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Exxon Valdez Oil ~)pill Trustee Council 
645 G Street, Suite 401, Anchorage, AK 99S01-3451 907/278-8012 fax: 907/276-7178 

Restora1tion Reserve Fund 
Public Advisory Group Issue Paper - Revised 1 0/02/97 

The Restoration Reserve is a fund established by the Exxon Valdez Trustee Council from 
the $900 million civil settlement. The purpose of the fund is to support restoration efforts beyond 
the last payment from Exxon Corporation. The last payment from Exxon in September 2001 will 
fund restoration projects for federal fiscal year (FY) 2002. Restoration efforts needed after FY 
2002 will be funded by the Reserve Fund. 

Each year since 1994, the Trustee Council has approved the transfer of$12 million into 
the Reserve Fund. Annual deposits of$12 million in each of the five years remaining in the 
settlement period would bring the total reserve to $108 million plus interest, or about $140-$150 
million. All settlement funds are currently placed in the Court Registry Investment System 
(CRIS), a cash management system developed by the U.S. District Court for the Southern 
District of Texas, and invested in government treasury securities. 

The Trustee Council has made no decisions about the long-term management or use of 
the Reserve Fund and would like to hear your ideas, especially f.bout the following issues: 

• Purpose of the Fund: Should the fund be used for marine research, habitat protection, 
stewardship programs, or a combination of restoration activities? Should the policies 
in the Restoration Plan apply to use of the Func. or should these policies be amended? 

• Financial Management: How much money is needed and over what period of time 
and in general how should the;: fund be managed to attain these objectives? 

• Decision-Making Structure: Should the Trustee Council continue to make decisions 
about restoration after FY 2002 or shouid a d!.fferent decision-making structure be 
established to direct the use of the Reserve Fund? 

Decisions about the Reserve Fwn.d proba · ·iy will require changes in legislation and court 
orders. However, right now the Truste~: Counci!. :,!eeds creative ideas to help its members make a 
decision by Fall1998. This target date will ar!ow a:.l}-'Ie time to make needed changes in state 
and federal laws, court orders or administrctive arra~1gements. 

Although the first issue to be addressee: is the purpose of the Fund, it is difficult to 
express opinions about this issue without knowing how much money could be available to spend. 
Table 1 illustrates the amount of money that could be available to spend in FY 2003 under 

Federal Trustees State Trustees 
U.S. Department of the Interior Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
U.S. Department of Agriculture Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 
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various scenarios. For two different investment strategies-the status quo (CRIS) and a 
hypothetical alternative public investm1;!nt system earning a total return of 8.0%-Table 1 presents 
an inflation-adjusted endowment and two declining balance scenarios in which principal as 
well as interest would be spent over 10 years or 20 years. In this table, the figures for the 
declining balance scenario assume that principal and interest would be spent in equal amounts 
over the time period, so the value would be declining in real terms because of inflation. 

Table 1. Amount Available to Spend under Various Scenarios 

INVESTMENT ASSUMPTIONS: AVAILABLE TO SPEND IN FY 2003 1 ! 

STRATEGY 

Principal: $150 million Inflation-Adjusted Declining Balance 
Inflation Rate: 3.5% Endowment 

Total Return Less Fees 10-Year 20-Year 
I 

Status Quo (CRIS) 4.9% $2.1 minion $19.3 million $11.9 million 1 

Alternative 8.0% $6.8 million $22.4 million $15.3million 

1 The equivalent ofthese amounts in 1997 dollars will depend on the inflation rate in future years. For example, 
assuming a 3.5% inflation rate, $2.1 million in 2002 would be equivalent to $1.8 million in 1997 and $6.8 million 
would be equivalent to $5.7 million. 

PURPOSE OF THE FUND 

Issues: 
1. Should the fund be used for marine research, habitat protection, stewardship programs, 

or a combination of restoration activities? 
2. Should the policies in the Restoration Plan apply to use of the Fund or should these 

policies be amended? 
3. Other issues? 

The Trustee Council began transferring funds to the Reserve Fund in 1994. Its members 
expected complete recovery from the spill would not occur for decades, well beyond the 1 0-year 
period (1991-2001) for annual payments from the Exxon Corporation. Although the Council 
intends for the Reserve Fund to be available for restoration in the years following the last 
payment from Exxon, they reserved the option to us;; the Reserve Fund before the year 2001 to 
fund restoration projects that are clearly needed and cannot be funded by other means. 

If the Reserve Fund is managed as an endowment, the amount available to spend each 
year beginning in FY 2003 would be $2.1 million under the status quo and $6.8 million under the 
alternative investment strategy described below. If, on the other hand, principal and interest are 
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spent over a 20-year period, about $11.9 million would be available to spend annually under the 
status quo and $15.3 million under the alternative investment strategy. 

In anticipation of the end of the payment period, the Trustee Council has set a target of $6 
million for the work plan (monitoring, research and general restoration) in FY 2002, and 
conclusion of the acquisition of alllarg1e parcels and small parcels currently under consideration. 

The Chief Scientist, in consultation with the core scientific peer reviewers, have prepared 
a position paper (April 11, 1997) that n:commends "that the Reserve Fund be used to fund a 
permanent, adaptive, interdisciplinary monitoring and research program to track and predict 
ecological change and provide data and a mechanism for long-term conservation and 
management." The Chief Scientist recommends that the Fund be managed as an endowment, 
that the research program focus on the northern Gulf of Alaska, and that $4-$5 million be 
reserved for the research program. 

Issues: 
1. 
2. 
3. 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 

How much money is needed and over what period of time? 
In general, how should the fund be managed to attain these objectives? 
Other issues? 

On November 2, 1994, the Trustee Council approved the initial transfer of funds into a 
Reserve Fund in the CRIS and directed that the Fund be invested in long-term securities earning 
higher rates of interest than those available through the Joint Trust Fund Account. An 
amendment to the court order governing the deposit and transfer of settlement proceeds was 
necessary to effect this change and was signed in 1995 and in 1996, CRIS invested the Fund in 
U.S. government treasury securities with maturity dates ranging from FY 97 through FY 2002. 
The average rate of return on these securities is 5.11 %. Since then, interest rates have risen. 

CRIS charges a fee of 10% on e:arnings. The 1996 audit of the Joint Trust Account 
recommended that the Trustee Council seek a reduction in these fees because they are excessive 
given the limited cost of the services provided by CRIS. The Restoration Office has asked the 
federal court system to reduce the fees 'charged for management of joint trust funds, including the 
Reserve Fund, but so far these efforts have failed. 

In considering future managemc::nt of the Reserve Fund, the Council will have to make 
policy decisions on the following issues, which would benefit from public advice: 

Return requirements: How much money will be needed to meet the restoration needs we 
project? Will the return have to increase with inflation? 
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' Liquidity: Do we need a steady income stream? How much money needs to be available 
each year? 

Horizon: How long will the money haveto last: 10 years? 20 years? In perpetuity? The 
answer to this question will help answer whether to manage the fund as an endowment or 
a declining balance and will influence the asset allocation. Also, there may be different 
horizons for different kinds of n~storation activities, such as 10 years for habitat 
acquisition and 30 years or in perpetuity for science. 

Potential Alternatives: 

Issues: 

Status Quo: If the Trustee Council makes no change in the financial management of the 
Reserve Fund, it will continue to be held by the CRIS. The average net rate of return on 
the Reserve Fund (after the 10% fee on earnings) is currently about 4.9%. The return will 
vary with interest rates on government treasury securities. 

Alternative: Alaska has many examples of conservatively managed public investment 
funds, for example, the Alaska Permanent Fund, the Public Employees Retirement 
System (PERS), the Public School Fund, and the University of Alaska Foundation. Some 
of these funds are managed as endowments; others are not. The average long-term return 
of these funds range from to about 8.5% to 12.6%. However, the board of directors of 
each fund sets a target return for future earnings. The earnings target for PERS, which is 
not inflation-proofed, is 8% and. the target for the Alaska Permanent Fund is a 4% total 
rate of return after inflation. 

DECISIION-MAKING STRUCTURE 

1. Should the Trustee Council continue to make decisions about restoration after FY 2002 
or should a different structure be established to direct the use of the Reserve Fund? 

2. Other issues? 

The Chief Scientist has recommended several features of the decision-making structure 
for the Reserve Fund. His recommendations include program administration by a core 
professional staff not directly affiliated with any particular agency; coordination and 
collaboration with other marine monitoring and research endeavors, such as GLOBEC; and 
opportunities for participation by resource agencies and the public. 

An important consideration in evaluating alternative decision-making structures is the 
cost of public information, science management and administration. The cost of alternative 
organizational structures will depend on such factors as the size and complexity of the program; 

Restoration Reserve 4 PAG Issue Paper- Revised 10/02/97 



0 
/ f' 

0 

public outreach efforts, such as continuation of the Public Advisory Group, newletter, and 
participation in the Alaska Regional Library and Information System (formerly OSPIC); the 
nature and extent of staff support; and the method of securing independent peer review. 

NEXT STEPS 

Table 2 lists the milestones in Restoration Reserve planning. The first stage is to discuss 
issues of concern to a wide variety of parties. The next stage will be to develop alternatives for 
presentation to the Trustee Council in Fall 1997. Once the Council has endorsed the range of 
alternatives, a brochure ("newspaper") will be prepared similar to that which was used so 
effectively during development of the Restoration Plan. The brochure will be serve as the chief 
tool for discussing the Reserve Fund alternatives at public meetings and other gatherings. 

Table 2. Milestones for Resto.ration Reserve Fund Planning 

Aug.- Oct., 1997 Staff meets wiith representatives ofthe University of Alaska, community 
facilitators and others to develop options for consideration. 

Nov. 4, 1997 PAG Work Session on Restoration Reserve. PAG comments on draft 
options. 

December 1997 Trustee Council decides which options to consider further. 

December 1997 Staff prepares brochure on options. 

January 29-30, 1998 Discussion of the Restoration Reserve at the 1998 Restoration Workshop. 

Feb.- Mar 1998 Public workshops in the spill area, Fairbanks, Anchorage and Juneau. 

May 1998 Close of public comment period on Restoration Options. 

June 1998 Staff prepares report on public comments on Restoration Options. 

July 1998 PAG reviews public comments on Restoration Options and makes 
recommendations to the Trustee Council. 

August 1998 Trustee Council makes a preliminary decision on the Restoration Reserve 
and distributes it for comment. 

October 1998 PAG reviews the preliminary decision and advises the Trustee Council 

October 1998 Trustee Council makes a final decision on the Restoration Reserve. 

March 23, 1999 Discussion of the Restoration Reserve at the 1Oth Anniversary Symposium 

Oct. 1998-Sept. 2002 Change laws, court orders and administration, if necessary. 

Oct. 1, 2002, or sooner Use of Restoration Reserve begins. 
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Public Advisory Group 
November 4-5, 1997 

0 

Agenda /' 

Restoration Reserve 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Summary of Public Comments received in response to newsletter article 
Restoration Plan, Chapter 2, "Missiqn and Policies" 
Restoration Plan, Chapter 3, section describing the Restoration Reserve 
Record of Decision, October 1994 

ILf.;;(,)C} 

• 
• 

Excerpts from Trustee Council meetings: August 23, November 2, and December 2, 1994 
Excerpt from Public Advisory Group meeting: August 2-3, 1994 

• 
• 
• 
• 

Update on Injured Resources and Service, September 1996 
1997 Status Report, past and estimated future uses, p. 28 
Memo from Dr. Robert Spies re "Science and the Restoration Reserve", April11, 1997 
Briefing paper- Draft Options, Use ofthe Restoration Reserve Fund, October 28, 1997 

Archaeological Repositories 
• Briefing memo and draft resolution September 29, 1997 · 
• CRRC resolution 97-05 endorsing archaeological repositories in Chugach villages 
• Summary ofChugachmiut recommendation from the Comprehensive Community Planfor 

the Restoration of Archaeological Resources- in Prince William Sound and Lower Cook 
Inlet, November 1, 1996 

Habitat Protection 
• Large Parcel Habitat Status Report, September 29, 1997 
• Small Parcel Habitat Status Report, October 20, 1997 

Other documents 
• Status on deferred FY 98 projects 
• September 10-11, 1997 Public Advisory Group Kodiak trip summary 
• Letter from E. Huffines 
• Letter from R. Steiner 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee ~ouncil 
645 G Street, Suite 401, Anchorage, AK !39501-3451 907/278-8012 fax: 907/276-7l78 

DRAFT 

PURPOSE:· 

AGENDA 

.'·r, · Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
Public Advisory Group 

Fourth Floor Conferer1ce Room •!• 645 G Street, Anchorage, Alaska 
Tuesday, N¢•vember 4, 1997, 8:30AM-5:00PM 
Wednesday, November 5, 1997, 8:30AM-Noon 

DRAFT 
10/22/97 

1. Develop recommendations on draft alternatives for the future of the Reserve Fund. 
2. Develop recolllli1endations on the draft resolution on archaeological repositories. 

Tuesday, Nov. 4: Restoration Res«:~rve 

8:30AM 

8:45 

9:00 

9:15 

9:30 

10:00 
11:00 
Noon 

1:00PM 

2:00 

Welcome/roll call ............ 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 ••• 0 0 0 • Rupert Andrews, Chair 
Approval of July ll5-16, 1997 Meeting Summary 

Executive Director's Report 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 Molly McCammon, Executive Director 
General Introduction to Reserve Planning Process 

Status oflnjury ar1d Recovery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Dr. Robert Spies/Stan Senner 

Summary ofPublic Comments Received 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0 0 0. 0 Veronica Christman 

Public Comment 

Uses of the Reserve Fund 
· Research and Monitoring . 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 Dr. Robert Spies/Stan Senner 

Habitat Protection 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Agency Staff 
Community Interests 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 •• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Hugh Short 

Lunch (brought in) 

Discussion/Recommendation 

ACTION ITEM: Motion on Draft Options for the Reserve Fund 

4:30 Closing comments by Public Advisory Group members 

5:00 Adjourn 

Federal Trustees State Trustees 
U.S. Department of the Interior Alaska Department ol Fish and Game 
U.S. Department ol Agriculture Alaska Department ol Environmental Conservation 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Alaska Department of Law 
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SUMMARY OF RESPO'f..JS'ES TO NEWSLETTER ARTICLE (8/97) 

An article in a recent issue of Restoration Upd(Jte, the Trustee Council's newsletter, asked for 
written comments on the future of the Reserve Fund. As of October 21, the Restoration Office 
has received 179 responses. A copy of the article is attached to this report. 

Most of the messages (120) urge the Trustee Council to purchase land on North Afognak Island, 
especially in the Pauls and Laura Lakes area, and, if necessary, to use the Reserve Fund for this 
purpose. These responses do not advocate use of the entire Reserve Fund for habitat protection. 
Because these messages mention the Reserve Fund, they are included in photocopied collections 
of responses to the newsletter article. However, because they do not address long-term 
management of the Reserve Fund, these 120 responses are presented as a separate category in 
Table 1. 

All ofthe other 59 responses address use of the entire Reserve Fund and most address the term 
of the Fund (endowment vs. 10 or 20 years) and the'location of restoration activities (spill area, 
Gulf of Alaska or statewide). This solicitation is not a scientific sample and the number of 
responses is quite small, so the results cannot be interpreted as a reflection of public opinion 
about the Reserve Fund. Nonetheless, this report tabulates the responses to issues of use, term 
and location (Table 1) and excerpts ideas about governance and other issues (Table 2) to help the 
reader digest the stack of letters that have been provided to them. 

Table 1. Tabulation of Responses to Newsletter Article 

Use of the Reserve Fund Responses Term Location 

Endow- 20 Yrs. 10 Yrs. Now Spill Gulf State-
ment Area ojAK wide 

Research/Monitoring 38. 35 I 0 0 7 II I2 

Habitat Protection 6 0 0 3 I 3 0 0 

Combination 13 9 0 0 0 9 0 0 

Other 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Subtotal: 59 44 1 3 1 19 11 12 

N. Afognak Land Purchase 120 

Total: 179 

Summary of Public Comment DRAFT I 0/24/97 



0 ' QJD. 

Wednesday, Nov. 5: Archaeological Repositories 

8:30AM Welcome/roll call ............................. Rupe1i Andrews, Chair 

8:45 Introdl,l~tion of Draft Resolution .... Molly McCammon, Executive Director 
,; r 

9:15 Report from Community Involvement Coordinator . . . . . . . . . . . Hugh Short 

10:00 Discussion/Reconlliiendation (continue after lunch, if necessary) 

ACTION ITEM: Motion on Draft Resolution on Archaeological Repositories 

11:30 Closing comments by Public Advisory Group members 

Noon Adjourn 

2 
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Thirty-eight (38) of the respondents encourage the Tru,stee Council to use the entire Reserve 
Fund for research and monitoring. Nearly all (35) ofth.ose who advocate this position favor 
establishment of a permanent marine research endowment. Opinions are divided on the topic of 
location, with a similar number of people advocating marine research in the spill area only, the 
Gulf of Alaska and marine, waters throughout Alaska. 

r 

Six (6) respondents favor use of the entire Reserve Fund for habitat protection. Three (3) of these 
comments suggest a 10-year period, one (1) suggests h~unediate use ofthe fund, and two (2) do 
not comment on the duration of the ~ad. 

Most of those who submitted comments advocate a single use of the fund, usually marine 
research or habitat protection. However, a total of 13 respondents encourage the Trustee Council 
to consider a combination of different categories of restm·ation. Seven respondents favor the 
combination of research and monitoring as well as habitit protection, and six respondents 
encouraged the Trustee Council to also consider general restoration or "community restoration" 
projects. Nine (9) of those who advocate a combination of restoration activities favor 
establishment of a permanent endowment to support these~ activities. 

Forty-six (46) ofthe responses address governance oftbefund and other issues. Ideas about 
governance include continuation of the Trustee CouncU, designation of a new board, and 
establishment of a foundation or nonprofit organization~ Ideas about governance are varied and 
complex and do not lend themselves to tabulation. Con~equently, Table 2 excerpts and, in some 

i ' 

cases, paraphrases ideas about governance and other issue:s. 

Summary of Public Comment 2 DRAFT 10/24/97 
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Assistant Attorney General Craig Tillery, representing 
Attorney General Bruce Botelho on the Trustee Council, 
agreed with Rue but added that a new structure might 
be needed. "I've given this a fair amount of thought over 
the last couple of years," he said. "My own vilew is the 
Council needs to go out of busines,~ ~bout the year 2001 
and it needs to be replaced, perhaps by something with 
very many of the same agencies, but with a public com
ponent." 

During a recent visit to Seward, the Council i.n:vited local 
residents to give their opinions about the restoration: reserve. 
Seward resident Chuck Adams told the Council he thought a 
permanent endowment would be the best way to help injured 
species recover. "A lot c;>f these sea ~atures, th~y spend their 

' ' 
.. 

My own view is the Council needs to go out of 

business about the year 2001 and it needs to 

be replaced, perhaps by something with very 

many of the same agencies, but with a public 

component. 

Trustee Designate Craig Tillery · , ' 
Assistant Attorney General , · . 

entire lives at sea and there's no way to protect them other 
than through research," he said. "I really think research needs 
to be the future of this (fund)." 

Reserve funds could also be used for habitat protec
tion, either through acquisition of strategically located 
smaller parcels or by protecting larger tracts of 1,000 acres 
or more. Though most of the habitat protection goals have 
been met, it's clear that there is not enough money avail
able to protect all of the parcels currently undE!r consid
eratipn, according to Executive DirectO.r Molly 
McCammon. 

"The Trustee Council will be facing some very tough 
choices with the restoration reserve because iit's likely 
some very important parcels- each with its OWl). public 
support and community support-,- will not be funded 
under the current budget," she said. 

The Trustee Council plans to seek public comment from 
throughout the spill region in the same way it did four 
years ago in establishing the current restoration program. 
Public meetings will be held in spill area communities 
during the first half of 1998 and a final decisior is ex-
pected by the end of the year. · 

For planning purposes, the decision must be made well 
in advance of the last payment from Exxon in 2001, 
McCammon said. Any changes to the structure of the 
Trustee Council and its funding would likely require 
changes in law that could take years to complete, she said. 

· What are your ideas for 
the future of restoration? 

The Trustee Council is seeking your input about the 
future of the Council and the possible uses of the 

Restoration Reserve. Your opinions and ideas will be 
used.to assist staff in developing a spectrum of options 
for consideration by the Trustee Council. 

To subinit initial ideas and com1nents to the Coun~ 
cil, please consider the following questions: 

• Should a permanent endowment be set up with an
nual dividends used to finance restoration projects? Or 
should the fund be budgeted for expenditure over a 
10- or 20-year period? . 

• Should funds be used to protect more habitat? Should 
it be used for research and/ or community restoration 
projects? What other options should be considered? 

• How should the fund be governed? Should a new 
trustee structure be developed? Should the 17-member 
Public Advisory Group continue to exist? To what extent 
should scientific peer review be continued? 

• Should spen~ing be limited to the spill region? 

The Public Advi-
sory Group will use 
your comments in 
considering the issue 
at its November meet
ing. The Council is 
then scheduled in De
cember to decide on 
the list of options to 
take to the public for 
formal comment. 

A final list of op
tions will be published 
by January 1, 1998 and 
distributed through
out the spill region. 
The public will have 
until May to submit 
comments on the vari
ous options. Public 

:15 ·i~ .::~.·~;"" 

Member~ of the Public Advisory Group 
discussed ideas for the Restoration 
Reserve during their July meeting. From 
left to right are Nancy Yeaton of Nanwalek. 
Howard Valley of Kodiak. Chuck Totemott of 
Chenega Bay, Stacy Studebaker of Kodiak, 
Charles Meacham of Juneau and Mary 
McBurney of Anchorage. 

workshops will be held in spill-area communities in Feb
ruary and March to ensure residents are informed about 
the options and have a chance to state their opinions. 

Please submit any written comments by October 1 
or let us know if you want to be part of the reserve plan
ning process. Send comments to the Restoration Office 
at 645 G Street, Anchorage, AK 99508 or fax to 907-276-
7178 or sent via e-mail to: kerih@oilspill.state.ak.us. 
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The 
Restoration 
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The Trustee Council 
established a budget 

Reserve 
Public Information, Science 

Management & Administration 

plan through 
September 30, 
2002. The 
.Restoration 
Reserve has 
been set aside 
for possible use 
at that time, It is 

. ·.~· ·'·. 

lt•s time·to start 
planning for the future 

3% 

Four years ago, the Trustee Council was faced with a his 
toric choice: Which path should it take to best help the 

ecosystem recover from the Exxon Valdez oil spill? 
After an inclusive public process, the Council adopted 

a course combining habitat protection, restoration 
projects, and research and monitoring: But it added a 
fourth element to provide flexibility for long teri:n plan
ning - the restoration reserve. 

Tl-~e restoration reserve is the Trustee Council"s savings 
account It was established to give the Council the option 
of continuing some sort of restoration program after the 
final payment is received from Exxon in the year 2001. 

The long-term budget plan calls-for the Trustee Council 
to set aside $12 million each year to create a $108 million 
reserve. With interest, it's projected that fund will grow 
to approximately $150 million by the year 2002. 

Again, the Council is facing a historic choice: How 
should it use the reserve account? During the next year, 
the Council will be seeking public input on this impor
tant issue. The Council will be facing _many tough ques
tions. 

• Should a permanent endowment be set up with an
nual dividends used to finance restoration projects? Or 
should the fund be budgeted for expenditure over a 10- or 
20-year period? 

• Should funds be used to acquire and protect more 
habitat? Should it be used for research and monitoring? 
Should it be used for community-based restoration projects? 
Or should it be some combination of the three? 

• How should the fund be governed? Should a new 
trustee structure be developed? 

• Should spending be limited to the designated spill region? 

The Budget-- Making the Transition 
During the next several years, the Council plans to 

gradually scale down the size of the annual work plan. 
The current work plan is budgeted at $16 million. Next 
year's target is $14 million and by fiscal year 2002, the 

estimated it will be 
worth approxi

mately $150 million. 

· Council plans. to provide approximately $6 million for the 
work plan budget. At that point, funding for rese·arch; 
monitoriing and restoration projects will either end or it 
will be supported by the restoration reserve. But at what 
level? · 

With an inflation-adjusted end~wment, the fund could 
generate approximately $3 million to $6 million a year. 
But if the fund was set up to expire over a 20-year period, 
$12 million to $14 million could 1;)e available annually. A 
10-year fund could produce $20 million to $22 million an
nually: 

The Council -- Considering a New Structure 
One of the biggest administrative and legal consider

ations concerns the structure of the governing body. 
Should the Trustee Council continue to oversee and allo
cate the funds? Should the 17-member Public Advisory 
Group continue to exist? To what extent should scientific 
peer review be continued? 

Answers to those questions will also determine the 
funding needed for administrative costs. Each of those 
groups <:ames with a pricetag for meetings, transporta
tion, per diem, and such. To bring administration costs 
down, some sort of restructuring will be needed. 

Public Discussion --What Do You Think? 
The' Trustees have expressed an interest in maintain

ing a federal/state process as a vital component of any 
future restoration program. At a forum held in Seward 
May 29,the Council opened the debate about its own fu
ture and the possible uses of the reserve. 

"I think the idea of a multi-agency group with a pro
cess to involve the public has worked," said Trustee Frank 
Rue, commissioner of the Alaska Department of Fish and 
Game.; "There has been some criticism of it, but I still think 
you don't get parochial agency views as much as you 
would if one agency or one entity were managing it. You 
get much broader perspective." 



Name/Organization 

McDonald, Judy 

Individual 

Paul, A.J. 

University of Alaska 

Cline, Mitchell B. 

Individual 

Merrell, Ted 

Individual 
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Table 2. Ideas about Governance and Other Issues 

Governance 

The current Trustee Council should be abolished. The 
decisions are often political trade offs between the 
federal and state agencies and not always the best use 
of the funds. An expanded role for the Public Advisory 
Group could possibly step into the decision making 
process. There should definitely be a more rigid scientific 
peer review of the proposals, more along the lines of the 
Sea Grant Program and the National Science 
Foundation. 

An NSF-like review process should be used to determine 
the suitability of proposed projects that are requesting 
funds from the Reserve Funds. This board should 
consist of qualified· persons with no finahcial or political 
interests in the funding process. The current trustees 
structure should be totally dismantled to eliminate politics 
and it should be replaced with a peer review process. 
That peer review process must contain some 
mechanismm for citizen input that is more extensive than 
a 17-member PAG. 

I have been very pleased by how the Trustee Council 
has operated and know of no major problems with it. 
However, with a smaller amount of money to oversee, it 
becomes even more important that the funds are spent 
wisely and as little as possible used for administrative 
purposes. 

Other Comments 

Opposed to using the Reserve Fund for land acquisitions. 

Ecosystem research should be the highest priority; buy only 
habitat critical to injured species that are not recovering; fund 
only those community restoration projects that are be'.Ftign. The 
TrusteeCouncilsbould !:>e replaced with a peer revie~process. 

None 

Don't fund ongoing management; avoid artificial (hatchery) 
enhancement; minimize contributing to overhead of Alaska 
Sealife Center. 

c 

Ej 
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Sturgulewski, Arliss 

Individual 

Peterson, Carl 

Individual 

Steiner, Rick 

Individual 

Mitchell, C. K. 

Aiaska Fisheries 
Development 
Foundation, Inc. 

Smoker, William W. 

University of Alaska 
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Governance 

I see great value in a successor non-profit organization 
to the EVOS Trustee Council which would have 
representation from pertinent state and federal agencies 
and major public and native interests. The nonprofit 
organization should have the ability and be encouraged 
to receive and expend federal, state and pprivate 
dollars. A small staff with access to a qualified peer 
science review team should be established. 

The endowment should be managed by several 
agencies with public involvement. 

Administration of such a fund should involve open 
access and competition among competent scientists 
adjudicated by rigorous peer review and it should be 
independent of other public agencies. Consider 
governance by a public body whose members are 
removed from the immediate concerns and problems of 
public agencies. 

Other Comments 

Abolish the reserve and use the' money to acquire habitat 
conservation easements along the coast of the region. The 
court intended the $100 million reopenser to be the 
contingency for any needs beyond 2002. 

Cease additional purchases of habitat in the spill area. AFDF 
has nearly 100 members; 

The Gulf of Alaska is larger than the spill area, but is a 
coherent system that encompasses the historical spill area. 

u 
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Name/Organization 

Branson, Jim H. 

Individual 

Cooney, Robert T. 

University of Alaska 

Alexander, Vera 

University of Alaska 

Cobb, Dave 

Valdez Fisheries 
Development 
Association Inc. 

Petty, Clarence 

Individual 

DRAFT 10/21/97 

Governance 

A successor trustee group to the EVOS Trustee Council 
would be desirable with the ability to receive and 
disperse other moneys as well as earnings from the 
Reserve Fund. A small staff to work with a qualified peer 
science review team would be necessary. 

Management by a council similar but not identical to the 
Trustee Council, with agency representatives, but also 
academia and constituent membership. Scientific peer 
review using the NSF model of identifying and using the 
best experts for each proposal would be most useful. 

The eventual establishment of a citizens advisory 
committee and a select peer review group to manage 
this fund seems to be the most appropriate way to 
oversee this fund. A small administrative staff would be 
needed to provide services for the management of the 
fund. We do not believe that this fund should be turned · 
over to any large organization that would deplete the 
Restoration Reserve significantly through high overhead 
and administrative costs. 

Determinations based on scientific 'tact should have 
priority over political considerations. 

Other Comments 

PWS is an integral part of the Gulf of Alaska ecosystem and 
cannot be understood if we do not understand the whole. 

Opposed to use of the Reserve Fund for future land 
acquisition .. Matching funding for long-term investigations of 
fisheries resources including salmon could buy partnerships 
with NSF and NOAA programs such as GLOBEC to expand . 
work well beyond the coastal nursery environments into shelf C 
and ocean feeding regimes. 

-~·· 

The majority of expenditures should be targeted toward 
providing the longst term benefits for fish and wildlife habitat. 

(-' 
' ~ 
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Name/Organization 

Henri, Joseph R. 

University of Alaska 

King, Margaret 

University of Alaska 

Cowper, Steve 

Individual 

Mathisen, Ole 

University of Alaska 

Schmitt, Alan L. 

Kodiak Chamber of 
Commerce 

Lucier, Charles V. 

Individual 

DRAFT 10/21/97 

Governance 

The trustees of the trust should be ex-officio 
representatives from pertinent state and federal 
agencies and from major public and Native interests 
including, in major portion, representatives appointed by 
the Board of Regents of the University of Alaska. 

The current NSF organization can serve as a model 
~'tC~Qt()l1p~m1Jcf1 ~l!l_all~rscale and with only a few 
disciplines. · · · · · 

The endowment should be managed by a nonprofit 
research foundation with an Alaskan board of directors. 

Other Comments 

UA should be highly involved in the continuing work of the 
proposed trust. · 

Consider funding collaborative problem solving and dispute 
resolution programs that focus on public issues and, more 
specifically, for natural resource and environmental concerns. 

Further land purchases seem excessive. There is at present 
an intense federal interest in the Bering Sea, which I believe 
will result in substantial feder~l:and Gther funds being 
committed to marine research ih that area. It makes sense to 
complement those activities by extending these efforts to 
Prince William Sound and the Gulf of Alaska. 

The endowment should support basic science in Alaska. In 
Alaska today •. one can obtain support for applied projects only. 

No comment 

Funds should be apportioned flexibly, on an annual or 
multiyear basis to allow for unpredictable needs and 
developments. Spending should be largely limited to the spill 
area but with the proviso that worthy projects whose conduct 
would further spill area knowledge and applications be allowed. 

:5 
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Name/Organization 

Schell, Donald M. 

University of Alaska 

Holleman, Marybeth 

Individual 

Dearborn, R. K. 

Universityof Alaska I 
Sea Grant Program 

nRAI=T 1()/?1/~7 

Governance 

All expenditures should be subject to peer review by 
nationally recognized scientists who are not participating 
in the research program as principal investigators. This 
will encourage productive science and impartiality in the 
evaluation of research proposals. 

Provide a more open and aggressive process of 
consultation with the government and academic science 
communities and should establish a more open proposal 
and scientific review process. Whereas the proposal and 
review process adopted by the Trustees for a 
retrospective analysis may have been useful and 
effective, recognizing that addressing knowledge needs 
of ocean and coastal systems will progress more 
effectively with a more science based approach, versus 
the management based approach now being used. 

Other Comments 

In addition to supporting marine research, the Reserve Fund 
should also subsidize operational costs for the associated 
research facilities that have an active research and educational 
competent, including the Prince William Sound Science Center 
field operations, the Kasitna Bay Laboratory and the research 
arm of the Sea Life Center.. With regard to these facilities, the 
operating costs would be identified in proposals separate from 
research costs thus focusing support on the more used 
facilities and aiding those aspects that might not be totally 
funded from other sources. Support should encompass both 
basic and applied research. Marching funds from non-EVOS C 
sources should be strongly encouraged in- research -=._J 
partnerships. 

Spend the Reserve Fund on as'inuch habitat acquisition as 
possible. Look into creative ways of protecting lands: For 
example, explore other options with Chugach Corporation 
concerning their lands in the Bering River area. If you've bouht 
all the lands that are available in the spill area, investigated all 
the possibilities to protect remaining wilderness, and money 
remains, spend it only on nonintrusie long-term studies of 
affected species. 

E' ~ 
' 
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Name/Organization 

Balsiger, James W. 

NOAA 

Hendricks, John B. 

Alaska Sealife Center 

Strobel, Joan and Mark 

Individuals 

Peart, Leslie 

Alaska Sealife Center 

Governance 

To administer the endowment, establish a permanent 
organization with representation from appropriate state, 
federal, native and private interests. 

A successor organization to the Trustee Council should 
be established. The organization could include many or · 
all of the same member agencies, but should also add a 
significant public element. 

If the Restoration Reserve is of limited (1 0 year) duration;~ 
it would be beneficial to keep a similar governing 
arrangement to assure continuity of approach and to 
assure continued success. 

Other Comments 

Use the Reserve Fund for marine research and sharing 
information with decision makers. 

·,· 

I recommend that the Trustee Council emphasize public 
education as the vehicle for enhancing and maintaining 
resforafion, habitat protection and research/monitoring projects 
for generations to come. 

f:C:) 
'~~ 

The endowment should be managed by a nonprofit 
research foundation with an Alaskan board of directors. 

Southwest Alaska A 
Municipal Concerence ~ 

Nebert, Dave 

Individual 

DRAFT 10/21/97 

The endowment should be governed by a new board 
primarily made up of scientists (state, federal and private) 

. and one or more members from the University of Alaska 

No additional funds should be used to purchase habitat. 
Primarily marine research, with limited coastal ecological studies 
needed to understand the marine ecosystem. 
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Name/Organization 

Weingartner, tom 

University of Alaska 

Schoening, Karen 

Individual 

Adams, Chuck 

Individual 

Clayton, Linda 

Individual 

McCarty, Heather 

Golden Age Fisheries 

Lucas, Judy 

Individual 

Rudio, s·arbara 

Individual 

DRAFT 10/21/97 

Governance 

Establish a scientific advisory committee that would guide 
and coordinate the research. The committee would draft 
a science plan that would provide specific 
recommendations on research directions. Reevaluate 
the science plan every 5 years. Leverage additional 
support from other sources. 

The fund should be governed as simply as possible with 
a maximum amount of public oversight. 

·--------

Other Comments 

Establish a marine research endowment fund capable of 
supporting approximately $3 million/year for research in the 
Gulf of Alaska and its contiguous bays. Some portion of-the 
Restoration Reserve Fund should be set aside to support 
research and monitoring activities directed at deciphering the 
mechanistic connections between physical and biological 

.. changes in the Gulf of Alaska. 

Use the endowment for scientific research and education. 

The endowment should be used for 1) training and technology 
to insuie that another oil spill.dqes not occur and 2) research 
and monitoring. 

Opposed to more land acquisitions. The money should be 
focused on training and technology to insure that another oil 
spill does not occur and secondly, continue to provide funds 
for research into our marine ecosystem. 

The use of a large percentage of EVOS funds to buy land and 
trees can no longer be justified. 

Supports purchase of lands at Cape Chiniak and use of the 
Reserve Fund to buy these lands. The opportunity to buy 
kands such as these for preservation may not come again. 

I would like to see a point in time that will signify the end of the 
Exxon Valdez oil spill. 

c 
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Name/Organization 

Roos, John 

North Pacific Marine 
Science Foundation 

Bencardino, Louis 

City of Seward 

Gifford, Rick L. 

City of Seward 

Blackburn, Chris 

Alaska Groundfish 
Data Bank 

Noll, William 

Individual 

DRAFT 10/21/97 

Governance 

Establish a successor nonprofit organization to the 
current EVOS Trustee Council with representation from 
public and native groups and state and federal 
agencies. 

The fund should have a governing board of directors 
consisting of: 

1 Federal government representative 
1 State government representative 
1 Spill area local government representative 
4 Citizen members from the spill area 

The fund should have a Scientific Peer Reviev" Advisory 
Council consisting of: 

UA School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences 
Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
One local community representative 

Other Comments 

I believe it is now time to shoft the focus away from habitat 
purchases, and now focus _on additional funding for research. 

·~ ·. 

Opposed to using the fund to endow university chairs. 85% of 
the earnings should be allocated to research/monitoring and 
15% to habitat acquisitions. 

Please make use of the funds for the purposes of research 
through the Alaska SeaLife Center and through the University 
of Alaska. 

(~ 
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Name/Organization 

French, John 

University of Alaska 

Mahaffey, Jmes 

Individual 

Baker, Torie 

Individual 

Huffines, Eleanor 

The National Outdoor 
Leadership School 

nQt..I=T 1n/?1/07 

Governance 

The fund should be run by an Executive Director who is 
an ex-offiicio on the board. The board should include 
one member from each trustee agency and the 
University of Alaska and four public members-at-large (2 
appointed by the Governor and 2 by some federal 
mechanism). Proposals should be solicited by an open 
process and reviewed by an open peer review process, 
not by a Chief Scientist with a limited review panel. 

No comment 

Other Comments 

The fund should be used only to support research and 
monitoring projects, with emphasis given to integrated 
multi-disciplinary projects. By not inflation proofing the fund, 
and by restricting funding to projects investigating processes in 
the Gulf of Alaska, ... there is a reasonable prospect that a 
meaningful amount of progress can be made in 20 years 
starting with a fund of $150 million. 

Top priority for use of the Reserve Fund is· habitat acquisition. 
A second priority would be establishment-of an endowment to 
ensure that critical research be conducted in future problem 
areas where alternative funding is not available. 

To have the most lasting benefits, the reserve program, 
whatever form it takes, must ultimately strive to accurately and 
honestly integrate into and augment existing Alaskan 
institutions, agency programs and public policy forums. 

The value of EVOS research in the spill area is undeniable; 
yet, the use of research within the existing management 
structure is a concern that should be addressed. EVOS could 
play a significant role in supporting future research and 

( -; 
_-::-/ 

planning efforts to diminish the imminent threat from increased .---\ 
traffic volumes related to recreation and tourism. Both cultural tj 
and scientific education programs provide people the 
knowledge and the passion to fight for the long term 
preservation of these fragile ecosystems. Through the 
Reserve, the oil spill could continue to provide educational 
opportunities for communities well into the future. 
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Name/Organization 

Smiley, Scott 

University of Alaska, 
Fishery Industrial 
Technology Center 

DRAFT 10/21/97 

Governance Other Comments 

We would like to see specific language designating applies 
fisheries as a major research emphasis written into any 
research program designed for this endowment. 

c:J 
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20 August 1997 

To: The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Tmstees Council 
Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 

!
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From: Judy McDonaldt P.O. Box 1197, Seward, Alaska 99664 

~·~~I 

In response to your request for input regarding the future for the Council and the possible uses of 
the Restoration Reserve, I would likt~ to submit my thoughts. 

1. A permanent endowment should 'be set up with annual dividends to fund restoration projects. 
There has been no deterrirination of how long the effects of the oil spill will continue to make its 
self felt in the marine ecosystem. The impact of the spill will not magically disappear in 2000 
when the payments from Exxon will end. A major part of the difficulty in assessing the impact 
of the oil spill was that there was ve1y little information on the animals involved and their place 
in the Prince William Sound or Gulf of Alaska ecosystems. Even after all the money put toward 
research, there are still more questions then answers. And only the top predators were studied 
with any depth. There is still a great deal to learn about the interactions within and between 
species as well-as their physical environment.. There is not enough money in the pot to address 
even the major questions in a 10 or 20 year period. 

2. Can you tell m~ how buying up terrestrial habitat can protect it from future oil spills? As far 
as I can tell, if there were another oil spill tomorrow the beaches would be just as oiled, the birds 
and other marine animals and plants would be just as affected as they were in 1989. The tr~· 
and freshwater habitats were not oiled in 1989. If the Park Service and Forest Service want 
more land, they should use their own budgets for the purchase price. 

These funds should be used for research, and community restoration if there were a more 
equatable allocation of resources. For instance, these funds cannot restore Cordova to the 
fishing community it once was, but they may be able to get edible clams in the beaches again for 
Chenega and English Bay. That is if the otters don't get the clams first. 

3. The current Trustee Council should be abolished. The decisions are often political trade offs 
between the federal and state agencies and not always the best use of the funds. An expanded 
role for the Public Advisory Group could possibly step into the decision making process. There 
should definitely be a more rigid scientific peer review of the proposals, more along the lines of 
the Sea Grant Program and the National Science Foundation. The science funded should be 
based on the merits of the problem to be addressed, not whether it is politically correct. 

4. The spending should be limited to the spill region. The state does not fund much scientific 
research, so the Trustees should fill this void. However, there is not enough money to study the 
entire coastline of the state. 
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Institute of Marine Science Q 
SEWARD MARINE CENTER 

(J) Phone: (907) 224-5261 
Fax: (907) 224-3392 

University of Alaska Fairbanks 

August21, 1998 

School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences 
P. 0. Box 730, Seward, Alaska 99664 ·---. 

@~©~nw~w 
lilJ AUS 2 5 1qm 

Trustee Council 
Restoration Office 
645 GStreet 
Anchorage, AK 
99508 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILl 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I would like to provide my thoughts about th~~ future of the restoration reserve The experience gained from the recent 
and costly clean up of oil at Chenega proves that the 1989 oil spill will be affecting the EVOS marine ecosystem for 
many years to come. We can't know what problems will arise as the oil trapped in the sediments continually leaches 
intO the ecosystem. Likewise the genetic impacts of the pollution are yet to be totally manifested. Also, the marine 
organisms that are being affected from past, and possibly future events, are generally species whose life history and 
environmental requirements are poorly understood. Although there was an extensive scientific program supported by 
the TRUSTEES only a few high profile speci~IS were examined for oil spill impacts. As time passes we may find more 
organisms, or habitats, that were impacted by the 1989 spill. 

I would like to see all of the reserve held in trustfor perpetuity, and the income used as a source of funding to examine 
ecosystem problems relevant to the 1989 spilL The proceeds from investing the reserve should be used to fund 
research on marine organisms so that we can better understand the impact of oil spills on subarctic systems. I think 
that the TRUSTEES COUNCIL should consider this latter task their highest priority because most of the EVOS region ·, 
falls in state of Alaska waters where there is a dearth of funding to support marine scientific research. The EVOS 
reserve can fill this funding void and provide ~m important service to our northern Gulf of Alaska communities who 
depend on marine resources to survive. 

There should be equal consideration given to protecting habitats of species proven to be impacted by the spill, but I do 
not support buying timber land and properties th~ are not critical to species on the Trustee "not recovering list". 
Community restoration projects should be considered equally with research and habitat projects as long as they are 
environmentally benign. 

A National Science Foundation like review process should be used to determine the suitability of proposed projects 
that are requesting funding from the Reserve Funds. This board should consist of qualified persons with no financial 
or political interests in the funding process. The current trustees structure should be totally dismantled to eliminate 
politics and it should be replaced with a peer review process. That peer review process must contain some mechanism 
for citizen input that is more extensive than a 17 member PGA 

s~~ 
Dr.~ Paul 
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September 10, 1997 

0 
Arliss Sturgulewski 

3301 "C" Street, Suite 520 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503 

(907) 561-5286 
(907) 561-7683 (FAX) 
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1RUS.1EF.. COUNC\l 

Molly McCammon, Executive Director 
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Dear Molly: 

uq...'""' 

I am delighted to see in the August-September 1997 issue of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill 
Trustee Council publication Restoration Update, that you are making a request for public 
input to assist the Council in determining the long-term use of the Restoration Reserve. As 
the enclosed article from the Restoration Update notes, the final payment to the Restoration 
Reserve is anticipated to be in 2001. The future of the estimated $1.50 million reserve is, in 
my opinion, one of the major issues before the EVOS Trustee Council. 

I have long shared a dream, together with many others, of an endowment to fund a long-term 
interdisciplinary research and monitoring program to provide the data for long-term 
management and conservation of the marine environment off the shores of Alaska. I am 
aware that the current uses of the Exxon Valdez oil spill funds are confined to the area of the 
gulf of Alaska and Prince Willliam Sound from Yakutat to the Shumigan Islands. Though 
not covering the entire coastlilne of Alaska, what a magnificent beginning to carry and 
expand on the excellent work that has been done to date by the EVOS Trustee Council. 

Although much work remains to be done on the specific details of how an endowment for 
marine research and monitoring should be established, a broad outline can be set forth. I see 
great value in a successor non-profit organization to the EVOS Trustee Council which would 
have representation from pertinent state and federal agencies and major public and native 
interests. I, personally, suggest a permanent endowment, inflation proofed, with annual 
dividends to finance an interdisciplinary research and monitoring program on a gulf-wide 
basis, along with coordination of all research taking place in the area. Ability to receive and 
expend federal, state and private dollars should be provided for and, indeed, encouraged. A 
small staff with access to a qualified peer science review team should be established. 
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Page 2 

Without question there will be many demands on the future of. the Restoration Reserve, 
particularly for additional land purchases. Of the $918 million total settlement, funds have 
been designated as follows: land purchases - 42%, restoration work - 23.2%, science -
19.6%, Restoration Reserve- 11.8%, and public information and administration- 3.4%. 

I submit that a long:-term integrated and targeted res<~arch and monitoring program, using the 
Restoration Reserve, is the very highest priority to protect and enhance our gulf ecosystem. 
We will have to use extraordinary skills to·manag~ and conserve the marine environment so 
that we can continue to maintain a healthy and productive environment for multiple uses and 
users. 

I want to thank you for the opportunity to give input at an early stage of the planning as to 
the ultimate use of the Restoqttion Reserve. I would greatly appreciate being advised of 
other opportunities to participate or make comment in planning the future· of the Restoration 
Reserve. 

Sincerely, 

~f~ut~· 
Arliss Sturgulewski 

Enclosure 
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September 5, 1997 

Molly McCammon, Executive Director 
EVOS Trustee Council 
645 G. Street 
Anchorage,AJ< 99510 

re: Restoration Reserve 

Dear Molly, 

(:·;·l 
"--.Y 
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TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

\jv· 

In response to the Trustee Councirs recent solicitation for comment on what is called the 
Restoration Reserve account, I would like to reiterate my earlier comments (Feb. 1996, 
attached) that if the reserve withdraws money from present availability - as is the clear and 
unequivocal intent of the account- it is without question illegal, and if it doesn't, it is 
unnecessary. 

The establishment of the account highlights, once again, the extraordinary confused muddle 
the Trustee Council continues to operate within. That a bank account is deemed more 
important than actually helping to heal the injured ecosystem - which of course is supposed 
to be the sole objective of the Trustee Council- speaks to the pathology of the process. 

There is no "Restoration Reserve" more effective than an intact, vibrant coastal ecosystem, 
and withdrawing a significant portion of the Restoration funds from their availability to 
immediately prevent further environmental degradation is simply outrageous. 

i 

The reserve should immediately be abolished,, and the money, all of it, 
should be immediately applied to the acquisition of habitat conservation 
easements along the coast of the region. 

Not one penny of this money should go to "science" pr~jects. 

Th~yo¥'J" ~Jll--~n~ty to comment. 

jL(; ~~-c_-_J--, 
Rick Steiner 
9940 Nearpoint Dr. 
Anchorage, AK 99507 
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February 26, 1996 

Molly McCammon 
Executive Director 

0 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G. Street 
Anchorage,AJC 99510 

Dear Molly, 

r' ·r, \JyJ 

I would appreciate receiving written confirmation from the Trustee Council that all of 
the monies the Council has placed to date in what is ~ferred to as the ''Restoration 
Reserve" ($36 million) and all furtP.er dep~sits into this account are NOT intended 
by the Council to be withdrawn from immediate availability for present Restoration needs. 

I would like confirmation that the:se monies are entirely available to address immediate 
Restoration priorities as needed, such as the protection of imminently threatened coastal 
habitat. 

If this is not the case, the Restoration Reserve would clearly constitute an illegal 
encumbrance of funds that are intended by the Consent Decree to be made available 
as they are collected from Exxon for meeting identified Restoration objectives as they arise. 

If, on the other hand, the Council intends these funds to be available as needed - which was 
the evident intent of the Court in approving the payment plan - then the Restoration Reserve 
account is unnecessary. 

The obvious paradox created by the Restoration ReserVe is that if it truly withdraws money 
from present availability, it is ill¢gal, and if it doesn't, it is unnecessary. 

The Consen~ Decree provides the Trustee agencies opportunity to collect 
another $100 million in the year 2002 for damages that could not reasonably have been 
expected at the time of settlement. If, at the time of settlement, the governments anticipated 
Restoration needs to extend beyond the structured payment period, then they should clearly 
have provided for such concern by structuring extended payments accordingly. They did 
not do so. If, however, the gove:mments didn't anticipate such long-lasting needs then but 
now can prove them, then this should constitute an irrefutable basis for collecting the $100 
million reopener. 

The Court clearly intended the $100 million reopener to be the contingency for any needs 
beyond 2002. It is difficult to imagine that the Court, in approving the out-of-court 
settlement, anticipated the EVOS Trustee Council attempting to perpetuate its own existence 
to the year 2089 and beyond. · 

I will anxiously await your clarification of these very serious issues. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
Rick Steiner 
Box 2424 
Cordova,AJC 99574 

cc Honorable H. Russell Holland., U.S. District Court, Alaska 
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September 11, 1997 

Restorat~ori Office. 
Exxon Valdez.oil Spill Trustee .Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 

Dear Sirs: 

We understand that the Trus.tee Council is seeking public input 
relating to the use of the. ever increasing Restoration Reserve. 
You should know that the Alaska Fisheries Development Foundation 
and its nearly 100 members support the creation of a permanent 
endowment dedicated to :funding marine bi.ological research and 
development efforts state-wide. While habitat protection is good, 
the maintenance and use of Alaska's bountiful marine resources 
are what were damaged by the spill. Yet purchase of habitat seems 
to be how the EVOS Trustee Council has spent the majority of 
funds over the past few years. 

We would hope and strongly encourage the Trustee Council and it's 
successor to cease additional purchases of habitat in the spill 
area and rather, spend the earnings from the endowment for the 
purpose of better understanding Alaska's unique marine habitat 
and species. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this very important 
issue, critical to the continuing sustenance of Alaska's vibrant 
seafood industry. 

) 

900 West Fifth Avenue, Suite 400, Anchorage, Alaska 99501 (907) 276-7315 FAX (907) 271-3450 
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Jr~""~,~au Center "-· · 
SWool of Fisheries and Ocean ~iences 
University of Alaska Fairbanks 
11120 Glacier Highway 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 

(907) 465-6441 Office 
(907) 465-6447 FAX 
fysfosj@aurora.alaska.edu 

Sept. 12, 1997 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
Restoration Office 
645 G St. Anchorage, AK. 99508 

Dear Council 

:~······ 
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In response to your request for comments on the future of the Council and the 
Restoration Reserve (Restoration Update for August and September) I urge you to 
consider and to support establishment of a substantial endowment fund for marine 
research. There is an important need for support of fundamental research on marine 
systems of the Gulf of Alaska that would appropriately be met by such a fund; it would be 
an effective legacy of the Council. 

Such fundamental research is not well supported otherwise. Immediately important . 
problems such as finding the abundance and sustainable catch from a fish stock are 
fundable by the budgets of public agencies responsible for resource stewardship. Less 
immediate but more fundamental problems such as understanding how physical processes 
affect ecosystems are not now readlily fundable even though these problems already are 
becoming vitally important as climate change brings about alteration of oceanic systems. 

The Gulf of Alaska is larger than the historical spill area. It is however a coherent 
system, a flowing circle of water (an9 offish stocks and many other components), that 
encompasses the historical spill area. The fund should take the eritire system as its 
purview. The Gulf is one of several such coherent systems in the subarctic North Pacific 
Ocean; there has not, however, be(mextensive programmatic support for fundamental 
research in the Gulf of Alaska. 

The fund should be a continuing source of support rather than being spent over a 
decade or two. It is important for the Council to leave behind it sources of continuing 
benefit for the communities, state, and nation damaged by the spill. Habitat acquisitions 
and the protection they offer to natural resources are an example of such a continuing 
benefit. Endowed support for fundamental research will also continue to benefit Alaska 
and the nation, not only by informing future choices made by a growing human economy 
but by sustaining science itself. 
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Administration of such a fund should involve open access and competition among 
competent scientists adjudicated by rigorous peer review and it should be independent of 
other public agencies. Policy-setting governance should be by a public body. The issue of 
Update quotes Assistant Attorney General Tillery to the effect that the Council should be 
replaced with a body representing "the same agencks, but with a public component." I 
urge you to depart even further from the historical practice of the Council and to consider 
governance of the research endowment by a public body whose members are removed 
from the immediate concerns and problems of public agencies. The mission of members of 
those agencies is management of the human use of natural resources and they are stressed 
by immediately demanding issues. The research end0·wment should, however, take a very 
long view in formulating its policy in its support of~ndamental research; it's resources 
should not supplant the ordinary expenses of resource management. 

I wish you well as you decide how this unique opportunity for Alaska will be 
taken. I'd be glad to give you whatever support and expertise that's mine to give; please 
call on me .. 

s~~4~~ 
William W. Smoker 
Professor ofFisheries 
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Jim H. Branson 
PO Box 6401 
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Halibut Cove, AK 99603 

Restoration Office 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

Dear Sirs: 

Phone (907) 296-2208 
FAX (907) 296-2221 

Sept. 15, 1997 

I am writing in response to your request in the August/September 
Restoration Update for input on the future of the Council and the 
possible uses of the Restoration Reserve. 

I have been closely allied with marine research for many years in my roles 
as the Executive Director of the North Pacific Fisheries Management 
Council and as Chair of the Advisory Council for the School of Fisheries 
and Oceans of the University of Alaska Fairbanks. I have some very 
strong feelings about our need for information about our marine and 
coastal environments. The lack of it has greatly hampered our efforts to 
manage resources off Alaska, imperiled some of them because of our lack 
of knowledge, and made it impossible to assess damage to systems about 
which we know virtually ni)thing. 

I believe we should establish a permanent endowment to fund a long 
term interdisciplinary research to long term management of the Marine 
environment off Alaska. Such research should include all of the Gulf of 
Alaska since Prince Willirun Sound is an integral part of that system and 
cannot be understood if we do not understand the whole. A successor 
trustee group to the EVOS Trustee Council would be desirable with the 
ability to receive and disperse other moneys as well as the earning from 
the endowment fund (after inflation proofing). A small staff to work with 
a qualified peer science review team would be necessary, with funding 
and coordination of scien tilfic programs as their primary goal. 

Some very worthwhile land purchases have been made with EVOS 
funding, but now we need kilowledge far more that we need more land 
acquisitions. 

Sincerely, 

r/~ 
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2550 Denali Street, Suite 1201 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503-2737 
(907) 276'-2007 Fax (907) 279-7913 

September 15, 1997 
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Edward E. Crane 
Presiiknt 
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Restoration Office 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
llnchorage,AJaska 99508 

Dear Trustee Council, 

This is in response to your request for comment in the August/September 
Restoration Update. 

CFAB's business is focused on the commercial exploitation of AJaska's 
marine resources. AJthough that may suggest a narrow perspective, we are quite 
sensitive to the reality that the ongoing viability of commercial interests is premised 
on management practices which are consistent with - and tempered by - subsistence; 
environmental, recreational, and "general public" interests. 

The numbers discuss·ed in Restoration Update are impressive, but it is clear 
there is potential for relatively early exhaustion. AJthough we do not consider 
ourselves either sufficiently informed or technically competent to address specific 
proposals or alternatives, we offer the following generalized thoughts in response to 
your discussion and invitation. 

The long-term and pc~rhaps subtle effects of the Exxon Valdez oil spill may 
not be recognized for many years~ Quite possibly the same may be said for other, less 
dramatic, events and developments such as the ever-increasing number of tourism
related vessels in Southeast wate.rs or intensified recreation pressures in and around 
Resurrection Bay, as well as the evolvement of seafood harvesting practices generally. 
There will always be a need for scientific and empirical research into the effects of 
human activities on AJaska's marine environment and resources. Our view is that the 
existence and potential of the Restoration Reserve comprise a wonderful, once-in-a
lifetime, opportunity to establish the foundation for a permanent endowment directed 
toward that need. 

Alaska Commercial Fishing and Agriculture Bank 
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We also believe there are moral connotations to this issue. It seems 
presumptuous, to say the least, for any iteration of a "current generation" to claim or 
exercise the right to exhaust the financial proceeds generated as compensation for an 
event whose effects, or certain of them, may rationally be projected over the course of 
many years. 

Habitat protection is mentioned as an option. It is difficult to argue against 
the need for habitat protection on an abstract basis, and we believe that habitat 
protection projects must forever be eligible for consideration within an established 
system of priorities. Our observations over time, however, suggest that habitat 
protection or restoration projects are often rendc:~red ineffective in a relatively short 
time, inadvertently or otherwise, by subsequent and unforeseen events, developments, 
or other intrusions. Moreover, such projects tend to be area-specific, a feature which 
invites politically-inspired decisions. 

We do not consider ourselves to be fiLtHy informed as to the nature and 
effectiveness of the current structure and organization for governance of the fund, and 
are therefore reluctant to imply a perception of a "better way." We do believe that any 
governing bodies should consist of individuals who have demonstrated some level of 
relevant competence as well as a commitment, to the fund's purpose and scope. A 
most unfortunate aspect of Alaska's culture today is the habit of "democratically'' 

!. . 
staffing boards and committees with representatives of specific - and frequently 
competing - interests; most decisions then become politicized, and the "greater 
purposes" of the body receive only lip service., Please don't let that happen in this 
instance! 

We believe scientific peer review should indeed be continued. Moreover, 
we believe the entire process should be based upon, or largely influenced by, the 
perceptions and other input of multi-disciplined science professionals. 

Thank you for this opportunity for e?Cpression. We commend the Council 
and its staff for the commitment to stewardship .it has demonstrated over the past four 
years. 

Very truly yours, 

/Y~ 
Edward E. Crane 
President 

'-



Restoration Office 
Septennber15, 1997 
Page 3 
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P.S. By coincidence, the enclosed article appears in today's Anchorage Daily News. 
We cannot evaluate the scientific merit of the cited report, but it appears to 
address a clear example of the need for a broad and perpetual commitment to 
research. 



--·-· -·- --. ·- . . . . . 1 !·:;.. . ~·!·. :: . 
H $)) 1-j::S __,. !'j __,. __,. __,. $)) __,. C/ln-,rn o"' "'t:!l~ ~·::r;- p.l';''< ...,..e: ~·O p. . • OOJ 0. ·_.a 0: g. ::s ::r o ::r P. ~ Er. ~ rn ::r o o e!. 8: ::r ~ ro P ro 1:1' ro ro ll', rn' 0 . !:!!.'< · · '··, · 
(1) p.. (1) :4 (1) ~ 1-1 rJI rJI ~ :-n· s ~ s. ::s p.. ::;::g rJI ~ rJI ~ • : OQ e.~ .....:} (1) ~ ~ s 0 ~ s ~OQ Cll-<" c.. J. ~=- . . ·. 
r g. (6 ::r g Y' g g §' ~ !" e.:=!! g:;: 'in· :3l~:::;: :;: .?" S :> ~» g. 8. g ~ rn ~ 8. ::r o ['g g' ~ ~ 0 -h.' \l.i ~ ~ "8 s ~~:a F.:'d :a ..... ~ ~ § ~· ~ ~~ ro g o ~ ~ o ~» g ~ m "d ~ s OQ s· rn '=' ~ ~ ~ -: _,. . ....t. 0 
a~~~~hh h[[ia~~~:~.~s-~d~~-1V~~-~-~~~~"'d w0· -- o--
Ornosro rnrn::S.-.. 0" ...,.ro--0.-..P(l)OQ (1)(1)0 ~-n __,.0~ ~m . · 

~ (6 ~ ~r e!. ;;l g [ 5: e: [- ~ g ~ s ~ ~ § ~ ; S: ~-@. · ~ g, ~ ~~ '< ~· ~ g ~ s. g_ ~· ~ -0 -~, -r-~ ::tm ~ zg,~.ro • 5-s g,~~~ gggl.16 g ~o ~ :>;'g~ e:s:~ ...,HP..~ g. :a ~ ~ . ':' tn-
Cfl § o s. §.. g. hl ~ ~ sr "8 ~ ~» 'd ~ C6 P. ~ s· e: ~ g: · ~ t=< p.. ~ to g. g g. ::l 'j ~ §: E; i!l - _ 
CD ""'rnoro o ro'" t::: O"~"d ..... ~rnpP -1:!. o p'"S:::o·· - ·c · -.. · 
CD @;'d (1) ::S g, 3 0 Pl ~ ~ ~ Pl :g 0 g (1) 1-1 "d :>;' ~ ~ g ~ 0" (1) "' g,~ ~ ~· g C .; · · : ·. · ::l 
-o o::se.Cil_ .... :o ::s..., c;..-.roo>-1:4 !'jn-ro'dn <! ::sroCil::S'dO...,rnC/lO:..o ~ 
Ill 1-1:=~ ~ ...... ~» · ::r :>i'o pO"d 0 «"1'd ::r o • o ..... . ~ .&Q·a-.~:;;?~-~-~ g~ .0~aPl~§ ..... ::tg~~ ~~g~~~~~s--g~a·_. ... _ r+, .·-
co rno >;::SOQ.ro o on- ::s::r .... • oro.-..~ roo...,. ro"'t:t ..... ::r,...·~ .. -• c.u· CD 
JZ, Pl ::s ~ :>i' Pl §. rn :>;"' ~ 1-1 §::r Pl P.. :..:,~ 0" ~ 0 S" ~ ~ :4. ~· 1il ~ o· S ~ . o g.~ : . ; o· : 
. ::S Pl <; ~·tTl Pl VJ H (1) ,_., ~,..... r-:1 ,_ (1) ,..... ::S """ ::s' 0 0 ::S -OQ (1) "1 (1) . 
() p.....,:::: p "'~ :p ::s 'd OQ 0 ::rJO i6 (1) Ul" ~ (1) ~ ::r ::s 0 ~ (1) ::s Ul ::s : .. ,.... 

g s·W§;s-~·§ § ~s· g gg~~ ~ 8 ~g.~ Ui' ~g:~ ~ ;~~ ;s· [~e.:· ::J.: ~--. 
...,.. p..n-...,ro"1p.. PJC/l .......... "1," §~-..,...rn ;:sP._.· ..,..'" p.. -c; .. • • '::l 
" ...... ~· (1) • C/l Ul rl . '" Ui ~ Pl (JQ <~ >; - 0 ,... ~· ~ '" Cll, .... ~ . . . . - .... p C/l Pl -c;n- om,... -Prn o,... ~»,_ « ..• . z ~OQ ~ 0 s~.g Pl :4. ::t.~·$1) _§ ~ P..ro ::r ..... lii' ..... OQ...,. .·~-g.~» Ul it~~».· . },,-:..... _.· 
r 1-1 ...,. ro ~ ...,. ll' ~» ~ ~· 5- P c; ... ~· rn ...,. C/l o ~ >; rn ...,. ::r. ::s ...., rn S: rn 1 8" • . ,_,._ 
m Iii' ::r ~» g. ::r ::s 1-1 ~ P ~ o 1-1 ~ ~ o o ~· ~ .OQ ~ ::r (6 · < ,..,. ct ~ r,· ::o;-.S ::r · .1 ~---~··. V# 
-4 j:....o(i)rJI, rornro 10Q ·1 ::Srn« 1 ::S OPrn ro 1 (1).1 C'Dcn>-11 I"-' $))·..., 1 

~)-
~ 

COOK INLET: Environmental vvatchdog's ne\J\J report warns of pollution 
Continued from Page B-1 

!ants. The report says risks 
re posed by a growing hu· 
1an population, commercial 
ishing, mining, farming, log
ing and military bases. 

Little is known about- the 
oles all these gmups play in 
~e overall health of the Inlet, 
havelson said. 

"So in an area where so 
mch economic, social and 
ecreational aspects of life 
inge on the health of these 
esources, it's pretty amaz
lg that we're not focusing a 
>t more effort towanls pro· 
ecting them," he said. 

Agencies that study the In
~t, such as the EPA and fed-

'So in an area where so much economic, ·socialand recreational 
aspects of life hinge on the health of these resources, it's pretty _ 
amazing that were not focusing a lot more effort towards protecting· 
them.' · 

era! Minerals Management 
Service, had just received 
copies of the report Friday 
and said they had not digest
ed its findings. 

But the watershed ap
proach that the Keeper pro
gram took dt·ew prai:;e from 
Phil North, an EPA aquatic 
ecologist who studies wet
lands and water issues .. 

- Bob Shavelson 

The Keeper is part of an . tinue to disregard their im
lnlet watershed discussion pact on the Inlet, It will go 
that's just beginning, North the way of other famous wa
said. Others interested in that terways, such as Chesapeake 
approach include Unocal, the Bay. "We know, looking at 
EPA, state Department of other water bodies, that' if 
Natural Resources, private you do this long enough, 
citizens and The Nature Con-· you're going to mess things 

- servancy. up," Shavelson said. · 
The Keeper!s report con- He pointed to a recent 

eludes that if Alaskans con- ·spike in paralytic shellfish 

poisoning in Kachemak Bay 
ns one possible symptom. Old

. timers also have told him the 
intertidal life ·isn't as abun

. dant or varied os It once was. 
Shavelson . acknowledged 

those are aneCdotal examples 
but said pure science in this re

. gion is lacking and waiting for 
studies might take too long. 

"If we're discharging bil
lions of gallons of toxic poilu· 
tnnts and we know these 
harm fish and wildlife," he __ 
said, "do we need that defini
tive cause-and-effect link be-' 
fore we take some preventa· · 
tive action?" · . I' 

Studies this decade of fish 
and sediments for signs of 
hydrocarbon and heavy-met-. 
al pollution ~ave been incon-

elusive, the report says. Met
als and hydrocarbons were 
detected but at levels consid
ered normal. Or where 
spikes in toxic elementS 
were found, they did not c~, 
respond to· a known n. 
made source. The report su'·
gests longer-term testing is 
needed before conclusions 
can be drawn. 
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U r-Jtvf:RsrTY OF ALASKA fAIRBA\JKS 

P.O. Box 757220 ·Fairbanks. Alaska 99775-7220 

16 September 1997 

· The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 

Dear Trustee Council Members, 

(./t:./ / ,..:V 

Institute of Marine Scien< 

~~©~O~~IQ) 
S£P 2 l19<n · 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL 
TRUSTEt COUNCIL 

A recent letter from Arliss Sturgulewski is alerting marine scientists about the need to make our 
desires known regarding the future of the Restoration Reserve Fund and its use. Senator 
Sturgulewski advocates a long-tem1 targeted and integrated research and monitoring program as 
the highest priority for protecting and enhancing the marine ecosystems of the Gulf of Alaska. I 
applaud Arliss' s effort, particularly her advocacy for research rather than future expenditures for 
habitat buy out. While I generally support her position, I also feel very strongly that where 
possible, future funds should be sp(mt to build on information generated by ecosystem-level 
studies presently being supported by EVOS funding. Matching funding for long-term 
investigations of fisheries resources including salmon could buy partnerships with NSF and 
NOAA programs such as GLOBEC to expand the work well beyond the coastal nursery 
environments into shelf and ocean :feeding regimes. Questions about the carrying capacity of the 
Gulf of Alaska for salmon and other species (birds and mammals) remains a crucial research 
issue with immense international nullifications today. 

Within partnerships of this kind, monitoring finds an important context that may be missing 
without a connection to identifiable resources or relevant questions. Most feel that ecosystem
level problems facing us today may only be tractable by team science and a highly leveraged 
collaborative approach. In this regard, $3-6 million annually from an "endowment" could play a 
very significant role in understanding and managing coastal, shelf and ocean resources. 

I am opposed to the expenditure of any Restoration Reserve Funds for future land acquisition in 
the coastal zone of the Gulf of Alaska or anywhere else. In my view, future expenditures for 
land will seriously dilute the ability of the Fund to support significant marine research . 

..--------~ 

-~ ./ _.,.....,....... / 

_ ... --~§i.uc.e~el~~~ 
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,/_.. .. ooney 
- Robert T. C k Falfbanks 

University of Alas a 

235 Irving II· Phone (907) 474-7531 • Fax (907) 474-5863 • Internet: director@ims.alaska.edu 
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Fairbanks, AK 99775-7220 • 200 O'Neill Building • 907-474-6824 • 907-474-7386 (FAX) • fysfos@aurora.alaska.edu 

. September 17, 1997 

Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, AK 99508 
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I have been watching the development of the Restoration Reserve with great interest, and understand 
the dilemma which is now emerging with respect to its future management and use. 

There is no question in my mind that the activities carried out under the assessment and restoration 
programs .have been affective and appropriate. With respect to the research portion, in looking at the 
Restoration plan for the coming year I was impressed wi1h the depth and quality of the proposed 
work. By the year 2001, we should have a good baseline and will be in an excellent position to 
undertake the kind of long-term research (and even monitoring) that will allow a predictive 
knowledge of the marine ecosystem and an assessment of the responses to climatic variabi~ty. 
Alaskan waters have been the least studied nearshore areas in the United States, and even With the 
concentration of effort in the EVOS area over the past seven years, that remains the case for this large 
and productive marine area. In order to enhance the Gulf of Alaska system, a long-term integrated 
research and monitoring system is critical. 

I therefore recommend that the reserve be used to set up a permanent endowment dedicated to 
research, and that the management be by a council simiiar but not identical to the Trustee Council, 
with agency representatives, but also academia and constituent membership. Scientific peer review 
using the National Science Foundation model of identifying and using the best experts for each 
proposal would be most useful. I expect that spending will need to be limited to the spill region in the 
broadest sense. 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond. 

Yours sincerely 

\J~AL~ 
Vera Alexander 
Dean 

School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences • • • Teaching, Research and Public Service 

Anchorage • Bethel • Cordova • Dillingham • Fairbanks • Homer • Juneau • Kasitsna Bay • Kodiak • Petersburg • Seward • Sitka 
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DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION INC. 

September 18, 1997 

Restoration Office 

P.O. Box 125 
Valdez, Alaska 99686 

Phone 835-4874 Fax 835-4831 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G. Street 
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~chorage,AJC 99508 

Dear Sir: · 

EXXON VALDEZ OR SPILl 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

C/0/7 

I would like to respond to the request by the Trustee Council seeking public input relating 
to the use of the increasing Restoration Reserve. 

Valdez Fisheries Development Association and its board members support the creation of 
a permanent endowment dedicated to funding marine biological research and 
development through out the oil spill impacted area. We are opposed to any future use of 
restoration funds for the acquisition of habitat. While habitat protection is good, the 
greatest impact from the oil spill was on the marine resources of the area and on the 
people who utilize these resources. 

The eventual establishment of a citizens advisory committee and a select pear review 
group to manage this fund seems to be the most appropriate way to oversee this fund. A 
small administrative staff would be needed to provide services for the management ofth~ 
fund. We do not believe that this fund should be turned over to any large organization 
that would deplete the Restoration Reserve significantly through high overhead and 
administrative costs. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this very important issue. 

Respectfully, 

~til--
Dave Cobb 
Business Manager 

DEDICATED TO THE UTIUZATION, CONSERVATION, 
AND REHABILITATION OF ALASKA'S FISHERY RESOURCE 

WITHIN THE 200-MILE UMIT 
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL Public Advisory G-rou:p 

Restoration Office 
645.G street . 
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 

This is in reference to sugeestions for future 
restoration p_la.ns. 

A permanent endowment fund for continued efforts 
in recovery from the oj.l s:pj_ll should be established. 
The long term adverse impacts o:f' the spill w5.11 continue 
for decad:e.s. 

Every·e:f'fort should be made to acquire land for 
public ownership as such land ca.n be sUbJect to control 
by the public while polid.es w:t th respect to private 
lands are all too often abused, vd.th little or no 
regard for future e;eneratJons of :people who will have 
to depend upon the same natural resources that we 
require. 

Funds allotted. for the recovery uroject should be 
spent within the impacted area, · - · · 

Determinations based unon scientific :t'acts should. 
have priority over pol1.tical cons5.deratj_ons. 

The xpajority of expenditures_shot,tld be ta~geted_ 
toward prov1ding the longest term benefJ.ts for :f':tsh and 
wildlife habitat. 

~~M',;chzit 
v J.arence Petty 
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UNITED FISH'ERMEN OF ALASKA 

September 19, 1997 

Ms. Molly McCammon 
Executive Director 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G Street, Suite 401 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501-345"1 

Dear Molly, 

IR1 ~©~OW~ID) 
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EXXON YALPEZ OIL SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

211 Fourth Street, Suite 112 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 

907 I 586-2820 
Fax:907/463-2545 

I am writing to inform you that United Fishermen of Alaska (UFA), representing 22 
regional fishing organizations is fully supportive of creating a Restoration Reserve 
dedicated to marine research and monitoring. As to exactly how the Restoration 
Reserve should be structured or how the monies from the Reserve should be 
allocated, we can not offer specific comments at this time. However, I anticipate that 
following our fall Board meeting, October 17 - 20; we will be able to provide input on 
these matters. In the meantime, please let the record show that UFA encourages thE! 
Council to move ahead in establishing a Restoration Reserve dedicated to ecological 
research and monitoring of the spill affected area. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

/7j;;,;!~~if 
Theo Matthews 
President 

c. c Board of Directors 
Arliss Sturgulewski 

MEMBER ORGANIZATIONS 
Alaska Longline Fishermen's Association • Alaska Trollers Association • Bristol Bay Driftnetters Association • Concerned Area "M" Fishermen • Cook Inlet Aquaculture Association 

Cordova District Fishermen United • Kenai Peninsula Fishermen's Association • Kodiak Regional Aquaculture Association • Kodiak Seiners Association • North Pacific Fisheries Association 
Northern Southeast Regional Aquaculture Association • Northwest Setnetters Association • Peninsula Mar1<eting Association • Petersburg Vessel Owners Association 
Prince William Sound Aquaculture Corporation • Purse Seine Vessel Owners Association • Seafood Producers Cooperative • Southeast Alaska Seiners Association 

Southern Southeast Regional Aquaculture Association • United Cook Inlet Drift Association • United Southeast Alaska Gillnetters 
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EXXON VALOEZ 0\L SP\ll 
TRUSTEE COUNC\l 

Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 

Board of Regents 

UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA 

22 September 1997 

This letter is to offer a suggestion as to the use of the Restoration Reserve, 
which holds, or will hold, an estimated $150 million. I urge the creation of a 
perpetual educational trust with non-profit IRS status to hold the proceeds and use 
its earnings for a long-term interdisciplinary research and monitoring program 
which would provide adequate data for the management and conservation of the 
marine environment and its sealife offshore of Alaska. The trustees of the trust 
should be ex-officio representatives from pertinent state and federal agencies, and 
from major public and Native interests including, in major portion, representatives 
appointed by the Board of Regents of the University of Alaska. UA should be 
highly involved in the continuing work of the proposed trust. 

I am familiar with the work of Senator Arliss Sturgulewski on this matter? 
and I endorse her proposals for use of the restoration money. 

Kind regards and thanks. 

Sincerely yours, 

lr::~-~~ 
JRH/df 



Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G Street, Suite 401 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

RE: Suggestions for governance 
·Request for ideas for funding suggestions 

GOVERNANCE 

ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL 

RESOURCES INSTITUTE 

707 A STREET, ANCHORAGE, AK 9950 1 

907 257-2716 FAX 907 276-6847 
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EXXON YA~DEZ Oil SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCil 

I'd like to offer two thoughts on governance. The first is to develop criteria for the 
types of projects that should be funded,· such as the "investmenr quality of a project, which 
could mean many different things, e.g. Does a project or program hold promise to build 
civic will or social tolerance? 

Secondly, EVOS may want to look at the governance structure of some of the most 
successful foundations and draw lessons learned from their experience and successes. 

FUNDING SUGGESTIONS 

I would like to recommend that EVOS consider funding collaborative problem 
solving and dispute resolution programs that focus on public issues and, more specifi<?ally, 
for natural resource and environmental concerns. There are many organizations that 
promote and advocate for their "position" on a variety of natural resource and 
environmental issues, but few serve as a "third-party neutral" or "mediating" institution 
among a multitude of interests. 

When we consider how our formalized public decision-making processes are 
structured, we see two distinct roles-advocates and decision makers-and this sets up 
win-lose confrontations. The advocate's job is to present the strongest possible case to 
the decision makers. The responsibility, and often the blame, for the actual political choice 
rests with the decision makers. These adversarial structures where "winners take most" 
cause advocates for all parties to be less willing to work with each other and build an 
agreement because each is appealing to the decision maker. Each advocacy group 
spends most of its time refining and distilling its best position in ways that distinguish and 
s~parate them from the other side, rather than spending time, energy, and resources to 
d.~termine where they agree and how they can resolve their differences. Advocates have 

.. !,..·. 

::}£;: 
~~' 
~-

Providing Technical Assistance 
for Preventing 

and Resolving Disputes 

UAA is an EO/AA employer&. learning institution 



C) 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
September 22, 1997 
Page2 

0 

little incentive to create a solution that satisfies all parties and, unlike decision makers, are 
not required to struggle or try to work together and reach agreement about competing 
interests. In short, one's rights in a democracy have not been balanced by one's 
responsibilities, because our formalized public decision-making process does not provide 
the structure for us to meaningfully participate on decisions that affect our lives. 

Resource Solutions is a new program of the University of Alaska Anchorage, that 
can provide this structure for parties to not only have, but to take a greater responsibility 
for making public decisions, for the public good, not merely for their own self-interest. Our 
mission is to help build the willingness and capacity to cooperate, negotiate, and reach 
implementable decisions in Alaska. We seek to connect citizens with government in a 
more effective and constructive manner. To my knowledge, this is the only organization 
with this broad mission in the state. Currently, our source of funds is from private 
foundations and other grants, most of which comes from the Hewlett Foundation. As the 
state budget, and proportionately the university's budget is reduced, the likelihood for state 
general funds being available for this new program is regrettably not high. However, 
nationally and worldwide, there is a growing recognition that solving problems in a 
collaborative manner is our only real hope to make and implement complicated public 
decisions, avoid costly litigation, and reduce the tremendous social stress paramount when 
dealing with natural resource issues. 

Looking across the nation, the most successful collaborative public problem-solving 
programs are in Oregon, Massachusetts, Florida, and North Dakota. The budgets of these 
programs average around $350,000 to $500,000 per year, primarily based on legislative 
appropriations. Another program at the University of Virginia receives a small percentage 
of the state's litigation proceeds, and the University of Arizona has received a substantial 
endowment as a legacy to Morris Udall. 

Success of any project or program requires commitment, persistence, and 
resources. A reliable, long-term funding source, which EVOS has the apility to provide can 
ensure that Resource Solutions' efforts are focused on projects that build the civic will and 
the skill-based capacity to cooperate and reach implementable decisions. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

?r-'v ~~,~-., 
- -~(l_~ 

Margaret King 
Program Manger 

Enclosures 
230573/17 



EVOS R~tqration 
Res~cy~,._F,urids 
The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council is seeking 
public input on uses for the Restoration Reserve fund. 
The reserve fund. which the council guesses will total 
$150 million by 2002, could be available for research 
a.nd monitoring, habitat protection, restoration, or all 
three. 

The council wants ideas and comments on how 
reserve money should be used, and how to govern the 
fund. The EVOS public advisory group will consider 
the comments during sessions to be held in November 
and December, and they will release a list of options 
for further public comment in January 1998 

·· This is an important opportunity for the research 
community. Submit your written comments by 
October 1, and let the council know if you want to be 
part of the reserve planning process. Send comments 
to the EVOS Restoration Office at 645 G St., Anchor
age,AK 99508, fax (907) 276-7178, email 
kerih @oilspill.state.ak.us. -Information from 
Restoration Update Vol. 4 No.3, newsletter of the 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council. 

Editorial: Don't Let the 
Opportunity Slip By 
The EVOS Trustee Council had the foresight to set 
aside a portion of the settlement funds to establish a 
restoration reserve which will accumulate to a value 
of about $150 million. Again, acting with foresight, 
the EVOS Trustees and staff are contemplating how to 
most wisely use this fund after 2001 and what admin
istrative structure and processes should be adopted. 
They are seeking guidance. 

I do not believe that all uses of our coastal ocean 
will (or should) cease, and therefore I believe that the 
greatest hazard to the future of our coastal and marine 
resources is our ignorance of the ecosystems and 
processes. Assuring the long term wise use and 
enjoyment of these resources is dependent on the 
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knowledge we are able to gain. The $150 million 
restoration reserve could be used to address the needs 
for knowledge if sufficient interest is expressed. I 
encourage the community interested in the future of 
our coastal ocean resources to express their feelings to 
the EVOS Trustees and to provide guidance for an 
administrative mechanism that will ensure wise 
decision-making. 

Ron 'Dearborn, Director 
Alaska Sea Grant College Program 

Sea Grant Funds 
Research on Invader 
Species 
Sea Grant recently provided a $172,000 grant to the 
Prince William Sound Regional Citizens' Advisory 
Council to study invader species in PWS. Researchers 
from UAF and the Smithsonian Environmental 
Research Center" will look for non-native species in 
water from oil tanker ballast in PWS, study survival 
of the organisms, and examine effectiveness of at-sea 
ballast exchange. Also contributing funds for the two
year research project are RCAC, Alyeska Pipeline 
Service Company, US Fish and Wildlife Service, and 
Oregon State University. Although tankers have been 
entering PWS for 20 years, this is the first time 
scientists have studied species that come in with the 
ballast water. Researchers expect to find varying 
levels of survival in introduced species of fish, crabs, 
plankton, and plants. Some invaders likely coexist 
peacefully with native species, while others could 
have a serious impact on Alaska waters. 

Gore Award 
The National Sea Grant College Program. the Asso
ciation of Food and Drug Officials, and Seafood 
HACCP Alliance will each receive the Vice President 
AI Gore Hammer Award on September 22. in 



STEVE COWPER & ASSOCIATES 

705 W. Sixth Avenue, Suite 203 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Public Policy Consultants 

September 22, 1997 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, AK 9958 

Dear Sirs: 

Tel: (907) 277-7566 
FAX: (907) 277-4033 

Email;stevec@an:tic.net 

This letter is a response to your inquiries regarding future uses of the 
Restoration Reserve, as stated in the August/September issue of 
"Restoration Update". 

My personal view is that a permanent endowment for the support of 
ongoing scientific research in Prince William Sound and other affected 
areas should be established, along with a process through which research 
proposals are reviewed by knowledgeable people including other 
scientists. The income - "dividends" if that sounds more politically 
salable to you - would provide a long-term information base about the 
Sound which will have enormous value to Alaska in the future. 

There is at present an intense federal interest in the Bering Sea, which 
believe will result in substantial federal and other funds being committed 
to marine research in that area. It makes sense to complement those 
activitjes by extending these efforts to Prince William Sound and the Gulf 
of Alaska. By integrating these two efforts, Alaska would ultimately have 
access to information which will lead to a better understanding of 
complex marine systems. Without this knowledge and given the increasing 
sophistication in fisheries harvest technology, there is a good chance 
Alaskan offshore waters will be fished out completely in the next 25 
years. 
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Regarding other uses for the fund, I am in no position to make any 
judgments, except to say that based on my limited knowledge further land 
purchases would seem excessive. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 



CJ,eau Center 'J 
School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences 

University of Alaska Fairbanks 
11120 Glacier Highway 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 

Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage 
AK 99508 

23 Septemer 1997 

(907) 465-6441 Office 
(907) 465-644 7 FAX 
fysfosj@ aurora.a1aska.edu 
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPilt 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

This letter is in response to your request for Public Comments on 
the use of Restoration Reserve. 

I have been involved in research of the aquatic resources in Alaska 
and elsewhere for more than fifty years. During this time I have 
seen the group of so-called science administrators grow in numbers 
and strength. These people specify what should be researched 
within narrow boxes. Success is always measured in immediate pay
off. In Alaska today one can only obtain support for applied 
projects whether this be from Sea Grant, S-K Funds, Alaska Science 
and Technology Foundation or others. 

In the Far East of Russia we see a different picture. A short train 
ride outside Vladivostok is a Science City consisting of seven 
large building complexes and about 10 000 people from Academicians 
to janitors. The Russin Academies of Science are doing remarkably 
well in spite of many economic problems. The Russians know the 
value of basic science, which in 80 years lifted them from serfs to 
a world leader in natural sciences. History shows that any gain in 
basic science soon can be translated into applications. 

My suggestion is to establish an inflation-adjusted endowment for 
support of basic science in Alaska. The current NSF organization 
can serve as a model except on a much smaller scale and with only 
a few disciplines. 

I see this as the only way to solve some fundamental problems in 
Alaska. 

Sincerely yours, 

Oli: Ma~~is1al/.;~ 
Professor Emeritus, SFOS 



KODIAK 
CHAMBER 
OF COMMERCE 
P.O. Box 1485, Kodiak, Alaska 99615 

· September 26, 1997 

Ms. Molly McCammon. 
Executive Director 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
Restoration Office 
645 G Street, Suite 401 
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 

Dear Ms. McCa1nmon, 

') 

(907) 486-5557 FAX: (907) 486-7605 

rm~~~u:~~ 
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL 

TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

The Board of Directors of the Kodiak Chamber of Commerce wisJ:l to convey to you their 
support of the Establishment of an Ecosystem Utilizing the Restoration Reserve. At their 
meeting held on Monday, September 22 1997, the Board adopted Resolution 09-02-97, a copy of 
which is enclosed with this letter. The future of the estimated, 150 million dollar reserve account 
will become a major issue in future discussions of the Trustee Council. 

The Chamber board strongly supports the concept of establishing of an ecosystem foundation 
that would fund ongoing research of the spill affected areas of Alaska's marine environment. 
This endowment could fund a long term interdisciplinary research and monitoring program to 
provide the data for long term management and conservation of the marine environment off the 
shores of Alaska. The opportunity to establish a permanent endowment with annual dividends 
being used to finance research and.monitoring project is tmly a historic one. This endowment, 
with appropriate inflation proofing, could generate approximately $3 to $6 million a year that 
would be available to conduct ongoing research. 

There is a growing need for research on the ecosystems in. and adjacent to the affected spill areas. 
This research will help resource managers better understand the. system and the marine 
mammals, fish, sea birds and other inhabitants of this ecosystem. This research will ultimately 
protect the ecosystem from over utilization and potential problems associated with the growing 
use of the affected area. 

Dedicated to Kodiak's Future 



Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
Restoration Office 
Page 2 

We believe that using the planned restoration reserve to conduct long term integrated and 
targeted research and monitoring programs presents the highest and best use of the remainder of 
the Exxon Valdez restoration budget. We strongly urge the Trustee Council to take the steps 
necessary to establish this endowment. It will pay dividends to the affected region long into the 
future. 

Your careful attention and thoughtful consideration of this request is sincerely appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

(jQ~L~ 
Alan L. Schmitt 
President 

P.c.: Arliss Sturgulewski 



KODIAK CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
RESOLUTION 09-02-97 

A resolution urging the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council to Establish an Ecosystem 
Research Foundation with the Restoration Reserve 

WHEREAS, the Exxon Valdez oil Spill Trustee Council has been setting aside $12 million per 
year into a Restoration Reserve Fund; and 

WHEREAS, this fund is projected to have approximately $150 million by the year 2002; and 

WHEREAS, the support for establishing this fund was heavily represented by people who 
supported continued long-term research into the impact on ecosystems in and 
adjacent to the spill area; and 

WHEREAS, there is a growing need for research on the ecosystems in and adjacent to the spill 
area to better understand these systems and the marine mammals, fish, sea birds 

· and other inhabitants of these ecosystems; and 

WHEREAS, the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council is seeking public input for 
recommendations concerning the use of the Restoration Reserve; and 

WHEREAS, a significant amount of the spill area was contained within the waters of Kodiak 
Island; so 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors ofthe Kodiak Chamber of 
Commerce that the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council is urged to establish a non-profit 
ecosystem research foundation with an Alaskan board of directors to review proposals and award 
grants for ecosystem research using the annual interest earnings after inflation proofing of the 
fund. 

PASSED AND APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE KODIAK 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE ON THIS DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 1997. 

Alan L. Schmitt, President 
Kodiak Chamber of Commerce 

Genedine D. Taan, Secretary to the Board 
Kodiak Chamber of Commerce 
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL 
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Restoration Office 
645 G St. 
Anchorage AK 99508 

P.O. Box 80854 
Fairbanks, Alaska 99708 

25 September 1997 

Re: Comments on Restoration Reserve 

Greetings: 

[ffi ~©~0\Vl~ ~ 
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL 
TRUSTEE COUNCil 

I strongly support the use of part the Restoration Reserve as an endowment for 
environmental research in Prince William Sound and adjacent regions. Insofar as the 
North Pacific regions are undergoing increased pressure from resource harvest, tourism 
and transportation while simultaneously being subjected to the effects of changing climate, 
our knowledge of the ecosystem(s) must be expanded. Support of environmental research 
is a wise investment and will aid in the long-term protection of the regional resources. 

I also support using the Restoration Fund for subsidizing operational costs for the 
associated research facilities in the oil spill area that maintain active research and 
educational components. This would include the Prince William Sound Science Center 
field operations, the Kasitsna Bay Laboratory and the research arm of the SeaLife Center. 
With regard to these facilities, the operating costs would be identified in proposals 
separate from research costs thus focusing support on the more used facilities and aiding 
those aspects that might not be totally funded from other sources. 

For all the above, matching funds from non-EVOS sources should be strongly encouraged 
in research partnerships. All expenditures should be subject to peer review by nationally 
recognized scientists who are not participating in the research program as principal 
investigators. This will encourage productive science and impartiality in the evaluation of 
research proposals. Support should encompass both basic and applied research. 

I appreciate your consideration of these comments. 

s~·nc el Q 6 ' (;! C' 
~ J,,<-«£_( 

Don d M. Schell - · ·· 



Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G Street, Suite 401 
Anchorage, AK 99501-3451 

. Dear Trustees: 

9940 Nearpoint Drive 
Anchorage, AK 99507 

29 September 1997 

I understand you have set aside over $110 million ln a 
Restoration Reserve fund and are asking the public to comment on 
how best to use this money. 

1 urge you to use the money in ways which Will1 first and 
foremost, benefit the places and wildlife that inhabit them. In other. 
words, not that which wlll benefit people, but that which will benefit 
the non-human life so devastated by the oil spill. 

Spend it on as much habitat acquisition as possible. Protect 
what's left from further harm. The habitat purchases you have made 
to date are, for the most part, wonderful. However, I urge you to 
make more of the purchases conservation easements rather than fee 
simple. The purpose of habitat acquisition, of any credible 
restoration, is to prevent further harm, not to provide recreation or 
development opportunities for humans. I also urge you to spend less 
time negotiating price--it's clear from what's happened with Eyak 
Corporation lands that the longer you negotiate the better the chance 
that you will be "protecting'''dearcuts. 

Also, look into creative ways of protecting lands. For example, 
explore other options with Chugach Corporation concerning their 
lands in the Bering River area. Surely this corporation that has never 
provided a dividend for its shareholders would be interested in a 
trade or conservation easement purchase that would actually make 
money instead of simply cut trees. 

If yourve bought all the lands that are available in the spill 
area, investigated all the possibilities to protect remaining 
wilderness, and you still have money left over in the Restoration 
Reserve, then I urge you to spend it only on non-Intrusive long-term 
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studies of affected species. After observing and participating in some 
of the research going on in Prince WilHam Sound, I am convinced 
that radio-implanting, blood-sampllng, lethal or non-lethal taking 
doesn't give us any information that we can't get through simply 
observing the animals over a long period of time. · 

Please don't use this reserve money to fund those scientists 
whose work only makes the lives of those most affected by the oil-
river otters, sea otters, harlequin ducks, the list is so long-harder 
rather than easier. :Please put the welfare of the place and those 
animals who live there first when considering how to make amends 
for the oil sptJl tragedy. · · 

Sincerely, 

Mruybeth Holleman 
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September 29, 1997 

Molly McCammon, Director 
EVOS Council Restoration Office 
645 G. Street 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

Dear Ms. McCammon: 

~m~©~D\V/~w 
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I would urge that the EVOS Council continue with the budget set-aside to create the $150 
million endowment fund by 2002. The endowment fund should be established for marine 
research. Alaska needs such research to include oceanography, fisheries, intertidal studies 
and other marine-related disciplines. 

The Exxon-Valdez disaster demonstrated to the world the woeful shortcomings in our 
preparation for a significant oil spill. It exposed the lack of information on Prince William 
Sound and Gulf of Alaska currents, and harshly brought to attention the importance of the 
creatures of the sea to our people. 

The endowment will provide the scientific community with the resources to discover what is 
causing the wide swings in animal populations in Alaskan waters. It will offer educational 
opportunities to both the scientific community and the educational institutions of Alaska. , . 

It has been laudable to purchase habitat with 42% of the settlement funds, but now we must 
address the legacy we will leave our children and the world, so much more than a one-time 
investment. The science endowment will instead allow an on-going investment in our future. 

Thank you for allowing me to comment on the usage of these funds. 

-~~ 4rd E. Dunham 
P.O. Box 27 
Seward, Alaska 99664 
(907) 224-5623 or Fax (907) 224-7318 



Sea 
University of Alaska Fairbanks 

School of Fishflries and Ocean Sciences 

EVOS Trustee Conncil 
645 G Street 
~dhorage,JU< 99508 

Re: Restoration Reserve 

Dear Trustees: 

Alaska Sea Grant College Program 
P.O. Box 755040 

Fairbanks. AK 99775-5040 
Phone (907) 474-70$6 • Fax (907) 474-6285 
http://info.alaska.edu/UA!UA_Fairbanks/SeaGrant/home.html 

30 September 1997 

This letter is to urge you to use the restoration re~rve to address the greatest hazard 
to the future of our coastal and marine resources within the spill affected area and 
beyond; our ignorance of the coastal and marine ecosystems and the processes that 
drive them. Assuring the long term wise use and enjoyment of these resources is 
dependent on the knowledge we are able to gain. The $150 million restoration reserve 
should be used to address the needs for knowledge in the spill affected area_, while 
recognizing that the spill affected area is not separate from the broader ecosystem of 
the Gulf of Alaska. 

Addressing future knowledge needs is a different task than the EVOS Trustees have 
been challenged with over recent years, that of assessing damage and recovery within 
the spill affected area. Therefore I recommend that you modify the governance to 
better fit the task ahead. The new governance structure should look to the models that 
have placed U.S. science in a world leadership position. It should recognize that the 
critical task in advancing knowledge in new areas is in seeking and recognizing the 
right questions, not merely seeking clever approa.ches to answers of stock questions. 
Thus the new governance should provide a more open and aggressive process of 
consultation with the government and academic science communities, and should 
establish a more open proposal and sdentific review process. Whereas the proposal 
and review process adopted by the Trustees for a retrospective analysis may have 
been useful and effective, recognizing that addressing knowledge needs of ocean and 
coastal systems will progress more effectively with a more science based approach, 
versus the management. based approach now being used. 

It is difficult for the political climate to recognize the long-term nature of gaining 
knowledge of natural systems. I encourage that the fund be used for the long term, 
110t merely the next 20 years. 

Director 

lolalnina j!nsure the future of Alaska's marioe resources sin~e 1970. 



CONFIRMATION OF R~~FAX 
TRANSMITTED qRrt-.A17 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, AK. 99508 

Dear Trustee Council Members: 

UNITEC STA~-)s DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. 
National Ocea-nic and Atmospheric Administration 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
Alaska Fisheries Science Center 
7600 Sand Point WayN.E., F/AKC 
BIN Cl5700 
Seattle, Washington 98115-0070 

September 30, 1997 

{ffi ~©~OW~ lQ) 
:OCJ . 6 1997 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

The current issue of Restoration Update 0/ol. 4(3), August-September, 1997) features an article 
describing creation of the Restoration Reserve which is expected to reach a value of 
approximately $150 million by 2002. The article also outlined several alternative approaches to 
future use and management of Reserve funds, and solicited public comment on these alternatives. 
I appreciate this opportunity to provide comment in support of using Restoration Reserve assets 
to establish a permanent endowment to support environmental research and monitoring. 

During the eight years since the Exxon Valdez oil spill, the Trustee's science program has 
generated research findings that have proven invaluable to resource managers and users of 
coastal marine resources. Initially, research was focused on understanding and quantifying 
4amages. The results of this research represent the most thorough documentation of oil spill , 
impacts ever achieved and led directly to the $900 million settlement with Exxon of litigation 
arising from the spill. Since the settlement, the research focus has shifted to restoration and 
providing information for the long term management of the spill area. 

As a researcher, and now as a research administrator, I have often been struck by the vast extent 
of Alaska's marine environment and the resources that it nurtures. In contrast, relatively little is 
known about the complex environmental and biological factors that influence the continued 
health of these resources. The suite of restoration studies made possible over the last few years 
by Trustee funding have provided a welcome and needed addition to the knowledge base. The 
Restoration Reserve provides a long term opportunity to further our knowledge about the marine 
environment. 

Specifically, I endorse: 

a. The concept of a permanent Restoration Reserve fund, focused on long term research 
in support of continued wise management and better understanding of Alaska's 
marine resources, both in the spill area and throughout the State. 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
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Page two 

b. The establislm1ent of a permanent organization to administer the Restoration Reserve 
endowment. Such an organization should have representation from appropriate state, 
federal, native and private interests. Functions of the organization would include: 

1. Administration of the endowment in a manner that provides for preservation of 
the initial capital and. the generation of income over time. 

2. Development of a strategic investment plan that details broad goals, objectives 
and strategies for how to invest the endowment income. This plan should be 
developed in an interactive/participatory and public process. 

3. Implementation the strategic investment plan over time by developing 
annual/short term operational investment strategies consistent with the goals of 
the strategic plan. 

I appreciate the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Science & Research Director 
Alaska Region 
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_l:>.ear~·fsMcCainm.on, · .. ·' ~- · ·· ···, .· ... ··. ·_:.-·:·:.-:. =·::·' 

.. _ .. ·l~ge -~he Trust~· of the Co\lrtcil to adopt a course of action ~at-~ill ~~ th~ l~~a~~ -~~ ~~:R~s~~~cl~~:· ~ ;: __ :" ·:. ·. :-- ·. ·_:. : 
.... .' Reserve-far into the·future.·. :. . · · . · · . -:-.. • ·, : _ :· . · · .-·. · .... ' · ._ ._.=. :: . · .. :. · .· ·. · 

·. lal.~~-:re.commend that,this ~ou~se···of a~tion embr~~~ ~h~ ~~ of·e~d~~ot'~etess~·:io.~ns~~:thatthe:-:· ·._._.: ...... _·-~·_::~ · .. 
·work of. the Cou!lcil· continues_ on Jn~o .the ."future .. · Habjtat protecti.c;>n and. maiuige~ent,)ong-term . .- . . · ·. .: .' . · · . 

.. : ~iitegiat~ anp targeted r:ese~ch, aiid ·public education are all neces.sary- to :ensure th~ full:rnnge·of'~ffect· . ~:. : ... 

· .. -

. for rriana'gem'ent of human activity impact on the in~e environm€mt.· ·: ·. . . : ... · ... ' . -~ .. -. ·: ~ :. ·.:· .. ·. . .. 

. · .. ·. _· rhe es~~~l:ishril~~~ of a .perm~e~t ·e~~~~~~~~ _tb ~~ -~~ ~~r~ ·fu~~ the id~~: -i~-J~~~~~; ~~-~~~i~:-.;:. ::·;:·· .· :::_~: .:·., .. :~.: 
· Of primary imi>ort:arice is the es~ablis~_ment of a continuing· program ofdata nian~getnenhind · :_· .. · ·. ·. . . · · · ·. · .. 
diss~mination. This program,: coupled wim an integrated and t<i:tgeted re&e~ch pro grail?: will 'facil~tate ·the:: ; .. 

. effective. i:nan.agement of habitat. already· purchased. and of the significant seaward -forj;es· which affect the.; . . 
. heillt:h• of the ~arine environment, - . . . . r· . ' . . .... 

·• :·.-. 
I ~o~lcl_also r~cortiinerid .tha; a su~cessdt ~rg~izati~n to the T~~tee: Cou~cii ·-~ ~st~blished~. T~~e ·. ~-.-._'_;. ·:., 
organization could include many or ail of the Sai,Ile member agenei~; but shouid also add a sfgnificant : . 
public element. It would be importa.nt-that signifiCant econorni,c ·and:cultilral gtoups ·whose .interests lie· · 
iii the <;J-lllf environ~ent, feel a partn:ership in the proc~ss.of conti~iling'the:viork. :. . . .· .-._, 

~believe ~hat the is~ue of the R~sto~~io·n ieser~e is the o'~portiiti~t}'.'f~;: ilie Cotiri~~i to riiak~:~h~i~-mkk: · _.::· .• 
. qn Alaska and the Gulf of. Alaska far.inio·4te futur~?. !offer tha~·the _establish~e.il~ of a· major lpng:.t¢rip. · , . 
"program o_fmoqhoiing, research,-1nfcimiation mailagem'ent and infoimation disseminat_ion at.'th.a:;tiy levels, :_ 
is critical .to ~nsuring tha,t work alre~dy ·p~rformed;: res~ltS alreru;ly gained;. ail.d habitat iilready procured,' . 
w~ll be: protected arid more effectively- IIiailaged'far into the fui!.tre._' . ·' . ' . ·. _ _.· .. 

. ; 

It ~in t?e the policies pf th~ feder~ ag~ncies: .the S~tu~es and''~Iifor~e~ept' of s~~ti laW~- the ~ectsi~ris -~i-~ .. 
the captains of industry and the everyday· actions aitd votes. of the: citizeri t~at: will (nake~ the . . . . . 
difference ....... they iimst Q.ave the :besn~nowiedge availabl~ to help th~m act w1sely·! . . . . . . •. . 

Sincerely, ' ~ :. 

. . 

(6_(4.~ 
· B. H;endricks' 
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:~- .: .. !.- ._· _-:.p~ai':Molly, ..... : .·· .... · .~---.' ~-; -:.·,· ... ·' _ · :·:<··:·_ .. ·:·· . __ ... _, 

.. · ·Pleas~ ~c~pt fue ·e~clo~ed: ~~tter ·in' ~s~on~e to. ~e-:Tritsi~ .cci~~a·~~~~st:fodrip~:·· __ -: -· ·_ ·: ..... . 
•• •' • I : • • • • • • 

. . · .. ~::·~~-.. -·: ·: .. ~ ~-- ,· . 
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...... : .. ~~ t ~ n~t. ~)irunine~t' scientis~ l h~ve be.~h.itivoiv~d iri· support ~~;~an~gem~~f~r-~· ~ffo~s:·~·t::: ,- .. ~. ··~ .=-.: ·: 
' niajor'tmiver5ities artd-gov.emment .agendes ·iri ih~ area:~ofmatirie tes¢irrch: ·. .. .. . .. _: . . ... ' . -·. . . ~ . 

.. 

.. 

My ~xpe~~n~~sar~· ~~~6of$e OuU·ci~e~~co; ~~ ·wite~s ... of·~~~r nations or ill-~teniati~mil w~te~~· .. -~·:. :.· '·. 
. . The_ prinCiples' of what I have witness~ ar~ the same. ho~~ver." . Good' res~ch; conducted _o.vei· a lqng· ·. · · .. -'_. · . · . 
. pefioci of time. anci -~e results coorciinated:and made avaiiable' to decision .. ~ers, are. C'titical to tfie:'~J,Se ·. . .. : . ·. . ·. 

·use ·qftUttu~ _i:es.oti.rces. · · · · · , :·< ... ·... · , · 
:· ... '.· ~ . .. 

, .·:MYexp·eri~~ce al~~\ricll~des. w9rkfug ~diibcal andri~tt6pall~v~l-proir~ whereby·~artnersl).ips·:o~e~-a~ ·: :. 
lo.ng.·perio<;l_.i:Jf time were effective in: solving ~e-related probleros on.·a Iong-~erm basis:. ··Again;.-in-· ·.·: 
these.local.and National Estuary Prqgrams,.the undertaking ofreseatc·~ and,the coci'rdinati()n, · _-_>. ·.: 

.:'managen;t.eQ.t and dissemuiation.of in~onnation was (and ¢ontinues to be)·a criti~al factor·far·.success·.of 

.·human ac~vity·h~wi'agem:ent. . . . . . . ·.· ' :·' . . 

·. Fro~·~other quarter,· the-Ocean Drilling·Prog[~. conducted !>y.riniver~ities along·the Gulf or'M~~i_co ·. · .. : ·: .. · 
coas.~ is 'ariother example of farsighted research and' sharing of information· that paved tlie way ,for use' of·: . . . 

: natural resources· without the ilc;lvers~ _sid~ effectS experienced in the -past, . . 

.In-~1 of the ~bo~e ins~~es,.eit\ler.a.govemmen~ a~~ncy o~·uidustrY. .. championed, the,p~rs.uit;rif~erj/.'·.' . : ,:· .. :·:.: .. :-. 
long-tenil research: and infonpatiori-shafing. Th_e Trustee Council ap·pears to fi~ this.tole of mitiator and· · .. .. ·. '. · 
sponsor. I~ would. be a great legacy_.forthern! . . . . . · .. 

·:Sincerely, 
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2380 Oakridge Drive 
SL. Palll, MN 55119 
September 30, 1997 

Resto•·a.tion Office 
645 G Street 
llnchorage,}U( 99508 

Dear Sirs: 

We arc writing to provide our comments on the future of the R~'toration Reserve. We submit the 
following ideas for your consideration: 

1. The Restoration Re..,erve should be budgeted for expenditure over the next 10-year period. We ft~el 
that it is imperative to act on various opponunities to protect additional habit."'lt and to develop the 
body of research to provide baseline information about resources in a reasonably short time frame. 

2. We :."t~ongly believe that the funds should be used to protect more habitat. In addition, funding 
should be supplied to continue various rese:.U"ch projects aimed at providing baseline information 
about the status of resources. 

3. The current governing arrangement appears to be quite effective; a lot has been accomplished by 
this grotipl If the Restoration Reserve is of limited (10 year) duration, it would be beneficial to 
keep a simila•· goveming .u·rangem<:nt to assure continuity of approach and to assure continued 
success. 

4. We believe that the spending should be limited to the spill region. There are surely worthy 
programs in other areas that need support, but the spending should be concentrated t:o "get the 
most bang for the buck" available. 

Thanks for giving us the opportUnity to comment on the Restoration R~erve. 

Sincerely, 

#of pages • f 

Phone It 

Fax If 
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Al-aska Sea"Li:fs 'Cen·t er' ·. 
win-d·ows •to-· tb'e s·ea 

September }0 1997 

• ·Ms. Molly Mccaillmoil- ·. 
· _:Ext:cutive -DireCtor:_ _ . . _ . . . . . _ . 

., . Enon.V~d~z-OilSpill'tru~ree·c;oqncil 
_·_ ---64c o s·treet· · · - · · .-=-· _· . .-_ ·· - :.: .. ·.. ·. ._· .. _ ··_ -·. ··--:-.- ;:·:-- _.-_ . • :· · 

..J ·•.. . ·: .·. . ~ . - . • 

: · · ·- Anchonige· Alaska · ·. · : . · ·· · · ·. · .. · .· :._ · · · · :·· · · · · :··.-. ..-_- ·· · __ .- . .- : -~ ;.-. · ·: · ·. · ·: .. · 
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1- . · .. 

I . . -·.·:- - . -·.•, .. .. . :. ·. :_._. .. , ... -·. ,· 

. · .. , . .-·.·_.·. : · .. ; Deaf.Ms~M~C~orl, .·. _ ... _.:. . _. ._, ... -.·;::-... _. _:._:: ._. -:. __ . ... ... . . ·· 
. . . .. . : · .. rieoo~d ~e:Ttu~~~--,~rili~-c~~~il-~mph~~-~ciblic ~~c~#~ri-~--llie-~elticl~-f~;- :· .. _ , :· ____ ,. 

...... 

i. : 

. . . enrumcing ~d-mai~~g reStoratio~. habitat protecti~ ·and~~s~a!~hl~o¢_t0nng ~ ,··_.:;. . ·: _. 
. proje.cts for-generations to-cop:le: ·Through establishment of a._V(ell;.fun~ed, m~til~y~l. .. ·_ · .. -. -

.. -public education -progiam~ the Corincil can insure maXi~·-impacts ·and_ benefits fri>m'ifi · ·. . · ; . · 
· ~o~l>iti¢ projects:· · · · · · ·· -· · ·. · ·. · · .. · · · ·. ' ·.. .. ·- · ·. -.- · - · :- · . 

. -_ ~h~lng h~~t~t'C~pr~tect s~air'~o~ysterri:·~~~els_(n;;·imlnedime __ h~:plcUl.fiitpk~:- . ·. . .. 
·but wMt about those who. live upstream? -~es~aroh ~dmoriitorlng-_can help_ agen~·ofthe : · 
·government manage .resources~ but what .'about the dailyl1ctions .of tlie com,in~n .. man?. A· --: · · . : · ~- ·.· 

· · .strong public.-education prograni-·cait integrate fiie oth~iwi~.e-dispanue· f'iic~ts o!'the ·: . · · 
-.· -:cmmcil's work. -· , .-· · . . , _ .: ·- · · ·; _..-- .. , -~ _.: ·,;: _ .. __ .· .. __ · · -~--- _·-:--:- < · --

• • • • • :: • • : • •••• • • • • # • :· ••• :. • • • •• • • • •• • ~. • • •• • • • • • ~. • .. ·, ~ ..... \, ~ ' :-: • • .• • ~ • • • ' • 

·The establishment of a:pennanent endowment can su.pport:and.'solidify. the (:ouncil's 
- effortS. Habitat protection~: researeh'_and long-tetn1 moni_~oring _can_ ~hape ~foundation· for-' .. . 
. theJuture.-. Public _educatiO'n cait 'bull~ _upon that-fouhd~t~<?.n,' ~ons~ctirig, a fratne~~.rk . ·. . · 
that ~omotes restoratiqn's,Iasti-ng:·affec!:s. · ·· ..... 

. . _::_~~~toration andin~age~~ht·aie-~ec~s-~. Re~~~h andm~~.t~rl~~:-w~li.~~pp~rt the .·- . 
. Council's goals~- But public e_ducatien can 'in~rpret and dissemina:~ the. results. ;PUblic-·-

'. · · . OOUCatioll·Cail transforin.restori\l:iort, mfin:agement,- research ~d mon,(t~~g into uSeful. , · 
information an4_tools for re.spons~ble <hilly living and deci~io_n i:riaki~_g._ . ::. _· -.· . · · 

·: M~~t- thirieen.years in th~: ~i~sr~6m ~d fo~i years :at ili~;;~x&S -~~te-~~~~~ _·. · · · , . : . 

(impl~menti~g environmental ~u~ation programs for at~ ~ge~ arid -~alks. of life) •. -~ firpliy 
. ~lieve in education as the singular instnu~ent-for effective;' enduring change. Through . 
. edUcation, the Couricil can: gamer support from the vo~ing coinrilunity whiie truiy . 
changing ~istocy for· the citizens Of.~}a.Ska and·:ti}.e glob~ f~ater,nity., . . . . ' . . ·.· .. · .. 

. Sincerely, _ 

'~~ ()i_wt. 
.Leslie Pean 
• Dis~o:Very ~ucation Director · 
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15517 S. Seaforth Ave. • P.O. Box 1473 ·Norwalk, CA 90651, U.S.A • (562) 921-1972 • FAX (562) 921-186 

EXXON Valdez 
Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G. St. 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: 

23 SEPT'97 

You may want to get a neutral engineering evaluation of the 
Core-Cell Skimmer, Oil Spill Recovery System described in the 
enclosed brochure. 

John Robinson 
854 Jimeno Road 

(NOAA Scienst retired) 

Santa Barbara, CA. 93103 

Robert L. Watkins & Assoc. 
P.O. Box 417 
The Grindteville Road 
Blue Hill, ME 04614 

(He has designed OSR systems) 

. I have made presentations to some of the builders of the current 
types of oil spill recovery vessels. They all seem to be stuck 
with what they have and generally afraid of new ideas. 

One said, 11 I'll stick with my twenty year old technology ... 

Another, 11 You need to get out there and experience some real 
oil spills. 11 (I have, but didn't go into it) 

Another, annoyed by my smooth running model, 11 Can you please 
turn that off? 11 

And so on. To each of the people who rejected the idea, I 
sent a copy of my, 11 STANDING OFFER,.. One thousand dollars 
cash to the first person who responds with a valid, provable 
engineering reason why Core-Cell Skimmers won't do what I claim. 

No.response from anyone yet! For someone to spot a flaw, a 
thousand bucks is cheap and I would save a lot of money by 
dropping the idea, but no response from anyone yet! 

It's time for proving.out something new. Allocating a portion 
of the Valdez Spill Restoration Reserve assets would speed things 
up and appear to me to be money well spent. If it can be done 
it will help bring new technology to bear in the clean-up of 
the next inevitable spill wherever it occurs. 

Truly yours,~Cosby M. Newsom, Inventor 

==== "RVBS - Quick-Vac - Auto-Vac - 'Clave-Grade Elastomers - Bondflo - BondWM- STRUX ® ;;:;:= 
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PRESJfECHNICAl DIRECTOR 

P.O. BOX 1473 • NORWALK, CA90650 • U.S.A rustee Council 

Anchorage, AK 99501 

Subject: New Technology, Marine Oil Spill Recovery Systems, 
John Robinson, NOAA Retired, Chief Scientist in charge of the 
Valdez cleanup has described my Core-Cell concept as; "Elegant." 

Greetings, 

Looking to the future, it would seem to be-prudent to allocate 
a portion of the Valdez Spill Restoration Reserve Assets for 
research and development of new technology. I have\spent about 
$100,000 on this myself and need some help to continue without 
depriving my small aerospace company. 

My Core-Cell Skimmer Systems appear to be the only new methods 
being developed. The concept has been met with scorn by the 
people who make Oil Spill Recovery Vessels, and why not? New 
things have always drawn the ire of the folks who make the old 
things. 

An example of that comes from my meeting a couple of years ago 
with several people engaged in the manufacture of Drum Type 
Skimmers. They had· so many objections to my concept, .and they 
were coming at me so fast, rebuttal was impossible. 

So, I began to think about the short comings of their system, 
and finally ended the discussion in my favor with the remark, 
"Now don't kid me fellows. If you were really interested in 
oil spill recovery you would not just be scraping the oil from 
the circumference of your drums but would certainly be scraping 
the ends too as that would add about 30% to your oil gathering 
surface." That ended the discussion. They are beginning to 
scrape the ends now! 

My system needs a test at the OHMSETT facility and I guarantee 
the results will better anything tested there yet. The cost 
to prepare and test a prototype Core-Cell Skimmer would be about 
$100,000.00 That this money would come from a Valdez fund 
is almost poetic as it was the Valdez spill that distracted 
me from aerospace. It brought my WW-2 U.S. Merchant Marine 
engineering experience to bear on the study of the inadequate 
performance of existing oil spill cleanup methods and to begin 
the search for a better way. I have a working model and am 
available for a presentation in your area. 

, Cosby M. Newsom, Pres. 23 SEPT'97 

:;;:;::::; ~ RVBS- Quick-Vac- Auto-Vac- 'Clave-Grade Elastomers~ Bondflo - Bonditl"'- STRUX ® :;;;;;:;;: 



Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 

Sharon Anderson 
Keri Hile 

Subject: 
Date: 

Future Needs of Restoration Funds 
Monday, September 29, 1997 6:48PM 

«File Attachment: PART _02. TXT» 

With over 40% of the EVOS funds already spent on Habitat Acquisition, 
it is equally important that a Permanent Endowment be established 
to fund the research of our Gulf of Alaska, it's mammals and food chain. 
It is vital to the economy of our State and Country, that decisions 
affecting our industries are based on sound scientific data and-, 
not emotional reactions. 

The establishment of a permanent scientific research endowment would 
guarantee the future R & D and protection of our oceans; which we 
as Alaskans consider a most important priority. 

Sharon E. Anderson 
Secretary !Treasurer 
Anderson Tug & Barge Co. 
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Exxon Valdez Trustee Council 
645 G Street, Suite 401 
Anchorage, Alaska 
99501~3451 

Dear Trustee Council, 

') 

September 29, 1997 

I am writing on behalf of the Kodiak Audubon Society in the support of the purchase of 
lands on the Chiniak Peninsula by the Exxon Valdez Trustee Council. 

The Trustee Council offers the unique opportunity for tbe acquisition of critical habitat 
that is endangered of being lost to the commWlity of Kodiak. The Chiniak Peninsula has 
many beaches and tidelands that were affected by the oil spill. This area contains salmon 
streams and stocked lakes. The spruce forests are prime marbled murrelct habitat with a 
sea lion haul out, archaeological sites~ and whale watching areas. The road system in 
Kodiak continues to oe a very popular recreational outlet because of its easy ac.cess but 
private ownership may limit its use in the future. 

The Restoration RescJVC offers another opportunity for the future. Any land acquisitions 
for the purpose of rehabilitation, preservation and sound management, will be beneficial 
to Alaska in it's quest for economic diversification in the future. 

Please consider the lands on the Chiniak Peninsula for acquisition and any other Qritical 
habitat on Kodiak for now and in the future. 

Slnce)ta/ ji/~ 
Carrie Worton 
Conservation Chair 
Kodiak Audubon Society 



RESOLUTION 97·22 

,~-...,. 

3300 Arc1ic Boulevard, Suite 203 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503 

Phone {907) 562-7380 
Fax (907) 562-0438 

Email: swamc@alaska.net 
http://www. alaska.net/ -swamc 

A RESOLUTION URGING THE EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL TO 
ESTABLISH AN ECOSYSTEM RESEARCH FOUNDATION WITH THE 

RESTORATION RESERVE 

WHEREAS, the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council has been setting aside t12 million 
per year .Into a Restoration Reserve fund: 

WHEREAS, . this fund is projected to have approximately $150 million by the year 2.002; 

WHEREAS, the support for establishing this fund was heavily represented by people who 
supported continued long-term research into the .impact on ecosystems in 
and adjacent to the spill area; 

WHEREAS..· there is a growing need for research on the ecosystems in and adjacent to 
the spill area to better understand these systems and the marine mammals, 
fish, sea birds and other Inhabitants of these ecosystems; 

WHEREAS. the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council is seeking public input for 
recommendations concerning the use of the Restoration Reserve; 

WHEREAS, much of the spill area and adjacent area is contained within the Southwest 
Alaska Municipal Conference area; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Southwest Alaska Municipal Conference that 
the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council is urged to establish a non-profit ecosystem 
research foundation with an Alaskan board of directors to review proposals and award 
grants for ecosystem research using the annual interest earnings after inflation proofing of 
the fund. 

PASSEil AND APPROVED BY THE SOUTHWEST ALASKA MUNICIPAL CONFERENCE THIS 
:lf.q DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 1997. . 

Kodiak Island + Alaska Peninsula • Bristol Bay + Aleutian Chain • Pribilof Islands 
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September 29, 1997 

EVOS Council Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage. AK 99508 

Dear Council: 

As a life-long Alaskan I support the idea of $150 million from spill settlement funds being 
used to create an endowment fund for science projects. -

Math was· never my best subject, but even I can figure out that by investing that sum of 
money and using the interest it earns each year science projects could be funded for as long 
as we wanted. 

I was one of the local people who worked trying to de-oil sea otters after the oil spill. It was 
a heartbreaking experience, one I hope we never face again. Unfortunately we were not 
prepared then· and complacency has once again set in so if it happens again we will be little 
better off than before. 

We were smelling benzene and could see oil on the outer beaches of Resurrection Bay and 
were still being told the spill would not reach us here. We need to know more about our 
ocean currents to predict more accurately where a spill might go. We need to know more' 
about the lasting effects of oil spills and other disasters. Science is the only thing that can 
provide that information. But federal science funding is less available than ever and the state 
has never given much support to research. So, what better use for the spill funds than 
research? 

The endowment would empower us through knowledge. 

Sincerely, 

C-JI)j ·'Ja. 
~egg~ancy 
Box 1595 
Seward 



Molly McCammon, Director 
EVOS Council 
Anchorage, Alaska 

Dear Ms. McCammon: 

Robert Swartz. 
P.O. Box 172 
Seward, AK 

I came to Alaska in the military during World War II. I have raised a family here and 
all my grandchildren live in Alaska. We are very concerned with the future of the 
state and its educational opportunities or lack of them. 

I have watched the University of Marine Science station here in Seward be 
hampered by lack of adequate funding. The research vessel is getting less trips and 
there are less graduate students coming here to get hands-on experience. 

I favor the idea of a Science Endowment Fund being established from part of the oil 
spill settlement. That money would go a long way toward funding scientists with 
projects that. could use those students as assistants, and to educate us older folks 
who should have done more to prevent a tragedy such as the 1989 spill. We can't 
afford ignorance anymore. · 

I'd appreciate support from the Council in getting that endowment underway. 

Thank you, 



Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

/..-...... 
.) 

Dave Nebert 
Keri Hile 
Input on how the Restoration Reserve sho 
Tuesday, September 30, 1997 9:20PM 

Original Subject: 
Input on how the Restoration Reserve should be spent. 

Trustee Council 

An article from your Aug-Sep 1997 Restoration Update requested ideas on 
possible uses of the Restoration Reserve. Thanks for the opportunity to 
comment. The following are my views. 

I strongly endorse the concept of a permanent endowment with only the 
annual dividends to be spent on research related to a better understanding 
of Prince William Sound and the down stream areas that were affected by 
the 1989 oil spill. The research to be funded should be primarily marine, 
since that is primarily what was impacted by the spill. Limited coastal 
ecological studies might also funded as long as the thrust of the work was 
to understand facets of the dominant coastal marine ecosystem. 

No additional funds should be used to purchase habitat as purchased land 
habitat has, by comparison, relatively little to do with the coastal and 
marine ecosystems that were heavily impacted by the spill. 

The fund should be governed by a new board set up to represent a wide 
cross section of the research organizations in the state as well as to 
provide input from the general public. The board should be primarily made 
up of scientists rather than the lay public, and the University of Alaska 
should have a primary role with one or more members on the board. I find 
it ludicrous that the State's primary and premier research organization 
has not been allowed to participate on the Trustee Council these past 
years! State and Federal as well as private researchers should be on the 
board. 

The spending should not necessarily be spent on the area that was affected 
by EVOS, but should fund research which relates to potential oil impacts 
anywhere along coastal Alaska, since this is where most devastating spill 
effects will be realized. While PWS has a high likelihood of "hosting" 
the next spill, the next one could be in Cook Inlet or along the North 
Slope. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input to the process. 

Best regards, Dave Nebert 
Retired physical oceanographer 
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Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Tom Weingartner 
Keri Hile 
USES OF THE RESTORATION RESERVE FUND 
Tuesday, September 30, 1997 5:59PM 

To the members of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council: 

_) 

Enclosed are my suggestions on uses for the Restoration Reserve Fund. I am 
a marine scientist and I offer my advice knowing that I will probably be 
accused of bringing a bias or conflict of interestto this debate. 
Nevertheless, I have attempt to develop my recommendations based upon two 
perspectives. The first is my experience as an oceanographer who has studied 
the Gulf of Alaska (as well as the Arctic Ocean and the equatorial Atlantic 
Ocean). The second is from having seen my discipline mature over the past two 
decades and sensing the direction that it needs to ~ead. · -

The impacts of the Exxon Valdez oil spill were largely confined to the marine 
environment of the Gulf of Alaska. Sorting those impacts out has not been a 
trivial task. I have not participated in these studi~s until the present time. 
But as an outsider peering in it appears to me that much of the difficulty 
associated with delineating impacts stems from the fact that we knew, and 
even today, know, very little about this ecosystem. It seems very appropriate 
to me that a wise use of at least some of the reserve fund is to invest it in 
improving our understanding of this marine environment. 

The "continental shelf of the Gulf of Alaska extends nearly 2000 km from 
southeast Alaska to Unimak Pass. This shelf sustains a highly productive 
marine ecosystem that is reflected in the diversity and the abundance of its 
marine life. Indeed, the Gulf of Alaska ranks amongst one of the world's 
largest fisheries (when the commercial stocks are considered in aggregate). 
It also supports large numbers of marine mammals and seabirds, many of whom 
use the gulf on a seasonal basis. These populations provide the economic 
livelihood (via commerical fisheries, tourism, and subsistence) for many 
communities throughout Alaska and the Pacific Northwest. While it is apparent 
that these populations are sensitive to pollution (in all of its forms) and 
exploitation, they are also sensitive to climate variability. However, the 
mechanistic links between a climate perturbation and an impact on a given 
species are known, if at all, only tentatively. If, for example, the oil 
spill had happened this summer when ocean conqitions were extremely anomalous 
would we have been able to sort out changes due to natural variations from 
·those caused by the spill? As a consequence, people run the risk of confusing 
ecosystem change with pollution or a climate perturbation. That confusion 
will plague society until we understand how the marine ecosystem functions, 
including its response to natural variability. I ~ontend that this confusion 
is very costly as it could lead us to make the wrong decisions for specific 
user groups and for society in general. · 

Therefore I believe that some portion of the Restoration Reserve Fund should 
be set aside to support research and. monitoring activities directed at 
deciphering the mechanistic connections betwe~n physical and biological 
changes in the Gulf of Alaska. Such a program needs to be undertaken with the 
recognition that this is a costly task and that a quick resolution of these 
issues is not obtainable. 

Let me give you an example of a success story in ocean sciences and the time 
scale over which that success was achieved. Twenty-five years ago our 
knowledge of El Nino was largely limited to understanding it as an equatorial 
Pacific thermal anomaly that wreaked havoc on the fisheries and communities 
on the west coast of South America. Today we recognize it as having global 
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consequences. We understand much of the ocean and atmospheric physics 
involved in the establishment of the El Nino. So much so that we a;e 
confident in developing models that will predict an El Nino several months in 
advance. This has come at a substantial cost- but far less than the 
billions of dollars in damage caused by an El Nino. An ability to predict the 
onset of this phenomenom will help prevent catastrophic costs in the future. 

Understanding how an ecosystem functions is far more difficult. The reason is 
that these are enormously complicated problems that will require years of 
effort on the part of scientists from a broad range of disciplines. That 
effort will require a synergistic combination of ecosystem monitoring, 
research on specific processes, and modeling. 

Monitoring serves a threefold purpose. First, it quantifies variability and 
supplies the long-term data sets that are crucial for detecting change. 
Second, an appreciation of variability often leads to asking the right 
research question. Detecting a change during anomalous conditions often 
provides the key to understanding how the ecosystem functions under "normal" 
conditions. Third, long term data sets provide the necessary observations 
needed to guide and evaluate model performance. This process is extremely 
important in the event that the model is to be used by decision makers to 
allocate resources among various users. Testing will only be successful if 
there is data available for comparison. Process studies are geared toward 
understanding specific links between particular components of the ecosystem. 
Results from such studies lead to incorporating this process, or improving 
its 
formulation, in a model. Modeling is important for predictive purposes 
obviously. However, it can (and should) be used to develop hypotheses for 
the process studies and to refine the monitoring program. 

I would encourage the Council to consider establishing a marine research 
endowment fund capable of supporting approximately $3 million/year for 
research in the Gulf of Alaska and its contiguous bays. The council should 
establish a scientific advisory committee that would guide and coordinate the 
research. That committee should be tasked with drafting a science plan that 
expands upon the themes described above and which provides some specific 
recommendations on research directions. This document is essential in order 
to have a focussed and long term research plan. It will have to be 
re-evaluated 
periodically, perhaps every 5 years. Contributions to this plan from the 
broader scientific community are to be encouraged in order to ensure balance 
and depth of the plan. There is also a role here for the public. 
Anonymous peer review of proposals is strongly recommended. Scientific 
excellence and relevance to the science plan should be the most important 
criteria for funding. However, every attempt should be made to use the 
endowment funds to leverage additional support (support or indirect) from 
other agencies (federal and non-federal). By doing so, the endowment could 
effectively increase the return in its investment. Incidentally, I am aware 
of and applaud your efforts in this regard. 

Ocean science is in its adolescent phase. By this I mean that enough has been 
learned in the individual disciplines (physical, chemical, geological, and 
biological) over the past forty years that ocean scientists can now begin to 
realistically tackle interdisciplinary problems. These problems are far more 
complicated than the disciplinary questions. Yet solving them is likely to 
yield long-lasting benefits to society. A negative legacy of the oil spill is 
the damage left in its wake, but that will pass. The Council could ensure 
an enduring positive legacy, e.g., knowledge for the benefit of society. 
Establishing a research endowment fund will contribute toward that legacy. 

I appreciate your inviting public advice on the uses for the Restoration 
Reserve fund. 

Sincerely 
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Thomas Weingartner 
Assistant Professor for Marine Science 
School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences 
University of Alaska 
Fairbanks, AK 99775 
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EVOS Council Restoration Office 
645 G. Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 

Dear Councilmembers: 

September 30, 1997 

This letter is to a.sk that plans to create an Endowment Fund 
with $150 million of the1 oil spill settlement money .be 
maintained. I believe that this is the highest and best use of 
the money and will benefit the injured animals and peoples of 
Alaska the most. 

My heritage on my mother's siO.e of the family is Athabascan 
and Russian. My p~ople h.av~ lived here for centuries. They ate 
fish and shellfish from the sea and animals from the land. I can 
sympathize with those still living a subsistence lifestyle in the 
coastal villages and communities who found their beaches 
contaminated after the spill. We owe them among other things 
knowledge. Knowledge tha.t will help us learn why fish, mammals 
and birds are still dwin.dling in numbers. Knowledge of how we 
might recover those animals so that these people who have lived 
in Alaska for the longest may regain and retain the food of their 
ancestors. 

Again, I urge that the Endowment Fund be created and tha~ it 
be used for scientific research and education. 

s;;:£:~ 
Karen Schoening ~ 
Box 44 
Seward, AK 99664 
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FAX NO. 19072243392 P. 01. 

Restoration Office 

645 G Street 

Anchorage AK 99664 

Trustee Council: 

_....,.,.,...,, 

' i\ v 

Chuck Adams 

POBox2~47 

Seward AK 99664 

Please consider the following comments on the future of the Restoration Reserve: 

1) I think that a permanent endowment should be set up to fund restoration projects 

indefinitely into the future. This would be a tangible legacy fot future generations that will allow 

for positive things to come out ofth1~ Exxon Valdez disaster. 

2) To reiterate and clarify what I said when the Cmmcil was in Seward, I thlnk that the 

funds should be used to protect all the animals. in the marine ecosystem - from crustaceans to 

fishes to marine mammals- that were afFected by the oil spill. Unfortunately "ocean" acquisition 

is not an option. so I think that this money should be used exclusiVely for two things. One, for 

training and technology to insure that another oil spill doesn't occur. Two. for research into our 

marine ecosystem so that we will be anned with the knowledge that will enable us to ameliorate 

the effects of any future oil spills as quickly and as efficiently as possible. 

3) ! think that spending should be restricted to the spill. region. 

Thank you for your time and the opportunity to have an input in~o the future of the Restoration 

Reserve. 

C7tJ~a 
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September 30, 1997 

Molly McCammon, Director 
EVOS Council Restoration Office 
645 G. Street 
Anchorage, AK. 99508 

Dear Ms. ·McCammon: 

I believe that the Restoration Reserve should be used for research 
for the state of Alaska and its future. I feel that a endowment fund 
should be established for 1marine research for the future. We have a 
golden .opportunity, for the future of Alaska and all Alaskans to 
learn more about our natur~l environment and marine wildlife 
threw research. So I would ask the EVOS council to continue with 
the budget set- aside 'to create an endowment fund for marine 
research. 

Thank .. you 

~~-~ 
Dave W .. Crane 



0 

30 September 1997 

Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Ak. 99508 

Trustee Council: 

Linda Ann Clayton 
P. 0. Box 766 

St~ward, Alaska 99664 
907-224-3316 

0 

Please consider these comments 011 the future of the Restoration Reserve: 

oo.y~ ·•.· 

I would like to reiterate what .I said when the Council was in Seward. I feel that the funds 
should be \,lsed to protect all the animals in the marine ecosystem that were affected by the 
oil spill. In my opinion the money should be focused in the following areas; training and 
technology to insure that another c:>il spill does not again occur and secondly, continue to 
provide funds for research into our marine ecosystem in the areas restricted to the spill 
regton. 

I do not support more land acquisitions, without more extensive support of research on 
the marine envirorunents within those lands. Ifthe land trades are to be given so that 
different entities can conduct loggjng, farm fish, or use the land for commercial purposes 
instead of research and restoring the marine environments, than the land acquisition 
should not be supported with funds from the Exxon Valdez Trustee Council. 

I believe that a permanent endowinent should be set up to fund restoration projects 
indefinitely into the future, to ensure.future generations a way of life as they involve 
themselves· in our surrounding oct~ waters. As a member of the research and fishing 
community here in Seward, our fi.lture depends on concern for the marine enviro~ent. 
Although the Trustee Council was formed out of a disaster. a goal of a permanent 
endowment would be a step towa.rds a positive future of all the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill 
affected areas. 

Thank you for your time and the opportunity to have an input into the future of the 
Restoration Reserve. 

Sincerely, 

~car-

lO 'd c6££vccL06l ·oN Xl3.:1 ~31N38 3NI~l3W G~l3M3S Wd 6S:so 301 L6-0£-d3S 
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September 30, 1997 

EVOS Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage;· AI( · 99508 
Faxed to: (907) 276-7178 

Re: Use of Restoration Reserve 

Dear Trustees: 

' 'l 

\j) oo/3 

AlthQ~gh the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill settlement has funded much good science and 
resto~ation, the acquisition of habitat has dominated the expenditures of the Trustee 
Council. It was a good idea, a gc>Od way to help prevent the compounding of the 
environmental catastrophe -- I clearly rem~ber the day in Cordova shortly after th,;: spill 
when the concept of saving trees was flrst linked to restoration. However, the use of a 
large percentage of EVOS funds to buy land and trees can no longer be justified -- it is 
ti:r~e to return to ocean-based restoration and research goals. In particular, many of those 
involved in marine research and the state's fishing industty would like to make certain that 
the Restoration-Reserve will be used to fund long-term marine research, monitoring and 
restoration ~ag~ment in Alaska. · 

.......... 

As a survi~o~ of the Qil spill and an old fisher person. I am pleased to have been inV<)lved 
in the developineni or the SEA Program in Prince William Sound-- funded by the EVOS 
Trustee· CounciL That process was·an: introduction to the world of marine science in 
Alaska, and to the intense competition for funding that directs much of the research. It is 
clear that for lack of resourc.es· many effects of the oil spill·may· remain only partially 
understood. Also, many of the gaps in our knowledge of the oceans '\till remain only 
partiall}•:filled. There is a great and immediate need for marine research in the Gulf of 
Alaska and elsewhere off the coast-- a Restoration Reserve endowment for marine 
science· could make an enormous contribution. . . .. · .. 
!'serve· on the.Advisory Council ofthe School ofFisheries and Ocean Sciences, University 
of ':Alaska; ·on·the Board of the Alaska Fisheries Development Foundation, and on the 
., ": ·~r:. . .. -. -·~ ... . 

.. p·oard ofthe~:Alaska Seafood Marketing Institute. Each of these groups supports thE: use of 
ih.C:.R.esior3:ti6-n· .. Reseive for marine research. In your decision-making process, please take 
. hito: .. careful.· Consideration the needs of the affected elements of the seafood and fishing 
. hiCitistry; ·~iHhEfunportance of re:storing, understanding and maintaining the marine 
e~~irontheiih)r A:iA5b. - · ·· :. · 

: ·.· •'· ., :; t . : ... ·:.: ~: .. ··: ·: ~: .:· ·f:.: .. 

8est ~~-~~~~~ .. 

He~P JJJt~ -j;; 
Golden Age Fisheries ' 7 
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FROM : CHINIAK SCHOOL 
c~ 

PHONE NO. : 907 486 8323 Oct. 01 1997 08:28AM P01 

P.O. Box 5630 
Chiniak, Alaska 99615 
October 1, 1997 

r' ,_h 

\.J) 

To the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council: 

OCJ-7f;/ 

;r am writting in favor to support the nominated Cape 
Chiniak lands by the Leisnoi Corporation. 

Because ·of the road accessability, these lands have been 
traditionally used by Kodiak residents. 

It seems that these nominated lands provide a win-win 
sit·uation. The Leisnoi Corporation would ·rather not log. 
They are only logging to pay lawyer fees. And the general 
.Lpublic would lD~e to see the forest saved and the logging 
stopped. The critical habitat would be saved for the ' 
many species of animals who reside in .the Cape Chiniak 
lands and off shore. 

I realize the Trustee Fund is running low. So I would 
like to suggest that the Restorations Reserve Fund be 
used to buy more lands. The opportunity to buy lands 
such as these for preservation may not come again. 

Please look favorably at the Cape Chiniak lands for 
preservation. 

Sincerely, 

Judy Lucas 



II.JVI ~· ... _,_, 

0 

Restoration 0~1ce 
Exxon ValdeziTrustee Council 

1711 Mill Bay Road 
Kodiak AK. Y9615 

October 1, 1997 

-··, 

u 

like to address the subject of the Restoration Reserve. 

oo.Ys 

It is im!rtant to me to continue to protect habitat in the spill region, through purchase and 
also mainten ce of those areas 1hat have already been purchased. Budgeting the fund for 
expenditure o a specific period, preferably 10 years, seems like the best option. I would like to 
see a point in 'me that will signify the end of the Exxon Valdez oil spill, although its legacy will 
always be Vlit 

d should be govemed as simply as possible ':vith a maximum amount of public 
oversight. Sp~mding should be limited to the spill region. Broadening the spending area would 
spread the re~aining funds too thinly and enhance competition for them. 

ou for the many opportunities to make my voice heard concerning the ex.pcmlilun; 
of the Exxon Valdez funds. 

'~ 
Barbara Rudiol 
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NORTH PACIFIC MARINE SCIEN[~ FOUNDATION 
300 Elliott Avenue W., Ste 360 

Seattle, WA 98119 
Phone (206) 281-1667 

Fax (206) 283-2387 

September 30, 1997 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
Restoration Office 

fm {g©[gUWI§@ 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

To Whom It May Concern: 

ocr 11997 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

At it's September meeting, the Board of Directors of the North Pacific Marine Science 
Foundation voted unanimously to urge the Trustee Council to establish an endowment to fund 
a long-term interdisciplinary research and monitoring program to provide the data for long
term management and conservation of the marine environment off the shores of Alaska. Use 
of the Restoration Reserve to fund this endowment would be the best use of these monies. 

This would require establishment of a successor non-profit organization to the current EVOS 
Trustee Council with representation from public and native groups and state and federal 
agencies. Use of the Reserve to fund long-term integrated and targeted research 'and 
monitoring, in our view, would be the best use of the fund and provide for future conservation 
-efforts. 

For your information and review, I am mailing you the 1996/97 Annual Report of the 
Consortium which is funded by our Foundation. 

JFR/rc 
Enclosure 

Board of Directors-

Dr. D. Lee Alverson 
Natural Resources Consultants, Inc. 

Ms. Suzanne Iudicello 
Center for Marine Conservation 

Mr. Fred Richard, Treasurer 
National Bank of Alaska 

Mr. Alec Brindle 
Wards Cove Packing Co. 

Mr. Bill Orr 
Golden Age Fisheries, Inc. 

Sincerely, 

J~-f!Z.O 
John F. Roos 
President 

Dr. Dave Hanson 
Pacific States Marine Fisheries Commission 

Mr. Paul MacGregor 
American Factory Trawlers Association 

Mr. John Roos, Presidt.mt 
Pacific Seafood Processors Assoc. 



CITY OF SEWARDQ 
P.O. BOX 167 

SEWARD. ALASKA 99664-0167 

October 1, 1997 

.::".~ 

Molly McCammon. Director 
EVOS Council Restoration Office 
645G Street 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

Dear Ms. McCammon: 

e;o~B 
LJ • Main Office (907) 22~ 

"-' ··.:..· 
• Police {907) 224-3338 
• Harbor (907) 224-3138 
• Fire (907) 224-3445 
• Fax (907) 224-4038 

The City of Seward encourages the EVOS Couneil to continue with the budget set-aside to create the $150 
million endowment fund by 2002. Once established, the endowment fund should be for marine research. 
Alaska would benefit from such research, Which would include: oceanography; fisheries; intertidal studies 
and other marine-related disciplines. 

A research endowment will provide the scientific community with the t'CSO\ltces to discover what is causing 
the wide swings in animal populations in Alaskan waters. It will offer educational opportUnities to both the 
scientifiC community and the educational institutions of Alaska. Research funding can be used to continue 
to build baseline data. that would help the scientific c::onununity to respond to future environmental disasters 
better. 

I believe it is now time to shift tbe focus 1:tway from habitat purchases, and now focus on additional funding 
for research. 

Sincerely, 

~>&-~ 
1S A. Bencardino 

.,ayor, City of Seward 
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CITY OF SEWARD CJ (.J;; • Main Office (907} 224-4050 

P.O. BOX 167 
SEWARD. ALASKA 99664-0167 

Octoba I. 1997 

.;':~> 

Molly McCammon, Director 
EVOS Council Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

Dear Ms. McCammon: 

• Police (907) 224·3338 
• Harbor (907) 224·3138 
• Fire (907) 224-3445 
• Fax (907) 224-4038 

The City of Seward encourages the EVOS Council to continue with the budget set-aside to create the $150 
million endo'Wllle.nt fi.md by 2002. Once established. the endowment fund should be for marine research. Alaska 
would benefit from such research, which would include: oceanography; fisheries; intertidal studies and other 
marine-related disciplines. 

A research endowment will provide the S<.i.entific community with the resources to discover what is causing the 
wide swings in aoimal populations in Alaskan waters. It will offer educational opportunities to both the scientific 
communi~' and the educational instirutions of .Alaska. ResearclJ. funding can be used to continue to build baseline 
data that would heip the scientific community to respond to future environmental disasters better. 

Sincerely, 

City of Seward 

~ 
Rick L. Gifford 
Acting City Manager 
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P.O. Box 2298 • Kodiak, Alaska 99615 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL SDTLEMENT 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 
545 G STREET, SUITE 401 
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501·3451 

SENT BY FAX; 2 PP 

REGARDING THE EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL ENDOWMENT FUND 

Dear Trustees: 
Kodiak's ·Ad Hoc Research Group", an: informal organizatlqn ofKodiak fishing groups interested 
in promoting fisheries research met, in january with Molly·McCammon to discuss the plans for 
the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Endowment Fund. The Ad Hoc Research Group met again in 
February to formalize a consensus position on the use of the endowment fund moneys. 

After much disc~ssion, the group hilS endorsed the following: 

I. USE OF THE FUND: 

A. The fund should be a "permanent" type fund. Research should be funded only out of 
interest earnings after deducticms for inflation proofing. The Fund should be protected 
from spend thrifting. 

We feel strongly that the Alaska fisheries will be best served by having a perpetual 
research ft.:nd available to fundi the collection of long term data series as well as short term 
projects. 

B. The annual 1nterest moneys should be used to fund physical oceanographic, atmospheric 
and ecosys:em research including the collection of long term data series. A portion of the 
annual interest may also be used to fund the purchase of environmentally sensitive areas 
important to fish production. 

C. Research and habitat acquisitions' should be specific to the spill area. This item does not 
preclude research outside the spill area If that research can be related to spill area. In our 
discussions research such as DNA analysis of fish stocks and oceanographic current 
monitoring were two types of research identified where work in and outside of the spill 
area could be valuable in bettE!r understanding of the spill area dynamics. 

The spill area encompasses; the major fish production areas and fishing population in 
the Gulf of Alaska. This area, while important to Alaska residents, does not appear to have 
the scientifc appeal that research In the Arctic or Bering Sea does. We have serious 
concerns t~at failure to specify that research should be specific to the spill area will result 
in an increasing use of the fund in areas outside the spill for research which has no 
relevance to the spill area. 

D. The Ad Hoc ,=\esearch Group is opposed to using the fund to endow university chairs. We 
feel that more and better research will be done if scientists are required to submit 
competitive proposals than if the use of the money is left to the discretion of a tenured 
professor. We feel that Univ«~rsities will.be the major recipients of research funding. 

Chris Blackburn • Din!ctor • (907) 486-3033 • FAX (907) 486-3461 • e-mail 7353974@mcimail.com 
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KODIAK AD Hoc RESEARCH GROUP· COMMENTS- 0CTQBER 2. ] 997 • PAGE 2 OF 2 

RESEARCH PRIORITIES AN[) SELECTION 

A Annual spending shall have research in ocean and ecosystems as the top priority. w~ 
suggest the following annual disbursement of funds as follows: 

l. Oceanographic, Atmospheric and fisheries Research: 85~ of the annual amount 
available. · 

2. Habitat acquisition: 15% ofthe annual amount available. 

B. Research proposals must undergo peer review and bt! recommended by the peer review 
process as well as the proposed Exxon Valdez Advisory Counci.l (explained below) before 
becoming eligible for funding consideration:.; , · 

C. There will be a strategic plan forresearch which Is updated annually. 

ORGANIZATION 

A. The fund should have a governing board of directo1rs. We suggest the governing board 
should consist of the following members: 

Federal Government Representative 1 
State Government Representative 1 
Spill Area Local Government Representative 1 
Citizen Members from the Spill Area · 4 

B. The fund should have a Scientific Peer Review Advisory Council consist of the following 
entities: 

University of Alaska School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences 
Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
Two Alaska Fishing Industry Representatives 
One local community representative 

Thank you for your attention to our commer)ts 

A- .. ---?\' 
~,I> '\)Le.. ~ 

Chris Blackburn, Interim Chair 
Kodiak Ad Hoc Research Group 
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October 6, 1997 

/~""", u 

EVOS Trustee Council 
Attention: Restoration Office 

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen: 

William C. N(l)J 
4167 Apollo Drive 

Anchorage, Alaska 99504 
Home Phone: 907-333-9199 
Office Phone: 907-276-6101 

F.u: 907-276·2788 

() 
P. 001 

oo5/ 

In response to your rcque:st:for public input regardina' use of the Resoration Reserve funds 
which you overi!ee, I am .submittillg:"Chis letter via fax. 

lbaDks to a helpful convt.rsatioo with Joe Hunt of your office, l understand that you are 
setting &$de $12 million per year t6 establish tbe Resu:n:a.tioo Reserve. Further, you are askin8 for 
commenf. on how and wbco. to use the earnings oftbe reserve. 

/ " 

· .. ' Please make usc of the :lilnds for the pwposes of research through the Alaska Sealife 
Center and through the Univer!iity of Alaska. I believe you have very good scientific and 
administrative staff who can solicit and review projects for timdiog through those channels. 

I sugsest that you only w;e the earnings and not the COJrPUS and that you administer (invest) 
the fund as the State of Alaska mmdles the Pcrrtlanent Fund. Given their outstanding track record, 
perhaps you could even a.rrauge fhr the Permanent Fund to invest the :funds for us. 

Knowing that there is pressure to use our funds for habitat acquisition, I sugg;est that these 
purcha$es are a good priorey fur consideration and action during the first years of the Council's 
existence. Apparently the Collncil agrees with that philosophy, because, fur example, Joe 
mentioned that more than $300 million has been spent for habitat so nu-. 

¥ for the Restoration Rc~rve. I suggest that this fund be preserved for research projects. 
With whltt we see today in the condition of our oceans. fisbcrics aod CODDected systems, there will 
be pl~ o! demand fbr such t\mds. It; however, reviewers found that a given year produced fewer 
worthY-projects than availabJo eaLIDi.ngs from the Restoration Reserve. the Council could always 
put any cxcss funds back into dte oorpus and/or make those earnings available .. again during a 
future year. . 

Thank you for your cousideration of the above suggestions. 

Sillc:erely,. M 
~ 

I 
; 
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North Paciftt Fishery ManageYhent Council 

Richard B. Lauber, Chairman 
Clarence G. Pautzke, Executive Director 

Telephone: (907) 271-2809 

October 8, 1997 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustees Council 
645 "G" Street. Suite 401 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

Dear Trustee Council members: 

'-. 

605 West 4th Avenue, Suite 306 
Anchorage, AK 99501-2252 

Fax: (907) 271-2817 

~~©~n~~ID) 
OCl 9 1qq1 

EXXON VALDEZ OlL SP\ll 
TRUS1'EE COUNC\L 

I know this is past deadline, but I wanted to apprise you of the North Pacific Fishery Management Council's 
support, approved at our meeting last week, for using the Restoration Reserve for a long-term marine research 
endowment. Prince William Sound and the Gulf of Alaska are extraordinarily productive ecosystems and the 
more we know about them over the long lb.aul, the better. Too often we fmd ourselves in the position of not 
'knowing all that much about an ecosystem, and then a crisis strikes, and in flows the research dollars. 
Unfortunately, most times those dollars onlly last for a short time until the impacts of the crisis have dissipated 
from public view. Then we move on to other projects that take on a heightened immediacy for one reason or 
another. 

Establishing a permanent endowment for marine research will leave a rich legacy of information about the marine 
ecosystem for future scientists that will be trYmg to tease out the important processes that make the Sound. and 
Gulf of Alaska so productive. We need this type of research and monitoring over the long run to be successful 
at that quest. It will place us in a much better position to manage the fisheries for long term sustainability, and 
provide a valuable adjunct to ecosystems research in the Bering Sea and Aleutians. 

While we understand that there will be many different demands on the available dollars, we believe that 
supporting a long-term research program will be the most effective route toward understaii.ding, managing, and 
protecting the marine ecosystem in the Gullf and Prince William Sound. 

Sincerely, 

~?)h-
xecutive Director 

Copy to: Arliss Sturgulewski 

G:\I!ELEN\Wl'FILES\CORR\RESTORE.97 



Date: 

From: 

To: 

'·~ {:JCJb:/ 

01 c"ll-· 

r, I ' w 
...... 

• • : '"': ~ < ..... '. •• :·· • • I 

of Science, College 
Engi1zeerit1g atzd Mathematics 

907/474-7608 

.::~.:t;--!~~·~·:' ·,,;,· ~:: _;;,.,,,fl,\ f;:. -~ ~\~:! i. ..... F:l'll..,:::~~::;,:_ -~ -~;.,,,~ •. ·~~· :~-·:. ,,. .: ;· !' ·:·;·'/.-·.:·:·?.·~ ··!: :f .. _.._~·;.,~~~·~·.:-::: •• :;;·~;n 

X Q..,r:· I it' Total# of pages including cover sheet:~ 

TaL~ F~~~- __ _ 
Sender Fax: 907/474-5101 

c-r· r/ ~Ja.........._ ~ ..... ~- C/0 E v o ~ ~ 2-~To:----77~---
Recipient Fax:---------

Instructions:_ ...... ------------------------

Comments ~~ z-\~ s:.-c..... ........ Sft..f 1 1 lh~ <. '=tt"S. 

Please Copy to: ___ _ 

Note: if you are faxed by Joan Roderick and need to contact her by phone please 

call 474-7941 

''''·,I~··:.' .• '~ .. !:·.::.:. ·.: . I:· -:. :·. iXf I• : ''il,f' t·~~ .. -,',!, ·::.·.::.,:·.::; -~ .... ~ ..... t.·:i•"• ··~~;, :" ;~,~·! '!1··~··: 'I' •:• :·x~.::::.; .~: ~':. ~:·~··~:;•!:;~ l:!:•~!.~ !•I:~:!;~ :.;~~.· -~~ ... ~·:·•· .: .. ,, .. o.:r.:.~:"·~ .··• :~·~~·- '"::'" .!.' .. ~ ":..-:. =:..: ~~~.:"!·~.·~:~·~'·'~·:• :~u·, ·~~~~ •: •! : .:-:-•:·:, : •• : ~: .. :.: · .: .: .•. :::.· • ,., ~o:· -:- ::~ 

Fax•Fax•Fax•Fax•Fax•Fax•Fax•Fax•Fax•Fax•Fax 
FilxManiaT", ©1992 T/Maker Company. 



(""""\, 
' ' 
,, ''·' ·"" 

EVQS.Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

Re: Comments on the Restoration Reserve 

0 

To get wisdom is better than gold; to get understanding is to be chosen rather than silver. 
(Proverbs 16: 16) · 

Na.tmc is a fickle master. One thing we did learn 1rom EVOS and from recent years of trying to 
manage our marine resources is how much more we sr.i)l have to know about them. By most 
estimates we have only identi-fied a small percentage of the species in the world. How they 
interact, along with non-biotic forces, and maintain some semblance of local and global steady 
states is not even close to being understood. 

Much of nature works in long term cycles as the steady state gets pushed out ofbalance and 
change occurs to toward restoring a balance. Many or these cycles in the Gulf of Alaska arc 
decades long. Many of the species population cycles appear to be related to a surface temperature 
cycle 1 7 years long. This means that the EVOS "ecosys~cm studies" looked at less than half a 
cycle. What goes up, or down, could he related to recovery from the oil spill, or simply 
responding to changing conditions in the environment. 

Many of us who supported the restoration reserve from the beginning did so because we reali7.ed 
that important questions about how the changing conditions in the Gulf of Alaska control the . 
health and relative abundai1cc of species, and how broader species interactions affect the wen 
health of the species recovering from the oil spill, could not be answered in ten years of research; 
no matter how intensive. We asked that a reserve be sc:t aside to assure that the long term funding 
would be availuble for the long term studies necessary to unlock the web of interactions over 
which we must monitor recovery of species from EVOS and establish the background from 
which to build our greater understanding li.>r the future. 

As long as the rivers tun, as long as the birds shall t1y. Our forefathers made that promise to 
Native Americans in treaties to protect their rights and lands. By 2002 we will have spent over 
$400 million buying land in the name of habitat protection. Here in Alaska where the 
government already owns the vast majority of the land. The manag~mcnt of' parks and other wild 
lands is being cut due to lack of funds. Do we trust the government of effectively manag~ these 
new lands. If we do, where arc they going to get the knowledge, the v.:isdom, or the information 
necessary to manage without repeating the mistakes of the past. 

Where have the salmon gone? Why are the populations of Stellar scalions and harbor seals 
healthy in southeast Alaska hut endangered in western Alaska? Did exposun: to oil cause 
outbreaks ofVHS and ict.hyofonous in Prince William Sound herring? Twelve years ago pollock 
and cod dominated the Gulf of Alaska, today the natfish complex is abundant and growing. 

To facilitate the answering of as many critical questions as possibk an endowment should be s<.:l 
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up from the entire restoration reserve fund. The following conditions should prevail. 

* The endowment should be managed by a new board including designated 
representatives of the Trustees as required by the cun:-;ent decree. 

* The fund should be managed lo provide stable, not inflation adjusted, funding 
over at least 20 years. 

* The fund should be used only to support research and monitoring projects, with 
emphasis given to integrated multi-disciplinary projects. 

* The f'und should be restricted to projects in the broader oil spill area~ including all 
the Gulf of 1\ laska. 

* No hahitat should beacquired with the fund. 

A more streamlined structure should be developed to administer the fund foilowing these general 
principles: 

... The fund should be run by an Executive Director who is an ex offi.cio on the 
Board. 

... The Board should indude one member from each trustee agency. 
... The Board should inch.:1dc a representative of the University of Alaska. 
... The Board should indudc a approximately fi>Ur public mcmhers at-large, two 

appointed by the Governor, two appointed by some federal mechanism. 
.. Proposa.ls should be solicited by an open process. 
... Proposals should be reviewed by an open peer review process, not by a Chief 

Scientist with a limited review paneL 
... Grant management should beth~ responsibility of the recipient, and where 

necessary should be included as a separate item within the proposal. 

.Justification 

Knowledge is the key to effccti ve restoration. The justification for habitat acquisition as 
restoration is lined with good intentions. To truly understand the optimal balance of both marine 
and terrestrial habitats with other factors requires an und~rstanding we do not currently possess. 
The restoration reserve provides an opportunity to make imponant inl:remental additi<.lns to our 
understanding of the biological and ]phy~ica! factors governing the stable populations in lhc Gulf 
of Alaska. 

Ideally it takes the integrated knowlc:dge of generations to elucidate the whole picture. 
Realistically, if carefully targeted. multidisciplinary studies were supported over two ocean 
cycles, the incremental growth in our understanding of natural and anthropogenic forces in the 

Gulf of Alaska. 

By nut inflation proofing the fund. a111d hy restricting funding to projects investigating processes 
in the Gulf of Alaska, including Prince William Sound and Cook Inlet, there is a reasonable 
prospect that a meaningful amount of progress can be make in 20 yt:ars starting with a fund of 
$150 mi!liun. 

.. :.: 
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Although the management of the EVOS-Restoration process has become more cost effective 
over time. there is still room {or cost savin.gs, especially as the diversity ofaetivities decreases. A 
stream! i ned board could still act on behalf of the T ruste,e!::.. With appointments from each Trustee 
agency it would represent a significant part of the scientific and resources talent pool in Alaska. 
Appointment of a board member from the University of Alaska would represent most ofthe rest. 
Appointment of public representative would as~urc a b~oadcr perspective is represented. 

An open project solicitation proces~ arid peer review pro<;~ss would insure breadth and open 
mindedncss in the search for optinui.l effectiveness ofthctprojects funded. 

Requiring grant recipients to be responsible for the mariagcment, including external tinancial 
rev icw, would reduce the overhead ~o.sts associated wit.h Jrnost projects. This is an approa(;h being 
used successfully by the Alaska Science & Technology :F()uiidation. 

Humans do not do nothing, therefor~ it is important, if not essential. to understand the 
consequences of what we do. The EVOS-Resloration Reserve Fund can provide us with the 
opportunity to do so. 
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Keri Hile · ----------------~o~·/0 ; __ __ ---
From: 
To: 
Subject: 

"The Bush Blade" 
Keri Hile 
RESTOATION 

Date: Monday, October 13, 1997 1:38AM 

Dear Trustee Council, 
RE: FY '98 USE OF RESTORATION FUNDS-A permanent endowment fund should be set 
up and dividends used for habitat-protection and ocean research. Yours 
tatement, "Most habitat protection goals havE~ been met'' is a misnomer. 
Spill-area habitat is under constant attack and is being •lost thousands of acr 
es at a time to ill-planned unprofitable development. 
SPECIFICALLY . 

The head of Kachemak Bay was impacted by! oil but little documentation of 
damage to the mud flats was compiled althoug,h this intertidal area degener 
ated from pristine to obviously polluted and continues in trouble. NeXt bark 
beetles bred in 81 miles of Bradley Dam transmission line slash and emer 
ged to kill forest between the Bay and Soldotna where the line ends. 

Too bad. This was a beautiful old growth forest and home to a wide web of 
life including rabbits, raptors, coyotes, wolve::;, lynx, black bear, brown 
bear, and moose. Fox Creek Canyon (containing Fox Creek, a prolific salmon 
stream flowing into Kachemak Bay) meets all the requirements of excellent 
brown bear habitat including steep protected slopes for denning. 

The north portion of this area (under the Deep Creek Management Plan- to 
protect big game habitat) has been subject to salvage-sale clear-cu~ loggi · 
ng. This devastated brown bear habitat and a June '97state4ederal report 
says the bears may be headed for an endan!~ered species listing unless thei 
r territory is protected. 

The southern portion of the Deep Creek Management area and also adjacent to 
the Kenai National Wildlife Refuge is still roadless and untouched. Much 
land is in state ownership. Some prime habitat is in the hands of absentee 

owners who would consider selling. Buying private land to protect brown b 
ears was suggested in the June state-federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration 
Report (Grant W-24-5 Study 4.22). · 

Saving Kenai Peninsula brown bears is an excellent use of Restoration Funds. 
Also federal restoration funds are owed to thE~ Fox Creek Canyon-Fox Riv 
er Valley Ridge via Bradley Dam federal stipulations to replace habitat. The 
chess board is set to protect these valuable bears in a prime tourism se 
tting. We recommend the Trustee Council mak~ the right move and allocate 
funds to purchase, restore, and protect all habitat within this vital Deep C 
reek Management area. 

Please count us in on the Restoration Reserve planning, consider our 
recommendation, and inform us of upcoming meetings. I'm a 20 year Alaskan and 
m 
y children are life-long residents. We care deeply about the future of Alaska. 
Sincerely, 
Ingrid Peterson, 
Freya Peterson, 
Leif Peterson, 
Lars Peterson 
Box 168 
Anchor Point, 99556 
566-8406 

theblade@alaska. net 
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Eric Myers 

From: 
To: 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Eric Myers 

Subject: 
Date: 

Please purchase ALL of North Afognak lsi 
Thursday, October 09, 1997 3:27PM 

Original Subject: 
Please purchase ALL of North Afognak Island 

>Date: Wed, 8 Oct 1997 12:15:32 -Q700 (PDT) 
>From: Connie Economou <connie@mi102sbx1c.Ebay.Sun.COM> 
>Reply-To: Connie Economou <connie@mil02sbx1c.Ebay.Sun.COM> 
>Subject: Please purchase ALL of North Afognak Island 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
>Cc: govemor@gov.state.ak.us 
>Content-MD5: PB/6bNwAOp01 LXX1 yMANPA== 
> 
>Please purchase all of the irreplaceable wildlife habitat 
>that comprises north Afognak Island, espec:ia!ly Paul's and 
>Laura Lake. Your own study of the Island rated these 
>areas as the highest in biodiveristy. 
> 
>Please also use the "Restoration Reserve" for habitat 
>acquisition and protection. I understand that so far 
>none of these monies has been set aside for conservation. 
> 
>THANK YOU for your hard work. I have been thrilled at 
>your other acquisitions. Keep up the good work. 
> 
> 
>. 
Sincerely, 
> 
> .... 
Constantina Eeonomou 
> 
1 0 Panoramic Way 
> 
Berkeley, CA 94704 
> 
> 
> 
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Eric Myers 

--. ----------·--·-----------·-------~-------

From: 
To: 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Eric Myers 

Subject: 
Date: 

afognak forest and fish culture reserve 
Friday, October 10, 1997 8:09AM 

>From: Gap7580@aol.com 
>Date: Thu, 9 Oct 1997 22:16:40-0400 (EDT) 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
>Subject: afognak forest and fish culture reserve 
> 
>EVOS Trustees 
> 
>Asking to purchase all of North Afognak lslaqd, especially Paul's and Laura 
>Lake. This is the highest biologically rated area in their own study. None 
>of the Reserve is dedicated to purchasing lands for conservation. Thanks for 
>your past efforts so far. 
> 
>Sincerely , 
>Gregory 
>Las Vegas, Nv. 
> 
> 
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~ar Trustee Council Member: . {~JO 5~ 
e urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
rchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizi:ng the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
!r last chance to save North Afognak lands• from clearcutting. We urge you to use the . 

t t. R "&, d ~ th" h b"t t. ' .. "t" · 1)4"-·- fl,on · · · · ·. · · es o~a 10n eserve .un s .or IS a 1 a. ~~~i~'~C~','~~· r~ ·-~ ... ---. ..:-::.· · · j.· :~::;\l:?\ · ~:~:~ ;~. ''j 
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~natu~03:t W,!'>t~~ ~· ~ Printed ~~~~.nn. . .. AUG f61;97 I 
.dress q~~ Phone/Email . EXXON VA! oez 01 Ill ; 
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___ , .,, .... , 
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tr Trustee Council Member: . . . 
urge you to protect prime fish and wildlifle habitat on -North Afognak. We urge you to 
~hase all of North Afognak Island, prioriti;~ing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area~ This is 
last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. we· urge you to use the 
storation Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. . 

:erely, 

13 
~~©~OW!§ID: n. . 1 I 

AIIG 2 6 1997 . 

EXXOt(VALDEZ Ott-S¥lll 
TRUSTEE COUNC\l 
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Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing th:e ."Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from 6lt~arcutting: We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

:i:;_:,:_: ~~;,:.,. .. . ~/6egf:E.:sh~ ~ ~. ~-· 
, . . Pnnted:Name [6)rg©§U~~\ );. 

~ ( '· ···~·--·-· )0 ' ,. ' • . ,o . . kl, ' - - - . . . .. . . ) .. .. Ph' .. 'JE . 1~\ . . . t_...., L 
~-,. ·on:~ ... ·mall .. ~ ··sEP \ ·(·;ccn· · · 
.......... - . '' ..... ' ~ . 
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Dear Trustee Council Member: .. . . ' 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildli~e habi.tat on· North Afognak.· We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island. prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge )P~~to use~ ~ ~-.--,. 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisitiion. i 0 ~ (t;~ i :=: ~ '':1 i.;; ! 

. . I 

Sincerely, ~ - t;>, i" Aid" ~{t IJ L\ SEP 1 f_; \Z~7 -•. 

Signature . . ,... Print~d Name ·c • 'JALO~ 7 OiL· ~?r 
fo~ :)..o~ 

1
}&.J; ~~~> :11-?')S • ·: .. . ... ~;XX9~n~T;:P-RAUHSil · 

ress Phone/IEma11 682 _,to I( 

_, 
• 
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Afognak remained pristine until "- h ·s k f >-; • ~Jy;. 1}.._ <- 1

4 
M.lr 4v c. ho 1-a.5 e. , A J< 

oW11~t:~~p. Under private owm M., s /- /, ~ .,..oft~ c. 'f; J a. ..vc/_ . . 
and no\\r threatens·North Afogn p .__ ·. P17 · . q a 5" 0 / 
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.Here's how one minute of you 
mail it to:·· E~xon Valdez Settle 
them at" <ospi~@alaska.net> c. 

oJINC~I-e {/ m Peter Zadis. . 
........ 11564 220th St. · ·· == Jamaica, NY 11411-:1161 
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Dear·~Trustee Council Member: - . . . . . . 
We urge .you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We ·urge YO'-:' to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes• area. This _is 
our last chanc~ to save North Afognak. lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this·habitat acquisition. 

s~~ _. 4Jdd/e: d!JwAJ 
~~re ·.·. · ~~N~ . 

6o.v G1ZJ'f1 Ckt'tll de 1<16·5f/13 .1 tfit)E!/c_j}tJk£thtn.tJqJ"&l/¥, 
Address tffs-tS? Phone/Email 
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... Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island. prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from cle~rcutting. We urge you to us~ 
"Restoration R~sef'V~" funds for this habitat acquisition. ~ ~ s~ A fa~.~ l 
Si~-r , -firM~ ~ cw.~· J ~ ~ tJ/~ ~~--~ WM- • 

--~~~~::.__:/_,.__:./A.:--_' ___ -. . J VLI llAI L _ /hr~ so 1\.J· 

Si re Printed Name 
z1o1 tJI-/~T£" .])e, vc- 2 76- $"3-S 1 

Address A lli'?-H _ q q .r7 b Phone/Email 
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"Restoration Reserve· funds for this habitat acquisition. · · . 

Sincerely:(\ \}.._\o. "'-0':5 
~~- \ 

Signa ure 
Y :') \:) .) X \ lf 1 ,) 

AddressTC\.\\"('\o. Y", AL 
1ctc·-~s 

-~\&l 
Printed Name ... . 

q 0l l q s _; s ). ttl 
Phone/Email 

.. 
EXXON VALO~Z 0\L SP\ll 

TRUSi~t COUNC\L 
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Dear Trustee Council Member: ,, . ; . · 
1 

. : • • • · . . !i<,., •· ...... · . . 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlifec:tla_pit~ton North Afognak~ ,W.E3 ~rge you to · 
purchase all _of North Afognak Island, prioritizing th~ ~Pauls_ and Laurata~~~~-~·~~e~. This is 
our last chance· to save North Afognak lands from clearcuttmg. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve• funds for this habitat ac:quisition. 

Signature · _ 
Po (Jp)t ~~3135 J\od1 Ak 

Lof:in th/o ~ 
'Printed! Name .· 

. . J. 'l;Jiq ~{Q ~ . ;·!·~·:·; .·.:·~~~~~ -~0'-J ~. 

Address · PhonelE1mail 

Dear Trustee Council Member: CJJ6&";0' . . . · · 
We urge you to protect prime fish and· wildlife habi~a1t on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak lsland;··prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 

. ··:1.. : 

our last. chance to save North Afognak lands:from cl~arcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

~ ~Jt /, ~,£, 't}-th:t~ 
Signature . · 
.}. II S, j}a / /~t y . . · . 
Address Pa I Mer,' Ak · 776 'IS" 

g~{ctv'l. J) Wt>eJ,·ng S 
Printed Name u.cr:- '1·· d C? -7 

f& z· 7/v . .;;7 7 C / 

~' 
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t'~ 
Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save Nortlil Afognaklanas:from clea:rcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincer~ 
I ~· I '?<! 4 /Yr:- · 

Sig_r#Jr: ~ .. --~ · 
7cx/t:k&4~ 
I . 

• /J.,t;,::.·-~A·.;.· ·J·~·.··~A ,,. 

LINDA J. SLOAH 
BOX 2556 

PALMER, ALASKA 
9.9M5 

Printed Na~,e" ... '\ _ ,, ,, . 'J ~ > 7 
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Dear Trustee Council Member: 11ld3 110 Z3Q W;\ NOXX3 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. W,e urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, p.·rioritizing the "Pauls_ and Laurr;=.rke§11~are~. SfWis ii1 r 

1 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutt~ng. We ~r~,you to use the >~; 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. \~..! gJt:f\\Q~@~@ j 
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~~~-
Sincerely, . ~ 

Signa~ JAMES R. MAHAFFEY 

9~l __ ('1LDDEN WAY 
Printed Name 

{9oz) 333-9~32. 
AddresSAf\JCHORAr-~ .Ak' 99irrro 



~C9Gv 
Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

~·;: . .... . .. 
r!f"'\ 
''L / 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 
North Afognak 
Monday, August25, 199711:10AM 

comments- ... 

~:(.:w ·. 

0 

***** ·~ ... ·. ,· .... 
:~:.t~r' ... ::~)· ·~)·;'1::,,.· .•. ·-. 

>Date: sat. k~ Aug ·1997 oa:49:36 +Oooo 
>From: toshi@Aiaska.NET · · -

. . ;.:·,- ·.· ... "·-~~~··~·.t·J·< :. 

>To: ospic@alaska.net · 
>Subject North Afognak . 

'· ~~ 

> ~· . •, . . . ~-
>1 urge ou to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afocjrlak. 
>I urge you to purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing &le 
>"Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is our last chanGe to sav.e,north 
>Afognak lands from clearcutting. I urge you to use the "Restoi"tation 
>Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. ·. 
>thanks, Irene B. Lindquist P.O. Box 63 Moose Pass, AK 99631 
> 
> 

·, 
.:.··· 

.•. 

_, 
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~;r:~,;~":'"~~~~~";:"~;_~~~~~X:~;x.;;<./i(AA·'·'''·' 
1 

Dear Trustee Council Member: U . · · ctJ&·8 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on NorthAfogna~~(®~OW~J~D 
purchase all of North Afognak Island •. prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura s area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urg u Jrut:ts! ~1cq7 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. " · 

~ly EXXON VALOEl OIL SPILL 
~~ ~ _ .~re( Wr.se~ TRliSTf:E couNr.IL 
SZ'ure · .. · · · ""~~- .. Printed Name / · .a 

· · ~n~o (. Lord; ~1111 of . ~'·";,;r.i~t ,.,:,;g 1/3-l"Z:-U Jii ktoe£, ·@ a4tJ4B ,ke.,\ 
Address Att2tib, ~ ~ tffsr+- ·· --· Phone/Ema11 · ( . · · . . 

: . ' . 

X a\-X '*-X a\- X .k- X Jr. X J.t-X~ X~ X Jr X a\- X~ X ~XXXXX 
' 

Dear Trustee Council Member: · "': . . . . . : . qe!J C / 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife ~abitat on No"rth Afognak. W,e urge you to 

· ... purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
. our last chance to save. North Afognak. lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincer·e·ly~· . AI/J . "· ..J.J t_. 11 ( . ------,f-£=Zo~~L~J~ .ff...,.J.~~~~ < cU·lA..y • u, -ect.4.AS1"-· · 
Signatur~~\ tJ , ~ 1 11 '" Printed NaryJe . .. 

¥:2.ll15r'i~_eLM Llrl~ /'t.i£. ?-'j_CC-oCfl/2.. 
Address 1 q~Si' Z Phone/Email 

_, 
• 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
D<--'~' CJO~ 

We urge. you t~ Pr~~ect. Prime fis~ aQ'~ Y!if.cUif~·-·habi~~t ory N_of{h,AfQgnak .. We urge you to 
purchase all of North'Afog·nak Island; prioritizing the "Pauls arid Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afogn~lk lands from ciE~arCutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. P~ ~. 
Sincerely, · r:.::; 

~~~ _ ltNn~ t<. koFfnr 0 ~©~UW'tS 
Signature Printed Name 

2>331. W,~ls~ kdwva9(J AU ~lQ-dl-32-.. AUG 2 6 19<H 
Address q~wz.._ Phone/Email 

qq:;o2- 44 '2 5 
EXXON VAl OEZ OIL_Sj 

TRUSTEE COUNCIL 



..- 't 1 ... :~·5<~t:~~~~~'·'"~·, __ ;;:;·;;'·~m-~r·· ,.,, __ ·.·;, .. ..... · .. _ ··_:o.:nl1:'.i~~,_,,_,,.,_,:,.r,::;,,.,_,;;. ., ___ ,., ;-<···._,_:·:··.:·<. .·. ·oear·Tru···'·s· .. ·t·e··--··e· ··counc'rl Me·· · · r· · .. · ·· ···";,-,-,.~_,vn·::: ... _,,.,,:.···/0 . ........ r,·._·'··.> · ·· ... ' \;i ) • • . :·: -~i : .. ; : . . :.' .. "' .... ' •. -,.. ., . . .·_:,, . 

We urge you to protect prim~ fish and wildlife habitat: ()n Nortt~'Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak lslan~. prioritizing the i"Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from cle~trcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, 
frtttYJs _(~ I ~ !f: 

Sjgpature . Prin d Name · tJ 
'P> )t t' ct q fofff~A?/}flt, AA 9q12-5 · () ~ trz / ~13 

Address .::· "''>· .;, ~·I · '· ' : ·, ,( · '· .·. 1 · · · · Ph e/ rinail ·. 
- •. ' . ~:<;,_ . ~~: _--~~ ... ~.--~::~~·_:'> :~' -·· .. :-::1·--. ·: . .. -~ .. ·: .. ,·. -:-.'~--i-:-·'········-.:~ '., .. _ ; __ ,_~_·_:_(. -~~-- ~---' ··: .. : 

· .. ·· ; r 
:_:_-'' •'!' 

-.---7-- ... ::_ 

~CJ'7C'J 

~rgcgrgn\VZ~j[ 
AIIG 2 6 1997 

eXxoN ·VALDeZ OlHflll 
.• ' .,. ~cTRUSTEE COUNCll . · 

t:/"'o. coort:f"o- ~ t:/"'o. c:tr t:f"o- ""'t:f"o- ~ t:f"o- ~ er... ~ t:f"o- err· 4' o-r"' ... , o' ..,, "' aT'd'd'd'4'4' 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife' habit~t on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, pri~ritizing the ~Pauls and. Layr.~ Lakes". area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from·clearcutting. We_urge you to use the 
"Restoration Res.erve• funds for this habitat acquisition. .. . . - · 

&~ 

rely.... . /}. . . ~ . _i... / L . C . 
VI ~ I ' - . - / - ....-""\ . . • • . . . ·. ,: . IY) . . 

--'(;_ ,e, \. G C..an 

...r . 

Printed.
1

Name ?"?<1_ J9]ft-
('(Ol). cJ .J I - 'U 

Phone/Email · 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . ·-
we· urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat. on ·North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all_ of North Afognak Island. prioritizing th~.'"Pa.uls and L~ura Lakes" area. This is 

• ' • •• • • ! • ' • ' ' " • •.: ,•·1 . 1 '• , .I.' • ~· · • . • ' .t· , 

our last chance to save N9rth Af~gpak lands,:frotrt,:,~IE~~r,~~ing; We.~_rge you·to use the 
"Restoration Res.erve• funds for this h~bitat' acqui$.i~ic:>n. ·. · . ·. ·.· ,, .· -

' 

E, D;M\(1. 0e_dGvtS 
Si.Q_nature · Prince: Name 
ID6 l3dl..f firvwc ftl(.Cfr0~3 · ,o:..,!;..:l)~d~3:.;::,S"..!;:-d.~a.~z-:.....)~-----

Address Phone/Email 



~ t:r;. C1't"" ,J'.. C1't"" •tf:'.. ~· d'- ~ . 0 - -:' - - • - -

Dear Trustee Council MemQ ·; .,. · · · '\~ ~7V ~;.· ~-. 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North~ognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afogna~c lands from clearcutting. We urge you to .use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely J1 
. ~ 1~ . "JDk.-. FM /(: o~i1@iHi©£Efi'(i7fE 

-·· ·.S1gna e. · Pnnted Name 
12 2o{ Sh~a €1«1 d..,e"'~ t<J. _ J'f.S .... S83Z.. u ... AUG l 1 1ag7 

Address . A ~ /,. 14 k q~ :)-1 6 Phone/Email · 

u--,-- • -· •-

-~·." -..:~ -~~-·. ... :: .... EXXON VALDEZ OIL~ 
.. TRUSlt.E COUNCIL 

.. ___ , d'c:T'(' 0,_, __ _ 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . . . Oo 7.3 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat onJJ6rth 'Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak. Island~~ prioritizing th~ "Pauls and Laura Lakes". area. This is 
our last chance to save North AfognaK lands from· clearcutting. We urge you· to use the 
"Restoration Resenie" funds for this habitat acquisition. · · · · 

si~~c4~ 
Signature l c t . 
I 5 1 'r M \4\' O&z ~ 

Address lA. - t . __ ... __ A~ CffSo 

_,. . 

p~, 1, 12 c F~-t.\ ;-~, 
Printed Name 

'to? -33?t- Y~3S 
Phone/Email 

X ~X Jr X Jr X ~X~~:.. cJr ""- <:7'\-" d"- ~ d'- ~ d'- ~ <~' dr J<.. d<(-d'd'd'.J<..J"".. 

Dear Trustee Council Mem.ber: : . . . . 6o 7:;( · 
We urge. you to. protect prime fish anc;t wildlif~.neibit~t' on-North Afognak. We urge.you to 
purchase all of North Afognak: Island, prio~itizlng the •pauls and. Laura Lakes" area. This is 
£Ur last chance to" save North AfO..Q!lak lands from clearcutting.! w~ urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for thi~; habitat acquisition. "Pf.ett.f>e, 1 pletl6e..- J pltacse / 

Siii11 . ~ --1- . l ~ ~fJJYLe~ t o._m( + uo to V\... 
gna e =Bo Printed Name 
.?lJ 0v12!?6futeYY\if~ qo7~ C).35- tf7{)8 

Address Phone/Email 

~JirnJv 



X 7::;. X ~ X ;;,.. <Q .>r d< Jr X Jr X Jr X Jr o~~~-0 ·~ JrXXXX~ 
Dear Trustee Council Member: · · · · ·· 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat mi North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, ~ ~ ~~f' ;JJowe;i . r .. .:Ie., ckJ.e~ob 
Signature -~ ·. · .• P'rinted Name .. . , , .. 

lv~¥-&xko~r sr .'·\ .:,·,~--f~·~·· 

Address A _ " ,., "'-~a~ Phone/Email 

~~~- -- ·r··--~- .. a· ;/~ ~ 

u .... _, u- -' . ..,. - • - - -' "'' ..... .. -
Dear Trustee Council Member: , 

• • . . , .I • .. ' .-. 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat .. on North Afognak~ We ·urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the~~:Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 

, · I I . ·I j '· · ' 

our last ~hance to save North .Afognak lands from clearcutting. · We urge you to use the 
· · · "Restoration Reserve" funds ·for thi~ habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, · ~ 
~~ Signatur~ 

8 Q>{ J LA S VT I c. -v jAJ;::. '-i '16 74 
Address 

00/;7 J 

-:r-E... t= ~=-- .AI tz.NIJ r 
Printed Name ,. 

Phone/!Email 

X ~x:~ X ~ X .,.\- X.,.\- X.,.\- X Jr X:.,.\- X~ X Jr X~ X JrXXXXX 

Dear-Trustee Council Member: 
We urg~·-you to' p~otect p~me fi.sh'and wUgl_ife._ h~~i~atorl North Afognak. ·We .urge you to 
purchas~ all_ of Nortti Afognak Island, pripnt~~ing ~~e "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak land~ from cliearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, ~ 

Gcc~~r e ?... ~ ~~~~wrg lP) 
Signature v 

!'f~rr- ~ 
Printed Name ·· AUG z J 1QQ7 • 

Address "' , ~~ f --- Phone/Email EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPIL!. 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

..•• _.·r:/,','1•' .. ' ·• .. ':• : .. -:.. .. 



.:~~~·:.~:~·{:tt;~·~t~t~::~f~~~3:~~~·.,;~t~~·~:~ .,," 

Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 

'':'.','.'.' 

0 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 

;' 

Subject: 
Date: 

Pauls and Lara lakes are!a of Afognak lsi 
Monday, August25, 1997' 11:03AM 

Original Subject . 
Pauls and Lara Lakes area of Afognak. Island 

More comments 

JL .......... 

>X-Sender: zafrenpp@pop.corecom.net 
>Date: Fri, 15 Aug 1997 15:53:32 -0900 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
>From: zafren@corecom.net {Ken Zafren, MD) 
>Subject Pauls and Lara Lakes area of Afognak Island 
> -
>To Exxon Valdez Settlement Trustee Council. 
> . 
>Please purchase all of North Afognak Island, I!SJlecially the "Pauls and 
>Laura Lakes" area, which was the highest ratE~ habitat in ·the Trustee 
>Council process. This is a wonderful opportunity to save all of North 
>Afognak from clearcutting. Please use "Restc1ration Reserve" funds to 
>acquire this habitat. 
>. 
>Sincerely yours, 
> 
>Ken Zafren, MD 
> 
>Ken Zafren, MD, FACEP, FAAEM 
>10181 Curvi St. Anchorage, AK 99516 USA 
>phone: +1 907 346 2333 fax: +1 907 346-4445 
>e-mail: zafren@corecom. net 
> 
> 
> 
> 

_,. . 
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~ ~(ci~ow~ {W' 
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EXXON VALDEZ Oll SPllt 
TRUSTEE ·COUNCIL 

' 



,. d . - ... ·~: ·. . .. · .. ,.... :: .. .. ' ' 

Dear Trustee Council Memb~r: .. . · · · · · ·· .. · · · ·.. · ·. voeu . ·t;5;::,~. 

We urge you to protect prinUhsh and wildlife· habitat on NorttQognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognalk lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincer~ ~~ ~~~ ~~,\~-J~~=~:::=~ 
~~;~~\~., h~otc-,;sc, _ . rnnted Na~e = = =[ 
Address ,. \ ·· · " v c:.c e:- ~ , · Phone/Email 

)'T '"'<-~ ./' A.D-.. 9 . "'"' -,~ ~ 

..- · ..... ·~ ··'·.: EXXON •. VALDEZ OIL SPilL 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL . 

608/ 
... kX o\- X Jr X o\- X Jr X o\- X o\- X Jr X Jr X Jr X Jr X JrXXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . _. . ___ . 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We vrge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes .. area. This is 
our last chance to·~ave;North Afognak lands. from clearcutting~ :we urge·you to use the 
"Restora~ion Rese..Ve .. funds for this habitat acquisition. . ·. . · · . 

Sfn~ . ·· 

~~~ ...,2' - (I AYL t . v~LM Q~D)tECC9~UW~ 
Printed Name 

f61] o:r·-~wc,rfartAt-!: .A-#>·. . 5Y' 173 J u l' AUtr'2 1JC07 
Address Phone/Email 

_,. . 

EXXON VALDEZ OILS 
TRUSTEE . COUNCil 

{:18<!3~ 

d' ~ 0 .... - .. - - - .. -- _, .., __ , 0'~· d .... ~ 0'- ~ X ~ X Jr X Jr X ""XX~d ........ 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . 
We urg~ you to protect prime fish and w!ldlife ·habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase an of North Afognak\lsl~r~~.' prioritizing t~e ~Pauls and Laura Lakes" area .. This is 

: -· • · • · • r · • · • • " • \ ' •) 1 · · · · ·' • ' 

our last chance to save North Afognak ·lai:ids from· clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sine~, _ ~· 
. ~/M&r-" (.3,~ o ~ "'- .-e. 'B '\ I JElte©~U~~ 

Signature f:_ P~ted Name 
Zo 7-P s~te/11 Co?- 56(-ft~? u L' AUG 2 11991 

Address " r _ _ h- czqs-of Phone/Emai.l 
EXXON VALDEZ OIL-s 

TRUSTEE COUNCil 
' 



OC8~ 

Printed Name 
:.3"37 ... 0~. 

Phom!/Email 

.. _ ... .._.. ·- ,, 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPIL 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

"'- ~ x, .Jr x, .Jr X . ~ 4<.. ~ J<-.. ~ d'- . ~ d'-. """' tl' ~ 4<.. ~ eK ~ X. ~X. d<. X. X X · 
. . ' : .. , ' 

Dear Trustee Council Member. . . . , .. . . . .. . 
We urge you to protect prime fish :an~ wildlife habit~fon·North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing tl)le "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from.:ctearcutting. We urge you to use ttie · 

. "Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

f)t,{~SJ--M,~J q·tv _,~v IM1 ---~ 

cJ!:J~ 

..JI' • 
., . , ... ·-· .... 

EXXON VAlDEZ OIL SPI 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . . . . 
We urge you to· protect prim,~ .~~h _,an.(! wildl~fe ha*i~a~ o~ N'o.rth. Afogna~ .. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak lsl~nd, 'prioritizing the ~Pauls .. ~nd Lalita Lakes" area .. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lanqs from clearcuttirig .. We urge .YOU to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, /'# 
··AI~-~u/ ~ 

ignature /0 (_J? 
//6# 7'£-/// ~-€:__ iTA!-;:;tf-_ 
Address 

.· ... 

~if «/. Oa-~lE.©IE!W@ 
Printed Name . 
. cff~<' -t75' 0.? fl, AUG 2 1 19Q7 

Phone/Email 
EXXON VALUt 

TRUSTEE COUNCIL 



u ~ """'"d~ crt" O' crt" O' crt"" 0' - -~ 

Dear Trustee Council MembeQ Q ._._ . . 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlif~ habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, priio'ritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition .. 

s~~o!.tL-s C.ue=:-
Signature - r lllnCU l~c:liiiC 

:3782.. Mu \ \.' \<::..'~ ~ 4. ---~.: ·' ?'o 1- 23 --~ ?....vJ7 
1 Address 1 ' · . A o;3~:·~~:~~¥Phon~/Email 

. ; ,1:-o/~ -Alk-7'76 . '~.!~> · ... · '· .· . 
I .. . ....... #·,._ .. , ___ ; __ , ___ ~ --~, •. '··#···~--~'~-~~~~!L:~j·:,:::.:.:::: 

:·•-A_·. 

-'! -:~EXXON .VALOE! OIL SPI 
TRUSTEE COHNCll 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . .. ........ 

We urg~ you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afogoak~ :We urge you to . . .... ',. . . . . ,,. . . 

purchase all of North Afognak lslan~,.,pri()rjti~ing,the "_Pauls and ~a~r~lakes~area_. U,lis is 
our last chance to save North Afogn~~.J~nds from .clearcutting. Wt(ijrg~ you ito use trl.e_ 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. - ··:· _,.,~. ~- '.~ '- · ...... · . :~ "' .... ". . '· : . . . 

(:E,ssiua. {;. ~i~~ 
Printed Name 

r·_ ~v •AlA ·<I '• I IV''".O '"'' '~} .. (901) 235 -7S'II 

X ~t!'. d\ 

_,. . 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 

t!/68!3 
0'-~d .... ~ ""'.X :k- X :k- X :k-XXXXX 

We urge you to· protect prime fish and wilc;Uife habitat on North Afognak. ,.We u_rge. yo4 _t~ 
purchase all of North Afognak-lsland,·,prioritizing the "Pauls and La~~ ~~~e~"·:~re~ .. This is 
our last chance to~a e North Afogna•~ l~nds from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Rese " funds for this habitat acquisition .. 

I 
Sincerely, ~ 

Signatu~x ~i~tL f"Ar26ANK.f Printed Name 

Address -Mt.lt- ")~~~ Phone/Email 



~ ~8~ ..... ·- '-"''. . ·'· . , . . ·- __ ,_;;(]j'i'iR'c-~·:"tJ~~;;_;;i41l~':~f~'~p;;:)iii;:;:r;;~~:'?ic:;;'~1F';;::I:;; ... · · ii'r~~;:~· .E:~:s:;,::·:~fZ:i!:~<:C:•}T ,_,;;;;-:: ,::;:..:o:,·;,;;~;·;-~'0.';::·. 

""- ~""- d(- J<-.. ~ ,:r.... d(- 4< ~ ~ <k- X~· X c:k- X .k- ~!~'X-~--~ ~XXXXX-

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat ~'" North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting.· We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition . 

.Sincerely, 

:.o~ .. ~·. . .. ···•······· · .. .. Rose.ma~ 'RouLo • ·~ : .. :}:-jw.'····-:·Jr.t·· '•!'•·····><,.,..~-·· .. ,.,.; . S1gna~ · · · ·. · >,l''"'~~-~mnteCi N'ame · ·· ·. · 
. ·-~~o()·-;\\1 ·I ·----~=';,2.;:Z~/c.~~-~~~~-4-§~··~~3~4- ---······ -·· v 10 tl,;:.-.~~-'-.... :~'1:~'·-~·-··:·;:~~~~i~-~~-:, ~ ' ~ ..... --. .- ··:~-. . "·.·.~. 

Address Anc.hcrec.M.,, Ill<.. '1'1~/t~ Phone/~mail 

·~··· ••. ,...,.._~~~-~ .. 4-, 

(JCJ90 • -- - ....... - _, o ... _, 
,' •' I I u-.·--,··v- • ., 

Dear-Trustee Council Member: -·-. :;:; . ·:·,Jr;:~,;.,,; :. >: · . . . · · , 
It ~ '·... • •. : ' /::. f.;.J;.:r...,';;,</- t ·-~· 1'~ ~~:\:J}~-. J: ··;·:)) .. :··.~· : . .. . ! : '. . 

~~~s~ Y~~~~ J=~f~~~~~~~,~~[~jiilt~~~~~~~dA~~:~::~ ~r:~o~~~ is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lancts-:from cleareuttmg. ·· We urge .you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this'habitat aCquisition. 

~-, ' .. , 

Sitrrely, · · 
W1b ~4<f , -· ~ Wlf? rc~ 6E,~1Je:- 77 

Signature _ ' · Printed 1Niame . 
(oook' /t)8 {,;;?()f.JtJdtJ .4~'79~7 . . 907 7f3 ;25"']7/ 
Address Phone/Email 

.r 

6CJ7( . 
X ~X~ X. Jr X Jr··x:~ X Jr X-~ X J.c- X Jr X.~ X ck- X ~XX XXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to'protect prime· fish· and wjldUfe-~abit~1t on North Afognak.· We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak''lstand;'pridntizingth~,;·Pauls and-Laura-Lakes~ area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak tarjds1from ciE~arcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habltat'acquisilion. · 

Sincerely I '} n ' ).} 
~ c, n~ . . Ab.llYV1 c, Ywlo ( JJSO 

1gnatur~17- ~ · Printed Name c- _ v-'~~ 
(f?; I 0 ''J (o.- ' J.~ 3 -·<;~?,~I ;:2.. ~ J --o 'fT..A.J 

Address ~ 9 q Sa::l-- Phone/Email 



'X···~d<.- dr. X ~ ;x.. dr'X. dr 4'. d' .:f',··~ d'. ~ .,., "'~ 0"' ·-' ., - -. -

Dear Trustee Council Me~bO . ..·.. ··· '·:~~~,·' :: ... ~ ... · · ... ·"O?~~ · ·· 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Aw5gnak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 
Sincerely, 

~771~ _ CAucl: W /Vt-4X:S6N 
Signature , Printed Name 

IZV · ba~e .· ~. -·,··--:---------------
Address /4N~//r!JA/19~ .AbfJlr~ ~·-Phone/£aulil - ·· · ······ - 'l-7s-./. 

??s~·.,_ 

Dear Trustee Council Member: · 
We urge you to protect prime fish .and wildlife habitat on North Afognak·.··We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak l~h~rj~. pri,oritizing the "Pauls_ and Laura Lakes", area. This is 
our last chance to save North.-"fog~~~~:l~nds from clearcutt1ng. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition .. 

· ·· Sincerely,· 

~(].~ 
~ sr 
:3 Y:s?o t). ?J 

St~1 han: ~ P, {;..g y-J n e y-
Printea Name 

Address 
~'i"'06 

Phone/Email 

-". oCJ~ 
X ~·X ~ X "' X -" X-"')<:.,\-X~ X """X .k- X .k- X .k- X ~XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . ~. 

We urge you to protect prime fi~h ·and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. ·we· urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak .lslant:f, prioritizing the .. Pauls and Laura Lakes"-area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearr..utting. We'lrrge.you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Since~ ~ " <QL. . <::::) 
s £ , ~'' /( c:Yata.s. Signatlfi~ -. Printed~ ~ . 

Po 6 t9 c.e cz o f- 1-3-:> . 2 tf o L-
Ad dress Tt:A-t~ /.1-k 99 ~bg'};/Emall. 



u"rt/0..,, 

Dear Trustee Council MembL): 0 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on.North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clefircutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restorqtion_Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Signature 
/1,76 \[t11f1Afl,Ju-J.l/ t4c}! I tfL 

Address t/'lSD/ 
' ' '· . 

e:cry__c 
X ..:\-X ..:\-X a\- X Jr X Jr X Jr X Jr X J& X ~X Jr X "'X "'XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . '· .. . 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habita~ C)n North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the '!'Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is · 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands f~om cl~arcutting~ We urge you to use the . 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

S[n~rely. ~ 
>DftvY/l:L Lo( Dehrse La.sSa.t,J 
Signature Printed Name 
I{ c Gl w 112 !tuch<>r fbt ',v1 
Address 

,, 

Phone/Ennail ?07-23S-lf277 

..r 

e?C?Y7 
"' ' .... ' u ..... ""' (I ' .... ' 0 ' - ' 0 .... -' v - - ' .., .... - ' ..... .. - .• 

... 
..., - . ' ..., - . ' 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife:habitat 1on North Afognak. We urge-you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura takes" area. ·rhis is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from cl~<~rcutting. We urgeyou to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Since~ _, // 
.· · / ~ ~.--J./-L{-)j~,Jt'-:d-:::l...l-'6-r.f-.c..H--t-t-od?.,..IL.Iooo?..h..:II:;...IOn-u~...~...-;...lov~e 

Si~~ v 7 Printed Name 1 . 

S<&;:? w. htf. .4~/Jdl ?I lirhA 41{- --:--.... c"'"rje~I--_.~.(__,?....J.?....L) ________ _ 
Address ' t:f'iSirl Phone/Email 

' '!: .. 



0 ' 
-''~~~J'..d,.-d"--, d't"""O'~ d'"'' d'"'' "'"'' U''~' c-\J;l' 

6?~fiJ8 
u' _, u' '"'' D'D'(J'd'd'-

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, priori,izing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak; lands from cle.arcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve• funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Av..A lfr 
Or fLc<- i1~oiJ_ 

SAt..~ o~~ns2.JI 

ut:ar Trustee Council Member: 

Printed Name 
333. j/ ?£. 

Phone/Email 

. ,. i1 

&;~ 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We 4rge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, priioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes• area. · This is 
our last ch~nce to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoratipn Reser'Ve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 
Sincerely, 

> /( - 6...-L--- S"v.sq.,.. 0{-s ........ 

Signature . c;. s-f.. Av-.c.t. Cf<tSE.. 
1 f I "I 

Printed Name !: ""L -, 7 - r ., t.Y. 
Address Phone/Email 

...... CJ/cV 

X ~X ~ X ~ X Jr X Jr X ..\:- X ~ X Jr X~ X ~ X Jr X ~XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member:~ . . ... · .. · : .; . 
we ur~kY.ou ~~"~'rt>t~.~·p~'niefish.and·wildlif&habitat'on~North Afognak.·:~w~.urge you io 

· purchase all of'North_Afognak Island, prioritizihtfthe :"Pauls and Laura Lakes~· area. This is . 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge yo~ to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 
Sincerely, 

·~ ~~ /3i// tr/udg 
Signature .,- Printed Name 
{?0 lSo>c: ;?z,,.t/6 . ..T~<u,ltK?9Ko~ --=SW::?.. . .Q.29..;:-:..:iiSJwoa!o~6~----------
Address r I Phone/Email 

~ j ~ t.c_ 1 :t -I ~H eAA. '·C/kl' ty ,..,./.._..; t....... t,.,...,..J, ; _,... -t i " + -f1-a..~of- f1A- s r~ 
. • , -. •··~ . _ ...... '-~- '•~4\1-1.:-4/ittt""f!b~.r }'" ... ~ 

' 



6/t::J 2J .r • 

r·) 
\.,I. ,./ 0 

J'. ~er... ~ d'. ~ d'. ~ 4' """'"' .. , "" ..,, "" ..,, ~:~~~""' "' ~ d'. ~ d'""' """""""""' 
Dear Trustee Council Member: 

· We urg~. you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak . .'fie urge you to. 
·· purchas~::.an of· North· Afognak· lslandi prioritizing the "Pauls and Lau.raJ.ak~s·, area .. This.is 
our last ... Chance·to save North Afognak ·lands from clearcutting. ·We; urge yo_u to use the 
"Restoration Reserve• funds for this habitat acquisition. · · 
Sincerely, 

2 L5/fu. ft~ SIEt/§tl r;_ 1JubA'I 
Si~the - -~ Printed Name 

9:;{ :{y l 1-'v J . S:61-- Jr(Jf 
Addre~ . , - • ' A , , ..-.. - .,.. - • . Phone/Email · 

~ ··~· ?•" l, '( ...... '•:'"· ~.~:..· .. f~~7:.:~~;:';~0}.,::;J;.:t•·,;~~~\r,~>~.;~. t~:'!"'""•"'r.-·;oc>oi~..;_,.~ .... ~.,;..,:,.;;.."~~· ~~'\!'<" :l:.~.~..._,,, ,., •. ~ -~ .·.• ·x•::-;::',;.~ •.. \ .. ~:s.d.,.l_;.:c ... <: :.:· .. 
.;2;:~ ... ~.'· :' '<;;..~ ~:;-· 



• '{' ,' • . c- :·'ll:''''',""'?·~ ""' ·:· ,, . . ···;•'i!;•··· 

. . 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Res~t::'e" funds for_.this habitat acquisition. 

~io~ereiY., 

~ ~ \~ ~ ~ .. <>I'L -&IG""-'L (_'i A.>UO,:) 

SigruMure / _ \ - _ . --.. __ · _ Pri_ nted Name 
._ 3tf08 {.,OCA~AJO ~- ·· · ,. ··'" ~ 
; Address· ·---··. . ·····:- ~: :..... :··•'-·~-:'2/·-·o-,.-.--c._ o;.- ..... ,-..,_: ' . > I 

-:· , . - L. . '~ - ::r=v , 

' . - . .. . . - . . -·· -. .-. . c::J/CJ-j/ 
X .!\-X Jr x··...\- X· Jt-X~"'xJr·xJrx··Jr X Jr X Jr X Jr X JrXXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: .. _. _ . . . - . ' 
We urge you to prot~ct.p[j,P~.~~h.;_~ti~;'lfii~life:h~t)l(at on North Afognak. We-urge you to 
purchase all of North Afo,gn,~~- ls,lan~·. 'pnortizirig ·the· "Pauls. and Laura Lakes" area. This is 

'' our-last chance to save North Afogna~ lands from clearcutting. We urge you :to use th·e 
"Resto ation Res , e• funds for this hilbltat a~ltion. 
Sin ely, 

1\(Ltj\) ~ SwM'[1..~(1l(::'f 
PlintttfbU V{'l.'j r )lj'Lj 
Phone/E mar 

..#' 

'ZJ~ 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . 
We urge you to.protect prime-fish .. and wildlife.habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island,· prioritizing the ~Pauls_and Laura. Lakes• area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from cl~arcutting. We urge 'you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 
Sincerely, 

~hibu.tUJ,; Tia.Lt.L< £41/ows 
Lgnature ~..1./L qq a,m 

DX33u£; 
Address 

Printed Name 
9'07-2.35""- 5!:?.4{) 

Phone/Email 



~ !~'k- __ ,:y_- ·· · :·::··:-: ·crYS'[c<;:::,Z6~:':'::~~,.::- -... ·::::. --- ... :,, ____ ,. ]) ------ ._71,.~· :-·.: ·• ··.·\·· "':'<: ..., •r·;\:. • 
.·_;··. 

Dear Trustee Council Member:· 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat bn'North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from cle1arcutting .. W~ urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sin~. 
· ~ --~ • -___.:;;5_...1(....;.•--{_....;..,·..;....h.en~s-n-_______ _ 
Sigrwture - · · . . · . . . .. _____ . . . . . Printed Name 
.. : t?ry(ol"'l. · fk,,_Muj.Jk._ f/7!il'l:~::O!· ._,_. ·····_ ···· · -- ... --- ·· .. ., ... :.;· :_:.>: ... 
Address· · --,.....,-.:::··.:- ···- .;.;.~~: -~· ·· · ·,_,.~Phone/Email · ·· ·· j · ·,, - i. "'· ··' '-

'~" 

007 
~~~~x~xkx~x~x~x~x~x~x~x~xx~xx 

Signature rJ. tid!. w, Httrv(l,tL tfv.!.. tftldli/-K. 
A dress . ' avtiOPI ~ 

0/()8 

.r . 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 

~.Tont/5 
P~nted Na~ 1 .1 ,. 
a~jontt; mfho,'{ok£,. eM/W -·- -Phone/l:ma11 

.•. . ........ -

. . .... 
We urge you to· protect prime fish and wildlife hab,l~~t or:1 N-orth Afognak ... we urg.e you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the~ MPauls and Laura Lakes•.area. This is 
our last chance to save-North Afognak lands from:cllearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for ttlis habitat;acquisit:ion. · 

Sincerely, 

J l.SO..~a, w, ~){:;(_~~ 
Printed Name 
~~--<//g 

Phone/Email 
or t2..,t:' /&t-,b @ -
~~ a/cuKa. -ed 



,-~~ .. , ··.:.;·:: · ... ·· ('·. 

"· 

0 0 
Richard Crisci, 04:15 PM 8/12/97 , North Afognak Island 

Date: Tue, 12 Aug 1997 16:15:29 -0800 
From: Richard Crisci <asrlc5@UAA.ALASKA.EDU> 
Subject: North Afognak Island 
To: ospic@alaska.net 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
I am concerned about the protection of prime fish and wildlife 

habitat 
on North Afognak Island and urge you to purchase the wildlands ·there, 
giving priority to the "Pauls. and Laura Lakes" area. It appears :this 
is our · 
last chance to save North Af:ognak lands from clearcutting so I am 
asking ) 
you to use the "Restoration l~ieserve" funds for this acqtiisition. 

Creek 

99516 

_,. . 

Sincerely, 
Richard Crisci 
10160 Craig 

Anchorage, AK 

(R1~©~0'W~ 1 i 
AUG 1 8 Jq97 ~ 

EXXON VALDEZ Oil SPIL! 
tRUSTEE COUNCIL 

jPrinted for Oil Spill Public Inf0rmation Center <ospic8alask... 1 



CJ/ot[ 
-, 

Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

t1r'l 
~.: II_:. ,/ 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 
North Afognak Island 
Friday, August 15, 1997 2:17PM 

>Date: Tue, 12 AUQ 1997 16:15:29 ;.()800 
>From: Richard. Cnsci <asrlc5@UAA.ALASKA.EDU> 
>Subject: North Afognak Island 
>To: ospic@alaskS.net · · · 
> 
>Dear Trustee Council Member: 
> I am concerned about the protection of prime fish·and wildlifl1! habitat 
>on North Afognak Island and urge you to purchase the wildlands there, 
>giving priority to the "Pauls and Laura Lakes~ area. It appears this• is our 
>last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting so I am asking 
>you to use the "Restoration R~serve" funds for this acquisition. 
> 

0 

> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 

Sincerely, 
R:ichard Crisci 

> 
> 

_,. 
• 

Page 1 

10160 Craig Creek 
Anchorage, AK 99516 

··-·:-::::.:-; .. 

·-~: . :·;.. ,;_: ..... ~~-::· :J· -~'f 
.t:;,?". _::;., 

.•. -;_ 



017/ 
Keri Hile 

® 

From: 
To: 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 

Subject: <none> 
Date: Monday, August 11, 1997 1:40PM 

Ken-

another comment 

>Date: Sun, 10 Aug 1997 09:52:16-0800 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
>From: Alaska Denali Guiding <adg@Aiaska .. NET> 
> 
>To Exxon Valdez Settlement Trustee Council, 
> . 
>I am writting to encourage you to protect northern Afognak island. This 
>is an incredible area {I fished around and live~ on Afognak the winter of 
>1976) and it is a sad state of affairs to see tlhis unique area clear cut 
>Please use your restoration reserve fund to aquire this area. The future 
>people of Alaska deserve to have the remaining untouched part of this 

· >Island as it Is. Please purchase it for all of Alaskans. 
> . I 

>Sincerely, 
> 
> 
>Sincerely, 
> 
>Diane Calamar Okonek,Director 
>Alaska-Denali Guiding, Inc. 
>P.O. Box 566 
>Talkeetna, Alaska 99676 
>Ph. 907-733-2649 
>www.alaska.net/ ... adg/ 
> 
> 
> 
> 
>Diane Calamar Okonek,birector 
>Alaska-Denali Guiding, hie. 
>P.O. Box 566 
>Talkeetna, Alaska 99676 
>Ph. 907-733-2649. 
>www.alaska.net/-adg/ 
> 
> 
> 
> 

Page 3 
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Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 

Subject: 
Date: 

Afognak Island 
Monday, August 11, 1997 1:41PM 

>Date: Sun, 10 Aug 1997 21:55:03-0700 
>From: Susan Negus <senegus@Aiaska.NET> 
>Organization: Viral Hepatits 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
>Subject Afognak Island 
> 
>Dear Trustee Council Member; 
>We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afqgnak. 
> We urge you to purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the 
>"Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is our last chance to save North 
>Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the "Restor:ation 
>Reserve" Funds. for this habitat acquisition. . ' 
>Sincerely, 
>Susan Negus 
>P.O. Box 101104 
>Anchorage, AK 99514-1004 
> 
> 

..1' • 

Page 5 
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cJ/-:8 
Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Hi Keri-

. ~· :·.·;''··."· 

GJ 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 
Afognak 
Monday, August 11, 1H97 1:39PM 

1 normally route these kind of e-mails to Eric. I thought you might know 
what to do with it · 

JL 

/ 

v 

******* 
1)~~. 

~~Pb 
>Date: Sat, 9 Aug 1997 07:43:05 -0800 
>Subject Afognak . 
>From: Nina Faust <fausbail@xyz.net> 
>To: "Exxon Valde+ Trustee Couricir <ospio@alaska.net> 
> 
>Dear Trustee Council Member, 
> . : . . 
>We have visited Afognak Island~ In fact, w~~ did seabird surveys on 
>both Shuyak and AfOgnak for the U.S. Fisll:and Wildlife Service years 
>aao, so we are familiar with the incredible ~'lo,<)gical resources of 
>th1s area. We urge you to protect this extr~1rnely valu~ble, prime 
>habitat .for fish and wildlife b~ purchasing all of North Afognak 
>Island, with a priority on the Pauls and Laura lakes" area. We 
>suggest using the "Restoration Reserve" ftl1nds to purchase these lands. 
>Afognak is a very unique island habitat tha1t should not be clearcut 
>Thank you for your consideraUon. Nina Faust and Edgar Bailey 
> 
> 

_,. . 

Page 1 
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017/ 
Keri Hile 

~n 
·1-..~L,,. _ _../ 

From: 
To: 

Oil Spill Public lnformatfon Center 
Keri Hile 

Subject: <none> 
Date: Monday, August 11, 1997 1:40PM 

Ken-

another comment 

>Date: Sun, 10 Aug 1997 09:52:16-0800 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
>From: Alaska Denali Guiding <adg@Aiaska.NET> 
> 
>To Exxon Valdez Settlement Trustee Council, 
> 
>I am writting to encourage you to protect northern Afognak island. This 
>is an incredible area (I fished around and lived on Afognak the winter of 
>1976) and it Is a sad state of affairs to see this uniqu~ area c'ear cut 
>Please use your restoration reserve fund to aquire Uiis area.: Tl~e future 
>~pie of Alaska deserve to have the remaining untouched part of this 

· >Island as it Is. Please purchase it for all of Alaskans. ' 
> . 

. >Sincerely, 
> 
> 
>Sincerely, 
> 
>Diane Calamar Okonek,Director 
>Alaska-Denali Guiding, Inc. 
>P.O. Box 566 
>Talkeetna, Alaska 99676 
>Ph. 907-733-2649 
>www.alaska.net/-adg/ 
> 
> 
> 
> 
>Diane Calamar Okonek,Director 
>Alaska-Denali Guiding, Inc. 
>P.O. Box 566 
>Talkeetna, Alaska 99676 
>Ph. 907-733-2649. 
>www.alaska.net/-adg/ 
> 
> 
> 
> 

Page 3 
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Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

® 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 
Afognak Island . 
Monday, August 11, 1997 1:41PM 

>Date: Sun, 10 Aug 1997 21:55:03 -0700 
>From: Susan Negus <senegus@Aiaska.NET> 
>Organization: Viral Hepatits 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
>Subject Afognak Island 
> 
>Dear Trustee Council Member; . . 

0 

>We urge you to protect prime fish and wiild,life habitat on North Afognak. 
> We urge you to purchase all of North Afognak lsl~nd, prioritizing the 
>"Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is our last chance to save North 
>Afognak lands from clearcutting. We ur~}e you to use the "Restoration 
>Reserve" Funds. for this habitat acquisition. . 
>Sincerely, · 
>Susan Negus 
>P.O. Box 101104 
>Anchorage, AK 99514-1004 
> 
> 

_,. . 

Page 5 
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0 

Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 

Subject: 
Date: 

North Afognak 
Monday, August 11, 1997 1:41PM 

>X-Originating-IP: [199.165.105.246] 
>From: "mike frank" <mjfrank@hotmail.com> 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
>Subject North Afognak 
>Date: Sun, 10 Aug 19~7 17:54:47 PDT 
> 
>Dear Trustee Council: 
> I support purchase of all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing tOe . 
>Pauls and Laura Lakes are·a. Please use restoration' reserVe funds for . 
>this pure. Thank you. · · · · ·· 
>Mike Frank 
> 
> 
> 
>':o;G~e-:-t Y17o_u_r~P;:-n .... ·v~at:-e-, F::rr_e_e..,.E .... m_a...,il-a-=-t rhtt~p-:/,.,.lwww--.,...h~o~tm-a-.:il~.co..-. _m ___ _ 
> 
> 

_,. 
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POBox 2905 
Palmer, AK 99645-2905 

Exxon Valdez Settlement Trustee Council 
645 G Street 

~©lOW~ [g) 
.AUG 1. 1 1qQ7 

Anchorage, AK 99501 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCil 

I understand that you are considering the purchase of land on North Afognak for wildlands habitat. 

Hurrah! Please do so immediately! 

Massive. clearcutting looms as the de;ath threat to this prime land. With clearcutting. comes the 
usual: detrimental effects to the fish and wildli;fe. Please purchase the whole istand. Make the 
Pauls and Laura Lakes area your top priority. 

Please, please, please do not diddle and delay and miss the opportunity to preseiVe what is left. 
Act now. 

Be in complete assurance that the public is aware of your proceedings, and supports you in this. I · 
can think of no better way to spend 'Exxon oil spill monies. This is exactly in line with your ··· 
mission. Move forward now with your Restoration Reserve funds. Acquire the prime habitat 

If you've been in an airplane lately, looking down on land between Anchorage and Seattle, you 
should know all too well how little contiguous prime habitat is left in the big picture. 

'Thank you for acting on behalf of aU our long-term good. _,. . 
Supportively, 

UtJ~-~ 
Ellen Vande Visse 



fl ... / 

Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 

Subject: 
Date: 

Re: Afognak 
Tuesday, August 12, 1997 1:52PM 

>Date: Tue, 12 Aug 1997 09:45:43-0800 
>From: smunt@arctic.net (Thomas Hunt) 
>Reply-To: smunt@arctic.net 
>To: ospic@ataska.net -
>CC: Alaska Center for the Environment <akcenter@alaska.net> 
>Subject Re: Afognak ' 
> 
>I write to urge protection of the North Afognak ecosystem. 
>Ciearcutting, particularly in the Pauls and Laura Lakes area, witt . 
>threaten the biodiversity that is such a precious resource in one of the 
>last wild areas on earth. Please apply the "Restoration Reserve• funds 
>for protective aquisition. · · · 
> . 
>Thank you. 
> 
>Thomas K Hunt, M.D. 
> . 
> 
> 
> 

_,. . 
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Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 

Subject: 
Date: 

Protect Prime Habitat on Northern Afogna 
Tuesday, August 12, 1997 1:51PM 

Original Subject 
Protect Prime Habitat on Northern Afognak Island 

Hi Keri-

l'm guessing that you would have told me by now if I'm. sending thes~ 
comments to the wrong person. I think there is a couple more after this one 
as well. Thanks:-) 

Jeff 

>Date: Mon, 11 Aug 1997 14:20:25 -0800 (AKDT) 
>X-5ender: jrc@alaska.net (Unverified) 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
>From: Randy Carter <jrc@Aiaska.NET> 
>Subject Protect Prime Habitat on Northern Afognak Island 
> 
>Exxon Valdez Settlement Trustee Council Members: 
> 
>I am writing to request that you protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on 
>North Afognak. I strongly urge you to purchase all of North Afognak Island, 

· >prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is our last chance to 
>save North Afognak lands from clearcuttinQ. Please use funds from the 
>"Restoration Reserve" for this habitat acquisition. 
> 
>Sincerely, 
> 
>James R. Carter 
>3505 Woodland Park Drive 
>Anchorage, AK 99517 
> 
> 
> _,. . 
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Keri Hile 

From: 
To: 

Oil Spill Public Information Center 
Keri Hile 

Subject: 
Date: 

Re: North Afognak 
Tuesday, August 12, 1997 1:51PM 

>From: greyrock@interserv .com 
>Date: Mon, 11 Aug 1997 16:18:32 .0700 (PDT) 
>Subject Re: North Afognak 
>To: ospic@alaska.net 
> 
>Exxon Valdez Settlement Trustee Coun~il 
> ~t:~ ··-:, 

>Dear Trustee Council Member: 
>We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife. habitat on North Afgpknak. We 
>urge you to purchase all of North Afgoknak Island, prioritising the "Paul 
and 

.0. ~! I'< j)J 

>Laura Lakes" area. This is ouriast chance to save North Afgoknalc lands from 
>clearcutting. We urge you to use the "Restoration Reserve" funds for this 
>habitat acquisition. · 
>Sincerely 
>Oicay Bozkaya 
>12841 Lupine Rd. 
>Anchorage, AK 99516 
> 
> 

_,. 
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\.UJ 
····. ·~\ '1:·~..,::~·.:\:·.:;,.·/;;i:~~; 

() ...... ___ ·-··~- .. ····----.. ...; .. 

t:f/4 0 

~ [g(g~0\Y7[g [@ 
AUG 1 2 1997 

EXXON VALDEZ Oil SPILL 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL ... ' . 

... · .•. ··,;:"• 

X JrX ·Jc- X ~X .k-X~ X: J.r X~ X ~X J.r.. X~ X~ X ~XXX XX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
. .. .. . . . ' 

We urge you to protect prime fish ar1d wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to .. 
purchase an of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the .. Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afogn:ak lands from .. clearcutting: We urge you 'to use the 
•Restoration Reserve'" funds for this habitat acquisition~ . · 

~rel.y, . " (' 

ff~ 0 G' . tj E;-1\J }l.. ( rJJ' 
Signature 
'2-0 3 t:t U 1'141\TO · 

PJinted Name 
\!lor) 3t.tY"'- t \joJ> 

Phone/Email Address ·PrrJc.··l~~ f.\ t<- '\ c.'L ·rr ~ 
I 

Here's how one minute of your time can save one million acres. Clip out the short note below aud 
mail it to: Exxon Valdez Settlement Trustee Council at 645 G Street, Anchorage 99501. Or email 
them at <ospic@alaska.net> Or write them a letter in your own words . 

• r . 
~~~! 
X JrX"" X Jr X Jr X Jr X"" X ""·x·~ X"" X~ x. Jt- X JrXXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on ·North Afognak. We ~rge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls· and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the · · 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. · · 

Sincerely, 
I<.AREN L. voHNSTDN 

Printed Name . 
~£tr/ d C}t-£, t.~!-rrn..L.. 
Signature 

50L/0 E, 9f~ /hnoA :3tf&-¢072 
Phone/Email 

e ~tad ~ ~a rq ~@a_ let~ 

Address C(C/5/ &,., {a_lf!ZJ. 



Dear Trustee Council MembO (JD 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Su~rely, 

~k/?x~ Pri~e~Ndm~e Bauer 
a.ke Gr~e 1 AracJ.•· e~b@Qios f::-q. net-

Address · '7" 1~:· 2.<11 _ Phone/Em~ 3 33- f./ 9 6 

.., - -' t:'~8 . 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to prote.ct prime. fish .al}d wildlife ha~itat on North. Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island~ prioritizing the ,"Pauls and Laura ·Lakes ... area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve, funds for this habitat acquisition. 

AlA ?9.lli 
Address 

_,. 

Printed Name . 
2~ l - 7 (, [p 3-

Phone/Email AUG 1 21997 

EXXON VALDEZ OlL SP\ll 
TRUSTEE COUNC\l 

. . 0/..:!?9 
d'o ~., ... u-,· d"'- dr J< .Jr X k X .'k- X k X~ X <k- X Jr X·Jt- X ~XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and. wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of.North Afognak Island. prioritizing the ~Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 
Sincerely, 

'·· ~v~A/;·L S:~~ p- D~{ 
Prin~d Na)e ·' 

9ul3t-f~-IZ-7/ 

AM- 0' ~7!.. Phone/Email 



(J 
'-t.,_;J) 

··/', 

Dear Trustee Council Member: _ . : 

:·:·:·-··,· 
·;:;~~·. :·;~~~~:.: ~ .: 

w 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting; ·We urge you to use the 
~~Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, 

~lu~ 
Signature-···- · '""· 

f;h k ~ _3')«f() f?-e-fl-r<.T{o;, (/;--. 

Address ~cAo~ i!TK c:r '75C..y 

&/-5'...6' 

· · ·ch~~.e:: eu,. .. z!:!.r-
Printed Name . . _ ·· ·.: _ : .. 

fE!o?J ~s6,...:s33s-
-Phone/~"~ 

. ,I 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . _ . _ 

... .. . "'-~h .. 

~?\ ;,>;,· -\. 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat ori North Afognak. _ We. tlrge you to 
purchase all of North Afogna~ Island •. prioritizing the "Pauls and La·ura Lakes~ area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afomnak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. . 

Sincerely, ~ y 
Signature Printed Name 

-,..'l?·'l8S? ~ JAr Gerlld Ganopole 

Address fL-... 2536Mf9onDr 
~ . .- ¢ Anchorage, AK 99517 

lERf!.~ 

Phone/Email · I()"J. I 3t>. J 'II{@ C-6W-p~GGrtJe~ ~ 

.r 

CJI5Z 
X ..\-X ..\- X ..\-X ..\- X..\- :X ..\- X ..\- X ..\- X ..\- X ..\- X..\- X ..\-XXXX>: 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . . 

We urge you to· protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak .. yY~, urge .you.to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island;· prioritizing the "Pauls and-Laura Lakes~. area~ This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We.urge yo·u to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for t~is habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, 
~ f~c :< £:c.~~ ~ fh#J~J 

Signature . Print(d Name 
roo~ &c..fo~o 1 ~~ CJo~)J~%·r:l99Y' ESHA-tJs-cAJ 

Address q 9 .) 2 ~ Phone/Email l}t_,AS.t:A . ) 

... , t.) o"1.-: \·_.'. ) ; ; ~~ 



0 - . . (ffil 0/.&/ 

X ..\-X Jr X Jr X Jr X Jr X Jr X"" X""~~~ x·~ X~ X ~xxxxx 
Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to· protect prime fish anc;twildlife ~abitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "P.auls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearicutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition .. 

~·~ . :'~ ~~br · ... ~->· ·* _/g,,pl',-re_ ~$4- ..jch/ae.ler 
Slg_(la ure · · , .. --, .. · .. · .· · .. Pnnted Name 
cr~?ld~taxa..· 64~· -~--~:::·~-· :ro1)iz33~~~:c-? ... ·.·. ' ... ..':::. 

Address· ~t.J.- ~t.. ,..D,. . Phone/Email 

{!J~ 

;x. .. ' ., .. ~' 0..... u, tJ' C7'\- d'. ~ d'. ~ "' ~ "" coOt- . "' ~ t:J.... coOt- (/<... ~ ~ ~ ~ d<.. d<:... X. X. 
' Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . . . ' . . . ' _ ~ . . -

We urge you to protect·prime fish ~n~ wildlif~,iha~i,~(~rl:North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, priqriti~ihg the1·~auls and laura Lakes" area. This is 

•• I our last chance to save North Afognak lands 'from clearcirtting. We urge you to use the .. 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. · 

Sincerely, · · . · ~nt~f' , ~ -i:/7 ?41~ S'Mt'1 Gawmd> ~®Q?W,Uw!Sill) 
Sign ure Rrintea ·Name . 
P.o. P..q,< Z.::V?B, &,,....,.~L, At: 'i~~z.o . ~ MIG \ 21QQ7 
Address Phone/Email . Q\l salll 

· ON VAUlt2 r 
.E~TRUSTEE COUNC\\. 

.r . 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
---------- __ 61/~ 

We urge you to; protect prime fish and wildlife:habi~aton North Afognak~ .VV,e ,urge you to 
purchase all of North. Afognak' Island.' prioritizing th~, ~Pauls and Laur~ .La.kes" area~ This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands: from clc!arcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisiti'bn. 

Sincerely, 

Cf95:JO 

~Cf Corn we (/ 
m~N;1s5"' IW ~©~n~[g\QJ 
Phone/Email I 

2 AUG 1 1997 

EXXON VALDEZ 0\L SPllL 
TRUSTEE COUNC\L 



~~;:-~~.,~{i$('A·· ;;:.t;t~ ~-:;.},~·· ~rw··~·''~"'x. ·~ 6> ~·'~ ~· :r.:.>~~-~~~ll 
Dear Trustee Council Me mY~: -. . . 0 .. . ........ . , ... : __ .,~ -- .~ .. ---·-· ···-·· 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on· North Afognak. We .urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "P.auls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisiti9n. 
Sincerely, 

L 0 R..r<.A!/IJB._ £ tk.f>T6!1J 
· Printed Name 

Phone/E~~~ tern.-'a:>~ •il bd •11_ e -t .. . . . . ,; • 
3 

.. · 

. -

ture 
t/.3/J. U) . .. ; I~±LL. 

Address Au .4 /tic 99l>tJt 

()/.,;/<j' 
· X ~X ~.X Jt- X .k- X .'k- X -" X .k- X .k- X .'k- X .'k- X .'k- X .'k-XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
: '. . . . . . . : . . ' ' 

We urge you to pro~ect prime fish and wildlife habitat_ on .North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island,, prioritizing the -~Pauls and Lau~a Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the ' .. · · · 
·~est: t;:.for this habitat acquisition. . · 

SlncerJJJ/;. - A . V!f; IIi a ru s~ 
Signature lt/e[w. ')... P~nted Name · · . 

~300 ur. _ · ~OJ--337-375""¥' 
Address _L),A ,.I_ A-\ ,. ~ A A~ ~q ~) 0] Phone/Email · 

CJ(50 .J' 
• 

X .'k-X .'k- X .'k- X .'k- X .'k- ~: ~ X ~ X ~ X .'k- X .'k- X ~ X .'k-XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to _protect prime fish and wildlife habitat ·on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last 'chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
'"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, 
~? 

~:50£_ 

0~ k. pLJ /;(: 9]~tJ3 

.~ 

frL SCI J/~ )/L · ~S;$<9-'(£__ 
Printed Name 

Phone/Email~ V t:2./j 6 ~ 

~~ 



::. ::-.:.::.·.:.:~-:~~;.," ....... ~~~····~=-:~:.;;;:·~~~:~:~~-~· ."!":_ .. ~·._.:: ~- ··~ - • .:.:....._:--, ·~· ...... '·.· .. ~;;.., ...... ~.- ... _ 

Dear Trustee Council Memb~t( .. :) o--···. . .. -···" ~. . ,_ ·<"·.,- ---·- .... -· 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on:North Afogn?k. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing lhe "PaiUis and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the. 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. · 

S~ly, ~ 
fW-n ei(. ~~ i{o.-re..n L Hol(awo.__y 

Signature . . · Printed Name · - I 
I O(p tff;~e1iw.4ficJ>1Iiu£ ~fiver. !It<- . . "ttJ z- G. '1 to-Sle 3 cP 

Address . o ~ 11·· Phone/Email 
'" __ • ., ,,,,.,. ....... _.-...,..,,...., • .._;·, ,.:--e·~-'1.11·""··':~·,-,,::·.·_: .. · ·-·· .. • . 1 , ~.-..... - .. . · -.'i 

e::J/46 

X ~X~:~.~ X· Jr X Jr X~ X~ X~ X~ X~ X Jr X ~XXXXX 
Dear Trustee Council Member: . . 

. ·.. . . . . ' 
We urg_e;.you to pr:(;tec.t pnme fish and wildlife habitat ph North Afognak. we.·urge you to 
p~rchase all ofNol'tJ))\fognak Island, pfioritizing the ~Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. Thi.s is. 
our last cflance·ta···save North Afognak lands from clea~cutting. We urge you to use tne · 

· · ' "Restoration Reserve• funds for this habi,at acquisition. 
Sin%ely, . {Ja.lltllf . · _ 
~ :t:-Jt~ . . . £7/!s.n E. ~n±fy 

Signature . · Printed Name . . . 
fo.G¢t=.3.5:5"J l~bbrlJ,c"'f~ · ~a..J<S..sls:q;, ne:f;= 9oz-7t{-s-Tl, <fl 
Address "C:) t· . " r 1__ . _ . _ • Pho /Email . 

r ~ ~~\f' 'M'tC:S:SK ~ 

_, 
• 

CJ/-f/ 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . . . 
~e you to protect prime fi$h and wildlife ha~itat on ·N-orth Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North .Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak ·lands from clearcutting. ltie7ffi-ge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquJsition. 

Sincerely, Af? /:;-6 
tZ;~ Lf ~ 4£/IC .eJ. {i~LT z.-

Signature _ / K ~ Printed Name 
_75~:5 VV I& f7}<-/ . ------------

Addres61h c.f!M
9 

k_{;:: Phone/~mJ~I . .({ z;z _ j-3 6_..:? 
Clf.:>c:J / 



. ~~::!}_ ~:;t.'"(;).:;:~~~···:~'j,r:(;;, .•.":,. .. ~-..-,_~r;;:::~~~~-- :'.~ :;· ~ · ,,·: .. ;r _:;.~,~:~;·::to: • • ·· .• ·, .. , ... _ .. . -
~ .. ~lu.~ -'!.., .~. •,..,.J': ~,:!;,""',., (~ , '.'(.._'_.' ' ~I~ T .~-" (}, ,.··..: .... ..:; ' ' •. ~.. , '• ~, '. • '.•,_;.•.·:. • ' ~·--:~··~~~:., .. &.,, ·." • 

Dear-Trustee Council Me:~~-)er:··:o· 0~
0

- , • • ;·~ • • • ··" 

0 

, -~ • • ."" ..... 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on Nort~Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this !habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, 

~Qo.pzn~ ~l}{tk:1) kitmp 
. Signature /l:t.r.tt .AL 

l4?:i (blLBr'& " 
Address ...... . 9%"01 0 •• •• ·-. 

I I lVI IVI._I nait-~ 

~~ 
x~x~x~x~x~x~x~x~x~x~x~x~xxxxx 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . ~ 

0 • 

We urge you to prote~ prime fish and ~ildlife habi~a~ on_ No~h Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North'Afognak Island, pg ff'tizing the "Pauls,and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak fands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the . 
"Restoration· Resei'Ve" funds for this habitat acquisition. · · 

0 

·- • , 

Sincerely, · 

· ~ ~~~~~~=~~~~~~A~·~OH~A~~~~---------------
Signature ~- .. Printed Name 

I 3 \~'"\- 6 eP~ E.NZON 0 • ----:-

0 ...:..ti<J~l..;_·.;;..s{..:.....~-: 0_1_,;.~P _______ _ 

Address · If' lA-· 99515'-3f5f Phone~Email 
~-~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ lU::JJ..,V ~ • -· 

~flu.k.~~-~~ ~~ 
,.Jr:j~ ~ "'t ~~' lt 

tJ /¥-
Dear Trustee Council Member: : 0 

We urge you to protect prime ~sh and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of NortttAfogn~k Island, prioritizing .the. "Pauls and Laura L~es" area. This is 
our last chance to save.North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, f(\()1/ack. 
4d.L___ U-ti~ J 0 •• 

. (-

Address ,., 1 • nc;: 

:Be\,b,c.,. 
Printed Name 

Phone/Email 

m.±:l..k ~~~~ow~ 
AUG 1 2 1qq7 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL S 
TRUSTEE COUNCil 



X JrX Jr X~ X Jr-~ X .J.r d" ~ -"'dr. d'. c>""r 1£.·~. ~a-.,, ., - -. ·- -----.-- -- _ . =t._j;\...:_ c .. ) 
Dear Trustee Council Member: ·, LY 

We urge you to" protect prime fish and wildlife ihabi~at !~n North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and L~ura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North AfognC!ik lands from cle~r~ing. We urge you to·itse the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisitio_n_. ·;· ·: . 

~rely, . . :::. 
1\ ,. \" (: •. ,. .... t'\-· .• 

:"~f tk.hi/ -,,:, ~eJ!edij.'~'CAu.-cAt'd 
Stgnature • ·. _ .. __ . . , : Pn~.ted lf'J;ame.. . , 
_UVI {4-l,n l{d/r C/: -·c.~ · ~~ :~:~ ·:· {D7-Sle/_-377$' · . 
Address~v1 tlk 7~SD+- · · .• ::·.:_:~~9n~?~platl · . . -· . 

•• t l 

t: 

-.. 

;;;.~~ ... c:;;¥/ 
X JrX Jr X Jr X Jt- X~ X"' X~ X~ X Jr X Jr X Jr X ~XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member. . . . . · . ~ -· • . , . . . ·. . . 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlif~ t{~~.it~ton: N~rth Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase: all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the ~Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands .from cl~arcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincere!¥£ . . ~ . . .. 
~"">L :d ~ ~1/J/Y\..a.~"' tf.-<f;.'Lr 
Signature . . . . ;, · · Printed Name . ". 1 . / 

:2f1 :L~ (C).;'IA...~/.g ~-f. · __..;·~-.;6~:3....:.··--(C~J,_(-+~--------
Address ,.. I,. ~1"')(2.-65:£) Phone/Email · 

<'' U\ 0' _, 

_,. 
• 

Pup ~.:3 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . 
we u~ge you to: protect prJI11e f!s.n·andwijdlife hab~taf~n North-Afognak. ·We urge you to 
purchase all of North'Afog·nak lsla~d. ·pri<?ritizing ttfle:"Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from c~earcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat 'acquisitiion. · 

Sincerely, 

~L #: ~ · /ll/lc.h,/1 /J C/;11e 
Signature Printed Name· 

ta. & 7;27 ?07-s-~- Lts-o 
Address.,-~ _ . ~ , "... <i"'S7:Z Phone/1Email 



CJ/3 
, r · ,, .• :'':';K"f~~;~~~?'-:)7"~~ 
· i ) • - - •• • ., , ... , o' ... , 4' ~- ( !err t:f'. ~ t:f'. ~tf'..(r...t!'.J".J". -•· 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
• • •• w 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the. "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afogna'c lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 
Sincerely, 

c~;r:i IV\~_ Am~ <S. V\1\.ctL\E"cJV\ 
Signature . ·- . . . ·. Printed Nam.e 

3 ;-w. ?, \net. A VL 24£6 s-u3fl . ,., '· 
AddressAnc.hcrc-tc,( CtCI'5.l1· ·Phone/Email · .. · .: ···."J .. ~·-.. . , .. ,_ •.. ,. 

IZ"'Iv--:::1& 0' ... , ., ·- -. ., - • -(.,/, "' ..... ....,, - . . "' .. _, u '0'-t:J'4't:J"'. 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife_ habitat on ·North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioriti~i.ng the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" are.a~·;This.is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

~
·n erely, 

~ ~ j _j ~ ~&4b . ~!J""':n~A~~~·I""-"J__.;r;~~l:l~~:...~.h_.J.$_._f:<.c::..:Q'-h, 
i9fl~~ · · Printed Name 

0//Jiej:,~:,,/. Ctrck- _ . ~~- · ;2'/3 -7,/>?Y 
Address JJ ,. 1 . ) J >__, n, .. ~ _ ~ ; Phone/Email 

0/:g 

_r . 

De.ar Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

s~~r£Jdkv RoB1 }J A.~ D;:J L [CJ~ 
Signature . _.u... /J 
5620 6. CZCJI" /V~· 

Printed Name 
~ry-__3'16 -8 3 59 

Address 41\ cA, /}J<. ctCf S J~s Phone/Email 



0 (Th &/3-1/ . ~. ";;. 
' - ""'-\~'- <:~"- - ' . <J'.,. 

.------- . --- -· ,.--- -· ···-· 
Dear Trustee Council Member: . . 
We urg·e you to protect prime fish anq:Wildlife h~.bitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "P;auls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition: 

S~ly, 

CJB~. 

X ~X~ X ~·X ~X .'k- X ~ X ~X ~X .'k- X ~X-" X '~XXX XX 

AC1Clress · ' / 

_,. . 

MB s. L.ots M. I<N tJ pP 
Printed Name 

J?O. 12<,x 122. Holl571?f.l (JI'l!l£ 67 "% ?&;x,e 
Phone/~~flo'{) &'tJ _ 63 W flw~) 

"' ... _, "'-" Gl"-' Gl ..... -, "''~'c.- .. -,"'-' /7 /?/ -- -- -- -- -u ~-,-
"'-' u~ 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to.protect prime fish and wildlife~habi~fpri.North Afognak. We urge you to . 
pu·rchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clelarcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, 

ijD n.Uc £. ~~H.£ :De\"' 1 s ).., . H oc..u e.-
Signature Printed Name 

/fD- Q~C.·7 
Address r.- · +a.. Phone/Eimail 



~ /.3'1 ,,~~"'·';(·;:J~:·r i : . . ... ···•. . .. ·~ ~ ... . • .; i 

X ~X~ X~ X ~X~ X~ X~ X~ X~~ Jr X~ X JrXXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
, W~ urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat ·on North Afognak. We urge you to 

purchase all of North Afo nak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to sa ort Afognaik lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoratio!Y~e e" fund for thisJ~abitat acquisition. 

sr{(;~=,tA{t£~ Prtt{rt:f· CM~&< 
~35o C¥T: Cev~:;k.· ·1~tr~t>4?it.,·::·:·:~:;,:~>·.::;~r;-C?f --J- YY.:.<.·-· ·. ··· · 
Address · -· · · 7· - · cf(f; l-- Phone/Email · < 

~ /3.:{/ ~ '• - . .; 

x ~x·~-~~:~ x ··~ x. ~x ~ x.:~ x ~ x ~ x JrX Jt-x Jt-xxxxx 
Dear Trustee Council Member: , . . . ' 
We urge,you'to·proi~'ct prime fish an~,wildlife_habltat"on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all ofNorth AfQgti:ak Island, ·prioritizing the· ~Pauls ,and Laura takes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afogn~lk landsi from clearC4tti11g. We urge you to use tt1e 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this !habitat acquisition. . .. . ', . . 

Sincerely, 

~~~ ot.d~ _ L. Lu..(:.~ 
Signature AMes & CONNie LUce 

4558 SANOY BEACH 
ANCHORAGE AK 9958! 

Address · 

al3.3 
.A' . 

X ~X ~ X·~ X k X ~X ~X~ X .k-X~ X ~-X~ X JrXXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Membec 
W~ urge· you tc{proteCt prim~ fish a~rd'wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of: North Afognak lslan~·. prioriti~ing the "Pauls rand Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance· to save North Afognj:ik land$ from clearcutting. · We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Si'J;rely, . , {;. . LJ6i . 
. ()~},-,1<&-~C •• ~ . ·_ . . .~tt?1&Y & I /Ve/LL 

S1gnatur~ · Pnntetl Name 
3 17/o tasftoood LD.)lkdLara.~ 333-tS?3 
Address r 19SoL/ · Phone/Email 



X "'"X""' X""' X ·"'"v"' X"' X"' X~- X"'~~ X dr x ~.;r;...,r....d'.d'o.d'o. 
Dear Trustee Council Member: 

. We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on.North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the · 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisiti()n. 

Since_r~ly, . y, !) ,-· ~/ ;J\ ~/ 1 
· ;~,1;£"1 flw ( f:irf.~-U . r /l t1i I/ 5 r I~ ?t.VL re-
s. t . I ... . ......---.... ' . .· . . . . . p . t d N IQP,at!.fre ---.• -~ :. ·y·. ·· · ... < ... ·· . ···''""' '·• :····. , ~ .· ... nn e • arne . .. . 

5
. 

: ~.;f(;p'tJ :' /''M:-l/l~ ,.··:;,;. ·.'lk: .. :, .. ,, ·3fb -fJ-3 .. · ; . : . .. ' ... ~-~-. ' : --·~-· ·-.~~~·.~~-~-~:: ~~-:~;<:__ :·;:-... :.~- t • 

.. 
,. 

\-.~~.,~; .. 

er/r::z/ 
X ~X~ X~. X "' X~ X~ X~ X ct\- X~ X~ X~ X ~XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . . : . , 
We urge .you to protect prin1~Jish ~n,~ :~il.dli~~. j'labit~t on· North Afognak. We urge you to . 
purchase all of North Afogoa.k~lsl~,.~.·p~or~ti~~hg the~·~Pauls ~nd Laura Lakes• area. ·Jh~s is 

... our. last chance to save North Afogn,~~:,_~n~~Jr~m·cf:~~rcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat ·acquisition. . ·· · .. 

• • • • ' t 

j ~~ \0 \t\~~<Z/ 
, Printed Nai\ie &4~ _c\\L~Y 

1 t l - _.. v· ' l .._ n l 

· · · "~ . n .. . . - Phone/Email 

~~5&~~ 
'ct1~ 

Ol..7o 
X ~X~. X~ X ~X~ X~ X""' X~ X~ X~ X~ X ~XXX XX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habi*~t on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island,· prioritizing th!e "Pauls· and Laura Lakes• area. This is 
our last chance to save North· Afognak lands fro.rn lCiearcutting. We urge you to yse the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 
Sincerely, 

c~ Jzw7;4, -d3ialhara- ~, ~/rb 
Printed Name 
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', id/d.£{ -· .... ~ ·- ·-··--·.- ("r~f'-i~; _ _-: ___ :.._:_ --~·;__. . . ., :·· .. " • ;».:.,~· 'cc·~'i';,''::~~, 
Dear Trustee Council MenlJ.,Jr: U 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island I prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognal< lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sin~ L 
<~C!r?L ~./"" S!IA 7( 0 Ill f1 ~ LA 13 fC_ . 

Signature Printed Name 
31!/8 )fk-;)liYA>zl -o;z. _ ~9~ z) 33?-85 (. t-
Address.~r' 'il-1-o~Ga A'!( 99St:8; Phone/Email .. 

tJ/~/ 
-·- ---- --· - --~e:~··-·-, - -- -··- --·- - ... ~ ... --., . ., .... - -· .... e•"" •••s•n~• • ..... "' ............ • ........... 'A ..... .., ...... ••• •••"" 

-!1 ----A.... TL--- ----=··--·--·' :1..11--..:1-- _,.., ..... k .. ,.._ ... ___ ...J ....... ! ... 1. -

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve, funds for this habitat acquisition. 

~· . ·//. 
~ - . (_ 81-'£7 1-e~-d· 

SlgliatUI" _ Printed Naje . 
P.o, /{ox= 1.5'5: !,z-/tee~ !1/pJ.s:iL (rot; ~ JJ ~~IsS 
Address 7 

I ~16"1'? Phone/Email 

L)/~ 
...... _ ...... _. -···--·· ·-------·-· ... ···-··· _ .. _.., ___ -----·--··-·- ....... ...., ............. ,,. ••• _.,...,._b_""_"' .... ~- ..., .......... . 

them at. <ospic@alaska.net> . Or write them a letter in your own words. 

X ~X Jr X .. ~ X Jr X Jr :x: Jr X Jr X Jr X Jr X Jr X Jr X ~XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to· protect prime fish and wildlife ·habitat: on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island. prioritizing the "Pauls·and Laura Lakes" area.· This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands fromclearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

~· · • fC?Ul4?L ar · &ef!?Ut<~ //?tf/11/ /JL-d Z: tS:£/1 /'Sc/' 
Prj!lted Nj,e - · 

r-<z~l'. -"-' .,. ~X:: A. . (f~LK~-qfp 
'/ScJ2 Phon ma11 ?$'@·$ //lJII'Il ,,§d$ 

;;g d~/1 s R'/J, /f£ 

;, 



0 <l ___ _ (] 
t:!// 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat,o"' North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioriti~in,g the "~a~!s a!"ld Laura Lake~· This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak landrif~feai~cuttm~;r-·weurge yc>u o · the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sin71re1{U ~/ ~ j} _ _ __ __ -.:.~ _ v D · /.a ++ D 
. ~J=._ 0 .~e.~ ... <;:·.:;t:~:;·;. ac~'·.• ea".e.. yea.y, 
~ature 7 · · ··. ··. ·Pnnted·N~1me .. . / · · · ·· . 

f/! tJ, 8,K '/ :J f6 . 

Address <S"fe,J;"-5, AK.. q967 2- .Phone/Email {rtJ ?) :;J.t.)·-q76 9 

.......... .. •1. 

Dear Trustee Council Member: . . · . . . _ _ . ' 
0. • .. ... : • ; • 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habita~ c•n North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the·"Pauls and Laura Lakes" an~a. This is 

. · • our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

_,. . 

Address /Y..k/"'1 "7, 1~ 

lie.1!leva£ e(at G-

ctJ 

~Hkfi~ ( ...._), .1\vss Qtdf:j 
Printed Name 

8o(~3)60y 
Phone/Email 



. X·:~f{iffr::(·· ~··~ ~ .·d' . . -~:)?J!!J1?jfi:~'Jl~~ Y~ i : ': 
Dear Trustee Council Me~er: 

~-"' ·~"'~p;[;;~~~~;;;~~i:~~~~~:~~(~~~;';.··.• ,": ,·~~:~~~ 
v 

We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We ~rge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this !habitat acquisition. · 

J f:: t='~ C A f.P~ Nl£-~ 
, Printed Name . 

4tLt .. l>'~b M\JiO {){~::·; ... :<· CjO] 34~ ~ Slf, 
Address A-ND-tOM~~·Ae··'ll\45'61. · Phone/Email · ... · .... ··--···- .. 

tJ/0:..... . . 
. x·--~x ·'*'" x '*'" x ~ x ~ ~: ~ x '*'" x ~ x ~ x ~ x '*'" x·~xxxxx 
Dear Trustee Council Member: . 
:We urge you to protect prime .fish ~rld wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 

' . • ' . • e • . ' .• 

·purchase all.of North Af~gnak Island, prioritizing the ~Pauls and Laura Lake~· area. This is 
our last chance to save NQrth Afognak lands fromciearcutting .. We urge yoti.to use. the 
"Restora~ion Reser\le" funds for this habitat acquisition. · · · · · · 

Si~ f j? /'V'? . . . . l/ 
< ~·~~ ·•· :bTc7,'-' £ 5'~4 /~AJoo.cLzzz-
~nature Printea Name . 
(!?•fllli.337j.j,t...e<;~/?ff'ft'rg- {?o~-235-3@;;i- . · · 

Address . · 3.371 Phone/ mail 

t7//b . -", 

X ~X~ X~ X ~X..\-~~~ X~ X~ X~ X~ X~ X.o\-XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protecrprime fish and wildlife habitat on.Noi1h.Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes• area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 
Si~rely, 

Signatur· 
I&, I I (; ~D,e9 £ fJ UL Gl ~GLIC 

aN/VIr£R-. s\/ttN.roN 
Printed Name 

JXY -9/IS 
Phone/Email 



. 0 . · fd fi~~'t~ · . Printed Name 
Address - · . . . .A 14 . . . .. 1'o7 -:Z...3S- S 5 c;;5 

~ 9?/#3 · .. ·ghone/Em~il . ' -~ . . . 

:.t·:''i'\.:...J·r 
' -... -··· ···-···· .. ; .•. ;-... ,.. ·····,·· . 

"-'' Cl'"\._d, 0"'\. <:1' ~ 0' _, -- . - . <:9/./~.., '" ... u -..o"~' 
Dear Trustee ·council ·M-ember: - : ... ~--~ .. 

We urge you to protect prime fish and .wild I!~~ h_?6i~aton North 'Afognak. We urge you to 
purcha~e all o(North Afognak' lslan,d,· prioritizing th~ ·7Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance ~o savEfNorthAfognak lands.1from.cl~arCutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration· Reserve• funds for this habitat-~equis~ic)n. ·-

---....._ 
~ /ri'Al/1- "2) € £., ;:; /..) K... . 
Printed Name 

. ? 3 3 -;}-'f:J-¢-
Phone/Email 

'"::' .... 

. _,. 
Dear Trustee Council Member: 

\ . . 
we· urge you to protect prime fish· and wildli:fe habitat on ·North Afognak. We urge you to . 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last:chance to save North Afognak land~ from

1 
qlearcutting. ·We urge you to use the 

"Resto~ation· Rese • funds for this ha.bit. at-acquis.· i.~ion. 
SincerelY. · · c / 

~ --~---~--~ __ ~i~e--~_,~_t ____________ _ 
Signatu~E} / ~ P~ted Name 
/47~~11/l,t ~ q'(;) s ...... u..,_..;~;..;..D...;...7 .. )_1~J...;...>_-_z...:..,Cf_z. .. r ______ _ 
Address IJ.nvtt6'~ift:.../fR 9 <j,Oe>L/' Phone/Email 

"' 



'r··• "'\T .. ..., - --~- ------~-~-- -,----.. 
';';:.: ··.·····.•· ···' 

. >1] '\ .····,, .. 

Dear Trustee Council MembU . ·\...JJ 
VVe urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"'Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Since~ · 
- 0. ~, ~) Q u t~ W. st.er ~&a r1 
Signature Printed Name 

4-i OL{: kekt CU:, 
Address .11 {\ • 0 a r""-A. _, Phone/Email 

. . ··e/% 
X ...\-X..\- X ..\-X ...\-X~- X ..\- X...\- X J...- X ..\-X..\-X~ X ..\-XXXX 
Dear Trustee Council. M~mber: .. 
We urge you to.protecfprim~:fislh and wildlife ~abitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes• ar.ea. This is 

· our' last chance to save North Afc)gnak lands (rom clearcuttiog. We urge~you to use. the 
· "Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

Sincerely, _ . . 

CAAJ(), .r ~nul: C&co l e.. K-±-ht«Hk-
Signature Printed-Name 
'fanb/4cA~ +bm~vK · 1o 7.,. :L~S, J.S~'f: 

Address · · . '1 'f ~ "3 Phone/Email 

~r 

• 
~-¥ 

X ..\-X ...\- X ~ X ..\- X ~X ..\- X ~X ~ X ..\- X ~X..\- X ~XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member:. -
We urge you· to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island. prioritizing the ~Pauls arid Laura Lakes" are~. This is 
our last chance to save North Afogna•' lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

~incer~ ~ kUf . z( tfrr. t11yor~ Sc IJh _ _ lllr. :rr/h , Ciw "1--

Siiria!Vrll ~ '- ~ Prtnte~me) 17'/i ~ -- z-. o7, ;) s-1-d..)./ t 
Address ~ ~, J., ·- .. _ -E //. A . - Phone/Email 



~eea~~~~~~ t~0p~:~~:=~!~Qh and wildlife ha~it~t ~~·. Nort~-AQnak ... We u~ge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizingi the "Rauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearc:utting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acqt!Jisition. · 

Sincerely, /) /} ~ __-,-
/~~ · ~Ja?n {, Gatf-
. · 
7~ture L1~ :' . . Printed Nanne 

3/ JU4t!1Lt1~ .Jn- '$37-5.2 ~s-
Address . ,a, I 1\ ClO~Iilz ~f?.-.ho~. n;.....=e/:.....E-:::111;..;a~..;.;il =-------------

~ -

. '(J//0 

X -"X "'·.X "' X "' X "' X "' X "' X "' X "' X "' X .k-· X "'XXXXX 
Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat ... on North Afognak. we 4t9e you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island, prioritizing the ~P:~uls-and Laura.Lakes• area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lar:'ds fr<r>m cle~rcutting. W~urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisitiqn.. · · · · 

Sincerely, . 
0~.~ 

Signature 
WARREN R. JONES 
1691 E 28TH A'IE Address ANCHO-RAGE.-Ak-99508-4001 

. I , •. 0/.;J.~ _,. o 

d'. ~ ... 

C/?517-lot? 

Printed Name 

Phone/Email ' I :I 

WARREN R. JONES 
1601 E. 28TH AVE. 

AHCttOMGE; AK 1MDJ011001 

. L,, ~HE I L J4 "72:> «-K e. tf 
~a me 
11~ J."':D.tl- Oo!!f3:J.? 

. -- •el '"' 

Phone/Email (q$)7 ) d 7 7 _. 5 D l '-(? 
,./ 



0"' -'"- 9' -' Q' ~, Q....... -' - - ·:-.. - - -. - - ~ • - • - - _... 

. Vi v l fri\S ElM L/1- 'I 
Printed Nam~ 07 _ 3 ? :5 -c oOt'o 

Address Wa..t~1Jt::t .. lf1c ?fG~RZ Phone/Email 

t::J /..;2.. 7 

X ~X~ X .'k- X .'k- X~ X~- X~ X .'k- X~ X~ X~ X .'k-XXXXX 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We. urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife habitat on North Afognak. We urge you to 
purchase all of North Afognak Island. prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakesn are~. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge_ you to·use the_ 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. · ·· 

KATHRIN£ /A}Z-ft)TZZ: L 
Printed Name 

qo 7- 7J/S:_{)7S1 • 
Phone/Email 

_,. 
• ·' - ... "CJ/~ 

Dear Trustee Council Member: 
We urge you to protect prime fish and wildlife nabital ~n·North Afognak. We urge you to. 
purchase all of North Afognak tsland. prioritizing the "Pauls and Laura Lakes" area. This is 
our last chance to save North Afognak lands from clearcutting. We urge you to use the 
"Restoration Reserve" funds for this habitat acquisition. 

1..-~-iWII ~ -:Iot!e;' trz;'¥eye.rs-
Printe Name 

,_ ~332~1111 
(PhOne mail -

.. 
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Dear Molly: 

·,·- ~-~.~:-f.~'. ',:;;..;:·~ • - ·~ ' ···.; ·: ~.: 

([) 
Torie Baker 

I ..... ,> 

u 
PO Box 1159 Cordova, Ak 99574 

Phone: 907-424-3820/Fax: 424-3821 
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September 21, 1997 

•• 
Just wanted to send along my thoughts on the recent PAG fieldtnp to 

Kodiak. In running through the trip itinerary, I have a few comments. · .. ·.· 

The idea of a flyover ofth.e Shuyak, Afognak & Kodiak islands was 
brilliant. The inflight coinm.entary by the National Refuge manager, PAO 
Kodiak member Howard Valley an~ yourself was a cost effective way to 

•. provided us with a good picture as to past and present EVOS habitat 
protection activities on Kodiak without having to break us up into small 
groups. As well, the boat trip ~o Long Island and th~ road trip to Termination 
Point/Ft. Abercrombie accompanied by the state park managing ranger 
provided all P AG member with the opportunity to g&n a common 
understanding of tlie local points of interest and local management efforts. 
For futUre trips. further incorporation of the local managers and their 
perspectives will be very infonnative for the P AG. 

The Alutiiq museum facility appears to be a textbook success stozy on 
many fronts. Staff talks were especially infonnative about revenue 
generating programs such as local archeological contracting by the inusewn 
professional and non professional staff and the projected increase of. visitor 
revenue by cruise ship travelers due into Kodiak next year. Annual musewn 
visits of over 2500 Kodiakschool children as a part of their ~chool activities 
as well as education courses and projects on Alutiiq culture, crafts and tools 
offered through the musewn and tal:lght by Natives and locals were reported 
to us with obvious pride and excitement. As was pointed ou~ the city of 
Kodiak has a population base of 1 O, 000 plus and has enough of a diversified 
economy to support a museum of this caliber.· Unlike Prince WilliamrSound, 
which is a body of water surrounded by small villages of a variety of Native 
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cultures, Kodiak is truly the island's regional hub for the. six Alutiiq villages 
(est. 2,500 pop.). · 

Due to the accordion effect such an aggressive schedule always has~ I 
was disappointed that our time at the University of Alaska Fisheries 
Industrial Technology Center had ta be cut short. This organization 
continues to provide very key industrial research for aU ·Alaskan fisheries and . 
a more full tour would ha'!e been very informative for especially non-coastal 
members ofthePAG. . . '· ' ... 

·nte evening public meeting itt Kodiak was well attended~::! 
• ~-

appreciated all who took the time t() comrnent The bigh';interestby the 5. 
commw1ity on Termination Point negotiations was reflected·in the front page 
coverage your comn1ents received the next'day in the local paper. Burough 
interest in possible management/ownership of a popular:end.;of-the-road 
small parcel expresSed by the burough mayor at the meetin{fappeared ·tO be 

. 'fi . new m om1atton. ··' _-., ;.: .. 

Comments from both the burough mayor and locals at the meeting · 
reiterated the comn1Wlity's interest and support in using the bulk of the 
restoration reserve for continuing neccssctry marine ecosystem long tem1 
research. As you have reported to us in the:past, discussions within'the 
Kodiak conununity does appear to support consideration. of additional limited 
parcel acquisition with thes:e funds should1 a new opportunity arise in the 
future. But, it was made clear that in their minds the real payoff ofEVOS 
marine research will be in the follow through of fmancing long term 
monitoring and support of data transfer to management.· As we on the PAG 
continue our task of deve'loping our' input on this question, I loog forward to 
receiving more input from coastal community residents and managers. 

1 was runong the group of PAG members who visited Larson Bay 
village on the northwest side of Kodiak. As it was midday when we arrived, 
· with very wann and clear weather, most people were working and otherwise 
occupied. Two members of the tribal counclil board did spend a few minutes 
with us. We were made aware of ptoblems among Koniag Corporation 
villages and in pm:tictilar a long standing riflbetween the corporation and 
Larson Bay and Karluk villages over the earlier Koniag/EVOS refuge land 
purchases. As a Cordovan but not a native shareholder, I particularly 

.... 

:t" 
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identified with the frustrations expressed by this particular board member in 
not understanding and not b1!ing fully informed as to the regional 
corporation's activities . 

. . . As"g~~- -~IJlb.e,~,; ilS~~mp~nying agency and Spunci1 staff and simply 
as fello~:Al~sk~s~,~,e w~rc~,*pl~ to:pass alopg ~ mi~ o.f co.ntacts for other 

., ._,, ... _ ··.· ,··· ........ ·•·•· ~ .... , .... , ..... ,. . ...•.. ' .. "·.•!•.· .. ·' .. -. .• . 

EVOS ~d .non ~EVQS pro~~rams. Qtter hmve8t mahagement, area youth 
watch ~d _piosampling proBlr~s, marine Inanm}al res~arch, PSP research, 
air time~; for it,e.EVOS "C.oa~tal Current~" radio program (which was.already 
known and listened to by tbJ~ board member) and other, EVOS staffresour~es 
were of interest to the ·tribat board. · · · · · 

. As with all the Kodiak :PAG members, Brenda Schwantes was very 
gracious iu availing us of .. he~ professional and familial standing in the 
communicy to ma}(e this vi~it:more n1eaningful for us and local citizens. It 
can obviously be intrusive_andbecomes very perso~al when a large group
presents itself in such a smatUvillage as Larson Bay. I know I speak for all 
of the PAG in my appreciation to B~enda for taking time from her work day 
to facilitate our visit among ner fiiends and family .. 

All and all this was a very pr9ductive field trip for the P AG. I would 
suggest that our trip books would hhve been of greater use if provided to us 
prior to the visit. The books were of excellent scope and detail. 

Upon reflection on the substance of our visit~ I have a couple of other 
thoughts. 1t appeared tom<~ that the EVOS parcel acquisition program is well 
defined as a process and makes parcel evaluations systematic. As well, 
though, based on our visit to Larson Bay, I ·strongly encourage the Cow1cil to 
continue to remain very sensitive to the issue of shareholder consent before 
con1pleting parcel acquisiti1ons. Other village/corpordtions issues are beyond 
the purview ofEVOS Cm.ll1cil programs, butobviously land acquisition has a 
major impact on those relations. 

While I am not too familiar with parcel evaluation criteria, I would 
question the earnestness over the Long Island parcel and concur with the 
Council's current policy of wanting to wait until the major Afognak JV 
negotiations arc complete. Based on our site visit, I was not aware of any 
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imminent threat of development or timber harvest on this parcel especially 
when balanced with the seemingly limi:ted resource and recreational values. I 
may have missed that side of the story. 

. .. -,1~s an aside; I did recognize the v~llditY of canimerits made by one 
gcntlemarf afihe public ·n1ectirig onthe guatanieed' mcroase: of· Kodiak .· 
harbdr sea lion/human interactions if thos!~ critters lose their baulout on the 
breakwater. These huge Kodiak harbor se~ lions and 1;11ciraggressiveness for 
seeking:naulout space ~nd handouts is ~~gendary along'the coa5t: Hold. on to 
your children and other valuables. Thes:e animals make .the Herschel 'story in 
the Seattle Ballard locks pale by comparison. : Molly, I agreed··witli your · 
response and your frankness was to the p~>int and was appreciated. 

The EVOS native commwrity facillltator program was mentioned by 
the Larson Bay board member aCi 'being conspicuous by itCi absence.- It was 
noted that travel funds are in short supply for that project but, given the vast 
gcograph}rand remoteness of Ko,cliak, s~ems very key for a transfer program 
such as this. It occurred to me that unlik:e the other spill villages who have a 
designated TEK individual within a specific village, the Kodiak position is 
actually a regional position serving six outlying villages as well as the hub of 
the City of Kodiak. Pt;rhaps the effectiyeness of the Kodiak portion of the 
project 1t1ay need to be reviewed in this light. 

ln contrast, as reported at the Kodiak public meeting, the EVOS 
Kodiak Waste Management Planning prqject funded last year has brought 
together key village individuals from around the·island by adding seed money 
for what appears to be a very successful pl~ing project. Affordable and 
appropriate solutions appear to already qe surfacing for what is certaiilly of 
top concen1 for the villages. l3ut, honestly, while I understand the absolute 
need to work on this issue and join in the applause for the ~pparent success, 
without studying the actual project descriptio~, I would of had to question 
the project scope as being a bit outside to the EVOS mission statement. 
On the.other hanp, perhaps a risk was taken and the results have been 
positive and relevant. 

.• ~. 
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I , 

All successful public meetings are obviously a two way street.· On·this 
trip, we as the P AG heard from the public but we~ along with the public,· 
were infonned about two other efforts of great local interest: the status of· . 
future oil spill contingency planning by the burough and the village waste 
management planning process. As we push. further into the restoration . 
reseJVe,p~ning .process;~~~ .. ~~o~d maximize these opportuniti~s whenever 
possible. .After the public ,meetitig, it occurred to me Paul Anderson's long 
tenn species composition work in the ShilakoffStraits otiKodiakis a 
showcase for the success and! importance of long-tenn marine ecosystem 
research. It is of great relevance locally, it's top notch work, in part, because 
it is on a 20 year plus scale, and it has in recent years received s01ne EVOS 
funding. A brief report at the Kodiak public meeting would have been a 
good opportunity to report to the community and the,PAG on fh:is work antL 
perhaps, more importantly, further sharpened public focus on some of the 
possibilities for the restoration·reseiVe program. 

My own thoughts· on the restoration reserve continue to evolve as I talk 
with folks in my area. In part as a result of this trip, a theme keeps running 
through my mind. ~erhaps one of the biggest and most vital challenges for · 
the reserve program might be characterized as "integration,. In watching the·· 
EVOS science work over the: years, I am always encouraged when someone 
reminds us that EVOS Council programs did not invent scientific research 
nor did it invent resource management in Alaska or the spill region. There 

. certainly has been some cutting edge advancements and long term monitoring 
needs to be supported. But what was reinforced for me oil the Kodiak trip 
was the fact that to have the most lasting benefits, the reserve program, 
whatever form it takes, must ultimately strive to accur1;1tely and honestly 

· integrate into and augment existing Alaskan institutions, agencies programs 
and public policy forums. 

It was easy and exciting to understand and see the positive results of a 
museum and or, from an airplane seat, witness what the power of the stroke 
of a pen has done· for vital habitat protection; scientific knowledge and its 
transfer to management and better public policy fonnation and local 
empowerment for responsible stewardship is a. whole different kettle offish. 
The fostering of multi-discipline, locally relevant schemes has been an EVOS 
program by-word for 4 years. But from where I sit, we·aren't really 

. -.,; ... _ ... ::::. 
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accurately hitting the mark as consistently a~ we can. Wf; have an 
opportunity to do a better job for Alaska her:e in the last years of the 
settlement and in the future. I took forward to the challenge. 

Again, thank you an~ a]l ofthtr EVO~ staff, and especially the hard · · 
working Chem Womac, for·a very well rUzi, infonnative and:thoUght · ·· .. 
provoking trip. ~ · · , · .: 

Best regards, . 

-~~ 
Torie Baker 
P AG/Cordova 

cc. Trustee Council 
PAG 

. 
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907-745-4047 
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Don Ford 
Branclz Director 
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October 15, 1997 

Molly McCammon 
Executive Director 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G Street Suite 401 

~ ~©~0\Vl~ ~ 
.OCT 1 7 1997 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

Anchorage, Alaska 99501-3451 

Re: Restoration Reserve 

Dear Molly, 

I am in the final hours before my departure. south, so excuse the ·brief nature 
of this note. Unfortunately, I will be in the field during the Restoration · · 
Reserve Workshop next month but I would encourage the P AG to consider 
the following thoughts during. the discussions. 

Integration of Research in Management Decisions. Torie Baker's letter dated 
September- 21st spoke to this well. The value of. the EVOS research in the spll.l 
areas is Undeniable; yet, the use of research within the existing management 
structure is a concern that should be addressed. · 

Impact of Recreation and Tourism on Recovery of the Ecosystem. 
I believe that human imp~ct is a factor constraihing long term ecosystem . 
recovery. The level of acceptable change needs to be addressed, in particular, 
the cumulative impacts of increased traffic volumes on injured resources. 
EVOS could play a significant role in supporting future research and planning 
efforts to diminish this imminent threat. 

Value of Education 
Both cultural and scientific education programs provide people the 
knowledge and the passion to fight for the long term preservation of these 
fragile ecosystems:Through the Reserve, the oil spill could continue to · 
provide educational opportunities for communities well into the future. 

Again sorry for the quick notes. These are simply ideas to consider when the 
P AG discusses the scope of the Restoration Reserve. 

Sincerely, 

~tU\<( 
Eleanor Huffines 
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. TRIISTEE COUNCIL 
900 TRIDENT WAY, KODIAK, ALASKA 99615-7401 (907) 486-1500 FAX: (907) 486-1540 

Restoration Office 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
Aulchorage,AJC. 99508 

Dear Sirs: 

October 6th, 1997 
Kodiak, AJC. 

I understand that the Exxon Valdc~z Oil Spill Trustee Council is seeking input to help it 
determine a suitable application fbr the $150 million RESTORATION RESERVE funds. I am 
director of the Fishery Industrial Technology Center, a division of the School ofFisheries 
and Ocean Sciences, University of Alaska, Fairbanks. I speak for the Fish Tech Center, in 
part for her faculty, and in part for the Alaskan Fishing Industry. Our view is that there 
has been enough terrestrial habitat acquired with the criminal penalty money to date, but 
that research into applied fisherie:s and other marine problems needs more support. 

We fully endorse the concept of sequestering these funds in a research endowment and to 
use part of the interest generated to inflation-proof the principal. We also believe thai 
interest money, above that needed for inflation proofing, should be used to support a mix 
of marine research in Alaska, according to· the judgements laid out by the court. We point 
out that funding for applied fisheries research, through the Saltonstall-Kennedy Grant 
Program administered by the Natilonal Marine Fisheries Service, has dropped to less than. 
a quarter of its original amount. This drop is in real dollars not inflation adjusted funds. · 

Fisheries were hit hard by the Exxon Valdez oil spill. Fishing is also the largest single 
employment sector in Alaska. Crucial to many Alaskan communities is the development 
of new and better ways to use Alaska's marine resources to assist her people. We would 
like to see specific language designating applied fisheries as a major research emphasis 
written into any research program designed for this endowment. We hope that specific 
language here will underline the importance of applied fisheries research in any new 
research structure that may be supported by both EVOS RESTORATION RESERVE funds and 
DINKUM SANDS federal appropriation money. Too often we have seen good intentions fail 
to be realized because specific language was not written into a plan at its onset. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this input. If you have any questions, please 
contact me. .--·-·--, 

~~~~~ey c:-·=-~ /: , 

<.-;)c.~~~ 
Director, FITC ) 

Cc. Vera Alexander, Dean, SFOS: 

The Unil'l·rsity of Alaska Serves You as a Swtewide System of fli~:her Education 
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Patterson: ~ chance to get involved 

by Gregg Patterson 
ESPN Outdoors 
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One of the most frequently asked questions I get about environmental or 
hunting and fishing i:ssues is, "How can I get involved?'' It's a good 
question and often p~ople feel helpless when it comes to major issues that 
aren't happening right in their backyard. One of those issues was what 
some call the greatest environmental disasters of all time: the Exxon 
Valdez oil spill . 

Many people I know were so outraged by the spill, but could do little other 
than cut up their Exxon gas credit card. Well, for all of you who did that 
and still felt cheated, here's a chance to do something positi~e in Alaska 
more than eight years after the spilL 

Exxon had to pay nearly a billion dollars into a settlement trust fund that 
has been used "for research, habitat protection and to reimburse the state of 
Alaska for damages. Much of this money is now gone, but there is about 
$150 million that wa:s set aside in a restoration reserve fund. As with the 
previous millions, the Exxon Valdez Oil' Spill Trustee Council will decide 
how that money is spent based on priorities established by the public. 

So, here's your chance to have your say. Projects could include continued 
habitat protection through land purchases. research, community restoration 
projects or enhancing salmon runs critical to Native subsistence. Dream up 
whatever you think this money could be used constructively for, then get 
on the worldwide web at v.'WW.oilspill.state.ak.us~ and let them know. h 
may be your last chance to do something good to heal an old wound. 
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL 

RESTORATION PLAN 

• Prepared by: 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill 
Trustee Council 

645 G Street, Suite 401 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501-3451 

907/278-8012 

Toll-free in Alaska 
1-800-4 78-77 45 

Outside Alaska 
1-800-283-77 45 



* Excerptffil:lom Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Restoration Plan, November 1994 GD . 0 

Chapter 2 
Mission and Policies· 

M[ission Statement 

The mission of the Trustee Council is to efficiently restore the environment injured by the 
Exxon Valdez oil spill to a healthy, productive, world renowned ecosystem, while taking into 
account the importance of the qualitY of life and the need for viable opportunities to establish 
and sustain a reasonable standard of living. 

The restoration will be accomplished through the development and implementation of a 
comprehensive, interdisciplinary recovery 'and rehabilitation program that includes: 

o Natural Recovery 
o Monitoring and Research 
o Resource and Service Restoration 
o Habitat Acquisition and Protection • 
o Resource and Service Enhlincement 
o Replacement 
o Meaningful Public Participation 
o Project Evaluation 
o Fiscal Accountability 
o Efficient Administration 

Chapter 2: Mission and Policies 11 
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Policies 

The policies below reflect a comprehensive, balanced .approach to restoration. They give 
direction to the restoration program while allowing flexibility so that the Trustee Council can 
respond to changing restoration needs. 

An Ecosystem Approach 
1. Restoration should contribute to a h$lthy, ~productive and biologically diverse 

ecosystem within the spill area that suppOrts the services necessary for the people 
who live in the ar~. 

2. Restoration will take an ec()system approach to better understand what factors 
control the populations of injured resOurces. , 

These policies recognize that recovery from the oil spill involves restoring the ecosystem as 
well as restoring individual resources. An ecosystem includes the entire community of 
organisms, including people, that interact with one aaother and their physical surroundings. 
The ecosystem will have recovered when the population of flora and fauna are again present, 
healthy, and productive; there is a full complement of age classes; and people have the same 
opportunities for the use of public resources as they would have had if the oil spill had not 
occurred. Restoration proposals should, as much as, practical, reflect an understanding of 
their impact on ecosystem relationships of related resources and services. 

For General Restoration activities, preference is giv,en to projects that benefit multipl~ 
species rather than to those that benefit a single species. However, effective projects for 
restoring individual resources will also be considered. This approach will maximize benefits 
to ecosystems and to injured resources and services. 

Habitat Protection and Acquisition emphasizes protec:tion of multiple species, ecosystem 
areas, such as entire watersheds, or areas around critical habitats. This approach will be 
more likely to ensure that the habitat supporting an injured resource or service is protected. 
In some cases, protection of a small area wiH benefit larger surrounding areas, or provide 
critical protection to a single resource or service. 

Monitoring and Research activities require more than resource-specific investigations to 
understand the factors affecting recovery from the oil spill. Restoration issues are complex, 
and research must often.take a long-term approach to understand the physical and biological 
interactions that affect an injured resource or service, and may be constraining its recovery. 
The results of these efforts .could have important impllications for restoration, for how fish 

and wildlife resources are managed, and for the communities and people who depend upon 
the injured resources. 

12 Exxon Valdez Restoration Plan 
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Injuries Addressed by Restoration 
3. Restoration activities md'y be considered for any injured resource or service~ 

4. Restoration wm focus upon injured resources and services and will emphasize 
resources and services tha1t have not recovered. Resources and services may be 
enhanced, as appropriate, to promote restoration. Restoration actions may address 
resources for which there was no documented injury if these activities will benefit 
an injured resource or service. · · 

5. Resources and services not previously identified as injured may be considered for 
restoration if reasonable :stientific or local knowledge obtained since the spill 
indicates a spill-related injury. 

6. Priority will be given to r~oring injured resources and services which have 
economic, cultural and subsistence value to people living in the oil spill area, as 
long as this is consistent with otheF policies. 

7. Possible negative effects oil resources or services must be assessed in considering 
restoration projects. 

As required by the Consent Decrees, restoration must benefit the resources and services 
injured by the spill. Table 2 in Chapter 4 lists resources and services injured by the spill. 
The table is based on the best avail,able information but may be amended if new information 
demonstrates additional spill-related injuries. The process for amending the list is described 
in Chapter 4. In addition, an ecosyStem approach to restoring injured resources and services 
may require restoration activities that address a resqurce's prey or predators, or the other 
biota and physical surroundings on which it depends. 

Continuing injuries to resourcc~s; and services with important economic, cultural and 
subsistence value to people living in or using the oil spill area cause continuing hardship. 
For example, subsistence users s~y that maintaining a subsistence culture depends upon 
uninterrupted use of subsisten<;e: resources. The more time users spend away from 
subsistence activities, the less likely they will return to it. Continuing injury to natural 
resources used for subsistence may affect the way of life of entire communities. Similarly, 
each year that commercial fish :nins remain below prespill levels compounds the injury to 
the fishermen and, in many inst:arices, the coinmunities in which they live or work. 

The policies recognize that waiting for natural recovery may be the most effective approach 
in many instances, but that the time required for natural recovery can have important adverse 
consequences. for resources and services upon which the people of the spill area rely. 

Chapter 2: Mission and Policies 13 
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Finally, restoring one resource or service should not come at the cost of injuring another. 
An assessment of possible negative effects on non-targ,et resources or services will be part 
of the project proposal evaluation process. 

Location of Restoration Actions . . 
8. Restoration activities will occur prilitarily within· the spill area. Limited restoration 

activities outside the spill area, but within Alaska, may be considered under the 
following conditions: . 
• when the most effective restoration actions for an injured population are in a part 

of its range outside the spill area, or 
• when the information acquired from research and monitoring activities outside the 

spill area will be significant for restoratioq or understanding injuries within the 
spill area. 

The vast majority of restoration funds will be focused on the spill area, where the most 
serious injury occurred and the need for restoration is greatest. At the same time, the policy 
provides the flexibility to restore and monitor outside the spill area under limited 
circumstances. Examples include some restoration and monitoring activities for migratory 
seabirds and marine mammals. 

Restoring a Service . 
9. Projects designed to restore .or enhance an injured service: 

• must have a sufficient relationship to an injured resource, 
• must benefit the same user group that was)ryured, and 
• should be compatible with the character and public uses of the area. 

The restoration fund may b~ used. to restore reduced pr lost services provided by injured 
resources. The relationship between the proposed activity and the injured resource which 
caused the reduced or lost service is the subject of the first part of this policy. The policy 
requires that a project to restore or enhance ap. injured service must be sufficiently related 
to a natural resource. The project, can be related to a natural resource in various ways: it 
could directly restore a resource, provide an alternative resource, or restore people's access 

' ' 

to or use of the resource. The strength of the required relationship has not been defined by 
law, regulation, or the courts. H;owever, a ~lear coillllection with an injured resource is 
necessary. In determining whether to fund a project to restore services, the strength of the 
project's relationship to injured resources will be considered. 

A few examples may help explain this relationship. One way to aid commercial ftshing is 
to restore injured salmon runs or to provide alternative runs. However, the restoration fund 
cannot be used to give cash grants to fishermen to cover spill-related losses. This latter idea 
is unrelated to an injured resource. 
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As a second example, subsistence was injured, in part, because the resources it relies on 
were injured. Habitat may be purchased to provide alternativ~ areas for subsistence where 
uninjured resources exist. The restoration fund may also be used to enhance or establish 
·alternate subsistence resources, or provide information about the safety and availability of 
subsistence resources, or even to provide facilities such as a shelter cabin that provides for 
eas,ier access to alternate resources. In these cases, the restoration activity has a relationship 
to injured resources - it provides replacement resources, allows users to make better 
judgement about use of the resources, or provides easier access to alternative resources. 
However, the restoration fund could not be used to help subsistence users in general, such 
as providing a warehouse or generator in a subsistence community, because there is no 
relationship to an injured resource. 

The second part of the principle ensures that the injured user groups are the beneficiaries of 
restoration. If the justification for an action is to restore a service, it is important that the 
user group· that was injured be lh.elped. 

The last part of the principle addresses a public concern about possible changes in the use 
of the spill area. It allows improvements in the services without producing major changes 
in use patterns. For example, a mooring buoy may improve boating safety without changing 
patterns of use. Projects to be avoided are those that create incompatible uses for an area, 
such as constructing a small-boat servicing facility in an area that is wild and undeveloped. 

Competition and Efficiency 
10. Competitive proposals for restoration projects will be encouraged. 

Most restoration projects to date have been undertaken by state or federal agencies. 
However, the number of comp,etitive contracts awarded to nongovernmental agencies has 
increased each year and will continue to increase. 

This policy encourages active participation from individuals and groups in addition to the 
trustee agencies and may generate innovation and cost savings. This approach may be 
inappropriate for some restoration projects, but, where appropriate, competitive proposals 
will be sought for new project ideas and to implement the projects themselves. 

11. Restoration will take advantage of cost sharing opportunities where effective. 

12. Restoration should be guided and reevaluated as information is obtained from 
damage assessment studies and restoration ·actions. 

Activities should be coordinated to decrease project costs and be designed to assess and 
incorporate available and late-breaking information to ensure the most effective restoration 
program. 
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13. Proposed restoration strategies should state 'a clear, measurable and achievable 
endpoint. i · 

A clear, measurable, and achievable endpoint is nec~ssary to determine whether a strategy 
is successful. ' · 

14. Restoration must be c.onducted as efficiently, as possible, reflecting a reasonable 
' ' ' - . ' 

balance between costs and benefits • 

. This policy reflects the important fact that there is not' sufficient money available to complete 
all useful restoration activities. . Implemen~ation ()f. this policy will not be based on a 
quantified cost/benefit analysis, but on a broad coqsideration of the activity's direct and 
indirect costs, and the primary and' secondary benefits. It will also take into account whether 
there is a less expensive method of achieving, substantially similar results. 

15. Priority shall be given to strategies that involve' multi-disciplinary, interagency, or 
collaborative partnerships. 

Projects that use this type of approach are 111ore likely to take advantage of diversity in 
viewpoints, skills, and strengths arid will be more likely to result in cost-effective restoration. 

Scientific Review 
16. Restoration projects will be subject to open, bidependent scientific review before 

Trustee Council approval. ' 

This policy continues an existing practice. Independent scientific review gives an objective 
evaluation of the scientific merits of the project. It also assures the public that scientific 
judgements are without bias~ · ' 

17. Past performance of the project team shoul~Fbe taken into consideration when 
making funding decisions on future restoratibra projects. 

The ability to complete projects in a timely and e:ffective manner is essential to the 
restoration effort. 

18. Restoration will include a synthesis of findin:gs; and results, and will also provide · 
an indication of important 'remaining issues or gaps in knowledge. 

To the extent possible, all restoration actions' will ~e into account other relevant activities 
to help the Trustee Council conduct an integrated research program. In addition, a synthesis 
of findings and results will be available for the public:, scientists, and agency staff to help 
understand the status of injured resources and services, and to plan for future restoration. 
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Public Participation 
19. Restoration must include meaningful public patiicipation at all levels- planning, 

project design, implementation and review. 

Public participation is not a once-a-year government activity limited to commenting on draft 
documents. Rather, to the greatest extent possible, individual projects should integrate the 
affected and knowledgeable public in planning, design, implementation, and review. Some 
projects have a more easily identifiable public, for example those designed to affect services 
or the resources that support them. However, incorporating public preferences and 
information into any project is likely to improve its cost-effectiveness, take advantage of 
available knowledge, and help ensure that the restoration program is understood and accepted 
by the public. 

The Trustee Council has emphasized its commitment to involve the public in all phases of 
restoration activities. Evidence of meaningful public involvement will be sought as part of 
the project evaluation process. 

20. Restoration must reflect public ownership of the process by timely release _and 
reasonable access to information and data. 

Information from restoration projects must be available to other scientists and to the .general 
public in a form that can be easily used and understood. An effective restoration program 
requires the timely release of such information. This policy underscores the fact that since 
the restoration program is funded by public money, the public owns the results. 

Normal Agency Activities 
21. Government agencies will be funded only for restoration projects that they would 

not have conducted had the spill not occurred. 

This policy addresses the concern that restoration funds should not support activities that 
government agencies would do anyway. It also affirms the practice that has been in effect 
since the beginning of the restoration process. To determine whether work would have been 
conducted had the spill not occurred, the Trustee Council will consider agency authorities 
and the historic level of agency activity. 

Chapter 2: Mission and Policies 17 
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Rest0ration Reserve 

Complete recovery from the Exxon Valdez oil spill will not occur for·decades. For example, 
some salmon return in cycles of four to six years. To obtain meaningful information about 
the effect of the oil spill on those runs, fishery biologists may need to examine several 
cycles. Actions to restore injured salmon runs and monitoring of their recovery could take 
yet additional cycles. Restoration of t.Qis resource is thus likely to span several decades into 
the future. Similarly, many other resources such as common murres, harlequin ducks, 
harbor seals, sea otters, and herring appear to ,be recovering slowly, if at all. Only through 
long-term observation and, if necessary, restoration actions, can these resources be restored. 
Moreover, to understand the effect of these injuries on the ecosystem and to take appropriate 
restoration actions on an ecosystem basis will require actions well into the future. 

Annual payments by Exxon Corporation to the Restoration Fund end September 2001. To 
prepare for that time, and to ensure r~storation activities which need to be accomplished after 
that time have a source of funding, the Trustee Council will place a portion of the annm.i 
payments into the Restoration Reserve. 

The exact amount placed into .the Reserve each year will be determined by the Trustee 
Council after. considering the funding • needs for restoration for that year. It is anticipated 
that $12 million will be allocate~ to the Reserve each year, subject to the Trustee Council's 
annual restoration funding process. The Trustee Council intends these funds to be available 
for restoration in the years following the last payment into the trust fund by Exxon in the 
year 2001. However, because all restoration needs through the year 2001 are not yet known, 
the Trustees must have the flexibility to use the reserve to fund restoration projects that are 
clearly needed and cannot be funded by other means. Therefore, while the Council expects 
the principal and interest from the reserve to be available following Exxon's last payment, 
the Trustee Council may, following a finding of need, use the principal or interest retained 
within the fund before that time. 

I 

As part of the 1994 Work Plan, the Council made an initial allocation of $12 million. At 
this writing, an additional $12 mimon is proposed in the Draft 1995 Work Plan. If at least 
$12 million is placed into the reserve· each year through 2001, $108 million or more plus 
interest would be available for funding restoration after Exxon payments end. Funds from 
the Restoration Reserve could potentially benefit any resource or service injured by the oil 
spill. All expenditures from the Restoration ·Reserve must be consistent with the 
requirements of the Court Settlement. 
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Alternative 4 ·· Moderate Restoration 

This alternative iis broader than Alternative 3 in that it aims to aid recovexy of all 
injmed resources and the services they provide; not just those with population-level 
injuries. Restonltion actions included in Alternative 4 address only those resources 
and services that: have not yet recovered from the oil spill. It is also broader than 
Alternative 3 in 1terms of the resources addressed; in Alternative 4, measures would 
be taken to aid n:covecy of resources that sustained sublethal injuries. Actions that 
are judged to prc1vide substantial improvements over' unaided recovecy would be 
implemented. 1ille actions in this alternative would be confined to Alaska but could 
extend beyond the spill area. l!abitat Protection is included in this alternative but to 
a lesser~ than in Alternatives 2 and 3. This alternative may increase 
opportunities fot human use to a limited extent Monitoring and Research may be 
conducted. 

The Proposed' Action: · 
Modified Altemative 5.- Comprehensive Restoration 

This represents lil modification of the Alternative S shown in the Draft Exxon Valdez 
Restoration Pl81lL Summary of Alternatives for Public Comment ~OS Trustee 
Council, Aprill993). Of the proposed alternatives, AlternativeS is the broadest in 
scope. This alternative will help all injured resoUrces and the services they provide 
within the spill flrea and, under specific circumstances, in other parts of Alaska. 
Unlike Alternatives 3 and 4, this alternative will allow actions to enhance resources 
that have already recovered to promote restoration, as well as those that have not 
Actions likely tCI produce some improvement over unaided recovery will be ' 
allowable under this alternative. Habitat Protection is the largest part of this 
alternative. Altc::mative 5 also allows for expansion of current human use and for 
appropriate llCW· uses through the restoration of natural resources. Monitoring and 
Research will be: at the highest levels in this alternative. 

Alternative 5 contains an element not present in the other alternatives. In response 
to public comm~mts that a fund should be set aside for long-term restoration and 
research activitiles, the proposed action includes the establishment of a Restoration 
Reserve. The Restoration Reserve is designed to assure that funds are available if 
restoration needs persist beyond the year 2001, the date of the final Exxon payment 

A Compreben.sjye Balanced Approach 

The Trustee Council believes that it is ~sary to maintain flexibility in the 
Restoration Pro.~ to deal with the uncertainties embodied in future restoration 
needs. A compl:ehensive approach to restoration that balances the needs of the 
injured resources is represented in Alternative 5 of the EIS. The reorganized and 
restructured policies developed in response to public comments and the 
establishment of a restoration reserve represent a thorough strategy for restoring the 
injured resource:s and services. 
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It is comprehensive in dealing with all injured resources and services and all 
geographic regions of the oil spill area. It is balanced in that it considers all 
restoration categories for the restoration needs of aU resources and services. 

Restoration Reserve 

It is unlikely that all the effects from the oil spill will be fully understood by the 
receipt of the fmal payment from:E'P'on in the year 2001. With this in mind, the 
Trustee Co\lficil proposed a restora~an reserve as part of Alternative 5. One 
purpose of including a re8toration reserve is to provide the Trustees with a means to 
respond to the restoration needs be}tond the fmal payment 

The restoration reserve may be use<\f to fund actions consistent with the policies 
contained in the Final Restoration Plan. 

An Ecosystem Approach 
Restoration.should contribute to a healthy, productive, and biologically diverse 
ecosystem within the spill area that supports the services necessary for the 
people who live in the area. 

Restoration will take an ecosy~em approach to better understand what factors 
control the populations of injured resources. 

These policies recognize that recovery from the oil spill involves restoring the 
ecosystem and also restoring. i.l11dividual resources. An ecosystem includes the 
entire conununity ofiorganisms including people that interact with one another 
and their physical surroundingS.· The ecosystem will have recovered when the 
populations of flora and fauna are again present, healthy, and productive; there 
is a full complement of age cla5ses; and people have the same opportunities for 
the use of public resources as they would have bad if the oil spill had not 
occurred. Restoration proposals should, as much as practical, reflect an 
understanding of their impact on ecosystem relationships of related resources 
and services. 

For General Restoration activities, preference is given to projects that benefit 
multiple species rather than to :those that benefit a single species. However, 
effective projects fo( restoril1g1individual.resources will also be considered. This 
approach will maximize ben~fits to ecosystems and to injured resources and 
services. 

! 

Habitat Protection and Acquisition emphasizes protection of multiple species, 
ecosystem areas, such as entire watersheds, or areas around critical habitats. 
This approach will more likely ensure that the habitat supporting an injured 
resource or service· is protected. In some cases, protection of a small area will 
benefit larger surrounding areas or provide critical protection to a single 
resource or service. 
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1 Public Advisory Group from the public-at-large. And, I think in 

2 your packets there probably are copies of our minutes of the August 

3 2 and 3, 1 94 meeting, but I 1 d lD:e to respond to any questions you 

4 may have, and perhaps ma:ke a preliminary remark or two. The 

5 leading item on the agenda that d.ay, for the Pu~lic Advisory Group, 

6 was to talk about the structure of meetings into the future. It 

7 probably is good to footnote this comment by saying that in the 

8 next month the -- the charter for the Public Advisory Group, will 

9 need to be renewed, both by, I •im sure, action of the staff and 

10 recommendation of the Council. We discussed a number of small 

11 changes to the way the Public Advisory Group operates, and would 

12 operate in the next two years, if it continues, and we can go about 

13 the -- more of the particulars 10f those in a moment. As I move 

14 down through the Section c., summary, you can see that a great deal 

15 of conversation was also given over to the restoration reserve, and 

16 some of our comments, and I think a verbatim report of that are 

17 attached, as attachment number two, to which I hope you'll get a 

18 chance to look. The -- by summary to that point, the Public 

19 Advisory Group voted unanimously last year to support the concept 

20 of either an endowment or a restoration reserve, and that is still 

21 the position of the Public Adviso·ry Group. We are unanimous in the 

22 concepts of our restoration reserve. Our comments will indicate 

23 that we are concerned about how the reservation reserve would be 

24 used. We are unanimous also that the -- the reservation reserve, 

25 if it is created, be used for the purposes of a trust, and that 

26 that the Council continue to admi:nister that. There was a vote, on 

7 
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1 a nine to five majori~y, which specified some uses to which that 

2 should be put -- the reserve should be pu_t ... We were particularly 

3 concerned that rather ·than showing a need to use the funds from the 

4 reservation reserve for th~ purposes of the settlement, that a 

5 finding be made that there is a need to use those funds for the 

6 purposes that the Council may wish. We are concerned about the 

7 possibility of some -- at some future time that a raid may be made 

8 on the reservation -- on the reserve funds, ·and would like to 

9 guaranty, insofar as it is possible to do, that the -~ that the 

10 Council have complete authority and power to use any reserve funds 

11 in accordance with the terms and conditions of the settlement, 

12 rather than having perhaps a -- some movements from left field come 

13 out and -- and create a need to use the funds. We hope that there 

14 is a -- a modification that would allow those funds to be used 

15 specifically for the_purposes of the-- the settlement, and that 

16 the administration of those funds rest totally with the Council, so 

17 there's no chance that might change in future years. With respect 

18 . to the other work of the Advisory -- of the Council, we discussed 

19 a wide variety of topics that were brought to us by staff. Those 

20 are also reported on pages three and four of the minutes. I would 

21 like to, if I may, briefly and just before I close, call your 

22 attention to the recommendations for improving PAG meetings, and 

23 the FY 1 95 budget. The Public Advisory Group has come to the end 

24 of two years of its life, and in the·first several months of our 

25 life we were not exactly sure what our mission would be, a~d how we 

26 might fulfill that, and we took a good deal of time, sort of 

8 
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1 arguing with one another, as to' how we could best perform the 

2 services and the mandate of the Public Advisory Group. It has come 

3 to the fact that after two years of working together, all of the 

4 disparate parties who composed th:e group have gained a great deal 

5 of respect for the points of view that are brought by each of the 

6 user groups, each of the constituencies that comprise the Public 

7 Advisory Group, and we, I think, are fairly unanimous in the 

8 feeling that of this --·we' finally have gotten to the point where 

9 we might be able to do some good, at least as far as being a useful 

10 tool for the council. In that regard, we would like to do a little 

11 bit more work. We are very awa~e of our role and do not seek in 

12 any way to do the work of the Council, but what we would like to do 

13 is we'd like to add a couple of more hours to our meetings and a 

14 couple of more meetings · a year, so · that we can look more 

15 particularly at the -- at the various kinds of -- of information 

16 that come before us and present maybe a better viewpoint to the 

17 Council. To do that, we have asked that in the next year, if we --

18 if we -- or in the next term -- if we come back to life again after 

19 October -- that we have four public meetings a year that are two 

20 days in duration, and they would be held here in Anchorage, and 

21 that we have two other meetings at some remote site or location 

22 that is within the spill area -- spill-affected area -- if that's 

23 possible to d.o, so that we could do two things, (a) make it 

24 possible for the Public Advisory Group to have some discourse and 

25 dialogue with people who live in the spill-affected areas, and (b) 

26 if it's possible to do, to look a;t some of the work _being done that 
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1 we have given our qp:i,l~ions em. The upshot of all of this is that 

2 a budget for fiscal '95, that would have amounted to a hundred and 

3 twenty-two thousand fi::>Ur hundred dollars will be increased by the 

4 amount of thirty-seven thousand three hundred dollars, or a total 

5 added budget increase· of_ fifty thousand nine hundred dollars. The 

6 difference between tho.se two figures is accounted for in twelve 

7 thousand dollars allo,lred for PAG members to come from remote sites 

8 or for their home -- from their homes -- to Anchorage to work in 

9 community-based meetilllgs or field visits at the request of staff or 

10 the -- in the past by the Council. So, we are hopeful that our 

11 budget will be propo.sed. It's a very modest increase. We're 

12 proposing to do a little bit more work. We feel -- we have 

13 discussed this budget increase with the staff and believe that we 

14 have their approval,· and request that, at the appropriate time, 

15 that that budget be a}~proved for 1995 work. That's sort of a brief 

16 overview of our meeti.ng and a quick brush of the minutes that are 

17 in your package. I 1 dl be glad to respond to any questions now, if 

18 there are any. 

19 

20 

MR. SANDOR: Thank you, Mr. Mccorkle. Mr. Pennoyer. 

MR. PENNOYEm: Vern, I -- your comments and what I •ve 

21 read in here are str1ongly and . support the reserve concept, yet I 

22 note that about a th.ird of the members voted against it. Do you 

23 understand why you had that. nine to five vote, or can you explain 

24 (indiscernible- simultaneous talking). 

25 MR. McCORKl~E: Yes. Well, my opinion is that we are --

26 we have a division i1:1 the Public Advisory Group as to how quickly 

10 
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1 the funds should be employed in ~- in the preservation of habitat -

2 - habitat acquisition. There are a number of folks who would like 

3 those funds to be expended' a little more quickly, and if we are 

4 putting money aside for a reser~ation -- a reserve fund, those 

5 funds would not -- might not be 'available for habitat acquisition 

6 on a more expeditious basis. The folks who voted on the nine side 

7 of that equation are not opposed to habitat acquisition. What we 

8 think we should set aside money :for is to acquire habitat or do 

9 other work of the -- as the Council -- after the expiration of the 

10 -- of the present term, so that atfter the year 2002, if there are 

11 needs that come up, or habitat whi1ch has to be acquired, there will 

12 still be money to do that. We're coming to the view that more and 

13 more -- the work we do is going to have an impact on the future, 

14 and with respect to that, we fo1resee a possibility that there 

15 should be funds set aside for . work of the Council, after the 

16 expiration of the present document's proviso, some of that money 

17 should be sent -- or spent -- also on habitat acquisition. So, if 

18 we put a number of millions of dollars aside, in a reserve fund, 

19 that effectively removes it :from u:se for habitat acquisition in the 

20 next four or five years. We don't think that -- the majority of 

21 us, do not think that's a bad idea. We think that you should have 

2 2 money after the turn of the century to buy whatever services, 

23 including habitat, that might be revealed at that time. We just 

24 can't predict right now. There may be a very precious piece of 

25 habitat or an action you'd want t0 take, and if the money is gone, 

26 we can't do that. 

11 
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1 have a motion for the $286.9. Dies for lack of motion. 

2 MR. BRODERSON: Motion for approval. 

3 MR. JANIK: Seconded. 

4 MR. PENNOYER: It 1 s been moved and seconded that we 

5 approve $286.9 for administration, science management and public 

6 information, these two projects. Is there any objection to the 

7 motion? No objection it is so accomplished. Next item is the 

8 Institute of Marine Sciences. We sort of did quite a bit on that 

9 yesterday, I think, so that's recommended zero, do I hear any 

10 objection to it staying at zero? Thank you. 

11 MR. PENNOYER: The last is the restoration reserve for 

12 $12 ~illion. And, who wants to talk about that? 

13 

14 

MR. AYERS: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to speak to that. 

MR. PENNOYER: Not prqportionately to the rest of it 

15 though, please. (Laughter) 

16 MR. AYERS: The number of digits does not necessarily 

17 require a direct proportional pr.esentation. 

18 MR. PENNOYER: '!'hank you. 

19 MR. AYERS: This particular proposal has been 

20 discussed. It is identified and discussed in the Restoration Plan. 

21 There are two points that I wanted to make about this particular 

22 item. Dr. Spies and the peer reviewers, and the Pis and others, 

23 have discussed as we've gone through the review and the status of 

24 the various injured resources, that recovery in many instances is 

25 going to be some twenty to thirty years. In addition to that, the 

26 council has talked about the iinportanc.e of an ecosystem approach 
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1 would certainly, is .a long term effort. It's important for us to 

2 realize, and as Senator Sturgulewski pointed out yesterday, that 

3 this -- that this provides, hopefully, at some point, a reserve of 

4 some $100 million to perhaps a $120 million that would generate an 

5 $8 to 10 million annual research and restoration capability that 

6 would be ongoing aft•~r the Exxon Valdez payments have ceased. The 

7 second point that I want to make is that as the Restoration Plan 

8 indicates and as we've discussed as we•ve gone along and developed 

9 this, that the goal -- and as we discussed with the investment 

10 officer, the goal is to have a reserve of some $100 million to $120 

11 million by the time lliTe get to the year 2002, so that we can sustain 

12 the long-term research and restoration that 1 s necessary. It is the 

13 case as it is discussed in the Restoration Plan that the amount 

14 that actually would be deposited, 'ITOUld vary based on the other 

15 demands for restora'tion annually, and I think it • s important to 

16 note that the goal was to have the 100 and 120, but there very well 

17 may be some years Wt~ cannot deposit the total $12 million. This 

18 particular year, it is our recommendation because of the cash flow 

19 and the cash available, that we fund $12 million, that the long-

20 term goal is to get ·to the $100 to $120, but I certainly think that 

21 that figure may vary, so above $12 million and below $12 million 

22 over the next five ~{ears, depending on what the restoration needs 

23 are. I just wanted to be clear on the record that 1 s what the 

24 Restoration Plan says, and that's what's indicated here. 

25 MR. PENNOYER: Could you refresh my memory as to the 

26 reserve purpose there for -- stated purpose was to just give us the 
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1 flexibility in the future to do whatever type of restoration was 

2 required. Is that correct? 

3 MR. AYERS: That's correct. 

4 MR. PENNOYER: Includes research and monitoring, and land 

5 acquisition, whatever it happened to be ••• 

6 MR. AYERS: Any of t:hose restoration efforts which are 

7 consistent with the court decree that these funds would be 

8 available to address those issues in the future, and that this 

9 reserve could be dealt with by whoever those six Trustees are, and 

10 depending on what the need of res.toration is at the time, and ·let -

11 - let me also say that it's also been indicated from members of the 

12 public, their view is that they hoped that we would -- we would 

13 begin to think about it in terms of a long-term, perhaps even 

14 indefinite reserve capability, so that the earnings of those 

15 reserved is what w·ould be· spent towards restoration effor:ts, with 
' 

16 a focus on the spill area, or thle northern gulf. But, it also has 

17 been discussed, others have -- c:ertainly propose that it ought to 

18 be a declining: reserve, which means that you would continue to fund 

19 it, perhaps to $10 million or· ~112 million that would be -- that 

20 would actually be based on -- above you would spend more than the 

21 earnings, which would have it decline for fifteen years. So, that 

22 you could have a higher level of' spending from 2002 to 2010, but it. 

23 would exhaust that reserve at the end of the year 2010 or 2015. 

24 MR. PENNOYER: But, both the configurations and the 

25 utilization of these funds is still left for further decisions from 

26 the studies we're doing, from the science plan we're going to do, 
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1 for all of that. So,· we're not in anyway precluding our goal to 

2 use these funds. 

3 MR. AYERS: That's correct. That there is no decision 

4 today to preclude opportunities in the year 2002. 

5 MR. PENNOYER: I guess it's open. Mr. Tillery. 

6 MR. TILLERY: There has been no, Mr. Ayers, there • s been 

7 no council resolution that defines the reserve, has there? 

8 MR. AYERS: No, not that-- there's been no resolution 

9 that defines the reserve. There's been discussion, and there is 

10 certainly language in the Restoration Plan that discusses the 

11 reserve. The restoration -- the ROD discusses the reserve, but 

12 there is no -- there has been no definitive resolution by the 

13 Council to define the long-term purpose of the reserve, but simply 

14 to establish the reserve. 

15 MR. TILLERY: It is my recollection, Mr. Chairman, that 

16 the Public Advisory Group was presented with a draft resolution for 

17 the reserve, was that suggested that it was the purpose of the 

18 reserve that it be. used for research monitoring and associated 

19 general restoration activities, but that ultimately, if the Council 

20 determined that it was needed for other lawful purposes, that that 

21 could occur, and that is as close as I'm aware of anything that to 

22 date has defined the reserve. 

23 MR. PENNOYER: Ms. Williams. 

24 MS. WILLI.AMS: Mr. Chairman, I would move that we approve 

25 the $12 million investment into the reserve consist with the 

26 language contained in the Restoration Plan and Record of Decision. 
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Second. 

MR~ PENNOYER: It's been moved .and seconded that we 

3 approve the $12 million to the restoration reserve, consistent with 

4 the for use to be consistent with the Restoration Plan. 

5 Presumably it would have to.be to be used legally becaues the Plan 

6 is subject to the Decree. so, it's been moved and seconded. Is 

7 there any further discussion? Is there any objection? 

8 MR. TILLERY: I object. 

9 MR. PENNOYER: Okay, -w·e don 1 t do the $12 million. Is 

10 there a way to re-do this or are we just going to -- bring it up in 

11 December again, does this go in the hip box or is it just dropped? 

12 MR. TILLERY: Perhaps ... 
13 MR. PENNOYER: There 1 s a lot of public anticipation that 

14 we're going to set something aside for future years, research, or 

15 whatever, since we don't know what our plan is at this time. 

16 MR. TILLERY: It seems to me that maybe it would be 

17 useful to come back to this in·December and try to come at the 

18 .same time -- I think we tried this last year, actually, to have a 

19 resolution that defines the purpose of the reserve and how it's 

20 going to be used and the intent of the Council, and so forth. 

21 MR. PENNOYER: I guess, the only question I have about 

22 doing that is since we're creating a reserve because we don't know 

23 what we want to do, how do we specifically preclude legal 

24 restoration purposes, in some way or (indiscernible). 

25 MR. TILLERY: Not -- you don't -- you cannot preclude 

26 legal restoration purposes. It's really a question of just 
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1 establishing what the Council's intent or purpdse is, this 

2 Council's intent and purpose. Nothing would ever preclude 

3 ultimately any future Council would do. 

4 MR. PENNOYER: Well, I don't know if there's any option 

5 but to bring it back in Deqember, anyhow. So, is that -- does the 

6 group agree to bring it back and revisit it at the December 

7 meeting. 

8 MR. ROSIER: I would so move. 

9 MR. PENNOYER: I guess it could take a motion, do I have 

10 a second? (Mr. Janik seconds the motion) Got a second. Is there 

11 any objection to re;considering it with the concept Mr. Tillery 

12 brought in, which i=:; attempting to deal with a resolution of the 

13 purpose of this reserve fund. 

14 MS. WILLI~.MS: I would disagree with that, and so I will 

15 object to the motion. I am happy to revisit this in Decemb.er, but 

16 I disagree with Mr. ~rillary' s motion that we attempt to preclude or 

17 define in any way hc,w the Trustee Council of 2001 is going to use 

18 this money. I am c:ertainly not omniscient enough to know or to 

19 suggest to them, or be presumptuous enough to suggest to them, how 

20 they should use that fund other than for the legal purposes set 

21 forth in the court decree. 

22 MR. PENNOYER: It could be what the resolution said, I 

23 suppose, but -- okay, so we have an objection to this motion then. 

24 MS. WILLii!\MS: I move to bring this forward at our 

25 December meeting. 

26 MR. PENNOYER: Can we simply move to bring the topic back 
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up at the December meeting and see if we can, and resolve it at 

that time? Is that acceptable? 

MR. TILLERY: Second. 

MR. PENNOYER: Do I hear any objections to that 

procedure. All right, that's what we '11 do then. Are there 

further items on the ' 9 5 budget, Mr. Executive Director. The 

appropriate answer is no. 

MR. AYERS: No. 

MR. PENNOYER: We have another topic before us certainly, 

and we had a couple of other things we might talk about, but one we 

need to solidify is the time of the next meeting, the fact we're 

going to have one and anytl:ling about the content of that meeting. 

Mr. Executive Director, are you proposing a date for the next 

meeting of this Trustee Council? 

MR. AYERS: Mr. Chairman, we would proposed December 

the 2nd, depending on the avail~bility of the respective members, 

and perhaps this is a good time to do so, since we also would like 

to -- there's a couple more items of business to come before us, 

but if you have your calendars, that would be helpful. 

MS. WILLIAMS: Mr. Chairman. 

MR. PENNOYER: Yes. 

MS. WILLIAMS: My only concern with that is whether --we 

have quite a few things that I think are scheduled to be discussed 

December 2n~, including the outline of the science policy and so 

forth -- or the outline of a process to develop a science policy. 

The question is whether we can anticipate that it will be all done 
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1 MR. PENNOYER: Mr. Ayer:s. 

2 MR. AYERS: This is a proposed motion. The Council 

3 has taken action in the past to s~t aside $12 million. You've al~o 

4 taken action to provide the dire!ction or the investment in the 

5 court registry based on the State's Chief Investment Officer, 

6 Robert. Storer, and what· this mo'tion does is actuaily take the 

7 action to place 24 million o:f Trustee Council funds into 

8 restoration reserve funds. Ther1e some discussion about whether 

9 restoration reserve fund or· restoJcation reserve account, but it's 

10 a matter of semantics. It is not intended, the court registry is 

11 quite comfortable, that they understand we're not going to move the 
I 

12 money outside of their jur,isdictic•n, but that we needed a separate 

13 account within the Court Registry Investment System, investment 

14 funds in strip treasury securities with laddered securities as 

15 recommended by the Alaska Depart:ment of Revenue, which ,is the 

16 action that you took specifically. at the .last meeting with regard 

17 to how you would authorize invest:ment funds. This motion simply 

18 takes $24 million of the $124 million current balance minus those 

19 things we talked about earlier. I1t takes $24 million and places it 

20 in this investment category. 

21 MR. PENNOYER: Question:s by Trustee Council members? 

22 Commissioner Sandor. 

23 MR. SANDOR: Could you repeat again what you said about 

24 the court. 

25 MR. AYERS: I was just pointing out, Mr. Chairman, 

26 Commissioner Sandor, what I was pt::>inting out was that these funds 
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1 are going to remain wi·th the Court Registry Investment System. The 

2 court is not going to allow us to take it ou~ and create a separate 

3 fund. Now, they will probably refer to this as a separate account 

4 of the joint trustee fund joint trust fund. And so I just noted 

5 that semantic issue. 

6 MR. SANDOR: I move adoption of this resolution. 

7 MR. FRAMPTOlf: Second. 

8 MR. PENNOYER: It been adopted, and seconded by Mr. 

9 Frampton, that we ad·opt the motion as presented to us by the 

10 Executive Director on the restoration reserve. Any objection to 

11 that motion? It is so, moved. Do you have further business before 

12 we adjourn to executive session. 

13 MR. FRAMPTON: Mr. Chairm~n. 

14 MR. PENNOY~~= Yes, Mr. Frampton. 

15 MR. FRAMPTON': If it's appropriate, I think sj.nce we 

16 discussed the small parcel process, I think I would move we adopt 

17 the proposed nomination process put forward by the Executive 

18 Director for fiscal, 1 SIS, with the understanding that there will be 

19 an inter-agency rev lew of nominated parcels, whether that 1 s 

20 periodic or ad hoc, as. a part of the process before they would come 

21 up individually befor1e the Council. 

22 MR. PENNOYER: I have a motion, is there a second? 

23 MR. ROSIER: Second. 

24 MR. PENNOYER: Seconded by Mr. Rosier, and made by Mr. 

25 Frampton. Any discussion? Is there any objection to the motion. 

26 (No objection) Thank you. You have further business before we go 
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minimum of twelve million dollars a year to the fund. 
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public that would like to talk -- to speak -- discuss with us. 

Okay, we're going to hear from Mr. Ti:lery. 

MR. TILLERY: . Thank you, Madam Chairman. I'm-- I guess 

going to talk about the endowment, where we are now. I would """'ust 

suggest that people just interrupt as I say things, and if you haye 

questions, and that's all:you have is an efficient way as anything 

to do it. What the Trustee Council is currently looking at is not 

so much an endowment as it is a reserve fund. There are still a 

number of issues out there on it. It is -- the basis for doing a 

reserve fund is the fact that we simply don't know what ultimately 

we're going to·need to restore out there. We think there's still 

things that we -- we have to learn about. That's important because 

it's distinct from another possible reason for reserve fund, which 

is we know what we are going to do, b~t it's going to take a long 

time to do it. That would -- I think if you -- if it were the 

latter, it would give you more freedom to do such t'hings as 

actually segregated the money. We could give it to a board, or 

something like that, and say, okay, we know we need to deal with 

pink salmon, we know it's going to take twenty years, we don't want 

to see an existence for twenty :~ears, here's what you have to do, 

go do it. But, we're in a situation where we don't know what it's 

22 II going to be like in the year 2001. For that reason, it is believed 

23 i that the Trustee Council needs to retain the discretion to use 
I 

24 ! those money in the way it sees fit. That's one of the reasons that 

25 ! a classic endowment, where we v;rould just give the monies to s:::>me 

26 ! board to use, is not workable, at least that's the view of the 
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1 II Department of Justice and the Department of Law.· We concur with 

2 II that. From a legal matter, we would be delegating our discretion 

3 II and that would not be permissible. Okay, so we went to the idea of 

4 II a reserve fund, because we think that we are going to need money 

5 though past the year 2001. The first step in that was to ta~e 

6 II twelve million dollars out of '94 work plan and set it aside. It 

7 II hasn' t been set aside because we got into a big argument over where 

8 II we could set it aside. What we ended up doing -- and this actually 

9 II goes back -- this goes farther than just a reserve fund, if you 

10 II guys ever want ·to look into it, it just goes into -- the amount --

11 II some of the other money the trustee is sitting on. But, right now 

12 II those things are sitting in the court registry account earning 

13 something like two and one-half or three percent interest. The 

14 II State of Alaska, on the other hand, is getting six, eight or ten 

15 II percent interest on its investments, safely. We had hoped that we 

16 II could give the money as a project of the State of Alaska, 'and have 

i 7 II it invest the money, thus earning a substantial amount more money. 

18 II The Department of Justice, one branch of a very 1arge Department of 

19 li Justice, believes we could do so, and wrote up a brief and we 

20 il they sent it to the -- another branch of the very large Department 

21 II of Justice, which ultimately determined that that was not 

22 II permissible, that the only way that we could set up the reserve 

23 II account would be in the federal government, which • was not 

24 II acceptable, and doesn't really get you around the earnings problem, 

25 II or leave it in the court registry. The most -- the best way that 

26 appears to us is that we court registry -- Jim Ayers alluded to 
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1 II the fact we are trying to deal with the court, registry and how to 

2 II get out of this short-term investmen:t: thing I and try to get into 

3 II some kind of a longer term where we hope to at least be getting 

4 about six percent interest. Okay. The -- another associated 

5 II question is -- okay, arewe -- ·what do we do with the interest that 

6 we earn? Is it plowed .. in the .reserve. fund, or is it used for 

7 il ongoing operations? . The current concept is that all interest 

8 earned would go into the ·rese:t:Ve .fund. That will result you 

9 II know, depending on how interes't rates go and so forth, but at the 

10 II end of the time period if we put in twelve million dollars a year, 

11 II we would hope to have as much as hundred and fifty million dollars 

12 II in the reserve fund in the year. 2001, I think. Again, Jim has sort 

13 II of worked out those -- those. numbers, but it's -- it's a pretty 

14 II significant amount. We -- the ·type of a reserve fund we would have , 

15 I I there are a couple of ways you could do it. One would be sort of 

16 II a permanent reserve fund. Now, the very idea of having a permanent 

17 II reserve fund has caused substantial problems within the Department 1 

18 II of Justice, and it goes back to what I alluded to originally, we 

19 I! don't know what we're going to need the money for, and we certainly 

2 0 II have no basis for believing that restoration is a permanent 

21 II process. Therefore, that's another reason why we can't simply say 

22 II we 1 re going to give the money to a board from now on and it 1 s for : 
I 

I 

23 II this purpose because at some point it is presumed that there will I 
I 

24 II be an end to the need for Exxon Valdez restoration. However 1 that j 
I 

25 II does not mean that some 0f the attributes of a permanent endowment I 

26 II cannot be followed as least again under the discretion of the 
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Trustees, which would be to protect the principa·l of it by __ by 

inflation proof the reserve as we go along, so we start in the year 

2002. One of the options would be to go ahead and start to 

inflation-proof the reserve, not, you know, unlike the Permanent 

Fund, might do, and then take what's left and put that into 

whatever ·of the appropriq.te projects. My understanding is that the 

federal government -- or the Department of Justice does not have 

any problems with that as long as the Trustees retain discretion. 

The other way of doing this has been suggested was a declining 

balance type restoration. We would take the money, you would start 

in the year 2001, you would say, we think we need twenty more years 

of -- of restoration work. You know, if we have the ability to 

make that kind of judgment and you can simply figure out, you know, 

you're going to assume your interest rates and figure out how much 

you can spend, eat away at the principal each year, so that you end 

up with a fairly uniform spending over twenty years. Those are 

issues certainly that the Public Advisory Group might want to 

comment on. The other thing the Public Advisory Group might want 

to comment on is the intended uses of the reserve fund. It is 

as it's set out in this draft, that's not necessarily agreed to 

well, it certainly is not agreed to by all the Trustee Council yet, 

it suggests that funds will be available for research, monitoring 

and associated general restoration projects. There are ·those who 

believe that that should say research monitoring and restoration 

projects. The difference is that under the -- first way I read 

that, it does not include the concept of using reserve fund for 
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habitat acquisition. If habitat acquisition is to be, at this 

time, thought to be something that we want to do with that, then it 
I 

should not, you know, it should say something different. It should I 
say like restoration projects. Now, that again is only inte:nt. 

The language would go on to say, however, where there is a showip.g 

of need, the Trustee Council may at any time use,either principal 

or interest · retained in the reserve fund to fund restoration 

projects permitted under the memorandum of agreement. That would 

include any restoration project, whether it's habitat acquisition, 

research and monitoring, gene.ral restoration that's tl:at's 

permissible. That is a dis.cretionary function of the Trustee 

Council that cannot be abridged. That discretion has to stay in 

there. Still, it would have.seemed to me, at least, that it is 

important that at the outset of establishing this reserve fund, 

there is a statement of intent as to what we believe it is going to 

be used for. And, that is something that, I think, that the Public 

Advisory Group might want to talk about, and let us know what your 

-- what your views are on. That's in a nutshell what the reserve 

fund is intended to do. I guess I would be interested in hearing, 

and also at some point, your views on • the questions I raised, 
I 

generally how this reserve fund meets what you had hoped when you i 
. I 

had called for an endowment, and whether this somehow does net -- I 
I 

whether this is adequate or whether there are concepts inherer:.t in I 
i 

an endowment that you think this absolutely doesn't meet and how/ 
; 

' 
2 5 . i important you think they are. 

I 

26 MS. FISCHER: Any questions? Okay, Jim. 
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1 MR. :::LOUD: Craig, is it possible to ·get copies of the 

2 II Department of Justice briefs that cover -- was it in this issue 

3 II there were two briefs or just one opinion that said that they ... ? 

4 MR. TILLERY: I think the -- I don't know. You'd have 

5 II to talk to (indiscernible) at DOJ. 

6 MR. CLOUD: Actually, I think I: got it mixed up a 

7 II little bit, there were two - two briefs· or two opinions on the --

8 II how you can invest the funds. 

9 MR. TILLERY: Right, and my understanding -- I haven't 

10 II seen it, but DOJ sent, something to Office of Legal Counsel in --

11 II DOJ environmental sections is in the Office of Legal Counsel. 

12 II Office of Legal C~:mnsel sent them back the_answer, which was, no, 

13 you can't do :..t. I should also add, this is the second time we 

14 1 tried it. We tried it when we first set up the MOA for generally 

15 I investing the funds, we tried it with the Bush Office of Legal 

16 II Counsel, and they said no, and we tried it again with the· Clinton 

17 Office of Leg3.1 Counsel, and they said no too. So, there' s a 

18 certain a pattern emerging from the Office of Legal Counsel. 

19 MR. CLOUD: On the investment fund issue, now, is 

20 II there a brief or an opinion on the endowment issue about setting up 

21 11 a real endowment where the Trustees would establish the future use 

22 II of the funds, but leave it at that? 

23 MR. TILLERY: You're asking whether there is a brief on 

24 11 whether the Trustees could relinquish control of the funds beyond 
I 

25 :1 
26 

1
· 

l 
! 
l 

a written document? 

MR. CLOUD: Besides setting up the endowment or trust 
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And presumably specify (indiscernible -

simultaneous talking) purposes. 

MR. CLOUD: . . . yeah, which would specify purpcses. 

MR. TILLERY: There is no legal brief on that in 

conversations. with the Department -of:.Justice. They have used and 

-- I think I would have to --we haven't sort of finalized this, 

but I would assume to subscribe to those,· or -,.. y:ou ·know, you can 

try to circumscribe it as -- as tightly as you can, and the more 

tightly that you circumscribe what an independent board could do 

with it, the more likely you <are to pass muster, but ultimately 

because the whole basis for setting this up is that we don't know 

what's going to happen, delegating the discretion to choose the 

relative priority of of one thing versus another is something 

that -- that can't be dohe, at this point. When we know more, and 

maybe by the year 2001 we will. Maybe by then we'll pretty much 

know what our -- yoti know, what course we need to chart, and it can 

be said, hey, just give it to those people and let them go with it. 

But, for right now, I guess what I'm mainly interested in doing, 

sort of at a minimum is setting this money aside so we don't spend 

it. 

MR. ANDREWS: Madam Chair. 

MS. FISCHER: Yes, Rupert. 

MR. ANDREWS: Is Senator Murkowski considering 

legislation along this line? 

MR. TILLERY: Senat.or Murkowski has introduced 
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legislation that would establish an endowment in the United States. 

The State has some concerns about that, we're very concerned -- I 

think we're -- fair to say we were concerned about the concept of 

having Congress -- about putting something in the Treasury where 

Congress can change the rules. 

MR. McCORKLE: ,Madam Chairman. 

MS. FISCHER: Yes, Vern. 

MR. McCORKLE: I'm not only concerned, I'm scared to 

death about that. I've been in touch with the senator's office, 

both senators' office and Don Young's office, and a bunch of others 

like most of you have as well, and the downside of getting anything 

like a congressional act like we began ·.to talk about here six 

months go, is really not a good idea. That's a sure way to lose 

the money, and so, I -- and it would take -- because of the court 

decree, it would take an act of Congress to get Congress to have 

' the right to expend that money in the way they see fit, which I 

think is probably something we want to avoid like the plague. At 

least that's my -- my personal comment on that aspect. I just 

I just feel like we need to hone pretty closely to the words in the 

court decree, and perhaps even the memorandum of of 

understanding of the MOA, because if we don't do that, then we 

I think we open up other possibilities of being found legally 

incorrect. The -- the problem I have is -- is. with the language in 

a couple places here in this draft resolution. It's entitled 

"Resolution of the Exxon Valdez Trustee Council" marked draft, and 

on page two, paragraph three, it reads, quote, because all 
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restoration needs to the year 2001 are not yet known,· the Trustees 

must have the flexibility to invade the reserve to fund restoration 

projects that are clearly ne~ded and cannot be funded by other 

trust funds. Now, I don't have any trouble with that, if there is 

a funding that these new;progJrams cannot be funded by other tn;t$t 

funds and -- and the .. funds m"\lst be invaded. I think that what 

we're all trying to do if? make ·;sure that there is money left over 

after the year 2001 which is n9t far hence to be utilized in the 

way that the decree said it was to be used, which is by the -- at 

the discretion, if you will, o.f the Trustees. We have to -- we 

have to proceed from the premise that the Trustees are going to 

make the right decisions. So, I just am very, very concerned that . 
I 

there's a little weasel wording here and -- on page ~wo, paragraph j 
I 

three, it says that they can use that money for anything that comes I 
I 

up, and who knows what might come up in the future. What we want I 
i 

guard against coming up in the ·future are unwise calls upon that, I 
I 

invasions, if you will. The .word is rather inopportune but it's I 
. I 

there nonetheless -- to invade the funds. So, for -- just for the I 
i 

record, and I don't know what the PAG will wish to do on this, but I 
. i 

for the original record that goes to the Trustees, I, for one, am 1 

opposed to utilization of the -- the funds, whether they be called ( 
I 

an endowment or reserve or whatever, simply by calling upon it to j 

be used anyway they wish, if we sort of run snort some place else. I 
It's like having a nice big surable to go get into, but if there is I 

. i 

a finding, and the Trustees and staff say, in fact, well, we have 

looked and we have found,. and we've made this consideration, and we 
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1 II find and decree the facts must be used -- rather .the funds must be 

2 II used and so forth, then of course, I am going along with that, and 

3 I I presumably the Council and the public would as well. But, I really 

4 II want there to be a finding that the money is not available some 

5 place else. And, you know and I know, those of us who haye 

6 II strained budgets,. there are boo-koos of bucks that are just sort of 

7 II tucked away there· in various little places with -- or somebody 

8 II else·' s sugar bowls, you got a lot of sugar bowls _out there. And, 

9 II I don't think that this trust fund, or this reserve fund, needs- to 

10 II be a sugar bowl. Thank you, Madam Chairman. 

11 MS. 'FISCHER: Yes, Vern, thank you. Any other comments? 

12 MR. TILLERY: Madam Chairman .. 

13 MS. FISCHER: Yes. 

' 14 MR. TILLERY: If I can just kind of respond on that a 

15 little bit. I understand it, and you need to notice that the 

16 il way this thing is drafted, the first three things are findi1;1gs .. · 

17 II The actual implementation of that particular paragraph three is on 

18 II the last page, in E, the last sentence says, however, where there 

19 II is a showing of need, the Trustee Council may at any time use the 

20 principal interest retained to fund restoration projects. Now, 

21 that's the sort of operative language. And this we have 

22 II language in there that says where there is a showing of need 

23 II your view is -- perhaps, I should say where there is a f:inding of 

24 need. I don't personally have any problems with that. The other 

25 !I thing you would need to know is once -- and we have set this aside, 

26 II it's -- I see if the Trustee Council wants to go and play in sugar 
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1 II bowl, they can make any kind of finding they want to, but it will 

2 II require a unanimous decision to play in the sugar bowl. So, that 

3 II would-- will hopefully prevent raids. Hopefully, there will be at 

4 II least one Trustee Council member, that believes in the integrity of 

5 II the reserve fund. ·But, in any event, I -- I don't think I wou:;Ld 

6 II personally have problems :·change's showing to finding. 

7 II ·MR. McCORKLE: Well; finding is, you know, a legal term, 

8 II and it reqilires that certain things have to be d9ne, and usually 

9 not not complex or co$p1icated, unless they want to make them 

10 II that way, but finding requires that you deliberate, and then come 

11 II to a conclusion. Of course, they're going to come to an unanimous 

12 II one anyway, we hope, but I do feel comfortable with -- back there 

13 II is paragraph E, changing -- I had a whole bunch of language to drop 

14 II in there, but if -- if you're willing to change the word 11 showing 11 

15 II to 11 finding,· 11 I think that's an excellent suggestion. Thank you, 

16 II very much. 

17 MR. TILLERY: Okay. 

18 MS. FISCHER: 'Are there any comments? John, I'm sorry 

19 i 

20 DR. FRENCH: Having represented several groups and I 
I 

21 Chaired the subcommittee t.rying to put this thing together, I would 

22 like to reflect a couple of things. The first one is to echo 

23 Vern's sentiments. If there's anything peop:Le are worried about, 

24 it's raids on {indiscernible) the reserve funds. The other one is 

25 that, in terms of the uses of it, the wording that's in here, 

26 II "monitoring, research and genenal restoration" is consistent with 
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1 the intent of most of those people who· I have heard who I've 

2 received input from on on this ~ubject. The wording of 

3 II restoration/ implying habitat acquisition/ is not consistent with 

4 II most of that information. 

5 MS. FISCHER: James. 

6 MR. KING: .I probably have an over-simplisti-c view of 

7 II this thing 1 but it seems to me that the settlement agreement stated 

8 II that the Trustee Council should consider very carefully input from 

9 II the public in regard to restoration, and the public has come out 

10 II with a number of very specific proposals regarding endowments. The 

11 II one, perhaps in greatest detail, is the one presented by Arliss 

12 II Sturgelewski. But, there 1 s been wide support for these things, and 
. . 

13 II it seems to me that the Justice Department doesn't even belong in 

14 II the ballgame that the Trustee Council should go to the district 

15 II court and say this is what you told us to do, listen to these 

16 II people, now how do we achieve it. And, I don't know if tha:t' s a -.:.. 

17 II you know, I'm not a lawyer, but that's -- look's like to me the way 

18 II it ought to go. I have one other comment. You say at some point 

19 II the thing is over and it's done, and I would take exception to 

20 II that. There was an enormous amount of oil deposited in a new area, 

21 II some of those hydrocarbons are a permanent part of the area where 

22 II they were placed. They're in this sediments, they're in the tissue 

23 II of the creatures there, they're in the bone ~tructure and shells, 

24 and -- it's not going to be possible to say it's over. Some of 

25 II that stuff is always going to be there, and so, on down the line 

26 II it's going to be necessary to determine what is the effect of --
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1 it's a geological fact, in a sense. So, those would be my my 

2 II two observations and comments, and I hope that they can be 

3 II addressed at some point. 

4 MS. FISHER: Mr. Tillery. 

5 MR. TILLERY: In response, the way this works with t:,he 

6 I I Justice Department, they.· don't really have any say in this, other 

7 II than the fact that they have :to go get the money~ If they don't 

8 II like it they won't sign, the rEaquest to the court_.for money. But, 

9 II on the other hand, when thei fed~ral Trustees go to vote, if the 

10 II Justice Department tells them it's illegal, they'll vote no, and 

11 since we have a -- they have to and since we have a unanimity 

12 II requirement, effectively Justice has actually a pretty good say in 

13 what they do when it comes to legal issues. So far, we've been 

14 II able to work with the Department of Justice pretty well, sort of 

15 II over the long haul. With regard to the permanent aspect of it, I 

16 II don't actually disagree with you particular, and I think 'there can 

17 II be some very long term. effects, and I think we need to have the 

18 money available in a very long term basis. For that reason, 

19 II looking seven years down the line and just thinking now what it's 

2 0 II going to be seven years down· t;he line, I would tend to favor sort 

21 of a permanent thing where it is inflation proof. I mean, that 

22 II would be my own view, to at· least maintain that option, and then if 

23 II at some point we see th,at, rio, this is all over now, then we can 

24 'I back away from that. 

25 II it, would be to -- if 

But, t:;hat's -- that would be one way to do 

you inflc;~tion proof it, and you keep it going 

26 j after the year 2001, then you would at least maintained that 

i 
I 
I 
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option. 

MR. KING: 

inflation-proof. 

MR. TILLE:RY: 

MR. KING: 

., t,: " - :.~· 

(][ '\ v 

And, two and a half percent isn't going to 

No, it is not. That's the problem. 

How about the district court now, and 4ow 

is the Trustee Coun<~il g0ing to fulfill their obligation to listen 

to the public when f3ome lawyer who hasn't really been involved can 

cancel out all the public comment and public interest and hard work 

that· a number of people have done. It seems like -- there's 

something wrong here. 

MR .. TILLERY: Well, there is, but even if it's a great 

idea, if it's not legal, the district court is not going to tell 

you that we can do it either. In fact, they're going to say we 

can't. 

MR. KING: Yeah, but the court is where legality is 

decided, not in the: Justice Department. 

MR. TILLE:RY: That is correct, and ultimately if there 

are -- if an issue came down and it became important enough, one 

thing to do, the court retains jurisdiction over this, we could ask 

the court for interpretation or a ruling or so forth. To date, it 

has not been necessary because after sufficient conversations, 

we've generally been able to do things that tend to make most --

that tend to make -- tend to meet the needs we have, and I'm hoping 

that this will kind of work out that way too. 

MS. FISCHER: Lew. 

MR. WILLIAMS: You know, my concern is about the amount 
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of money, putting twelve million aside I think·-- 2001 they hope 1 

2 to have a hundred and twenty millicn in it. Each year it looks 

3 II from our projects here that the Trustees are authorizing about 

4 II thirty-five to forty million. in projects, they're getting seventy 

5 II million from the Exxon Valdez, so I presume the difference betwf?~n 

6 II say forty-five and seventy,, that money is being used for 

7 II administrative purposes, land acquisition and the t~elve million. 

8 II It seems -·to me over a period of eight years -~-hat -- for land 

9 II acquisition and administration is pretty high,. and more should go 

10 II into the trust fund or the reserve account. And, the reason I say 

11 II that is because all of sudden in 2001, all the payments are made 

12 II and you're spending at the rat;e-of thirty-five to forty million a 

13 II year on projects and :you're going to be suddenly faced with 

14 II earnings from a reserve account of one-tenth of that, and it's 

15 II going to be quite a shock to the system, let's put it that _way. 

16 II So, I think you'd be better to spend a little less each year on 

17 II projects and land acquisition, so that you have a bigger reserve 

18 ll account, so that when 2001 comes we're not in a sudden economic 

19 shock. 

20 MR. TILLERY: Yeah,. that's a real good point, 

21 II particularly with the -- because th-: people think we're going to 

22 II have this -- all this money out there, but really we've only got 

23 II the earnings, and if you inflation-proof the~ you got --.you know, 

24 II half of what you might earn, so you'd be talking, you know, three 

25 II million or something a year, but the thirty-five million, I think, 

26 II those kinds of numbers include the t~elve million for the reserve, 
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1 II and include the habitat acquisition money, at least some of it. 

2 II So, my impression for' general restoration projects, or research and 

3 II monitoring, at this point, we're probably only spending in the 

4 II nature of eleven or ·twelve million. Is that right or wrong? 

5 MS. McCAMMON: In FY ' 94 the total of the researc;h, 

6 II monitoring and general restoration was about seventeen million, and 

7 II then there was an additional four and one-half million on 

8 II administration., and the s.eventeen million includes the support 

9 II costs for habitat acquisition. It doesn't actually include actual 
' 

10 II purchase, and then an additional twelve million for the reserve. 

11 MR. TILLERY: Presumably, that seventeen will also be 

12 II declining over the next seven years, and maybe -- I don't know if 

13 II this is going to be close enough, I think your point is well taken. 

14 II We're not -- it's going to be a shock when the year 2002 rolls 

15 II around. 

16 MR. WILLI~~S: Yeah, and I think we can avoid it now if 

17 we planned a :ittle in advance. Spending maybe a little less on 

18 II something, I don't know what. We have to take. care of restoration, 

19 II but maybe we can hold back on land acquisition a little bit, by 

20 II maybe making some non"'- fee simple agreements. 

21 MS. FISCHER: Any other questions for Mr. Tillery? Pam. 

22 MS. BRODIE: A few things. First of all, in response 

23 II to Mr. Williams, you were mentioning land acquisition and general 

24 II restoration, but research and monitoring is another part of the 

25 II money that is being spent now which is not the same as the 

That's where a lot of the money is going into 26 II restoration reserve. 
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research and monitoring. And also, this specifies twelve millior 

dollars for the 1994 work plan. It does not say whether future 

payments would be more or les.s than that. There's nothing in this 

document that specifies what the other payments would be, that will 

be .determined by the adoption of the restoration plan, the rec9~d 

of decision. But, also .in part E, where it says what the reserve 

funds can be used for., I don't understand any reason why this 

should be limited to some types of restoration .now and not all 
. . 

types restoration. I don't flee why this should be different from 

what's in the settlement about: what restoration is. · In fact, it is 

particularly leaving out habitat acquisition. It is not leaving 

out anything else. Well, since the point of this is that we make 

..:. - is that we don't know as much as -- now as we will in the 

future. Suppose we find out in the future that some particular 

place is necessary to restore some particular species, why should 

this be saying no we can't do that. I -- it seems to me :.._ I don't 

personally expect that very much of this reserve will be spent on 

habitat acquisition. I think it's unlikely, but I don't think that 

the language here should make that impossible. And, what Mr. 

French said about the people involved, didn't want it to be used 

for acquisition, I'm not sure quite what you meant. I think, 

perhaps, that was referring to the Public Advisory Group, and I 

would agree that the majority of the Public Advisory Group probably 

doesn't want that; that doe::m' t mean that the majority of the 

public or the Trustees,feel that way. 

DR. FRENCH: I was referring specifically to those 
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people I have receive input from, which involve a large number of 

I 

fishing groups, the University of Alaska, and Arliss Sturgelewski I 
and some of the people working with her. I admit there were j 

numerous public people I have not directly work with on this / 

request. I 
MS. FISCHgR: .-Okay,. Jim. 

MR. TILLERY: Can I just respond. 

MS. FISCHgR: Okay, let's let Mr. Tillery respond. 

MR. TILLERY: With respect to your comments, the -- it 

actually doesn't ma~'Ce it impossible. In fact, what it says it's 
I 

available for· certain monitoring associated general restoration I 
I 

I 
projects. And, then it goes on to say, however, where there is a I 

. I 
finding of need -- if we use the word finding -- Trustee Council I 

I 
may at any time use the principal interest retained within the I 

i 
reserve fund, to fund restoration projects permitted. under the MOA, I 

i 

that would include habitat acquisition. What it's -- written now 

is saying, we the current intent is that it's a research, 

monitoring and for associated general restoration projects, but if 

down the road we find out, based on what we see, that hey, we 

really need something here to protect some species that seems to be 

making its last stand (indiscernible), or whatever reason, we need 

habitat acquisition,. this .does not forbid it, it simply says that's 

not our current intent, but it's permissible. 

MS. BRODIE: Yes, you're right. That's true. 

I 
! 
j 
I It means ! 

that habitat acquis:i.tion has to go through another -- it has to; 

jump through a legal hoop that nothing else has to jump through. 
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1 MS. FISCHER: 

2 MR. CLOUD: 

Jim. 

f'1lr') 
'·Ill.) 

Well, although I personally prefer it that I 

3 II way, Pam, I think (Laughter), you know that paragraph (3) (D) it is 

4 II clear that the expenditures from the reserve fund will be made by 

5 II unanimous of agreement, consistent with the terms of the memorand,um 

6 II agreement and consent decree,. and it doesn't exclude habitat 

7 II acquisition at all, although, if we can get that exclusion in there 

8 somehow, I'd vote for that. (Laughter) 

9 MS. FISCHER: Yes, ·vern. 

10 MR. McCORKLE: Madam ·Chairman. I have -- from time to 

11. II time in the ·past spoken against massive programs of habitat 

12 II acquisition, but I'm not opposed to habitat acquisition. I still 

13 II want to go about -- on the record that, and I -- I don't find Pam's 

14 II comments repugnant, although I'd -- I like to support her comments 

15 II as often as I can. I do find that the language supports the -- the 

16 II need to buy habitat in the future if we, have to. It doesn't make 

17 II any sense at all to say that you can't buy some habitat, if it's 

18 necessary. I just think that, you know, the finding and and the 

19 II discussion together with ·the unanimous agreement provides 

20 II protection for habitat acquisition that -- that Pam envisions, and 

21 II I believe that habitat protection and acquisition is protected in 

22 II this draft in two places. 

23 MS. FISCHER: Okay. 

24 MR. McCORKLE: Could I have one more comment. 

25 MS. FISCHER: Certainly. 

26 MR. McCORKLE: I'm sorry for changing subjects again. 

:I 
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1 II With respect to Mr. King's discussion on -- on the endowment and 

2 II the most excellent presentation we had by Jerome Komisar and Arliss 

3 II Sturgelewski here several months ago with respect to funding chairs 

4 II at the University oj: Alaska, which I'm also in favor of, but not 

5 with this money. The problem with funding chairs I guess 

6 II problem is not quite: 'the -right word -- the way you fund the chair 

7 II at the university is to give them a few million bucks and say, do 

8 II with it as you will, and Jerome Komisar was very .specific on that 

9 II point. If the university is going to properly run its institution 

10 II and conduct its -- its mission, it can't have anybody, the PAG or 

11 II the Trustee co·uncil or others telling them what to do with that 

12 II money. So, when you put the money in a chair at any university, we 

13 II really do violate the requirements of the decree document to the 

14 II memorandum of agreement. 

15 MS. FISCHE:R: Is there any other discussions? Or any 

16 II questions? Yes, Kim. 

17 MS. BENTON: Craig, I just have a quick question. In 

18 II the way -- because of the way the federal legal advisors see this, 

19 II that it can only be governed by the Trustee Council, am I 

20 II understanding it correctly that this endowment -- for the length of 

21 II the endowment is in existence, the Trustee Council would also be in 

22 II existence? 

23 MR. TILLERY: That's correct. Now another way to make 

24 II this -- over time, and, you know, how this is going to evolve in 

25 II the year 2002 and beyond, but it's entirely possible that decisions 

26 II could be made -- I think, that an advisory board, a scientific 
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1 II advisory board or whatever else could be created,· that could do 

2 II come up with the research plan for a particular year, let's say we 

3 II then present to a Trustee Council that would probably be mee-ting 

4 II only, you know, once a year by that point, and could just sort of 

5 II go through those. I mean, in essence some kind of board could pe 

6 II making the recommendations, and I'm not saying. a Trustee Council 

7 II would rubber stamp them. They have to retain their discretion, but 

8 II I don't foresee a big rolel for the Trustee Counsel down the line 

9 II here, but they do have to retain that ability to make decisions. 

10 II So yes, they would remain in existence. 

11 MS. BENTON: · The would remain an infrastructure 

12 II wouldn't have to be (indiscernible - simultaneous talking). 

13 MR. TILLERY: The expensive -- well, I mean, you know, 

14 II a scientific, you know, board is going to be an expensive 

15 II infrastructure. It's going tope hard to get away from it, bu_t you 

16 II won't necessarily have a Trustee Council building here, 1a Truste-e 

17 II Council restoration staff, or anything else. Maybe, it could be 

18 II rolled into some state science and technology foundation. Maybe it 

19 could be a group. of people, I don't know. It could that I mean, 

20 II you know, whatever. 

21 MR. FISCHER: Any other comments? Pam. 

22 MS. BRODIE: Question, a process question, is this 

23 II something that we're going to vote on whethe+ or not to .recommend 

24 ii this to the Trustees for their adoption, or is this just something 

25 that that the Trustees -- and did this, initially -- did any of 

26 i! this initially come from the Trustees, or does it all come from 
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1 II this subcommittee? 

2 II (Aside comments - laughter) 

3 MS. FISCHER: Mr. King, did you have a questions too, 

4 II and then maybe he can answer both of them. We -- kind of -- move 

5 ll on. 

6 MR. KING: .-But, I guess one more point of it. I 

7 II think my concern is slamming the door on something that the public 

8 II has expressed a strong interest in, and that because of a 

9 II solicitor's opinion, and so I would strongly urge that the Trustee 

10 ll Council keep looking at that, and consider that -- we're not 

11 II suggesting -- nobody' s suggesting that something illegal be done, 

12 I I but in a democracy, you have the option of making what the public 

13 II wants legal. And, if it turns out that the public really wants 

14 II this endowment thing, they should get it. 

15 

16 

17 I 
1"8 II 

I' 
19 II 

I 

20 

MS. FISCHER: Okay, very good. Can you answer Pam' s and 

then go into James'. 

MR. TILLERY: I -- you know, I just got a phone call 

asking me to be here. I mean, you need to ask Molly to why -- what 

thi·s is -- what the role is. 

MS. McCM~ON: I think the role of the Public Advisory 

21 II Group is what you \ITant to make it. If you would like to just have 

22 II these comments go back to Craig and to the staff here, and then be 

23 II included in the ongoing discussions amongst all of the Trustee 

24 II agencies, it could be at that level, or it could be at the level of 

25 II a formal motion that you could make in either -- approving this or 

26 I! adopting this or recommending that it be adopted, or something of 
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that fashion. It's basically up to you at what level you'd like to 

make your input. We're just basically bringing this in response to 

a request that was made at the last PAG meeting, and making this 

opportunity available. 

MR. TILLERY: From my perspective, as one Trustee 

Council -- person sitting. on the Trustee Council, I would just like 

to hear your views, and I don'' t really care, you know, how you go 

about it whether you mark this up and come back ~ith your version 

of the draft, whether you give a bunch of comments on it, or 

whatever you think is the most effective way to communicate, ·but 

I mean I just·1ike to hear them:. 

MS. FISCHER: Vern. 

-MR. McCORKLE: Thank you, Madam Chairman. One of the 

things that I think we could do is there is precedent for this kind 

of discussion because it was in -- in our Chairman's report to the 

Trustee Council recently when Mr. Phillips asked what had:happened 

to the idea of a -- a Trustee -- of a trust fund, or a reserve 

aCcount. And so, I think it's proper for us to· be -- be discussing 

it, and I like the idea of making sure that we have an opportunity 

to get our comments to the Trustees, whether or not we adopt a 

formal motion or have a hands show up and down on on this 

particular draft, or just discuss or comment. I think all would be 

helpful. I'm in favor of preserving the idea of -- of an ·endowment 

or a reserve fund, or call i.t what you will, so long as it is 

hooked directly to the decree .:;tnd the memorandum of agreement, 

because I don't think yo1.:1'll go far wrong then. You may have to 
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1 II argue like heck to make our own particular points heard, but at , 

2 II least you do have a process which -- which does not fritter away 

3 II the money. 

4 MS. FISCHER: Jim. 

5. MR. CLOUD: I cancelled my luncheon arrangement so. I 

6 II could have a sandwich with you folks (laughter) , and now you' re 

7 using up almost all the time. (Laughter) 

8 MS. FISCHBR: Well, we're getting ... Jim, I'm sorry, 

9 II yeah you gave away your sandwich, but it's a working lunch. 

10 II (Aside comments) 

11 MS. FISCHER: Okay, is there a -- this is not a motion 

12 II or anything, I believe -- yes, John. 

13 DR. FRENCH: I was going to make a motion that the PAG 

14 II endorse -- I move that the PAG (laughter) -- I move that the PAG 

15 II endorse a resolution on the -- the draft resolution on this Exxon 

16 II Valdez -- whatever this thing is 

17 MS. FISCHER: Trustee Council 

18 DR. FRENCH: ... Trustee Council 

19 MS. FISCHER: Endowment. 

20 DR. FRENCH: formation of a restoration reserve 

21 II with the modifications to -- with any modifications necessary to 

22 II appropriately strengthen it against raids on the -- the fund, and 

23 II also that we recommend continued allocation, if that's the 

24 II appropriate word, of a minimum of twelve million dollars a year to 

25 i~l the fund. 

26 MS. FISCHER: Go ahead ... 
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DR. FRENCH: I g;uess that's all we need, yeah. 

MR. McCORKLE: Second the motion. 
• ... 

MS. FISCHER: And, Vern second the motion. All in 

favor, say aye. 

PUBLIC ADVISORY GROUP: Aye . 

MR. McCUNE: . What about discussion on this motion? 
··.~ ( 

MS. FISCHER: Oh, yeah, okay:_ Yes, you're right. We 

haven't discus~ed it enough. (Laugher) Gerry, discuss it, I'm 

sorry. 

(Aside remarks) 

MR. McCUNE: I \'(ould like to say that I -- I thinks 

it's a little preliminary for a moticn myself. I -- I'm still very 

unclear about what exactly we could do, or exactly what we can't do 

here. You know, I -- it isn't a matter of title to me -- endowment 

-- as long as I get the ri9ht things in the reserve fund, or 

whatever you call it in here, and I'm still -- from what I hear 

it's very vague, and I think it's preliminary to -- to pass a 

resolution or to endorse this resolution at this time. So, chat's 

my comment, I'll make it short, 

MS. FISCHER: Okay. Are there any other comments? All 

in favor of the motion? 

PUBLIC ADVISORY GROUP: Aye. 

MS. FISCHER: All opposed. 

MS. BRODIE: Nay. 

MS. FISCHER: One, two, three ... 
MR. McCORKLE: Call for a raising of the house? 
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1 MS. FISCHER: Call for hands, yeah. Okay, I need to go : 

2 II back to the original ayes and nays. All in favor, please raise 

3 II your hand. 

REP OJ 

5 MS. FISCHER: Okay, we can do a voice vote. Let' s start 

6 with Rupert. 

7 MR. ANDREWS : Yes. 

8 MS. FISCHER: Pam. 

9 MS. BRODIE: No. 

10 MS. FISCHER: Jim. 

11 
I! 

MR. CLOUD: No. 

12 !I MR. DIEHL: No. 

13 
,, 

DR. FRENCH: Yes. 

14 
!. 

MR. CLOUD: Up with concern. 

15 MS. FISCHER: You want yes, James. James (indiscernible 

16 - laughter) a yes. 

17 MR. CLOUD: Do you want me to answer that? 

18 MS. FISCHER: No, it's bound to have gone to his head. 

19 UNKNOWN: He's got a little blood sugar. 

20 (Aside comments) 

21 MS. FISCHER: Yeah, okay, John French. 

22 DR. FRENCH: Yes. 

23 MS. FISCHER: Where are you at? Are you ... 

24 MR. MUTTER: Vern McCorkle. 

25 MS. FISCHER: Okay, Vern. 

26 MR. McCORKLE: Yes. 
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talking). 

0 Cl 
MR. MUTTER: Charles McCune. 

MS . FISCHER: Kim. 

MS . BENTON: No. 

MS. FISCHER: Chuck. 

MR. TOTEMOFF: Yes. 

MR. WILLIAMS: ,Yes. 

MR. KING: Yes . 

MS. FISCHER: Yes. 

MR. CLOUD: Madam Chairman. 

MS. FISCHER: Yes. 

MR. CLOUD: Vern also votes for Senator Eliason. 

MS. FISCHER: Are you. saying yes for him too? 

MR. McCORKLE: Yes, I am (indiscernible - simultaneous 

MS. FISCHER: And, yes for Senator Eliason. 

MR. McCORKLE: Yes, that's right. Yes, I'm saying yes~ 

MS. FISCHER: Okay. Let's see where we're at first. 
• I 

Okay, nine for the amendment and four opposed -- amendment -- or 

come back and do a working, lunch. And, we're going to pick up with 

less than the'fee'and public access policy. Mr. Tillery, we want 

to thank you for being here and talking with us, meeting with us. 
i 

If you'd like, stay and have lunch with us, and maybe somebody can I 
i 
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RESOLUTION OF THB EXXON VALDEZ TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

t-'.c/::> 

We, the undersigned, duly·authorized members of the Exxon Valdez 

Trustee Council, after extensive review and consideratio~ of the 

views of the public, and in furtherance of our decisi~de at a 

public meet:ing of the Trustee ·Council on January 3l., 1.994, find as 

follows: 

1. Scientists and othe:r: experts have identified a clear 

continuing need for res1earch and monitoring {and, potentially, 

associated general restoz:·ation activities) after 20_01, the year of 

the last annual payment by Exxon to che Joint Trust Fund. This 

need arises primarily from the present limitations on scientific 

understanding of the ecological systems and relationships that may 

affect: the recovery of certain of the species inj~red by the Exxon 

Valdez oil spill. The research and monitoring programs adopted,or 

under consideration by the Trustee Council will help fill those 

gaps in knowledge and ma.y provide a basis for additional future 

actions to promote or assist recovery of injured species and 

ecological systems. More!over, the relatively long life cycles of 

certain species make long-term programs to monitor recovery and 

assess any continuing injury essential. For ~~ample, sockeye 

salmon return in five-year cycles. In order to obtain meaningful 

information about the efj!:ects of the oil spill on those runs and 

its duration, several cycles may need co be examined. Accions to 

restore injured salmon runs and monitoring of their recovery could 

take yet additional cyclE~S. Restoration of this species is thus 

likely to span several decades into the future. Similarly, many 

other resources such as murres, harlequin ducks,. harbor seals, sea 
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otters, and herring appear to be recovering slowly, if at all. 

Long term observation and, potentially, future restoration action 

are essential to assure the recovery of these specie_s. 

2. It is prudent to s:et aside trust funds in a reserve 
' " _,: . ·.. ' . : . . ~ . 

fund to provide funding for research, mon1tor1ng and associated 

general restoration programs·after 2001. 

3. Because all restoration needs through the year 2001 

are not yet known, the Trustees must have the flexibilicy to invade 

the reserve to fund restoration projects that are clearly needed 

and cannot be funded by other trust funds. 

WE THEREFORE resolve to create a reserve account with 

joint trust funds under the following terms and conditions,: 

{a) A long tenn investment sub-account (".Reserve Fund") 

shall be established in the EXXON VALDEZ Oil Spill Settlement 

Account in the Court Registry Investment System ("CHRIS 11 ) to 

receive, invest and disburse monies set aside as a reserve for 

future research, monitoring and general restoration projects. The 

term of investments shall be as determined yearly by the Trustee 

Council upon recommendation of the Executive Director. Interest 

received from investment of the Reserve Fund shall accrue to the 

Reserve Fund. 
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{b) Disbursement of the monies in the Reserve Fund shall 

be to the Governments upon resolution of th~·Tiustee Council as 

provided in the Order for Deposit of and Transfer .of Settlement 

Proceeds entered by the United States District Court on December 6, 

1991. 

' ' 
{c) The sum of $12,000, ooo shall be 'placed in the 

Reserve Fund through the 1994 work plan. It is the intent of the 

Trustee council that additional monies will be placed in the 

Reserve Fund from each remaining payment by Exxon. Such funding 

decisions will be made through the _Trustee Council's annual Work 

Plan process and are subject to the final Restoration Plan. All 

requests for monies to be placed into the Reserve-Account will be 

made through the United States District Court in the same manner as 

for other restoration projects. 

(d) Expenditures from the Reserve Fund will be made only 

by the unanimous agreement of the Trustee Council, consistent with 

the terms of the Memorandum of Agreement and Consent Decree entered 

by the United States District Court on August 28, 1991. 

Expenditure of monies in the Reserve Fund for restoration proj ect:s 

shall be made in accordance with. applicable law, including the 

National Environmental Policy Act. 

(e) It is the intent of the Trustee Council that the 

Reserve Fund be available for research, monitoring and associated 

general restoration projects in the years following the last 

3 
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payment into the trust fund .by Exxon in the year 2001. Howev.er,. 

where there is a showing of need, the Trust~e Council may, at any 

time, use either the principal or interest retained within the 

Reserve Fund to fund restoration , projects pex:mi.tted under the 

MemQrandum of Agreement. 
. ,' 

(f) The Department ·of Law and Department of Justice are 

requested to petition the U~ited States District Court. to provide 

any necessary authorization f:or . the Resexve Fund and· to seek a 

waiver of fees from the CHRIS. 

Dated this day of , 1994 

at Anchorage, Alaska. 

SIGNATURE BLOCKS 

C:\WPS1\W200CS\RBSBRVE5 
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September 1996 

Dear Reader: 

The Trustee Council adopted the EJ~:m Valdez Oil Spill Restoration Plan in November 1994 
with the intent that the plan would b~ ~Rdated as needed to .incorporate new scientific 
information. I : · 

I 
I 1 

The enclosed documents upda~e twa lp~rts c,f the Restoration Plan: the List of Injured 
Resources and Services in Ch~pter ~~~ I ahd the summaries of lnjuryi and Recovery and the 
Recovery Objectives in Chapter 5. I · 

I 

List of Injured Resources and Se..V'c~s · 
Chapter 4 of the Restoration Plan indicates 1that the List of Injured Resources and Services 
(p. 32, Table 2) will be reviewed as rt~vJinformation is obtained. The approved revisions · 
include changes to the recovery statUs pf some resources (for example, moving Bald Eagles 
from the "recovering" category to "refb~eredl") and additions to the list itself. In August 1995, 
the Council added Kittlitz's mur~elet~ and common loons to the injured species list. In addition, 
the Council has now added three spepies of cormorants (red-faced, pelagic, and double-
crested). II 

i 

Chapter 5: Goals, Objectives & Str~t~gie!; 
Chapter 5 of the Restoration Plan (p~~ ~3-5Ei) .discusses general goals and strategies for 
restoring injured resources and 'service~ and also provides specific information on the status, 
recovery objectives, and restor~tion f~r~tegites for individual resources and services. In the 
attached document, the Council nov.r prbvidE~s updated information on the status of injured 
resources and services, as well, as revi~ions to the Recovery Objectives for injured resources 
and services. Readers are referred tb ~nnual work plans and invitations to submit proposals 
(e.g., Invitation to Submit Proposals lrbr1Fedc3ral Fiscal Year 1997) for the most current 
information on the restoration strate~(e~ chosen by the Council to achieve its recovery 
objectives. 11 . 

. I 

Thank you for your interest in restor~~io:n foUowing the Exxon Valdez oil spill. 

Sincerely, 

~~~L___ 
Molly Mc~mmon 
Executive Director 

enclosure 

I -- I I 

, 1 : ~ruste1eAgencies 
State of Alaska: Departments of Fish & Garne, Law, and Environmental Conservation 

United States: National Oceanic and Atrnb~~heric Administration, Departments of Agriculture and Interior 

: I: 
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[Note to Readers: This do¢~ment updates information on Injury and 
Recovery status and Recovery :Objectives in Chapter 5 {pp. 33-56) and the 
List of Injured Resources andi Services (p. 32) in the Restoration Plan.] 
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AR¢f:I~EOL()GICAL RESOURCES 

Injury and Recovery : 
I ' 

The oil-spill area is believed to conta
1

in1 more than 3,000 sites of archaeological and historical 
significance. Twenty-four archaeologi1b~l sitE~s on public lands are known to have been adversely 
affected by cleanup activities or looti~g land vandalism linked to the oil spill. Additional sites on 
both public and private lands were probably injured, but damage assessment studies were limited 
to public land and not designed_ to id~ntify all such sites. 

I i 
, I i I 

Documented injuries include theft ofsuHace1 artifacts, masking of subtle clues used to identify 
and classify sites, violation oii ancii(m~ burial sites, and destruction of evidence in layered 
sediments. In addition, vegetation hi!!~· ~een disturbed, which has exposed sites to accelerated 
erosion. The effect of oil on soil cheniistry and organic remains may reduce or eliminate the 
utility of radiocarbon dating in some ~ites. 

I , 

, , I 

Assessments of 14 sites in 19S3 suggest that most of the archaeological vandalism that can 
be linked to the spill occurred early ih !198!3, before adequate constraints were put into place 

I ! • 

over the activities of oil spill cle~n-up p~rsonnel. Most vandalism took the form of "prospecting" 
for high yield sites. Once these pr~blems were recognized, protective measures were 
implemented that successfully limitedj a~ditionql injury. In 1993, only two of the 14 sites visited 
showed signs of continued vandalism;. ,but it is, difficult to prove that this recent vandalism was 
related to the spill. Oil was visible ih the intertidal zones of two of the 14 sites monitored in 
1993, and hydrocarbon analysis has'~hbwn that the oil at one of the sites was from the Exxon 
Valdez spill. Hydrocarbon levels at ~n~ second site were not sufficient to permit identification 
of the source or sources of the oil. , i ' 

I 

I 

Monitoring of archaeological sites il']l 11994 and 1995 found no evidence of new damage from 
vandalism. The presence of oil is bein~ determined in sediment samples taken from four sites 
in 1995. • , I ' 

i 
I , 

None of the archaeological artifacts ~pl~ected during the spill response, damage assessment, or 
restoration programs is stored within ~~e spiill area. These artifacts are stored in the University 
of Alaska Museum in Fairbanks :and i:n the F«~deral Building, in Juneau. Native communities in the 
spill area have expressed a strong iri~e~est in ,having them returned to the spill area for storage 
and display. 1 

I 

:I 

The Alutiiq Archaeological Repositor~ iln Ko,diak, whose construction costs were partly funded 
by the Trustee Council, is the only phr~ically appropriate artifact storage facility in the spill area. 
In 1995 the Trustee Council appro'{edl funds for development of a comprehensive community 
plan for restoring archaeologipal relsqurces in Prince William Sound and lower Cook Inlet, 
including strategies for storing and' 1 ~i~playing artifacts at appropriate facilities within the spill 
area. • 1 

I 

Recovery Objective ' I ; 

Archaeological resources are nonrene
1

w1able: they cannot recover in the same sense as biological 
, I 

I 
I 
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resources. Archaeological resources will be consid~r~d to have recovered when spill-related 
injury ends, looting and vandalism are at or below pre~pill levels, and the artifacts and scientific 
data remaining in vandalized sites are preserved {e.g.~ through excavation, site stabilization, or 
other forms of documentation). · 

BALD EAGLES 
I 

Injury and Recovery 
The bald eagle is an abundant resident of coast lines thtOughout the oil-spill area. Following the 
spill a total of 151 eagle carcasses was recovered from! the oil-spill area. Prince William Sound 
provides year-round and seasonal habitat for abo:ut 51,o:oo bald eagles, and within the Sound it 
is estimated that aboUit 250 bald eagles died as a re~ult of the spiH .. There were no estimates 
of mortality outside the. Sound, butthere.were.dleatHs ithroughout the oil-spill.area •.. ·. .·· 

In addition to direct mortalities, productivity was reduped in oiled areas of Prince William Sound 
in 1989. Productivity was back to normal in 19BO a~di 1991, and an aerial survey of adults in 
1995 indicated that the population has returned to or ~~ceeded its prespill level in Prince William 
Sound. ' 

Recovery Objective 
Bald eagles will have recovered when their populc:.tionl anp productivity have returned to pres pill 
levels. Based on the results of studies in Prince Will~ariri Sound, this objective has been met. 

• I 

BLACK 0YSTEIRCA llC!ffERS 

Injury and Recovery 
Black oystercatchers spend their entire lives iin · ot near intertidal habitats and are highly 
vulnerable to oil pollution. Currently, it is estimated ~h~t 1,500-2,000 oystercatchers breed in 
south-central Alaska. Only nine carcasses of adult oy:stercatchers were recovered following the 
spill, but the actual number of mortalities may have be,en considerably higher. 

In addition to direct mortalities, breeding activities: were disrupted by the oil and clean-up 
activities. In comparison with black oystercatc:hers' on the largely unoiled .Montague Island, 
oystercatchers at heavily..oiled Green lsland .. hacl red~ced hatching success in .1989 and their 
chicks gained weight more slowly during ·1991-9:3. Interpretation of these data on reproductive 
performance, however, are confounded by lack of ~respill data. Productivity and survival of 
black oystercatchers in Prince William Sound have rqt been monitored since 1993, and the 
recovery status of this species is not known. 

Recovery Objective . , 
Black oystercatchers will have recovered when thei ROpulation returns to prespil'l levels and 
reproduction is within normal bounds. An increasing population trend and comparable hatching 

I . : 

success and growth rates of chicks in oiled and unoiled areas, after taking into account 
geographic differences, will indicate that recovery is !underway. 
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Injury and Recovery I • I . . 

The magnitude of impacts on clam populations varies with the species of clam, degree of oiling, 
and location. However, data from the l~we1r intertidal zone on sheltered beaches suggest that 
little-neck clams and, to a lesser ex+~nf, butter clams were killed and suffered slower growth 
rates as a result of the oil spill and cl~a~-up activities. In communities on the Kenai Peninsula, 
Kodiak, and the Alaska Peninsula an~ jin

1 
Prince William Sound concern about the effects of the 

oil spill on clams and subsistence usf~s 'of clams remains high (see Subsistence). 
I 

Recovery Objective : i , 

Clams will have recovered when populations and productivity have returned to levels that would 
have prevailed in the absence ot the Pjil ~pill, based on prespill data or comparisons of oiled and 
unoiled sites. 

!COMMON LOONS 

Injury and Recovery . 
Carcasses of 395 loons of four species were recovered following the spill, including at least 216 
common loons. Current population sj~e~ are not known for any of these species, but, in general, 
loons are long-Jived, slow-reproducing~ ahd hoav~ small popwlations. Com111on loons in the oil-spill 
area may number only a few thou~.a~d, including only hundreds in Prince William Sound. 
Common loons injured by the spill pro~ably included a mixture of resident and migrant birds, and 
their recovery status is not known. , 1 

Recovery Objective • , 1. i . 
No realistic recovery objective ~an ~~ ipentiified without more information on injury to and the 
recovery status of common Joof1s. i 

COMMON MURRES 

Injury and Recovery . . . 
1 

1 , ~ . . . . 

About 30,000 carcasses of 01led b1rds ~ere p1cked up followmg the 011 sp11l, and 74percent of 
1 I 1 . 

them were common .. and.thick~billed· :murms~.(mostly common . murres),;' ... Many.,more .murres .. · 
probably died than· actually·. were. ~~c~vemd.·:·;: Based· on surveys· of ·index :colonies· at such 
locations as Resurrection Bay, ttle C~is'fell, B~rren, and Triplet islands, and Puale Bay, the spill
area population may have decliried byi apc;>Ut 4Q percent following the spill. In addition to direct 
losses of murres, there is evidenble ! that: the timing of reproduction was disrupted and 
productivity reduced. lnterpretatiOhi <>f tht:l effects of the spill, however, is complicated by 
incomplete prespill data and by indiqa~ions that populations at some colonies were in decline 
before the oil spill. ' · 

Update on Injured Resources & Services!, September 1996 
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Postspill monitoring of productivity at the colonies lin the Barren Islands indicates that 
reproductive timing and success were again within ndrm

1

al bounds by 1993. Numbers of adult 
murres were last surveyed at those same coloni13s inl t~94. At that time, the local population 
had not returned to prespill levels. 1 

The Alaska Predator Ecosystem Experiment (APIEX p:rd*ct), funded by the Trustee Council, is 
investigating the linkages among murre populations an~ p~anges in the abundan'ce of forage fish, 
such as Pacific herring, sand lance, and capelin. · 

Recovery Objective 
Common murres will have recovered when populatio.mplttindex colonies have returned to prespill 
levels and when productivity is sustained within normal' bounds. Increasing population trends 
at index colonies will be a further indication that rec6vb y is. underway. 

. I 

I 

CORMOR:ANTS I 

. I 

Injury and Recovery .I 
Cormorants are large fish-eating birds that spend mucp pfl, their time on the water or perched on 
rocks near the water. Three species typically an~ fo4nd within the oil-spill area. 

Carcasses of 838 cormorants were recovered followirig ~he oil spill, including 418 pelagic, 161 
red-faced, 38 double-crested, and 221 unidentiliecl corjnHants. Many more cormorants probably 
died as a result of the spill, but their carcasses were i.n0t found. 

No regional population estimates are available for any ~~ le c~rmorant species found in the oil
spill area. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Alaska S~aHird Colony Catalog, however, currently 

I .I I. ' 

lists counts of 7,161 pelagic cormor:ants, 8,967 red-fa~ed cormorants, and 1 ,558 double-crested 
cormorants in the oil-spill area. These are d.irect cbt..l~ts ai colonies, not overall population 
estimates, but they suggest that population sizes are shl~ll. In this context, it appears that injury 
to all three cormorant species may have been si·~lnifirlanL 

Counts on the outer Kenai Peninsula coast suggested thal the direct mortality of cormorants due 
· to oil resulted in fewer birds in this area in 198:9 co:m~ared to 1986. In addition, there were 

statistically-significant .. declines in the estimated m.lmiJers of cormorants (all three species 
combined) in Prince-William Sound based:on ·pre- an~ ppstspiii·July,boat surveys, (1972-73. v " 
1989-91 ), and there were fewer cormorants in oiiled than in unoiled parts of the Sound. More 
recent surveys (1993-94) did not show an increasing! pblpulation trend since the oil spill. With 
support from the Trustee Council, these boat surveys ~ill be repeated in 1996. 

Recovery Objective • I 

Pelagic, red-faced, and double-crested cormorants wUJ !~ave recovered when their populations 
return to prespill levels in the oil-spill area. An increasing population trend in Prince William 
Sound will indicate that recovery is underway. · ' 
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Injury and Recovery 

~UTTIHROAT TROUT 

irl''\ 

1 , 1.:1 
~ 

Prince WiDiiam Sound is at the northwe*ern limit of the range of cutthroat trout, and few stocks 
are known to exist within the Sound! i Lpcal cutthroat trout populations rarely number more than 
1 ,000 each, and the fish have sma'l hpme ranges and are geographically isolated. Cutthroat 
trout, therefore, are highly vulnerable tb exploitation, habitat alteration, or pollution. 

Following the oil spill, cutthroat ~rou~ 'n ra small number of oiled index streams grew more slowly 
than in unoiled streams, possibly as :a jresult of reduced food supplies or exposure to oil, and 
there is concern that reduced growth rdtes rnay have led to reduced survival. The difference in 
growth rates persisted through 19$ h • i No studies have been conducted since then, and the 
recovery status of this species is nqt ~nown.,,, 

Recovery Objective : 
Cutthroat trout will have recovered vf.'hen gn:>wth rates within oiled areas are similar to those for 
unoiled areas, after taking into 'accdunt gec1graphic differences. , 

! , I 

I I 

DESlGN.h. TED WILDERNESS AREAS 
! , I 

Injury and Recovery , , , 
The oil spill delivered oil in varying qilia11tities to the waters adjoining the seven areas designated 
as wilderness areas and wilderness stU<liy areas by Congress. Oil also was deposited above the 
mean high-tide line at these location~r ~uring the intense clean-up seasons of 1989 and 1990, 
thousands of workers and hundreds iqf piecEIS of equipment were at work in the spill zone. This 
activity was an unprecedented il)1pqsitiC1n of people, noise, and activity on the area's 
undeveloped and normally sparsely 1 opcupied landscape. Although activity levels on these 
wilderness shores have probably retilirn~d to1 normal, at some locations there is still residual oil. 

Recovery Objective 
Designated wilderness areas will have recovered when oil is no longer encountered in them and 
the public perceives them to be recpj~t~red ·from the spill. 

OOILLY VARDEN 

Injury and Recovery 1 , : , 
Like the cutthroat trout, there i~ eviq~n;ce that Dolly Varden grew more slowly in oiled streams 
than in unoiled streams, and ,there : is concern that reduced growth rates may have led to 
reduced survival. However, no datla have been gathered since 1991. The recovery status of 
this species is not known. ' 

Update on Injured Resources & Services, Septt~mber 1996 
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Recovery Objective 
Dolly Varden will have recovered when growth rat~s !Within oiled streams are comparable to 
those in unoiled streams, after taking into account g:eqgraphic differences. 

HARBOR SEAdS 

Injury and Recovery 
Harbor seal numbers were declining in the Gulf of Alaska, including in Prince William Sound, 
before the oil spill. Exxon Valdez oil affected harbor se61 habitats, including key haul-out areas 
and adjacent waters, in Prince William Sound1 and a~ f~~ away as Tugidak Island, near Kodiak. 
Estimated mortality as a direct result of the oil spill w~~ abou~ 300 seals in oiled parts of Prince 
William Sound. Based on. surveys conducted bef'ore (1988) and after.(1989) the oil spill,. seals. 
in oiled areas had declined by.43 percent, compared!t11 percent in unoiled areas •. 

In a declining population deaths exceed births, and harbpr seals in both oiled and unoiled parts 
of Prince William Sound have continued to decline sinbe the spill. For the period 1989-1994, 
the average estimated! annual rate of decline wa1s ab!o~t 6 percent. Changes in the amount or 
quality of food may have been an initial cause o·f thif lang-term decline. Although there is no 
evidence that such factors as predation by killer wha;le~~ subsistence hunting, and interactions 
with commerical fisheries caused the decline in the harbmr seal population, these are among the 
on-going sources of mortality. 1• 

Harbor seals have long been a key subsistence resour<i:e ih the. oil-spill area. Subsistence hunting 
is affected by the declining seal population, and lack 0t dpportunities to hunt seals has changed 
the diets of subsistence users who traditional'ly had ~e ied heavily on these marine mammals . . I~ . 
Recovery Objective • I 

1 

• • 

Harbor seals will have recovered from the effects: of the .oil spill when their population is stable 
or increasing. I' 

I 
I I 

I 

HARLEQUIN DUC~S 
I 
I 

Injury and Recovery , i , 

Harlequin ducks feed -,inJntertidal and shallow. subtidal!. habitats where most of the .spilled oil .was . - . 
initially stranded. More than 200 harlequin duclks ~e~~ found dead in 1989, mostly in Prince 
William Sound. Many more than that number probabl¥ C:t:ied throughout the spill area. Since the 
oil spill occurred in early spring, before wintering harle~JiflS had left the oil-spill area, the impacts 
of the oil spill may have extended beyond the innme~i~te spill area. The geographic extent of 
these impacts is not known. · I ' 

I, 
I. 

Bile samples from harlequin ducks (combined wit,h I samples from Barrow's and common 
goldeneye) collected in eastern and western Prince William Sound and in the western Kodiak 

, I 

Archipelago in 1989-90 had higher concentrations :o~ hydrocarbon metabolites than a small 
number of samples from harlequins and golde1ney~ b:ollected at Juneau. Prespill data on 
harlequin populations and productivity are poor an~. complicated by possible geographic 
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differences in habitat quality. Howevt,: the summer population in Prince William Sound is small, 
only a few thousand birds. There! b~ntinues to be concern about poor reproduction and a 
possible decline in numbers of molti~g lbirds in western versus eastern parts of the Sound. 

:I 
Recovery Objective ' I . 

Harlequin ducks will have recover€!9 'f"hen breeding and postbreeding season densities and 
production of young return to prespill levels. A normal population age- and sex-structure and 
reproductive success, taking into ac~9dnt g1aographic differences, will indicate that recovery is 
underway. ' 

:I , 
1'~T~RTIDAL COMMUNITIES 

Injury and Recovery . , . 
Portions of 1 ,500 miles of coastline ~ere oiled by the spill.in Prince William Sound~ on the:. Kenai.-:. 
and Alaska peninsulas, and in. the l~o~iak Archipelago. Both the oil and intensive clean-up 
activities had significant impacts on :~pel flora and fauna of the intertidal zone, the area of beach 
between low and high tides. lntertjda( resources are important to subsistence users, sea and 

, I . 

river otters, and to a variety of birlds; inclluding black oystercatchers, harlequin ducks, surf 
scoters, and pigeon guillemots. · I ' · 

I 

Impacts to intertidal organisms occur~ed at all tidal levels in all types of habitats throughout the 
oil-spill area. Many species of algae and invertebrates were less apundant at oiled sites 
compared to unoiled reference sites~ I qther opportunistic species, including a small species of 
barnacle, oligochaete worms, and filla~entous brown algae, colonized shores where dominant 
species were removed by the oil spillla~d cl1ean-up activities. The abundance and reproductive 
potential of the common seaweed, F.i.ucbs gc.rrdneri (known as rockweed or popweed), was also 

I ' ' 

reduced following the spill. ·1 . 

On the sheltered, bedrock shores tplatl are common in Prince William Sound, full recovery of 
Fucus is crucial for the recovery of i~t~e7idal communities at these sites, since many invertebrate 
organisms depend on the cover provi<iie~ by this seaweed. Fucus has not yet fully recovered in 
the upper intertidal zone on shores sUbjFcted to direct sunlight, but in many locations, recovery 
of intertidal communities has . madd subs1tantial progress. In other habitat types, such as 
estuaries and cobble beaches, many ls

1

1.pecies did not show signs of recovery when they were last 
surveyed in 1991. · .. : 

' . 
. ' 

Recovery Objective 
1 

1 

1 

. 

Intertidal communities will have rec0vered when community composition on oiled shorelines is 
similar to that which would have p~~v*iled in the absence of the spill. Indications of recovery 
are the reestablishment of importc:t~t I spe~C:ies, such as Fucus at she·ltered rocky sites, the 
convergence in community compo~i~ion on oiled and unoiled shorelines, and the provision of 
adequate, uncontaminated food su~~li~s for top predator:s in intertidal and nearshore habitats. 

I I I ' 
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Injury and Recovery 
More than 80 killer whales in six "resident" pods regu'a~l¥ use Prince William Sound within their 
ranges. Other whales in "transient" groups are observ1~d in the Sound less frequently. There 
has been particular concern in Prince William Sound aoout the resident AB pod, which numbered 
36 animals prior to the spill. Fourteen whales clisapbJ~red from this pod in 1989 and 1990, 
during which time no young were recruited ihto th~ ~opulation. Although four calves were 
added to the AB pod during 1992-94, surveys in 199t ~pd 1995 indicate the loss of five more 
adult whales. The link between these losses and the 9ilf~pill is only circumstantial, but the likely 
mortality of killer whales in the AB. pod in Prince WilliaM Sound following the spill far exceeds 
rates observed for other pods in British Columbia an~ Puget Sound over the last 20 years. In 
addition to the effects of the oil spill, there has be1an c~np!ern about the possible shooting of killer 
whales, perhaps due to conflicts with long-line fiishe~ies!• 

' ! 

The AB pod may never regain its former size, but over~ll ~umbers within the major resident killer 
whale pods in Prince V\/illiam Sound are at or excEled dr~~pilllevels. There is concern, however, 
that a decline in resightings of individuals within th~ Pi.l

1 !tf group of transient killer whales has 
accelerated following the oil spill. ' [ ~ . 

I 

Recovery Objective I 

Killer whales in the AB pod will have recovered when the number of individuals in the pod is 
stable or increasing relative to the trends of other maj!o ·1 resident pods in Prince William Sound. 

I 
I 

i I I 

KITTLITZ'S MIJRRELETS 
I i 

'I 
I 

Injury and Recovery ' , · 
The Kittlitz's murrelet is found only in Alaska and po1io~s of the Russian Far East, and a large 
fraction of the world population, which may number! ofrlly a few tens of thousands, breeds in 
Prince William Sound. The Kenai Peninsula coast! artd Kachemak Bay are also important 
concentration areas forr this species. Very little i:s knhv\,h about Kittlitz's murrelets. However, 
they associate closely with tidewater glaciers and ne~t b~ scree slopes and similar sites on the 
ground. , ·1 ! 

I ! 

Seventy-two Kittlitz.'s.murrelets were positively ident,ifi~d among the bird carcasses. recovered ... 
after the oil spill. Nearly 450 m. ore Brachyramphus m.~rli~~lets were not identified to the species 
level, and it is reasonable to assume that some of the$e ~ere Kittlitz's. In addition, many more 
murrelets probably were killed by the oil than were actur!~ly recovered. One published. estimate 
places direct mortality of Kittlitz's murrelets from the oilil spill at 1 ,000-2,000 individuals, which 
would represent a substantial fraction of the world pbptilation. 

Because of the highly patchy distribution of Kittlitz's ~~rlelet, the difficulty of identifying them 
in the field, and the fact that so little is known abou~ t~is species, the recovery status of the 
Kittlitz's murrelet is n()t known. The Trustee Cetuncill ~~s funded an exploratory study on the 
ecology and distributiCtn of this murrelet starting in 19~6. 
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Recovery Objective • , , 
No recovery objective can be identif:i~di for Kittlitz's murrelet at this time. 

i I 

i i 

I 

i ~~RBLIED MURRELETS 
'! 

Injury and Recovery ' i 

The northern Gulf of Alaska, includih~g IPrinc:e William Sound, is a key area of concentration in 
the distribution of marbled murrelets.! ifhe marbled murrelet is federally listed as a threatened 
species in Washington, Oregon, and pa11fornia; it is also listed as threatened in British Columbia. 

, I ' 
I ' 

The marbled murrelet population in P~ir:tce William Sound had declined before the oil spill. The 
causes of the pres pill decline are unk:rlown,, but may be related to changing food supplies. It is 
not known whether·the murrelet·popu!lation was still declining at the,time of the< oil spill,~but.the ... •. 
spill caused additional losses of murr~li~~s. • . Carcasses of nearly 1,1 00 Brachyramphus murrelets . 
were found after the spill, and about,~O~ perc:ent of the murrelets that could be identified to the 
species level were marbled murrelets.l l\11any more murrelets probably were killed by the oil than 

', I 

were found, and it is estimated that! ~sj muc:h as 7 percent of the marbled murrelet population 
in the oil-spill area was killed by the j~p~ll. 

Population estimates for murrel~ts ar~~ highly variable. Postspill boat surveys do not yet indicate 
any statistically significant increase,!~ rumlbers of marbled murrelets in Prince William Sound, 
nor is there evidence of any further ~1eqline. . .. 

, I 

Recovery Objective i ! 

Marbled murrelets will have recoven~d 1 when i.ts population is stable or increasing. Stable or 
· increasing productivity will be an in~i!c~tion that recovery is underway. 

MUSSELS 

Injury and Recovery . 
Mussels are an important prey s'peci~s in the1 nearshore ecosystem throughout the oil-spill area, 
and beds of mussels provide physicki ~tability and habitat for other organisms in the intertidal 

I I ' ' 

zone. For these reasons, mussel be~s ~ere purposely left alone during Exxon Valdez clean-up '· 
• I operations. • , 

'! 
; I I 

In 1991, high concentrations of reilatiively unweathered oil were found in the mussels and 
underlying byssal mats and sediment~!, i~ certain dense mussel beds. The biological significance 
of oiled mussel beds is not known, b~t they ;are potential pathways of oil contamination for local 
populations of harlequin ducks, black b\{sterc::atchers, river otters, and juvenile sea otters, all of 

, I I 

which feed to some extent on muss~ls! and show some signs of continuing injury. 
I i 

About 30 mussel beds in Prince WilUaljTl Sound are known still to have oil residue, and 12 of 
them were cleaned on an experimen~~llbasi::; in 1994. By August 1995, these beds showed a 
98 percent reduction in oil in the r+~l~cement sediments, compared to what had been there 
before. Mussel beds along the • out~r! ~<;enai Peninsula coast, the Alaska Peninsula, and Kodiak 

! I 
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Archipelago were surveyed for the presence of oil i:n I~ 992, 1993, and 1995. Hydrocarbon 
concentrations in mussels and sediments at these Glllf IOf Alaska sites is generally lower than 
for sites in the Sound, but at some sites substantial p1~centrations persist. 

Subsistence users continue to be co~cern~d abou~ cohtlr,mination from oiled mussel be~s. The 
Nearshore Vertebrate Predator project ts focustng loni mussels as a key prey spectes and 
component of the nearshore ecosystem. : I ! 

Recovery Objective · . ' .I : 

Mussels will have recovered when concentrations o~ ojl in the mussels and in the sediments 
below mussel beds reach background levels, det no~ dlontaminate their predators, and do not 
affect subsistence uses. · ' I 

' ' 

I 
PACIFIC HIERRI~d 

! 

Injury and Recovery • 1 • 

Pacific herring spawned in intertidal and subtidal hablt~~s in Prince William Sound shortly after 
the oil spill. A significant portion of these spawning ~a~i~ats as well as herring staging areas in 
the Sound were contaminated by eil. Field studiies do~~ucted in 1989 and 1990 documented 
increased rates of egg mortality and larval deformitieslirl biled versus unoiled areas. Subsequent 
laboratory studies confirm that these effects can be c~u~~d by exposure to Exxon Valdez oil, but 
the significance of these injuries at a population leve' ifj n.ot known. 

' I! 
The 1988 prespill year-class of Pacific herring was vertlstrolig in Prince William Sound, and, as 
a result, the estimated peak biomass of spawning adul~s iln 1992 was at a record level. In 1993, 
however, there was an unprecedented crash of the adultiherring population. A viral disease and 
fungus were the probable agents of mortality, and th~ J~mnection between the oil spill and the 
disease outbreak is under investigation. Numbers of ~~~wning herring in Prince Wi:lliam Sound 
remained depressed through the 1995 season. Prelirpiplary results from the Sound Ecosystem 
Assessment· (SEA) Project indicate the possible siglnificance of walleye pollock as both 
competitors with and predators on herring, which 1rn~y indicate that there is a connection 
between the lack of recruitment of strong year cla~se~ of herring and the presence of large 
numbers of pollock in Prince William Sound. ·, 1 II 

Pacific herring are extreme:ly important.ecologicallly:an1d pommerciallyand.for·subsistence·users., 
Reduced herring populations could have significant im~lipations for· both·their predators ·and their· 
prey, and the closure of the herring fishery frorn 1199~ through 1996 has had· serious economic 
impact on people and communities in Prince William S~~nd. 

! I! 

Recovery Objective 1 II 
Pacific herring will have recovered when the next highl~l successful year class is recruited into 
the fishery and when other indicators of population h1,ealth are sustained within normal bounds 

' . I, 

in Prince William Sound. ! I I 
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I !PI:GEON GUILLEMOTS 
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Injury and Recovery I' ' 

Although the pigeon guillemot is. widely !distributed in the north Pacific region, nowhere does it 
occur in large numbers or concentratibn~. Be,cause guillemots feed in shallow, nearshore waters, 
the guillemots and the fish on whic~ ~hiey prey are vulnerable to oil pollution. 

Like the marbled murrelet, there is 1 e"iidence that the pigeon guillemot population in Prince 
William Sound had declined before tHe ~pill. The causes of the prespill decline are unknown. It 
is estimated that 10-15 percent of ~lie !spill--area population may have died following the spill. 
Guillemot nesting on the Naked lslar~~ was \/\{ell-studied in 1978-81. Postspill surveys using 
the same methods indicated a declir~ pf about 40 percent in guillemots in the Naked Islands. 
Based on boat surveys, the overall guillemot population in the Sound declined as well. . 

Numbers of guillemots recorded.::on I boat. sUirveys are highly variable, and there is. not yet any.
statistically significant evidence, of a p~stspill population increase. The factors responsible for 
the guillemot's prespill decline may negate 10r mask recovery from the effects of the oil spill. 

The Alaska Predator Ecosystem Ex~riment (APEX) project is investigating the possible link 
between pigeon guillemot declines ~P ~he ;availability and abundance of ·forage fish, such as 
Pacific herring, sand lance, and capelin., ThE~ Nearshore Vertebrate Predator (NVP) project also 
addresses the possibility that expos~reito oil continues to limit the guUII~mot's recovery. Both 
projects are supported by the Trustee Council. 

I: 
Recovery Objective I , , 

Pigeon guillemots will have recovere~ vyhen their population is stable or increasing. Sustained 
productivity within normal bounds \l)lill be an indication that recovery ns underway. 

PINK SALMON 

Injury and Recovery I 

About 75 percent of wild pink salm?r jn Prince William Sound spawn in the intertidal portions 
of streams and were highly vulnerabl~ ~o the effects of the oil spill. Hatchery salmon and wild 
salmon from both intertidal. and up~,r~am spawning habitats swam through oiled waters and 
ingested oil particles.and oiled .. prey.ds tpey 1foraged in the Sound and emigrated.to the sea. As , 
a result, three types of early life-stag:~ il'iljuries were identified: First,.growth rates in juvenile pink·. 
salmon from oiled parts of Prince Wi,li~m Sound were reduced. Second, there was increased 
egg mortality in oiled versus unoiled ~~tr~ams. A possible third effect, genetic damage, is under 
investigation. 

In the years preceding the spill, retuli

1

1

n.'s :of wild pink salmon in Prince William Sound varied from 
a maximum of 21.0 million fish in 19814 to a minimum of 1.8 million in 1988. Since the spill, 
returns of wild pinks have varied from, al high of about 14.4 million fish in 1990 to a low of about 
2.2 mmion in 1992. There is a partic4lar c:oncern about the Sound's southwest management 
district, where returns of both hatchbryi and wild stocks have been generally weak since the oil 
spill. Because of the tremendous ~atwral variation in adult returns, however, it is difficult to 

I 
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attribute poor returns in a given year to injuries causled jby Exxon Valdez oil. For pink salmon, 
mortalities of eggs and juveniles remain the best indilcftors of injury and recovery. 

I I. 
Evidence of reduced juvenile growth rates was limit~d[~o the 1989 season, but increased egg 
mortality persisted in oiled compared to unoiled streamf through 1993. The 1994 and 1995 
seasons were the first since 1989 in which there werb hb statistically significant differences in 

I I I 
egg mortalities in oiled and unoiled streams. Tlhese

1 
data indicate that recovery from oil-spill 

effects is underway. · . i I i 

, I' 

The Sound Ecosystem Assessment (SEA) Prbje1ct i~ ~xploring oceanographic and ecological 
factors that influence production of pink salmph and IP!tific herring. These natural factors are 
likely to have the greatest influence over year.;:to-·yearf r~turns in both wild and hatchery stocks 
of pink salmon. 

1 

I i 
! 

II 
Recovery Objective 1 I ~ 
Pink salmon will have recovered when popula~ion in~i9ators,, such as growth and survival, are 
within normal bounds and there are no statistica11ly s

1

igr!ificant differences in egg mortalities in 
oiled and unoiled streams for two years each of. odd- and even-year runs in Prince William Sound. 

I .I' 

RIVER OTTER~ 

Injury and Recovery : 
River otters have a low population density and an uht<mown population size in Prince William 
Sound, and, therefore, it is hard to assess oil-spill e~f~dts. Twelve river otter carcasses were 
found following the spill, but the actual mortality is no~ kljlown. Studies conducted during 1989-
91 identified several differences between river otters in[ (l)iled and unoiled areas in Prince William 
Sound, inCluding biochemical evidence of exposure tol hMdrocarbons or other sources of stress, 
reduced diversity in prey species, reduced body size (l~ngth-weight), and increased territory size. 
Since there were no prespill data and sample siz~s h~ere small, it is not clear that these 
differences are the result of the oil spill. · I i 

. I' 
I I! 

The Nearshore Vertebrate Predator project, now under""ay, will shed new light on the status of 
the river otter. In 1995 the Alaska Board of Gamel J~~d its emergency authority to restrict 
trapping of river otters in western Prince William Sou~d~ to ensure that. the results of this study 
are not compromised by the.removal of.animals··from stu~y areas on Jackpot;and.Knight islands.· 

I I i 
I i. 

Recovery Objective : 1 

The river otter will have recovered when biochernicallin
1

dices of hydrocarbon exposure or other 
stresses and indices of habitat use are similar betweeh ohed and unoiled areas of Prince William 
Sound, after taking into account any geographic diff~r~bces. 

! I' 
I: 

, I i 
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RtOCKFISH 

Injury and Recovery 1 , i 

Very little is known about rockfish p~J)ylations in the northern Gulf of Alaska. A small number 
of dead adult rockfish was recoverecl following the oil spill, and autopsies of five specimens 
indicated that oil ingestion was the c~u~e of death. Analysis of other rockfish showed exposure 
to hydrocarbons and probable subl:etHal effects. In addition, closures to salmon fisheries 
apparently increased fishing pressu~~sl on rockfish, which may have adversely affected the 
rockfish population. However, the 6dginal extent of injury and the current recovery status of 
this species are unknown. ! · 

! ! 

Recovery Objective 
No recovery objective can be identified. 

SEA OTTERS 

Injury and Recovery : ' 
1 

I' 

By the late 1800s, sea otters had be~n ~liminated from most of their historical range in Alaska 
due to excessive fur harvesting by ~~s~ian and American fleets. Surveys of sea otters in the 
1970s and 1980s, however, indicat~~ fl healthy and expanding population, including in Prince 
William Sound, prior to the oil spill. Seai otters are today an important subsistence resource for 
their furs. i . 

About 1 ,000 sea otter carcasses we~~ r~covered following the spill., although additional animals 
probably died but were not recovered.r In 1990 and 1991, higher-than-expected proportions of 
prime-age adult sea otters were fou:rld I dead in western Prince William Sound, and there was 
evidence of higher mortality of r~ce~tly weaned juveniles in oiled areas. By 1992-93, 
overwintering mortality rates for juv~ni,es had decreased, but were still higher in oiled than in 
unoiled parts of the Sound. ' 

I 

Based on boat surveys conducted! !in! Prince William Sound, there is not yet statistically 
significant evidence of an overal_l pop1dla~ion increase following the oil spill (1990-94). This lack 
of a significant positive trend, howe~er, may result from low statistical power in the survey, 

I' , . 
which will be repeated in 1996. : , 

! 

i I i 

Based on observations by local residel']lts,~it is evident that the sea otter is abundant in much of 
Prince William Sound. There is no evi!de~ce that recovery has occurred, however, in heavily oiled 
parts of western Prince William Sou~d, lsuch as around northern Knight Island. The Nearshore 
Vertebrate Predator project, which w!as ~tarted in 1995, should help clarify the recovery status 
of the sea otter in the western Soudd. : 
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Recovery Objective 
Sea otters will have recovered when the population in oiled areas returns to its prespill 
abundance and distribution. An increasing populatibn, trend and normal reproduction and age 
structure in western Prince William Sound will indicate !that recovery is underway. 

, I 
I 

SEDIMENTS! 

Injury and Recovery 
Exxon Valdez oil penetrated deeply into cobble arid boulder beaches that are common on 
shorelines throughou1t the spill area, especiallv in lslit~ltered habitats. Cleaning and natural 
degradation removed much of the oil from the intertidal zone, but visually identifiable surface 

I :I 

and subsurface oil persists at many locations~ • I 

The last comprehensive c. sur:vey·;ot•shorelines~:in . .Pr,lnc:e .William. Sound;.:...conducted. in ;.1993,·-•···· .o·'• ..... · 

included 45 areas. of shoreline known to have had ~h~lmost significant oiling. Based on that 
survey, it was estimated that heavy subsurface 01il ha~ ~:ecreased by 65 percent since 1991 and 
that surface oil had decreased by 50 percent over th~! same time period. Surveys also have 
indicated that remaining shoreline oil in the Sound is ret~tively stable and, by this time, is likely 
to decrease only slowly. Oil also persists under armqr~q' rock settings on the Kenai and Alaska 
peninsulas, and this oil has undergone little chemica' q~ange since 1989. 

: i 
'' . ' . I 

In 1995, a shoreline survey team visited 30 sites in t~ei Kodiak Archipelago that had measurable 
or reported oiling in 1990 and 1991. The survt3y teaM found no oil or only trace amounts at 
these sites. The oiling in the Kodiak area is not p~ersisfi~~ as it is at sites in Prince William Sound 
due to the higher energy settings in the Kodiak area~ tHe st~te of the oil when it came ashore, 
and the smaller concentrations of initial oiling relativ:e tb the Sound. 

' I , 

i ': 

Following the oil spill, chemical analyses of oil in subti~~l sediments were conducted at a small 
number of index sites in Prince William Sound. At th~se, sites, oil in subtidal sediments reached 
its greatest concentrations at water depths of 20 met~r~ jbelow mean low tide, although elevated 
levels of hydrocarbon-degrading ba.cteria (associated ~i~h elevated hydrocarbons) were detected 
at depths of 40 and 100 meters in 1990 in Prince Wi'llliam Sound. By 1993, however, there · 
was little evidence of Exxon Valdez oil and related mibr~~ial activity at most index sites in Prince 
William Sound, except. at those associated with sh~I1!Efred beaches that were heavily .oiled in 
1989. These index·.sites--at Herring,:Northwest, an~ Sleepy bays--are among.the few sites at 
which subtidal oiling is still known to occur. · ' ~ 

Recovery Objective 
Sediments will have recovered when there are nd 1;~nger residues of Exxon Valdez oil on 
shorelines (both tidal and subtidal) in the oil-spiill ar~~.! Declining oil residues and diminishing 
toxicity are indications that recovery is underway. 

16 
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. I SOCK.EYE SALMON 

Injury and Recovery : I i . 

Commercial salmon fishing was closectt ih Prince William Sound and in portions of Cook Inlet and 
near Kodiak in 1989 to avoid any po~~i~ility of contaminated salmon being sent to market. As 
a result, there were higher-than-desir:~bl~ num,bers (i.e., overescapement) of spawning sockeye 
salmon entering the Kenai ~iver, R~d ~nd Akalura lakes on Kodiak Island, and other lakes on 
Afognak Island and the Alaska Renin~l~. lnitj(llly these high escapements may have produced 
an overabundance of juvenile soc key~ ttlat overgrazed the zooplankton, thus altering planktonic 
food webs in the nursery lakes. Alt~o~gh the exact mechanism is unclear, the result was lost 
sockeye production as shown by dewles in the returns of adults per spawning sockeye. 

The effects of the 1989 overescape'm~nt of sockeye salmon have persisted in the Kenai River'· 
'I ' 

system through .1995 .. Although thei 0v~rall escapement goal for that system was met in -1995, 
there is concern·,that;the;initia1Iover¢rdapernent.owill. continue:to-affect:,post~spilh.year-classes.' ·.;· .. ;·,,,,_ .. 

Production of zooplankton in both Red and Akalura lakes on Kodiak Island has rebounded from 
• I • 

the effects of the overescapement :at ithe time of the oil spill. There continues to be some 
problem in the rate of production oi k~ckeye fry in Red and Akalura lakes. This problem may 
or may not be linked to the overescap.ery,ent, and possible additional factors include low egg-to
fry survival, competition from other I f~eshwater fishes, and the interception of adults in the 
mixed-stock fishery harvest offshorei 

Recovery Objective . : I 
1 

••• 

Sockeye salmon in the Kenai River sy$t~m and Red and Akalura lakes will have recovered when 
adult returns-per-spawner are withir) lnormal bpunds. 

I I 

I I I 

:SUBTIDAL COMMUNITIES 
I I I 

'I 
Injury and Recovery . 

1 

I 
1 

Oil that was transported down to su,~fidal ha~itats apparently caused changes in the abundance 
and species composition of plarit and la~imall populations below lower tides. Different habitats, 
including eelgrass beds, kelp beds, ahd ladja·cent nearshore waters (depths less than 20 meters), 
were compared at oiled. and unc;»iled ... ,s!it~s. Biologically, the greatest differences.were detected .. 
at oiled sites with .• sandy.,sea bott9f~·· in . th~·· vicinity. of eelgrass .. beds, ... at. which there were .. 
reduced abundances::of.eelgrass.;s~oots apd flowers and helmet .. crabs .. The. abundance and 
diversity of worms, clams, snajls, ard loil-s~ensitive amphipods (sand fleas) also Were reduced. 
Organisms living in sediment at ~~pjths of' 3-20 meters were especially affected. Some 
opportunistic (i.e., stress-tolerant) inybr):ebra1tes within the substrate, mussels and worms on the 
eelgrass, and juvenile cod, were gr~Jt~r in numbers at oiled sites. 

By 1993, oil concentrations in sedi~Jnts had dropped considerably, so that there was little 
difference between oiled and unoil~d ~ites. The eelgrass habitat, the only habitat examined in 
1993, revealed fewer diffe~ences in ~~undances of plants and animals. As was true in 1990, 
however, some opportunistic ~pecie~ 1st

1

ill wc~re more abundant at oiled sites .. The~e included the 
opportunistic worms and sna1ls, mu:ssels and worms on the eelgrass, and JUVemle cod. 

. 'I . 
:I 
I I 

Update on Injured Resources & Servic~~, SeptE!mber 199•6 
I I 
, I 

I 

:I 
I 

I 

I 

I 
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Preliminary results from eelgrass habitats visited in l1 ~95 revealed that natural recovery had 
occurred. No difference was detected in abundance olf e~lgrass shoots and flowers, mussels on 
eelgrass, amphipods, helmet crabs, and dominant sea· ft~:ts between oiled and unoiled sites. The 
abundance of small green sea urchins, however, was more than 10 times greater at oiled sites. 
The possibility that urchins increased due to a re1ductidrt in numbers of sea otters, which prey 
on urchins, is being e>camined in the Nearsho'te Vert~~rrte Predator Project. Analyses of the 
recent oil concentrations in sediments and organismsl .. tfu·. r·t live within the substrate are not yet 
complete. ! 

1 

i, '. 

Recovery Objective ' i ' 

Subtidal communities will have recovered when cmnmL~ity composition in oiled areas, especially 
in association ~ith e~~grass b~ds,. is similar.-to .t~at in ~n·p:iled areas •.. ~ndications of r.ec.overy ~re .. , .. ,, .... ·. 
the return of o1l-sens1t1ve specles,~~;swch ·as.amptrupods; Ia~~ the reduction of opportumst1c· species:,: -> · ,:\~. 
at oiled sites. · · ' 

SERVICES 
;: 

Injury and Recovery · ' 1 · 

Commercial fishing is a service that was reduced throiligll: injury to commercial fish species (see 
individual resources) and also throu.gh fishing clo:suret 1 In 1989, closures affected fisheries in 
Prince William Sound, lower Cook Inlet, upper Cook [Inlet, the outer Kenai coast, Kodiak, and 
Chignik. Most of these fisheries opened again 'in 19~0:.1 Since then, there have been no spill
related district-wide closures, except for the Rrince Wi!li:am Sound herring fishery, which. was 
closed in 1993 and has remained closed since ~hen du~ tb the. collapse of the herring population 
and poor fishery recruitment since 11 989. These c:losuresl including the on-going closure of the 

I 'I 

herring fishery in Prince WiHiam Sound, harmed the live'i~oods of persons who fish for a living 
and the communities in which they live. To the e:<tent that the oil spill continues to be a factor 
that. reduces opportunities to catch fish, there is o~:.~o

1
1 ing injury to commercial fishing as a 

serv1ce. · 

On this basis, the ·.Trustee Council .continu+s .to ~~ 
1 
e 111ajor inves~~ents ·in·proje~ts ~o •. . .. . · 

understand and restore· commercially ·1mportan~d·1sh sp:ec1es ~hat· were -mJured "by--the· 011-splll~·", .•. , ... · .. ..,. · 
These projects include:· supplementation· workr such Ia~ I fertilizing Coghill lake ·to enhance its--·· .. · .. ' 
sockeye salmon run and construction of a barri~r bypa~~ at Little Waterfall Creek; development 
of tools that have almost immediate benefit t~r fish~ri~~~ management, such as otolith mass 
marking of pink salmon in Prince William Sound and inr$eason genetic stock identification for 
sockeye salmon in Cook Inlet; and research sudh c:ts th~ ~EA Project and genetic mapping which 
will enhance the ability to predict and manage fisheri~sl bver the long-term. 

' '!· 'I· 

Recovery Objective 
1 

, 

Commercial fishing will have recovered when .the c~nj!inercially important fish species have 
recovered and opportunities to catch these species are hot· lost or reduced because of the effects 
of the oil spill. · ' 1

1

1 
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PASSIVE USE 

/'~'i'~ v 

Injury and Recovery 1 ' • 

Passive use of resources includes !th~ appreciation of the aestheti.c and intrinsic values of 
undisturbed areas, the value derive~ f:rom simply knowing that a resource exists, and· other 
nonuse values. Injuries to passivei usies are tied to public perceptions of injured resources. 
Contingent valuation studies condup~ed by the State of Alaska for the Exxon Valdez oil spill 
litigation measured substantial loss~~ 9f passive use values resulting from the oil spill. 

i! 
Recovery Objective I • 

1 

Passive uses will have recovered ~hi:m people perceive that aesthetic and intrinsic values 
associated with the spill area are n<~ lohger diminished by the oil spill. 

I I ! 
I: 

I 

i. ! 

~~C~EA riON AND TOURISM 
I • I: 
I • 

Injury and Recovery j 

1 

• 

The spill disrupted use of the spill •ar~a for recreation and tourism. Resources important for 
wildlife viewing and which still are irljbred by the spUI include killer whale, sea otter, harbor seal, 
and various seabirds. Residual oil exi1~\slon some beaches with high value for recreation, and its 
presence may decrease the quality ~~ recreational experiences and discourage recreational use 
of these beaches. 1 

• 

I . 

Closures of sport hunting and fishi~g 1 also a,ffected use of the spill area for recreation and 
tourism. Sport fishing resources infulude salmon, rockfish, Dolly Varden, and cutthroat trout. 
Since 1992, the Alaska Board of FibhJries has imposed special restrictions on sport fishing in 
parts of Prince William Sound to prot!Jc~ cutthroat trout populations. Harlequin ducks are hunted 
in the spill area. The Alaska Board ojf! Qame restricted sport harvest of harlequin ducks in Prince 
William Sound in 1991 , and those rristHctim1s remain in place. 

. I! 
I i i 

Recreation was also affected by chahges in human use in response to the spill. For example, 
displacement of use from oiled arej~s Ito unoiled areas increased management problems and 
facility use in unoiled areas. Some fadilit

1 

ies, sUch as the Green Island cabin and the Fleming Spit 
I I 

camp area, were injured by clean-u~~~orkers~ 
I' , 
I i ! 

In the years since the oil..spill,, there.~:a~ been •a:general, marked· increasedn.visitation;to.the .. spill .. 
area. However, there are stilllocatiq~s I within the oil-spill area which are avoided by recreational 
users because of the presence of residual oil. 

! I ~ . 

Recovery Objective i ! 

Recreation and tourism will have recp~ered, i~ large part, when the fish and wildlife resources 
on which they depend have recover~q, recre1ation use of oiled beaches is no longer impaired, and 
facilities and management capabilit~~s lean accommodate changes. in human use. 

Update on Injured Resources & Servic~$, ~ept1~mber 1996 19 
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SUBSISl'ENCE 

Injury and Recovery . . 
Fifteen predominantly Alaskan Native communitie:s (nu:mtiering about 2,200 people) in the oil-spill 
area rely heavily on harvests of subsistence re~ources~ ~.Jch as fish, shellfish, seals, deer, ducks, 
and geese. Many families in other com~unities, bot~ ipl and beyond the oil-spill area, also rely 
on the subsistence resources of the sp1ll area. • • i . 

• i! ' 

Subsistence harvests of fish and wildlife in most of thJs~ !villages declined substantially following 
the. oil spill. The reasons for the declines include r~d~ced availability of fish and wildlife to 
harvest, concern about possible health effects ?f t~ating ppntaminated or injured fish and wildlife, 
and disruption of lifestyles due to clean-up and othe~ a:qtivities. · 

, I I 
i . 

Subsistence foods wen~ tested ~·for· evidence of. hydrofa~bon contam_ination. from~ t989•94. -·No.:·:;:,::;;·, 
or very low concentrat1ons~otpetroleum hydrocslrbons:were.found·;mmost:subslstence:foods;·. ;. ·· ,.~~
The U.S. Food and Drug Administration determined fh~~ eating foods with such low levels of 
hydrocarbons posed no significant additional risk tp i~uman health. Because shellfish can 
continue to accumulate hydrocarbons, howevt:lr, the i Oil Spill Health Task Force advised 
subsistence users not to e~t shel.lfish. from beac:hes ~~~~ere oil can b~ seen or smelle~ .on the 
surface or subsurface. Res1dual 011 ex1sts on some b~apnes near subslste·nce commumt1es. In 
general, subsistence users remain concerned and uhp~rtain about the safety of fish and other 
wildlife resources. · I 

i 

The estimated size of the subsistence harVE;lSt in ~o~rds per person now appears to have 
returned to prespill levels in sorme communi~it:ls, ac8ording to subsistence users through 
household interviews conducted by the Alaska Departtneht of 'Fish and Game. These interviews 
also indicated t~at the tot~l subsistence harve~t be,g~~ ~~ reb~und first in the communiti~s of 
the Alaska Pemnsula, Kod1ak Island, and the lower ~en~1 Pemnsula, but that the harvest has 
lagged behind a year otr more in the Prince William Sat~ndl.villages. The interviews also showed 
that the relative contributions of certain important sub~is~ence resources remains unusually low. 
The scarcity of seals, for example, has caused people i;n Ghenega Bay to harvest fewer seals and 
more salmon than has been customary. HE!rring have been very scarce throughout Prince 
William Sound since 1993. Different types ~f reso~re~s have varied cultural and nutritional 
importance, and the changes in diet composition remain I~ serious concern to subsistence users. 
Subsistence users also report that they have to travel! farther and expend more time and effort 
to harvest the sameamount as.they did before tlhe s~il~~ especially.inPrince William:Sound .. 

' 'I 
i 'i 

Subsistence users also point out that the value of su
1

b1:1i 1stence cannot be measured in pounds 
alone. This conventional measure does not includd lthe cultural value of traditional and 
customary use of natural resources. SubsistencEl us~n~ :say that maintaining their subsistence 
culture depends on uninterrupted use of fish and wildli1f~ tesources. The more time users spend 
away from subsistence activities, the less like•ly t~~tl they will return to these practices. 
Continuing injury to natural resources used for subsis~ence may affect ways of life of entire 
communities. There is particular concern tha' the 9il :Jpill disrupted opportunities for young 
people to learn subsistence culture, and that this !knowledge may be lost to them in the future. 

I 1: 

I I 
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Recovery Objective 

W
,r~r, 

' 
' (]) 

Subsistence will have recovered whEm injured resources used for subsistence are healthy and 
productive and exist at prespill levels. : In :addition, there is recognition that people must be 
confident that the resources are safe,~o 1eat and that the cultural values provided by gathering, 
preparing, and sharing food need to be reintegrated into community life. 

, I I 

Update on Injured Resources & Sentice~, :s~ptember 1996 
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[Note: This table is modified from p. 32 of the Restoration Plan.] 

Table 2. Resources and Services Injured by the Spill 

Recovered 
Bald eagle 

Recovering 
Archaeological resources* 
Common murres 
Intertidal communities** 
Mussels 
Pink salmon 
Sediments 

Not Recovered 
Cormorants 

(3 species) 
Harbor seal 
Harlequin duck 
Killer whale (AB 

pod) 

Recovery Unknown 
Black oystercatcher 
Clams 
Common loon 
Cutthroat trout 
Designated 

Wilderness areas 

Commercial fishing 
Passive uses 
Recreation and Tourism 

including sport fishing, 
sport hunting, and other 
recreation uses 

Subsistence 

------··-----------=I=~~~~;;,~-"_:~~~.'.:..:~:::.-=--=~I=~.,:~;~;~~~-~:~~~·~.._-~-=::I=B~~~:¥~L~~~-;~.~+=~-~I~=-----=--~~~~--=-:~-------------------

*Archaeological resources are not 
renewable in the same way that 
biological resources are, but there has 
been significant progress toward the 
recovery objective. -
**Status of intertidal communities 
based largely on monitoring in 
sheltered rocky habitats in Prince 
William Sound; status of other 
intertidal habitats is less certain or 
unknown, though some recovery can 
be anticipated. 

Pigeon guillemot 
Sea otter (in oiled 

west. PWS) 
Rockfish 

Amending the List of Injured Resources and Services. The list of injured resources and services ·will be reviewed as new information is 
obtained through research, monitoring, and other studies sponsored by the Trustee Council. In addition, information may be submitted 
to add to or otherwise change this list. This information can include research results, assessment of population trends, ethnographic and 
historical data, and supportive rationale. Information that has been through an appropriate scientific review process is preferable. If data 
have not been peer reviewed, they should be presented in a format that permits and facilitates peer review. Information to change the 
list will be reviewed through the Trustee Council's scientific review process. 
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. Exxon Valdez q~t!-S_pill ~rustee ·Council 
Restoratscm Offsce 

645 G Street, Suite 4q1, ~nchorage;~ Alaska 99501-3451 
Phone: (907) 27~-S012 Fax: (907) 276-7178 

! I .. 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Trustee Council , 

0Ilv· / 
I • ~~,: 

FROM: 

II 
· November 22, 19:961 

. .i I 
DATE: 

I' I RE: Crab and shrimp ;qp¥te 

~ .,y ::r.1r.:· ~· 
~~~· ..... :-.. 
.:< 

Those of you present at the Trustee! Council's public hearing in Kodiak last spring will recall that 
several members of the public e~pr~ssed interest in restoration of crab and shrimp in the spill 
area. This interest was also expt*s~ed in the six Kodiak villages I visited last spring, as well by 
several residents of lower CookiihH~t communities. · 

I I . I 

As a result, I asked Stan Senner[~~ Bob Spies to compile whatever information existed on oil
spill impacts and the current statUs bf restoration, research and management activities. The 
attached memorandum is that eJd product. 

I i ' 

I. I 

I have asked Stan to work with pofrn.unications Coordinator Joe Hlmt to put this information 
into an easily understood, 1 or 2 paige brochure for the general publie. We plan to discuss this at 
the annual workshop in January/ w.' i~h the community facilitators. · 

: I 

1 

' ! Trustee Agencies 
State of Alaska: Departments of Fish & Game, Law, and Environmental Conservation 

United States: National Oceanic an!d A~mos:pheric Administration, Departments of Agriculture and Interior 
I, 
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To: 

From: 

i i 

! I 

·.·•· 

Qj) 'I @.··~ 'II <I . 
I , 

. Exxon Valdez~i,l Spiii·Trust~~ Council 
Restoration Office .· • .. 

645 G Street, Suite 4:d1 ~ Anchorage, Alaska 99501-3451 
. . I I 

Phone: (907) 27~1ao1 :2 Fax: (907) 276-7178 . 

•MEMORANDUM 

I 

Molly McCammon:l E*ecutive Director 
II I ' •• 

Stan Senner, Scien9 qoordinator5A- J;..--.:"': ....... ·--
I 

Subject: Crab, Shrhnp, and 4e fE>xon Valdez Oil Spill 

Date: October 29~ 1996 II , . 

I. 

I 

This memorandum is in response tp ypur request for information on the status of crab and shrimp 
populations in the oil-spill area Spfqifically, you asked for information on oil-spill impacts, the kinds 
of restoration, research, and management activities now underway, and. possibilities for future 

I I I \ ' 

restoration and enhancement activitie$. You also asked for a recommen~tion on the possibility of 
small workshop or other means ofll~dq.' ressiing con~rns about the status of crab and shrimp. 

' I I 

1 I 

Much of the information presented b~low oq. the stock status and current and future restoration and 
manageme~t actions ~~ provided! fuy! Gordon Kruse~ Alaska Department o.f Fis~. and Game, J~~au. 
Doug Pengllly and Wllham Donaloko'n, AJDFG, Kodtak, and A.J. Paul, Umverstty of Alaska Institute 
of Marine Science, Seward, also 1~r~ helpful. Any errors in fact or interpretation are my own, as are 
the recommendations at the end. 1 1 

I 

I 

I I 

EVOS Impacts 

There were several Natural Resomfcle~ Damage Asse~sme,nt studies that bear on injury to crab and 
shrimp. The results did not providel

1 

afiy clear evidence of significant-or lasting injury to these shellfish 
due to the oil spill. I · 

I I 

Subtidal Study No. 5 (Trowbridge I' 995) addressed "Injury to Prince William Sound Spot Shrimp" 
(Panda/us platyceras). Evidence 0f injury included a lower catch per unit effort (CPUE) in oiled 
southwestern PWS compared to J.biled northern PWS in 1989 and 1990, fewer eggs per female in the 
oiled area in 1989, and a higher prh~qrtion of inflammatory gill lesions on shrimp in the oiled area. 
Although the investigator concludhll ~hat probably there was injury to spot shrimp due to the oil spill, it 
was very difficult to assess due to ge~graphic differences in.comrnercial fishing histories (primarily, 
heavy prespill pressure in southw9sr ~WS). This study was concluded in 1991. 

Fish/Shellfish Study No. 14 (O'Clk~r 11990.) addressed "Injury to Prince William Sound Crabs." This 
study was intended to document efp9sure to and the effects of hydrocarbons on Dungeness crabs 

I I 

I! 
, I 

/ / • Trustee Agencies 
State of Alaska:Departme~t$ of Fish & Game, Law, and Environmental Conservation 

United States: National Oceanic an~11 A(mospheric Administration, Departments of Agriculture and Interior 
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(Cancer magister) and bro~ king crabs (Lithodes ae~J¥pinosa)~ ·Although a substantial sample of 
Dungeness crabs was obtained from eastern PV{S, only ~single crab was caught in western PWS. The 
investigator attributed the lack of crabs in western PWSI ~o otter predation. With respect to brown king 
crabs, the investigator caught a substantial sampl'e in ~estern PWS. Some baseline data on rates of 
injury (limb loss can b~ _a rest4t. of oil expo~~e). and 9ili~r parameters were obtained, but there was ilo 
clear indication of injtey.frQm the oil spilL. Tlie stud~l Jas discontinued ,after the initial year, 1989. · 

. . . . . .... ·.'·· ;·. . . . .·· .. I'· . I, i ... • 

Fish/Shellfish Study No. ~~ (Haynes et al. 1995) addrbssbd "Impacts of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill on 
Bottomfish· and Shellfish in Piince William So wid." Mb~h of this study concerned bottomfish (e.g., 
walleye pollock, Theragra chalcogramma), but tliere w!ie some data on sidestripe shrimp . 
(Pandalopsis dispar) and Tanner crab (Chionoecetes baf);dz). A post-spill bottom trawl (1989) in PWS 
was compared wi~ a similar.surv~y in 1~78. Th<~.re ,e~~~fewer.tanner crabs (i.e., lower CPUE~ in ~e 
1989 survey than m 1978. Sulestripe shrimp had JUSt thei oppos1te pattern-there were more shrimp m 
the postspill survey. There is rio.clear.mterpretati.on of these data with respect to EVOS. 

. . ' I I i 

Fish/Shellfish Study ~?-)9,w'or~!o~s) a~dress~d. "Inj,fM'to Larval Fish in Prince William Sound." In 
1989, larval crustaceans and fish were collected on six ~r¢ses in Prince William Sound. Although 
some of the initial s01ting of samples was accomplishbfj the study was terminated. No funds were 
provided to· complete the identification and analysis of ti~ samples. 

Fish/Shellfish Study No. 22 (Freese ~d O'Clair ll.995), l~dressed "Injury to Crabs Outside Prince 
William Sound." During 1989 and 1990, the iny~:stig~tdri; sanipled bottom sediments and Dungeness 
crabs at numerous sites around Kodiak I. and on the eJstbb Alaska Peninsula. Eight of 15 sites at 
'Vhich crabs were caught had low levels of petroleum hyli!rocarbons in the sediment, but the residues at 
only two of the sites could be link~d convincingly to ~~d>s. None of the crab tissues samples at any 
site showed evidence ofhydrocarbon contamination. Tfl$, there was no evidence ofEVOS injury to 
Dungeness crab in the Kodiak/eastern Alaska Peninsula hlea. 

. · · I II 
. ' jl . 

Finally, the Exxon Corporation also supported at lleastloq~ study on the effects of the oil spill on 
crustaceans in Prince William Sound. Analyses of rri~cl~ tissues in Tanner crab and spot shrimp by 
Armstrong et al. (1995) generally showed low concen~rah!ons of total polyaromatic hydrocarbons 
(P AHs) in both oiled and unoiled samples from Prince1

1 ~illiam Sound. During one cruise in 1990, 
some localized ~o~al.ity of juvenile Tanner cr~bs was d~tumented, but the au~or~ specu!at~ that low 
bottom-water sahmty may have been at least part of the e<;tuse. There was a statlstlcally sigmficant 
difference in the fecundity of coonstripe shrimp betwe~nl ailed and unoiled areas in 1989-90, 
a~parently due to .the oil spi~l, but the auth?rs do not bfiibl ~e that the difference was consequential 
given the population dynamics of the species. · ', ! 

Stock Status : I: 
I, 
I. 

. ' I, • • 
Gulf of Alaska crab stocks are generally depressed, though the details depend on the specific area 
(stocks can even vary bay-by-bay) and species. Gener~IIM speaking, red king crab (Paralithodes 

! I I 

I i 

I I! , I 
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camtschaticus) stocks have been d~p~essed since the early 1980s, and the Kodiak red king crab fiShery 
h~ been closed since 1983. MostiTapner~rab stocks ~ave become depressed more recently. Both red 
king and Tanner crab stocks are a~ least fa:trly healthy m SE Alaska 

! : I , . . . 

. Aside from fish tickets ~ dQcksi.~~ ~.·. ~amples., Dungeness crab St~~ ~~·not as~~ssed .. Catch records, 
however, show that landmgs fro~ SE Alasla4 Yakutat, and Kodiak tend to cycle in ways similar to 
well-known cycles ofDungeness criaB populations from northern California to BC. Dungeness crabs at 
the northern end of their range (PrlrtJ Willi~ Sound and Lower Cook Inlet) are quite depressed, 
howe~er. .stocks in PW~. cra8hed H<:ll be~ore the spil.l, aDd there is a common pe~~pti~n that sea otter 
predation 1s at least partially respOn!Sible. New fishenes have devel!oped for other spec1es of deepwater 

·I' I ' . • ••• • . ·., 

king and Tanner crabs, b~ these st~cifs are not assessed either. · 
. . I. , 

. ' : ! . ' 

In regard to shrimp, historically, tlie ~rincipal ~pecies harvested was the ·pink shrimp (Panda/us 
borealis). Many of these !isheriesi~JI stocks'.crashed in the early1980s. A fairly stable beam-trawl 
shrimp fishery has been sustained o:V~r many :years in SE Alaska, and there are some fairly small pot 
and trawl fisheries for other shrim~ isReCies In the eastern and central Gulf of Alaska. . . 

' . 'I i I. . . ... ••. • • 
'r I, I , 

. . . ' ! • 

In addition to information provided iby Gordon Kruse, the work by Paul Anderson, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, and his :0lleagu~ is pertinent (Anderson et al. 199~. A_s part of the Alaska 
Predator Ecosystem Expenment pr:o~d1ct, And~rson et al. (1996) are reV1ewmg da~ from NMFS and 
ADFG historical small-mesh trawl I ~urveys to examine changes in the composition and abundance of 
forage fish and other marine life. Thl~ work is in progress, .but preliminary results give evidence ·of 
important shifts among the major J~edies groilps in;the Gulf of Alaska. Beginning in the lat~ 1970s, 
there was an abrupt change from dtc~es dominated by shrimp species to large proportions of fish, 
especially pollock, cod, and flatfis~ lof several species, including Pacific halibut (Hipploglossus 
stenolepis) and arrowtooth tlounde~i(Ather.esthes stamius). The. data from these research trawls 
correspond rather closely with the t4pid de,clirtes i~ commerCial landings of shrimp and then crab in the 
Gulf of Alaska. These changes ma~ b!e linkdd to an increase in :water temperature of about 2 o C during 
the same time period, but the relati'bPship between the ecological and oceanographic changes still is 
b . I d ·I·· I . emg exp ore . : i . . 

Current Restoration, Research, J*dl Management Activities 
I '. '. ' ' . ' ' ' 

Management strategies have beco·Je rhore conservative fo.r crabs and shrimps since their stocks 
crashed. Typically, managers tend'ltp rpply a :fishery ~eshold to depressed stocks such that ~o. fishing 
occurs when the stock falls below some level. Just this year ADFG Implemented a new rebmldmg 
strategy for the depressed red king ',bkab stod~ in Bristol Bay and is worlr.ing with the North Pacific 
Fishery Management Council to irJ~ldment ar~aclosures to minimize impacts of groundfish trawling 
on these stocks. There has been so'h!telresearch towards enhancement of red king crabs via hatcheries 
(mostly Japanese researchers), but t~e~e may be little prospect that this approach is economically or 
biologically practical for Alaskan sr<hcfs· 

I 
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Research on crab and shrimp in Alaska is cond.ucted pn~~ipally by ADFG, NMFS, and the University 
of Alaska Fairbanks. The University of Washington ~l~d has a history of crab research in Alaska. The 
~ost coordinated work is conducted on king an. d T~e~ ?rabs, and there. is ~ long-term research plan 
m place. Because federal tl.mds support crab rese:arch,llll0St of the work IS directed toward stocks in the 
Bering Se:a-Aleutain Island area, though some ~flthe wor~ applies to all·stocks. The research has been 
directed at four principal areas ofiJ:tvestigation; (l) stdcit ~dentification-mainly allozyme and . 
DNA-level genetic studies;·(2) popplation esti!p.ation~~~Y a~di.tional survey~ on p~viously 
unsurveyed stocks and developmeQt oflength~~ased mo~els to Improve population estimates, (3) 
studies of stock productivity-;-sever;ll studies ofteprodr~4ve dynamics of king and Tanner crabs (e.g., 
importance of male size:and shell condition), s~ula~~n 11qfpopulation dynamics including growth and 
mortality changes over time, studies ofhandlirig morudi~~ .and investigations of stock-recruit and 
environment-recruit dyna#.,., and(4) harvestistrategi~ses through simulation modeling. 

Studies on Dungeness crabs are very limited.· th~· m.oJt J~pent studies have been conducted by ·UAF 
and NMFS in colla~oratioil ~th the ~ation:U J3i~J.ogi4t:j~ervice ~Glacier Bay National Park--stock 
structure, reproductive condition, relationships':wi1th sea.otters; etc. Most research on Dungeness crabs 
has been conducted in the we5t coaSt states and!m Be. I AI~ka has not funded research on Dungeness 

crabs to any significant degree. · . . • i i I _ 
Studies on shrimp are limited ·outside of assessiilent sul+ys by ADFG and N.MFS, although UAF is 
currently conducting a length-based analysis o(it:hc, Kadhefnak Bay shrimp stock in coordination with 
ADFG. As with Dungeness crabs, Alaska has not ~Cib4 k meaningful research program on shri.mp, 
and very little is known about the status and ev~n bas_icfbi.l~logy ofkey shrimp species. , 

• I I 

One of the difficulties posed by depressed crab and s~~! populations is that it becomes difficult to 
justify requests for survey funds. whe. n funds are so lim~te~',. and ~om. petition for dollars is intense. In 
regard to the small-mesh trawl surveys describep on page! f• NMFS conducts annual.surveys ofPavlof 
Bay, but this survey is in eonstant jeoparoy of diminatip~ ~ue to reduced funding. The surveys carried 

. out by ADFG are annual, but budget constrain~ have for<fed the agency to rotate the surveys through a 
series of bays (e.g., Kachemak Bay) on a trienn~al cycl~: ~1ach are~ is only surveyed once every three 
years rather than annually as had been the case. II · 

F R . dE h A . ... I II uture estoratwn an n ancement chvihes · i ! 1 

There is so much that is not known ~bout the biQlogy Jd(Jopulation dynamics of crabs and shrimp 
that it is hard to recommend a particular restorati!)n-enh~dement activity. If the goal is to provide new 
fishing alternatives on underutilized.crab and sl¥mp spbdi~s, then that goal would dictate one set of 
research projects .. On the other _hand, if the goal' is to reft~{e and maintain king and Tanner crab stocks, 
then that would dtctate a very dtfferent set of research pro)ects. 

. ! I 

I 

I 
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The goal for developing fish~ries ~~oThably would lead to basic investigatiqns of distribution, 
reproduction, growth, and morUll.i~~ ~ince there currently is not enough information to support 
development ~f biologically-~as1 fri~agement strategies for new resources. 1bis could be a prime 
area for expenmental management I. ' 

. . >' ll : 
The goal ofkmg and Tanner.c$:~~oration ~uld involv~.studie~ ~n lb.~id ~i~gy and l~e histories 
arid possible causes for depre~sed PPRulations. These might_ include further studies of reproductive 
dynamics, distributions, and biolo~cM communities associated with crab nurseries in relation to 
groundfish trawling and scallop ~c.J4¥ging, role of groundfish predation on crab recruitment, and 
environmental factors that r~gula~ ~epruitn1:ent processes .. There might be. a role .fQr lab work with 
flowing seawater systems ~. ;w~ll.~ 'eld wbrk. . (Perhap~ this is something that could be done at the 
Alaska SeaLife Center?) COm~Jpr:u; between depressed (e.g., Kodiak and Cook Inlet) stocks with 
healthy stocks (e.g., SE AK) ,out:Si:d~ ~e spill area could be most insightful; and the Trustee Council 
has supported similar compaii.soJ ~q harbor seals (Phoca vitulina richardsi). . · · 

I
! ! . 

. :, I ' . . . . 

5 

In the Kodiak area, Pengilly}md.~enhldson: mentioned a need to describe the geographic distribution 
of settling habita~ for c~bs~· Oniffidenti1!ed, prim~ settling ~abitats~areas that migh~ set;e as local 
"source" populattons-Inight w~t /speetal'protection (e.g., m the event of another ml splll). There 
also is need for studies that tie era~ srttlernent and recruitment with crab ~umbers 5-7 years later. Use 
oflaser line scanning equipment ~ght lead to improvements in stock assessments .. Finally, in terms of 
an experimental approach, there Jightbe value in fishing out a bay, and then seeing what happens to 
crustacean populations (this woulafti~ in 'IVith the results of Anderson et al. on the possibility of a shift 

in ecosystem composition). I ~ ; . 
Aspects of~e Trustee Council's Sptfd Ecosystem Project (SEA, /320) s~ould prove to be valuable for 
crab and shrimp research and mad~ement. For example, models of physical oceanography (e.g., 
circulation patterns) and larval he~rlg ddft can be t~sted on the planktonic larvae of crab and shrimp, 
th~s helping to identify e~ological f.~ocesses and critical habitats of.imp~~ance to crustaceans. In turn, 
this enhanced understandmg shorll~ lmprove management and predlctabihty. As another example, the 
SEA fish-pr~dator consumption l>J

1ip9nergretic models might be useful in determining ·losses of young 
crab and shr1mp to bottomfish, s qh fiS cod and pollock. 

Conclusion I ~ 1 

I! ; , 

Although there may hav~ ~een ~d+1 injury to crab. and shrimp as a r~sult of the oil spill, the nature, 
degree, and scope of the mJury Islnof known, certamly not on the basis of the EVOS damage 
assessment studies. Given that rrl.~st shrimp and crab stocks in the oil-spill area had crashed well 

I'· I before EVOS, probably due to s9Itt~ change in oceanographic conditions and possibly, in some cases, 
to the effects o:harve~ts, there isl+o/eviden?e~hat the oil ~pill accounts for the current depressed status 
of crab and shr1mp of Importance ~o1comrnerc1al and subs1stence users. 

, I! , 
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In terms of restoration action, it may be justified to aRptoach work on crab and shrimp from the 
• . I I I 

standpoint of replacement or enhancement. This is a p91icy decision. It is also evident, however, that 
there is no project "on the shelf'' that will in ai1Y imm~di1te sense directly restore, replace, or enhance 
crab and shrimp resources, particularly:ifthe initiial ca~¢ o.fthe crashes was environmental. Clearly, 
there is much that can be done jn ter~~rofbasic reseatctland stock assess~ent,:.~ch would . 
undoubtedly pay off over the long-~term, through deve~o~ent of new-fishenes or unproved 
management of existing fisheries. ··I see no prospect, ·o~ever, for an illimediate benefit to commercial 
and subsistence users. · I I ! 

! I! 
. . • . I 

In regard.to a possible workshop on tln~ topic, I am sUr~~ a workshop would gen~ additional 
ideas in the way of specifjc needs and opportlJriities, iju~ it also could raise expectations of a Trustee 
Council commitment to follow·through·on the idr~ ~en¢rated. I would be leeiyofgoing further 
unless_you and the Trustee <:ouncil ~prepared to cors. :ia

1

. er: a significant multi-year!financial 
commitment to crab and shrimp studies. i i 

6 

·. • i I . • ' 

· The above discussion about how little 1s known abou~ ili.b status of crab and shririlp and how little 
actually is being done on these resources undersc~res lf~lil1 :me the importance ofsu.staining 'the historical 
small-mesh trawl surveys now conducted by NMFS an4 !ADFG. These surveys are critical for the 
insights they provide into the composition of the biot~ i~1the Gulf of Alaska ecosystem, including crab 
and shrimp as well as forage fish, which are a key pa4 d.t: several on-going Trustee Council projects. 
Perhaps we should consider the importance o£ sustaifl!n,~, or enhancing this work in the context of the 
Trustee Council's interest in encouraging and particip~t~~g in long-term ecological research ~d · 
monitoring in the Gulf of Alaska. j j 

' '' 

Finally, after completion of the current phase of the S~~ project in 1999, the Trustee Council may 
want to consider opportunities for "spin-off' rese:archl o~~ crab and shrimp. Such work could test and 
extend the SEA project and improve understanding aijd.IIJlanagement of crab and shrimp populations in 
Prince William Sound. 1 
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Past and Estimat~CI 1-:uture 
I! I 

Uses of Civil S~f~le1nent 
(in millions $) ! : 

1', 

.. · .. I'! : 
, )·:Reimburse!'lents for Damau.~ .. an~,.~~e~.PO~~~.J. 

Governments (includes litigation and clean~p)! 
Exxon (for cleanup after 1/1/92) ': ; ·. 

~' .. .. .• ·, •."· ·:·· . ."'<' .. ·.'<) "···;~·~;.. .;'_, ·~\ :.i...t···.-!· 

. <.Research, Monitoring and G,~nen~I.Re~to.r:~~i'n 
Actual expenditures: ' 1 

• FY 1992 Work Plan 
• FY 1993 Work Plan 
• FY 1994 Work Plan 
• FY 1995 Work Plan 
• FY 1996 Work Plan 
• FY 1997 Work Plan (authorized) 

FY 1998 - FY 2002 Work Plans (estimate) 
Alutiiq Museum 
Alaska Sealife Center 
Reduction of Marine Pollution 

. . ·~ : 

.·. Habitat Protection ·· . ··. · · ! i • ·.• · 
• .· :·. . '"·· . ,: f." i I 

Large Parcel and Small Parcel habitat protection program~ I(P~ e~penditures, 
outstanding offers, estimated Mure commitments and p~~llevaluation costs) 

, I 

Restoration Reserve 
• FY 1994 - FY 1997 '! 

• FY 1998 - FY 2002 (anticipated) 

Public Information, Science Manag.ement ·~Administration 
• ! ! I 

Actual expenditures: : : · 
• FY 1992 Work Plan ' ' ' 
• FY 1993 Work Plan 
• FY 1994 Work Plan 
• FY 1995 Work Plan 
• FY 1996 Work Plan (authorized) 
• FY 1997 Work Plan (authorized) 

FY 1998 - FY 2002 Work Plans (estimate) 
' 
' 

TOTAL , , 
Exxon Payments i ! ; 

Interest on Court Registry Investment Syste'~ (~inus fees) 
Interest on federal and state acounts ' · 

(a) Reimbursement to governments reduced by $2.7 million includ~d ih the FY 1992 Work Plan. 
(b) 1993 Work Plan was funded for only 7 months during transiti9n'

1

to the federal fiscal year 
(October 1 -September 30). i : 

213.1 ; 
173.2 (a) 
39.9 

1180.0 

12.4 
7.4 (b) 

14.6 
17.2 
17.7 
16.2 

64.5 
1.5 

25.5 
3.3 

386.3 

108.0 
48.0 
60.0 

30.9 

4.3 
2.7 (b) 
4.1 
3.2 
3.0 
3.0 

10.6 

918.3 
900.0 

14.5 
3.8 

(fl) 

I Payments by Exxon 

December 1991 $90 mHiion 

December 1992 $150 million 

· September 1993 $100 million 

September 1994 

September 1995 

September 1996 

September 1997 

September 1998 

September 1999 

September 2000 

September 2001 

Exxon Valdez 
Oil Spill Facts: 

Date and Time: 
March 24, 1989 
12:04 a.m. 

Amount spilled: 
10.8 million gallons 
257,000 barrels 

Tanker loaded with: 
53.1 million gallons 
1.2 million barrels 

Oiled Shoreline: 
1,547.8 miles total 

$70 million 

$70 million 

$70 million 

$70 million 

$70 million 

$70 million 

$70 million 

$70 mil:lion 

189.8 miles heavy oiling 
165.3 miles moderate oiling 
392.1 mil~s light oiling 
850.6 miles very light oiling 



.,. . . 
rrr·l u 

APPLIED 
~ 

·.·~ 

SCIENCES 

To: 

From: 

i 

Molly McCammo1 : 
Executive Director : 

Robert B. Spies 
Chief Scientist 

I 

I , 

MJ~MORANDUM 

Subject: Science and the Re8~~tion Reserve 
. I I : 

. J I ' 
April 11, 1997 ! i : 

I. , 
i I , 

Date: 

CD 

I,' i 

At your request, I have prepared ~b attached position paper, "Legacy of the Exxon Valdez Oil 
Spill: Science and the Restorationfiekerv(~,''.to foster substantive. discussion of restoration needs 
and uses of the Restoration Resery~ ~fter the final Exxon payment in ·2001. This paper represents 
my own opinion, having consulted liwfth our distinguished panel of core scientific peer reviewers, 
as well as with Andy Gunther, asJ~· tant chief scientist, and Stan Senner, the Trustee Council's 

. d' M . I 
1 'zed b 1 SCience COO£ mator. ' y VIeWS ariel svmm:an e OW: · . 

I : 

Although many natural resources i*j*ed by the oil spill are recovering, the overall time required 
for recovery will extend well beydmd/the millenium. In establishing the Restoration Reserve, the 
Council explicitly recognized tha~ there will be need for restoration actions on a1_1 ecosystem basis 
well into the future. The Council'fsf ~ission is to return the oil-spill environment to a "healthy, 
productive, world-renowned ecos~~m," which is a goal that goes beyond immediate restoration 
of injury into the realm of enhanchlnent, as is provided for in the settlement agreement. 

II I 

Looking beyond the spill to the l~hg~tenu productivity of the northern Gulf of Alaska 
ecosystem, we must recognize thJ~ pressures on marine environments are increasing, as a growing 
human population looks to the odea~s foJr sustenance, resource development, transportation, and 
recreation. Maintaining the capa9i~ !of the marine environment to provide these resources and 
services requires increased understl. arding of marine ecosystems and the ability to apply this 
ecological understanding to polic~ dycisions and management actions. Developing such an 
understanding is, in.my opinion,~~~ most p~o~uctive way that the Restoratio~ Reserve can be 
used for the restoration and enhancement of InJured natural reso'urces and services. 

II I 
I I . 
I I . 

I recommend that the Restoration IR~serve be used to fund a permanent, adaptive, 
interdisciplinary monitoring and t~sdarch program to track and predict ecological change and 
provide data and a mechanism f9r/lqng-term conservation and management. This process should 
be administered by a small profes,si~mal :staff, building upon the open public process now used 
by the CounciL This program s~du~d adopt a long-term approach, providing multi-year support 
for a lean, integrated monitoring 1~r9gram and carefully targeted research, with the aim of 
improving the conservation and ~a~agement of the north gulf ecosystem, which is a priceless 
living resource. Such a program ~o*ld provide a marine complement to the magnificent legacy of 
coastal upland habitats acquired/ ~9 protected by the Council in the restoration program to date. 

I : 
I ' 

! 
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i : I • LEGACY OF THE 
5 ~#ON VALDEZ OIL SPILL: 
SCIENCE A!NiD THE RESTORATION RESERVE 

SCIENCE 

I I I 

i I I 

INTRODUCTION 
! 

The mission of the Ex¥hd VaZde~ Oil Spill Trustee Council (Council) is to 
return the environment to a i':h~althy, productive, world-renowned ecosystem," by 
restoring, replacing, enhancms,f or ac~uiring the equivalent of natural resources 
injured by the spill and the s~hjices provided by those resources. The Council carries 
out this mission through re~~anch a~d monitoring, general restoration, and habitat 
protection, with the particip~~9n of the public. The success of these activities rests 
on an understanding of hqw/ the affected ecosystem is changing and how it naturally 
functions, knowledge that isj iatgely devefoped through the Council's scientific 
program. With the possibilieyi that reeovery from the spill would take more than a 
decade, the Council establisned a Restoration Reserve to provide funds for 
restoration activities after t~~ l~st Exxon payment in September 2001 (Restoration 
Plan, p. 27). ; , 1 

I 

_ In adopting the Resto~qt~on Plan, the Council specifically recognized that 
monitoring recovery, under$taJilding the spill's effects on the ecosystem, and 
undertaking needed restora~ip~ actioz;ts "on an ecosystem basis" will extend well 
into the future. This.posit.ion.: /p/1aper 0.

1 

utlines a rationale for and an approach to 
using the Restoration Rese~e for a permanent, adaptive, interdisciplinary 
monitoring and research pr<l>kt~am. This program would track key changes _in the. · 
northern Gulf of Alaska, ba~~d largely on the knowledge being developed in the 
current Trustee-sponsored e:~oJystem studies, in order to provide a basis for long
term restoration, eri..l-tancem!ent, management, and conservation of its marine 

I 1 I · resources. 1 • , 

INJURY AND RECOVERYi~~ATUS 
I I i 

' :'!I I'· 

The Council's rationa~elfor establishing the Restoration Reserve remains 
valid; while ma.n~ species ~~efreco~vering, recovery is not uniform,.nor is prog~ess 
steady, among InJUred resoHraes. I•or example, the harbor seal, wh1ch had dechned 
before the oil spill, continue~ to decline. Sea otters, which are abundant in most of 
Prince William Sound, still [h~ve not recovered in the vicinity of the once-heavily
oiled Knight Island. Fucus '(ro/ckweed), a keystone species in intertidal communities, 
is going through osdllatio~s i~n ag;e structure and abundance. Based on our current 
understanding of ecologic~ll Pltocesses, some resources may not return to prespill 
conditions until well into ~me/ next century. 

• ,i i I 

The course of recov~&ican be complex, as ecosystems are in constant flux due 
to natural (e.g., ocean curr~r~~) and'human (e.g., harvests and pollution) factors. 
Even without EVOS, the nodhern Gulf of Alaska ecosystem at the millennium will 

I 
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be different from the gulf ecosystem of ,the 19sokl Thus, the initial and lingering 
effects of the spill act in combination wJth othh/ thanges in the ecosystem to 
influence fish and wildlife populations. For e~Cj-~ple, the prespill decline of the 
harbor seal was exacerbated by the one.::tirne spill loss of 300 seals in Prince William 
Sound. A more speculative example is the colla~se of the Pacific herring population 
in Prince William Sound in 1993, probably du~ fto a viral epidemic. The viral 
epidemic may have been amplified by very hi~m/densities of herring kept in the roe
on-kelp pound fisheries in the early 1990s, anc!i, perhaps, an interaction with the 
lingering effects of oil exposure in 1989~ I ! I 

As time passes, the effects of the spill ~sh relative to other influences on 
fish and wildlife populations, but the int~:ractfod of the 1989 event with ot:J:\er . 
environmental changes will be a concern well ~to the future. Examples of htll.rian 
factors that may influence the long-term reco}r~ry and management of injured 
resources include: changes in fisheries ~conomiF, hatchery operations, and 
management practices; development of fidditipm&l offshore oil and gas leases in 
Cook Inlet; and increases in human impact on .Jvestem Prince William Sound 
should Whittier join the Alaskan road I syste~. I 

CURRENT SCIENCE PROGRAM i II 
I II 
I II 

The EVOS science program has evolv~d _c:~nsiderably since it began in 1989 as 
a na~ral re~our~e damage ass~ss~ex:t~a serifs/ ff mainly. independent, single
~pecies studtes atmed at assessmg IDJUrle:S an~ rrcovery times. After ~he settlement 
m 1991, most of the damage assessmen~ wotkl Jas concluded and proJects 
emph~sizing restoration were ~iti~te~.,:rviostfirf}portantl~ the Council adop~ed a~ 
ecological approach to restoration m Its Resto./ra~zon Plan. m 1994, and the science 
program was directed to identify factors that cJ~trol populations of injured 
resources. As a result, the Council now :suppqrt~~ three large, ecosystem-scale projects 
and other work aimed at identifying mechan~s#s and processes affecting 
productivity, recovery, or, in some cases, contin~ed decline, of injured species. 

I I 
The Council supports the develcipmedt ~f innovative tools and techniques to 

aid and enhance recovery of injured re$ourcJs.[ror example, the Council funded the 
development and installation of thermal ma~1 rarking technology for salmon 
hatcheries in Prince William Sound, and ev~1br !hatchery pink salmon fry leaving 
the sound now carries the mark of its, origin. This inve.stment greatly improves "in
season" management to protect scarce stocks[ ~fl wild pink salmon. The Council has 
als~ broken new ground in involving

1
loca1 ~ta¥eholders in resource restoration 

proJects. 1 .: i 
' I ' 

The FY 97 science program has four i~te~related emphases: (1) monitoring 
recovery of injured populations, (2) identifyin~ factors limiting or influencing 
productivity and populations, (3) developing ~anagement tools and techniques, 
and (4) synthesizing the results and modeling [t~e state of the ecosystem. Underlying 
the entire EVOS science program is the Cou*ctls conc~pt that applied scient~fic, 

May 15, 1997 DRAFT 2 

j I 

I i 



r!~ h 
~ 

I 

(:fl~\ v 

ecolog~cal. investigations "h~Yrl i/mportant implications fo~ .restoration, for how fish 
and w1ldhfe resources are managed, and for the commumt1es and people who 
depend upon the injured res~~*es" (Restoration Plan, p. 12). This is consistent with 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishertjy, <Ionservation and Resource Act to identify and 
protect important habitat and it~e Alla$ka Constitution's requirement for sustainable 
yield from the state's resource/~. The at,tached chart suggests a pathway for the science 
program in FY 1997-2002 in otS.dr to synthesize what has been learned to date and to 
develop a permanent, cost-effJctive ecological monitoring and research program. 

i: 
THE PROPOSAL 

I 
i
1 

1

1 

I' 

In the opinion of the <f:Piff Sdep.tist, the Restoration Reserve should support 
a permanent, adaptive, interdfscdplinary monitoring and research program in order 
to fulfill the mission of the ~~~tee C~uncil. This program would track, and 
eventually help predi~t, ecosy~t~m ch~ges and provide a basis and mechanism for 
long-term restoration~ enhanF~rhent, .and wise management of marine resources in 
the northern Gulf of Alaska. :su& a program would not only be consistent with the 
Restoration Plan, but would b~~ a!n e:x:tt:aordinary.legacy for Alaska, and especially for 
all those whose lives are linl<ied)to th~ natural resources and services of this 
spectacular and productive +ja~tal region. This program should build upon the open 
and constructive process esta~l~shed qy the Council and involve stakeholders, 
agency personnel, and the a~adep:tk community in jointly creating and sustaining 
the program, and in integrat~g/ and applying its results. 

! ' i i 

The core of this long-t¢rm program should be a tightly integrated monitoring 
project that would take the Wplbe of tl)e northern Gulf of Alaska ecosystem, . · 
measuring such parameters ~~s: /the st~ength of the Alaska Coastal Current; timing 
and composition of spring m~a~ktolll. ''blooms;" the distribution and population 
trends of forage fish; and the !ptoductivity and survival of apex predators, such as 
harbor seals and common rrtt;Irtes. This long-term (i.e., decadal scale) program 
should be supplemented witf:l Jhor1:er:-term (e.g., 3-5 year) strategically chosen 
research projects addressing /s~ecif:ic management and conservation questions. 
Periodic invitations to subn'-it !proposals, much like the Council's annual invitation, 
would be issued and funds ~4arde~d competitively. Two examples of current needs 
are: (1) increased understa~qi~g olf the interrelationships among major seabird 
colonies in the northern GuH of Alasl<a, which would establish a better basis for 
seabird colony protec'tion, c#df (2) Mechanisms controlling import of Gulf of Alaska 
planktonic production into cb~stal fjords and sounds, which appear to be key to the 
survival of juvenile herrin~. i 

,I i : 
'I i 

The Trustees have a~hi~vedl an unprecedented cooperation among multiple 
agencies, different stakeholCl~~s, federal and state interests, scientists and the public. 
A restoration reserve is the,/necessary vehicle to carry those partnerships forward to 
achieve the social benefits <j>f J'cosystem management. It is clear that habitat · 
protection, resource manage~ent, and management partnerships would be 
enhanced by this p~ogram. i ' 
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Protection of Marine Habitats : / 

The Council is investing a large share I (~bout $385 million) of settlement 
funds in habitat protection through land acqhi~~tion, mostly of coastal uplands. 
Protection of habitats on which injured fish futl' wildlife rely (directly or indirectly) 
is essential to both their recovery and 'long-t~r# welfare. Upland habitat protection 
is part of the permanent, positive legacy of BriTs. , 

The protection of important upland h~l:)~tats, however, is not sufficient to 
ensure the recovery and long-term prote:ctioft. /of injured resources, which also 
depend on the marine ecosystem. Th~s, it is /es~ential that we also prevent the 
depletion and degradation of injured resource~/: and habitats in the marine 
environment due to hinnan activities. and ilie interaction of those activities with 

I I 

natural changes. For example, the Cotincil h4s•~cted decisively to protect the forested 
habitats in which marbled murrelets nest, but nonetheless murrelets may not 
recover from EVOS if their (orage fish' base i~ : protected. I 

, I i 
B th · · a·· ··a' 1 1 

'· • th th- th · ut more an protecting m 1v1 ua ~~pes at use e ocean, ere 1s 
growing recognition of the need to proted Cfitk¢al marine habitat (as on land), and 
new tools are available to achieve this ,goal. Fdt example "essential fish habitats" are 
recognized under the Magnuson-Stevens Fi$HJry Conservation and Management 
Act; Congress has created many Mari.ite Sancilirries; and the Alaska State Legislature 
has recognized the need for Critical Habitat Af~as. Regardless of whether such areas 
are ever formally designated and protected, /:HMOS research and monitoring can · 
provide natural resource managers ar1;d sta~e):\olders with information on the : · 
sensitive areas, times, and processes in the lifJ /histories of injured species and the 
ecosystem. Bottlenecks to productivity and u~ 1will be :identified by further research 
and monitoring. This information th~I( proJid~s a basis to set conservation 
priorities and guide management de~i$ions kf,~cting marine and coastal resources. 
For example, identification of overwirttering h!abitats for juvenile Pacific herring 
could indicate the need for special measures! tbl protect water quality in these areas. 

I I' I ! I 

! 
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and marine mammals;. and aBlh.ridant stocks of forage fish are needed to maintain a 
healthy marine ecosystem. rft!i'fh~future, measures to protect declining and 
threatened species, such as St~ll~r sea lions, which depend on forage fish, may 
profoundly affect commercial! fi~hing practices. By identifying root causes of 
population declines, long-tedijt inonit,oring and research can identify preventative 
measures and reduce or obv!~lte/ the need for restrictions on human uses. 

II · 
i! : 

One of four main goa~ /of the: Alaska Research Plan, developed under the 
Regional Marine Research Adtl qf 1991, is to "distinguish between natural and 
human-induced changes in th~ ;marilne ecosystem". This goal requires extended 
investigations of phy~ical an4lbfolobrical factors that affect recruitment, growth, and 
survival of key marine specie~. Not coincidentally, these same approaches are 
essentially embraced and sum:fqrted through the Council.'s science program. The 
Sound Ecosystem Assessmeiilt( ($EA) project, for ~':Sample, is developing dynamic 
models of salmon and herr~g 

1

tecriLlitinent that cot~;ld enonnously improve our 
ability to manage these major/ f'she1y resources over the long-term. Knowledge of 
natural influences on produdti'1ity and populations improves predictability for 
managers and commercial i~t~~ests (e~g., the herring fishery), while knowledge of 
human influences and their intrracHons with natural change enable us to adjust 
expectations and human act~~i~es accordingly. 

. . II I 

To reap the full bene£~~~ bf this monitoring and research program, it will be 
necessary to sustain this woril< dver a ·long term. In the case of cyclic oceanographic 
phenomena (e.g., mo~ement/ ~£/the Aleutian Low Pressure system), only work 
sustained over decades can lD~g~n to identify and fully interpret these processes and 
their ecological consequencek

1

l fbe current EVOS science program, for example, J:las .. 
benefited beyond measure f~on/t the fact that the Alaska Department of Fish and 
Game and the National Ma~ihe Fisheries Service have continuous data sets from 
shrimp trawls going back to/ th¢ early 1950s. With these data, investigators in the 
Council's Alaska Predator Ecpsystem Experiment (APEX) have documented in detail 
a major ecological shift in t~~ Jompqsition of the coastal marine biota of the Gulf of 
Alaska in the late 1970s. Thi~ ihformation has been crucial in interpreting the 
present status of marine bi~c;l ~nd marine mammal populations in the northern 

I .. 

Gulf of Alaska. · 
i 
I 

A Management Partnershiry 

. . r-:raking. ~e~ knowlef~~ about marine ecosystems available does not ensure 
1ts efftctent uhhzahon by pF0~ram managers, resource managers, or stakeholders. To 
be successful, monitoring a~~ )research results must be continually evaluated by its 
designers and users. The p~~g~~am must be adjusted in response to new information. 
and the new information rdast be transferred to resource managers and 
stakeholders for applicatiod.i It is imperative that resource managers and 
stakeholders be dir~ctly in~6lved in designing the program. Their participation in 
the development of periodi.J ~nvitations to submit proposals, project evaluations, 
and workshops on monito~in1

1 g and research results is essential. In addition, the 
I . 

I 

May 15, 1997 DRAFT 5 



: 
G]) 

! ,i 

(]Jj 
'. 

program staff (see below) should include a per~oH whose job would be to remain 
abreast of resource management issues and. opti#s and tb assist in transferring 
program findings relevant to those manageme!ni /needs. 

I I' ! ! 
I I ! 

The current EVOS restoration program lh.aJs catalyzed significant increases in 
multi-institutional cooperation. For example vfi#in the large ecosystem projects 
there is participation by state and federal agenfY( personnel, academics from several 
universities, private nonprofit organizap.ons, ~~ consulting firms. The use of the 
Restoration Reserve to support a long-terrn mpxP,toring ~d research program is an 
opportunity to build on this high degree of coop1~ration and go beyond what any of 
these institutions can reasonably undertake, xrlu~ less sustain, as a matter of 
normal institutional operation and ageRcy mfu1~gement. The result should be more 
consistent, better informed resource use and rbaaagement. The efficiencies that can 
be obtained through improved interag~cy c~dr1tlination and .communication are . 
probably reason enough to support such a pr9~F· 

I I: 
GUIDING PRINCIPLES : 1 I 

! I 

, I' 

It is premature to propose the detailed/s~cture ?fa long-term monitoring 
and research progr. am. After consideration o£/ ili.;~ issues involved, however, it seems 
that a successful program would embrace the, ffllowing concepts and essential 
features: i 1 I , 

! I I 

· : I: 
I : 

(1) The Restoration Reserv;.,e sho/u~d be managed as an inflation-proofed 
endowment, with only a consezyative fti~ction of the income available for 
expenditure. Clearly, restoration need~ {im extend over many years, and it is 
only through stable, long-term funding 1tpat the Council can fulfill its 
ultimate goal, which is restoration of ~ .'/'realthy, productive, world-renowned 
ecosystem.;" ' i 

1 
1 

,· .1~1 • 
(2) The size of the fund is a polrcYr /decision, but a serious, ecosystem

based research and monitoring progd~ fwould require on the order of $4-5 
million annually (inclusive of admini~trative and other costs, such as public 
. f . ) I , I m ormahon ; ' i ' 

'' ; I I 

i I! 
(3) Geographically, there is need/ ~or long-term marine research and 

monitoring throughout coastal Alask~./lf the annual available funding is on 
the order of $4-5 million, howeyer, ap ~)ffective :program must be 
geographically focused. The northern) G~lf of Alaska area would be 
appropriate scale to encompass: the izppprtant oceanographic and biological 
phenomenona. Going farther afield (e!g., adding the Bering Sea)would 
quickly be spread the available ftmd~ fh~ too thinly; 

I I i 

. ' I 

(4) The program must be clesign~,d. and operated as a long-term 
endeavor. Program .priorities and c<ln~~itments should be set on a multi
year basis (e.g., 3-5 years), with scie~tif~c oversight and periodic evaluation 

I I ,I 

' ' ! ! 

I 
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·and adjustment. AdaptiV~i·~anagetnent is essential, as is the practice in the 
current EVOS restoration/ priogram. Given the time scale of restoration and of 
oceanographic and other/ pli/1enomena, the overall program should be 
evaluated by the public ~1d decision makers at 10-year intervals; 

(5) The pr~gram ~~~t be administered by a core professional staff that 
is not directly affiliated 'r~~ any particular agency or agenda, as is true in the 
current EVOS restoration! J:1rogram; 

11 I 
' .1/ J 

(6) Wheth~r or no~ the Council continues to exist in its current form is 
a matter of poli~r not sdif~ce. Hbwever, there must be provision for 
leadership and hiput fr~mlresource agencies as well as from marine resource 
stakeholders (e.g., industrY, native groups, conservation organizations, 
academic community) ~~~ the public; 

II I i 

(7) The program :~tist be of the highest scientific caliber, with ongoing 
outside peer review an~ /p1~rtidpation by the best scientists from a variety of 
institutions (agency, aq~d~mic:, industry, consulting, nongovernmental 
organizations}; i / ' · 

. , I ; 

(8) The program! tn~st be useful to managers and stakeholders, with 
active participation of Jbc~l people in design, evaluation, and application of 
results; I / · 

If 

(9) The progra~/should take advantage of different institutions, 
facilities and capabiliq_~s /throughout the region, including the University' of 
Alaska (e.g., Kodiak Fi~~eries Center), the Alaska SeaLife Center, Prince 
William Sound Scienc~ <tenter, Auke Bay Laboratory, etc. These institutions 
should contribute exp/~t~se, services, .and funds to the program as well as, in 
some cases, receive ftpjtd!s to carry out elements of the program; 

.:· i . 

(10) It is essenti~l) however, that the program strive to carry out work 
that individual coopJta#ng institutions (especially government agencies) are 
not capable of or are /Jn~ble to carry out: The current Trustee Council policy of 
not supporting "norMa~ agency management" must be retained. This 
program must be gr~~ter than. the sum of its parts. Individual institutions 
may be able to carry/~Jt parts of the long-term monitoring and research, but 
implementation of al b:imprehensive, long-term, and well integrated program 
will not be possible i-&i

1
thout something like the Restoration Reserve for 

support; // : 
I I 

(11) The prog/~!11 must be coordinated, and, where appropriate, directly 
coupled with otherf~arine monitoring and research endeavors (e.g., 
GLOBEC: Global O€ea~ Ecosystems Dynamics; NOAA's Fisheries 
Oceanography Coo~e~ative Investigation Program, FOCI), some of which may 
he on-going and otHe~s which may be of more limited duration. Working 

i I 
I 
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cooperatively with these other progran:it f'Vill provide important opportunites 
to leverage our efforts beyond what: ou~ ofse program could support; 

(12) In addition to coordir)ition ~jJ active !cooperation, this program 
should provide a forum or vehic;le for jo~htly evaluating, setting, carrying 
out, and synthesizing marine sci¢nce pr'io 1~ities a11d results, along the lines of 
what Congress intended in the Reg~onJl/Marine Research Act, but focused on 

I I I 

the northern Gulf of Alaska; 1 i 1 ~ • 

! I! I 

(13) There must be public account~~ility and active interpretation and 
dissemination of information for the ~ub[ic, perhaps through the school 
systems and other institutions with edp~~tional functions (e.g., Alaska 
SeaLife Center); · ! I / 

(14) It is ess:ntial that pro~ision/~1 made for parti~ipation by students, 
who are cost-effective sources of energy ~d labor, fresh 1deas, and 
enthusiasm. Such provision could. ran~/ from stipends and support for 
graduate student research to continued .bponsorship of something like the 
Youth Area Watch, which involves jurior high and high school students 
fr h "11 , -1 I . om t e sp1 area. 1 1 1 

• I I 

,!1 
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USE OF THE RESTORATION RESERVE FUND 

Background 

I 

I' 
I 
I 
j I 

I; 
I' 

I. 
j:'. 
i~ . 

j I 

Following the settlement betWeen th~ Ututed States and State of Alaska and Exxon in the fall of 
I I' i 

1991, the governments embarked upo1;1 ~evelopment of a plan to guide restoration of the 
resources and services injured by the I ~989 oil spill. There had never been a restoration effort of 
this magnitude attempted before. In a,adition, the full extent of the injury from the spill was still 
not known. The Trustees were reluc~~ to initiate full-scale restoration activities in the absence 

I! I 
of an overall coordinated effort embcidied in a ~restoration plan. A major public outreach effort 
was held in 1992 and 1993, With the:bh~licatiori of what was referred to as the "brochure" and 
public meetings in all communities ihliliespilllregion. 

• I I I 

I I 

A draft restorati01,1 plan was ,adopted lip. ~ovember 1993 to guide restoration decisions until a 
final plan could be completed. The~~ plan was distributed for public review, public meetings 
were held, and a Final Environmen~!Irppact Statement prepared, leading to approval of the final 
Restoration Plan in November 1994J 

I 

, I , 
I ' 

The final Restoration Plan provides I9rlestablishment of a Restoration Reserve in order to ensure 
restoration activities would P,ave a s~~~eoffimding following the final payment from Exxon.' 
Corporation in September 2901. This cpmponent of the Plan was developed on the assumption 
that complete recovery from the Exxb'n Valde~ oil spill will not occur for decades, based on the 
lengthy life cycles of salmon and he#n~, ~d:the slow reco~ery of a number of resources, such 
as murres, harbor seals, sea otters an~ hfmng, The Restoratzon Plan states: 

I 

• I I i 

"Only through long~term ob~ef\jation and, if necessary, restoration_a~ti~ns, can these 
resources be restored. More<)>yet, to understand the effect of these mJunes on the 
ecosystem and to ~e approwti~te restoration actions on an ecosystem basis will require 
actions well into the future."! . .• . 

i ' 

I 
': I 

The Restoration Plan also contemRlated some form of long-term endowment to support 
restoration needs. According to the RJstoration Plan: 

I, ! , 

I: i : 
I' , . . 

"It is anticipated that $12 mil!io'n will,be allocated to the Reserve each year, subject to the 
Trustee Council's annual res~?r~tion fu;nding process. The Trustee Council intends these 
funds to be availabl~ for restbrahon in the years following the last payment into the trust 

PAG Work Session 11/4/97 DRAFT 10/28/97 



\LJJ ! 0 
i ! \l w -
! i : 

tn\ 1:. . 
i : 

fund by Exxon in the year 2001. However, bee~ . ;e all restoration needs through the year 
2001 are not yet known, the Trustees must havd thF flexibility to use_ the reserve to fund 
restoration projects that are clearly needed and tah)pot be funded by' other means. 
Therefore, while the Council expects the 1prinCiPaRiand interest from the reserve to be 
available following -t;xxon's last payment, the T1~tee Cou1;1cil may, following a finding 
of need, use the ptfndpal or interest retaip.e~d ~tllip the fund before that time .... If at least 
$12 million is placed into the reserve each yearitlliJough 2001, $108 million or more plus 
interest would be available for: funding ~estoratiofiafter Exxon payments end. Funds 
from the Restoration Reserve· could potentilally fbe,efit any resource or service injured by 

the oil spill. All expenditures from the R __ ·estora_p/n.:_. Reserve•. must be consistent with the 
requirements of the Court Settlement." . • ! ) . 

'I I I : 

Si~~e a~option ofthe Re~toration Plan, the Trustee Cf~cil has authorized five deposits of$12 
million mto the RestoratiOn Reserve. 1 I i 

I 
I 

It is now time to once again review the basic a;ssumpttoU for whiph the Reserve was 
established, and then decide-what is appropriattr for nt~e uses o~these funds. For that reason, 
the Trustee Council has directed staff to begin a pub lip trview process to develop options and 
recommendations for the future of the Reserve. 1 I 

1 

I 
' 
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:IIDJ~AFT OPTIONS 
' ' 

(11'~\ 
v· 

! I I 

This paper presents a number of optiJn~ for the use and management of the Reserve Fund. The 
purpose_oft~e o~tions isJo )1elp peo;~l.el,visuali:ze the possibilities offered by the Reserve Fund 
and the 1mphcatwns of d1fferent dec1s1ons. 

, 'I ! 

Please review these draft options. C~~ents on the following issues would be most helpful: 
.>1 .I! 

Do the draft optio~ ~~ ,~onilble range of possibilities? Do you recommend 
additional options? ! I 

1 
• ' • · 

I I i 

What changes would you s~~st in tpe draft options? 
I I i . . 
I I i 

What additional informati~h ~o you think would help the Trustee Council and the 
public evaluate the options?/ f . 

! I I 

1. 

2. 

3. 

I I AssuMPTIONS I . 

The draft options make th~ followiJi +sumptions about the principal in the Reserve Fund in 
2002, the rate of return and the long~tepn inflation rate: 

I ' 

. . 1 I Prmc1pa: 1 1 

Nominal rate ofrethm: 
1 

i 
Long-term inflation rate: /j 

Inflation-adjusted rate of retu:rrL 
II I, 
I' ' 

Available to spend each ye~ C$150 Jflillionendowment): 
Available to spend each ye~ fj$100 million endowment): 
Available to spend each yeTI ~$ 50 million endowment): 

:I I 
Available to spend each year ($150 million over 10 years): 
Available to spend each yeM ($ 50 million over 10 years): 

: II :' ' 
I !I ',, 

$150 million 
7.5% 
3.5% 
4.0% 

$6 million 
$4 million 
$2 million 

$22 million 
$7 million 

'I : 
The best estimate of the si'ze of the) principal' in the Reserve Fund in 2002 is between $140 
million and $150 million. HoweverJ rfther t~an use a range, the higher figure is used. 
Assumptions about the no,minal ratcl 9freturi1 (7.5%) and the long-term inflation rate (3.5%) are 
conservative. These asswnptions ptbd}lce an inflation-adjusted rate of return of 4.0%, which is 
also the target set by the Alaska P~dnbent Fund Board of Directors in 1996. If the high growth 

' I I I • 

and low inflation of recent years cc;:mtinue beyond the year 2002, the actual returns ofthe 
Reserve Fund could be colnsiderabl~ ~igher than those cited in the draft options. 

! : : • 

I I 
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i i 

"BUILDING BLOCKS" FOR THE ~~FT 0Pl"IONS 
'I 

i I . 

i ; i • 

The Trustee Council is ey~l,uating six principle issues fi~ considering draft options: use, location, 
term, governance, administration and public advice. m#se consider whether the following list 
is complete. ' · 

Use: 

Location: 

Term: 

Governance: 

Administration: 

Researchlmonit~iing foundation ! , 

Additional large parcel a6qu:isiti~n~ 
Additional small parcels ' · , .

1 

Endowed university chairs • : i , 
Community-initiated general res~o~tion projects 

I i 

: i 

Limited to the spill area , I i , 

Northern Gulf of Alaska (a slightly; ~nlarged version of the spill area) 
Marine regions anywhere in Al~k~~(with priority given to the spill area) 

~ I 

I 

Perpetual (inflation-adjusted endbwtnent) 
I,' I I I 

Fixed (e.g., 10 or 20 years) ! ' j 

, :I 
i I 

Trustee Council in its present forfm; I 
. , I I 

New board with resource agencies, Native representatives, other 
stakeholders and scientists serviJgjrls trustees (with or without 

' i I , 

concurrence by the Trustee Cowtc~l~ . . 
Existing public or private honprqfit/foundation board 

! i i 
',' i 1

1 

•

1 

Downsized version of the .curren~ ~bstoration Office 
Another existing government agb,by I 

Private foundation ' : i 

' ! i 

Public Advice: Public Advisory Group in, its pr~s~t form ~ 
Public Advisory Group with different size a.tld makeup 
Public outreach but no Public A~V;i~ory Group 

i i I i 

Possible options addressing each of these issues are ~uti~ned belqw. 
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0 Use 

tfl! h 
v' 

Marine Research Program 

' 

r0ll'i v 

:-

A fund or foundation wohHl be creJted[or th~_purpose of supporting marine research and 
monitoring. The foundation could ~it~er be a perpetual, inflation-adjusted endowment, or a 
declining balance fund with the go~l_ofexpeJ,lding all funds within 10-20years. 

' ' .. , 

Adtlitiomd Large Parcel Aequisitf~* h~;,. f ,P,-dec:fr~ 
. I: : 

I ·! i I 

The Trustee Council's large parcel ~bquisition program has either acquired or is negotiating to 
acquire nearly 650,000 acr~s of land~ tom '\\1i,lling landowners in the spill area. The only other 
private landowners that have identifie4 themselves as willing sellers are Lesnoi, for Cape 
Chiniak Lands (2, 700-18,()00 acres); ahd Chugach Alaska, which owns surface and subsurface 
estates in ~e spill area, b~t. is only ~~t+~sted ~n land exchanges_ and n?t in the outright sale of 
any of the1r lands. In add1tion, molj~ ll;mds on. Afognak Island are avmlable beyond those under 

I :! I I· I 

negotiation for the $70 mi\Hon c~~nt~y alllocated by the Trustee Council for an Afognak 
acquisition. Ther~ are also other:Pffate land0~ers wi~n the spill_ar~ incl~ding C~RI, Port 
Graham CorporatiOn, and the ChigJ?k I corporatiOns which have not md1cated mterest m 
participating in the Council's large)p~cel program. 

I I ' 

Small Parcey /h J,,/ ~,./..c~~"i' 
, ~ I 

I i: I 

The Trustee Council's Small P~ce~ iAfquisition Program has been very popular with · 
acquisitions to date totalin

1

g nearly :1:,0
1

00 aeres. One possibility is to give a set amount of funds 
' ! I 

to a private organization (e.g., The [Nature Conservancy, the Conservation Fund, or the Trust for 
Public Lands) to manage as an endb~ent and use the interest for small parcel acquisitions that 
meet Trustee Council criteria for r¢*qration .and are of public interest. 

1 

~~~! ~ 

~dow~U iver·tyc ~irs~~ i /~~zT~-~ 
I ,, I I . ' . • " A-- . 

j ,I I r:n ~ ' ,U!P I 

For many years, th possibility ofl:i~ing the Reserve Fund to endow university chair -
discussed and strongly advocated ~r ~orne people. Alternatives for endowed university chairs 
include: using the entire principal) to ;endow university chairs; endowing no university chairs; 
or endowing several chairs, requiri~g ~atching capital contributions, appointments in both 
social and natural sciences, and "e~te$sion" responsibilities for each appointee. 

' I 

, . : I 

Community-Initiated Restoratiah. ~roje·cts 
I I I 

i 

These would include projects gen~rally proposed by spill-area communities such as local 
stewardship programs, ar~haeolog~call restoration and improved resource management tools. 

'' ' 
' 

! : 
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Spill Area 

1./f"'r\ 
\L.J! 

I 
•• I 

0 

The "spill area" region is\~e one identified on tli.e mapi iJ ~he Restoration Plan and identified by 
the Trustee Council as the geographic region affected ~y lthe 1989 oil spill. 

I I 1 , 

1 

Northern Gulf of Alaska 
.• 

i 

; I i 
• ' ' I I 

This region is essentially the spill area, but slightly enl~k~d to en~ompass additional marine 
waters that are part of the spill area ecosystem. · I 

I 
Alaska-wide marine regions 

I 

i I! 

Given that so many marine issues are similar otre:late4 thf'oughout the state's marine waters, 
this option would allow for the abiLity to fund ~arine ~e~~arch throughout the state. 

@) Term 

Fixed 

' ., I; 
1' 

i I 
tj. 

i I 

I 
i 

I 

I 

I, i ! I 1 

This would result in a declining balance account, wherebjy a large program would occur with a 
I II 

set end point. (For example, a 10-year, 15-year, or 201year term could be chosen.) 
' . ' ' I' '·· .. :· .j i• 

·. 1· I! 

Perpetual, inflation-adjusted endowment : i : 
1 I 

This type of an account would be similar to the Alask~ ~brmanent Fund, which provides for 
long-term investment of funds, inflation-proofing ail~ ~~uld be permanent. 

I! ,I I:' 
I I 

~I 

PAG Work Session 1114/97 6 DRAFT 10/28/97 

.. 



•. . 
(P\ 
\LL) 

0 Governance 

Present Trustee Council 

. ! 

(··r~, 
v· 

The current Trustee ColincU could con~inue to exist and make decisions. 
I' I 

New Board 
: .~ 

A new board could be the primary Jeci~ion-11:1-aking body. Representatives could include any or 
all of the following: state and feder~: agencies with resource management responsibilities, 
stakeholders, including Native represerltation and scientists. Questions to consider include 
whether recipients of the trust fund~ sh~t;tld make the funding decisions. or should the board be 
made up completely of those who wquld not receive the funds? Should the existing Trustee 
Council have to concur with the board '!s decisions? Or should the existmg Trustee Council be 
disbanded? 

0 Administration 

Restoration Office 

The current Restoration Office cou~d cpntinue to exist, but at a much smaller size. It could 
continue to be housed within the Alas~a Dt::partment of Fish and Game for administrative 

I, 

purposes and the staff would report~ to ~n executive director, who reports to all six trustees. 

Another existing agency 

Support activities could be provided by staff from another appropriate state or federal agency. 

Private foundation 

All administrative functions could pe taken over by the private foundation. How and what level 
of public accountability would be ~ppfopriate? 
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G) Public Advice 

I 
Current Public Advisory Group • I 

The existing Public Adv!S~,Y Group (PAG) has 17 ml~~ers reprJsenting 12 interest groups, 

plus 5 public-at-large, plus 2 ex offic. io membe·is· fro~ 1r State U.: gislature. The P AG could 
continue to meet four times a year, plus one field trip ro the spill a:rea . 

• ~ • ! i 
·'. ' I I ! 

Public Advisory Group with different size arid mai
1

' eJp . 1 

II . 
The P AG concept and function could be retain¢d but ~4 differe~t membership to either reduce 
costs or increase participation of other interestS 1aud p¥Th*bly meet less frequently . 

. , I I I 

Public outreach, no Public Advisory Group 

All meetings would be public. Public input could be tdibomed ruid responded to, but without 
ffi "ld" ,II an o 1c1a a v1sory group. 
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Exxon Valdez .Oil ~pill Trustee Council 
. ' 

645 G Street, Suite 401, Anchorage, AK 9~5~01 1-3451 907/278-8012 fax: 907/276-7178 

I I 

'MEMORANDUM 
I : 

I 
. I ' 

Trustee Council Me1b~rs 

lly a mo ! 1 i 

Executi r ctor ! I ; 
SUBJECT: Archaeological Repqsijtorie~s 

i 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: September ~9, 1997 
• ... 

The purpose of this memoranduritl i~ to brief you on the issue of archaeological 
repositories in Prince WiUiam Souncij and lower Cook Inlet. On the agenda for the 
October 3 Trustee Counqil meeting lis group discussion of the various options before 
the Council for archaeolqgical re~1to:ration.: As you know, through the community 
planning effort, the eight ;affected ~ill age! councils have recommended that the Trustee 
Council commit $4 millio? towarcjs building individual repositories. in each of the 
communities. I have ats9 been ~~k~d to further develop one additional concept for 
your consideration. This' propos:~! 'f'OUid direct me to invite comprehensive propos~ls 
that include a single regional re~~sitory, traveling exhibits and the construction of new 
or renovated community :facilities ltq accommodate displays and other interpretive 
materials. This proposal is bas~d 6n the assumption that the Council cannot justify the 
use of trust funds to construct ei~ht: separate archaeological repositories, although 
certainly the display facilities co~)df:be converted to repositories at some time in the 
future if the community ~btained fupding from another source. 

I believe it is important for the -rl~ee Council to indicate to the villages in the near 
future the Council's posi,tion on t~e1 issue of individual repositories versus a regional 
facility .. unfortunately. t~e only nn.

1 

I ertin~~ d. ate and locati.on po~~ible for the next several 
months 1s Juneau on October 3J N number of commumty fac1htators and 
representatives would like the qppbrtunity to speak directly with you on this issue, 
which is very important ~o them.fFpr that reason, I would recommend that the Council 
limit itself on October 3 to discui~si1bn only or possibly a "tentative" decision if there is 
consensus, allow for com.· munitY /facilitato.r review at their October 21 meeting as well as 
Public Advisory Group review a,t it~ November 4-5 meeting, and then make a final 
decision at your December mee~irlg. The meeting on October 3 will be teleconferenced 
and will include a publi~ comm~nf! t/period:. One Trustee (Deborah Williams) will be in 
Anchorage. ' 

' 

' -1 --, 

· fiederal TO&Stae• Stat. Tmtees 
U.S. DePartment of Interior Alaska Department ol Fish and Game 

. U.S. Qepartlnenl ol AQricullure Alaska Department ol Environmental Conservation 
N~lional dceanic and Alrrio$o~c Adminislralion Alaska Department ol Law 



. ' 

0 
\L.Y 0 

Trustee Council 
September 29, 1997 
Page 2 

! 

To assist you in your discussion on October 3, I w~uld like to highlight the key 
milestones in this process: ' 

1 
1 

March 1993 

January 1994 

April1995 

August1995 

April1996_ 

November 1996 

February 1997 

March 1997 

' ' 
'i 

I, , :' i 

The Trustee Council agret3d t9 eentribute $1.5 million towards 
construction of the Alutiiq mus~m for the purpose of storing 
archaeological artifacts. fmm t~ci Kodiak Island archipelago and to 
protect sites from further damag~ by educating the public. 

! ; i 
'i ' ' 

j 'I • 

The Trustee Council asked the Repartment of Naturalliesources 
develop a plan for involving 19ca1: communities in the restoration of 
archaeological resource's (Prqj~dt 94007A). The final report 
( 12/95) recommended a: n3gioh~( repository and local display 
f ")"t" I I aCllleS. I 'i 

i 1 1 

The Chugach Heritage.Fc1un~a~i~m submitted three proposals to 
plan and design repositories ~n:q train village residents to operate 
them. ·! 

' .,: ! ,! 

: i I I· ! 

The Trustee Council au~horizfq $206,300 for the Chugach 
Heritage Foundation to plan fori ~ommuriity-based archaeological 
restoration projects (Prqje!ct 9~i p4) and rejected the other two · · 
proposals. · 

il ,' i' ' 

I ' ' : 

Chenega Corporation ~equeste~ funds for an archaeological 
repository in Chenega Bay (~rqj~ct 9727,7). The Trustee Council 
deferred a decision on this prpj~pt until Completion of Project 
96154. The Corporation no lorlger interids to construct a local 

• I ': 

repOSitOry. . 
i 'i 

The final report for Prqj~ct 9~15~ was released. It recommended 
that the Trustee Councilcontfibl.llte $4 million toward the 
construction of an artifact re8o~j·tory in ~ach of the eight villages in 
the planning area. ' · 1 

! I 

'' ; i 

The FY 98 Invitation di~c.our~g~~ proposals for repositories until 
the Council decides whether' ltd Invite proposals for that purpose. 

:: ! I 

I 

I :' 'i ! I ' 

The Public Advisory Gl'ioup ~e1t1on the issue of archaeological 
restoration and asked for ad(!jitional information from the affected 
villages. 

1 

' ' 
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Page 3 

April1997 

August1997 

In response to;~ tetter I sent to village councils at the PAG's and 
Council's diredtib~, most of the village councils in the Chugach 
region and Selooyia naiterated their support for repositories in each 
village. ' · 

Chugach Alas~a Corporation (CAC) requested $2.3 million to 
develop an artlf,adt repository and cultural center in Seward for the 
Chugach regio;n, ~evE~Iop traveling exhibits and improve village 
facilities to acG0117modate the exhibits. CAC recently ne~otiated a 
lease with the pty of Seward for the railroad depot and have 
committed the,iexPenditure of $500,000 from corporation funds on 
renovation of tHe /facillity. A public hearing will be held on October 
13. Chenega porpor:ation has also indicated their intent to become 
partners with ~AC in the new cultural center. Since the CAC 
proposal was ~u~mitted, the Council received a letter from the 
corporation rejte~atinl~ 

1
its support for individual comml:Jnity 

repositories as :tHe preferred option. They clarified that their 
proposal was bnl~ submitted if the Council chose not to support 
that scenario. ! : · 

! ' 
! i I 

I would like to describe further what the Hestoration Plan says about this issue, the : 
findings and recommendattons of thef fina1l report for Project 96154, and instructions in 
the invitations for FY 97 and FY 98; : 

' I 

Restoration Plan. In the Restora!tio~ Plan, the Trustee Council acknowledged the 
restoration value of archaeologi~l.r~positories and the display of archaeological 
exhibits in communities. One of t~e restoration strategies is as follows: 

. ! 

Protect sites and artifacts fiiory further injury and store them in appropriate 
facilities. Archaeological siit\3~ and artifacts could be protected from further injury 
through the reduction of lootiri.g and vandalism, or the removal of artifacts from 
sites and storage in approp~~te facilities. Opportunity for people to view or 
learn about the cultural he~i~age of people in the spill area would also provide 
protection by increasing a~a~eness and appreciation of cultural heritage and 
would replace services lost ;a~ a r·esult of irretrievable damage to some artifacts. 
(Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Restoration Plan, November 1994, p. 39) 

i 

Final Report of Project 96154. Thi~ report identifies 1,489 spill-related catalogue 
entries (artifacts and scientific sam~les) from Prince William Sound and lower Cook 
Inlet. The total storage requirem,~t for these items is estimated at 400 cubic feet, 

I 
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I 

which could be accommodated in a 100 square-fo
1
o' ~pace. . The report also evaluates 

eight facility scenarios and recommends th~t lthe TJ1.1
1

stee Council authorize about $4 
million to construct repositories in each of the eig~t jvillages in the planning area, 
described as "Scenario One. n . . I 

The other option before the Trustee Council. woul~ !ryvite proposals for a combination of 
Scenario Two (local display facilities), Scel'!lario S'x!~new regional repository), and 
Scenario Eight (traveling exhibits). 

. i i • 

FY 97 and FY 98 Invitations. Because theJ'ru$t~e !council has not yet decided 
whether to invite proposals for archaeologi(:al repbsitories in the Chugach region, the 
Restoration Office has discouraged potential applli~nts from submitting proposals for 
these types of facilities. The FY 97 lnvitatk!J(1 discf>~raged proposals for archaeological 
repositories because Project 96154 was still und~rw~Y· The FY 98 Invitation stated: 

' ! 

The Trustee Council is considering wheth~r t~ invite proposals for facilities to 
store and display archaeological artifacts r~oovered as a result of the spill 
cleanup, damage assessment and re;storatioH~ If the Council decides to invite 
proposals for these types of facilities, a se~~~ate invitation will be issued. 
(Invitation to Submit Restoration Proposals/ for Federal Fiscal Year 1998, 

I :I 

February 15, 1997, p. 23) ; • i 
I 

AttachmeQt 

cc: Restoration Work Force 

mml~ 

! 
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; RBSdLU1['10N OF THE 

EXXON fALDEfiqiL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL 
REGARDING AD;DITIO~.~Ji ARCHAEOLOGICAL REPOSITORIES 

We, the undersigned, 'fllY auth~fed members ofthe Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee 

Council ("Council''), after extrusive :li~~ and:after consideration of the views of the public and 

in response to strategies ident~fied in t~e ~estoration Plan, resolve to direct the Executive 

Director of the Trustee Council ("Exedllti)le Director'') to: 
, I . 

1. Inform the co~.· unitid.i iJ the Chugach and lower Cook Inlet regions 01 aldez, 
• I ! I 

I ' ! 
I ' 

Cordova/Eyak, Chenega Bay,:Tatitlek~ S~ward/Qutekcak Native Tribe, Seldovia, Port Graham 

and Nanwalek) that the Coun~il respeJ~ ~eir desire to have artifact repositories in their villages, 
' 

but cannot justify the use oftlf.Ist fund~ toi construct eight separate local repositories to provide 
. i I 

long-term curatorial services for the srhati number of spill-related artifacts that have been 
i II I 
I ·:, ! 

recovered from the Chugach ~egion. : [ ' 
! I I 

I . , 

2. . Invite compre~nsive Jr~nosals to be submitted by April 15, 1998 that include. all 
I I ' 

' 

three of the following types of project~ toi restore injury to archaeological resources: 
: i I ' 

• I ! 

(a) Establishmentiof ~single regional repository to house and display spill-

related artifacts. This could either be J ~~or an existing facility. The proposed facility must 
' I 

meet at least the following conditions:: 

(1) , adequat~/physic.al plant and professional staff to provide·long-term 
I I I . 

I I 

' ! .. 

curatorial services for spill-re~ated art~faqts; 

(2) :a commllnlent, supported by financial resources other than trust 
. I I I 
I i ! 

funds, to programs in the locM comm~tties as well as the overall region that would restore or 
i I I : i : 
I 

I :I 1 DRAFT (Revised 9/29/97) 
I I 

I 



0 1' 0 
protect archaeological sites and artifacts as replacements lo ithose injured in the spill; 

: II . 
(3) the potential to produce ad~q~~te revenues to cover future 

; I, 
' • ( 1 ' ~· I 

1 b d fd' operatmg costs or a comrmtment e.g., reso utwn 1rom a eoroorate oar o 1rectors or a 

. ; II 
dedicated endowment) to assure the long-term opera.tionjofthe facility; 

( 4) a reasonable degree of sup!lo~ from affected entities in the region; 

.and 

I 
I 

! 

' I' 
! I i 

(5) a cost not.to exceed $1 ,OOO~oop. . 

(b) The construction of new or renof.l~d com,; unity facilities to display 

exhibits pertaining to spill-related archaeological reso~ ! The request may not exceed 

$200,000 per community. In the future these facilitic~s coiul~ be converted to repositories using 

non-Trustee Council funds. 
I 
! I,· . 

(c) The development of traveling ex~ibits of spill-related archaeological 

materials for display in community facilities in the spill 4~ The request may not exceed 

$200,000. 

Approved by the Council at its meeting of --+-+-:-----' 1997, held in Anchorage, 

Alaska, as affirmed by our signatures affixed below: 
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0 

THE CHUGACH REGIONAL RESOURCES C01\1MISSION 
I ', RfESOLPTION NO. 97-05 
I ' I ,. 
' I. I 

ENDORSEM!ENT OF LOCAL ARCHEOLOGICAL 
I ,I i I . . . 

REPOSITORIES IN THE: CO~MMUNITIES OF CHENEGA BAY, 
i ! ! I , 

NANWALEK, EY:~If, PO liT GRAHAM, SEWAlRD, TATITLEK 
; : ' AND VALDEZ. 
I I 

WHEREAS, the Chug~c~ R(~gi'onal Resources Commission (CRRC) 
is: the na~ulral r~sources development and economic 
de~veloprrl~nit cohtmission for the Chugach Native 
R~gion ~pJ is 'comprised of seven commissioners 
ap!pointe~ , ~y the governing bodies of Chenega _Bay, 
N~nwalek; 1Eyak, Port Graham, Qutekcak, Tatitlek, 

! ! ~ i 

an
1

d Valde~; ~nd 

WHEREAS, thF CRE.P 1 cons,tituency is comprised of Alutiiq 
people I ·Wjho ,have a impenetrable cultural 
connectidJ!l :,with: our land and ancestors, including 

, I. , 
arfheolog~~ finds within our region; and 

. ' ' 

WHEREAS, th~ seve~ ~overnlng bodies that comprise CRRC are 
c~arged :wilth protecting, educating, preserving, and 
m~intaini~g cuit:ural values and traditions within 
o4r co~unities;. and 

I ! I I 

WHEREAS, thb Exxo,h: !valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council is holding 
I •I 1 I 

a! meeting ~n Juneau, Alaska on October 3, 1997, of 
wpich bn~ of: the items on the agenda is 
archeolo:~~idal repositories within the regions of 

i ', • I , 

PFince William Sound and Lower Cook Inlet; and 
I ~, ! 

WHEREAS, the conim}mity residents of the Prince William 
. I' ' Sound an~ Lower Cook Inlet cannot, because of 

I 'I ! 

financial! , cbsts, attend the Trustee Council meeting 
in Jun~a,u: i<> testify in person on this matter that we 

~ I I I 

f~el resolmtely about. 
I I I 1 
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• I! 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESqL~;ED that the seven governing 
bodies within the Chug·ach N:ativ~ ~egion that comprise CRRC 
fully endorse and support the followingj 1

1 

', 

1. The planning and construdFon of an archaeological 
repository within the cotnh!tunities of Chenega Bay, 
Tatitlek, Cordova, Valdez, ! J

1

~rt Gra.ham, Nanwalek, and 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Seward. ' : 

The . ma.nagement and op~ 1~ti?~ . of the archeolog.i:a1 
reposttones be the sole resp0nstbthty of the commumtles 
and all decisions regarding!, '&e local repositories be left 
for the local governing bodif:s toldebide. 

' I II 
That the final decision ofi t~e Exxon Valdez Oil Spill 
Trustee Council to fund a l*egional repository or local 
repositories not be made ubtil a Trustee Council meeting 
is held in Anchorage w~erb it would be financially 
~easible for representatives ! 1~ our communities to attend 
m person. , ' 

That the. Trustee CqUncil I ~~Sten to and act upon the 
unified voice of all o. il spilj ! affected. communities within 
the Prince William Sound! and LOwer Cook Inlet and 
support the wishes of t~ 

1 

I Native people who have 
resided within the region for ov~r 7poo years. · 

, I. ,;. I 
i ! 

CERTIFIClc\WION 
• . I I' 

I, the undersigned, as Secretary/TrJas~rer of the Chugach Regional 
Resources Commission, do hereby cedit~!Yi that the Board of Directors is 
composed of 7 members, of whom 5 tnehtb~rs were present at a regulary 

' I I I ' 

scheduled Board of Directors meeting :on 1 September 24-25, 1997, that the 
foregoing resolution was adopted by an !affirmative vote of 5 members, 0 
against, 0 abstaining, and that the lf~r~going resolution has not been 
rescinded or amended in any way. : 1 

• 

tf!-::l5'-Cf1 
I I 

jiDate 
I i 
! ' 

ATTEST: 

~.bJ ~~. 
Secretary/Treasurer 
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Comprehensive Community Plan for tilt Restoration of Archaeolog~al Resources in Prince W~lliam Sound and Lower Cook Inlet J 

PART I- EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Comprehensive Community Plan provides an opportunity for 
communities in Prince William Sound and Lower Cook Inlet to present local 
public comment on the restoration of archaeological resources impacted by 
the Exxon Valdez oil spill. Of paramount importance to the local 
communities, and notably the federally recognized tribes of the Chugach 
Region, is the permanent restoration of the EVOS collections to the local 
conununities most closely associated with the cultural and archaeological 
remains. State and federal agencies are interested in developing restoration 
options along State and federal laws and guidelines and the EVOS Trustee 
Council's restoration objectives and strategies. Numerous restoration 
options have been identified by over forty participant organizations 
interested in cultural resource management in the project area. These are 
discussed in terms of possible facility options and program options. Eight 
facility scenarios highlight various perspectives on the long-term curation of 
the EVOS collections including storage and display. Program options are 
considered a lower priority and depend somewhat on the selection of a 
facility scenario. The Comprehensive Community Plan reconunends that 
State and federal agencies and the EVOS Trustee Council support the 
preferred plan which provides for the EVOS collections from the Chugach 
region to be stored and_dlspfayed1n. seven -or eight _localconlmunifies with 
curatorial services provided by a regional repository organization. A 
concept design including costs for facilities associated with this scenario and 
other scenarios is presented in Part II. 

November I, 1996 Part I 
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Location: Fairbanks 
Anchorage 
Kodiak 
Valdez 
Tatitlek 
Cordova: 

Scale Project Area 
Chugach Regional 
Local Community 

Building Type Repository only 

Chenega 
Seward 
Nanwalek 
Port Graham 
Seldovia 
Homer 

Repository within a larger facility (i.e. multi-use facility) 
Display only 

Organization State Repository 
-Fe9erarRepository· 

Trjbal Repository 
Private Repository 

Of the variables listed above, several facility options have been identified by 
participant organizations to act as possible repositories for the EVOS 
collections (Figure 4). Of these, eight different scenarios have been outlined 
for the purpose of discussion. 

Scenario 011e: "Regio11al Repository" OrganiZiltion with Local Repository 
Facilities. 

Scenario One provides for the curation of the EVOS collections by one 
Regional Repository Organization at seven local Native owned and/or 
operated repository facilities in the Chugach Region and possibly one local 
facility in Seldovia/Homer. The Regional Repository Organization would be 
governed by representatives of all participating communities and other 
interested parties. This would likely involve the establishment of a new non
profit organization or possibly the use of an existing non-profit organization 
such as Chugachmiut (which is governed by the Chugach tribal councils and 
associations), the Chugach Heritage Foundation or some other non-profit 
organization. 

The local facilities might be described as one "regional repository" divided 
into seven or eight locations in the sense of a university with seven or eight 
campus locations throughout the Chugach region and possibly Kachemak Bay 
(Figure 5). These component repositories might be located in new or 
renovated buildings. The local repositories might also be located in a variety 
of types of facilities including various multi-use or single-use facilities 
(Figures 6 and 7). For example, it is proposed that the component repository 
in Chenega would be located in a new multi-use building which also houses 
office space for other village council or corporation functions. The 
component repository in Port Graham might also be located in a new multi-use 

. building which provides space for a cultural center in addition to the 
repository. In contrast, the component repository in Nanwalek might be 
located in a renovated single-use building. Other communities would also 
have component repositories in new or renovated facilities as outlined in 
fig_ur_t: I·_ 

-The-RegionarReposiiQryOrganiza:IiolfWoUlociililiallyoperate outonxisting 
regional facilities. Various training programs would be coordinated with 
participating organizations . with . emphasis on local museums, the new 
repositories and other available local facilities. The Alaska Native Heritage 
Center, to be constructed in the near future, might also provide a location for 
the Regional Repository Organization. Program and technical assistance 
would be coordinated with other regional and statewide organizations as well. 

Distribution of EVOS Collections 
Collections would be divided by site collections and housed in the repository 
with the closest community affiliation (Figure 3). Regional collections would 
be managed locally according to "stewardship zones" yet to be worked out. 
Displays would also be developed for all communities, including possible 
rotating displays. Duplicate records for the EVOS collections would also be 
stored at the University of Alaska Museum (or archive) and/or the Chugach 
regional clearinghouse offices. 
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Figure 5. 
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Comprehtnsivt CommuniiJ Pllln for tht Restoration of ArchatoloKfcal Rnourcts In Prlnct William Sound tintl Lowtr Coolin Itt 

Chugach "Regional Repository" Organization Concept as Outlined in Scenario. One and Scenario Two 

Chuga~h "Regional Repository" 

Regional Clearing House Organization 

I Valdez Reposiiory I I Seward Repository I 

I Tatitlek Repository I I Nanwalel!, Repository I 
. _ t _ . __ u _ l:;.(irili>V:( §i>sT@tt _ _ _ -c i _ _ _ _ l- _Port_GrlllcmrReposltoiJ _ _ _ _ -l ; 
I Chenega Repository I I Seldovia I Homer?? I 

Preferred Facility Option 

One Chugach "Regional Repository" in the sense of an organization. · 

* Individual repositories or display facilities in each community, run by the communities. 

• Clearing house organization on a regional basis. 
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Preferred Community Facility Options as Outlined in Scenario One and Scenario Two 

Multi-use Facility 

Repository 

Cultural Center? 

Preferred Community Facility Options 
Repository only. 
Repository and cultural center only. 
Repository In a multi-use facility with supporting programs like a cHnlc, 

VPSO office, agency offices, or village council offices or 
corporate offices. May also have a cultural center. 

Note: Only the area for the repository is likely to receive funding through the 
EVOS Trustee Council. Communities need to provide for the ongoing 
operatio~ and maintenance for any facility, including building maintenance and 
professional staffing. 
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I 

I 
Clinic? 

VPSO? I 
Agency? l 

I 

Council or 
Corporate 
Offices? 
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Comprehensive Community P14nfor the Restoration of Archaeologkal Resouren In Prince Wlllltlm Sound and Lower Cook Inlet 

Proposed Local Repositories within the "Regional Repository "Organization 

Chugach Region 
Community I Building Type I Components 
Valdez I multi-use !repository, cultural center 

tribai office, other? 
Tatitlek I multi-use I repository, cultural center 

Cordova multi-use 

Chenega multi-use 

Seward multi-use 

Nanwalek single use 

tribal office, other? 
repository, cultural center 
tribal office, other? 
repository, cultural center 
tribal office, agency, other? 
repository, cultural center 
tribal office, other? 
repository 

-·Porior8ham-~lmulti::Ouse -·-·- ~rrepos-Hory,:·c-ut~iii-center- ----
• 

Kachemak Bay in CIRI ReRion 
Seldovia- 1 I multi-use lrepository~corporation 
(SNA) office, tribal office, other 
Seldovia- 2 I single use I repository 
(Museum) 
Homer none nla, interest in working 

with local communities. 

Construction I Use 
new 'repository I display 

new or renovate I repository I display 

new or renovate I repository I display 

new !repository I display 

new or renovate I repository I display 

renovate existing repository I display 
-- -·struGture- -
--•new~=-~-~ -- -- -~lrepositoey~l=disptay• t 

addition of repository !repository I display 
to existing structure · 
new or renovate repository I display 

nla nla 

Note that some areas of proposed multi-use facilities will not be considered for funding from 
the EVOS Trustee Council. 
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Scenario One may be considered in light of the criteria outlined in section 
5.2. 

Criteria I. Public Resources Within the Project Area. 
Scenario One addresses public resources within the project area only. 

managers in the communities. It is expected that training will be 
required at the local level. 

Criteria 5. Regional and Local Community Support and Involvement 

Support - Interest and Endorsement 
Criteria 2. EVOS Archaeological Restoration Objectives and Strategies. A Chugach Regional Repository Organization, with independent 

Scenario One addresses the EVOS archaeological restoration objectives Native-owned-and-run repositories or display facilities in each of the 
and strategies by providing a means to preserve artifacts and scientific seven Chugach communities and possibly one in Seldovia/Homer, is the 
data by storing them in appropriate local facilities. Scenario One preferred option, especially by the Chugach Native participant 
enhances the overall preservation and protection of archaeological organizations. - Representatives -of the Chugach tribal councils and 
resources by incorporating local support (financial and other) and associations and various Chugach regional organizations voiced their 
substantial local interest in preservation efforts, and through direct local support for Scenario One during the planning conference for the 

_ _ par.t~ipation in colJectiollS m!l1l!g~f!l_e.n1 _lncr.easedJocal~~aren~s.s_~d.- _ _ _fomprel]t!l_lsive Community Pl{ln held inMJ1Cclll996. R~presentatives 
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I 
II 
I 
I 

-_ ---~---~~::-nppm:iat~~of-hot~lt:=.cultural-a~~-archaeologicaJ-imp~rtance--of-the------~~=-!rom~several-o~~=-_I>artlCipant-=--Ofglinlz~t~Q_~-=-a~~--=s~~or~~=tlle:-~---~~~-;;_:: 
resources togetller w1tti mcreasea local management of ttie resources <levelopment of the local- commumty facilities -to house the EVOS - - c- ~ 

F~ 
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will aid in the EVOS restoration strategy. collections and are interested in working closely with the local centers 

Criteria 3. EVOS Sites and Collections 
Scenario One addresses EVOS archaeological sites and collections in 
the project area only. All collections discussed in this plan are from the 
Chugach Region including Prince William Sound and the Kenai 
l'cni nsula. 

Criteria 4. Stale and Federal Laws and Guidelines and AAM Accreditation 
Procedures. 
Scenario One is structured to comply with all State and Federal Laws 
and Guidelines and AAM Accreditation Procedures. 

Building Requirements and Environmental Conditions 
Repositories would meet all building codes and environmental 
conditions. 

Projected Staffing and Qualifications 
Governance of the Regional Repository Organization would be 
provided through an association of tribal councils and other interested 
participant organizations. Administration of the organization and 
repositories would include ptofessional staff for the Regional 
Repository Organization and trained local facility and collection 

November I, 1996 Partl· Pale 74 

and a Regional RepoS.itory Organi~ati<>n. 

One of the benefits of Scenario One is that it is a locally developed plan 
for the long-term preservation of local and regional cultural I 
archaeological resources. It would involve the support (financial and 
other) . of both local and regional communities including the tribal 
councils and associations and local businesses (i.e. Native corporations) 
and regional Native organizations. This is an important component in 
the long-term management of cultural resources, especially if it to be 
done at a local level. There is also a desire to work with museums and 
other associations for technical support and other long-term 
preservation interests. 

Support - Resource Support 
Chugach organizations have expressed regional and local community 
support for Scenario One in the form of personnel, in-kind services, 
financial assistance and donations of land. Village councils and 
corporations have expressed their willingness to undertake the long
term operation and management of the facilities as well as contribute 
toward the development of the facilities and regional organizath:m. 
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Comprehensive Community Plan for the Restorllllon of Archaeologkal Resources in Prince 1Villiam Sormd and Lower Cook Inlet 

Cooperative Associations 
The Regional Repository Organization would work closely ~ith local 
museums in Valdez, Cordova, Seward and Homer and other interested 
State-wide organizations to establish and maintain the new facilities and 
associated programs. For example, cooperative associations might be 
sought with organizations such as the Alaska Native Heritage Center, 
the Arctic Studies Center and the University of Alaska Museum for 
training programs and other functions associated with the regional 
clearinghouse. Technical assistance and closer local ties could be 
promoted between the local repositories and the larger museums. 

Long-term Commitment 
The Native organizations, who are the primary sponsors of this 
scenario, have expressed their interest in making the long-term 
commitment for the operation and maintenance of the "Regional 
Repository". Their combined resources which include resources of the 
tribal governments, tribal associations, regional and local for-profit 
corporations and regional non-profit organizations are well suited to 
provide for the curation of the Native EVOS collections in perpetuity. 

Local communities including communities with both Native and non
Native residents have also expressed their interest in the restoration of 
the collections to the region and local communities. It is felt that the 
cultural resources of the region continue to play an important role in the 
cultural heritage of the region. Curation of the collections in Fairbanks, 
Juneau, Anchorage or Kodiak would severely limit access to the 
collection by Native and non-Native residents of Prince William Sound 
and the Kenai Peninsula most closely affiliated with the Native 
collections. Curation at any of these facilities outside of the region 
would not satisfy Chugach Native concerns about the restoration of the 
collections. 

Curation of the collections by the an organization such as the Regional 
Repository Organization would ensure that these collections were on 
display in the local communities and not simply in museum storage. 
Traveling displays of the EVOS collections, originating in the Chugach 
region and organized by the local residents, would likely provide an 
important new perspective for the general public in contrast to displays 
generated outside. Traveling displays might also include destinations 
outside of the-region to reach a broader public. General public usc and 

Locating the component repositories in multi-use facilities in the local enjoymentof the resources would also be provided for by public access 
communities also provides benefits to the local repositories in terms of to the collections and access for scholarly research. Scholarly research 

_long-term operation and-maintenance-of~the--entire-facility. -___ It-~also would also be enham;ed-by-acccss to -other- Chugach collections rmm 
-.:- ~enlfances·the local~use--::-and-::-enjoymencofllleH\'(JS: colle-ctions-by:::.tbe-- - -·- -- --·-:the-.s;:une-ar.chn~ol_ogicahitc::s-whi_cb: !lr~:-~J<p_~ctc:d:to:bg <.;ur(ltedjocaljy-

;1-epository's proximity to other more highly used community facilities. in the future and/or accessed through the Regional Repository 
Organization. 

Criteria 6. Public Use and Enjoyment of the Resources. 
Public use and enjoyment of the cultural/ archaeological resources is an 
important component of this scenario. Native communities have 
expressed concern about their access to the archaeological resources 
from the Chugach region and the need to restore the collections to the 
region and local communities. This is similar to the claim made by 
Natives from Kodiak who claimed artifacts from the Kodiak region for 
curation at the Alutiiq Cultural Center and Repository. Scenario One 
provides the additional benefit of insuring greater local use and 
enjoyment of the collections by the local Chugach communities. It also 
addresses the concerns of the five federally recognized tribes in the 
Chugach region and the broader Chugach community. 

Criteria 7. Alternatives. 
Scenario One may be contrasted to the other scenarios for facility 
options presented in the plan. 

Criteria 8. Detail 
Additional detail would be provided in actual project proposals. 
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Criteria 9. Costs 
Generally, the costs associated with the initial construction or 
renovation of facilities and some associated training, educational and or 
protection programs would be funded through the EVOS Trustee 
Council and other sources, notably resources available to the Native 
organizations. The long-term operation and maintenance of the 
facilities, costs associated with administering the Regional Repository 
Organization, and costs associated with curation of the EVOS 
collections in perpetuity would be the responsibility of the Regional 
Repository Organization and specifically the participating Native 
organizations. 

Costs associated with potential facilities are discussed elsewhere in the 
plan. 

Scenario One is also preferred because similar facilities with ~uration 

capabilities in all communities would provide the greatest flexibility for the 
curation of the EVOS collections in perpetuity. Curatorial services would 
be provided by one organization, the Regional Repository Organization. 
This organization would work with communities and other cultural resource 
institutions to address local concerns and interests, assist in region-wide 
training, and the interests of the general public including researchers. The 
component repositories in each community would provide the same 
foundation for all communities for other restoration programs such as local 
site protection programs (i.e. site stewardship or monitoring programs), 
access to EVOS documentation and educational opportunities. Scenario 
One would also engage all communities in same long-term responsibility for 
the Regional Repository Organization and curation facilities. 

• 
I 

• • • 
I 

-----·-- --Tiie~E'lOS.:...Tri.sstee.Councit...:has..:rnaicated-thilt-Cheriega,-~_-ort-Gra_'ham,-----___:Sce_·nario....:1'wo:---l!.Region_izl-RepositorylLOrganiuztion-wil_h~T..'hree--l.Ocal--------- . ;-...;._ 
Eng I ish Bay-and Ghugach-Aiaskac corporations received· awards -from Repositories and Four-or Five-bJcalDisplay--Facilities; -·· · - c 

the Trans-Alaska Pipeline Liability Fund for damages to sites 
coniaining culiUral and archaeological materials on corporation lands. Scenario Two is similar io Scenario One in ihai ii provides for the curation 
The Council considers these TAPL Fund awards to be potential sources of the EVOS collections by one Regional Repository Organization. It 
of funding for excavation and curation of archaeological resources in differs from Scenario One in that the EVOS collections are housed at three 
these communities or for the Chugach region. local Native owned and/or operated repository facilities and four display 

Summary 
Scenario One is the preferred community option because it I) addresses the 
community and tribal concerns about restoring Chugach cultural resources 
in the EVOS collections to the local Chugach communities and the region, 
2) provides curatorial services to maintain the records and artifacts for all of 
the EVOS collections through the regional organization, 3) provides greatest 
llcxihili!y and backup both at the local and regional level for curation il! 
perpetuity, and 4) promotes the greatest local involvement including the 
individual communities, and technical and professional affiliations. 

facilities in the Chugach Region and possibly one local display facility in 
Seldovia/Homer. 

Similar to Scenario One, the Regional Repository Organization would be 
governed by representatives of all participating communities and other 
interested parties. This would likely involve the establishment of a new 
non-profit organization or possibly the use of an existing non-profit 
organization such as Chugachmiut (which is governed by the Chugach tribal 
councils and associations), the Chugach Heritage Foundation or some other 
non-profit organization. 
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Spill Trustee Council 
I 

645 G Street, Suite 401, Anchorage, Ak $950lc3451 . 907/278-8012 fax: 907/276-7178 

Habitat Proteption Program: Large Parcels 
, t Status Report 
• I ~epternber 29, 1997 
I I : 

The Exxon Valdez Trustee Cou~~c~l funds the acquisition of land to protect the habitat of 
injured resources and services.! IT~e goals of habitat protection are to prevent 
additional injury to resources arna serviices while recovery is taking place and to provide 

I ' a long-term safety net for these· resources. 
'I ! 

I . . 
; I I 

In 1992, the Restoration Office ;;vfiluated 16 large parcels (over 1,000 acres) that were 
imminently threatened by devel:opfT1ent. In March 1993, the Restoration Office 
contacted 90 owners of large palr~els in the spill area. Thirty-two landowners expressed 
interest in having their land cori'~idlerecl for acquisition and 850,000 acres of land were 
subsequently evaluated. I I ' 

. I I 

; I ,. 
As of September 1997, the Courqil has:spent $185.4 million to protect 420,640 acres of 
land. Table 1 summarizes the ~tatus of land acquisitions. Eight large parcels have 
been purchased, including inhdldihgs iin Kachemak Bay State Park, land adjacent to 
Seal Bay/Tonki Cape on Afogn~k !Island, commercial timber rights on land along Orca 
Narrows, a parcel on Shuyak ~~~~~d, and lands formerly owned by Akhiok-Kaguyak,· · 
Inc., Old Harbor Native Corporatiqn, Kohiag, Inc., and Chenega Corporation. 

! ' 
• I 

Purchase of three additionalla~gel pan:::els is pending. On May 20, 1997, the U.S. 
Department of the Interior and English Bay Corporation signed a purchase agreement 
for 32,537 acres of land in Ken~i ~jorcls National Park. In August 1996, the Council 
authorized funds to acquire intyte~ts in 68,888 acres owned by Tatitlek Corporation. 
The corporation's board of direc~o:rs has indicated a willingness to make the offer, but 
acquisition of this parcel depends jon a vote of the shareholders of the corporation. In 

I ' 

July 1997, the Council and Th~ fYak Corporation Board of Directors agreed to protect 
75,425 acres of land. The agresment is subject to a shareholder vote. 

:I , 

I t 

Negotiations continue with Afogh~k Joint Venture and Koniag, Inc. On May 9, 1997, 
the Trustee Council authorized: ~rl offm of up to $70 million (including interest) for the 
purchase of certain lands own~~ ~y Afognak Joint Venture. Port Graham Corporation 
has officially withdrawn from any further negotiations at this time. 

I I 

! i . . 
Lesnoi, Inc., has offered to sell! ~ ~.220 acres of land at Cape Chiniak south of Kodiak. 
No agency has been willing to :~c~ept pbssible ownership of these lands, and thus the 
nomination fails to meet threshdld criteria. 

I ' ' I . 
• I 

. I 

: 

I 

· ! . Federal Trustees State Trustees 
U.S. 1 Departmen'l ofthe Interior Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
U.s.ioe~artmenl: of Agriculture Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 

National Oceanic and Almo~pheric Administration Alaska Department of Law 
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Table 1. Status of Large Parcel ~cq/~isitions (Sept. 29, 1997) 
! I 

i 

"liotal Price Trust 
Parcel Description 

I I' 
Acr~~g'e . ~lnp!. Interest) Fund 

Acguisitions Com~lete 420i641() $23011991333 $18514491333 
Kachemak Bay State Park lnholdings 23'800 

': ~~2,000,000 $7,500,000 
Seal Bay I Tonki Cape 41,549 $39,549,333 $39,549,333 
Orca Narrows (timber rights) 2 1 052 :$3,650,000 $3,650,000 

I' 

Akhiok- Kaguyak, Inc. 118~674 $~,000,000 $36,000,000 
Old Harbofl 31:609 $~4,500,000 $11,250,000 
Koniag (fee title) 59~689 $26,500,000 $19,500,000 

~ I ' 

Koniag (limited term easement) 5T082 : $2,000,000 $2,000,000 
'' '1: ' Shuyak Island 26,665 $~2,000,00.0 $42,000;000 

Chenega 59!,520 $34,000,000 $24,000,000 
! I;· : 

Purchase Agreements Signed 32i1537 $~51371 1420 $1411281074 
English Bay 32;,537 sr5.371,4~0 $14,128,074 

Offers Acce~ted 1441313 $8010101800 $7010101800 
Tatitlei(3 68,888 $35,010,800 $25,010,800 
EyaJ<4 75,425 

, I 
$45,000,000 ~5,000,000 

I 
SUBTOTAL: 59i,~SIO $3~5,581,553 $269,588,207 

I 
1 I 

Negotiations Continuing 461~010 ! I 

Afognak Joint Venture5 46,;300 $170,000,000 $70,000,000 
Koniag (fee title )6 ; I 

TOTAL: 643,,7SIO 

Negotiations Halted 
Port Graham 

'i I I I 

Page 2 

Other 
Sources1 

$4417501000 
$14,500,000 

$0 
$0 

$10,000,000 
$3,250,000 

. $7,000,000 
$0 
$0 

$10,000,000 

$112431346 
$1,243,346 

$1010001000 
$10,000,000 

$0 

$55,993,346 

1 · 'I ; i 
For the acquisition of Kachemak Bay State Park inhot9in{ls, funding from other sources consists of a State 

of Alaska contribution of $7 million from the Exxon plea agreement ~pd $7.5 million from the civil settlement with the 
Alyeska Pipeline Service Company. For all other parcels, fundin~ ifqm other sources consists of a Federal 
contribution from the Exxon plea agreement. • I · • 

2 As part of the protection package, the Old 1-:la,f\:>or Nati~e !dorporatiol'l agreed to protect an additional 
65,000 acres of land on Sitkalidak Island as a private wi,ldlife retdge,.l' 

3 The price offered includes $2,010,800 in lieu:dfintere~t ~~era two-y~ar pay period. Purchase agreement 
is subject to a shareholder vote. i : 1. 

4 Purchase agreement is subject to a shareholder vote;/ , 
5 The Trustee Council authorized an offer of up :to $70 ~il1i~n (including interest) for the purchase in fee of 

parcels AJV-3A, AJV-7, the eastern half of AJV-8 and A!JV-1, with t~~ acquisition of AJV-1 following a limited harvest 
planned and approved in cooperation with the state an~ federal ~~Jrnments. Acreage figures are estimates. 

6 Negotiations concern fee title to the 57,082 acres that/ ak
1

now under a limited conservation easement. 
! . 
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Kachemak Bay. In August 1993,~ He stat~ acquired surface title to 23,800 acres of 
private inholdings within Kachen]a~ Bay S:tate Park on the Kenai Peninsula. This 
acquisition p~otect~ a hiQhly ~roq~9tive e~~uary, _several miles of anadromous fish 
streams and mtert1dal shoreline ah9 upland hab1tat for bald eagles, marbled murrelets, 
river otters, and harlequin.• ducks···!/ ~.he Cou .. neil contributed $7.5 million to this purchase 
and the State of Alaska contribu1~r~ $7 m,illion from the Exxon plea agreement and $7.5 
million from the civil settlement ~~t~ Aly1eska Pipeline Service Company .. 

.• I ' -
, i I i: : 

Seal Bay and Tonki Cap~ (Afogijla~, Island). In November 1993, the state purchased 
surface title to 41,549 acres on filbrthern Afognak Island. This mature spruce forest is 
adjacentto highly productive m~~n~ waters, includes anadromous fish streams, and 
provides excellent habit~t for bai'd ~agiE~~ and marbled murrelet nesting. The Council 
authorized $39.5 million (includi~g i,nteres~) for this purchase. In 1994, the Alaska State 
Legislature designated these la~~si,as th~ Afognak Island State Park. 

:. I :' ! 

. . . . :I I' . : 
Orca Narrows Subparcsl. In Ja111ua:ry 19~.5. the federal government purchased from the 
Eyak Corporation commercial ti!lrib¢r ri~Jhts on 2,052 acres of land in Orca Narrows. 
This ·parcel is near Cordbva in R~npe \/Villiam Sound and contains anadromous fish 
streams, a~tive bat~ eagle nest~-~~~d fatvpr~ble ha_b~t~t for marbled murrelet nesting. 
The Council authonzed $3.65 tn1lhcm for th1s acqu1s1t1on. 

I I ! ' 

: ! i i 

Akhiok-Kaguyak. In May 1995, lth~ federal government agreed to purchase from 
Akhiok-Kaguyak, Inc., S!Jrface ti~~e ]to 713,211 acres df land and conservation easements 
on 42,463 acres, for a t<;>tal of 1 ~ ~.p7 4 acres. These lands are within the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refug~. The (i;<puncil contributed $36 million to this acquisition and the 
federal government contributed~/~1 1b milliRn from the federal restitution fund, for a total 
purchase price of $46 million. : I i · · 

, I , 
, I. / '' 

Old Harbor. Also in 1995, the f~~~ral ~Jovernment purchased from the Old Harbor 
Native Corporation surface title ltp ~8,609 acres of land and the Gorporation donated a 
conservation easement: on 3,oqo acre8 .. These lands are within the Kodiak National . 
Wildlife Refuge. In addition, the ldtd Harbor Native Corporation agreed to preserve 
65,000 acres of land on nearb~/ Si{kalidak Island as a private wildlife refuge. The 
Council contributed $1 f25 mmldnlto this acquisition and the federal government 
contributed $3.25 million from th~ 1eden3t restitution fund, for a total purchase price of 
$14.5 million. : 1 1 

' I i I 

Koniag. In November 1995, th~)tJderat;government purchased from Koniag, Inc., 
surface title to 59,689 acres of·pri~e habitat for bear, salmon, bald eagles, and other 

I! I 

I I 
'I 

I 
: i 

i 
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species in the Kodiak National Wildlife RefU~Je. ir~i 1s agreement protected an additional 
57,082 acres under a nondevelopment easement t8rough the year 2001. The 
nondevelopment easement includes land:along th~i Karluk and Sturgeon Rivers. The 
Council contributed $21.5 million to this ac,quisitib~iand theifederal government 
contributed $7 million from the federal restitution! fl!J@d, for a total purchase price of 
$28.5 million. ,: I : , 

Shuyak Island. In December 1995, the Cduncil,a,r~proved $42 million (including interest) 
to purchase from the Kodiak Island Borodgh su~apb title to! 26,665 acres of prime 
habitat on Shuyak Island, at the northern tip of t~e Kodiak ~rchipelago. The Kodiak 
Island Borough agreed to commit $6 millic:m frorljt ~eland sale to expansion of Kodiak's 
Fishery Industrial Technology Center. . '1 ·l: 1 

As part of the purchase agreement for lands 8ni Shuyak Island, the Council · 
authorized up to an additional $1 million t(> purc~~e small !parcels within the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge that have been acquir~(i ~y the Kodiak Island Borough as a 
result of the property owners' failure to pay borci1~g~ taxes. 1 These parcels are about 10 
acres in size and occupy key waterfront l.ocatiorns ~long U~ak Bay on Kodiak Island. 
They are embedded in two highly ranked'l,arge warpels ap~roved as part of the Koniag 
purchase agreement. :: i : ' 

Chenega. On June 25, 1997, the Chenega Covpq~ation transferred to the State of 
Alaska surface title to 16,268 acres of land iin P~i~e William Sound and also transferred 
to the U.S. Forest Service surface title to,20,96~ (!$res of land and a conservation ' 
easement on an additional 16,268 acres.: 'The t~t~llacreage to be protected is 59,520. 
Public access will be allowed on all the Iandi in the :Conservation easement except 3,330 

I t : I i I i I 

acres on the southern portion of Chenega l:slan1a "" the vicinity of the original Chenega 
village site. Two parcels to be acquired ih fee siirrlple, the Eshamy Bay and Jackpot 
Bay parcels, are among the highest ranked par~di$ in the oil spill area. The Council 
contributed $24 million to this acquisition and t~e ~~deral gbvernment contributed an 
additional $10 million from the federal restitutio~ fund, for a total purchase price of $34 
million. 1

' I : , 
•, I I 

' · i I I ! 

Purchase Ag;rE~em~n~ Sign~d 
I! 

1 

1 :; i I : 

English Bay. In February 1997, the Council authqrized fun(is for the purchase from the 
English Bay Corporation of land within the IKen~i !ffjords National Park and the Alaska 
Maritime National Wildlife Refuge. Surfdce titl~ tb!32,537 acres of land will be acquired 

. ,, l I I 

for a cost of $15.~~7 million, with Council contri~uting $14.13. The federal trustees 
,'1 I i ,I 

agreed to provide to $1.24 million from the fed¢r~ll criminal restitution funds for the 
purchase of the reserved access rights on a rtt~j<hity of th~ lands to be acquired and for 
costs related to the acquisition. Certain acces~ rights for t;lunting, fishing and gathering 
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activities will be reserved and ret~i~ed by the English Bay Corporation. The English Bay 
Corporation has offered to comm't $500,000 from its proceeds at closing to establish a 
special cultural conservation funq t9 survey, protect, curate and interpret archaeological 
sites and cultural artifacts which:~re associated with the lands to be acquired. 

I • 
I 'OffE~rs Accepted · 

I 
Tatitlek. In late 1996, the Counc:~l ~uthorized $23 million (plus $2,010,800 in lieu of 
interest over a two-year pay perioo~ for an agreement to purchase 68,888 acres from 
Tatitlek Corporation. An addition~ll $10 million would come from the federal restitution 
fund, for a total of $35 million. T~e1 agn3ement includes acquisition of surface title to 
31,490 acres of land and corser-Vation easements on 37,398 acres. Two of the parcels 
in which interests will be acquiredt, iBiigh Island and Two Moon Bay, were respectively 
the third and fourth highest rankJd/pareels in Prince William Sound. The offer includes 
timber-only conservation easemJnts on the north shore of Port Fidalgo and on land at 
Sunny Bay. ·1 · 

Eyak. In July 1997, the Council' t~thorized $45 million to purchase 75,425 acres from 
The Eyak Corporation. The agre~rflent includes surface title to 55,357 acres of land in 
eastern Prince William Sound, d0n~ervation easements on an additional 6,667 acres 
and timber easements on 13,4d1 ~cre8. The package will protect habitat in the wooded 
shoreline areas of Nelson Bay, jiyak Lake and Hawkins Island, much of it visible from 
the City of Cordova. The packag~ ~lso includes Port Gravina, Sheep Bay and Windy 
Bay, which are considered among ithe rnost valuable parcels in Prince William Sound 
for recovery of species injured b~ ~he spill. Most of the land would be administered as 
part of the Chugach National Fmte~t. One small tract would be managed by the State 
as part of the existing Canoe Pa~~age State Marine Park. 

N~gotiations Continuing 
I . 

I 

Afognak Joint Venture. In May'19;95, the Council authorized up to $70 million for an 
offer to purchase from Afognak' Joiint Venture surface title to an estimated 46,300 acres 
on northern Afognak Island. Th~ prop·erty cons.ists of seven dispersed parcels, some of 
which are adjacent to or near th~ previiously acquired Seal Bay parcel, one of which is 
adjacent to Shuyak Strait, and o/n~ of which is in the western part of Afognak Island. 

I 
Koniag. The Council is interested! in acquiring fee interest in the 57,082 acres covered 
by the limited term nondevelopnn/

1 ~nt easement acquired in November 1995, and has 
agreed to maintain unobligated f4nds totaling $16.5 million for this purpose. The 
nondevelopment easement incl~d)es land along the Karluk and Sturgeon Rivers and 
expires on December 2, 2001. I · 

I 
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Table 1. Status of Small Parcel Acquisitipns and Offers (Oct. 20, 1997) 

ParceiiD Description 

Acguisitions Com~lete 
PWS 11 Horseshoe Bay 
PWS 17, 17A-D Ellamar Subdivision 
PWS52 Haywarcl Parcel 
KEN 10 Kobylarz Subdivision 
KEN 19 Coal Crelek Moorage 
KEN 29 Tulin Parcel 
KEN 34 Cone Parcel 
KEN 54 Salamatof Parcel 
KEN 55 Overlool< Park 
KEN 148 River Ranch 
KEN 1005 Ninilchik 
KEN 1006 Girves Parcel 
KEN 1014 Grouse lake 
KEN 1015 Lowell Point 
KEN 1038 Roberts Parcel 
KEN 1049 Mansholt Parcel (Kenai River) 
KAP98 Pestrikoff Parcel (Sitkalidak Strait) 
KAP 99 Shugak Parcel (Kiliuda Bay) 
KAP 101 Haakanson Parcel (Sitkalidak Strait). 
KAP 103 Kahutak Parcel (Sitkalidak Strait) 
KAP 105/142 Three Saints Bay 
KAP 114 Johnson Parcel (Uyak Bay) 
KAP 115 Johnson Parcel (Uyak Bay) 
KAP 131 Matfay Parcel (Kiliuda Bay) 
KAP 132 Peterson Parcel (Sitkalidak Strait) 
KAP 135 Capjohn Parcel (Kiliuda Bay) 

Purchase Agreement Signed 
Kenai Natives A~soc. Package (Stephanka/Moose R.) 
KAP 91 Adonga Parcel (Sitkalidak Strait) 

Offers Under Review 
KEN 1 009 Cooper Parcel 
KEN 1 034 Patson Parcel 
KEN 1 060A-D Green Timbers (Homer Spit) 
KEN 1061 Beluga Slough (Homer Spit) 
KAP 220 Mouth of Ayakulik River 
KAP 226 Karluk Hiver Lagoon 
KAP 1 055 Abston Parcel (Uyak Bay) 
Kodiak Island Borough Tax Parcels 

A 1cres 
I ' 

Value Status 

31423.•2 $12z1051700 
$15.:0 
133.4 
I i: 

'2~:i~ 
'53.0 

226.10 
1om.'o 

t,3Tt.io 
197.'0 

146JO I ,, 

'16.0 
1111);0 

i64jO 
•19!4 
; 3J3 
! 1;6 
'80:0 
I !' 

160i0 
lao:o 
'40;0 
8a:o 
55;0 

'65!0 
:4oio 
160i.O 
70~0 

I 

" I I' 31390;0 
3 25Sl0 

I, ' 

13itO 

I , i 

450 1;5 
3b::o 
76:.3 

· 68.7 
! II 

136.0 
'56.0 
; 21,.5 
:160.0 

$475,000 
$655,500 
$150,000 
$320,000 
$260,000 

$1,200,000 
$600,000 

$2,540,000 
$244,000 

$1,650,000 
$50,000 

$1,835,000 
$211,000 
$531,000 
$698,000 

$55,000 
$128,000 
$155,200 

$52,000 
$66,000 

$168,000 
$154,000 
$110,500 

$68,000 
$256,000 

$73,500 

$411371000 
$4,000,000 

$137,000 

$31100z400 
$48,000 

$375,000 Discussions continue. 
$422,100 Contingent on conserv .easements. 
$615,000 Contingent on conserv.easements. 
$213,000 Willing to sell a larger package. 
$146,000 Willing to sell a larger package. 
$281,300 Discussions continue. 

$1,000,000 Appraisals underway (45 parcels). 

TOTAL: 7,1~63.7 $19,943,100 

• The owners of Baycrest (KEN 12) and Deep Creek (KEN 1001) have rejected offers to acquire their parcels. 
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Table 2. Parcels Un:q~r Consideration* (Oct. 20, 1997) 

ParceiiD 
PWS05 
PWS06 
PWS 1010 

KEN 1039 
KEN 1040 
KEN 1041 
KEN 1051/52 
KEN 1062A-C 
KEN 1070 
KAP 145 

Description 
Valdez Duck Flats (USS 349 & 448) 
Valdez Duck Flats (USS 447) I 

Jack Bay . ! 
'i 

. i i 
Oberts Parcel (Big Eddy) 1 1 

Oberts Parcel (Honeymoo~ ic?ve) 
Oberts Parcel (Peterkin Hmstd.) 
Salamatof Native Assn. (K~pai NWIR) 
Homer Spit Fishing Hole , 1 ! 

Trust for PubUc Land (HoniElr ~pit) 
Termination Point ' I : 

! 

Acres 
42.0 
24.7 

942.0 

31.7 
4.2 

30.0 
26.8 

3.0 
2.6 

1,028.0 

f iTOT.AL: 2,135.0 
I I 

i i I 

Comments 
Appraisal submitted to landower. 
Appraisal submitted to landower. 
Appraisal on hold pending 
changes in title to be conveyed. 
Appraisal approved. 
Appraisal approved. 
Appraisal approved. 
Parcel has been reappraised. 

Appraisal submitted to landower. 

* Perllsland (KEN 149) .and Fleming Spit (P~ ~027]1 are no longer under consideration. 
** The owners of The Triplets (KAP 22), Cusaek 1Parc1al (KAP 118) and Karluk (KAP 150) are unwilling 

'I 
to sell their parcels; , 1 I 

. i 
'I 

i 
I I 

. I , 

i! 
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Table 3. Small Parcel Nominationls i(~uly 1995.to october 1997*) 

'' I 

ParceiiD Description Acres : i Sponsor Rank I: 
Prince William Sound {PWS} 122.0 

I! 
'I 
I' 

PWS 1045 Dennis Parcel (Valdez Duck Flats) 4.3 II No sponsor Below threshold criteria. 
PWS 1056 Blondeau Parcel (Valdez) 100.0 ':ADNR Low 
PWS 1068 Lowe Parcel (Latouche Island) 2. 7, j :No sponsor Below threshold criteria. 
PWS 1072 Willis Parcel (S. of Cordova) 15.0: i :No sponsor Below threshold criteria. 
PWS 1077 Stalling Parcel (Fish Bay) 1.51 I :Nosponsor 
Kenai Peninsula {KEN} 864.51 I i 

KEN 1030 Anchor River 127.81 iiNo sponsor Below threshold criteria. 
KEN 1032 Matson Parcel (Ninilchik River) 7.4i . iADFG Low 
KEN 1035 Mullen Parcel (Kenai River) ' !ADNR/ADFG Low 8.51 
KEN 1036 Weilbacher Parcel (Kenai River) 28.7 i :ADNR/AIDFG Low 
KEN 1037 Coyle Parcel (Kenai City Boat Dock) 26.0: •No sponsor Below threshold criteria. 
KEN 1042 College Estates (Kenai River) 56.0! :ADNR/ADFG Low 
KEN 1043 College Estates (Kenai River) 77.91 !ADNR/ADFG Low 
KEN 1044 Breeden Parcel (Kenai River Flats) 25.01 !ADNR/ADFG Low 
KEN 1046 Pollard Parcel (Kasilof River) 155.o~i :ADFG Low 
KEN 1047 Calvin Parcel (Kasilof River) 76.8! 

- I 
iADFG Below threshold criteria. 

KEN 1057 Lowe Parcel (Kenai River) 22.0 1 :ADNR Low 
KEN 1059 Grubba Parcel (Kenai River) 26.7i iADNRIADFG Low 
KEN 1063 Eaton Parcel (Ninilchik Boat Harbor) 11.0 Low 

Lindle Parcel (Lower Kasilof River) 
I 

'ADFG Low KEN 1064 10.0: 
I 

KEN 1066 Moore Parcel (Killey River) 30.0: ADFG Low 
I 

KEN 1067 Fiore Parcel (Kenai River) 7.2 'ADFG/ADNR Low 
KEN 1069 Wards Cove Packing Co. Parcel 29.7: !No sponsor Below threshold criteria. 

(Chisik Is.) 
2.6.' KEN 1070 Homer Spit, W. side ADNR Low 

KEN 1071 Ellis Parcel (Kenai River/Cook Inlet) 43.01 
1

No sponsor Below threshold criteria. 
KEN 1073 Cufley Parcel (near Baycrest, Homer) 9.3! :No sponsor Below threshold criteria. 

I 

iADFG KEN 1074 Gatz Parcel (Anchor River) 80.0.1 Low 
KEN 1075 Meridian Park Parcel (Bear Creek) 3.91 
Kodiak/Alaska Peninsula {tcAP} 1'1844.0'1 
KAP 1050 Christiansen Parcel (Sitkalidak Str.) 159.0! :usFWS Low 
KAP 1054 Christiansen Parcel (Kiliuda Bay) 160.0: iUSFWS Low 
KAP 1058 Leisnoi Parcel (Long Island) 1,462.0: 
KAP 1065 Arneson Parcel (Aif ls./Uyak Bay) 63.o·; ,USFWS Low 

TOTAL: 2,830.5! 

; i i 

* These parcels have been nominated since publication of Compr:~h~nsive Habitat Protection Process: Small 
Parcel Evaluation & Ranking, Volume Ill, Supplement July 1 ~>. 19~5j ' 

i 
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PROJECTS DEFERRED BY TRUSTEE COUNCIL I FY 98 WORK PLAN 

Lead Funded Decision 
Proj. No. Project Title 

Agency Proposer 8/6/97 Deferred Reason Deferred Process for Review 

98064 Monitoring, Habitat Use, and Trophic ADFG K. Frost/ADFG $150.0 $157.5 Review of recovery Review meeting Nov. 
Interactions of Harbor Seals in Prince status of harbor seals 12-13, Restoration Office 
William Sound and results of studies to (Castellini, Frost, Riedel, 

date Schell) 

98131 Chugach Native Region Clam Restoration ADFG P. Brown- $82.1 $197.9 Pending award of If contract awarded to 
Schwa len berg/ contract to operate CRRC (decision expected 
CRRC ' shellfish hatchery; also October), Chief Scientist 

@ 
need final approval of and Restoration Office will 
DPD and budget review DPD, budget, and 

. 

(submitted June 1997) FY 97 progress; no 
meeting planned 

98162 Investigations of Disease Factors Affecting ADFG G. Marty/UC $465.7 $51.7 Evaluation of FY 97 PI will submit memo of FY 
Declines of Pacific Herring Populations in Davis; R. Kocan work on herring pound 97 results in October; no 
Prince William Sound /Univ. Wash., C. fisheiy meeting planned 

Kennedy & A 
Farrell, Simon 
FtaserUniv. 

98163 APEX: Alaska Predator Ecosystem NOAA 
... Expefimenlcin=i=>rince~William~Sound-and=the·- -

D. Duffy/UAA $1,899.5 $118.5 Review of FY 97 data Memo submitted by PI 
------ ---- .. ·· __ . ··- •···· · ____ -~~relating=marbled-murrelet=-0ctober=15;-under~rev:iew-

··- ---- ------ ·----Gulf-of-Alask-a-·-------------·--------------------- :::.:~_ ::.~_:_--:-:::.~ -:~~-::: : -:::- ::.----- -::.::.-:::r;>rodu~vlt}'::.il'l_d_e_~-10..::·::.::.-::::-~::::.by:::_(Z_hl~:::.S_ci~n~J~--::::: ::::.:-

. dl.8263- - .. 

~ 

98286 

98289-BAA 

Page 1 

_ As_s~§.S_Ill_ent, Pr.otectjo_na_ncj l:nham~~me_nt . _ ADEG .. _W._Me.gf:ll"lcaG.I<., 
of Salmon Streams in Lower Cook Inlet Jr./Port Graham 

Corporation 

Elders/Youth Conference on Subsistence 
and the Oil Spill 

Status of Black Oystercatchers in Prince 
William Sound 

DOl B. Henrichs 
/Native Village of 
Eyak 

NOAA S. Murphy/ABR, 
Inc. 

hydroacoi.J-stic data on . - . . . . . 

forage fish 

$0.0- -$135.4-Rev:iewofFY 97 results ___ P.Lwill~YI:>milr~RQ.rt_in __ _ 
October with FY 97 survey 
data and plans for FY 98 
enhancement/protection 
efforts; Chief Scientist will 
review; no meeting 
planned 

$0.0 $111.1 Submittal and review of 
budget and DPD, which 
is to include summary of 
FY 97 effort 

$0.0 · $80.4 Availability of funds 

Once submitted, DPD and 
budget will be reviewed by 
Chief Scientist and 
Restoration Office; no 
meeting planned 

No further information 
required 

10/22/97 



PROJECTS DEFERRED BY TRUSTEE COUNCIL I FY 98 WORK PLAN 

Lead 

Proj. No. Project Title 
Agency 

98314 Homer Mariner Park Habitat Assessment ADNR 
and Restoration Design Project 

98320 Sound Ecosystem Assessment (SEA) ADFG 

e 
98338 Survival of Adult Murres and Kittiwakes in DOl 

__:_~~--· _·· __ · ~Relation~to:~orage::~isn~Aounaance~···_-·_· ---· 

98339 

A 
\..:=:c: 

Page2 

Prince William Sound Human Use and 
Wildlife Disturbance Model 

USFS 

Summary: 

Funded 
Proposer 8/6/97 

E. Bechtel/City of $0.0 
Homer 

T. Cooney, et $2,332.6 
ai/UAF 

Decision 
Deferred Reason Deferred 

$102.1 Availability of funds 

$50.8 Review of FY 97 results 
of Herring/TEK 
component 

Process for Review 

Proposer will examine 
possibility of phasing 
project over two years 

Seitz will submit maps, 
methods, and plan for FY 
98 effort by 11/21/97; 
Chief Scientist and 
Restoration Office will 
review; Seitz will make 
presentation to TEK 
Advisory Group Dec. 9 

J. Piatt/USGS $0.0 $76.1 R~ViE:}W of results of pilot . PI will submit memo of FY 
n · n n- - - .. - · · · ·· ·· - · study.::-of~suocUtaneous..:::.:.:::...:97-results-::O:y:.tOl3::1197..;::........:_..:. _ 

· ·· -· -radio=tagsc..~~ .C ~~ ·. · ~. ~· -~=~= Gh ief~Scientist-will=review~ . 

K. Murphy, L. 
Suring/USFS 

$0.0 $139.2 Availability of funds 

Approved by Trustee Council in August: 

Total request for deferred projects: 

TOTAL: 

FY 98 Work Plan target: 

$13,079.1 

$1.220.7 

$14,299.8 

$14,000.0 

no meeting planned 

Proposer will work with 
DOI/NPS liaison to answer 
Trustee Williams's question 
about expanding model 
beyond PWS 

10/22/97 
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Field Trip Summary 

iT1h 
\ill) 

A. GROUP: Exxon Valdek 1GiiSpiH 'Public Advisory Group (PAG) 

B. DATE/TIME: September 10~i1~ 1997 

C. LOCATION: Kodiak Island, A!laska 

D. MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Name 
Rupert Andrews, Chairman 
Torie Baker 
Chris Beck 
James King 
Chuck Meacham 
Eleanor Huffines 
Brenda Schwantes 
Stacy Studebaker 
Howard Valley 

E. NOT REPRESENTED: 

Name 
Pam Brodie 
Sheri Buretta 
Dave Cobb 
Chip Dennerlein 
Mary McBurney 
Chuck Totemoff 
Nancy Yeaton 
Vacant 
Mark Hodgins (ex officio) 
Loren Leman (ex officio) 

F. OTHER PARTICIPANTS: 

Name 
Bill Hauser 
Joe Hunt 
Molly McCammon 
Doug Mutter 
Hugh Short 
Lisa Thomas 
Cherri Womac 
Bruce Wright 

Principal Interest 
Sport Hunting and Fishing 
Commercial Fishing 
Public-at-Large 
Public-at-Large 
Science/ Academic 
Commercial Tourism 
Public-at-Large 
Recreation Users 
F:orest Products 

Principal Interest 
Environmental 
Public-at-Large 
Local Government 
Conservation 
Aquaculture 
Native Landowners 
Subsistence 
Public-at-Large 
Alaska State House 
Alaska State Senate 

Organization 
AK Department of Fish and Game 
Trustee Council Staff 
Trustee Council Executive Director 
Designated Federal Officer, Dept. of Interior 
Trustee Council Community Liaison 
U.S. Geological Survey 
Trustee Council Staff 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
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G. KODIAK OPEN HOUSE: 

Linda Freed 
Jerome Selby 
Brian Himelbloom 
Jeff Richardson 
Judy Lucas 
Susan Baker 
Woody Koening 
Kathy Streveler 
Linda Himelbloom 
RaeJean Blaschka 
Emeliana Valdez 
Cassie Bravo 
Tommy Johnson 
Mary Forbes 
Bob Pfutyccnreter 
Ron Riemer 
Dustin Dooley 
Jonathan Schafler 
Margaret Roberts 
Roger Blacmeu 
Jim McCullough 
Steven Honnold 
Hans Tschersich 
Herta Tscherich 
Claire Holland 
Henry Hagemey 
Lacey Berns 
Elise DeCola 
David Nesheim 
Cliff Stone 

Issues Raised: 

() 

I I 

KIB CornihJnity Development Director 
. I ~~ KIB Mayqr ' . . . . . 

Universit~ o11Alaska-Kodiak 
Kodiak D~ily1 Mirror . 
Chiniak : 
Chiniak 
Chiniak 
Gustavus ·• 
Kodiak 
Kqqiak 
Kodiak 
Kodiak 
Kodiak 
Ko~iak 1

1

. 

Kodiak , 
KliJ I 

Kodiak , I· 
FWS-Kodialt. 
Kod~a.k . ·' 1• 

Kodiak , j. 

Al) FG-Kdd1ak 
ADFG-Kddiak 

. ! 

Kodiak 

Ko~ia.k i , , 

ADNR-Kqdiak 

Kodiak I 
Kopiak . 

Ko'diak ' 1· 
Lesnoi Ind., Kodiak 
Ko,diak (rJp bsenting Alan Austerman) 

I I! 

--Linda Freed outlined spill prevention and coAtibigency planning efforts in the Borough 
--Ron Riemer discussed the Kodiak Island mar~nb!waste management project 
--Jerome Selby urged completion of the. AJV, Kd~iag and Termination Point sales and 
the Long Island sale; he asked that Leslloi lands ~t Chiniak be examined for possible 
sale, that the waste management project b~ follo~ed up, and that the restoration reserve 
be a research fund for the spill area (with the Trtstee Council to be replaced by some 

other en~ity) . ; I ! . . . 

--EducatiOn of local people IS a key to ptevenqng :small spdls and chrome pollutiOn 
--Possibility of contamination on Long Island ' I ' 

--Possibility of contamination at Chinia~ : I· 
--Chiniak residents want the Trustees to purch::tseiLesnoi lands to stop timber harvest 
--Margaret Roberts asked about funding for P$Pj~esting, education of local people on 
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cultural values, and ~he asked, thlit a separate committee be set up to run the reserve 
i '' I· I" 

--What about the expenditure :of !EVOS money in New York? 
--They support Termination ~oirlt acquisition as a priority 
--Can EVOS fund a project fOr s~a lioQ.S in the harbor? 

H. LARSEN BAY OPEN HOUSE: 

Doug Mutter, Chairman 
Torie Baker : 

Designated Federal Officer, Dept of Interior 
PAG, Commercial Fishing 

Brenda Schwantes 
James King 
Lisa Thomas 
Terry Tavel 
Kevin Hartwell 
Martha Randolph 
Marilyn Arneson 
Virginia Squartsoff 

1 

Joan Squartsoff 

Issues Raised: 
I 

PAG, Public-at-Large 
PAG, Public-at-Large 
U.~. Geological Survey 
videographer 
videographer 
.Anton Larsen Corp. 
l4(sen Bay 
Larsen Bay 

I i. 

]Larsen Bay 

--Shareholders of Ko,niag did:l~ot get to :vote on the land sales to the Trustee Council 
--No EVOS money is being sperit in Larsen Bay 

I , I I 'I 

--They do not know what is gqirtg. on with EVOS projects 
I •. ' I . 

--They want to stop ~e next Kowag sa,lF of lands in the area 
--They want to de-m~rge frorpj ~pniag ' 

I ' i 

I. OLD HARBOR OPEN HOUSE: 
I 

I • 

Molly McCammon, ~hairmap, 
Chris Beck i · 

Chuck Meacham 
Eleanor Huffines 
Joe Hunt 
Hugh Short 
Jody Seitz 
DanielZatz 
Roy Corral 
Rick Berns 
Mary Haakanson 
Craig Mishler 
Sven Haakanson, Sr: 
Emily Bigioli 
George Inga, Sr. 
James A. Nestic 
Polly lnga 
Carl Christiansen, Sr. 

! i 

Trustee Council Executive Director 
PAG, Public-at-Large 
PAG, Science/Academic 
P AG, Commercial Tourism 
Trustee Council Staff 
Community Involvement Coordinator 
Coastal Currents 
v~deographer 
photographer 
Old Harbor 
Old Harbor 
ADF&G Anchorage 
01~ Harbor 
01~ Harbor 
01~ Harbor 
Old Harbor 
Old Harbor 
Old Harbor 
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CarlChristiansen, Jr. 
Jeff Peterson 
Harold Christiansen, Sr. 
Tony Azuyak, Sr. 

Issues Raised: 

Old Harbor 
Old Harbor 
Old Harbor 
Old Harbor 

(\ 
\ / 

--Problems with contamination of local waters- household hazardous wastes, waste oil, 
raw sewer, scrap metal. Kodiak Waste Management Plan project Is a good way to deal 
with these issues. Can money be obtained for. local training? 
--What is status of EVOS small parcels? 
--Harbor seals are increasing, there is lots of hunting, and they are now getting 
involved with Harbor Seal Commission 
--Want Youth Area Watch like Prince William Sound's 
--20-25 local salmon seine permits in Old Harbor 
--Want tourism to increase slowly, to plan for it, so they can keep the benefits locally. 
They want an infrastructure in place before tourists arrive. 
--IFQs were a loss. Halibut charter boats- moratorium as of April1997. There could 
be a loss there too. They are also concerned about draggers. 
--Library at school is getting organized and upgraded. Information about Russian 
history. 
--PSP in clams is increasing. Kodiak Island uses more clams per capita than anywhere 
else. Mainly use a beach at Sheep Island. 
--Observations: lots of feed, small fish~ Lots of new birds- "giant robins". Salmon 
are deeper and not jumping. Skin is c0lored but the meat is fresh. 
--Community met with Terry Garcia of NMFS when he visited in August. 
--Rockfish- Russian Old Believers from Afognak came down to fish these. 
--Asked for a research project to check the ocean after a dragger goes through. 

The group also toured museum housed by Russian Orthodox priest. Many old items - could 
probably be better protected if they were in climate controlled cabinet. 

J. PORT LIONS OPEN HOUSE: 

Bruce Wright, Chairman 
Howard Valley 
Rupert Andrews 
Pauline Allen 
Ivan Lukin 
Wayne Lukin 
Brad Ares 
Mark H. Barthson 
Alvin Mullan 
Students 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administratioin 
P AG, Forest Products 
P AG, Chairman, Sport Hunting and Fishing 
Chugach Regional Resources Commission 
Port Lions. 
Port Lions 
Port Lions 
Port Lions 
Port Lions 
Port Lions School 

The community is relatively new. It was established. after the earthquake. Several new homes 
are going in and the city government continues to sell lots at reasonable prices to help raise 
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funds. Crescent Lake is stocked by ADF&G with sockeye and coho salmon. The sockeye run 
was excellent and everyone who want,ed to was able to fill their smokers and freezers .. The 
coho run was not as good, but there were several fish below barrier falls in Crescent River. 
There is very little fishing pressure on the coho. 

The berry year was good and the bears were not much of a problem unless you ventured out at 
night (not recommended). One community hall has been replaced and another is slated for 
replacement. Twenty-two Port Lions' residents attended the meeting, eight were high school 
students with their teacher. The handouts were very popular, especially the wildlife series and 
Restoration Update. The school and corinnunity had already received the seal video and they 
have watched it at least once. At the end of the meeting most people stayed to watch the video 
again. Most people had a comment. 

Issues Raised: 

--Wanted a fish bypass for Crescent Lake 
--Fish bypass may change the use of the fishery· 
--Several people were very interested in the Restoration Reserve and wanted to be kept 
informed, to receive the newspaper on the Reserve, and to be placed on the TC mailing 
list 
--Only one resident (village police officer) commented on land issues and was opposed 
to the lands being purchased by the TC to go to USFWS. "They already have locked up 
too much land." 
--Several questions were asked about cleanup contingency plans, and especially training 
for the local residents 
--Some think tourism may be important to their community in the future 
--Several people thanked us for coming to the community, and wanted us to do so again 
to discuss the Reserve and to keep them updated 
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i fi.!r I 1 , • ~~ ,I, 
The National Outdoor1 LeadersHip School 

I I I I Alaska Branch 
1 

1 

1 

PO Box 981, Palmer, Alaska: 99645-0981 
907-745-4047 ' 'i 

Fax 907-745-6069 ' ' 
, I 

Don Ford 1 ! 
Branch Director I 

Molly McCammon 
Executive Director 

I ' '. 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spil;l Trustee ~ouncil 
645 G Street Suite 401 1 

: ! : 

Anchorage, Alaska 99S01-345ll 
I :I 

Re: Restoration Reser~e : I I , 

Dear Molly, 
'i 
i I 
I 

(j) 

October 15, 1997 

~~©~OW~© 
.OCT 1 7 1997 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I am in the final hour~ before i Jnt dep"rture south, so excuse the brief nature 
of this note. Unfortun~tely, I *if! be_ in the field during the Restoration 
Reserve Workshop nef't mon~ij ~ut 1 would encourage the P AG to consider 
the following thought~ durin?l tfe d.is.cussions. 

I ! I i, '' 

Integration of Research in Mam~gement Decisions. Torie Baker's letter dated 
September 21st spoke :to this ~ell. The value of the EVOS research in the spill 
areas is undeniable; yet, the ~~el:of research within the existing management 
structure is a concern that should be addressed. 

' ; I I 
I , : 

Impact of Recreation imd To~HJm on' Recovery of the Ecosystem~ 
I believe that human 'mpact ~~ ~· factQr constraining long term ecosystem 
recovery. ~e leyel of accep.tap~el change n~eds to be add~e~sed, in particular, 
the cumulative Impacts of m~e;;tsed. traffic volumes on mJured resources. 
EVOS could play a significant lr@le in supporting future research and planning 
efforts to diminish this immi.eht threat. 

I 1 I 
, I ! 

Value of Education : : I i 

Both cultural and sci~nt~fic e~f~ation programs provide peopl~ the 
kno~ledge and the p~s1on t~l flght for the lon~ te~ preservati~n of these_ 
fragi~e ecosyste~s. T}i.rough ~'ejReserve, the 01~ ~pill coul.d contmue to 
provide educational qpportunr~es for commuruhes well mto the future. 

Again sorry for the qJick not~.IThese are simply ideas to consider when the 
P AG discusses the scope of thr Restoration Reserve. 

I I ' Sincerely, : 
1 

I 

o.~c( I, 
'(JV.. i I I 

Eleanor Huffines I 
, I 

: i 
'I , I 

I 
I 

I 

i~ 

~.,P 
Roc~c11-d 

Cl.'l::/<l-" 
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October 1, 1997 

Molly McCammon 
Executive Director 
EVOS Trustee Council 
645 G. Street, Suite 401 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

! ~I 
re: "trick or treat" this Hallpween ' 

Dear Molly, 

('1'11 v 

via fax 276-7178 and mail 

I: I 

Thankyou for your Septe~ber 19, i99V respo1:1se on behalf of the Council to my letter of 
AprilS, 1997. It was, unfortunately; e~tirely unsatisfactory. That the Trustee Council is 
unable to completely and genuine!~ ~wer these few relatively straightforward questions, 
which are of course on1y a; starting rPoiht fo:r the sorts of questions that need answered, 
further supports my contention that! a thorough, comprehensive review of the government's 
NRDA/Restoration process for the ~,q.on Valdez Oil Spill needs to be conducted. A few 
observations are in order. : ' ' ' 

• i ' ' 
i 

' i ' I 

First, it is important to note. that none Of your response conveyed any information 
whatsoever from anything )that coul,~ bf consfdered to be "~ independent review" of the 
sort you suggest you havelalready ~Cj>n~uct~~d .. These were s1mply your and the Council's 
conclusions about the prOCfess- ha~~yl,the c:omprehensive, independent assessment you 
contend has been conducted and is,iqllljlecessary. My questions were specific to what your 
independent review had concluded j-!l ~eady ~know what you and the Council think about 
all of this. If you have co,ducted s;~~ a review, where are the results? 

i ; : i ' 

Next, from the infonnation you pr~yided, it ~s simply impossible for the public, or the 
court for that matter, to objectiv~1y /4etemtine how well you are doing in complying with 
the various consent decrees under ~hibh you are operating. Perhaps most telling was your 
lac~ ~f response to my reqpest for 'i~ !itemilZ#i list of exa?tlY what restorative management 
dec1s1ons have been made; based o~ IY~ur rE~S~iU"ch, by wh1ch agency, and at what date. 
Please attach copies of e.~h an~ e\o:~~ such d~ision." Altho~~ you assert that your 
research "bas played or IS iplaymg ~ drrect role m recovery of lDJUred resources" (as, of 
course, you state many times in atte~pts to j~~tify these enormous expenditures), you 
provide not one single pie~ of do~l.irriented evidence to support this, as I had requested. 
This is to confirm th~t the Trpstee CQuncil is unable to document one single 
management decision by a n~tp.tal resource management agency in the oil 
spill region based specificall~ ! o,h re:sults of your research. 

' ' 
! ; : i' 1 

This brings up the next pqint, whicH is your answer to my question asking for "the total 
amount of public funds expended ~q d~te on government EVOS research." Your answer -
that "for the period e~di~g March?~, 1:1997, ~ to~al of ~7~:5 ~on has been expended on 
EVOS research, momtonmg, and general re:sorauon actlVltles - IS far from the acrual 
amount. My request was :for the tq£ihllatnount- that is, from March 1989- to date spent on 
government EVOS research. This!itptal am.ouht should actually reflect all of the pre
settlement research, whic~ probab~~ ahiounts.'to approximately $1.50 million of the $173 
million of reimbursemen~ (although ~ou ar~ unable or unwilling to give me an exact 
figure), all of the $25 million you ~~vje spe:nt.constructing your aquarium in Seward (an 
expenditure which you purport is s<ill~ly for research), and several million dollars for your 
administration and management of this enormous "science" program. 

lgJ UUl 
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I also recall a substantial amount of money provided directly by :Exxon to the Trustees back 
in 1989 or 1990 for your research program ~at is n~t ~~counteq for in your figure. The 
total amount actually spent by the government em EVQ~ research to date - my exact 
question - then, is over $260 million, or over thre~ times the answer you gave. Such 
attempts to mislead the public are rivaled perhaps or~ py Exxot itself. 

In answer to your question as to whether I would li~e to review the inventory of equipment 
purchased with EVOS funds that is in custody 1Jftht g9vernme~t agencies, the answer is 
yes - that is one of the things I specificalJy ~l<e:d fo~ - 'iplease pt.fovide me with your 
review's itemized accounting of all such ex~ndittir!fs, includin~ all equipment that has 
been purchased using EVOS funds." ·! I 

I I i: I 

You are unable or unwilling to provide me wi.th an itemized acc6unt of all reimbursements 
taken by the government agencies out of the: settlenip~d instead ~ending me off on yet 
another "hunting expedition" to your clever,' profes~i9nany elus~ve government lawyers. 
As this public money - over $1/6 Billion .: was taken, directly I out of the settlement, one 
would expect that such an accounting exists~ .. d wo~ldlbe readiLy available. 

'I ~~· I 

Regarding your answer to my question of "t?Xa1ctly ~o~ much xrloney did you spend on 
efforts that would reasonably be considered ,to be ndrm~l agenci responsibilities", in all 
honesty, I simply do not believe that it is th~ijudgerJierit: of the Trustee Council that 
"none of the settlement funds has gone to funel actiyitib~ that coUld be described as 'normal 
agency management'." In fact, you will noqoubtrbdlJ a dialog regarding this issue, on 
the public record, at one Trustee Council m~ting at lit~ back iri which one of the Council , 
members admitted that, of course, a substanti1U persf9t3.ge of Tr[ustee Council expenditures 
went for normal agency activities, and that~ policyipn ~is shou~d be developed. I believe 
that it is widely understood and acknowledgep by e~ehllyour owh agency scientists that 
much of the research done with Trustee moijey - popd!ation cedsusing and assessment, 
etc.- is what would normally be considered t~ be ··~o#al agen4y management." I believe 
many of these people would admit this under oath & a4onymou~ly roan independent 
reviewer. · ,! I ! 1 

Your answer to my question concerning "a&~nc:y bi:l~ ~onflict Jf interest, duplication of 
effort, openenss ~d competetiveness of the: RFP p~~ss, and general fairness in the 
conduct of your research program since Mateh, 19~9'f ]Was simply that you now have a 
process in place by whi~h you a~a:d research c:.ontt;acf~ to p~ivafe companies, uniyersities 
and non·profit corporat10n. s. Th1s IS rather o. b. viou.s'j. ,ut agam sidesteps the question and 
provides little guidance to future Trustee Councils ~e ,aJrding wllat pitfalls to look out for, 

h 'd • I I I w at to avo1 . '1 

1 1 

. i : i 

In answer to my question regarding how much mo~e~ ¥ou havd provided in overhead to 
your own agencies, you provide only a coniplc~x m!a~i~ of percentages and formulas from 
which it would be difficult for the public to ~erive' e~~ri an appr~ximate answer to this 
question. My question was precisely how l'l)uch llJ,oqey you h~ve provided in overhead, 
not what the various rates charged are. Again, the 1fni~:tee Cou*il is apparently either 
unwilling or unable to provide this informati~n. :! I ! 

I! I 
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Your rationale for not responding t6 m~ qm:stions regarding the NRDA program is that 
these "are entirely matters of specula~i~n and Opinion and are not appropriate for comment 
by the Trustee Council, only one m~b~er of which was even a Trustee during the time 
these decisions were made~" It mayf,br Jbat tq~se.are matters of speculation and opinion, 
but any comprehensive review of die ~roce.ss would be able to provide an analysis of those 
speculations and opinions,; and subUqU.ently .tpe review's conclusions regarding the NRDA 
program. Keeping in min<;l that yo~ ~~re rE~i*'bursed your agencies over . $1/6 Billion of 
public funds for this progr~m •. and ~atj:nonc~ 9f it has been accounted for in any genuine 
and detailed way whatsoever to the,IHullilic, it ~eems that these "matters of speculation and 
opinion" are of genuine interest. F~rtH~r. yout assenion that it is not appropriate that the 
Trustee Council comment .on this hebahse "only one member of which was even a Trustee 
during the time these deci~ions wer~l~~~" is !Simply ludicrous. The legally mandated 
Trustee agencies of this process ard th~ same ~oday as they were in 1989, and there has to 
be some collective knowledge and t~sponsibility for the NRDA process within the 
respective Trustee Council agencie~·lt ~egitinate review would assemble and make sense 
out of this collective knowledge. x~u~ lade. ~f response on this issue ftuther obviates the 
need for a comprehensive :review. ~Uij~er, ~~s precise argument will be used twenty years 
from now regarding you folks - th~sp Iruste~ weren't even around "during the time these 
decisions were made", so, as yourh.t~onale f6llows, how could they possibly know 
anything about what went on back ~ere in the 1990's way up in Alaska? Again, another 
reason for a comprehensive, detail~ r~view~. 

:: 1: 
• I I. . : 

As you are aware, the Trustee age~die~ are upder a court order to conduct this program 
with a "meaningful public processJ'/ :Efurtht~r. :your Restoration Plan categorically states 
th 

I • I 

at: 1 I : 

I i i 

The public and the scientifip /cd~u~~ty will be provided timely access to all 
levels of restoration inforrri~i6n. llll aP,dition to the status report, more detailed 
information will be made aylilll~le to scientists and the interested public 
in a timely manne~ and in aA ersily us1ilile form. 

That it took thC? Trustee_ Council o~d~ f.ve.rn9~ths to ~spond to my info~ation request can 
hardly be constdered "um~ly", even! lJ:l! goverr.;tment Clfcles. But far more unportantly, that 
your ultimate response did. not proyi<Ie most 10f the information I requested can indicate 
only one of two possibil~tes - ei~e~ you ~o not have the information and 
analyses I have requ~sted, 011 1tlla;t yq~ wish to conceal this information 
from the public. In the first ins#~f·. a th~rough review of the sort I hav~ been 
requesting and you have been opppismg for ~ver four years now would obv1ously be 
warranted. In this case, if the Tru~t~~ Coun9~1 had recognized rhe constructive nature of 
this request when I flrst made it (~y letter t<;> Senator Stevens of February 12, 1993, copied 
to the Trustees) and subsequently tri~y othe~. times, and then moved ahead with a genuine 
effort to sponsor a truly credible, ih~dpendef1t review of the entire Trustee program, 1989 
tintil present, you would be ab_le td ~r~vi~e: l'r.\e and orher int~rested ~ublic with detai!.ed 
answers to at least these quesuons:'1Iqa timely manner and man easJly usable form. 

lqJ 004 
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Your acknowledgement of this need in your Marchl22, 1995letter to The Coastal Coalition 
was encouraging: ' 1! ! ; 

:: : i 

Various Council members have d.isc'*sed dlli.rirtg the paSt year the 
possibility of commissioning a historiccd reVrie~ of the Exxon Valdez 
Oil Spill NRDA process and developmc:mt~f c:p.e Trustee Council. 
Such a review would be conducted l)Oth from ~e perspective of 'process' 
and 'science' in. order to document t&.e l.essdhs;leamed in the event of 
another oil spill. This is especially S:Ppropri~t~ given the length of time 
since the spill and the potential for lqsing m~crl of our historical 
knowledge. · .: , : . 

This was subsequently discussed, at my request, dJ~g aTrustee Council meeting, and at 
least one of your council members concurred: 1

! ' i 
' ·! i I 

i! j i 

the comments we heard here might be s:omet.h.mg we want to look at as 
we prepare for the tenth anniversary,becaus~, h~ I mentioned earlier, that 
is an opportunity for the Council to demorisF~* accountability, and maybe 
really look at how we can prepare rnate:riat 1ih~tjU provide assurances to 
the public in a very open-profiled w~y of ju~t ~hat has happened over 
the past seven years ' 11 ' I 

'i 
This again was encouraging, but the Council:'s sub~eq\lent lackoffurther action on this is, 
to say the least, extremely discouraging, and 1raises lgre~t suspicion regarding the sincerity 
of any of the Council's public statements. !! 

~ ! 

The second possibility mentioned above - that :the 1jx$tee Council wishes to conceal this 
informatjon from the public: i~ obviously cpntrarylltoiyour restoration plan and to the court 
order. I have to hope that thts 1s not the case. !! : ! 

' 1: :: ! 

The U.S. District Court concluded in response to a 1 m~tion we put in front of it in March, 
1995, that although the government's compFance Wi$:'the tenns of the settlement is a 
matter of great public interest and that the Cbuncil'~ ~dtivities "should be scrutinized", the 
court felt that it lacked the authority to ordet !a revi~w! ~uch as we had requested. We 
continue to feel that the court is in error in ~is regcfrdH that it not only has the authority. but 
in th~s e?traordinary ~ase it ~so has an. ove¢iding ~u?Hc responsibility to order the . 
morutormg of compliance w1th the various ~iVOS/goy~rnment eonsent decrees, particularly 
since none of the parties to the consent decr:~es seer~ :Willing to initiate such a process. 
We feel strongly that the c~urt does have th~;ptJwerl t~ ~onitor ~d enforce. the settlement it 
approved, even absent an mtervenor such as' ourse~v~~ regardless of standmg. 

' .. I ': . 
I I ~ 
' I 

The court suggested that we go to Congress with thl~ request, which we did. Senator 
Stevens explored the notion with you folks\ ,and a~aht1 1you aggresively opposed such a 
review. So the situation we are left with here is ~~s: for one of the most damaging 
industrial dis~s.ters !n history, neither the:fj*~icial (yet), the legislative, or 
you, the admimstrat1ve branches of our g~~~l!'nment agree to conduct a 
comprehensive critical analysis the most eKt~psive attempt in human history 
to mitigate the environmental damage c:au$~dr :by an industrial disaster. Now 
that's one for the history books, isn't it? I am cert~in·ly glad that it is your names that will 
be associated with such opprobrium, not minE:. · · 
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I have general admiration for all of~o~ as people. And, you are to commended for the fact 
that finally, after many years ofhaggli~g. the: government~ have accomplished some 
amount of habitat protectidn in the spill region: out of the billion dollar settlement. But 
when history looks at the ~ntire OPRQrtpnity pi[eSented by the Exxon Valdez, and contrasts 
what the responsible government ''l'tll~tees"' ~id and did not accompHsh, I am convinced 
that the true and ultim!ate trag~dy .of this event will be clear .. and that is the 
government's inability~ even f~r 1 Just one extraordinary instance, to place 
the interests of an injured eco~yste.m al;J~)Ve all else. Even with a billion dollars, 
extraordinary public support and a ¢burt mandate to do just this, the government Trustees 
proved ultimately incapab~e of ope~~~g sole~y Qr. even primarily in the interest of aiding the 
recovery of this severely damaged ~osystem. Instead you folks placed the political 
interests .of a few at a higher priority~ leadiiLg to such perverse initiatives as the construction 
of t~mrist aquari~ms; mas~ive, in~.~i~~. and.(or the !llost part~seless science projects; 
vanous economic developp1ent prQ.)~~; proJects to mcrease human access, use, and 
disturbance of an already 4fsturbed!i~c6systc:m; waiting for coastal habitat to be clearcut and 
then "protecting" it; etc. ~d all inltM name of "ecosystem restoration?" 

i i. i 

And while you may fee.l ~at your d9v{i predicJa,ble, off-the-shelf, metronomic rhetoric 
about your "wonderful" process ha.Si s~ccessfully hypnotized the general public and media 
and anesthetized their rati9nal cogqihqn of thi~ situation, I think you will eventually find 
otherwise. I suspect The ~n reas~n the gov~rnment is so resistant to review of its EVOS 
program is that, if you do iit yourselVef, it wi~l quite appropriately be seen as justmore of 
the same old rhetoric - not indepen:d:ent, not credible, not trustable. On the other hand, if 
you initiate a truly independent, cornp~ehensiye, and credible review, it will be somewhat 
critical. And, for those fe~ul of dqtiFism, this is probably seen as a "no-win" situation. 
Your oppositio~ can only :mean th~j ypu are .afraid of the outcome. It is obvious that you 
folks are not qillte as confident ab0~t ~our program as you pretend. 

I '• I• . · 
1
! I j I, ' • 

On the contrary, the ultirn~te winn¢~ ~y conducting a critical analysis and evaluation of this 
entire effort is, of course, !society altd lthe environment. If the government Trustees of this 
oil spill remain so afraid tb acknoWledge theit failings along with their successes, then 
where are we left for the ~ext suchi ~nriromnental disaster? . Sayi~g ~at all of this has no~ 
been taken care of because "NOA~ has new! NRDA regulations" 1s s1mply laughable. It 1s 
about as believable as AlYeska sayh1~ they had a great contingency plan back in 1989. 

: : I 

I ! ! 

There are now, as you know, at le~st three National Academy of Sciences reviews of 
issues in Alaska being co'nducted t ,ode on IfQs, one on CDQs, and one on Wolf Control. 
Another NAS review, of ~e Oil S.p~111 1Rec•::>VC?ry Institute's evolving research program, is 
planned. But while each pf these ~ssues is important, even taken together they are not ; 
nearly as internationally s~ignifican~ !~ this ~$toric attempt by the government to mitigate the 
environmental damage c~used by ~4e iEXX(m Valdez. Yet here you are, afraid to objectively 
account for the government's failu~d and rriissed opportunities along with your successes, 
afraid to imagine a differynt and po~e?tially better way of doing all this the next time. 

I have yet to retain an att9mey in ~~:of my dealings with you folks, as I had hoped that 
when you folks thought about it all: and set aside your fears and prejudices and measured 
your potential courses ofi action agai~st the highest standards of public trust and integrity. 
you would agree that thi~ was the;hororable thing to do. Apparently I was mistaken. 

I ' 

~006 
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At this point, I propose the following -unless I hea# f~om you b~ the end of this month -
that i~, by Friday, October ~1, "Hallowe~nl" l~P.~ 'i· that Y?

1

u intend t~ commission a 
truly mdependent, comprehensive, thorough,, and cn~q~ analys1~ of the enttre government 
NRD~estoration prog~ on the Exxon VC1fch~z 0~;1 ~~ill, to be! made _:eadily available to 
the public by the _10th anmversary of the sB1ll ~Marr~N24, 199~).1 w!ll explore and 
seek every poss1ble legal remedy to this' s:•tuap,~. I re~1ze this may not worry 
you folks very much, as you have at your dispo:sal c~untless skilled attorneys and virtually 
limi~ess resource~. But the ~act of the matte~ is ,that ,fub lpovem~ent ~s legally vulnerable on 
certam parts of this, and I think you and you ~~kitlled:latt<;~meys kqow JUSt where. Your 
feigned concern over the legality of examining pre-stittl~ment activities and expenditures 
with settlement monies is absurd - these acti vites wete lnmded b~ monies taken out of the 
settlement as reimbursements, and as such entirc~ly sttbj¢ct to criti,cal examination with 
settlement monies. . · ·.! I i I 

' I ,, I 

Keep in mind that at this point, this is the TrustE~ Cbur¢il's choi'ce, not mine. If the 
Council had stepped to the plate on this four ye:rrs ag·

1

• o th• is entir~ issue would be over and 
done with long before now. · ii , I 

• , I 

One fmal offer - in the interest of fostering your dell'ber~tion of qus proposal, I offer to 
keep this conununication confidential at this time .. ~ th~ event ypu decide to go forward 
with a real review, I will applaud it publicly~ and g!i~~!all. of you great plaudits for doing 
such a wonderful thing. It can be your idea, your iriitiji~ive. If ~ou choose this path, I 
would not want to be part of the review itself, but w¢uld insist art helping to defme the 
scope and process :for the review. . '! I '· I 

I must say, in closing, that I have wanted this .. Resto~ati0n proceJs to succeed perhaps more. 
than any other person I know. It genuinely saddens: 1m~ that hext, after 8 and 1/2 years, we 
are in such a situation. So what'll it be for triek-or•ttd.~, this Halloween folks - your 
continued tricks- on the public, the environm(mt, thei<;:ourts, add yourselves- or a 
refreshing treat· an honest and fair critical examimitioh of you~ program? As usual, I will 
anxiously await you reply. ·I I• 

;!1-~~ 
Rick Steiner 
9940 Nearpoint Dr. 
Anchorage, AK 99507 

cc Honorable H. Russel Holland, U.S. District Co4, !District of Alaska 
: ' I I 
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Meeting Summary 

A. GROUP: Exxon Yaldez 'qu Spill Public Advisory Group (PAG) 

B. DATE/TIME: November 4-5, 1997 

C. LOCATION: Anchorage, Al~ska 

D. MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Name 
Rupert Andrews, Chair 
Torie Baker 
Chris Beck 
Pam Brodie 
Sheri Buretta 
Dave Cobb (via telecon) 
James King 
Mary McBurney 
Chuck Meacham 
Chip Dennerlein 
Brenda Schwantes 
Stacy Studebaker 
Chuck Totemoff 
Howard Valley 
Mark Hodgins (ex officio) 

E. NOT REPRESENTED: 

Name 
Eleanor Huffines 
Nancy Yeaton 
Vacant 
Loren Leman (ex officio) 

F. OTHER PARTICIPANTS: 

Name 
Catherine Berg 
Veronica Christman 
Traci Cramer 
Carol Fries 
Dave Gibbons 
Chuck Gilbert 
Joe Hunt 
Laura Johnson 
Mark Kuwada 

Principal Interest 
Sport Hunting and Fishing 
Commercial Fishing 
Public-at-Large 
Environmental 
Public-at-Large 
Local Government 
Public-at-Large 
Aquaculture 
Science/ Academic 
Conservation 
Public-at-Large 
Recreation Users 
Native Landowners 
Forest Products 
Alaska State House 

Principal Interest 
Commercial Tourism 
Subsistence 
Public-at-Large 
Alaska State Senate 

Organization 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
Trustee Council Staff 
Trustee Council Staff 
PJ< Department of Natural Resources 
U.S. Forest Service 
National Park Service 
Trustee Council Staff 
Chugachmuit 
PJ( Department of Fish and Game 

14. ~- d- 9 
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Barat LePorte · 
Molly McCammon 
Rita Miraglia 

CID 
Bogle and !Gates 

Doug Mutter 
Theresa Obermeyer 
Karl Pulliam (via telecon) 
Bud Rice 

Trustee C~ub~il Executive Director 
AK:. Deparfni~nt .of Fish and Game 

Des. i.?nate4·1~.· deral Officer, Dept. of Interior 
Publlc: ! 

I 

Public: ' 
N ati.onal ~atik Service 

Sandra Schubert 
Stan Senner 
Hugh Short 

' II 
Trustc::e Council Staff 

• .' I Trustc:e C0unbil Staff · 
• I I'' Trustc::e C<mncil Community Involvement 

Coo. r, dlinat~r ·1 '. 

' ' I ,; 

Claudia Slater A~ DepartDf~nt of Fish and Game 
Bob Spies (via telecon) Chief Scie~tist, Trustee Council 
Joe Sullivan AK ~Deparhri.~nt of Fish and Game 
Alex Swiderski AK Depar,bi¢nt of Law 
Lisa Thomas U.S. Geol.bdi¢. al Survey • 11 I 

AI Ty~er Uniyersi~ <f! ~Iaska 
Chern Womac '!'~tee C?fc!l Staff 

G. SUMMARY: 
1

• 

The meeting was opened November 4 at 8:30 ~.m. by #pert Andrews. Aftel: roll call, the 
summary of the July 16, 1997 meeting was approved. · 

Molly McCammon provided the Executive Director's report. She reported on the status of 
legislation to change management of EVOS accounts, iwh~ch are held in the U.S. Court , 
System. Some changes not desired by the Trustee Co~~qil are being proposed. The Trustee 
Council will meet December 18 to act on deferred pro~ects for this year's work plan. A harbor 
seal workshop will be held November 12-13, 1997. ~e~ptiations are underway for large 
parcel acquisitions with Afognak Joint Venture: and w~: J(oniag. An agreement was reached 
for acquisition of small parcels at Homer. , : 1 

McCammon gave an overview of the restoration reserv Vlanning, process. Ideas for a research 
fund were put forward as early as September 1989. ~~~~s SturgUlewski and the PAG have put 
forward papers on the reserve concept. The Trustee G:ouncil has asked for a full public 
planning process at this time, to assist them in decidin~ rhat to do with the reserve, and how 
to do it. Public comments were solicited in this sumnie1'1s newsletter (copies were distributed 

: I 

to PAG members). 1 

, 

Stan Senner reviewed the recovery statu8 of injtp:ed r~9~es. An official update was done in 
1996, and another will be done in 1998. Sevetrai species 1appear to be recovering and will 
change status. The ecosystem has not recovered, and l.re1c;.overy of several species is yet 
unknown. . ' 

• I • 

Veronica Christman pr?vi~ed a summary of the: publi4 fmments on the reserve received to 
date (a summary was distributed to the PAG) .. Of 17~ rf~ponses, 59 addressed all questions 
and 39 spoke in favor of a permanent research <!-nd m~4t~ring program. 

I, 
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The session was opened for public COillQlent. Karl Pulliam (via telecon) supported increased 
research and monitoring in the Cook Inlet/Kachemak Bay area, a project to compile 
information for the area, and support for efforts such as Cook Inlet Keeper and the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration's Estuarine Reserve program. Theresa Obermeyer 
offered comment and distributed a handout. 

Bob Spies presented his thoughts on us~ of the reserve fund (a paper was distributed to the 
PAG). He and the core scientific peer Feview team propose a long-term research ap.d 
monitoring program of the northern Gulf of Alaska, taking an adaptive, interdisciplinary, 
ecosystem approach. He estimates it will take $4-5 million annually for an effective program, 
which should cooperate with other research tefforts . 

. McCammon introduced presentations on remaining habitat protection opportunities (reports 
were distributed to the PAG). Dave Gi~bons went over Forest Service options within Prince 
William Sound, noting Native sharehol~er homesites would be the major future 
opportunities-there are no small parcel~~ Chuck Gilbert discussed Park Service options, 
stating that Port Graham is not intereste~ in selling any land, English Bay purchases are 
completed, and there are no small parcels. The coast along Lake Clark National park is a 
potential, but is involved in pending :Cq.u and village land deals. Mark Kuwada spoke about 
Department of Fish and Game possibilS)ies, mainly small parcels along the Kenai River. Carol 
Fries discussed Department of Natural Resources interests, mostly Kenai River small parcels. 
Alex Swiderski mentioned that many small parcels become available over a period of time, 
ones that aren't available now may be at a later date. McCammon outlined Fish and Wildlife 
Service possibilities-mainly small parcels on Kodiak Island, Afognak Island parcels, and lands 
within the Kenai National Wildlife Refqge. 

Hugh Short discussed community interests (see handout #1). Hearings will be held after 
January in all rural communities, as well as Anchorage, Fairbanks and Juneau. Local control 
of research,. education and cultural prbj<;:cts are desired by most of the community facilitators, 
who represent Tribal Councils. Native !internships were discussed. Native input into the 
process is desired. 

Dave Cobb suggested that assisting resqurces over the long-term was important, a small 
advisory group of stakeholders could manage .the funds, and that there were enough land 
acquisitions. 

McCammon stated that the Trustee Council wants to present a range of options for the next 
round of public comment. There is still a mission tied to the injured resources that keeps the 
program close to the purposes outlined n the settlement. 

AI Tyler outlined the endowed Univers~ty chairs option. About $2 milHon can support one 
endowed chair (salary and benefits mil~). The specific kind of chair can be identified, and the 
method of managing finances can be established. Jim King noted that funding research 
projects through the University also gi~es education to others. The Group discussed endowed 
chairs and where this option should be placed in the presentation of options. Tyler proposed 
adding the following language to the option: "The incumbent of an endowed chair would 
occupy the position for a fixed term (e.g., 5 years)." 
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The possibility of funding a research institut~ was. brqu~~t up. Allocation of fixed percentages 
of the fund was discussed. Increasing the amou.nt gojng !into the !fund and allowing funds to be 
used for agency programs were also discussed'. Lev~taging funds with other research projects 
and perhaps establishing an overall research coordinarid* group were ideas presented. Giving 
money to local foundations was put forth. Chuck Mdad.tiam suggesting deleting large parcel 
acquisition as an option since it would take too. much; Ia~ the fund to accomplish. Brenda 
Schwantes agreed, but Pam Brodie said that aW optimisl¥ould be included for public ' 
discussion. Stacy Studebaker said that recreat~o111al af,Pties should be funded. CJ;rip 
Dennerlein supports leaving large parcel acquisitions11in 1he mix. · 

. The PAG discussed and voted on the options ~ be J~ed in th~ draft public discussion paper 
(distributed to the PAG). j I' 

USE: Item 1 should be called Ecosystem R~earch :aJ~ Monitoring and should include the 
concept of coordination with other effo~, ~d th~[cbpcept of terrestrial vs •. marine 
components of the ecosystem should be gJ.V~ furtlr1 roughL Passed unammously 

Item 2 should be called: Large Parcel Habiijlt :Pr?tf~t~on. Inclusion in the options paper 
passed by a vote of 8 to 6, with Beck, Buretta, .. Cobt>, Meacham; Schwantes, and Totemoff 

• 
1:! · ·. il I! 

opposmg. ·· : 
,: I' ~ : I I 

Item 3 should be called Small Parcel Habitat1 Frot·e· .. f·. tr·~n. Passed, with 2 no votes from 
Totemoff and Buretta. i :, 

i i . 
I : 

Item 4 should include the language Tyler pr~stmted (~hove), and include a clear definition 
along with the concepts of research and teaching. P~sed with 1 no vote from Brodie, who 
said it should be in the research category. < : ! I ! i 

I 
I 
I 

Item 5 should be called Community-Based aestora'ti6ri. Projects, and should include 
recreational improvements, subsistence, touHs:m, · rlt~ine poll~tion, and cultural elements. 
Passed unanimously. I I : 

An Item 6 was added: Public Education; Outrc~ac11i ~lld Stewardship, which should 
include cooperative stewardship on public ~d pri~a~ lands, translating research into 
forms managers and the public can use, enh~ced 1tnaPagemen.t of public lands, providing 
grants to organizations working toward rese~. v:e fu~,l ~oals, distribution of information, 
and public education, including internships.and sc~o ~ships. Passed unanimously. 

! : .! : 
:i ' 

Schwantes suggested including a category called Oth~r ~ each section so the public can add 
ideas. McCammon agreed to do this. I: 

LOCATION: should focus geographically an~ ][lOt ih1jllde the Alaska-wide option. Passed 
with 1 no vote by Mary McBurney. ! I: 

TERM: as is, passed unanimously. 

i 

GOVERNANCE: Item 2 should be plural (New Bo~Hs), the University should be 
! I' 
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included, and existing boards shoul~f b:e considered. Passed unanimously. 

: i ' 
ADMINISTRATION: Item 3 shouldlibe!,changed to New or Existing Entity including 
public/private authority, non-profit~ lprivate foundation. Passed unanimously . 

. I 

PUBLIC ADVICE: add an item to Plib~ic Outreach to use existing groups, since there are 
many advisory groups in existence, eJg, llocall fish and game, etc. Passed unanimously. 

Dennerlein suggested including estim~te~ of costs for all options. McCammon agreed to do 
this. Dennerlein also said that he felt S~nator Murkowski's actions regarding EVOS funding 
compromised the whole public proceS~. 1

' 

! i 

McCammon opened the discussion on ~r~haeological restoration projects (distributed to the 
PAG). The Trustee Council plans to:~e action on this subject at their December meeting. 
Chugach Alaska withdrew their proposal for a r:egional repository, pending clarification of 

, I I 

direction from the Trustee Council, al(h@ugh th~y are still moving forward with a cultural 
center in Seward together with Chen~ia !corporation. A draft resolution (distributed to the 
PAG) supports a single regional repostt~ry. 8 community displays, and construction of 
traveling exhibits. Short discussed ~si ~eeting with community representatives, Chugachmuit 
and Laura Johnson. Johnson said th~ti c¢lmmunities endorse the local displays concept, but 
suggested more funds go there and r~4u~ed fhn.ding go to the regional repository, which could 
be an expansion of one of the local dis~~~ys. This proposal is to go to the communities for 
their concurrence by the December ni~eting. McCammon noted that a key concern is who will 
support operations and how operatini t~~ts will be addressed. The PAG discussed this topic at 
length, in particular, the need for all ~at]ties to. come together and use the best each has to offer 
to resolve this issue. ' ' ' 

McBurney moved, second by Meachatin,l to request that the Trustee Council secure the 
services of a professional facilitator: toihelp the profit and non-profit interests involved in 
cultural preservation/repository dey¢Iopmtmt to help develop an integrated plan for 
physical facilities and long-term op~fa~ions .. Passed with 1 no vote from Schwantes. 

It was moved by Meacham, second bYi ~otemoff, that the PAG supports the concept of the 
Trustee Council Resolution Regardin~, Additional Archaeological Repositories (Draft 
Revised 9/29/97), with the additionl~flthe following to item #2, the first sentence: total not 
to exceed $2.8 million. Also, the da~l~r amounts identified in items #2A, B, and C should 
be deleted. Passed unanimously .. ,. ' , 

McCammon asked if the PAG shared a~y of the concerns that were raised in Rick Steiner's 
letter (distributed to the PAG). Tylerln~ted that Steiner's opinions were his own, and not 

. I 

necessarily those of the University. No! one expressed the same concerns. Brodie noted that 
'I ! 

she had concerns over NRDA reimbu:ts~ments, but felt it was not worthwhile going back over 
them. Sheri Buretta raised a questioR.!afuout the EVOS Chief Scientist sitting on the SeaLife 
Center Board. Molly said that the Thlst~e Council had discussed that issue. Several said that 
McCammon should respond to the lettd, but: felt the letter resulted in unproductive use of 

I I I 

resources. , 
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Torie Baker stated that she was frustrated with the dis4uHion of tme reserve. She wants the 
PAG to be more creative on uses for the reserve. Shelagrees that more public-input is desired. 
Beck agrees with her, and believes some scenarios forlh9~ the reserve could work would be 
useful. McBurney said she would participate ilia small ~roup on 1the reserve. Brodie thought 
that writing ideas down and distributing them would b~ ~~eful. Buretta and Valley said it was 
a good session. Meacham requested the staff distribu~~ i~ updated meeting schedule. 
Studebaker said-she was eager to hear Trustee Council~ rhponses to ideas _for the reserve. 
Schwantes feels that the public should be more involved land be able to look at all options. 
Totemoff .said thanks for supp~rtin~ the Chen~g~. habi+tj ~:oject. 1Iim King thanked Dr. Tyler 
for attendmg, and feels the Uruvers1ty can ass1s,t: m man~mg research funds. Cobb agrees 
with Baker and the need to revisit the reserve q1.J.estiori1. !Andrews :agrees with Studebaker's 
concerns over recreational stewardship projects. He ~#ed Cherri Womac for her logistical 
efforts for the fall field trip. :! i i 

The meeting adjourned November 5, at 11:05 a.m. 

H. FOLLOW-UP: As noted above 

I. NEXT MEETINGS: Not set 

'! I I 

i I; 

I 

'I I . ,, I, 
' I' 

'!· i! . . ,, I' 
J. ATTACHMENTS: (Handouts, for those not pres~,t) 

I 
1
1 I i 

1. Community Interests in the Restoration ~eserv~-pses and Structure 
2. October 22 letter to Senator Stevens re. EVOS iiF111.nds 

' •I i i 

3. November 4letter to Senato:r Stevens re~ EVOS 1Fimds 
. . I I' 

! 1: 

K. CERTIFICATION: 

PAG Chairperson jDate 
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Exxon Valdez Oil ppill Trustee Council 
645 G Street, Suite 401, Anchorage, AK 9~501-3451 907/278-8012 fax: 907/276-7l78 

, Coor~¥uni1ty Interests in the 
Restoration Reserve- Uses and Structure 

The following is a list of uses :and a posli~le structure for the Restoration Reserve as recommended 
by the Community Facilitatotis. This lik }vas compiled at the October 20, 1997 meeting held at the 
EVOS Restoration Office in Anchora~e.•· 

• Allocations directly to the villlg~ tribes. to conduct projects in their region as they see fit. 

• 

This may include such, communitr action as pooling of funds to take on an extensive research 
project in a certain region or the rohnatiion of community-based cultural preservation projects. 

Cultural preservation projects. ~he oil .spill has taken a huge toll on traditional methods of 
collecting sustenance jfrom the' laqd. Since the spill occurred in 1989, a half a generation of 
young Native children have be~niat least partly denied the tradition that has been prevalent 
in their culture for tho'\lsands of~~s. This trend can only be reversed by community leaders 
and those in the science comm~riltY working together to restore the traditional resources and 
teach the youth what 'their an~Jstprs have practiced for ages. 

I I ' 

• End habitat protection. This 1 i~sue has divided communities within the spill-area. · The 
Community Facilitators that I h~vej talk~~ to feel that amount of money spent, and the amount 
ofland acquired is enough andltijey cannot support any further acquisitions within the spill 
reg10n. 

• Land give-backs to ; commu~ties. Many feel that the Trustee Council should allow 
stewardship ofNative lands se~d ~o the government by the Native people. 

' ' 

• Discontinue the Trustye Council lin its' <~urrent form. A suggestion kicking around is to form 
a commission with 9 member's. . Re]presented on this commission would be community 
members (tribal and ~unicipal)j i~dustries, and state and federal interests. The commiss.ion 
would oversee over f~ur main Rtff ofiunding at the foll~wing percentages: Education, 25%; 
Enhancement, 20%; Restoration~30%; and Research, 25%. Members of the commission 
would break up into: four co~~ttees overseeing an area of funding. On these smaller 
committees appointed;public m:<frn;bers would sit and provide "public input," but would only 
be an ex officio members. This ~ructure would oversee a small professional staff and the 
principal of the Restoration R~~erve would be depleted over a twenty-year period. 

' 

I , 
' Federal Trr~stees State Trustees 

U.S. Deparlmeht of the Interior Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
U.S. Departfne~t of Agriculture Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 

National Oceanic and Atmosp~eriG Administration Alaska Department of Law 
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Discontinue the current structure oft~~ I,ubli1b ~dvisory Group. Many feel that a smaller 
conglomerate of spill-affected stakehoNers s~o~~~ be formed to gi~e direction to the new 
organization that will be formed, possibly throt}gn11rthe committee seats under the plan listed 
b 

I II ' 
a ove. ; ! , 

i ·: ·, 

Restoration Reser-Ve· should be spent OnlY in t~e ~~ill area . 
I '! i·l 

Alloc~te fund~ng to tribes to set up ~p-ma~f~~ent agree~ents wi~h stateand ~ederal 
agenctes. Tlus '"':ould allow for· Nat~ve grqf}?~ . to use 'thetr experttse, along wtth the 
government ex:pert1se, to manage the re~ource;f t~at produpes the best benefit of everyone. 

,I i i 

Native representation' on the new structun~ wit~ rb equal v:oice and veto power . 
I ! !. : 

. I • 1 

More m~ney allo~ated to tru~, actual r~~torati,p~ .. 
1

• many ~el that funds should be used for 
such proJects as dtrect shorehne clean-ur on o~11ilbeaches; 

Accountability of the scientific peer review·· thi~lw4utd ensu:re that the scientific projects are 
reviewed with all spectrums of represen~a1tion o~ the panels; also ensuring that the projects 
are actually helping the restoration of th~ spill-·4~r~~. . 

I I; 

The people in the communities would li~e to s~e ~~e construction of laboratories within the 
communities. This could serve two pl,irpos~1 : fi~st, it would allow researchers a shorter 
amount of travel and time when needirlg to u~e ~boratori~s, and secondly, it would allow 
community members and researchers ito builtl !:t;iendships, educational internships, and 
economic development within the comm~nitieJ1 . : !~ 

1 

Research money from the Restoration ReserV"elsqquld go towards PSP research . 
I! !! II: I 

I ! ! 

Scholarships and educational opportu~~ies iril t~~ science,s for those in the spill-affected 
communities. This would allow those affected ;by ~he spill that chance to have a career that 
would allow them to research and protect the l~n~11!and water where they live. 

'I :' 
' ' 'i ' 

An ~ctual, dedica~ed amo~nt ~fmoney p~id! ~utjt~ fach co~unity based on po.p~lation (at 
the time of the spill) and otl sptll damage.! •Thts mqney would allow the commurutles to fund 
projects at their own discretion. . I ' ! ' 

il i i ' ' i ' 
Community Facilitators would like the' govef11!ingl! body, whatever it may be, to let those 
whose area is m~st impacted by a Ian~ sale,. or.~ r~f.earch ptioject, or w~atever it may be, to 
have a larger vmce, rather than allowmg ~'outst~e1'i 1mterests1 control pohcy. 

' :I I I ' 

, 'I ''1 

I ! ! 
I 
I 
I 

I 

! ! 
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Exxon Valdez Oil $pill Trustee Council 
r .. l· ' 

' I' :I , 
645 G Street, Suite 401, Anchorage, AK 99~01-3451 907/278-8012 fax: 907/276-7178 

i i 
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November 4, 1997 

The Honorable Ted Stevens 
Chairman . 
U.S. Senate Appropriations Comrriittee 
522 Hart Office Building · 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Stevens: 
:I 

I received a copy of what has be~~ ~escribed as the most recent language you are 
considering introducing on our b~~a11f to the Commerce-State-Justice appropriations bill 
(attached). I have reviewed this d~aft language, and would like to reiterate several 
concerns that were expressed in ar 1

1

earliler letter from the Trustee Council. 
I 

:I ; 
First, all expenditures of the civil $ettlement funds received by the United States and 
State of Alaska must be consister:1ti ~ith the 1991 Memorandum of Agreement and 
Consent Decree. Although the m81s~~ cunrent language does expand the permissive 
uses of the interest accrued under1t~e re:quested authority, which is laudable, these 
additional uses may or may not be! cpnsistent with the Consent Decree. We are 
concerned that they may raise extf~tations that the funds can be used for certain 
purposes, when in fact, they may :~ot. In addition, habitat protection, which is important 
to many of the spill area commun~t~e~. would continue to be precluded as a proposed 
use of the additional interest funds. i 

'I 
• ! 

I 

Second, we continue to be very c~cberned about the "grant" language. Your new 
language does add a provision gi~d.g federal trustees the authority to administer 
grants. It is likely that universitie$la~d state agencies could be awarded such grants 
from a federal trustee agency, alt~ugh this circuitous routing of funds always results in 
additional overhead costs. Howe~~· thi:s ,language still seems to preclude necessary 
research from being performed by i1f~deral agencies. Currently, a major portion of our 
program is being performed by soie~'tists with the National Marine Fisheries Service, 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servic~.i and tlhe U.S. Geological Survey, Biological 
Research Division. No other entiti~~ are: qualified to perform this type of research. 
Therefore, your proposed langua~b tNould dramatically limit the type of marine research 
that could be accomplished with trle I interest funds. This is a major concern to the 
Trustee Council. i I 

I! 

i 
I i' 

~·dlfll Tnatees State Trustees 
u.s. Oepah~t of Interior Alaska Department of Fish and Game 

u.s. Department Qf Agriculture Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 
i I 1 
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Third, the language callin~ for a prp~osal by 2001 to authorize in federal statute a 
board to administer the funds inv~~t~d, interest received, and grants awarded may or 
may not be appropriate. V(/e are iH the midst of a public review process, and have yet 
to make recommendations or dedsidns etbout the future of the Trustee Council. 
Following this public proc$ss, we ~o~ld be very pi eased to present to you by 2001, a 
proposal for a future proc~s for ~dJ~inistration and expenditure of the funds deposited 
in the Restoration Reserve. ! • 

Again, we appreciate you~ suppor1 iof our initial effort to increase the rate of return on 
the civil settlement funds. i Howev~r. 1we continue to believe there are serious problems 
with the additional language you ~~opose~. and respectfully request that you seek only 
the original language reqyested b~1 t~e State. 

I 

Sincerely, 

'---riA_} L 1 /1t1 (~vt~ 
Mo;l~ ~c~~:Jmon I : ! 

Executive Director 1 

' 

Attachment 

cc: Trustee Council M~mbers · '· 

I 
I 

mmlraw 
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SEC. _. eXXON VALDEZ SETjTLEMENT •NTE~EST ... -Notwlthstanding any other 

provision of law, upon the jointir:n~tion of the United States and the State of Alaska and 

the issuance of an appropriate 6r~er t1y the United States District Court for the District 
I 

of Alaska, the jo nt trust funds pr '"Y portion thereof, including any Interest accrued 

thereon. previously received o~ tolbe received by the United States and the State of 

Alaska pursuant to the Agreernen~ and Consent decree issued in United States v. 

Exxon Corporati:~n, et al. (No. A9~-082 ·CIV) and State of Alaska v. Exxon Corporation, 
' 

et al. ·(No. A91-C 83 CIV) (hereaft~r referred to as the uconsent Decree"), may be . 
I i 

deposited in ap~.ropriate accoun~ outside the Court Registry, Including the Natural 
I 

:: ! 

Resource Dam~ge Assessme111t ~nd Restoration Fund (hereafter referred to as the 

"Fund") established in title I of~th~ Department of the lntericr and Related Agencies 

Appropriations ~.c:t, 1992 (Pub,L. :1 02··1 S4. 43 U.S.C, 1474b) and such accounts outside 
' 

the United States Treasury c:o~si~ting of income-producing obligations and other 

instruments or s ~curities of a tYP~ or c:lass that have been determined unanimously by 
.. I 

. :I I 

the federal and !rtate natural reso:urce trustees for the Exxon Valdez oil spill to have a 

high degree of r1~liabflity and s~~Jrity: Provided, That any joint trust funds in th~ Fund 

and any such OL1tside accountf t.ti:!.!!ave been approved unanimously by the trustees 
I' ;I 

for expenditure l>y or through a state 1:1r federal agency shall be transferred promptly 
I 

I i 

from the Fund a ,d sueh outside ~ccounts to the State or United States U2iD the joint 

request of the 9'>vernments: Ffrp~idfJct (urther, that the transfer of joint trust funds ....... .._ ____ , • ! 

outside the Cou t Regist,.Y shc:HI riot a·ffeet the srW?grvisoryJY{isdiction of such District 
. I. !. 

C,gurt under tot Consent Dec~~el or the Memorandum of Agreement and Consent 

Decree in United States v. St~~e :Of Aliaska (No. A91·081·CIV) over all expenditures of 
: I 

the joint trust funds: Provided~~furtner, That nothing herein shall affect the requirement of 
i: 

section 207 of the Dire Emerg~en¢y Supplemental Appropriations and Transfers for 
' ' 

Relief From the Effects of Nat:ur~l Ois1asters, for Other Urgent Needs, and for the 
I 



~ 
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Incremental Co~ t of "Operatic,~ ~esen Shield/Desert Storm .. Act of 1992 (Pub. L. 
'i ! 

102-229,43 U.~.C. 1474b note)[that amounts recei-.ted by the United States and 
·I I 

designated by u· e trustees fo~ th~ e~~pertditure by or through a federal agency must be 

deposited into tt,e FundEro~;~~ct further, That a~ intere§.laccrued under the authority 
'I ! . 

in this $ection rrr ay be used ooJx I for $U!nts for marine research and monitories 
" ' I I I 

(including apJ:)Iie d fisheries re$~arch) and for co_mmunit}' and economic restoration 
I I I 4JJG! 
I i I 

projects (including projects p~qp~sed by the fishing industry and facilities); Provided 
: i i 

further, That the~ federal truste~s!:are hE1reby authorized to administer such grants; 

Provided furthet; That the au~Ho~ity ~trovlded in this section shal1 expire on September 
I I : ~ 

30, 2002, unles~~ by Septemb~r so. ~~001 the trustees nave submitted to the Congress a 
i ! 

proposal to aut~ orize in fede~~l $tatute a boara to ..ad~:t:~iaistet runds. invested, interest 
I : 

received, and 91 ants awarde~ itr?m s;uch interestl 
! 
I 

i 

'I 
'I 

I 
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Exxon Valdez Oil :Spill Trustee Counyil 
645 G Street, Suite 401, Anchorage, AK ~5b1-3451 907/278-8012 fax: 907/276-7178 

October 22, 1997 

The Honorable Ted Stevens 
Chairman 
U.S. Senate Appropriations Comtnittee 

' I 

522 Hart Office Building · 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Stevens: 
... 

As you know, we have asked fo( ~~sistance in obtaining statutory language to clarify 
that the joint state-federal recov~ries for natural resource damages caused by the 
Exxon Valdez oil spill may be invb~ted outside the Registry of the U.S. District Court for 

' :I I 

Alaska. These trust funds would! cpntinue to be jointly managed by the United States 
and the State of Alaska ~roughi ~he procedures and for the purposes outlined in the 
1991 Memorandum of Agreeme(\t *nd Consent Decree with Exxon entered by the U.S. 
District Court for Alaskai(Consef!t Decree). 

I 

We seek this legislation for two r~9sons. First, an independent audit of Council 
activities found that the fees charg~d by the Court Registry Investment System are 
excessive, and we have not bee~ *ble to obtain relief from the court system. Second, 
keeping the funds in th~ U.S. Ttiea~ury limits our investment potential and prevents us 
from maximizing revenues while still maintaining the safety of the investments. 

We understand that yo~ and Se~a~or Murkowski are willing to seek this legislative 
change, but with limitati~ns placed on how the interest obtained from investments made 
under this authorization~could b'e 4sed. In addition, the new authority would expire in 
2002 unless the Trustees had sdbmitte!d to Congress a proposal to authorize in federal 
statute a board to admi~:ister thei remaining trust funds. While we are very appreciative 
of your interest in our p~ograms arid your support of many of the Council's activities, 
these restrictions cause, us gre~t ~oncern. 

' ; 

The Consent Decree requires th:ati the Exxon funds be used "for the purposes of 
restoring, replacing, en~ancing, r~habiilitating, or acquiring the equivalent of the natural 
resources injured as a result of the Oil Spill and the reduced or lost services provided 
by such resources ... " The Conieht D1acree is both authorized and in accordance with 

···· ·· the requirements of Section 311 (f)l(5) of the Clean Water Act, 3:3 U.S. C. 1321 (f)(5). 

' Federal 'l'nlstees State Tnastees 
', I 

U.S. ~rtment of Interior Alaska Department ol Ash and Game 
U.S. DepMt~t ol ~l(lricullure Alaska Department ol Environmental Conservation 

National Oceanic and Atmosbheric Administration Alaska Deoartment ol Law 
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The Council is currently implem$~ting a Restoration Plan adopted in 1·994 that reflects 
a balance of restoration activitie~.~ These include habitat protection; research 
performed by state and federal a;gehcies, universities, and private entities, subsistence 

I' I, 

projects, other restoration activiti:Efs I important to the spill area communities, and a 
reserve fund for restoration activj~ie1s after 2002. Because of the long-term nature of 
the restoration process, the reserv~ fund was established to ensure that once the last 
settlement payment was receive~ifrpm Exxon, there would still be adequat~ funds 
needed for the restoration of the 1:inj~red resources based on the scientific record 
available at that time. The Rest0~a~ion Plan was subject to significant public review, 
including a full environmental impact statement. A process is in place for determining, 
with public input, specific projec*! oh an annual basis. In addition, we are now in the 
midst of a fully advertised process ~sking the public how the Council's reserve fund, 
including interest earned on that;if!J~d, should be used. We are also asking the public 
what they think about the existinQ'structure of the Trustee Council. 

I' ! 

The limitations you propose would dramatically restrict the use of the interest t2 very 
narrow purposes, thereby preclu~ing its use for other purposes for which the trust 
money may now be legally expend~d under the terms of the Consent Decree and 
applicable federal and state law. : Fcpr example, the interest could not be used for 
subsistence restoration projects f~r ~Iaska Natives nor for such popular, community
initiated restoration projects as b8B~dwatlks along the trampled banks of the Kenai 
River, waste oil recycl.ing center~ that reduce marine pollution in Prince William Sound 
communities, and acquisition of ti~~lancls: on the Homer Spit important to the city of 
Homers recreation and tourism r:)e~as. 

We are concerned that placing t~~~e limitations on the use of a part of these trust 
funds will seriously undermine th~ donfidence of the public that decisions made on the 

I i I 

use of the trust funds are the res.uilt bf an independent judgment based on sound 
science, taking into account the ~te~s ofthe public. Moreover, such limitations may 
also lead to wasteful litigation. 

I: I 
We should also note that the Tru'~tE~e Council itself does not have either independent 
granting or procurement authority; tiut instead relies on the statutory authorities of one 
or more of the relevant State and fe~eratl agencies, primarily for procurements. It is 
unclear if any of these agencies ~~e specific statutory authority to make grants as 
contemplated by the proposed a~ehdment. In addition, the amendment would also 
appear to preclude necessary res(aarch from being performed with these funds by 

'. I . 

government scientists, or even the ~se of our existing procurement arrangements with 
scientists at the University of Ala~~ and elsewhere. 

For these reasons, we believe th~t ~he amendment offered should not be adopted at 
this time and we respectfully reque~t that you seek only the original language 
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requested by the State. If that i~i npt acceptable, the Council wishes to withdraw the 
original request and prefers that [n~ amendment be adopted at this.-time . 

. I . , 

PHIL JANIK 
Regional Foresta 
Alaska Region 
USDA Forest Service 

I 

~~Qlu.....al 
DEBORAHS. •I 

Special Assistant to the Secretao/ i. 

of Interior for Alaska · I ' 

I~~ 
FRANK RUE 
Commissioner 
Alaska Department of 
Fish and Game 

rntnllww 

~ 
Attorney General 

ate gf AJasl<a I 

l...... STEVEN PENNOYER - ~ 
~' Director, Alaska Region . 

National Marine Fisheries Service 

~lJvi-
MICHELE BROWN 
Commissioner 
Alaska Department of 
Environmental Conservation 
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National Parks 
and Conservation Association 

.November 4, 1997 

Dear Conferee: 

As you consider the FY 1998 Commerce-State-Justice Appropriations conference report this 
week, the undersigned organizations urge you to reconsider a provision that would restrict how 
investment interest from the 1991 Exxon-Valdez oil spill settlement can be spent. 

P.Ol 

The provision was intended to increase the rate of return on monies in the settlement fund, a goal 
we support. Unfortunately, it goes one step further and states that interest accrued from the ne§l 

investments may only be used for marine research grants and economic restoration projects 
grants proposed by the fishing indw;try. This language greatly narrows the goal of balanced · 
restoration, as delineated in the 1991 Memorandum of Agreement and Consent Decree between 
Exxon and the U.S. District Court of Alaska, as well as the 1994 Resroration Plan approved by 
the Ex.""on Valdez Oil Spill Trustee CounciL· 

Balanced restoration includes land acquisition, habitat conservation. researc-h and monitoring, 
subsistence activities, mitigation projecrs in communities affected by the oil spill, recreation 
options, economic opportunities for fisherman and affected businesses, and a reserve fund for 
future projects. The conference report would override the Council's Restoration Plan--developed 
with extensive public review and input-and allow the federal government to dictate how the 
interest from Exxon Valdez settlement can and cannot be spent. Right now, the Council decides 
how to spend the settlement funds, including the interest. 

We urge you to withdraw the FY 1998 Commerce-State-Justice Appropriations provision 
affecting the distribution of interest from Exxon Valdez settlement investments made 
outside the Court Registry, unless language prohibiting the use ofthis revenue for land 
acquisition is removed. 

Sincerely, 

National Parks and Conservation As:>ocialion 
Alaska Wilderness League 

Sierra Club 
Alaska Rainforest Campaign 

Nat19nal Audobon Society 
--" 

I 776 ;'v1assachusem Avenue, :-.J.W., Washington, D.C. 2C0.>6-19Q.t 

Tdc.:phone (2~2) 223-~PCi\(6722) • Fax (202) 659-:1650 ... 
! .. \...J ~ 1\ I.._ L • ;• 1't' lc. I c; \ <, I I t' ., \ :• 1 1\ 



Hugh Short 

NATIVE VILLAGE OF EYAK 
P.O. BOX 1388, CORDOVA, ALASKA 99574 
IEL::.9_UZ:: 4 2 .4::7 Z3J1LEAX::9_Q 7::4 2 4 ::Z 7 _3_.8_ 

November 3, 1997 

Community Involvement Coordinator 
EVOS 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 

Hugh 

As I will be in Seattle on from the 4th through the 6th, attending an EPA 
"Tribal Conference on the Environment", I will be unable to attend, the 
Public Advisory Group meeting. 

Our Tribe supports the recommendations that came out of the October 28, 
meeting on Artifact Repositories. We want more money spent on the local 
repositories, and less on the regional ones. 

On the Restoration Reserve: We favor using this money to set up a 
permanent fund, with the earnings being used for actual restoration, not 
more purchasing land. A new board should be set up to manage this fund, 
which would include representatives from Tribal Governments. 

Please see that everyone on the Public Advisory Group, gets a copy of this 
letter. 

Sincerely yours 

B.l J-1 aw.-~t 
Bob Henrichs 
President, Traditional Council 
Native Village of Eyak 

cc:Dr. Lora Johnson 
cc: Patty Brown-Schalenberg 
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SENATOR LOREN LEMAN 
716 W 4th Ave, Stc 540, Anchorage AK 99501 258-8189 

October 31. 1997 

The Honorable Frank Murkowski 
U.S. Senate 
706 Hart Building 
Washington. DC 20510-0202 

via facsimile: (202) 224-4349 

Dear Senator Murkowski: 

Northwest Anchorage 

Session: State Capitol, Juneau AK 99801 465-2095 

~~©~0\g7~~ 
NO'/ 0 41QQ7 

EXXON VALDEZ Oll SPILL 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I agree with your position that the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill (EVOS) Trustees Councillllj.Y 
invest settlement money only if it agrees that none of the earnings will be used to acqurre 
more land. 

I represent one of the two legislative ad hoc seats on the EVOS advisory council. In my 
legislative capacity and as a member of the council, I have recommended that future 
investments be made in research rather than land acquisition. I have also discussed this 
with Molly McCammon, the Executive Director of the council 

Alaska will be poorer if the council is allowed to continue to buy more land at the expense 
of meaningful research that could keep Alaska at the forefront of marine science. 

It has also disturbed me that the council continues to downplay its responsibility as a land 
holder to deal with the spruce bark beetle problem it inherits with land purchases. I don't 
believe that the council has done much planning with the property it has already acquired 
and that makes me less inclined to support future land purchases. 

Thanks for the good work, Frank. 

sm~ 

Senator Loren Leman 

cc: Molly McCammon, Executive Director 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustees 



October 29, 1997 

Rupe Andrews, Chairman 
Public Advisory Group 
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 

DearRupe: 

Arliss Sturgulewski 
3301 "C" Street, Suite 520 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503 

(907) 561-5286 
(907) 561-7683 (FAX) 

~ ~©~0\\f~ ijy 
Ul. lYJ 

NOV 0 3 f9Q7 

EXXON VAlDEZ Oil SPILl 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

It is my understanding that on November 4 and 5, the P.A.G. will be discussing the future of the 
Restoration Reserve. Since I will be traveling and unable to attend your meeting, I wanted to 
enter written comment into the record. I would appreciate your making my letter available to 
other members of the committee. 

I was delighted to see in the August-September 1997 issue of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee 
Council publication Restoration Update, that a request for public input to assist the Council in 
determining the long-term use of the Restoration Reserve was made. As the Restoration Update 
notes, the final payment to the Restoration Reserve is anticipated to be in 2001. The future of 
the estimated $150 million reserve is, in my opinion, one of the major issues before the EVOS 
Trustee Council. 

I have long shared a dream, together with inany others, of an endowment to fund a long-term 
interdisciplinary research and monitoring program to provide the data for long-term management 
and conservation of the marine environment off the shores of Alaska. I am aware that the 
current uses of the Exxon Valdez oil spill funds are confined to the area of the gulf of Alaska 
and Prince William Sound from Yakutat to the Shumigan Islands. Though not covering the 
entire coastline of Alaska, what a magnificent beginning to carry and expand on the excellent 
work that has been done to date by the EVOS Trustee Council. 

Although much work remains to be done on the specific details of how an endowment for 
marine research and monitoring should be established, a broad outline can be set forth. I see 
great value in a successor non-profit organization to the EVOS Trustee Council which would 
have representation from pertinent state and federal agencies and major public and native 
interests. I, personally, suggest a permanent endowment, inflation proofed, with annual 
dividends to finance an interdisciplinary research and monitoring program on a gulf-wide basis, 
along with coordination of all research taking place in the area. Ability to receive and expend 
federal, state and private dollars should be provided for and, indeed, encouraged. A small staff 
with access to a qualified peer science review team should be established. 
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Rupe Andrews, Chairman 
Public Advisory Group 
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council 
October 29, 1997 

/) 

Without question there will be many demands on the future of the Restoration Reserve, 
particularly for additional land purchases. Of the $918 million total settlement, funds have been 
designated as follows: land purchases - 42%, restoration work - 23.2%, science - 19.6%, 
Restoration Reserve- 11.8%, and public information and administration- 3.4%. 

I submit that a long-term integrated and targeted research and monitoring program, using the 
Restoration Reserve, is the very highest priority to protect and enhance our gulf ecosystem. We 
will have to use extraordinary skills to manage and conserve the marine environment so that we 
can continue to maintain a healthy and productive environment for multiple uses and users. 

I want to thank you for the opportunity to give input at an early stage of the planning as to the 
ultimate use of the Restoration Reserve. I would greatly appreciate being advised of other 
opportunities to participate or make comment in planning the future of the Restoration Reserve. 
Good luck, Rupe, to you and members of the P.A.G. as you carry on your important 
deliberations. 

Sincerely, 

~~~2· 
Arliss Sturgulewski 



Schedule for Restoration Reserve Planning 

Dates 

Aug.- Oct., 1997 

December 1997 

December 1997 

January 29-30, 1998 

May 1998 

June 1998 

August 1998 

October 1998 

March 23, 1999 

Oct. 1998-Sept. 2002 

A~tivity 

Staff meets with representatives of the University of 
Alaska, community facilitators and others to develop 
options for consideration. 

Trustee Council decides which options to consider further. 

Staff prepares brochure on options. 

Discussion of the Restoration Reserve at the 199,.8 Annual 
Restoration Workshop. 

Close of public comment period on Restoration Options. 

Staff prepares report on public comments on Restoration 
Options. 

Trustee Council makes a preliminary decision on the 
Restoration Reserve and distributes it for comment. 

Trustee Council makes a final decision on the Restoration 
Reserve. 

Discussion of the Restoration Reserve at the 1Oth 
Anniversary Symposium 

Change laws, court orders and administration, if 
necessary. 

Oct. 1, 2002, or sooner Use of Restoration Reserve begins. 

Key point for PAG involvement 

DRAFT- Aug. 5, 1997 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G Street, Suite 401, Anchorage, AK 99501-3451 907/278-8012 fax: 907/276-7178 

Restoration Office Tentative Meeting Schedule 

November 1997 
4-5 PAG Workshop on Restoration Reserve and Archaeology Repositories 
12-13 Harbor Seal review 

December 1997 
1 0 RWF Meeting 
18 Trustee Council Meeting, Anchorage - Deferred Projects and Restoration Reserve 

Options 
9 TEK Advisory Group 

January 1998 
26-28 SEA, NVP & APEX Reviews, Hotel Captain Cook 
29-30 Annual Restoration Workshop, Hotel Captain Cook 

February 1998 
3-14 Genetics Review (2 days within this period) tentative dates 

March 1998 

For more information on any of the above meetings, please contact the Anchorage 
Restoration Office. 

Update: 10/31/97 rwf 

Federal Tnsteu State Trntees 
U.S. Department oftnterior Alaska Department of Fish and Game 

U.S. Department of Agriculture Alaska Department of Environmeotal ConseiYcltion 
National Oceanic and Almospheric Administration Alaska Department of Law 



NO. 96-9486 

IN THE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

OCTOBER TERM 199.7 

THERESA NANGLE OBERMEYER, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Respondent. 

PETITION FOR REHEARING 
REGARDING HER DENIED 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 

Theresa Nangle Obermeyer· 
. Petitioner Pro Per 
3000 Dartmouth ·or. 
Anchorage, AK 99508-4413 

Telephone: 
Fax: 

(907) 278-9455 
(907) 278-9455 



WHY RECONSIDERATION OF TilE PETITION IS llEING SOUGHT 

Earlier, in this court, through counsel, the petitioner had sought 

certiorari on her challenge to impermissibly overbroad probation conditions 

of the disorderly conduct regulation since, as applied, it punishes 

constitutionally protected rights. The issues framed in the initial petition to 

this court are reiterated below. 

Reconsideration of this court's denial of Dr. Theresa Nangle 

Obermeyer's petition is being sought because the petitioner's probation was 

revoked after a second alleged commission of disorderly conduct initially 

charged as a new crime but that case was dismissed by the government. Under 

a lesser standard of proof, the disorderly conduct arose from the petitioner's 

attempt to merely attend a meeting of U.S. Senate Committee on Small Business 

chaired by U.S. Senator Kit Bond, Missouri, with Senator Ted Stevens, Alaska, 

on August 16, 1995. Dr. Obermeyer's misconduct only arose when she was 

detained and prevented from entering a public hearing because a federal 

security officer had wanted to "talk" to her beforehand. 

The unpublished memorandum of U.S. Court of Appeals for the 

Ninth Circuit rejected petitioner's constitutional challenge that Section 101-

20.305 is overbroad in violation of the First Amendment. They also rejected a 

due process challenge related to the district court's determination of a 

sentence in this case. 

presented. 

That issue, which now appears moot, has not been 

Dr. Obermeyer has an extensive background in education at many 

levels and a Ph.D. from St. Louis University. She had become well known in 

Anchorage because of her volunteer service on Anchorage School Board 1990-

1994 and her support of her husband's admission to Alaska Bar. Thomas S. 

Obermeyer, a member of Missouri Bar since 1990, has attempted to gain 

admission to Alaska Bar since 1984 without success. In the Matter of the 

Application of Thomas s. Obermeyer, 717 f...2.d 382 (Alaska 1986) was published 

at 57 American Law Reports 4th 1195 (1987) in connection with an annotation 

entitled Failed Applicant's Rh:ht of Access to Bar Examination Questions and 

Answers, 57 A,L.R. 4th 1212 (1987). 

On August 15, 1995 Dr. Obermeyer left a recorded message for Mr. 

John Murphy, U.S. Marshall, that she would be attending the public hearing 
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the next day. That same day, Fredalene Healy, Supervisor of GSA Security 

Office, Anchorage Federal Building, received an inquiry from Capitol Police 

because Dr. Obermeyer had faxed numerous documents to Senator Bond 

concerning her husband on August 11, 1995. Because of the inquiry by Capitol 

Police, Ms. Healy gave directions to GSA contract guard Jerry Klopp, Guardian 

Security, that he was to stop and detain Dr. Obermeyer from entering the 

public meeting to warn her that she was under observation by the police. 

When Dr. Obermeyer arrived at Anchorage Federal Building on 

August 16, 1995 she asked for directions after she passed the metal detectors at 

the entrance. She then proceeded to walk through the building and take the 

elevator to the second floor where the meeting had already begun. After 

getting off the elevator, she turned to go down the corridor on her way to the 

hearing when she saw Mr. Klopp running toward her. The record is clear that 

Dr. Obermeyer was quietly and peacefully proceeding to the hearing before 

being detained. 

Jerry Ward was attending the public hearing with Trefon 

Angasan and another person. As Mr. Ward approached the elevators, Dr. 

Obermeyer asked for his assistance in discovering why she was being 

detained. Mr. Ward intervened to the extent of asking Mr. Klopp why she could 

not attend the hearing and then took the elevator when it arrived. 

Very soon, Ms. Healy arrived. Because Ms. Healy had seen Dr. 

Obermeyer ask for Mr. Ward's help, she informed Dr. Obermeyer that she 

would be arrested. Some physical contact occurred after that and is 

contradictory. The testimony shows that Ms. Healy placed her hand on Dr. 

Obermeyer's arm as which time Dr. Obermeyer withdrew. Then, contract 

guard Klopp handcuffed Dr. Obermeyer and she fell to the ground. Judge 

Enright's finding that Dr. Obermeyer "pushed Healy" failed to consider that Ms. 

Healy was the instigator of the physical interaction. 

U.S. District Court Judge William B. Enright's finding that Dr. 

Obermeyer violated her probation and, therefore, sentenced her to 30 days in 

jail should be reversed. This is an abuse of discretion because the government 

presented insufficient evidence at trial to support a finding that defendant 

"willfully and knowingly" engaged in disorderly conduct based on being 

detained. Her presence at the elevator resulted from being forced towards the 

area of the elevators. Verbal protests and mere presence in the area of the 
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elevators did not amount to disorderly conduct because the regulation is 

overboard and violated a constitutionally protected right to freedom of speech 

and the related rights of assembly and association. . This regulation has been 

applied previously to sanction those who set about to disrupt the affairs of 

government. In this case, the "disruption" was occasioned by a legally 

questionable detention of a citizen on her way to a public hearing. 

The petitioner asks for reconsideration of her petition on this 

basis, relying on the arguments and authorities presented in the original 

petition presented by her counsel. 

ISSUES PRESENTED 

1. Whether evidence that appellant verbally responded to 

being detained by federal security officers and returned to the area of the 

elevators at the direction of the federal security officer is legally sufficient to 

find she engaged in disorderly conduct. 

2. Whether the disorderly conduct regulation is overbroad 

since, as applied, it punishes constitutuionally protected rights. 

DATED this~ay of October, 1997. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Petitioner Pro Per 
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NO. 96-9486 

IN THE 

SUPREl\IE COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

OCTOBER TERM 1997 

THERESA NANGLE OBERMEYER, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Respondent. 

SUPERSEDING ENTRY OF APPEARANCE 

* * * 

The Petitioner seeks to represent herself in seeking rehearing, and this court to allow· 

her to substitute her appearance for that of the Federal Public Defender for the District of 

Alaska. She hereby enters her appearance. 

DATED this I lf-f!lay of October. 1997 .. 

Respectfully submitted. 

T~D~O~.vt_ 
Theresa Nangle 0 ~eyer - "'-.) 

Petitioner Pro Per 



NO. 96-9486 

IN THE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

OCTOBER TERM 199 7 

THERESA NANGLE OBERMEYER, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Respondent. 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 

* * * 

Petitioner, THERESA NANGLE OBERMEYER, pursuant to Rule 39 and 18 U.S.C. 

§ 3006A(d)(6), asks leave to file the attached Petition for Rehearing Regarding Her Petition 

for Writ of Certiorari to the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit without 

prepayment of costs. and to proceed in forma pauperis. Petitioner was represented by the 

Federal Public Defender on appeal to the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 

Circuit and in her initial Petition to this Court. 

WHEREFORE. Petitioner, pro per, respectfully prays that this Court grant leave to 

proceed in the Supreme Court of the United States in forma pauperis.!/ I I I 



Respectfully submitted. 

~~nctd;;o~Jj(_ 
Theresa Nangle Obe~ - \J 
Petitioner Pro Per 
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NO. 96-9486 

IN THE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

OCTOBER TERM 199 7 

THERESA NANGLE OBERMEYER, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Respondent. 

CERTIFICATION 

* * * 

The Petitioner certifies that this Petition is restricted to the intervening circumstances 

of a controlling effect, not previously presented, and presented in good faith and with the 

honest belief that the attached letter gives very strong grounds for the relief requested in this 

Petition. This Petition is presented in good faith and not for the purpose of qelay. 

DATED thtsl.!::f!:aay of October. 1997 , 

Respectfully submitted. 

/bgwxg.~~t-a~bc 
Theresa Nangle Obem ""J 
Pedtioner Pro Per 
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NO. 96-9486 

lNTHE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

OCTOBER TERM 199 1 

THERESA NANGLE OBERMEYER, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Respondent. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

* * * 

Theresa Nangle Obermeyer certifies that pursuant to Rule 29 she served the within Petition 

for Rehearing, Superseding Entry of Appearance, Motion for Leave to Proceed in Forma 

Pauperis, and Certit1cation on counsel for respondent and the United States Supreme Court 

by enclosing a copy thereof in an envelope, postage prepaid, addressed to: 

Joseph Bottini 
Asst. U.S. Attorney 
U.S. DEPT. OF JUSTICE 
222 W. 7th A venue, 9, Rm #253 
Anchorage, Alaska 99513-7567 
Phone: (907) 271-5071 
Fax: (907) 271-3224 

Clerk of Court 
United States Supreme Court 
1 First Street, N. E. 
Washington D. C. :0543 



• 
The Honorable Drew u,)s 
Solicitor General · 
Department of Justice 
Washington, DC 20530 

DATED this /lf:"-t~ay of October. 1997 . 

Respectfully submitted, 

~~~Oiwv~~ 
Theresa Nangle Obe~ V 
Petitioner Pro Per 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


	Update on Injured Resources and ServicesSeptember 1996

