00 $32.1
$0.0.  $0.0° $o:.o_ 50.0 500 $594
$.0  $00 ~ $00 00 - | $o.q‘ $120.0 -
$0.0 ©$00 _ $0.0 $0.0  $328

. FY98
' $0.0

- $0.0°

. $0.0

$0.0
$0.0 -

$0.0

$0.0 -
$50.0
$1,800.0

$0.0 _

$78.1

.$30.0

FY¥99 FY00-02

500 500
$0.0.-  $0.0
500
500 500
so.q - 800 -
500
$o.“l;v:~*so.0 i
$0.0 so.'cz‘,a
‘$0;(I)N s00
sirisoo.o ’ $l76.4’
500 500
. $838  $128
$200 0.0

3) Costs projected for FY 98-02 are for planning purposes and haye not yet been approved by the Trustee Council.
4) A blank space means the Trustee Council has not made a long-term funding commitment due to uncertainty about a prOJect's future cost, scope, or prrorrty

" $0.0-

$0.0 .

Subtotal Subtotal
FY92-07 FY98-02
$3238 °  $00
 $922
' $274 500
$1435  S0.0
$6.7 '$0.0
$721.7 so.&l
$297 ) ‘$0:0 .
;ssziss $0.0
$885.9 v$‘50‘.0
L s724.6
'$5,479.8 $3,776.4
$32.1 so.n
$59.4 ,sm._&hx,‘
$120.0 - _
$50.0

$32.8

$0.0

Total
FY92-02
_ $3238

$92.2°

$27.4

$143.5
$6.7

$1217
$29.7 )
$I345.9‘
$935.9.
$724.6
$9,256.2
$32.1
$234.1

$120.0
$82.8
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\[ ' Prolect
Archaeologrcal Resources

007-A/Archaeolog1cal Index Site

" Monitoring

0()7-B / Site Specific
Archaeological Restoration

'066 / Alutiiq Archaeologrcal

Reposrtory Tevx .
149 / Archaeologrcal Site
Stewardshrp -

154 / Archaeologrcal Resource -
Restoratlon Plan

R104 A / Site Stewardshrp

Subsrstence

009-D / Survey of Octopuses in" .

e Intertrdal Habltats

o

052A A Commumty Involvement
~ 052B: / Tradltlonal Knowledge

l27 / Tatitlek- Coho Salmon Release 1

131/ Clam Restoration,, -
138/ Elders/Y outh Conference
210 / Youth Area Watch

2147 Harbor Seal Documentary -

220 / Eastérn PWS Salmon Habrtat o

Restoratlon

222/ Chenega Bay. Salmon Habltat )

Enhancement

"~

' Subtotal

Total

N@TES l) Costs are shown in thousands of dollars - - .
. 2) Figures for FY 92-96 are expenditures/obligations on restoration prq;ects an additional $6 8 mllhon weré spent on damage assessment studles in FY 92,

$3.8

-

3) Costs projected for FY 98-02 are for planning purposes and have not yet been approved by the Trustee Council.

v

N

LT . r T T ‘ L B Subtotal o
" FY92  FY93 -FY94  FY95 FY9%  Fy97 . FY98 - FY99 Fyoo-02 EY92-97 FY98-02 FY92-02 -
$1233 ‘$1,581.9  $2467 '$2745  $4960 $2312  $2013 SISB9. $4150 $2953.6 7752  $3,728.8

$00 T-$819° -$2467  $162.5  $1388 -$I450 | $1350 - §1450 S$415.0  $7749 - $695.0. $14699
's00 s00 T $00 $1120  §782- $199 S0  se6  $0.0 2101 $06 . $210.1
$0.0 '$1,5000 . - $00 - $00  $00 ~° $0.0 - $00 -~ SO0  $0.0 * $1,3000  $0.0 -$1,500.0
$00  $0.0 - $00. - :$0.0 | $782. .$663 663 - S139 . $0.0° S145 - S802 §2247
$0.0-  $0.0- .. '$0.0 .  $0.0  $200.8 . -$0.0 ' $06  S$0.0 0.0 - $2oos Cs0.00 52008
$1233 (500 $00 < $00 $00 500 '$'0.o/‘> $00  $0.0 $12337 0.0 $1233 -
-$0.0  $2417 _ $4304  $896.5 $12543 §1433.6 $1,3324 - $441.6 SL,0542 $4256.5 S2,8282 $7,0847

%00 500 s00  $1250 $1412 : f$4s.ofg $00 - S00. S00. $342 S0 $42

800S00 800 - $79.0- 52675 82484 ‘éﬁzs‘b.q - $250.0 §750.0 . $594.9 $1250.0 $1,8449
- %00 - $0.0° . $0.0 $0.0 '$0.0 © $945 - - 8045 T - $945 "

'$00  $0.0. 00  $48  $23.6 . SILI  $120 $120 ° S0.6. - $39.5 . $240  $635
$0.0 - $0.0-  $0.0- - $223.6  $256.5 . $3650 ' $3650 S sgds1 83650 © $1.210.1°
. %00 300 $00 8751  .$00 - 300 " $00 .  $0.6- $0.0 $751.. SO0 - $75.1
- $00 ©-$00  $00  $0.0  $1112 °$I500  s1500 32612 - SIS0 - $4112-
$00 $0.0 %00 - $0.0 -$690 $121  $0.0  $0.0 . “$0.0  SSI.1  $0.0 - S8LI
$0.0 - %00 ° $00° . -$0.0 . $704 S50 . $120 | $0.0-° $0.0 - $1854 - $12;.0f $197.4
' $00 . $0.0 ' $0.0° - $0.0 00 $0.0° T $0.6 $0.0  °$38  $00 - $38

4) A blank space means the Trustee Council has not made a long-term fundmg commltment due to uncertainty about a pro_|ect's future cost, scope or prlorlty
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Prmect

. 225 / Port Graham Pink Salmon
- . Project

244 / Community Harbor Seal _
Sampling/Management

247/ Kametolook Rlver Coho
Salmon

256 / Solf Lakes Sockeye Salmon’
Stocking

263 / Port Graham Salmon Stream
Enhancement

272/ Chenega Clriaook Release
Program ’

279/ Food Safety Testmg
286/ Etders/Y outh Conference
428 / Community Planning Project

. Recreation

- 065 / Prince William Sound “
Recreation Project

Reduction of Marine
Polﬁutnom ,

304 /’Kodiak Waste Management
Plan -~

417 / Waste Oil Disposal Facilities

Habitat Improvements

058 / Landowner Assistance
Program ‘

 NOTES

Total '

i} Costs are shown in thousands of dollars. -
) 2) Figures for FY 92- 96 are expenditures/obligations on restoration projects; an addltronal $6 8 m11110n were spent on damage assesSment studles inFY 92.

~3) Costs projected for FY 98-02 are for planning purposes and have not yet been approved by the Trustee Council.
4) A blank space means the Trustee Council has not made a long-term funding commitment due to unicertainty about a prOJect‘s future cost scope, or priority.

‘
"»y,

‘ - Subtotal Subtotal

FY92  FY93 FY94  FY95 FY9%6  FYy97 FY98  FY99 F¥00-02 EY92-97 FY98-02 FY92-02
$0.0 $00 . $0.0 $0.0  $87.9 . $744  §750  $75.0 §$750  $1623 $2250  $387.3
500  $00  $449 T§761 $1230 ° SI49 . $850 00  S0.0 ' $3589 $85.0  $4439
$0.0 $00 °  $00 - $00 500 $314 $138 $14.1 1134,41.1 $14 $720 1034
$00  $00  $00 $00.  $524  $500 1435 $78.5 $185.1 $1024  $407.1 $§q9.e
$00. ' $00  $00 °  $00 - .$00  $580 ; $115.0_’) $12.0 $0.0i ) $(ss.o~\r:§127.d :«$18~5.0J
500 - $107 $554  $434  $478  $450  $00  $0.0 . $0.<§ $é02.a; so.o 52023
$00 $2310 $272  $1757° - $00 S00  S00 S0, SO0 $6789 SO0 _ $6789
$00  $00  $00  $0.0 0.0  $158 SuL1. . $0.0  $0.0  $158 - SIILL  $1269
$0.0 " $0.0 8579 $93’.sf( $00  $00  $00 500  $0.0 -$151.7  $0.0° $1517 -
0.0 $408  $750  $00. $00 :. $0.0  $0.6  $0.0  S$0.0 1158  $0.0  $1158[
500 $408  $750  $00-  $00 300 . $0.0  S0.0  $0.0 1158 $0.0  $I115.8
$0.0  $00.  $0.0 S14 500 2675 §00 . 00 800 - $268.‘9' s00  s2689 |
$00° . 300 %00 $o;o ‘s';o.o ’$567.§ ‘_ $0.0 500  $0.0  $267.5 1’$0.0 $267.5
$00. . $00  $00 . $14 00 $(:)‘.o $0.0 sqo 500 $14 © S00.  $14
ao.o 500 - $00  $117.5  $4748 $6672° $8340  $0.0 SO0  $1259.5 58340 $2,093.5

C$00 - $00  $0.0 - $907 $0.0 $0.0 ?t\).:(b 500 ses $907 S0 $§o_.7'
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_’060 / Spruce Bark Beetle Impacts -,
180 / Kena1 Habitat Restoratlon
230 / Valdez Duck Flats Restoratlon i

- Habntat E?mtectmn and

- Acqunsntmn

- 051 / Habltat Assessments ’
’ 059 / Habitat Identlﬁcatlon

Workshop

060 / Accelerated Data Acquisition»'
064 / Immment Threat Habltat )

Protectlon o

- 110 / Habitat Data Acqulsmon and
§ Support

] Ecosystem Synthesns

300 / Synthesis of* Sc1ent1ﬁc ; .
Fmdmgs from EVOS.

. Atﬂmm./Scn Mgt /Ptuh info. |
" 507 [EVOS Sympos;um Puthatlon
E’fmjectManagement .

) 250 / Pro_]ect Management )
Co 600 1 NOAA Program Management

- NOTES 1) Costs are shown in thousands of dollars. -

- »S:ubtotal Subtotal. - Total -

FY92- 'FY93  FY94 - FY95 - - FY9%  FY97 FY98  FY99 Fy00-02 FY92:97 FY98-02 FY92.02 .
$00°  $0.0 ~- $0.0 - $268  $00. “$00 . .S00  S0.0 SO0  $268-  $0.0  $268-
$00 . $00  $00  $0.0 | $4748 $5994  §8340° 500 $0.0° $1,0742 . $8340 $1,9082

$00  "$00- - $00 . $00  $00 $67.8  $0.0 S0.0  S0.0 - $678 SO0  $67.8

$633.0 $1,0988 = $965.6  $1501  .$0.0 . $0.0  $0.0 -$0.0 . S0.0 $2847.5  S0.0 $2,8475|
$6330  $9420 '$5277  $157 - -$00-  $00  $0.0  $0.0° 00 $2,1184  S00- $2,1184.
$00 $23.1 - 300 ° - $0.0 $0.0 $00 - $0.0 - $0.0  $0.0 - $23.1 © $0.0 - $23.1
$0.0 -$439.. .$00 ~ $0.0° - .$0.0  $0.0--  $0.0 $0.0 $0.0  .$439 " 80.0  $439
- %00 $898  $0.0°  $0.0 -~ $00 = $0.0. 0.6 . "$0.0. SO0  $89.8-  $0.0 . $89.8
- - - . , ' . . . ) i o o - S > c B . - ’L
500, °S00 '$4379 - $1344 - $00. $00 . $0.0 . $0.0 SO0 . $5723 SO0  §5723
$00  $00.  $0.0. . $00..7 $00. $649 . $2600 - . $649 © $260.8  $3249 |-

$0.0 - $0.0  $0.0 $0.0°  $0.0 . 3649 _ $260.0 . $649  $26000 | $3249 1

800 - $00  $694 500  $350 . $0.0.:  $0.0 . $0.0 0.0 _-$1044- - SO0  $1044
500 $0.0.. $694 - . $0.0  $350 © $00 . $0.0 _ $0.0 -$0.0° _$1044° . . $0.0  $1044 -

500 $00 . $00 ° $00. $89.9  S641.6 - $560.0 . :S480.0 - $960.0° $731.5. $2,0000 $2,73LS

. $00. - $0.0 $0.0 - - $0.0- ©  $0.0- . $641.6  $560.0 ~ $480.0° $960.0  $641.6 $20000 $2,6416 -
800 C$0.0  '$00 - $0.0 - $899 . $0.0° ° $0.0 . - S0 ' $0.0-  $899

500 $899

- Totaﬂ;@Cost :

$6,269.2 $8,sos‘.3 $15,208.5 -$17,657.3 $17,637.8 $15,999.5 $10,837.7 $3,967.5 $2,949.8 $81,580.6 "$17,755.0 $99,335.6

2) Figures for FY 92-96 are expendltures/obllgatlons on restoratlon pro_]ects an addltlonal $6. 8 mllllon were spent on damage assessment studies in FY 92
3) Costs projected for FY 98-02 are for planning purposes and have not yet been approved by the Trustee Council. _—
4) A blank space means the Trustee Council has not' made a- long-term fundmg commitment die to uncertamty about a project's future cost, scope, or prlorlty
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Table

Project
291 / Chenega Area Shoreline

Residual Oiling Reduction

115 / Sound Waste Management

126 / Habitat Prot./Acq. Support

100 / Administration, Science
Management, Public Information

197 / Sealife Center Fish Pass

424 / Restoration Reserve

Total Cost ¢

B-2. History of Project Costs / Projects Outside FY 98 Invitation

Subtotal Subtotal Total

FY92  FY93 FY94 FY95 FY%  FY97  FY98 FY99 FY00-02 FY92-97 FY98-02 FY92-02
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0  $260.0 $1,640.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0  $1,900.0 $0.0 $1,900.0
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0  $260.8 $49.7 $1,1679  $75.0 $0.0 800 -$1,4784 $75.6 $1,553.4
$0.0 $0.0 $2,031.1 $1,309.7 $2,073.9 $1,282.6 $770.0 $565.0 $215.0  $6,697.3 §$1,550.6 $8,247.3
$4,293.9 $2,659.3 $4,107.6 $3,211.8 $2,957.6 $2,857.1 $2,800.0 $2,500.0 $4,700.0 $20,087.3 $10,000.0 $30,087.3
$0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0  $545.6 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $545.6 $0.0 $545.6
$0.0 $48,000.0 $60,000.0 $108,000.0

$0.0 $12,000.0 $12,000.0 $12,000.0 "$12,000.0 $12,000.0 $12,000.0 $36,000.0

$4,293.9 $2,659.3 $18,138.7 $16,782.3 $17,341.2 $19,493.2 $15,645.0 $15,065.0 $40,915.0

.$78,708.6 $71,625.0 $150,33%

NOTES: 1) Costs are shown in thousands of dollars
2) Figures for FY 92-96 are expenditures/obligations on restoration projects; an additional $6.8 million was spent on damage assessment studies in FY 92.
3) Costs projected for FY 98-02 are for planning purposes and have not yet been approved by the Trustee Council.
4) A blank space means the Trustee Council has not made a long-term funding commitment due to uncertainty about a project's future cost or scope.
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o ' , APPENDD(C ,
’PR@T@COLS F@R ENCLUDENG INDIGENOUS KNOWLEIGE
‘ il\l THE EXX@N VALDEZ OlL’ SPELL REST@RATEON

’ PROCESS )

Exxon Valdez Qil Spnll Trustee Couxncnl
Adopted December 6, 19% e

s
! '

, tIntroductlon, Purpose, and Ob]ectlve .
"' vIndlgenous knowledge, including traditional ecologlcal knowledge (I'EK) prov1des an unportant
perspective that can help the Exxon Valdez Oll Spill (EVOS) restoration effort by providing
' information and analy51s of the env1ronment and resources affected by the oil Splll Fishers,
hunters, and gatherers have detarled descnptlons of animal behavior and ecology For manyg .
species, subs1stence harvesters possess the followrng 1nformat1on - o
o where it is found i in any season : R * ) )
o - what it eats - N s » T ‘ CL
‘o how it moves from place. to place B J
., Whenltmates N O S
o where its young are bom L g

‘what preys on it ’ “ T

how it protects itself* -~
. how best to hunt for it . o : e .
populat1on cycles . P ’ﬁ (

e o o

L]

As astute observers of the natural world and as repos1tor1es of knowledge on the long term |
changes in their b1ophys1ca1 environment, practitioners of TEK can prov1de Westem b1ologlsts
and ecologlsts with systematrc and analytical observatlons that cover many years While the |
dlﬁ'erences between mdlgenous and sc1ent1ﬁc ways of lmowmg must be understood restoratlon

' - projects which successfully mcorporate ‘both perspect1ves will improve our collect1ve

- understandmg of the natural processes mvolved in the EVOS affected reglon

‘ Workmg in: and with Alaska Nat1ve commumtles reqmres sens1t1v1ty to their. cultures, ‘customs,
tradmons and history. Successﬁll worklng relatlonshrps are. bullt on mutual respect and trust.
The people of the communities of the oil Splll area have expenenced severe d1slocat10ns in’ their
'lives due to the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill. Subs1stence and commercial fishing act1v1t1es have been °
1nterrupted Researchers and agency personnel have used the communities as loglstlcal bases.
Dlsruptlons related to the clean up, 11t1gat10n and increased bureaucrat1c demands have 1mpacted :
the people s ab111ty to conduct thelr dally busmess et - '

tAs a consequence of these stresses to the1r pnvacy and out of concern to preserve respect: for .
 their traditions, the Alaska Native communities of the area affected by the. spill, assisted by " .
-EVOS staff, the Chugach Reglonal Resources Commlss1on, and staff from Trustee Council

agenciés, have developed a senes of protocols formahzmg their” relatlonshrp wﬁh outside .

: FY981nvitation;'L,’ o - .. . . c1-



e

researchers. These protocols prdvide asetof guidelin‘esr that will facilitate collaboration between N ‘
Alaska Natives and scientists in meeting the goals of EVOS restoration.” The protocols describe
the major elements of a research partnership, but their application depends on common sense and -

courtesy. For those researchers planning to collaborate with local respondents in the collection
of indigenous knowledge or whose proposed research directly affects subsistence activities, the
EVOS Trustee Council requires consideration of these protocols prior to the imitiation of
research.

‘The objecrrves of these protocols are:

1. Provide guidelines for restoration project planmng and review

2. Identify a set of ethical principles that establishes the parameters for a research pamnershrp ‘

between Alaska Native communities and restoration scientists .
3. Establrsh procedures for facilitating the collection of indigenous knowledge in restoration
pro_uects ‘

4. Provide guidance on the development of research agreements between Alaska Native

communities and researchers

Protocols

1. Project planning and review. : - 3

a) In developing projects that include the collection and use of indigenous knowledge
researchers and community residents should keep in mind how this mformatlon will be used
in improving restoration, management, education, and future research. ‘

b) In designing restoration projects that include indigenous knowledge researchers should
recognize that local communities’ knowledge of and interest in natural resources extends
‘beyond the physwal boundaries of the communities themselves to their harvest areas and
beyond. ) :

¢) All research proposals mvolvmg mdrgenous knowledge will be reviewed by the T]EK
Specialist, the Community Facilitators, and village councils, and their recommendations will
be forwarded to the Executive Director. The overall program of research rnvolvmg
indigenous knowledge will be reviewed annually.

d) Costs for incorporating TEK in a restoratnon project should be reflected in the prOJect s

budget.

2. Ethical principles. EVOS research whlch mvolves the collection and use of mdlgenous |
“knowledge should follow the ethical principles for research listed below, which are based upon
guidelines adopted by the Alaska Federatlon of Natrves (AFN) Board of Directors in- May l993 ‘

(attached).
e) Advise Alaska Native communities and people who are to be mvolved in or affected by the
study of the purpose, goals, and time-frame of the research, the proposed data-gathering

techniques, and the'porential positive and negative implications and impacts of the research. -
f) Obtain the informed consem of the approprral:e governmg bodres and of individual - -

parltrcrpams ;

'g) Protect the knowledge and cultural/mtellectual property of the Alaska Native people

h) Seek to hite local community research assistants, and provide meaningful trarmng to Alaska
Native people to develop research skills, as appropriate

c2 . FY 98 Invitation



) Use the local Alaska Natlve language in oral commumcatlons whenever Engllsh is the

second language L . P

_]) * Address issues of conﬁdentlallty of s sensitive matenal
] k) Include Alaska Native v1ewpomts in the final study report : '
D Acknowledge the contnbutrons of local research assistants and respondents in pro_] ject reports‘

- ’ m) Provide the commumtres w1th a summary of the major ﬁndmgs of the study in non-techmcal’

language . }
] n) Provide copies of the annual and ﬁnal pro_]ect reports and related publlcatlons to the local
llbrary ' ' \ . . . .

R .1 R [ \

The AFN Guidelines also 1nclude establlshmg and flmdlng a “Natlve Research Comrmttee ‘
‘This may not be necessary in most EVOS Restoratlon Projects, dependmg upon the scope of the

.. collection of indigenous knowledge and the wishes of the local commumty Also, a new entity
may not be necessary. :For example, the traditional council may sérve as such a review body.
This pomt should be addressed ina “research agreement as dlscussed in #4. below.

T3, Facllltatlng the collectron of 1nd1genous knowledg

) Initial contacts should be made through the TEK Speclahst hired under Pro_] ect 97052B to
discuss the potential ¢ollection of indigenous knowledge i in a project. The TEK Specialist " -

will then pass the requests on to the commumtles concemed and ass1st in'establishing L

contact between the researcher and the Commumty Facilitatot. . The TEK Spec1ahst will also
- inform the Spill Area Wide Coordinator-of such requests. - -
P Once contact has been established through the TEK Specialist, researchers should use the
- Community’ Facilitator or de51gnee as the pnmary commumty contact.. ; N
q) The Commumty Facllltator or designee will.arrange for the researcher to' meet w1th the . .
 Village Council (or other appropnate body authorized by the Vlllage Council) to discuss.the
- . project’s goals scope methods, expectatrons benefits and risks. The Fac111tator or des1gnee
+ - will help onent the researcher to the commumty and its customs Lo

" 4. Research agreement ~ ! :
The researcher and the Vlllage Counc1l (or other appropnate body authonzed by the V1llage

Council); assisted by the Commumty Facllltator will work together to set up a research
- agreement. In developmg the agreement, the following topics should be considered: the nature
* of the research, .the form of consent that will be’ requlred the need for local research assistants, .
compensation of participants, acknowledgments anonym1ty and conﬁdentlahty of personal and
" other sensitive information, project monitoring, project review, final d1spos1tlon of data, and
‘ 'prov1s1on of study results. The agreement may take one of several forms, such as a binding -
. contract, a memorandum of agreement a letter of agreement, or a v1llage resolution. In any -
agreement, the respons1b111ty and expectations of the rese€archer and.the conimunity should be -

. spelled out. Terms and conditions should be clear and understandable to all parties, should not . -

- place unreasonable or unfaJr burdens on the pa1t1c1pants and must. be con51stent w1th apphcable
laws. B . < S ,

-t
[

LI

" FY 98 Invitation - . N G



[$4

n f

~ AENBOARD ADdPTS POLICY GUIDELINES FOR RESEARCH

At its quarterly mwung in May, the AFN Board of Directors adoptcd a policy recommendation

that includes a set of research principles to be conveyed to scientists who plan to conduct smd.ncs
among Alaska Na,uves

‘The principles: Wﬂl be sent to all Native organizations and vﬂlages in the hope that oomphancc
%y éesearchers mﬂ deter abuses such as those commitied in the past which lately bave come to
ght. . . .
Alaska Natives share with the scientific community an interest in icamn’ g mOre abdut the history
and culture of our societies. ‘The best scientific and ethical standards are obtained when Alaska

» . Natives are directly involved in research conducted in our communities and in studies where the

findings have a d.u'ect impact on Native populations.

AFN recommends w public and private institutions that conduct or support fesearch among .
Alaska Natives that ﬁhey include a standard category of fundmg in thcxr pmjecm to easure Native
paruclpauon, ‘

1AFN conveys to all scnemsts and researchers who plan to conduct studxcs among Alaska Natives
_ that thcy must compiy with the fonowmg rescarch pnnczplcs- ‘

* Advise Native people who are to be affectcd by the'study of the purpose, goals, and time-
frame of the research, the data-gathering technigues, the positive and negative
nnphcauons -and i impacts of the rcscarch.

* Obtain the informed consent of the appropriate governing body.

* - Fund the support of a Native Research Commmec appointed by the local community to
assess and monitor the research pro;ect and ensure compliance with the expressed wishes
of Nauvc peoplc :

* Protect the sacred Ecnowlcdge and culturalfmtcllectual propcrty of Native pcople

* Hire and train Natrvc people to assist in the study |
# Use Native languagc whcnevcr English is the second lmguagq.
*  Guarantee conﬁdenuahty of surveys and sensitive material
* ’ Include Native vxcwpomts in the final study
L. Aclmowledge thc conmbuuons of Nauve IESOuIce pcople

* Inform the Native Research Comrmttcc in a summary and in nonetechmcal languagc of
‘the major ﬁndmgs of the- study ) )

€« "Provide copies of studies to the local library. : /
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