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

To: Public Advisory Group : pate: Novemnber 28, 1992
Through:  INterim Administrative Director //é’v&
Froms Jerome Montague, Chair, 1993 Work Plan Work Group

subect:  Transmittal of Public Comments on the 1993 Draft Work Plan

The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Restoration 1893 Draft Work Plan was made available for public review October 20,
1992. The Draft Plan identified proposed restoration projects (including a budget summary for each project and
administrative costs) and invited public comments. Comments must have been postmarked before November
21, 1992 to be considered by the Trustee Council in its decision making processes.

Comments received were date-stamped, given a specific identification number, and recorded in a database for
pyblic record tracking. The Trustee Council received 216 responses on the 1993 Draft Work Plan. The attached
public comments have received only rudimentary synthesis and analysis. Of these, 172 commenters addressed
one or more individual projects described in the Draft Plan and 72 commenters suggested other projects. There
were 11 comments on the project budget summary, 21 comments on the administration and project support
section, and 131 comments on the four specific introductory questions.

Comments are provided in numerical order based on date of receipt by the Trustee Council. Attached to each
document is a cover sheet indicating the subject(s) addressed by the commenter. The following summary tables
have been developed to assist your review. The first table summarizes the comment document cover sheets.
That is, for each document the presence of comments are noted for specific projects, the project budget
summary, the administrative and project support section and each of the four specific questions on which the
Trustee Council requested comments. This table also identifies any other areas on which the public expressed
concern. The second table notes the public comment documents whtch apply to specific projects.

State of Alaska: Departments of Fish & Game, Law, Natural Resources, and Environmental Conservation-
United States: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Departments of Agriculture and Interior
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TABLE 1

Subjects and Projects Identified in Comments



DOCUMENT ID#:' 93304001

The following projects received comments:
93004 93014 93016 93017 93019 93022 93024 93025 93026 93031 93063

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Yes priority to subsistence, commercial fish.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93307002 |

The following projects received comments:
93019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93310003 |

The following projects received comments:

93004 93008 93010 93018 93019 93020 93022 93024 93025 93026 93033 93052
93061

DOCUMENT ID#: 93317004 l

The following projects received comments:

93039

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93317005 |

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Study natural variability. Establish endowment. Build support facilities.



DOCUMENT ID#:' 93321006

Other comments: Respondent wishes to not implement any projects until restoration plan is
complete

+  The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93321007 |

The following projects received comments:

93002 93003 93004 93005 93006 93007 93009 93010 93011 93012 93014 93015
93016 93017 93018 93019 93020 93022 93024 93025 93026 93028 93029 93030
93031 93032 93033 93034 93035 93036 93038 93039 93041 93042 93043 93045
93046 93047 93050 93051 893052 93053 93057 93059 93060 93061 93063 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Establish endowment - open all projects to competitive bid process.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

High
002,003,007,010,012,022,030,033,034,036,038,039,042,043,045,046,047,053,057,
060,061,062,063,064 X

Medium

004,014,017,025,032,035,051

Poor

009,011,015,016,018,019,020,026,031,041,050

DOCUMENT ID#: 93323008

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Study natural variability.



DOCUMENT ID#: 93323009

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Ecosystem and environmental monitoring.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93323010 |

The following projects received comments:

93017 93051

DOCUMENT ID#: 93323011

The following projects received comments:

93019

DOCUMENT ID#: 93323012

The following projects received comments:

93010

DOCUMENT ID#: 93323013

The following projects received comments:

93002 93012 93015

DOCUMENT ID#: 93323014

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 83020 93046



DOCUMENT ID#:' 93323015

The following projects received comments:

93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Make sure restoration money does not pay for avulsed lands raised by earthquake.

l DOCUMENT ID#: 93323016 J

The following projects received comments:

93064

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

64 - willing seller - 72 mil

l DOCUMENT ID#: 93323017 l

The following projects received comments:

93006 93007 93008 93011 93016 93018 93032 93033 93034 93036 93045 93063

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Wait to fund projects until integrated plan developed.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93323018 |

The following projects received comments:
93009 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Open process to bids. Establish endowment.



DOCUMENT ID#: 93323019

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Establish local response depots - monitoring program - escort vessels for Cook Inlet.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93323020

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT 1D#: 93324021

The following projects received comments:

93004 93009 93011 93018 93019 93024 93025 93026 93029 93032 93034 93035
93043 93046 93051 93063

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Near shore response SOS.

Other Comments: The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

” DOCUMENT ID#: 93324022

The following projects received comments:
93026 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Fund buyback of Kachemak Bay State Park.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93324023 Il

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046



DOCUMENT ID#: 93324024

The fo!lowing projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93324025

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at DogFish and Passage Island.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93324026

The following proiects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Dogfish Bay and Passage Islands. Restore cockles from Bear Cove.
Restore mussels at Port Graham.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93324027

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Prevention, monitoring, endowment



DOCUMENT ID#: 93324028 |

The following projects received comments:
93003 93004 93024 93025 93028 93051 93060 93061 93063

]

The following ideas for new projects were included:
Pacific herring study, coded wire tag studies, coded wire tag recovery studies.

Other comments: Respondent wishes to include some limited projects that are not time-critical
or lost opportunity

The resgohdent applied the following order ef priority to projects:

Priority should be given to time critical projects, but not limit it to the projects in this
Volume, nor to specifically time critical projects.

| pocumENT ID#: 93324029

The following prolects received comments:

93006 93007 93008 93064

| pocumenT iD#: 93324030

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 83020 93046

u DOCUMENT ID#: 93324031 "

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:
High -016,017,019,020,046



DOCUMENT ID#: 93324032 "

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 83019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93324033

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93324034

The following proiects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93324035 ll

The following projects received comments:

93064

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325036

The following projects received comments:
93033 83043 93045 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:
Recreation resource and service restoration.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent_applied the following order of priority to projects:

Priority for restoring resources and services, including recreation.



DOCUMENT ID#: 93325037

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

' The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The respondent_applied the following order of priority to projects:

Priorities should be - prevention , better response and monitoring.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325038

The following projects received comments:

93007 93008 93008 93010 93011 93018 93019 93020 93026 93028 93029 93033
93034 93042 93045 93046 93052 93060 93061 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

More spending on wild salmon and other wild fish stock - reward system and beaches still
too oily for recreational use.

QOther comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Top priority - spend more than 20 million on habitat acquisition.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325039

The following projects received comments:
93026 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Fisheries Industrial Technology Center Kodiak Native Assoc. Archaeological Museum.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Certain Kodiak acquisitions from 93064



DOCUMENT ID#: 93325040

The following projects received comments:
93009 93026 93029 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 top priority

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325041 |

The following projects received comments:
93052

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Priority bald eagles 93052

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325042 |

The following projects received comments:

93003 93004 93012 93014 93015 93016 93018 93019 93024 93025 93032 93043
93046 93051 93052 93059 93063 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:
Added project - periodic population surveys of wildlife.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and leve!
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:
93059, 93064
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325043

The following projects received comments;
93018

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325044 |

The following projects received comments:

93052

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

High priority 93052

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325045 |

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325046

The following projects received comments;
93052

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Bald eagles - 93052

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325047

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Spend 60 million on habitat acquisition.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Highest priority for 93064. Money should be PWS. Second highest - other acquisition.
Third highest - studies to calculate value of lost services. Lowest on monitoring recovery.
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93325048 H

The following ideas for new projects were included;

Fund environmental monitoring in Cook Inlet.

}

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325049 “

The following projects received comments:
93005 93006 93007 93008

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Highest 93006, 93008, also priority - 93005, 93007

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325050

The following projects received comments:

93002 93003 93004 93005 93006 93007 83008 93008 93012 93015 93024 93025
93028 93029 93030 93031 93032 93033 93035 93036 93038 93039 93041 93042
93043 93045 93046 93047 930561 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 is first priority, 93057 also high.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325051

The following projects received comments:

93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

- Prevent further degradation of area and let nature recover unaided.

12



l DOCUMENT ID#: 93325052 l

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Add these projects. Restoration at Passage Island and Dogfish Bay, restore Cockles at
Bear Cove, restore mussels at Port Graham.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325053 H

The following projects received comments:

93017 93019 93020 83046

The following ideas for new proiects were included:

Projects in Tatitlek, Chenega, Passage Is. clam enhancement. Fund Port Graham pink
salmon hatchery, Nanwalek Sockeye and Windy Bay clam enhancement.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan
The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Time critical projects - 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325054 Jl

The following projects received comments:

93020 (Note: This is a FAX of #93325151)

DOCUMENT ID# 93325055 |

The following projects received comments:
93020

13



DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325056

The following proiects received comments:

93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325057

—

The following projects received comments:

93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325058

The following projects received comments:

93019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325059 |

| DOCUMENT ID#: 933250604

The following projects received comments:
93019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325061

The following projects received comments;

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325062

The following projects received comments:
893020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325063

The following proijects received comments:
83020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325064 ﬂ

The following proijects received comments:

93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325065

The following projects received comments:

93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325066

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325067

The following projects received comments:
- 93016 93017 93019 93020 93046
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325068

The foliowing projects received comments:

93019 93020

i

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325069 "

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93020 893046

The respondent applied the following order of priority to proiects:

93020 - highest

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325070

The following projects received comments:

93016 83017 93019 93020 93046

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93019 and 93020 very important.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325071 ”

The following projects received comments:

93020

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:
93020 Job for father.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325072 n

The respondent-applied the following order of priority to projects:

Support community Seward.
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| bocumenT D! 93325073

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Dogfish and Passage Island.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325074

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Dogfish and Passage Island.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325075

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Dogfish and Passage Island.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325076

The following proiects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

- Restore clams at Dogfish and Passage Island.
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325077

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Dogfish and Passage Island.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325078 H

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore calms at Dogfish and Passage Island.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325079

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Dogfish and Passage Islands.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325080 |

The foliowing projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020

The following ideas for new projects were included:

~ Restore clams at Dogfish and Passsage Island.
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l DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325081 l

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Dogfish and Passage Island.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325082 |

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Passage Island or Dogfish Bay.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325083 |

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Port Chatham and Passage Island.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325084

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore calms at Port Chatham and Passage Island.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325085

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams at Dogfish Bay and Passage Island.
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93325086

The following projects received comments:

93019 93020

i

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Shelifish project for Nanwalek, Port Graham, Port Chatham and Dogfish Bay.

DOCUMENT [D#: 93325087

The following projects received comments:

93017 93019 93020

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Restore clams on Passage Island, Port Graham, Nanwalek, Port Chatham or Dogfish Bay.
Nanwalek Sockeye salmon enhancement program

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325088

The following ideas for new proiects were included:

Restore clams at Passage Island or Dogfish Bay.

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Restore clams at Passage Island or Dogfish Bay very important.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325089 |

The following proiects received comments:

93019 93020

20



DOCUMENT ID#: 93325090 |

The following projects received comments:
93019 93020

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93019 and 93020 are very important.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325091

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93019 and 93020 are very important possibly vital.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325092 |

The following projects received comments:
93019 93020

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93019 and 93020 are very important.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325093 |

The foliowing projects received comments:

93018 93020

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

- 893019 and 93020 are very important.
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325094

The following projects received comments:

93019

The respondent applied the following order of priority to proiects:

93019 - very impoptant to his future.

H DOCUMENT ID#: 93325095 |

The following projects received comments:

93019 93020

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93019 and 93020 very important.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325096

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:
93019 and 93020 very important.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325097 H

The following projects received comments:
93018

s §

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325098

The following projects received comments:

93019
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93325099

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93019 and 93020 are very important

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325100 “

The following projects received comments:

93017

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Support subsistence. Could be referring to 930186.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325101

The following projects received comments:
93019

The followihg ideas for new projects were included:

Neéd jobs for village.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325102

The following g%oiects received comments:
93019
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325103

The following projects received comments:
93019

i

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93019 - Qyster project will eventually help for college.

| bocumenT 1D#: 93325104

The following ideas for new proiects were included:

Would like help for the environment and the village.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325105
DOCUMENT ID#: 93325106
DOCUMENT ID#: 93325107

The following projects received comments:

93019
DOCUMENT ID#: 93325108
| DocUMENT ID#: 93325109

The following proiects received comments:

93019 -
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93325110

The following proiects received comments:

93019
" DOCUMENT 1D#: 93325111
DOCUMENT ID#: 93325112
DOCUMENT ID#: 93325113

The following projects received comments:

93019

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325114 u

The following projects received comments:

93019

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325115 |

The following projects received comments:

93019

| DocUMENT ID#: 93325116 |

The following projects received comments:

93019
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325117 ”

The following proiects received comments:

93019

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325118 ”

The following proiects received comments:

93019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325118

The following proiects received comments:

83019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325120

The following projects received comments:

93019 83020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325121

The following proiects received comments:

93019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325122 |

The following ideas for new projects were included:

- School childrens pictures.
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325123

The following projects received comments:

93019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325124 l

The following proijects received comments:

93019 93020

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325125

The following proiects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325126

. The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325127

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325128

The following projects received comments:

- 93016 93017 93019 93020 93046
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325129

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 23019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325130

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 83325131

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325132

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325133

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 930‘19 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325134

The following projects received comments;

. 93016 93017 93019 93020 93046
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325135 "

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

u DOCUMENT ID#: 93325136 ll

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020.93046

ﬁ DOCUMENT ID#: 93325137 |

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325138

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

“ DOCUMENT ID#: 93325139 “

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 930’19 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325140

The following projects received comments:

. 93016 93017 93019 93020 93046
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93325141 “

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325142 |

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325143

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325144

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325145

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325146

The following projects received comments:

93016 93017 93019 93020 93046
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93325147 |

y Other comments: Respondent wishes to limit plan to projects that are time-critical or lost
opportunity if not performed this year

‘ The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325148 |

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Reward system for reporting harassment. Restoration of beaches still oiled.

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

First - habitat identification and acquisition. Second - survey of remaining oiled beaches
and plan for cleaning them.
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325149 H

The following projects received comments:

93002 93003 93004 93005 93006 93007 93008 93009 93010 93011 93012 93014
93015 98016 93017 93018 93019 93020 93022 93024 93025 93026 93028 93029
93030 93031 93032 93033 93034 93035 93036 93038 93039 93041 93042 93043
93045 93046 93047 93050 93051 93052 93053 93057 93059 93060 93061 93062
93063 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Rewards for information leading to conviction for animal harassment. Long-term
ecosystem monitoring program. Remove tarballs from beaches. Cleanup oil spill debris,
garbage.

Other comments: Respondent wishes to include some limited projects that are not time-critical
or iost opportunity

The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the followina order of priority 1o projects:

Priority 1 -
002,003,004,005,010,011,012,015,022,033,034,038,039,041,042,043,046,047,050,
053,057,059,060,061,062,062,063,064,93AD,93RT,93FC,

Priority 2- '

006,007,008,014,032,051

Priority 3-

009,018,019,020,024,025,026,028,029,030,031,033 in part, 035,

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325150

The following ideas_for new projects were included:

Spill prevention measures.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan '

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Pollution monitoring program - first priority 93041.
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l DOCUMENT ID#:' 93325151 I

The following projects received comments:

93005 93006 93007 93008 93009 93011 93016 93017 93018 93019 93020 93025
93029 93033 93035 93036 93038 93041 93045 93046 93047 93051 93061 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Coordinated Contract for 1993 Restoration work projects with Pacific Rim Villages
Coalition. Coordinated Recreation Restoration Planning and Assessment

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325152

The following projects received comments;
93019 93020

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Coordinated contract for 1993 restoration work projects with the Pacific Rim Village
Coalition. Chugachmiut Cultural Heritage Preservation and Perpetuation Project. Windy
Bay clam replacement project. Nanwalek Sockeye enhancement project. Port Graham
Salmon hatchery project. Tatitlek Ferry Terminal Project. Tatitlek Breakwater Project.
Chenega Bay old village site restoration project. Native Village of Eyak Habitat acquisition
project. Chenega Bay old village site restoration project.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325153 |

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Cultural heritage preservation and perpetuation.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325154

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Tatilek Ferry Terminal.
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93325155

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Tatilek Breakwater.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325156 !

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Chenega Bay Marine Service Center,

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325157

The following proijects received comments:

93026

The following ideas for new proiects were included:

Endowment for aquatic resources.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

{ DOCUMENT ID#: 93325158 “

The following projects received comments:

93009 93010 93011 93022 93026 93028 93029 93030 93031 93050 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Damage to services.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

- 93064
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93327159

The following projects received comments:

93002 93003 93004 93005 93006 93007 93008 93009 93010 93011 93012 93014
93015 93016 93017 93018 93019 93020 93022 93025 93026 93028 93029 93030
93031 93032 93033 93034 93035 93038 93038 93041 93042 93043 93045 93046

Tﬁe following ideas for new projects were included:

Kachemak Bay buyback. Monitor Incidental Killing of Marine Mammals. Fish Hatcheries.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328160

The following projects received comments:

93005 83007 93009 93010 93012 93014 93022 93024 93025 93026 93028 93029
93030 93031 93033 93034 93035 93036 93038 93039 93041 93042 93043 93045
93046 93047 93050 93051 93052 93059 93060 93061 93063 93064

The following ideas for new proiects were included:

Logging of spruce bark beetle killed timber - opposed. Herring - time critical - there should
be a project for this species.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 - Habitat acquisition overwhelming priority. Herring - higher priority than
manipulation enhancement projects.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328161 u

The following ideas for new projects were included:

-Monitoring program -Spill Prevention

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Spill prevention measures should be the priority.
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93328162 “

The following projects received comments;

93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to proiects:

93064 priority, otherwise same as Craig Mathins’ priorities.

DOCUMENT ID#: 83328163
The following projects received comments: .
93009 93026 93064 |

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328164

The following proiects received comments:

93026 93064

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 - absolute highest priority.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328165

The following projects received comments:
93009 93026 93029 93051 93064

Other comments: Respondent wishes to include some limited projects that are not time-critical
or lost opportunity

The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan
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DOCUMENT ID#! 93328166 |

The following projects received comments:

93064

t

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

| pocumENT ID#: 93328167

The following projects received comments:
93026 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 - most critical

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328168

The following projects received comments:
93026 93051 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 - most important project.
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H DOCUMENT ID#: 93328169

The following projects received comments:
93029 83064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064

u DOCUMENT ID#: 93328170

The following projects received comments:

93022 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

| DocUMENT ID#: 93328171

The following projects received comments:
93022 83064

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93328172 "

The following projects received comments:

93064

1

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of fun¢ing as presented within the draft plan

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Habitat acquisition 93064 is very important, otherwise follow Craig Mathins priority list.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328173 n

The foﬂowing projects received comments:
93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328174 “

The following projects received comments:
93084

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
‘ of funding as presented within the draft plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328175 H

The following projects received comments:
93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent -applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 will accomplish most.
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93328176

The following projects received comments:

93064

i

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328177

The following projects received comments:

93009 93026 93029 93051 93059 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 - strongly support Kachemak buyback.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328178

The following proiects received comments:

93009 93026 93029 93059 93060 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 - Habitat acquisition is the number 1 priority.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328179

The following projects received comments:

93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
- of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 - key to effective restoration.
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DOCUMENT ID#! 93328180 |

The following projects received comments:
93064

]

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328181 |

The following projects received comments:
93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

930864 - land acquisition is cornerstone.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328182 |

The following proiects received comments:
93026 93064

The respondent applied the following order of 'grioritg t0 projects:
93064 - priority
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DOCUMENT iD#:' 93328183

The following projects received comments:

93003 93006 93007 93008 93008 93014 93020 93022 93024 93025 93026 93028
93029 93030 93032 93033 93034 93035 93036 93038 93039 93042 93045 93047
93050 93059 93060 93061 93062 93063 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93064 - public overwhelmingly in favor of habitat acquisition.

| DOCUMENT ID#: 93328184

The following proiects received comments:
93009

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Suggests nationwide media plan be developed to educate public.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328185

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328186

The following projects received comments:
93052
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93328187

The following projects received comments:
93009 93026 93029 93059 93060 93064

1

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Habitat acquisition - 1 - use both 1992 and 1993 funds on Kachemak Bay.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328188 |

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Use 80 percent to 90 percent of funds for habitat acquisition.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328189 “

The following projects received comments:

93005 93006 93007 93008 93009 93025 93026 93028 93034 93035 93036 93038
93042 93043 93052 93064

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93052 and 93064 are top priorities.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328190 |

The foliowing projects received comments:
93059 93060 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The reggohdent applied the following order of priority to projects:
Top priorities 93059, 93064, and 93060 with one change.
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93328191

The following proiects received comments:

93009 93029 93059 93060 93064

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:
93064 - should be funded at 80 percent of total funds also - 93059, 93060.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328192

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328193

The following projects received comments:

93005 93006 93007 93008 93009 93010 93012 93014 93024 93026 93030 93031
93033 93034 93035 93036 93038 93041 93042 93043 93045 93046 93047 93051
93052 93053 93063

The following ideas for new projects were included:
Study lost services.

Qther comments: Respondent wishes to not implement any projects until restoration plan is
complete

The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan
The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

The respondent agglied the following order of priority to projects:

Habitat acquisition not strictly tied to imminent threat.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328194
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93328195

o

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328196

The following projects received comments:

93002 93003 93004 93005 93006 93007 93008 93009 93010 93011 93012 93014
93015 93016 83017 93018 93019 93020 93022 93024 93025 93026 93028 93029
93030 93031 93032 93033 93034 93035 93036 93038 93039 93041 93042 93043
93046 93047 93050 93051 93053 93057 93059 93060 93061 93062 93063 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Develop a reward system for reporting harassment. Develop long term monitoring of
recovery and to establish baseline. Develop a plan to remove remaining oil and garbage
from cleanup, time critical. Address the continued loss of services.

Other comments: Respondent wishes to include some limited projects that are not time-critical
or lost opportunity ’

The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects and level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan
The respondent commented on the administration budget for the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Prioritize according to its importance to recreation and tourism. Top number 1 are
002,003,004,005,010,011,012,015,022, etc. see letter.

DOCUMENT [D#: 93328197

The following proiects received comments:

93003 93006 93009 93011 93016 93017 93018 93019 93022 93024 93025 93029
93032 93033 93036 93038

The following ideas for new projects were included:

- Add herring study.

The respondent ‘applied the following order of priority to projects:
Top priority - 93003,93009,93017,93036,9303
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93328198 II

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328199.

The following projects received comments:
93043 93045

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:
93043, 93045

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328200 |

The following projects received comments:
93052

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:
93052

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328201

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Herring injury - studies should be continued.

Other comments: Respondent wishes to include some limited projects that are not time-critical
or lost opportunity

DOCUMENT ID#: 92328202 |

The following projects received comments:
- 93052

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:
93052
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93328203

The following projects received comments:
93006 93007

The following ideas for new projects were included:

006, 007-new proposal to manage these with Chugach Alaska Co. Any upland and
intertidal archaeology should be coordinated with Chugach. 008 Chugach Resource
Management Agency created. Proposal attached.

Other comments: The respondent commented on the appropriateness of the projects an‘d level
of funding as presented within the draft plan

DOCUMENT ID#: 93328204

The following projects received comments:

93022

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Add fox removal project.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325205

The following projects received comments:
93005 83009 93017 83022 93033 93034 93035 93045 93052 93061 93064

The following ideas for new projects were included:
Eliminate foxes, rats and other predators. Also support land acquisition outlined in HB411.
Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The resgohdent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Removal of introduced predators is first priority, second priority is habitat under imminent
- threat.
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93329206 H

The following projects received comments:
93016 93017 93019 93020 93046

DOCUMENT ID#: 93329207 “

The following projects received comments:
93059 93064

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

93059 or 93064 - specifically for Kodiak Wildlife Refuge.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93329208

The following projects received comments:
93022

Other comments: The respondent commented on the administration portion of the Draft Plan

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Habitat acquisition - top priority - especially - Kachemak Bay

DOCUMENT ID#: 93329209

The following ideas for new projects were included:

. Restore clams on Passage Island or Dogfish Bay.

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Toﬁ priority - subsistence
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DOCUMENT ID#: 93329210

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Supports clam restoration Passage Island or Dogfish Bay.

1

DOCUMENT ID#: 93329211

The following projects received comments:
93017 930192 93020

The following ideas for new projects were included:

‘Supports Chugachmiut proposals - salmon and clam enhancement.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93329212

The_following projects received comments:
93019 93020

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Supports new proposal for shellfish and salmon enhancement in Nanwaleh area.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93329213

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Supports Chugachmuit Natural Resource Department proposal for clam reseeding - Passage
Island and Dogfish Bay.

DOCUMENT ID#: 93329214 H

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Clam restoration at Passage Island, Port Chatham.
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DOCUMENT ID#:' 93329215

The following ideas for new projects were included:

Supports clam restoration at Passage Island and Port Chatham.

i

DOCUMENT ID#: 93325216 "

The following projects received comments:

93009 93010 93022 93026 93028 93029 93030 93031 93034 93041 93042 93045
83050 93051 93052 83064

The respondent applied the following order of priority to projects:

Habitat acquisition of watershed sized parcels.
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TABLE 2

Cross-tabulation of Comments by Project ID



Project # 93002 Total Comments: 6
93321007, 93323013, 93325050, 93325149, 93327159, 93328196
Project # 93003 Total Comments: 8

93321007, 98324028, 93325042, 93325050, 93325149, 93327159
93328183, 93328196, 93328197

Project # 93004 Total Comments: 10

93304001, 93310003, 93321007, 93324021, 93324028, 93325042
93325050, 93325149, 93327159, 93328196

Project # 93005 Total Comments: 11

93321007, 93325049, 93325050, 93325149, 93325151, 93325205
93327159, 93328160, 93328189, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93006 Total Comments: 14

83321007, 93323017, 93324029, 93325049, 93325050, 93325149
93325151, 93327159, 93328183, 93328189, 93328193, 93328196
93328197, 93328203

Project # 93007 Total Comments: 15

93321007, 93323017, 93324028, 93325038, 93325049, 93325050
93325149, 93325151, 93327159, 93328160, 93328183, 93328189
93328193, 93328196, 93328203

Project # 93008 Total Comments: 13

933100083, 93323017, 93324029, 93325038, 93325049, 93325050
93325149, 93325151, 93327159, 93328183, 93328189, 93328193
93328196

Project # 93009 Total Comments: 25

93321007, 93323018, 93324021, 93325038, 93325040, 93325050
93325149, 93325151, 93325158, 93325205, 93325216, 93327159
93328160, 93328163, 93328165, 93328177, 93328178, 93328183
93328184, 93328187, 93328189, 93328191, 93328193, 93328196
93328197

Project # 93010 Total Comments: 11

93310003, 93321007, 93323012, 93325038, 93325149, 93325158
93325216, 93327159, 93328160, 93328193, 93328196



Project # 93011, Total Comments: 10

93321007, 93323017, 93324021, 93325038, 93325149, 93325151
93325158, 93327159, 93328196, 93328197

Project # 93012 Total Comments: 9

93321007, 93323013, 93325042, 93325050, 93325149, 83327159
93328160, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93014 Total Comments: S

93304001, 93321007, 93325042, 93325149, 93327159, 93328160
93328183, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93015 Total Comments: 7

93321007, 93323013, 93325042, 93325050, 93325149, 93327159
93328196

Project # 93016 Total Comments: 61

93304001, 93321007, 93323014, 93323017, 93323020, 93324023
93324024, 93324025, 93324026, 93324030, 93324031, 93324032
93324033, 93324034, 93325042, 93325052, 93325061, 93325066
93325067, 93325069, 93325070, 93325073, 93325074, 93325075
93325076, 93325077, 93325078, 93325079, 93325080, 93325081
93325091, 93325096, 93325099, 93325125, 93325126, 93325127
93325128, 93325129, 93325130, 93325131, 93325132, 93325133
93325134, 93325135, 93325136, 93325137, 93325138, 93325139
93325140, 93325141, 93325142, 93325143, 93325144, 93325145
93325146, 93325149, 93325151, 93327159, 93328196, 93328197
93329206 :

Project # 93017 Total Comments: 65

93304001, 93321007, 93323010, 93323014, 93323020, 93324023
93324024, 93324025, 93324026, 93324030, 93324031, 93324032
93324033, 93324034, 93325052, 93325053, 93325061, 93325066
93325067, 93325069, 93325070, 93325073, 93325074, 93325075
93325076, 93325077, 93325078, 93325079, 93325080, 93325081
93325087, 93325091, 93325096, 93325099, 93325100, 93325125
93325126, 93325127, 93325128, 93325129, 93325130, 93325131
93325132, 93325133, 93325134, 93325135, 93325136, 93325137
93325138, 93325139, 93325140, 93325141, 93325142, 93325143
93325144, 93325145, 93325146, 93325149, 93325151, 93325205
93327159, 93328196, 93328197, 83329206, 93329211



Project # 93018, Total Comments: 12

93310003, 93321007, 93323017, 93324021, 93325038, 93325042
93325043, 93325149, 93325151, 93327159, 93328196, 83328197

Project # 93019 Total Comments: 98

93304001, 93307002, 93310003, 93321007, 93323011, 93323014
93323020, 93324021, 93324023, 93324024, 93324025, 93324026
93324030, 93324031, 93324032, 933240383, 93324034, 93325038
93325042, 93325052, 93325053, 93325058, 93325060, 93325061
93325066, 93325067, 93325068, 93325070, 93325073, 93325074
93325075, 93325076, 93325077, 93325078, 93325079, 93325080
93325081, 93325086, 93325087, 93325089, 93325090, 93325091
93325092, 93325093, 93325094, 93325095, 93325096, 93325097
93325098, 93325099, 93325101, 93325102, 93325103, 893325107
93325109, 83325110, 93325113, 93325114, 93325115, 93325116
93325117, 93325118, 93325119, 93325120, 93325121, 93325123
93325124, 93325125, 93325126, 93325127, 93325128, 93325129
93325130, 93325131, 93325132, 93325133, 93325134, 933251356
93325136, 93325137, 93325138, 93325139, 93325140, 93325141
93325142, 93325143, 93325144, 93325145, 93325146, 93325149
93325151, 93325152, 93327159, 93328196, 93328197, 93329206
93329211, 93328212

Project # 93020 Total Comments: 80

93307002, 93310003, 93321007, 93323014, 93323020, 93324023
93324024, 93324025, 93324026, 93324030, 93324031, 93324032
93324033, 93324034, 93325038, 93325052, 93325053,.93325054
93325055, 93325056, 93325057, 93325058, 93325060, 93325061
93325062, 93325063, 93325064, 93325065, 93325066, 93325067
93325068, 93325069, 93325070, 93325071, 93325073, 93325074
93325075, 93325076, 93325077, 93325078, 93325079, 93325080
93325081, 93325086, 93325087, 93325089, 93325090, 93325091
93325082, 93325093, 93325095, 93325096, 93325099, 93325118
93325119, 93325120, 93325121, 93325123, 93325124, 93325125
93325126, 93325127, 93325128, 93325129, 893325130, 93325131
93325132, 93325133, 93325134, 93325135, 93325136, 93325137
93325138, 93325139, 93325140, 93325141, 93325142, 93325143
93325144, 93325145, 93325146, 93325149, 93325151, 93325152
93327159, 93328183, 93328196, 93329206, 93329211, 93329212

Project # 93022 Total Comments: 16
93304001, 93310003, 93321007, 93325149, 93325158, 93325205

93325216, 93327159, 93328160, 93328170, 93328171, 93328183
93328196, 93328197, 93328204, 93329208 :



Project # 93024, Total Comments: 13
93304001, 93310003, 93321007, 93324021, 93324028, 93325042
93325050, 93325149, 93328160, 93328183, 93328193, 93328196
93328197

Project # 93025 Total Comments: 15
93304001, 93310003, 93321007, 93324021, 93324028, 93325042
93325050, 93325149, 93325151, 93327159, 93328160, 93328183
93328189, 93328196, 93328197

Project # 93026 Total Comments: 27
93304001, 93310003, 93321007, 93324021, 93324022, 93325038
93325039, 93325040, 93325149, 93325157, 93325158, 93325216
93327159, 93328160, 93328163, 93328164, 93328165, 93328167
93328168, 93328177, 93328178, 93328182, 93328183, 93328187
93328189, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93028 Total Comments: 12

83321007, 93324028, 93325038, 93325050, 93325149, 93325158
93325216, 93327159, 93328160, 93328183, 93328189, 93328196

Project # 93029 Total Comments: 20
93321007, 93324021, 93325038, 93325040, 93325050, 93325149
93325151, 93325158, 93325216, 93327159, 93328160, 93328165
93328169, 93328177, 93328178, 93328183, 93328187, 93328191
93328196, 93328197

Project # 93030 Total Comments: 10

93321007, 93325050, 93325149, 93325158, 93325216, 93327159
93328160, 93328183, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93031 Total Comments: 10

93304001, 93321007, 93325050, 93325149, 93325158, 93325216
93327159, 93328160, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93032 Total Comments: 10

93321007, 93323017, 93324021, 93325042, 93325050, 93325149
93327159, 93328183, 93328196, 93328197



Project # 93033, Total Comments: 15
93310003, 93321007, 93323017, 93325036, 93325038, 93325050
93325149, 93325151, 93325205, 93327159, 93328160, 93328183
93328193, 93328196, 93328197

Project # 93034 Total Comments: 13
93321007, 93323017, 93324021, 93325038, 93325149, 93325205
93325216, 933271569, 93328160, 93328183, 93328189, 93328193
93328196

Project # 93035 Total Comments: 12

93321007, 93324021, 93325050, 93325149, 83325151, 93325205
93327159, 93328160, 93328183, 93328189, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93036 Total Comments: 11

93321007, 93323017, 93325050, 93325149, 93325151, 93328160
93328183, 93328189, 93328193, 93328196, 93328197

Project # 93038 Total Comments: 11

93321007, 93325050, 93325149, 93325151, 93327159, 93328160
93328183, 93328189, 93328193, 93328196, 93328197

Project # 93039 Total Comments: 8

93317004, 93321007, 93325050, 93325149, 93327158, 93328160
93328183, 93328196 '

Project # 93041 Total Comments: 9

93321007, 93325050, 93325149, 93325151, 93325216, 93327159
93328160, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93042 Total Comments: 11

93321007, 93325038, 93325050, 93325149, 93325216, 83327159
93328160, 93328183, 93328188, 93328193, 83328196

Project # 93043 Total Comments: 12

93321007, 93324021, 93325036, 93325042, 93325050, 93325149
93327159, 93328160, 93328189, 93328193, 93328196, 93328199



Project # 93045, Total Comments: 14

93321007, 93323017, 93325036, 93325038, 93325050, 93325149
93325151, 93325205, 93325216, 93327159, 93328160, 93328183
93328193, 93328199

Project # 93046 Total Comments: 61

93321007, 93323014, 93323020, 93324021, 93324023, 93324024
93324025, 93324026, 93324030, 93324031, 93324032, 93325038
93325042, 93325050, 93325052, 93325053, 93325061, 93325066
93325067, 93325069, 93325070, 83325073, 93325074, 93325075
93325076, 93325077, 93325078, 93325079, 93325081, 93325091
93325096, 93325099, 93325125, 93325126, 93325127, 93325128
93325129, 93325130, 93325131, 93325132, 93325133, 93325134
93325135, 93325136, 93325137, 93325138, 93325139, 93325140
93325141, 93325142, 93325143, 93325144, 93325145, 93325146
93325149, 93325151, 933271569, 93328160, 93328193, 93328196
93328206

Project # 93047 Total Comments: 8

93321007, 93325050, 93325149, 93325151, 93328160, 93328183
93328193, 93328186 -

Project # 93050 Total Comments: 7

93321007, 93325149, 93325158, 93325216, 93328160, 93328183
93328196 ‘

Project # 93051 Total Comments: 15
93321007, 93323010, 93324021, 93324028, 93325042, 93325050
93325149, 93325151, 93325216, 93328160, 93328165, 93328168
93328177, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93052 Total Comments: 16
93310003, 93321007, 93325038, 93325041, 93325042, 93325044
93325046, 93325149, 93325205, 93325216, 93328160, 93328186
93328189, 93328193, 93328200, 93328202

Project # 93053 Total Comments: 4
93321007, 93325149, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93057 Total Comments: 3

93321007, 93325149, 93328196



Project # 93059, Total Comments: 12

93321007, 93325042, 93325149, 93328160, 93328177, 93328178
93328183, 93328187, 93328190, 93328191, 93328196, 93329207

Project # 93060 Total Comments: 11

93321007, 93324028, 93325038, 93325149, 93328160, 93328178
93328183, 93328187, 93328190, 93328191, 93328196

Project # 93061 Total Comments: 10

93310003, 93321007, 93324028, 93325038, 93325149, 93325151
93325205, 93328160, 93328183, 93328196

Project # 93062 Total Comments: 3
93325149, 93328183, 93328196
Project # 93063 Total Comments: 11

93304001, 93321007, 93323017, 93324021, 93324028, 93325042
93325149, 93328160, 93328183, 93328193, 93328196

Project # 93064 Total Comments: 48

93321007, 93323015, 93323016, 93323018, 93324022, 93324029
93324035, 93325036, 93325038, 93325039, 93325040, 93325042
93325050, 93325051, 93325149, 93325151, 93325158, 93325205
93325216, 93328160, 93328162, 93328163, 93328164, 93328165
93328166, 93328167, 93328168, 93328169, 93328170, 93328171
93328172, 93328173, 93328174, 93328175, 93328176, 93328177
93328178, 93328179, 93328180, 93328181, 93328182, 93328183
93328187, 93328189, 93328190, 93328191, 93328196, 93329207
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Dyratt 13993 Work Plan Comments
Exxor Valder Trustee Courncil
645 G Street

Arnchorage, fAlaska 93501

Dear Sirs:

Center. The shellifish mariculture industry offers tremendous poterntial
for ecovmmomic recovery of these regions. Ore of the real losses
resultant from the i1l spill was the shellfish populations. These
prajects could restore shellfish populations and provide economic
benefits to Privee William scound and other coast vegions throughout
Rlaska.

Sincerely,

Jetf Hetrick

P.O. Box 7

Moose Fass, Alaska 99631



ponn o s AL MRS

COMMENTS

You are invited to share your ideas and comments with the Trustees.
Please use this tear sheet to present your views on the 1893 Draft Work Plan.
You may send additional comments by letter regarding the 1893 Draft Work Plan.

Peseer # qzood shodd he dedoled Gron tra f\&V\ o ke 1s not ol

cost @ flec e oy o enhanea ”DL)fVe’L celimpn hanvests

brogecr & A2008 Shndd ke tomsstidibd whn 2006 to save deplicateor,

ogecT 942010

Progect AD0E

A% 14
Yresect

Rroseet Adoto

{roseer az02®
?W *% 024
Poveer a3oTS
Progecr 42033

(Jrarq’é’q/ A%02L

pacteey 4305 %
progeg X306

of talent.

showlld ke bl fo ko coducled wibs curent FWS Personed
+ nof uqmam%w‘m.

Vnnecds

GL‘/‘V\O&/:U @ o {%&5& o v %@wmo@a}% .
Co k2. obtomad elsecdne., Sara,rs d:::

ls IS & FARM SVBS@y OR wHAT, (et fre mefre corps sef

!
UP thiam wn buo nessEs SCyog T

R R Qosibelby based o cneonplel
rm{%o[/«@ shadlics . Thwo (M,:TC&(# siretcliay  rhe. fonds RTINS N
TAS S/LOQ ob v{', Too riceka waruu) Cove chetks 1400-€M9Q_

‘Nok o Vta.!.%LL 2 pg Vos  imomey d‘**ﬁf/f’ej .
Absocl \, no wu«d ‘1’ Wtﬁr@? *

Sotn s W«Vj uQF(:?w\Sva fo aQ-&(-Q«mV}'L chak s OJ?/L{C._CQL7 Kwh;
o0 veels dechs M o s(uJﬂ Rl ) a e,
ok nexk T oo wabes (pefne 0 Colibornea Mo way

CEecies seam o e orny B Left leame b olova |

* -+ <
o, m:m~s(w-c"£<'/ l/‘vag md.. Is ba necessary Gwb (::Q3 g

If needed, use the space on the back or attach additional sheets. Please
fold, staple, and add a postage stamp. Thank you for your interest and participation.



Additional Comments:
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Ex;con Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council
645-G Street . -
Anchorage, AKX 89501

Attn: 1993 Draft Work Plan -



MARINE RESEARCH SPECIALISTS

2825 §. RODEO GULCH ROAD, SUITE 3
SOQUEL, CALIFORNIA 385073

Phone: {408) 464-8264 -« Telefax: (408} 464-8266

November 9, 1992

Draft 1993 Work Plan Coniments
Exxon Valdez Trustee Counul
645.CGx Street

Anchorago Alaska 99501

Dear Trustee Council:

Regarding the 1993 Draft Work Plan, I urge you to put the studies out for competitive bid. I
am convinced that such a move would not diminish the quality of science provided to the trustees,
but would provide more cost-effective programs. In particular, I would be interested in bidding on
Project Number 93039, the Herring Bay Experimental and Monitoring Studies.

Please place me on your mailing list for receiving information concerning draft and final work
plans.

Sincerely,

Donce, ndin,

Dane Hardin



COMMENTS

You are invited to share your ideas and comments with the Trustees.
Please use this tear sheet to present your views on the 1993 Draft Work Plan.
You may send additional comments by letter regarding the 1993 Draft Work Plan.

November 6, 1992

I am writing to offer comments on the 1993 Draft Work Plan for the Exxon Valdez Oil
Spill Restoration. The range of projects presented is comprehensive, and by and large
important and relevant. However, I am concerned that there is no provision for long-term
studies of the kind needed to provide adequate knowledge of the system. As things stand,
we will not be much better off in the event of another disaster than we were when the
Exxon Valdez struck the reef. Nor will the new or renewed projects provide for this need
in themselves.

We need to understand the natural variability and the nature of physical and biological
episodic events. Subarctic marine systems are highly seasonal with major year-to-year
variability, and because of this, a long-term view of the marine environment is essential.
Ideally, the Prince William Sound/Gulf of Alaska area, including downstream regions,
should be approached in an integrated way. However, even without this, and recognizing
the limitation of resources available, selected long-term approaches need to be
implemented.

An endowment based on at least part of the settlement funds would be an excellent way
of assuring some long-term research. Senator Arliss Sturgulewski’s proposal is
particularly appropriate, and should be considered very seriously as an approach.

Finally, in addition tq the individual projects and the endowment investment, it would be
prudent to put some resources into coastal education, research, and impact assessment
facilities. This, too, would put us in a better position to respond.

| = W

Vera Alexander

Dean, School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences
University of Alaska Fairbanks

Fairbanks AK 99775

(907) 474-7531

If needed, use the space on the back or attach additional sheets. Please
fold, staple, and add a postage stamp. Thank you for your interest and participation.
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council
645 G Street
Anchorage, AK 98501

Attn: 1993 Draft Work Plan



9332/006

Institute of Marine Science

[Unwversity oF A Laska JFAIRBANKS
Fairbanks, Alaska 99775-1080

11 November 1992

Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Trustee Council -
645 G Street
Anchorage, AK 89501

RE: Comments on the 1992 Draft Work Plan, EXXON VALDEZ oil spill
restoration.

I found it very difficult to comment on the appropriateness of
the funding of these projects when I deo not know what the total
available budget is. The newspapers are always talking about
massive sums of money for timber buy-back. How does that affect
the funds available for restoration with regard to science? I
believe money spent on the understanding the ecosvstem i1s much more
appropriate than any timber buv-backs,

As proposed, this Restoration Plan does not have a
comprehensive unifyving theme. I believe that theme should be
understanding the ecosyvstem of Prince William Sound and the western
Gulf of Alaska. I do not see that in the proposed plan. There is
no attempt to link the proposed individual studies of specific

species. I cannot even find a linkage among studies on the same
species, The common element is the ecosvstem in which all of these
species live. That ecosystem includes more than just the species
proposed to be studied. It includes other high trophic level
consumers which are competitors. It includes lower trophic levels
as food for the species in guestion. It includes the physical,
chemical and geclogical elements which drive the svstem, including
currents, nutrients and primary production. It also includes all

life stages of all trophic levels.

I realize that it is not humanly or fiscally possible to study
every thing in all places and all time frames. However, it is
possible to design a baseline study which would produce new,
comprehensive knowledge about PWS and the Gulf of Alaska. At this
point in time we do not know more about the overall working of this
area than we did prior to the 1989 oil spill. After the completion
of the proposed projects we still will not know. We will know
about birds and salmon ahd some mammals, but we will not know how
and why the currents moré as they do, what conditions cause good
primary production in some years, why some species are more
abundant in some years. The proposed studies ignore all the
natural variabillity in the ecosystem. These studies will produce
population estimates for some species, but many more species, which
are not as directly important commercially, are ignored. The
suggested studies imply that the vear-class strength of salmon is
completely dependent upon the spawning stock and conditions in the
natal stream. There is little to nothing known about what salmon

need or encounter in the marine environment. Birds are dependent
on more than just salmon for foed, but there is no attempt to study
forage species like capelin or sand lance or Juvenile pollock. A

glance at the table of contents of this Draft Plan leads one to
believe that PWS and the Gulf of Alaska are total pelagic



ecosvstems. All groundfish and most shellfish have been ignored in
these studies. Insufficient studies have been completed to show
that oil has no effect on this component. Even if o0il does not
directly affect the bottom dwelling species {which is hard to
believe considering they are on the bottom, where the o0il goes),
these species still interact with the components of the ecosvsten
which are being studied. -

This is a classic case of the blind men touching the elephant
and trving to describe it. How can you attempt to implement a
"Restoration" Plan if you arbitrarily limit certain parts of the
ecosystem as worthy of consideration, e.g. salmon and birds? These
studies, as proposed, will contribute new and valuable knowledge to
our understanding of the species themselves. However, when the
next 0il spill occurs, while we will know how many salmon and birds
there are, there will be a lot of factors which could affect them
that have not been considered. A great many basic questions will

still be unanswered. If we do .not know what the inherent
variability in the ecosystem is prior to the spill, we cannot sort
out the effects of an o0il spill from those of nature. The worst

case scenario is exactly what happened to pink salmon in 1880.
There was a record return of salmon to PWS that year and evervone
said the o0il spill had no deleterious effect, or in fact might have
been good. However, since there was no means to measure the
effects of the natural envirconment on pink salmon survival, there
was no way to prove that the returns were below what would have
naturally occurred and therefore were negatively affected by the
oil spill.

In summary, this plan does not do enough. It is not
comprehensive. It ignore vital components which contribute to the
ecosystem as a whole. My personal belief is that if something bad
happens, one should try to get something good from it, Something
bad did happen, the Exxon Valdez oil spill. With this restoration
money, there is the potential for something good to result, i.e.,
a greater understanding of the ecosystems of PWS and the Gulf of
Alaska. The studies to date are pieces, but not enough to build
the picture. The proposed studies are just more pieces, and they
do not add as much to the picture as some of the previous studies.
This very incomplete picture is going to be painfully obvious when
we have another oil spill and ask some of the exact same guestions
that we asked in 1989 and still cannot answer them. I recommend
NOT funding these studies until a comprehensive plan is in place.
If you are going to fund .some field studies ©before the
comprehensive plan is in'place, fund more field work than vou think
vou will need. Do not be'so limited. This study is too narrow and
needs to be opened to the-thinking of innovative scientists who can
see beyond single species approaches.

I hope that you will seriously consider the points that I have
made .

Sincerely,

Brenda L. Norcross
Assistant Professor of Fisheries Oceanography
(907) 474-7990



4332100
V’ NORTH GULF OCEANIC SOCIETY

P.O. BOX 15244
HOMER, ALASKA 99603
{907) 235-6580

Comments on the 1993 Draft Work Plan from the Exxon Valdez
0il S8Spill Trustees

Although there are some good solid projects in the 1993
Draft Work Plan, basic problems exist with many proposals
and their justifications. Most restoration will be effected
by natural means, our enhancement of those processes is
problematic in most cases. The suitability of proposals
should not be linked solely to physical restoration, but
consider other subtopics under the broad title of
restoration.

It would be more realistic for the Trustee Council to
determine a percentage of the settlement to be used for 1)
Physical restoration projects 2) Relevant scientific
research and monitoring 3) Habitat protection/ acquisition.
Probably the smallest percentage of total funds should
should be allocated for true physical restoration.
Opportunities are limited in this area. It is clear from the
draft plan that most projects do not fit into this category.
A substantial percentage should be directed to solid
scientific work including monitoring and pure research that
may have current or future applicability in the spill area.
Preferably this would be accomplished via an endowment and
review committee as suggested by Senator Sturgelewski. The
cost of studies would be substantial reduced if a
competitive bid environment open tc the private sector was
encouraged. Additionally, a very substantial percentage of
the settlement should be allocated to habitat protection/
acquisition. This idea has broad public support and will
take sizeable funding to be effective (far more than the $20
million in the proposed habitat protection fund proposal
93064). Such immediate projects as the Kachemak Bay State
Park buyback should be high.on the list.

In general, the Price tags on most of the projects
presented in the draft work plan seem very high. This
situation could be remedied to an extent by placing many
projects in a competitive bid arena or trimming budgets
within the current framework of the project.

A more careful scrutiny of the budgets within each project
would seem warranted.

25%
Cr 1g(§Z atkin, Director



The following are specific comments on each proposal:

Number Comments

" 93002 Good basic research. Very high price tag, but a godd
potential for competitive open bid

93003 Important for continued damage assessment and
clarification. Probably best continued by ADF&G

93004 A very interesting project, but perhaps more -
important in assessing the effects of hatcheries than
of the oil spill. Should be open to bid if approved.

93005 This could possibly be combined with 93006 to be more
cost effective and bid out to local museums Or groups

83007 This project if bid out would be much more cost
effective and important to the public than the 93006
which would seem to be more "padding" for an agency
budget. o

93009 The Pratt Museum of Homer has created an excellent
traveling oil spill exhibit that could be adapted for
this use. Isn't this redundant?

93010 A worthwhile attempt, and truly restoration oriented,
but should be bid out to reduce cost .

93011 This responsibility should be inherent in ADFG
management duties and would not seem to require this
kind of funding

93012 Again a worthwhile project on an impacted system but
it could be done at lower cost by consulting firms
that specialize in genetics work.

93014 An interesting?projed£ but not of the highest
priority and not directly related to spill effects

93015 A huge budget to manage Upper Cook Inlet. 1Is this
really justified or just "padding" for ADF&G

93016 Poor justification for fish stocking. There are
plenty of uncontaminated salmon in the area for
subsistence.

93017 General idea is good‘by is a budget in excess of 300K
justified? Seems extremely costly.



93018
93019
93020

93022

93024

93025

93026
?3028
93029
93030
93Q31

93032
93033

93034

Relationship of this project to the spill is unclear.
Again it seems to be funding of management that is
not justified at a high price.

Nearly 600K to start oyster farming for the Chugach
Region? This is an economic development project that
hags little relation to the o0il spill, Oysters were
not traditional subsistence food.

It is questionable whether this would really ald or
speed the recovery of wild mussels.

An interesting project that might aid recovery of
murres. Should be competitively bid.

This is potentially a wortﬁwhile project but is not
directly spill related. Probably best carried out by
ADF&G. "

Again a good solid project reestablishing historic
fish runs, but not necessarily related to oil damage.

Weak link to spill damage and restoration. The price
tag of 3.5 million makes this a major project.
Project should be bid out if selected.

An interesting project of questionable relevance to
spill damage. Long-term expensive project, this funds
only the design work.

This will do little good compared to resource
acquisitiqn and habitat protection. Seems a token

project

Similar to Kenai Lake situation, a reasonable project
that may speed recovery if escapements fall below
150, 000.

Should increased hatchery production be funded in all
areas where there may be spill impact? Need to
determine a basic policy toward this.

Of gqguestionable direct tie in to 0il spill damage,
otherwise a worthwhile idea.

Continuation of good basic research on the heavily
impacted harlequin duck. Expensive work at 717K.

Pigeon guillemots are a good indicator species and
would s€em a worthwhile project for long term
monitoring. Another possibility for competitive bid



93035

93036

93038

93039

93041

93042

93043

93045

93046

93047

93050

93051

A possible indicator species of problems in

the intertidal, if 1992 data indicated persistent
problems it might be wise to continue this.

An expensive but important project that actually
tests restoration techniques. Probably best
continued by agencies.

Important to continue monitoring shorelines, probably
best conducted by agencies (as in the past) to
provide consistency. Again price seems high (520 K)

An important long term study that can be hid out or
directed to the University of Alaska (current
contractor) Price seems high (507 K)

This project is much too vague although some of the
basic ideas might have merit. Should be bid out if
considered

This species was damaged by the spill and is the only
cetacean that can be closely monitored by individual
year by year. A good indicator species of
environmental health. Should be bid out to private
to lower costs.

Although the detail involved here is good, the cost
is excessive. Should be put out to private bid.
Will supplement 93045.

An important monitoring study that should be
continued by the agencies for continuity.

Important to continue this study. Better information
should have been available on harbor seals before
spill. A chance to continue long term data base on
harbor seals another important indicator of health of
marine environment. Should be done by ADF&G for
continuity. Could be reduced in scope to lower budget

A worthwhile project but the cost is excessive.
There is no reason this could not be bid out to
private consulting firms.

This project doesn't seem essential and is too
expensive

Some important -components in this study but the cost
is excessive (1.2 million) Stream data should be
already be available for most part. Study should be
pared down and put out to bid. Murrelet data is
important



93052 Reasonable project but doesn't most of this data
exist from previous years of study? Necessary to
continue or perhaps just wrap up?

93053 This project is a necessary backup for other ﬁfojects
and should be continued by NOAA

93057 A reasonable continuing project that should be bid
» toc the private sector

93059 A very important project that should bé bid out to
private groups. There is great public demand for
this approach and it is time to get it moving.

93060 Another important project that involves agencies and
the Nature Conservancy, hopefully this information
will end up in a usable format. "Disappointed in
current format of Nature Conservancy survey.

93061 Could be important to habitat eventual habitat
protection or simply more agency bureaucracy. Should
be started on a small scale and evaluated.

93062 An important tool for assembling data.

93063 A good project to benefit recovery of chum and pink
salmon 1if it goes beyond this planning phase.
Salmon eggs and young were damaged. Could be bid ocut
to private sector.

93064 A very important action that is a first step in
responding to strong public desire for habitat
protection/acquisition. A must fund project that does
not go far enough in providing money for habitat
acquisition.

To summarize, those projects that were considered good with
relevance to the oil spill and/or restoration are {(93)002,
003, 007, 010, 012, 022, G30, 033, 034, 036, 038, 039, 042,
043,045, 046, 047, 053, 057, 060, 061, 062, 063, and 064.

Those projects that are good have good potential but with
less relevance are (93)004, 014, 017, 025, 032, 035, 051.

Those projects considered poor are (93)009, 011, 015, 016,
018, 019, 020, 026, 031, 041, 050.

Those projects that are prime candidates for open bid are
(93)002, 004, 005, 010, 012, 017, 022, 034, 035, 042, 043,
047, 051, 057, 059, 063.
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COMMENTS 93323008

You are invited to share your ideas and comments with the Trustees.

Please use this tear sheet to present your views on the 1993 Draft Work Plan.

You may send additional comments by letter regarding the 1893 Draft Work Plan,
Review of the EXXON VALDEZ 0il S8pill Restoration.Plan, 1993 Draft Work Plan

The 1993 draft work plan emphasizes the higher trophic levels of the
Prince William Sound ecosystem. After a decade of studies of the type
described, will we have a better understanding of the natural variability of -
Prince William Sound? While the studies included might be able to give
populations statistics, they are not addressing the potential causes of that
variability. We now suspect that there are very large interannual changes
in the ocean climate and marine meteorology in this part of the North
Pacific. As a matter of fact, the original accident could be traced to
unusual circumstances in the atmospheric circulation in 1989, The normal
circulation patterns disappeared causing clear and cold conditions over
Southcoast Alaska which resulted in possible change in the ocean circulation
in Prince William Sound that allowed the ice from Columbia Bay to enter the
shipping lanes. Nowhere in the plan is an attempt to gain a better
knowledge of the processes that affect conditions within the Sound. After a
decade of studies we will be as ignorant as we were on 24 March 1989.

A study that should accompany the restoration work is one to address
the variability of the marine ecosystem including the lower trophic levels.
We know that ocean temperatures outside the Sound (near Seward) have a very
large annual and interannual variability. These have been shown to affect
some fisheries populations in the Gulf of Alaska but the mechanism(s) for
their influences are unknown. Is it temperature, nutrient, fresh water
discharge; or primary production variability, or something else? In any
case, natural interannual variability exists and must be taken into
consideration, but no studies of these variations are included. It might be
noted that the oil was dumped into the marine ecosystem and the response of
that system should be investigated.

We should be better prepared for the next Prince William Sound spill. — ~

A more through knowledge of how the ecosystem operates will help us next
time. An improved understanding of ocean circulation would help predict the
position of ice flows cut of Columbia Bay and better predict the trajectory
of the spilled o0il to help contain it or mitigate the damage. We need to
where the most sensitive regions of the Sound are located to he compared
with the most likely oil impacted regions.

Clearly, a better understanding of the Prince William Sound ecosystem
will be required in the upcoming decades., We need to start on this as soon
as possible. The work is required as vital part of the restoration work.

Thomas C. Royer
Professor of Marine Science and Chancellor’s Faculty Associate for Research
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99775
(907) 474-7835 T.ROYER (Telemail), royer@ims.alaska.edu (Internet)
If needed, use the space on the back or attach additional sheets. Please
fold, staple, and add a postage stamp. Thank you for your interest and participation.
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COMMENTS 43323001

You are invited to share your ideas and comments with the Trustees.
Please use this tear sheet to present your views on the 1993 Draft Work Plan.
You may send additional comments by letter regarding the 1933 Draft Work Plan.

Given .that the process of evaluating damage and determining
areas for restoration is an exceedingly complex one, the plan is

nonhe-the—-less lacking in some funddmental ways:

1. Proposals are listed in the absence of any general
understanding by the public of how this work was deemed important
enhough to make the list of "recommended" studies/activities. An
important process of science is yet to be played out, that being
the public disclosure of oil-spill damage assessments scheduled
for early next year. It seems somewhat premature (to me) to be
asking for an evaluation of the 1993 work plan before a broader
context for undertaking the restoration process is defined. In
fact, there seems to be some confusion about what exactly

-constitutes restoration activity in the opinion of the Trustee

Council, and more fundamentally, who participates in the
activity. :

2. There are guestions about the scientific rigor with
which projects are selected for funding. Have these "“candidate
projects” been subject to serious peer review outside the
agencies? Those of us.1cbking at the process understand that
prOJects make the recqmmended for funding 1ist" only by a
undnimous vote of the Trustees. This supposes that the all
Council members are equally knowledgeable about all matters
pertaining to resource. damage and what should be attempted
through restoration. I wonder if.this is the case?

3. As a professional marine scientist, 1 am troub]ed by
what appears to be a lack of appreciation for the "ecosystem”
within which the restoration act1V1t1es are be1ng planned. I can
understand the agency positions of “"top down" emphasis, after all
resource manhagers are rarely trained in the ocean sciences.
However there 1s a danger that most, if not all the resource
restoration activity may be undertaken without regard to the
broader ecosystem structure and external forcing that sets the
constraints on biological productivity. It seems only reasonable
that a program of ecosystem/environmental monitoring be initiated
so that the results of restoration activities can be evaluated in
the context of interannual and longer- term oceanic variability in
the region.

If needed, use the space on the back or attach additional sheets. Please _
fold, staple, and add a postage stamp. Thank you for your interest and participation.
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COMMENTS ON EVOS RESTORATION 1993 DRAFT WORK PLAN

Project Number: 93017

Project Title: Subsistence Restoration Project

A subsistence restoration project involving the communities I am
familiar with including Larsen Bay, Karluk, 01ld harbor, Akhiok,
Port Lions, Ouzinkie, Kodiak City, Chignik Lake, Chignik, and
Chignik Lagoon should not be undertaken. When the 0il Spill Health
Task Force was in Kodiak this spring they identified two areas,
Kodiak boat harbor and a location near 0ld Harbor boat harbor that
exhibited high levels of hydrocarbons in shellfish. The EVOS was
not responsible for the high hydrocarbon levels at either location.
The remaining samples taken from subsistence use areas around the
Kodiak Archipelago and Chignik area showed only background levels
of hydrocarbons. Extensive testing of shellfish and finfish in
areas identified by community residents as traditional subsistence
use areas occured in 1989 and 19%0. Those results clearly show
bivalves and finfish located in subsistence use areas contain
nothing more then background levels of hydrocarbons.

The 0il Spill Health Task Force hydrocarbon testing of smoked fish,
which is consumed in large quantities 1in the villages, showed
cancer causing hydrocarbon levels to be extremely high. They were
80 high they were off the chart!

More testing of subsitence foods is not Jjustified. The result of
two years of extensive testing demonstrates there is no health risk
involved with consuming subsistence foods in the Kodiak Archipelago
and Chignik area as a result of the EVOS.

A tremendous amount of money was spent in this area to collect and
test subsistence shellfish and finfish for oil contamination as a
result of the EVOS. The results speak for themselves. Spending
additional money on this project would be ludicrous.

Mitigation of lost subsistence use by making funds available to
communities to support travel to harvest areas away from oiled
sites or to areas where resources have not been depleated as well
as making funds available to support subsistence food sharing
programs between communities is not an appropriate use of oil spill
moneys in the Kodiak-Chignik areas. Subsistence foods are safe to
eat. Resources have not :been depleated. If any money is spent on
this project in the Kodiak-Chignik area it will just be another
example of the misappropriation and squandering of the oil spill
moneys. This money should be used where it will do some good. We
know the subsistence foods are safe to eat. Don’t waste any more
money on duplicating efforts.

Pro-ject Number: 93051
Project Title: Habitat Protection Information for Anadromous



Streams and Marbled Murrelets.

The private lands on Afognak Island are being logged at a rapid
rate. Soon the entire forest will have been cut and sent to
overseas destinations. Other forested areas in the oil spill zone
are currently being logged or are scheduled to be logged.. The value
of anadromous fish produced by streams located on the private lands
to commercial, sport, and subsistence users is millions of dollars
each vyear. Identifying the streams 1is critical. It provides
protection to the streams under the State Forest Practices Act. In
addition, it 1is a method to evaluate the 1lands for possible
acquisition. I am in favor of this project.

Marbled murrelets use the old growth forest for nesting and rearing
activities. Their habitat on Afognak Island is being destroyed at
a rapid rate. Birds should be captured and fitted with radio
transmitters to determine their nesting 1locations on Afognak
Island. It 1is ‘ancther method to evaluate lands for possible
acquisition. I am in favor of this project.

Development of channel typing procedures should be dropped. I can’t
see what useful purpose it serves. '

Thank you for allowing me to comment on these projects.

Sipuerely,

Mo 27 Wty
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You are invited to share your ideas and comments with the Trustees.
Please use this tear sheet to present your views on the 1 Draft Work Pian.
You may send additional comments by letter regarding the 1993 Draft Work Plan,
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If needed, use the space on the back or attach additional sheet§. Please W

fold, staple, and add a postage stamp. Thank you for your interest and participation.
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UNITED COOK INLET DRIFT ASSOCIATION
P.O. Box 389 « Kenai, Alaska 99611 - 0389
(907) 283-3600 « FAX (907) 283-3306

November 9, 1992

Draft 1993 Work Plan .Comments
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
645 “G” Street

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Exxon Valdez Trustee Council,

UCIDA appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Exxon Valdez
Restoration Draft 1993 Work Plan. Our organization represents the 585
salmon drift permit holders in Upper Cook Inlet. We will therefore limit
our comments to the Projects that directly affect the Upper Cook Inlet
area.

UCIDA supports Projects 93002, 93012 and 93015. Our concerns and
recommendations are as follows:

1) We agree with the concept that the funds should be spent in the
three oil impacted areas - Prince William Sound, Kodiak and Cook
Inlet.

2) “Cook Inlet” must be defined to include both Upper and Lower
Cook Inlet.

3) The Kenai sockeye salmon run could arguably be the fishery
resource most impacted by the Exxon_Valdez oil spill due to the
large over escapement which resulted from the total closure of
the drift fishery.

A) ADF&G has released test resuits which would indicate
minimal returns to the Kenai River in 1994. The parent year

1



for the 1994 return is 1989 - the year of the Exxon_Valdez
oil spill.

B) The Kenai sockeye run is the “backbone’ of the Upper Cook
Inlet commercial fishery upon which fishermen, processors,-
cannery workers, transporters and local businesses are very
dependent.

4) UCIDA feels that for Upper Cook Inlet it is imperative for the
short term that:

A) We protect the impacted resource - Kenai River sockeye
salmon.

B) We protect the livelihood of impacted. citizens as much as
possible without retarding the recovery of the resource.

To help accomplish these goals UCIDA supports projects 93002, 93012 and
93015. Again, we appreciate the opportunity to comment on these

projects as well as any future issues regarding the Exxon Valdez oil spill
and its effects on Cook Inlet.

Sincerely,

om.

Ao V) Jeddhouwre

Theo Matthews
Administrative Assistant
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November 9, 1992

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Settlement Trustee Council
645 G Street
Anchorage, AK. . 99501

Dear Sirs:

I am a resident of the Village of Tatitlek, which is located in Prince
William Sound, just four miles from Bligh Reef, where the Exxon Valdez
ren aground. Our village has been impacted heavily by the oil spill
both economically and culturally, and we feel that we deserve a port-
ion of the oil spill restoration funds because our subsistence resources
have been severely damaged, our commercial fishing jobs that we depend
on 80 heavily for our annual incomes are questionable and our shellfish
beds have been drastically affected.

Recently, our village began an oyster farming operation, with funding
provided by the Tatitlek Mariculture Project. Our goal for this project
is to make it self-sustaining, so that it may provide long term employ-
ment opportunities for our residents and to provide an alternate subsist-
ence resource for the many resources that have been damaged by the oil
spill. The Chugach Region Mariculture Project (93019) and the Bivalve
Shellfish Hatchery & Research Center (93020) are essential in order for
us to reach our goal of having a self-supportive project that will serve
our community for generations to come.

We are also supportive of the folloWwing projects: Subsistence Restoration
Project (93017}, Habitat Use, Behavior, & Monitoring of Harbor Seals in
Prince William Sound (93046) and the Chenega Chinook & Coho Salmon Rel-
ease Program (93016)

We urge the support of the above listed projects, they mean so much to
our community, both culturally and economically.

Thank you very much.

/ﬁz‘gwﬂo ¢ Bob Cff/)&&fW/
“Pov Box 11§ |

Talitlek y /QJ aw‘/éw
77D ~

pom—
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Parvis A. Tribley
P.0O. Box 240181
Anchorage, Alaska 99503

November 15, 1992

EVOS Trustee Council
645 G Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Re: Comments to 1993 Draft Work Plan

I have reviewed the 1993 Draft Work Plan. While I realize it is too early to discuss any
definitive land acquisition projects, I have a concern which I have not heard the Trustee
Council address.

Much of the present day shoreline is Prince William Sound was tideland before the 1964
earthquake. Under the property law concept of “avulsion,” ownership of “avulsed” land
does not change after the causal event. Thus, these former tidelands, now shorelands,
remain in the ownership of the State of Alaska. As former tidelands, these lands retain
there “public trust” status.

Talk of land management and acquisition in Prince William Sound often includes
discussion of treatment of the Forest Service land, Native land and private land owners.
However, these discussions are generally void of any reference to the fact that most, if not
all riparian and littoral interests in the Sound involve these avulsed lands which are owned
by the State and not these other parties. This concept needs to be understood by all Trustee
Council members and incorporated into all land use planning and acquisition decisions
which are to be undertaken with these trust funds.

Before this trust money is spent acquiring access or protecting coastal lands, the Council
should make sure that they are not buying lands which are already subject to public trust.
Also, the Council should make sure that the proper govermental branch manages these
lands (what authority does the U.S.F.S. have to manage State owned trust lands?).

Good luck with‘the Work Plan.

-

Parvis A. Tnbley

- [pdl
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Akhiok-Kaguyak, Inc.
5028 Mills Drive
Anchorage, AKX 99508

November 15, 1992 -

Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
Attn: Mark Roberson

645 "G" Street

Anchorage, AK 99501 -

Dear Sirs:

This letter is to inform the Trustee Council of an omission
in its listing of "1993 Public Proposals for Habitat
.Acquisition - Table 1, 09/08/92."

Among the several project listings regarding Kodiak Island
and Kodiak Refuge inholdings, the Akhiok-Kaguyak, Inc. (AKI)
should be listed as a willing seller in the ‘Proponent’
column.

AXI‘s lands have been estimated by the U.S5. Department of
Interior to have a value in the $72 million range, hence
this figure could be inserted in the chart under ‘Cost
Millions.’

Thank you for your attention to this mattexr. AKI looks

forward to ccooperating with the Trustee Council as your
important work progresses.

Ralph Eluska

Akhick-Kaguyak, Inc.

Sincerely,
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Table 1
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1993 PUBLIC PROPOSALS FOR HABITAT ACQUISITION

0OAR/91

2. Propenent estimated cost

Kachemik Stute Park inholdings Saldovia Native A;.ocuuc:n - _2 2.0
Kachemak State Park inholdings Kachemak Bay Citizens Coalition g Z;.O
§ North Afognsk Island Terome Selby ) 84.0
Afognak Island Afognak Native Corporation “_M( 113.5
Shuyak Island  ~ e~ IJ’JW 1 Jerome Selby 0.2
¥Xodink Liland Borough/Stats land exchangs, | Kodizk Stats Parks Qitizens’ ' 0.07
acquistion of reerestion sites on Kodikk | Advisory Board '
Kodiak Refugs iaholdings World Wildlife Fund ™\ | None provided
Kodisk Refuge inboldings Jeeoms Sclby / 450
Kodisk Island Old Harbor Native Corp. * | £0.0
# Kodiak Refuge inkoldings Koaitg, lne. * ) 7.4 |
%Kodiak weirs/watersheds ADF&G, FRED . 3.0
Kodiak Refuge stream mouths Wm Jerams Sciby‘ 9.0 -
Kodisk rocreation sites ~ " ¥ | Jerome Selby _ 5.0 :
&W Cape Suskling, @M Alaska Center for Environment Notis proviied 7
Kena Fjords, Kodiak Refuge, N
Archeologicl sitgs™ | DNR, DPOR 0.235
Recreational lands DNR, DPOR 2.5 .
Olsen Bay watershed 3&‘:}5 Helle n
| TOTAL CQST, WILLING SELLERS -
TOTAL COST, OTHER PROPONENTS
TOTAL COST, WILLING SELLERS PLUS OTHER PROPONENTS |
P(Y'*\*m"::: Pask inholdings (322.0) sount once)




UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, IRVINE

BERKELEY » DAVIS » IRVINE « LOS ANGELES » RIVERSIDE « SAN DIEGO » SAN FRANCISCO 12

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY AND IRVINE, CALIFORNIA 92717 -
EVOLUTIONARY BIOLOGY FAX (714) 725-2181
SCHOOL QF BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES -

November 4, 1992

Draft 1993 Work-Plan Comments
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
645 "G" Street

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Council Members:

I am a past member of the Damage Assessment Peer-Review group and have been
asked to serve as a future peer-reviewer for the Restoration program. My expertise is in
marine ornithology and biological oceanography. I have taken the time to examine the 1993
Draft Work Plan as a concerned scientist because it has yet to be sent to me for examination
through the peer-review process.

A major concern of mine is that to date I know of no overall integrated assessment
of damages, no long-term integrated view of possible restoration options and no examination
of the potential for adverse interactions as restoration efforts directed at one species cause
problems for another. I provide two hypothetical examples. First, there have been several
suggestions for enhancing salmonid access to streams by building weirs or ladders around
waterfalls (Project 93063 appears to be for gathering data appropriate for deciding which
streams would be appropriate). In New Zealand, evidence has been obtained showing that
salmonids compete with stream breeding Blue Ducks for insect larvae. Harlequin Ducks in
Prince William Sound generally nest on portions of streams unavailable to salmonids. It is
possible that Harlequin Ducks would cease to breed successfully on these streams due to
competition for larval insects if salmonids had access to the pools used by very young ducks.
Secondly, there have been and are many projects suggested for enhancement of salmon
production (e.g. 93016, 93032, 93063). Some populations of pink salmon have produced
smaller adults in recent years possibly due to competition for marine resources. In addition,
since adult salmon may compete with marine birds and mammals for small forage fishes and
large zooplankton, it is possible that pre-spill declines in marine birds and mammals may
have been related to foraging competition with growing populations of salmon. The further
enhancement of salmon numbers as part of the restoration process may adversely impact
populations of birds and mammals that are also candidates for restoration. The validity of
these hypotheses is not known, but I present them as an illustration of the complex
interactions that may influence our efforts at restoring the damaged marine ecosystem. We
need an integrated, overall assessment of injury and restoration options before we embark



on most projects. With the exception of some monitoring and damage assessment projects,
waiting until a well integrated long-term program is thought-out is likely to be beneficial.

I have examined the recommendations of the chief scientist as to-the merits of
funding of various proposed work. I am in general agreement with his recommendations
with the following minor exceptions.

93006 3 If archeological sites were hit by oil, they
must have been in a supra-tidal or
intertidal zone in which wave action was
eroding the site. Sites exposed to erosion
occur throughout the coastal United States
and money spent cleaning these sites
would not reverse these natural losses.

93007 3 See Above
93008 3 See Above
93011 4 There is little pre-spill data on hunting of

harlequin ducks, so "study” seems
superfluous. A simple closure of hunting
of harlequins in PWS could be done while
populations recover without spending on
dubious studies.

93016 3 Further enhancement of salmon stocks
may have negative impacts on other
portions of the marine ecosystem.

93018 4

93033 2-3 This seems to be a project that is growing
in size and cost. It could be useful to
focus on how the information gathered can
actually be used for restoration. What are
the possible restoration activities that
could be undertaken?

93034 4 It is not clear how the data from this study
would be used to aid restoration.

93036 1 For the restoration of mussel beds and the
protection and restoration of the many



species of organisms dependent on mussel
beds, it is important we learn what
contamination persists and how to remove
it.

93045 1 This is an important effort that will be
most useful if we have a continuous time -
series. It is our best means of determining
if restoration efforts in the near-shore
environment are having a desired effect.

93048 Missing from my volume.

I look forward to seeing the development of a long-term plan.

Sincerely,

George L. Hunt, Jr.
Professor

GLC/np
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L MEMORANDUM

DATE:' o November 6 1992
TO . m(xu; ‘dez\ Trust Counu. SRR

J 645G Street . T e e
SR 5~Anch0rage AK 99501 T el o

” d:vxduatl‘ famﬂy, and busmess:"';
it by the Exxon Valdez oxl spdl R
"useum m Home L

s a merﬁbersnpnmarlly in: the,:southern Kenal Peninsula "4l drea
. ‘_‘:;_,'m 1989 Our prmmpa; functmn‘ operat‘xon of €he Pratt

'_'We are’ very much aware of the mpacts on’ the envxronmen created by the:oil: spill 2s we"";
. ~mounted a factual exhibit o all aSpectS of the spill in’ our musetim; 1mmed1ately after the spill -
-and’ subsequenty constructed atravel ling exhibit . that*is’ now tourmg museuns’ ‘and’ science:
." -centers  around .the. Tower: 48 states:for 2" léast: the. next’ three- years.: The: travehng exhtb;t-»-_;'
" “has, recgived - natxonal acclalm fﬁfor 1ts thoropgmess and.. 1mpdrt1ahty in: dealmg witha. very
© i complex and! contioversial issue. Tt was featured at-the Smithsanjan Institution in Washmgton
", - DC last spring; "and. haé* been used: as “a- model ‘of. travehng exhlbxts by ‘nationdl museum. .
i *orgamzatxons A}though we., have- trzed o schedu e the travelmg éxhibit in_Alaska, there is .
- considerable réluctanceron the - part ofstate funded” museums to" host ‘the: E:Xhlblf. because of the
fear of finaneidl retribution by’ oil related interests. - Nevertheless ‘we.feel it is very important
. to'better inform) and- educate the' Alagkan public: about the, problem “of oil: transportanon in the
o marme envzronment and our exhxbut, s élready set up to‘do" this ST :

- AH of the pmJects proposed for actxon in the draft 1993 work plan are to be funded throughtf‘ ‘
- state and fedéral: agencies. * - We believe: that there-is a Substantlal ‘cadre-of-talént in“private;”
. non- proﬁt and- other educatxonal and- scxentlflc orgamzatlons ‘qutside: of government ‘which.

. ‘should be allowed to"bid .on’ these prq]ects . The . result; would be a. eompetxtfve dedmg’:
v, situation’ where the best: tdlent and expertsse wo,uld do the ork at the; best" pric '
o -there are several educatlonal pl‘OjQCtS that we: feel we' could: accomphsh with” “far: greater""»'_
"effxmency than the agencies- proposing them. Prolect 93009 mcludes activities, 'many of which-. = -

. we have already Comipleted: development of .anoil. Sle exhibit;; constructiorn . of - scientific:
5.;‘-educat10nal actmty k1ts for- the marxne env1ronment m relatzon to 011 and formulatxon of

oo '5 100% recycled paper
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”Homer Somety Mof Natural Htstory o

school cumcula used by teachers tn pubhc schools Why repeat this process at. a  cost” ofv,.
$316, 0007, - .Other “projects mvolvrng archaeological " :assessments or .basic data gathermg on.

{_specres populanons .may ‘best be - accompltshed by museums and nnrversrty scientists. e

"i;:' Management orrented research and routme mon;tormg of popu atrons are the responsrbrhty of -
fgovernment agencres - : : : :

'E'We belreve that some” of the funds should be. set asrde as an endowment wrth the 1ncome"~'af‘ "

generated tsed. for long term monrtorlng of speetes populauons We do not know what the . .

o - pre-gpill. populatton levels- were: of many speciés- hit by’ the. spill. - If we: can ‘monifor these .
Col populatrons afterthe. Spill for-a l<5ng enough period of:time; we may. be. able-fo’ estabhsh a:

‘.- - base"liné-that will ‘serve’to. measure thé ;impact of future environmerital disasters.. In this - = -~
© - regard,;we' support, the: initiative of Senator Arhss Sturgulewskz in her Proposed Restoratron. L

-'._opuon dated 24 August 1992

‘;")f‘xWe also. beheve that a portron of the funds must be used to aequrre property that would aid Sl

in the' long- term replacement of..resources: darnaged by the -oil spill.*Purchase. 6f seabrrd' -

" colonies “now:" in “private - ownershxp for management by the .Fish and ‘Wildlife- Serv:ce for -
: example would increase the: probaht ity of ‘more . rapld increase .and sustainment of Seabird
_ “populatiens in the oil' spill area.--One. example is' Gull Island in Kachemak- Bay, a colony of
. over’ 5,000: Common’ Murres and about 6,000 other seabirds, . now owned. by the * Seldovia .

"“vl"-l.}Nattve Assocraton - Other lands to’ purchase for protectton of damaged’ species-are uplands .
- ~réady to.be- logged that - if.1 ogged -would further tmpact - nesting Marbled - Murrelets Bald .

S In summary, we heheve that

; Eagles -and. Harlequrn Dueks (among other speeres) The best examp e rs the Seldovra Nanve o
: Assocratlon land 1n Kachemak Bay State Park : SRR

g i'f‘and ‘education on ‘the 6l sprl should inclide -a_-competitive bxddlng process. open to all .
qualrfted scientific -and-educational. organtzattons 4nd not be restricted to. government agencies;

» 2y A portion of the settlement funds. sheuld be placed in an endowment specifically to follow -

o long ‘term ehanges in- populatrons tmpacted by. the spill,- to continue to provrde updated o

~ information ‘to. ‘the public through .exhibits and educational - programs both in- museums and .

. - public :schiools; “and" to .accrue” funds- to purchase ‘properties- that become. threatened - ‘which .
_ support populatrons of specres 1mpacted by.-the spill;-and 3) ‘A portion of the settlement funds. -

" must be used now 10 purohase property that fs- under- immediate threat of timber rémoval of -

ol ottier development that*‘would’ .resut in. further damqge 0. specres already rmpacted by thefj |

Exxon Valdez orl Splll

Lo 'Homer Socrety of Natural Hrstory Board of Dlrectors Chuck Jay, George West Hazel Heath o

"-.-"Cathte Ulmer Sara Peterson Mlke Clme Carol Swartz Margret Pate Marte Walker -

~);The proeedure for prepartng annual work plans for research
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P.O. Box 194 Seldovia, AK 99663
(907) 234-7400  Fax (907) 234-7699

November 12, 1992 ' R

EVOSTC

1993 Workplan Comments
645 G Street
Anchorage, AK 99501

RE: 1993 EVOSTC Workplan (Draft)

The $S0S Team of Seldovia is a volunteer response group set

up according to legislation as a result of the EXXON spill.

We have membership from Anchorage to Nanwalek, volunteers willing'
to respond to an o0il spill in Cook Inlet or Prince William

Sound. From this viewpoint, the settlement funds would be

best spent in programs dealing with prevention, improving clean-
up and response, and baseline monitoring. Unfortunately, the

1993 workplan is heavily loaded with fish and wildlife enhancement
or research, much of it questionable in value. Even the Chief
Scientist's critigue identifies 12 of the workplan's 43 projects
as unrelated to recovery or considered inappropriate. This

is a gross misuse of these funds!

While Prince William Sound has been lavished in possibly the
world's finest prevention/response system, Cook Inlet remains
largely ignored. Tankers plying these waters are unescorted,
response equipment needs remain a high priority, and the Inlet
01l producers and shippers are not able to provide for these
demands from their marginal operations. A proportion of the
settlement funds can be, and should be used for Coock Inlet
prevention, response, and monitoring. With the proper funding
SO0S-type response groups operating with CISPRI (Cook Inlet
RAC) could exist in several Inlet towns and on Kodiak. On-
site equipment could be stationed, people trained, and the
fears and distrust of many citizens would be somewhat diffused.

The SOS Team does support appropriate fish and wildlife research
and enhancement. However, we also believe settlement funds

need to be awarded for escort vessels, monitoring programs,

and particularly local response depots. We would gladly furnish
you with more information about our organization and how depots
could be established and maintained.

Sincerely,

S80S Team Board of Directors
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to: Fxxon Valdez Olf Spill Trustee Council
645 G Slreel
Anchorage, Alaska 99501
Attn: Dave Gibbons

From: Susan W.Springer .
f.0. Box 257
Seldovia , Alaska 99663

Re: Public Commenls Regarding the 1933 Draft Work Plan for the EVOS
Criminal Settlement Funds

{ have reviewed the 1993 Draft Work Plan and am lelt with some strong feelings
about the direction in which the Restoration Team is headsd.

First, although the these funds are to benefit and compansate the peopie of
Alaska for rasolirees and habitat destroyed or damaged, it appears as though
one of the immediale beneficiaries are state and federal agency bureaucracies.
The logic is put forth that projects shall bc administered through various state and
federal agencies since they already have organizations In place to handle
such activities. I'heretore why is it necessary 10 allow each agency o skim an
average of ten percent OIf the lop of each project budget for General
Administration. The public does not wish these funds to feed the bureaucracy of
state and federal agencles. | would challenge each agency to ennduct these
projects, scala and scopa unchanged, with no "windfall” funds for General
Administration. The 1.2 million hence saved would fund programs [ shall address
presently.

When reviewing the propoased projects, | read carefully the comments of the
Chlef Sclentist. While | supporl the Restoration Team in their "veto" of the seven
projects listed on page three of the budget summary (noting that project
nos5.93019 and 93026 stand out in particular as frivolous and ili-directed), there
are an additional twelve projects that should be deleted and two whose scope
and budget should be reduced. Under the criminal restitution spending
guidelines, these projects are not justified:

93004 93008 93011 93018 93024
93025 . 83029 93032 93034 33035
93043 93063

Project nos. 93046 and 93051 are not justified with their present scope and
budget. Total savings exceed 2 5 million.

. In looking at the 1893 Draft Work Plan and comparing it to the eriminal restitution

spending guidelines, a character of the document emerges which is severely
biased in favor of items 1) and ) under Article Three: "Restoration. Replacement
and Enhancement of Affecled Resources... Acquisition of Cquivalent Resources
and Services”. ltem 3) "Long Term Environmental Monitoring and Research
Programs Directed to the Pravention, Containment, Cleanup, and Amelioration of
Qil Spills.™ by number and scnpe of projects is comparatively neglected.



-

Nou, 1E} ‘92 14:32 . 88rd SELDOVIA NATIVE ASSN TEL 9972347637

| would ask the Trustee Council to solicit project proposals from coastal
municipalities in the spill affected area ,regarding creation of nearshore response
teams modseled after the SOS Team in Seldovia. The Seldovia Team is made up
ot volunteers, primarily flshermen, who have been trained in the Incident
Command system, Hazmat, [First Aid, and numerous methods of oll spill
response and cleanup, including boom deployment. These people are mativated
not by the dollars a project can add to teir organization nor the positions that
can be created, but by a simple desire lo protect the resources from which they
take their livelihoods. Unlike agency technicians, they work these waters and
coastline year in and yoar out and they have the local knowledge of marine
conditione. In the "long term environmental monitaring and research programs
directed to tha prevention, containment, cleanup, and amelioration of oil spills" .
these people and those like them In other coastal communities have
expertise which is valuable and should not be ignored.

It would make sense for the appropriate dgency to tearn up with coastal
municipalities or fishermen's organizations to create SOS tcams, and to use
these local experts in projects that satiefy the requirements of Article three,item
three, of the spending guidelines. This will go a long way In preparing us (o deal
with tuture oil spills.

The Trustee Council should bear in mind that as you decide how thass funds are
1o be spent you must act not as representatives of the state and federal agerncies
who employ you, but as entrusted spokesmen [or (he people of Alaska. We are
counting on you to be sthical and balanced in your decisions.

Vvery truly yours,
T

Susan Woodward Springer

P. 27 2
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DENNIS P. ANAHONAK.
P.0.B. 5535 -
PORT GRAHAM, AK.99603-5535 / / / g ?Z
11/181992

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PUBLIC INFORAMATION CENTER.
645 "G" STREET
ANCHORAGE, AK. 99501

DEAR TRUSTEE COUNCIL MEMBER;

I AM WRITING TO YOU REGARDING TRADITIONAL SUBSISTANCE
HARVEST AREAS WHICH WERE DESTROYED BY THE OIL SPILL AT WINDY BAY.
I UNDERSTAND THERE IS MONEY AVAILABLE FOR RESTORATION OF LOST
RESOURCES WHICH WERE AFFECTED BY THE OIL SPILL. WE FEEL NOTHING CAN
REPLACE THE CLAM LOSS FROM WINDY BAY TO THE CROME MINE AT PORT
CHATHEM, AND FEEL THAT A RESTORATION PROGRAM AT DOGFISH BAY AND
PASSAGE ISLAND INWARD OF PORT GRAHAM BAY & NANWALEK , SHOULD BE
PURSUED. REPLANTING AND GATHERING OF COCKLES FROM BEAR COVER,
RESTOREATION OF MUSSELS AND CHITONS KILLED IN PORT GRAHAM.

I WOULD LIKE TO POINT OUT THAT MARICULTURE RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS THAT NOW NEED SUPPORT, COULD HELP A GREAT
DEAL IN FUTURE RESTORATION, IN THE EVENT OF FUTURE OIL SPILLS.

PLEASE CONSIDER OUR PROPOSAL, BECAUSE WE WOULD LIKE TO HELP
OUR VILLAGE BY PROVIDING JOB OPPORTUNITIES, SUBSISTANCE FOODS
"TRADITIONAL", AND ECONOMIC DEVELPMENT FOR OUR RESIDENTS. NOT TO
MENTION, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT THAT THESE PROGRAMS COULD
PROVIDE, FOR FUTURE RESTORATION, HERE AND ABROAD/ WORLD WIDE
CONSULTING FOR OIL SPILL RESTORATION,.

WE ALSO SUPPORT THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS; CHUGACH REGION
MARICULTURE PROJECT {93019}, THE BIVALVE SHELLFISH HATCHERY AND
RESEARCH CENTER {93020}, SUBSISTENCE RESTORATION PROJECT {93017},
HABITAT USE, BEHAVIOR, & MONITORING OF HARBOR SEALS IN PRINCE
WILLIAM SOUND {93046}, AND THE CHENEGA BAY CHINOOK AND COHO
SALMON RELEASE PROGRAM {93016}.

THE PEOPLE OF THE CHUGACH REGION ARE ALL WORKING FOR OUR
PROJECTS TO BE SELF-SUSTAINING AND ARE COUNTING ON THIS MONEY TO
REACH THIS THESE OBJECTIVES. WE URGE YOU TO HELP SUPPORT OUR
PROJECTS. '

SINCERLY, DENNISP. ANAHONAK

ek P fdndE—



DENNIS P. ANAHONAK
P.0O.B. 5535 —
PORT GRAHAM, AK.99603-5535 / / / g ?2“
11/18/1992

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PUBLIC INFORAMATION CENTER.
645 "G" STREET
ANCHORAGE, AK. 99501

DEAR TRUSTEE COUNCIL MEMBER;

I AM WRITING TO YOU REGARDING TRADITIONAL SUBSISTANCE
HARVEST AREAS WHICH WERE DESTROYED BY THE OIL SPILL AT WINDY BAY.
I UNDERSTAND THERE IS MONEY AVAILABLE FOR RESTORATION OF LOST
RESOURCES WHICH WERE AFFECTED BY THE OIL SPILL. WE FEEL NOTHING CAN
REPLACE THE CLAM LOSS FROM WINDY BAY TO THE CROME MINE AT PORT
CHATHEM, AND FEEL THAT A RESTORATION PROGRAM AT DOGFISH BAY AND
PASSAGE ISLAND INWARD OF PORT GRAHAM BAY & NANWALEK , SHOULD BE
PURSUED. REPLANTING AND GATHERING OF COCKLES FROM BEAR COVER,
RESTOREATION OF MUSSELS AND CHITONS KILLED IN PORT GRAHAM.

I'WOULD LIKE TO POINT OUT THAT MARICULTURE RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS THAT NOW NEED SUPPORT, COULD HELP A GREAT
DEAL IN FUTURE RESTORATION, IN THE EVENT OF FUTURE OIL SPILLS.

PLEASE CONSIDER OUR PROPOSAL, BECAUSE WE WOULD LIKE TO HELP
OUR VILLAGE BY PROVIDING JOB OPPORTUNITIES, SUBSISTANCE FOODS
"TRADITIONAL", AND ECONOMIC DEVELPMENT FOR OUR RESIDENTS. NOT TO
MENTION, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT THAT THESE PROGRAMS COULD
PROVIDE, FOR FUTURE RESTORATION, HERE AND ABROAD/ WORLD WIDE
CONSULTING FOR OIL SPILL RESTORATION.

WE ALSO SUPPORT THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS; CHUGACH REGION
MARICULTURE PROJECT {93019}, THE BIVALVE SHELLFISH HATCHERY AND
RESEARCH CENTER {93020}, SUBSISTENCE RESTORATION PROJECT {93017};
HABITAT USE, BEHAVIOR, & MONITORING OF HARBOR SEALS IN PRINCE
WILLIAM SOUND {93046}, AND THE CHENEGA BAY CHINOOK AND COHO
SALMON RELEASE PROGRAM {93016}.

THE PEOPLE OF THE CHUGACH REGION ARE ALL WORKING FOR OUR
PROJECTS TO BE SELF-SUSTAINING AND ARE COUNTING ON THIS MONEY TO
REACH THIS THESE OBJECTIVES. WE URGE YOU TO HELP SUPPORT OUR
PROJECTS. '

SINCERLY, DENNIS P. ANAHONAK

ik £ S
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ISAAC MOONIN
P.0O.B. 5523
PORT GRAHAM, AK.99603-5523
11/16/1992

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PUBLIC INFORAMATION CENTER. -
645 "G" STREET
ANCHORAGE, AK. 99501

DEAR TRUSTEE COUNCIL MEMBER;

I AM WRITING TO YOU REGARDING TRADITIONAL SUBSISTANCE
HARVEST AREAS WHICH WERE DESTROYED BY THE OIL SPILL AT WINDY BAY.
I UNDERSTAND THERE IS MONEY AVAILABLE FOR RESTORATION OF LOST
RESOURCES WHICH WERE AFFECTED BY THE OIL SPILL. WE FEEL NOTHING CAN
REPLACE THE CLAM LOSS FROM WINDY BAY TO THE CROME MINE AT PORT
CHATHEM, AND FEEL THAT A RESTORATION PROGRAM AT DOGFISH BAY AND
PASSAGE ISLAND INWARD OF PORT GRAHAM BAY & NANWALEK , SHOULD BE
PURSUED. REPLANTING AND GATHERING OF COCKLES FROM BEAR COVER,
RESTOREATION OF MUSSELS AND CHITONS KILLED IN PORT GRAHAM.

ITWOULD LIKE TO POINT OUT THAT MARICULTURE RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS THAT NOW NEED SUPPORT, COULD HELP A GREAT
DEAL IN FUTURE RESTORATION, IN THE EVENT OF FUTURE OIL SPILLS.

PLEASE CONSIDER OUR PROPOSAL, BECAUSE WE WOULD LIKE TO HELP
OUR VILLAGE BY PROVIDING JOB OPPORTUNITIES, SUBSISTANCE FOODS
"TRADITIONAL", AND ECONOMIC DEVELPMENT FOR OUR RESIDENTS. NOT TO
MENTION, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT THAT THESE PROGRAMS COULD
PROVIDE, FOR FUTURE RESTORATION, HERE AND ABROAD/ WORLD WIDE
CONSULTING FOR OIL SPILL RESTORATION.

WE ALSO SUPPORT THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS; CHUGACH REGION
MARICULTURE PROJECT {93019}, THE BIVALVE SHELLFISH HATCHERY AND
RESEARCH CENTER {93020}, SUBSISTENCE RE_STQRATTON PROJECT {930173;
HABITAT USE, BEHAVIOR, & MONITORING OF HARBOR SEALS IN PRINCE
WILLIAM SOUND {93046}, AND THE CHENEGA BAY CHINOOK AND COHO
SALMON RELEASE PROGRAM {93016}.

THE PEOPLE OF THE CHUGACH REGION ARE ALL WORKING FOR OUR
PROJECTS TO BE SELF-SUSTAINING AND ARE COUNTING ON THIS MONEY TO
REACH THIS THESE OBJECTIVES. WE URGE YOU TO HELP SUPPORT OUR
PROJECTS. :

SINCERLY, ISAAC MOONIN.



GR224025
G b 1 1952

Axon V"vlc/éz Dil f s Ttwmetion &. éfﬁ/ e
{ 615‘ z cfzzf"tff

¢7/2/6 e /é_/////{/@ she THDS

Dc?é/" /%S’Zj ee //mfa'l /%ifg% ’

»/ S «//‘/Z‘/ £y77//zf g Bl nfe T e 249(/{&” =
¢4é?§/5/e,z/gf ;/:c’zv:{ /4/’4/54 é&%é C@‘Ag?éa/ cé7

YA 5/»:7:/4 =7 M//c/ 97 4 A(M/F/‘jzéfdc/

% Er€ )85 T7EN ay(g/lpé/e 2 /“éf%&/f;b/@ffz/ 5’7(
5t reSoupeed 4()4/(/ wgre 250,05 L, LAe
@/Z\SP //4 //(72 r*Z /?Kgc”ﬁ//f é(’é’iz//?a
C fen /m 27 Wik e zafc*z%/ Al 7o
JOBSUE OS2y res /zaz%Z/ 57" 2 2 Sk A

mssene L o) B h S ety Bt o)
T Y /M&,ﬁ/’p/@é e,
7 /fagéé’ & f»/fm/é/( TS /Q/Z/@&S’gd /eﬁ@agfz 22/ €
£{/6’¢f'{/ Lhe Zo fe //z,) OTer V,f/(c. /;/»/[y/q//ﬂ/
\%/ c?‘£> éﬂ/ﬁé'/zlé ///fZZ@g’/ -_?é(écfdzz«é’d/({ Z@OJ/?/ 2.
PO DA (/éz/FZg" //'/5///74 zéﬁ D2 ,/”F“f/c/é/
t/e also Su Jope > L// 4 fZ/éc(/a/‘?/

/ 4{7 94’/ /g?f/é’f// %7'/”/( A, z/z/fe /2?766’7[ fﬁp Zik/;Lf g vol e

P4 el 7/7 A ?’/f/)/ 22, B/ @s’ioa/r/ / nA/éZ (?34‘?20)
kit e, gew/ 2 Aoeitoring oF phordoie Semdy
/>/,////(,7€ LJ/ZZ,M@SZ AJCZZf& 4) %'éz/é/z/ffg ,gé:'c

b en)d (:;)Aa Sal s s/ /(é/«cl-?é’ Soosrem (TE20/6)

//é: /&e:g/y%i oy~ 6{%4/ ?c‘/ /é ] @re @ég .éc/cf,/f

/4%%,{ Y e /&‘ Lo fe/f/f&/f'f&//ﬂ = ?/M//Z{f/y/@
277 714 &8 AA sy aé’ /c’”&:f/i EZ/ 1 /é’m/?z Lo é//fé‘ //Zf/

;Z; /e/ fa/////w’/ Ozt 7 C/ 5@/5

= / ,«/(f‘«: %%
MZ L e



4324024

LARRY & FEDORA; HEDRICK
P.0.B. 5516
PORT GRAHAM, AK.99603-5516
907-284-2239

11/16/1992 )

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PUBLIC INFORAMATION CENTER.
645 "G" STREET ‘
ANCHORAGE, AK. 99501

DEAR TRUSTEE COUNCIL MEMBER;

I AM WRITING TO YOU REGARDING TRADITIONAL SUBSISTANCE
HARVEST AREAS WHICH WERE DESTROYED BY THE OIL SPILL AT WINDY BAY.
[ UNDERSTAND THERE IS MONEY AVAILABLE FOR RESTORATION OF LOST
RESOURCES WHICH WERE AFFECTED BY THE OIL SPILL. WE FEEL NOTHING CAN
REPLACE THE CLAM LOSS FROM WINDY BAY TO THE CROME MINE AT PORT
CHATHEM, AND FEEL THAT A RESTORATION PROGRAM AT DOGFISH BAY AND
PASSAGE ISLAND INWARD OF PORT GRAHAM BAY & NANWALEK , SHOULD BE
PURSUED. REPLANTING AND GATHERING OF COCKLES FROM BEAR COVER,
RESTOREATION OF MUSSELS KILLED IN PORT GRAHAM.

I WOULD LIKE TO POINT OUT THAT MARICULTURE RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS THAT NOW NEED SUPPORT, COULD HELP A GREAT
DEAL IN FUTURE RESTORATION, IN THE EVENT OF FUTURE OIL SPILLS.

PLEASE CONSIDER OUR PROPOSAL, BECAUSE WE WOULD LIKE TO HELP
OUR VILLAGE BY PROVIDING JOB OPPORTUNITIES, SUBSISTANCE FOODS
"TRADITIONAL", AND ECONOMIC DEVELPMENT FOR OUR RESIDENTS. NOT TO
MENTION, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT THAT THESE PROGRAMS COULD
PROVIDE, FOR FUTURE RESORATION, HERE AND ABROAD/ WORLD WIDE
CONSULTING FOR OIL SPILL RESTORATION.

WE ALSO SUPPORT THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS; CHUGACH REGION
MARICULTURE PROJECT {93019}, THE BIVALVE SHELLFISH HATCHERY AND
RESEARCH CENTER {93020}, SUBSISTENCE RESTORATION PROJECT {93017};
HABITAT USE, BEHAVIOR, & MONITORING OF HARBOR SEALS IN PRINCE
WILLIAM SOUND {93046}, AND THE CHENEGA BAY CHINOOK AND COHO
SALMON RELEASE PROGRAM {93016}.

THE PEOPLE OF THE CHUGACH REGION ARE ALL WORKING FOR OUR
PROJECTS TO BE SELF-SUSTAINING AND ARE COUNTING ON THIS MONEY TO
REACH THIS THESE OBJECTIVES. WE URGE YOU TO HELP SUPPORT OUR
PROJECTS.

SINCERLY, :
LARRY AND FEDORA HEDRICK.



e

4] CEDORA’s 1
{ !
5| i s
M FFs 1 )
: ; i
i i :
4 A8 S | ;
i {
i ,"'f;’."’;;"— i -
H Yaoal g
i
- . L ] Sl
FRaservaions,
b

DTAR; AD

We ARE A FIES 353’3
WITH 9 ::Mr.:r\ 1T

I e

O (&S

THRAVEL
ANCHORAGE to FORT GRAHAM,

R p e YVER AR M RO0.ATRS
BY 7 1Qa:;t.. ZXPERENCZD AT A£G FOLLORS rl!& RAVER AR ¢ 355
CUTBOARLBOAT CPERATCRS. QR

YOU OPERATE YOUR RENTED Roorn #1 Lis-Bed/oc $55.day. SOUTHCENTRAL AR, 80724341553,

Pt . .,_..4«‘.-":—\..1‘"
SKIFE g i ASIT mf,,/;f TER \fie Rooms 83, #4, #8 Sngl. twin bed o07-235-61 72

ﬂ_.‘r A e
b [ ond 0y
carn arange charers for 5 or more $3E day.

el Tt 1
2arsohns only,

From; HMomer b |
via: HOMER AR (207 2365-6521.

= ALEUT
Almis

CapN e
\.,.z( U )\_1‘.4"

”-Q'T C,I‘%‘Ef“:

(8) ROGMS ARE SMALL
BEDROOMS i‘;si\ii. DHNMING &
LIVING RCOM RESIDENTAL &

GUESRT SHARE, SHOWERS 6«
$1000.00. BATHROOM (two; comman, s
v (common).

DNy FAMILEY MZALS:
CAMILEY STYLE MEALS

LA -7y

"o $8.75

(net a restaurant),

; NP A DY
HALITECT, DOLLYWARDEN,

-~ v Py g
"5:3{:‘ t}f\qﬁ ‘ VAT I Z/Ck—4 o ) "'. ih’}uﬁ'} ’vd( [SITA'N

oz b

seven (7) ADULTS, 4-CHi D

iRVt 2 weibelliy
o ; L": i ’-\‘{% St

et

FLEASE CALL, UH vl
WAL BE GLAD TO HELR an7.
.ﬁs-.dm

> P
DU e Ay

Brye s P

R N R




2

i

FEDORA’S
BED-n-BREAKFAST-n-SKIFF$
P.O. BOX PGM
PORTGRAHAM, AK 996038998

(907) 284-2239

Rooms/Bed Daily Rate

children $15.00
7dyst or group $25.00
SINGLE $35.00
DOUBLE $55.00

FAMILY MEALS:
brkfst/Inch $6.75
dinner $6.76 — $12.75
SKIFF RENTALS

12ft./15hp gamefisher $35.00
15{t./25hp duraboat $65.00

See whales, orkas, sealions, sea

otters, scenic, fishing fishy fishs.
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November 18, 1992

Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Trustee Council B
645 G Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Sir or Madame,

In response to your request for public input on the 0il Spill FY93
Work Plan I would like to submit the following comments.

If, as stated in Volume I Restoration Framework, '"The Trustees
propose to restore natural resources and natural resource services
in the areas affected by the Exxon Valdez oil spill to their pre-
spill condition.", then I am very disappointed in some of the
projects recommended by the restoration team. I also found it
appalling that none of the projects in the FY393 Work Plan were
rated by the Trustee's Chief Scientist as contrlbuting directly to
the restoration of injured species with a high probability of
success." And, only 467 of the projects received a "May help in
restoration..." rating.

It appears that the Council is missing the boat in its development
and selectlon of projects. To ultimately restore the areas
affected by the Exxon Valdez spill it seems to me that more
attention should be paid to prevention (of additional spills) and
long term monitoring of marine life and conditions. One of the
most persistent questions asked immediately after the Exxon Valdez
spill was "where is the baseline data on the areas impacted". We
still don't understand the ecology of the area and we are not yet
collecting the data that will help us understand it. I think that
Arliss Sturguliewski's proposal for an "Exxon Valdez Marine
Sciences Endowment" deserves much consideration. It would provide
for the very long term funding that is going to be required.

QZ%

D. Dougl Coughenower%'
Associate Professor, Fisheries
Marine Advisory Program, Homer

Sincerely, -

ce: Dr. John French

[University or A vaska Fairsanks
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CORDOVA DISTRICT FISHERMEN UNITED
P.0. Box 939

Cordova, Alaska 99574
Phone (907) 424-3447 Fax (907) 424-3430 -

November 16, 1992

Draft Work Plan Comments
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
645 "G" Street

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Sirs:

The Board of Directors for Cordova District Fishermen United has reviewed the Exxon
Valdez Restoration Draft 1993 Work Plan and offers the following comments on the
work plan proposals. Since the actuval restoration plan will not be completed prior to
the 1993 field season, CDFU suggests that priority be given to proposals that are time-
critical,  We are primarily concerned with resloration projects related o the impacts on
commercial fisheries in Prince William Sound (PWS), especially those concerning pink,
sockeye and chum salmon, and Pacific herring.

Considering the time-critical factor, it is extremely disappointing that the 1993 Work Plan
does not include a herring injury study. This omission is particularly puzzling since the
Summary of Injury in Appendix A repeats the same information which was included in
the 1992 Restoration Framework (Volume I);

"A large percentage of abnormal embryos and larvae werc found in
samples from oiled areas of Prince William Sound collected during
the 1989 reproductive scason. Larvae in oiled arcas also had a
greater incidence of eye tumors.  Analysis of histopathological
abnormalities in tlissues of adult herring reveal the occurrence of
some lesions whose prescnce would be consistent with exposure to
oil.  Whether the adult population has been affected by these larval
injuries and lesions will not be determined until the 1989 and 1990
cohorts return to spawn in 1992 and 1993”

CDFU strongly recommends that the Herring Injury study (Fish/Shellfish Study Number
11) proposed in the 1992 Draft Work Plan be incorporated and funded in the 1993
Work Plan. Of all of the currently proposed projects, none has such a narrow window
of opporlunity as a herring injury project. During this past year, it was noted that the
three-year age class of herring was missing from the schools of fish barvested in Prince
Willlam Sound.  This: is the age class which will be returning in 1993 to spawn as
four-year olds. I, indeed there has been injury to these herring stocks, it is essential
that we have a study (o examine and assess the extent of the damage. The Summary
of Injury recognizes that Pacific herring stocks have been adversely affected by oil, but
we have no idea to what .degree. A herring injury study is cxtremely (ime-critical and
should be given special consideration and priority.
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In addition to Pacific herring, CDFU is also concerned that there are no proposals to
continue coded-wire tag recovery projects. The 1992 Work Plan included two coded-wire
tag recovery projects: Fish/Shelllish Study 3, was closed out this year and the other,
Restoration Project 60AB was funded only for the 1992 field season.  Coded-wire tag
studies provide accurate, real-time information for estimating catch contributions on a
stock by stock basis. Many salmon stocks in western PWS were impacted by the oil
spill and these same salmon runs are heavily utilized by commercial, sport and
subsistence users. Restoration "of affected stocks can best be accomplished through stock-
specific ~management practices which reduce interception of injured wild salmon
populations. There are a number of coded-wire tag projects which have been
implemented to identify and monitor various pink and sockeye salmon stocks.
Unfortunately, the investment of time, money and effort will be wasted due to a lack of
funding for recovering these coded-wire tags and analyzing the data. At a minimum,
CDFU encourages the Trustee Council to consider extending the coded-wire tag recovery
and analysis program for pink salmon for a few more seasons so that local fisheries
and hatchery managers have a more complete data set for making critical mixed-stock
management decisions.

The time-critical factor is also significant to projects 93003, 93004 and 93024. Project
93003, "Pink Salmon Egg to Pre-emergent Fry Survival in Prince William Sound," is
necessary to preserve the continuity of data that has been collected since 1989.
According to the Summary of Injury:

"In the autumn of 1989 egg mortality in oiled streams
averaged about 15 percent, compared to about 9 percent in
unoiled streams.  Subsequently, egg monality has generally
increased. In 1991 there was a 40 to 50 percent egg
mortality in oiled streams."

Wild pink salmon stocks account for approximately 10% of the total annual pink salmon
returns to PWS.  Project 93003 is important in order to assess the persistence of oil-
related damages to wild pink stocks. It will also provide valuable information for
restoring injured populations and assist resource managers in formulating future harvest
strategies.

Project 93004, "Documentation, Enumeration, and Preservation of Genetically Discrete Wild
Populations of Pink Salmon Impacted by EVOS in Prince William Sound," is also time-
critical.  This project presents an opportunity to continue monitoring the damage and
subsequent recovery of wild salmon stocks in PWS and provides a valuable management
tool for managing the hatchery/wild -mixed stock fishery. Project 93004 not only
addresses the immediate restoration problems of wild pink salmon stocks, but also
provides a permanent database of information that will be used for restoration and
enhancement projects far into ‘the future.

Project 93024, "Restoration of the Coghill Lake Sockeye Salmon Stock,” is a project of
particular interest to fishermen of PWS. Historically, the Coghill Lake sockeye run has
been the backbone of the PWS sockeye fishery. Since 1988, sockeye returns to Coghill
Lake have declined from an average of 250,000 fish to around 25000 in 1991.  Since
the Coghill Lake population was distressed at the time of EVOS, outmigrating juvenile
smolt which encountered oil may have contributed to further decreases in the sockeye
returns.
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" The time-critical factor for the Coghill Lake restoration project is two-fold. First,

immediate aclion needs to be taken in order to prevent further declines in the sockeye
population.  The fertilizing materials and expertise are in place and federal approval of
the project is forthcoming, all that is needed is the funding to carry out the project.
Secondly, there is a very narrow oplimum time when application of the fertilizer is most
effective.  The optimum time for fertilizer application is during a few weeks in the
spring at the beginning of the phytoplankton bloom in the lake.  Currently, the food
resources in Coghill Lake are very low and cannot support many sockeye fry. Fertilizing
the lake will help jump-start the natural nutrient cycle until the normal nutrient input
from salmon carcasses is revitalized.

In addition to these time-critical projects, CDFU supports the intent and objectives of
projects 93025, 93028, 93051, 93060, 93061 and 93063. Project 93025, "Montague Island
Chum Salmon Restoration,” and project 93028, "Restoration and Mitigation of Wetland
Habitats for Injured Prince William Sound Fish and Wildlife Species,” arc two examples
of equivalent resources which may be enhanced to replace resources lost to EVOS.
Rehabilitating chum spawning areas on Montague Island will help to reestablish wild
stocks and preserve the genetic diversity of wild chum populations in PWS. In addition,
this project has the potential for producing up to 300,000 pounds of chum salmon for
the common harvest fishery, which could enhance the fishing economy of Cordova.
Project 93028 would create wetlands habitat on Montague Island for anadromous fish and
waterfowl by creating pools and ponds in riparian areas and flood plains uplifted by the
1964 earthquake.

Project 93051, "Habitat Protection Information for Anadromous Streams and Marbled

Murrelets® addresses two critical issues important to CDFU. The State of Alaska
maintains a catalog of anadromous fish streams which is a valuable resource for fisheries
management, but the catalog is far from complete. It is currently estimated that

approximately 50% of the anadromous fish streams in PWS have been identified and
cataloged.  Project 93051 is intended to be a comprchensive survey of lands throughout
the spill-affected area and could provide valuable information to update the current
anadromous stream  catalog, This  project will also identify and classify critical
anadromous fish habitat for future restoration, protection, enhancement or acquisition
measures.  The marbled murrelet is a seabird which was heavily impacted by the oil
spill and populations are still depressed. Marbled murrelets are occasionally encountered
by commercial fishermen and are considered ‘endangered” in California, Oregon and
Washington and “threatened” in Alaska,  Project 93051 would gather data which can be
used to restore injured murrelet populations through protection of nesting habitat.

Project 93063 will build upon data collected during the 1991 and 1992 field seasons
which identified fifteen sites with potential for developing spawning channels. Funding for
1993 is to close out the project, analyze the data and prepare project designs for those
sites most suitable for spawning channels. This project will ultimately provide alternative
habitat for wild pink and chum stocks and reduce egg mortality and sub-lethal effects
resulting from spawning in oil contaminated streambeds.

Finally, CDFU supports the funding of Project 93060, "Accelerated Data Acquisition,” and
Project 93061, "New Data Acquisition." These projects are related to identifying, evaluating
and prioritizing critical habitat areas for protection and/or acquisition and will provide the
basic information necessary for making informed decisions for sclecting habitat for
purchase from willing sellers.  Project 93064, "Habitat Protection Fund" is essential to the
overall plan to acquire threatened critical habitat. CDFU supports the use of restoration
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funds to acquire imminently threatened areas and urges the Trustee Council to approve
funding for the Habitat Protection Fund.  Habitat acquisition has been identified as a
primary means for preventing future harm and assisting the recovery of resources
damaged by the oil spill. CDFU is particularly interested in habitat acquisitions in the
Port Gravina and Port Fidalgo areas, and in Nelson, Simpson and Sheep Bays in Orca-
Bay in Prince William Sound.

Over the past two years, the scope of projects included in each subsequent work plan
has rapidly narrowed. Appendix B, Evaluation of the Proposed Projects by the Chief
Scientist presents comments by Dr. Spies on the fifty projects included in the 1993 Work
Plan, but provides the public with no information. on other projects which were submitted
to the Trustee Council. Fisheries resources were among the most obvious resources
“impacted by EVOS, but only a handful of project proposals in the 1993 Work Plan
actually deal with identifying injured fish populations and mitigating damages. For
example, the Summary of Injury in Appendix A is quite clear in it’s assessment of
damage to Pacific herring, yet no herring injury project was funded for 1992 or even
proposed for 1993.

Obviously there is a great gap between what is submitted to the Council and what ends
up in the condensed and abridged version of the restoration work plan. CDFU is
disappointed with the lack of true peer review in evaluating project proposals and the
authority given the Chief Scientist to determine which projects are worthy of funding and
which aren’t. ~ CDFU suggests that future work plans include a listing of all project
proposals submitted to the Chief Scientist for review and comments describing why each
proposal was rejected from further consideration.  With only fifty projects to choose
from in the 1993 Work Plan, it makes it very difficult to offer meaningful comment on
areas that we feel need to be addressed.

CDFU appreciates the opportunity to comment on the 1993 Work Plan and will be
actively participating in future phases of the restoration planning process.
Sincerely,

CORDOVA DISTRICT FISHERMEN UNITED -

cc: Senator-Elect Georgianna Lincoln
Senator Curt Menard
Senator Jay Kerttula
Representative-Elect Harley Olberg
ADF&G Cordova Office
UFA
UCIDA
Area K Seiners
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Kodiak State Parks Citizens'Advisory Board
S.R. 3800, Kodiak, Alaska 99615. Phone: 486-6339

November 18, 1992

Draft 1993 Work Plan Comments
Exxon Valdez Trust Council
645 "G" Street

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Trust Council Members:

The following comments are in behalf of the Kodiak State Parks Citizens' Advisory
Board (KSPCAB).

We are pleased that you have included projects to restore and protect
archeological sites (projects 93006-93008) and to establish a habitat protection fund
(project 93064) in your draft 1993 work plans. The KSPCAB fully supports these projects
and encourages funding and implementation in 1993.

We hope archeological restoration and protection will include sites on Shuyak
Island that were disturbed during oil clean-up. Some of these sites are within the Shuyak
Island State Park.

We feel that protection of habitat by land acquisition will be one of the best
opportunities for recovery of animal populations that were injured during the oil spill. We
suggest that habitat and land selection could be priortized by historical and potential use
by animal species injured in the oil spill, location in the oil spill impact area, and be habitat
that is imminently threatened by development that could potentially further reduce animal
populations and impede restoration efforts.

Outstanding land and habitat areas meeting these criteria are northern Afognak
Island, Shuyak Island lands inland and adjacent to Shuyak State Park, and inholdings
within the Kachemak State Park. Because of the high cost and value of these lands for
recovery and rehabilitation of injured animal populations and for public recreation, we
urge the Council to consider increased funding for land and habitat acquisition under
project 93064.

The KSPCAB appreciates the opportunity to comment on the 1993 draft work
plans. We look forward to the implementation of these projects.

Sincerely,
KODIAK STATE PARKS CITIZENS' ADVISORY BOARD

%,w /; B%’W/-—

Roger F Blackett
Chairman

cc: Claire Holland, Kodiak State Parks District Ranger
Steve Planchon, Nature Conservancy Project Manager
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AKI J3324035
AKHIOK KAGUYAK, INC.
November 15, 1992

Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
645 "G" Street
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Sirs:

In compliance with the Trustee Council's request for public comment
on the Draft 1993 Work Plan, Akhiok-Kaguyak, Inc. (AKI) hereby
informs the Trustee Council of the opportunity for acquisition of our
native corporation lands within the Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge
as well as timber acreage subject to being logged on Afognak Island.

This letter reiterates AKI's willingness to cooperate with the Trustee
Council in the evaluation of corporation lands as suitable for habitat
acquistion by the Trustee Council. '

AKI invites the Trustee Council to inspect and consider our lands
within the Kodiak bear refuge and Afognak Island under both the
"facing imminent threat” and possible "lost opportunity” criteria
stipulated in the Draft 1993 Work Plan.

The corporation looks forward to hosting inspections of our tands by
the Trustee Council and providing information as to the value of
these lands and the nature of the threat to these critical wildlife
habitat areas within the Exxon Valdez oil spill zone.

AKI has been encouraged by widespread public and official interest
in acquisition of our lands. For example:

* The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service's Alaska regional office has
rated Kodiak native inholdings as their "number one federal
acquisition priority in Alaska.”

* The Trustee Council has received substantial public
recommendations for habitat acquisition within the Kodiak bear
refuge and Afognak Island.

* The recently passed Energy Bill had contained an
amendment - with the support of the Alaska congressional

5028 Mills Drive, Anchorage, Alaska 99508 (907) 338-2322



delegation - directing funds from the federal share of the $100
mittion Exxon Vaidez criminal settfement 1o habitat acquisition
within the Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge and Afognak Island
among other areas in the oil spill zone. The amendment did not
remain in the final legislation, but is likely to become a priority issue
early in the 103rd Congress.

* The World Wildlife Fund has recently announced its
intention to work toward acquisition of Kodiak native inholdings in
cooperation with other national conservation organizations.

These developments suggest to AKI shareholders that there is
widespread agreement that Kodiak native inholdings in the bear
refuge rank very high in public value, as do our timbered lands on
Afognak Island.

The corporation looks forward to communications with the Trustee
Council's interim and final restoration plans.

Thank you for your consideration.
Respectfully,

Ralph L. Eluska
Akhiok-Kaguyak, Inc.

Attachments:

a. Text of Exxon Valdez habitat acquisition amendment to the 1992
Energy Bill. ‘

b. "Setting the Record Straight” letter to the Kodiak Daily Mirror
from Senator Frank Murkowski in support of acquisition of Kodiak
refuge inholdings with Exxon Valdez funds stemming from the
criminal settlement.

c. Copy of "FOCUS", the World Wildlife Fund's newsletter announcing
the Kodiak Refuge inhold ing acquisition project.
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9 “EXXON VALDEZ SETTLEMENT FUND HABITAT
7y |
LN . ACQUISITION
R 10 Q
Il “SEC. 209. (a) Notwithstanding any other provision

12 of law, all amounts received by the United States in settle-
13 ment of United States v. Exxon Corporation and Exxon i
House lengusge 14 Shipping Company (Case No. A90-015-1CR and 2CR)

in the Energy

ii% » a8 modltled |5 (Criminal Plea Agreement) shall be exclusively utilized to

16 acquire from willing sellers land or interests in land, in-
17 cluding timber rights, within the Chugach National Forest
18 in the Prince William Sound region and in other Gulf of
19 Alaska areas affected by the discharge of oil from the T/
0V EXXON VALD;‘EZ, including Kenai Fjords National
U Park, Afognak Island, the Alaska Maritime National
2 Wildlie Refuge, and Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge.

4 “(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the
4p ederal Trustees identified in the Memorandum of Agree-
3 sz{i and Consent Decree entered into by the United

% States and the State of Alaska, as approved by the Dis-
1 trigt Court for the District of Alaska on October 8, 1991,

2 shall not -approve any restoration plan which does not in-
\ 3 clude acquisition, in additionito that requxred by sub-

4 section (a) as the primary component of such restoratjon -
« 5 plan”

1+ Valdes Sattloment/Land Acquisition (Sec. 24625 pg.108)

Senate yeocadses on 850 million par subsecstion (4), excapt--
cla:::.ty thut § dogs not include criminal fines;

dalm spucific refexanca to “timber ri.ghts“, but
satdlis refafancd vo "interests in lands",

xod;l.ty subsuction (h) to "encouzage” Yedarsl Trustaes to
carefully consider ineluding land acquimition as a
significant component of Any restoration nlan.
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Set the
record
straight

To the editor:

I leammed many things from
reading the Gciwober 14 opinion
piece by Tony Smith, who wants
to be elected to the U.S. Senate.
Mostly, I rediscovered that Mr.
Smith will say anything to get
elected. I'm writing because Mr.
Smith made two allegations that
he certainly knows are not true.

First, he accused me of hav-
ing an “election-year conver-
ion™ in the matter of buying

ack oil leases in Bristol Bay.
he fact of the matter is that I
ave supported a buyback since
% inuary of 1990, when I first an-
ounced that position in a tele-
mference with the board mem-
us of the United Fishermen of
laska, who were meeting in Ju-

" iau at the time,

Well before that, I was the

st in the delegation to call for
a moratorium on exploration in
the Bay, and years before that, I
fought successfully to get the
sale area reduced to just about

20 percent of the size originally .

proposed by the Depértment of
the Interior.

{o/Z%/‘?’L

Letters to
the editor

Second, Mr. Smith made the
accusation that I “killed” the
provision in this year’s energy
bill that would have ensured that

* fishermen affected by the Exxon

‘Valdez spill can pursue compen-
sation in the courts,

As Mr. Smith knows perfectly -

well, T fought long and hard for
that provision, and persuaded all
the Republican members of the
Senate Energy Commitiee to
support it. Unfortunately, it died
because the Democratic chair-
man of the Committee refused
to accept it.

- Just for the record, I also sup-
ported $50 million from the
criminal fine paid by Exxon for
land acquisition. However, I
could not in good conscience sell
out the fishermen of Bristol Bay,

- Kodiak, Cook Inlet and Prince

William Sound and settle for that
alone.

Instead, by pulling' back on
the land issue, I preserved an op-

‘portunity to reopen the debate

and continue fighting for Bristol
Bay and oil spill compensation
provisions next year,

Apart from these points, I
have no problem with the ¢col-
umn. In fact, apart from these
points, virmally everything —
such as support for inshore-off-
shore, opposition. to high-seas -
driftnetting, and defending the

. interests of Alaska’s fishing

communities — sounded as
though it was taken directly from
my record of activity and accom-
plishments, .

[ greatly appreciate the sup-
port I've received from many
residents of Kodiak, and just
wanted 1o set the record straight,

Sincerely,
Frank H. Murkowski
United States Senator
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WWF Launches Protection
Effort for the Kodiak Bear

Prompted by shared interests in
preserving critical wildlife habitat
in Alaska, World Wildlife Fund,
various Alaskan native corpora-
tions, and several national environ-
mental organizations are working
together to provide for the long-
term protection of Kodiak Island
National Wildlife Refuge.

Part of an archipelago that lies off
the southern coast of Alaska,
Kodiak and the adjacent Afognak
Island provide more than 90 per-
cent of the Kodiak brown bear habi-
tat in Alagka. Standing up to 10 feet
tall and weighing over 1300 pounds,
the Kodiak bear is the largest omni-
vore in the world. The Kodiak
refuge is also home to diverse
wildlife, including bald eagle, river
otter, and salmon.

On a recent visit to Kodiak
Island, WWF President. Kathryn S.
Fuller and Don Barry, who directs
WWEF's U.S, Land and Wildlife pro-
gram, met with key Alaskan native
corporations to assess the threats to
the refuge.

Continued on page 4

L0 LYy

The magnificent Kodiak bear, the world’s Jargest omnivore, can stand up !
10 feet tall and weigh over 1,300 pounds. Today nearly 3,000 bears live in th
Kodiak Island Refuye, following time-honored rituals of mating, fishing, fo:
aging, denning, and play. The Kodiak Refuge has been a haven for bears fa
thousands of years. WWF is taking a lead role in protecting this critical hah
tat for heurs 23 well ag ofher wildlifa. ' .
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Kodiak bears
Continued from page 1
“Inholdings” are at the core of the
problem in the Kodiak refupe.
Through the 1971 Alaska Native
Claims Settlement Act, native cor-
porations on Kodiak Island were
given the right to gelect over
320,000 acres of some of the best
wildlife habitat within the refuge.
In all, the Act allowed Alaskan na-
tives to select 44 million acres of
federal land throngh the state.
Later, in 1980, the passage of the
Alaska National Interest Lands
Conservation Act (ANILCA) estab-
lished over 100 million acrss of new
national parks and wildlife refuges

in Alaska, in the process protecting -

entire watersheds and other intact
ecosyatems. Nonetheless, millions
of acres of native inholdings pepper
these protected aveay, including the
Kodiak Igland National Wildlife
Refuge created in 1941,

“Native inholdings are Jike thou-
sands of amal} time bombs with long
development fuses that have been
smoldering for years,” said Barry,
who has many years of experience
with Alagkan wildlife conservation.

“For thousands of years, Alaskan
natives have been good stewards of
the Jand, but théy are now under
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.The possibility of development on native inholdings threatens the unique habitat
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growing financial pressure to de-
velop their inholdings,” he ex-
plained. For instance, on Kodiak
Island, there are a number of indi-
vidual natives who own small tracts
of land but cannot afford to pay re-
cent property tax assegsments

against their property. “Valuable -

wildlife habitat will likely be sold
out from underneath these individ-
uals at tax auctions for delinquent
property assessments,” Barry said.
The Alaskan patives on Kodjak
Island face a dilemma. They have a
legitimate and understandable de-
sire to improve their standard of liv-
ing, but incompatible economic de-
velopment could threaten the
natural heritage of the Kodiak
Refuge. During his recent visit,
Barry met with Alaskan natives
who own a major inholding at the
mouth of the Ayakulik River on the
refuge. They showed Barry the site
where they are planning to build a
lodge and a permanent airstrip to
attract tourism, with its resultant
economic benefits for their village.
The permanent airstrip would be
the first outside a native village in
the refuge and could result in a sig-
nificant inerease in air traffic, as
well as human uge, in this part of
the island. Barry said the natives
would prefer to sell the land back to

L A
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within Kodiak Island National Wiidlife Refuge.
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the Fish and Wildlife Service for in-
clusion within the refuge, but FWS
lacks-the funding to acquire any
land. “Land rich and cash poor,”
Barry said, “the natives are begin-
ning to move ahead with alternative
plans for development—to the long-
term detriment of the Kodiak bear.”

Several native corporations on
Kodiak Island have encouraged
WWE to work with therm in finding
creative sources of funding so their

inholdings can be purchased and re- -

turned to the Kodiak Refuge. This
partnership has the potential to
produce a mutually beneficial soln-

tion: the natives would get the cash
UL LAELL 2L HAIU IIHULILUL JUus vy

Kodiak bear would be restored to
refuge status. In responge, WWF
has been a driving force in the cre-
ation of a coalition of national con-
servation grouys to address the
problems on Kodiak Island. This
coalition seeks to implement both a
ghort-term strategy for responding
to immediate threats of develop-
ment, and a longer-term strategy
that focuses on passage of federal
legislation that would provide &
comprehensive solution to refuge
inholdings on Kodiak.

WWEF hopes to help find alterna-
tives to development in the Kodiak
refuge. For example, conservation-
ists could purchase “conservation
easements” on native inholdings.
The land owners would gain eco-
nomically by being paid to forego
development on their land.
Conservation groups would then
gain more time to raige private sec-
tor and Federal money to purchase
and return inholdings to full refuge
protection.

One possible approach may be to
create a privately-financed envirop-
mental trust fund, perhaps mod-

elled on one that WWF helped the

Asian nation of Bhutan create to
protect its extensive natural areas,
‘Another option might be to work to
expand an existing trust fund, such
as the small Kodiak Brown Bear

Research and Habitat Maintenance -

o vy

Kodisk Kefuge, Kathryn Fuller and
Dick Munos, assistant refuge man-
ager for Kodiak, discovered an area
of alpine tundra with bear tracks
5ix to eight inches deep. For millen-
nia, Kodiak bears have walked in
each others’ footsteps across this
piece of Kodink Island. Through its
conservation efforts on Kodiak
Island, WWF hopes to ensure that
these footsteps in the tundra will
not be the few remnant traces of a
vanishing Kodiak bear.

Do BareyWW

Hiking up Mount Strickland in the ;

-

Trust Fund, to finance purchases of -

inholdings.

“What we want to do,” Barry says,
“is make Kodiak a flagship case to
focus attention on the problems as-
sociated with refuge inholdings and
the threat that incompatible devel-
opment can-pose to critical wildlife
habitat. In this way, we hope to find
golutions that can be applied.to in-
holding problems in the rest of
Alaska’s protected parks and
wildlife refuge areas.”

“WWF believes now is the time to
act,” Barry continues, “before you
have one example of development
after another in inappropriate
places, The Kodiak Refuge has been
a baven for bears for thousands of
vears. We want to keep it that way,”




Forest Chugach 201 E. 6th Ave.
Service National Suite 206
Forest Anchorage, AK 99501

Reply to: 1900
Date: November 20, 1992.
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
645 G Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Attn: 1993 Draft Work Plan

The following comments are a summary of Chugach National Forest concerns on the
1993 Draft Work Plan, dated October 1992. 1In general the product is well
designed and gives useful summaries of the projects which currently meet the
Trustee Council's demands. In setting the overall tone for this letter I
strongly believe that actual restoration activities in lieu of studies and
research should be done immediately. We all know too well that nearly four
years has passed since the March 1989 spill. Significant efforts have been made
to understand the nature of spill injuries. We do know enough to begin actual
restoration efforts.

It is time for annual restoration programs to include projects that are not time
critical and which directly restore injured resources and services., Many
opportunities also exist for restoration and enhancement that are not in the
proposed 1993 work plan. For example, projects addressing the injured
recreation resource and services would be timely if included in the 1993
program. Although injury information for recreation is not well understood,
increasing demands for what I will call '"coastal recreation" should place
considerable emphasis on restoring or enhancing related activities.

Too much emphasis is given to study of injured species that are recovering or
which have reached a level of population stability. For example both sea otters
and harlequin duck were injured by the oil spill and are reported as stable at
this time. In these cases i1t is more appropriate to monitor the recovery and
not spend as much on research. Where current and future research is not
specifically needed to implement a restoration action, then the proposing agency
should fund that effort. Projects 93033 (ADF&G), 93043 (USFWS), AND 93045
(USFWS) have sections which propose extensive activity not necessary for
apparently stable populations. Agencies wanting additional data on these
species should present cooperative or unilateral proposals to pay for it. It is
not appropriate to fund agency programs that have gquestionable utility for
restoring or enhancing the oil spill injured resources., In summary, priority
must be given to those projects that restore and or enhance resources and
services.

Caring for the Land and Serving People
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I would also like to emphasize service related damage assessments and
restoration activities. The noticeable lack of projects addressing damaged
recreation resources and services should be rectified.

I notice that few projects are directed toward enhancing resources on the
ground. After four years I think it would be appropriate to do more on ground
work and only well thought out essential research. I also see few projects
directed toward monitoring oil spill wide recovery or for acquiring and
compiling base line data for future reference. I do, however, understand a
contractor is being hired for development of a long-term monitoring process.

I believe that buying land without that land having intimate connections to
injury will not help injured species or services recover. The purchase of land
must aid in the documentable recovery of an injured species or service or it
would not be justifiable. Approval of land acquisition opportunities must
maintain this linkage to avoid accusations from the timber industry that
settlement dollars are being used to restrict the industry. I do not believe
that the wholesale removal of land from the private sector is in the long term
interest of the American people.

I appreciate the opportunity to respond to the Draft 1993 Work Plan. I will be
following your deliberative processes as I watch the restoration processes
unfold,

RUCE VAN ZEE
Forest Supervisor

921119 1100 1900 OIL KH

Caring for the Land and Serving People
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The National Outdoor Leadership School ' q%%;ﬁg,@%%’

P.O. Box 981, Palmer, Alaska 99645
(907) 745-4047

NOLS E[Z;(f Z:Snck Director

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 11-18-92
645 G Street '
Anchorage AK 99501

Attn: 1993 Draft Work Plan

To whom it concerns,

We are pleased to be able to comment on you 1993 draft work plan, and look
forward to seeing the comprehensive plan coming out this spring.

This year's plan is encouraging in that it designates a money to habitat protection.
We hope that the money is spent in the best possible way to protect Southcentral Alaska's
wilderness qualities and habitat which attract so many of our students. We encourage that
'viewsheds,' watersheds and ecosystems be protected, not just specific spots. This is our
main priority and hope that more than $20,000,000 is allocated for habitat acquisition.

Our first concern is that a portion of the money is being spent on projects which are
not necessarily spill related. Specifically we question those projects which agencies ought
to be funding out of their own budgets. Projects 93028 (Habitat Restoration) and 93029
(Secondary Growth) both deal with damage to habitat unrelated to the spill. Also many of
the fishery projects seem to be pushing the limits of how related to the spill a project must
be. We agree with the Trustees that the Ft. Richardson Water Pipeline (93026) and
Mariculture projects 93019 and 93020 should not be funded.

Our next concern is how the money has been allocated. The agencies, which are
represented on the Council, seem to be funding themselves through the projects. As long
as no competitive bid process is followed, we question whether the settlement 1s being
spent in the most efficient way. This brings us to our next concern, that there seems to be
some overlap between projects. Projects 93007 and 93008 both address monitoring
archaeological sites, one with volunteers and one with professionals. We support the
stewardship program, but are curious about having the professionals out there also. We
also have questions with the Harlequin studies, 93011 and 93033. We would hope that
the emphasis would be put on restoration of a healthy population, with equal emphasis on
nonconsumptive uses as on subsistence uses. Finally we see possible overlap between
projects 93061 and 93060, dealing Wwith habitat identification. Without knowing a whole
lot about the projects, we hope that the overlap between them is minimized.

We also support projects which focus on endangered or threatened species and
species important for the educational value of the Sound. This includes projects 93034,
93042, 93046, 93045, 93018 (wildstocks), if some of these projects can be combined for
more efficient use of the settlement. We would also like to see funding for projects on Bald
Eagles (93052) and Murre Colony protection (93010), and those related to habitat
monitoring. We would also like to see more projects on the wild stocks of salmon and
other wild fish stocks. Furthermore, private groups which have been involved in these
projects should be given a chance to continue their work. Another worthwhile project

Jim Ratz, Executive Dircctor International Headquarters  P.O. Box AA, Lander, Wyoming 82520 (307) 332-6973



would be a reward system for the harassment of endangered and threatened species. The
wildlife populations in the Sound are one of its special attributes and deserve focused (not
duplicated) attention.

Our next comment is on the Public Information, Education and Interpretation
project 93009. While we support education as a powerful tool and an appropriate way to
spend the settlement, we again question whether the Forest Service should be receiving
settlement money without first seeing if such a project could be done by a private
organization. Though it may be that the Forest Service is best suited for the project, other
organizations must first at least have the opportunity to bid on the project. Generally
private organizations can do such projects much more efficiently than government agencies.

Finally we would like to see money allocated to survey and restore beaches which
still have oil, tar, or other remains of the oil spill which may inhibit recreational and
educational use. Most beaches we encountered this past summer in the spill area still have
oil residue of some sort on or in them, in some cases preventing our courses from using
them. We wonder why a "Restoration” plan does not address the restoration of beaches
and the educational/recreational service they provide.

To conclude, we are encouraged with the money set aside for Imminent Threat
Habitat Protection (93064) and hope that all, if not more, of that funding is included in the
final Work Plan. We appreciate the opportunity to be involved and hope to be of assistance
whenever we are able.

Sincerely, (%M

Paul Twardock

Land Use Coordinator: NOLS AK
279-0409

4101 University Dr

Anchorage AK 99508
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Kodiak Island Borough

710 MILL BAY ROAD
KODIAK, ALASKA 99615-6340
PHONE (907) 486-5736 -

November 20, 1992

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

Dear Council Members:

In response to the 1993 Draft Work Plan, the Kodiak Island Borough would like to put
the following comments on the public record:

L. The overall effort by the Exxon-Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council in terms of a
process of identifying projects and the process of sorting those projects to come down
to a final list of funding, was generally a good process. We would like to commend
the Council and the staff on the effort that was made in that regard.

-2 Although the process worked well, there are some flaws that we would like to
see addressed in future years. One that is obvious is that most of the projects approved
for funding are in fact from the six agencies who have Trustee Council members and
Trustee staff members working on' these projects. Not to be overly critical, but it
appears that there is a definite advantage to having a staff member who is familiar with
a particular project that has been submitted for review involved in the review process.
Those of us who are outside of the six agencies are therefore at a distinct disadvantage
and we would recommend that a method of receiving more input into the review
process from the non-agency proposers be provided in the future.

3. The Kodiak Island Borough takes great exception to the inclusion of the Fort
Richardson Hatchery water pipeline at an expense of $3.6 million in the Exxon-Valdez
Oil Spill restoration projects. We find this project to have very little merit on its own
basis, and further, we find 1t to have very little to do with the Exxon-Valdez Oil Spill
Restoration Program. The argument that this is a spill restoration for the Kenai River
holds little or no merit, since the fish that are proposed to be provided from this
hatchery could be provided from a number of other hatcheries which are already viable
and could provide the fish stocks for the Kenai River. Therefore, the use of $3.6
million for the Fort Richardson Hatchery water pipeline is absolutely unnecessary and
has litde, if anything to do with restoration from the Exxon-Valdez Oil Spill. In
addition, in this year's budget cut discussions it was proposed that all state hatcheries
be closed in order to balance the budget. If the state plan is to close the hatcherdes,
why is $3.6 million proposed to be spent on a hatchery which will be closed? We
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Exxon Valdee Oil Spill Trustes Courncil
November 20, 1592
Page 2

respectfully request that the Trustee Council remove this project from the projects that -
are to be funded for 1993 (or any future date) from the settlement funds.

4. We respectfully request that the $3.6 million that is currently planned for the
Fort Richardson Hatchery Water Pipeline be used to fund high priority projects which
were not able to be funded due to the funding limitations in this cycle. Projects from
the Kodiak area of high value for restoration would include: some of the pink salmon
enhancement projects, given the disastrous pink salmon return of 1992; the Fisheries
Industnial Technology Center (FITC) Project for $1 million of de51gn and start-up
monies to get that construction project underway; and the Kodiak Area Native
Association Archaeological Museum for $500,000 to $1 million of design and initial
construction funds. The funding would provide for the construction of a critical
Archaeological house for preservation of the many artifacts which are being stolen and
taken off of the beaches of the Kodiak Archipelago at an alarming rate. Both the FITC
and Museum projects would provide growth and return to Alaska for many years to
come. Thus they not only restore damages to people and other resources caused by the
spill, but help build the future economy of Alaska. This is real restoration.

5. The Kodiak Island Borough supports the $20 million that has been set aside for
habitat acquisition, and urges the Council to move forward with all due haste toward
actually acquiring critical habitat. Very high on the list of critical habitat for Kodiak
Island Borough is the acquisition of weir sites critical to the continued functioning of
the Alaska Department of Fish and Game with regard to fish counting and
determination of adequate escapement in many of the streams on Kodiak Island. The
depantmental budget cuts are staarting to encroach on the ability to keep these weir sites
open. Also, having to continue to pay rent for these sites makes them prohibitive for
operation. Acquisition is critical to continued management of the salmon fishery on
Kodiak Island. We would therefore urge that these be the highest priority acquisitions
at this time from the 320 million of available funds. In addition, we encourage the
Council to move ahead with earnest money agreements on habitat acquisiion on
Afognak and within the Kodiak Island Bear Refuge. Although the $20 million will not
acquire all of the necessary land, the earnest money agreement with native
corporations, who are the owners, would certainly initiate the process of negotiation as
to what would be acquired and at what cost, with payments to be spread over the
remaining eight years of funds from the settlement.

6. We continue to be very concerned that few, if any, of the approved projects
provide restoration to the people in the spill area. Again, we have proposed projects
such as the FITC project which would be extremely useful in the continued studies of
spill input and would provide employment to Alaskans during these studies. Projects
such as this would also provide a capability for future research as well as preparation to
do analysis if another spill should ever occur. Similarly, the Museum project would
preserve some of the invaluable artifacts discovered during the spill and provide a real
source of pride and recovery for the Alaskan Native population which sustained a great
deal of negative impact during the spill. They could also use this project to better
define their cultural heritage and serve as a basis for employment and tourism
development in Alaska. We urge the Council to seriously consider funding these and
similar projects which will be beneficial to Alaskans and help restore our greatest
natural resource - our people.
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Exxon Valdez Oj Spill Trustee Council |
November 20, 1992
Page 3

We would like to commend the Trustee Council and staff for their overall effort. We

feel that the majority of the projects proposed for funding for 1993 are good quality

projects that should be funded and that the process, particularly with the addition of the

public advisory group should result in an even better review and funding process for

1994. Thank you for the opportunit%; to comment. If you have any questions, we will
~be glad to respond with further detail. :

Sincerely,
KODIAK ISLAND BOROUGH

.

Jefome M. Selby
Borough Mayor
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COMMENTS

You sre invited to share your ideas and comments with the Trustees.

Please use this tear sheet 10 present your views on ‘xhe 1883 Draft Work Plan.
You may send edditional comments by letter regarding the 1993 Draft Work Plan

Nov, 20, 1992

Gentlemen:

In reading through the Work Plan, there arc bbvious deficiencies. Much morc money
needs to be sct aside and used for Project 93064, ‘The Habitat Protection IFund.

Public comment has overwhelmingly supported use of the Habitat Protection and Acquisition
option-—--please allocate more funding for acquisition. There should be at lcast $22 millio
set aside for the buyback of Kachemak Bay State Park inhbldings alone. There are

numerous other sites that should be acquired, such as in Prince William Sound. Most

of the other proposed projects are essential.

There is, however, a finite amount of money. Costs for some of the projects could be
reduced by putting out to bid services needed. We urge that guestionable projects not
be funded until the essential needs listed above are addressed. Less essential projects
that immediately coame to mind are (1) The water pipeline for the Ft. Richardson Hatchery,
#93026, (2) Public Information & Education $#93009, and (3) Study of Second Growth
Forests, #93029. (Common scnse would dictate that we would fund the preservalion of old
growth forests before studying second growth.,)

We find that the recommendations of Dr. Robert Spies, based on his research, is sound
advice. Albeit his research could have been more camprehensive; i.e., his omission of
spill effocts on Stellar Sea Lions.

In sumary-—and we emphasize: Kachemak is imminently threatcned with clearcut loggirg
to begin as soon as permits can be obtained. There has been a massive public response
through public hearing, letters, POMs, telephone calls, forums, and editorials regarding
why this area should be preserved intact as critical habitat and consequently as a
State Park. We find it difficult to urge you strongly enough to LISTEM TO THE PUBLIC--
Allow the Democratic System to Work! Make Project 93064 a top priority.

Sincerely,

éw,@.wﬁ%/ i ,%44%

James R. Mahaffey : . Dianne D. Mahaffey
9601 Midden Way
Anchorage, RAK 99507

If needed, use the space on the back or sttach additional si:neets. Piease o
fold, staple, and add & postage stamp. Thank you for your interest and participstion.
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John Crouse
P.0O. Box 280
Cordova, Alaska 99574
November 19, 1992

Draft 1993 Work Plan Comments
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
645 YGY Street

Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Trustee Council,

I would like to urge your support of one project in particular,
Bald Eagle project # 93052. This project has obvious benefits to
bald eagles and will protect important habitats from further
damage.

Another important justification for the project is that it would
make use of eagles captured and radiotagged during the damage
assessment studies. Theré are currently 60 eagles with functional
radiotags in the Prince William Sound area. Most of these
transmitters will continue to transmit for another 2-3 years!
Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been spent to tag these
animals, and a valuable investment will be wasted if you do not
continue to monitor those birds.

What will be gained by monitoring the radiotagged eagles? First,
as outlined in the project proposal, these birds will help to
identify important habitats used seasonally by bald eagles, and
therefore provide a sound basis for prioritizing which areas should
be - considered for habitat acquisition and protection measures.
Secondly, data on age-specific survival, causes of mortality, nest
site fidelity, and reproduction will be obtained incidentally by
monitoring these birds.

I don't think anyone can argue about the appropriateness of the
proposed eagle project. It 1is an excellent project for
restoration, ‘and ©provides an unprecedented opportunity to
capitalize on your original investment. - .

I believe that the objective of the pald eagle project is exactly
what Judge Holland had -in mind when he defined what constitutes

Restoration.
Sincerely, Z

John Crouse




Timothy D. Bowman
P.O. Box 768
Cordova, AK 99574
November 18, 1992

Draft 1993 Work Plan Comments

Exxon Valdez Trustee Council ~
645 MG" Street

Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Trustee Council,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft 1993 Work
Plan. I would like to make several general comments.

First, let's stick to Restoration and not fund projects that should
be funded as part of normal agency operations. In particular, most
of the fish studies should be part of the ADFG management duties,
and should not be funded solely with restoration monies. These
include projects 93003, 93012, 93015, 93016, 93018. Other fish or
shellfish studies are simply not justified based on the lack of
observed damages from the o0il spill. These include 93004, 93014,
93019, 93024, 93025, 93032, 93063.

Second, I strongly support the idea of habitat acquisition and
protection. This idea has broad public support and a sizable chunk
of Restoration money should be allotted to this work. To be cost
effective, information on key habitats must be obtained that will
guide acquisition and protection measures. To that end, I see the
highest priority projects as 93059 and 93064. Several other
proposed projects address these concerns and are warranted,
including: 93043, 93046, 93051, 93052.

I do not claim to be an expert or qualified to comment on all
wildlife species that were damaged by the spill, but I do have a

particular interest in one project. Project 93052 (ID and
protection of bald eagle habitats) is a very worthwhile, and
underrated project. Perhaps you could explain to me why the

"Imminent Threat Habitat Protection" proposal (#93064) received the
highest rating of any project, while the bald eagle study is
justified on the same grounds but was rated low?? The proposed
work would help to alleviate the potential adverse effects of the
proposed logging in Prince William Sound and Copper River Delta,
and provide valuable information that will help determine how to
most effectively spend restoration money to protect habitats for
bald eagles and other forest species. It is essential that this
work begins as soon as possible given the scheduled logging of some
important eagle habitats.

I believe that the objective of the bald eagle proiject is exactly
what Judge Holland had in mind when he defined what constitutes
Restoration. It is a relatively small amount of money, but has
potentially great benefits for bald eagles.




T FTLORRATESL

I would like to make one more suggestion for an additional project.
That project would be to conduct periodic (perhaps every 3 years?)
population surveys of all wildlife species in the spill area. And
I realize that gome of the projects already include such surveys.
The Exxon Valdez oil spill has demonstrated the value of baseline
information on population status. But for many wildlife species,
no baseline data existed and an accurate evaluation of the effects
of the spill was not possible. In an area of high risk, 1like
Prince William Sound, we should not be caught with our pants down
again, as we did with the EVOS. Let's face it, there is always the
chance of another oil spill and we should be prepared to determine
damages, and to direct recovery efforts, armed with recent
knowledge of population status.

I thank you for your consideration of my comments and encourage you
to support only the worthwhile projects.

/

Sincerely,

Ay O (Sourmen

Timothy D. Bowman



Jeffrey L. Ginalias
5018 E. 43rd Ave., #10
Anchorage, AK 99508

(907) 337-2165
November 17, 1992

EVOS Trustee Council
645 G Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Re: Comments to 1993 Draft Work Plan

In regard to the above-referenced work plan, I provide the following comment for Project
Number 93018, “Enhanced Management for Wild stocks in Prince William Sound, Special
.Emphasis on Cutthroat Trout and Dolly Varden.”

I'was involved with Exxon Valdez response, treatment and assessment work from 1989
through 1991. In May of 1991, I had the opportunity to do some assessment work in
Eshamy Bay, Prince William Sound. While not part of this project, I visited the fike trap
weir that Alaska Department of Fish and Game had established on the river a few hundred
yards above the head of Eshamy Lagoon. The weir crossed the entire river (about 40
yards), and funneled to a trap box. While at the site, I observed a river otter on the north
bank enter the river, work its way along the weir, slip inside, and approach the box. In the
ten minute span I was present, I the otter ate two fish from the wap. From the distance I

could not observe the species, but they appeared to be either dolly varden or cutthroat trout.

[ am sure they were not salmon as the salmon had not yet appeared in the stream. [relayed
this information to the staff at the ADF&G weir cabin, who acknowledged that they were
aware of the problem and were hoping to rectify it. I have not been to the weir since.

[ am aware that the Eshamy Lagoon sport fishery was closed most, if not all of 1992, due
to low cutthroat returns and that Project No. 93018 is undertaken partially because of this.
I provide this information in the event planners were unaware of, or had not taken into
account, predator factors which might influence return counts in this area.




O3S oH
Penelope Oswalt
P.O. Box 1303
Cordova, Alaska 99574

November 18, 1992
Draft 1993 Work Plan Comments
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
645 YG" Street
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Trustee Council,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft 1993 Work
Plan.

I will limit my comments here to one project that I believe should
receive high priority for restoration. This project is # 93052,
Identification and Protection of Important Bald Eagle Habitats.

As you may already be aware, significant areas of Prince William
Sound are under private (native corporation) ownership, and are
scheduled to be logged in the near future. These areas contain
some of the highest densities of bald eagle nests anywhere in North
America, and are used seasonally by thousands of eagles from Prince
William Sound and other areas of Alaska. Consequently, logging has
the potential to damage bald eagle populations as much as the Exxon
Valdez oil spill!

The proposed bald eagle project will identify and protect bald
eagle habitats from further degradation and damage.

The comment of the Chief Scientist, that "... restoration action
seems 1nappropriate.”" is totally unfounded. What is so
inappropriate about the objectives of the proposed study?? On the
contrary, the proposed habitat protection objectives make all the
sense in the world, and seems to fit the criteria and intent of
Restoration better than most of the other projects. Regardless
of whether the population can be monitored to assess recovery, the
proposed habitat work will undoubtedly benefit bald eagles and
other species dependent on old growth and riparian habitats in the
spill area. ‘

I thank you for considering the above comments.

Sincerely,

Vot L Jpitth-

Penelope Oswalt




P. 0. BOX 450

MOSS LANDING . CA  USA
95039-0450

(408) 633-3304

16 November 1992
Draft 1993 Work Plan Comments

Exxon Valdez Trustee Council

645 "G" Street

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Trustee Council,

I'am responding to your invitation to share ideas and comments on the Draft 1993

~ Work Plan, I will only comment on your project selection process because this is where
the real problem lies. One example illustrates the point. This year, I was asked to present
restoration projects ideas to the Trustee Council. The Alaska Department of Fish and Game
(ADFG) was given all the ideas related to rocky shore restoration, ADFG gave the
information to a research group that submitted one of the ideas, and this group wrote the
request for proposal number 93039. There is a clear conflict of interest when one of
several competitors chooses what projects are important, and subsequently tailors a project
description to continue their current studies. I explained this situation to ADFG. They
simply told me that ADFG was not competent to do the job themselves, that ADFG did not
understand the field well enough to find impartial experts, and that the Trustee Council
gave them such an unreasonable time-line that only substandard work could be expected.
In my experience over the last three years, your process has been poor in regards to public
trust and use of public funds. After spending considerable energy trying to work in the
Trustee's process, I now suggest that a diligent public watch dog try to achieve the
following: (1) openly advertised requests for proposals (2) a forum where all academic and
consulting groups can compete fairly (3) budgets that can be evaluated- see page 165 in the
1993 Draft Work Plan for typical poor example (4) that proposals are sent to qualified
experts for review and (5) a requirement that results are published in peer reviewed
scientific journals. These changes would result in more efficient use of funds, and better
scientific studies.

Sincerely,

¢ Einr jZ; /;)?/&‘2.& —t

Dr. Andrew De Vogelaere

cc:  Robert Spies, Chief Scientist
Charles Peterson, Science Adviser
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Mitch Nowicki
P.0O. Box 2232
Cordova, Alaska 95574
18 November 1992

Draft 1993 Work Plan Comments -
Exxon Valdez Trustee Council

645 "GY Street

Anchorage, AK 938501

Dear Trustee Council,

I thank you for giving me the opportunity to comment on the Draft
1993 Work Plan. I am a long time resident of Prince William Sound
area and am familiar with many of the wildlife studies that. have

been conducted both before and after the oil spill. I am a
fisherman and a conservationist.

One of my biggest concerns is that many important habitats in the
Sound might be logged in the near future. These areas are
extremely important to many species of wildlife, including bald
eagles and marbled murrelets, which depend on old growth forest -
- exactly the type of forest most threatened by logging. These
areas contain some of the highest densities of bald eagle nests
found anywhere. Logging threatens extensive nesting areas.

I would like to voice my support for the Bald Eagle study, which
will help protect these areas. It is important to mark eagle nest
trees and to work with the private landowners to minimize the
amount of destruction and disturbance to nesting bald eagles.
Eagle nests are hard to see from the ground, and if unrecognized,
are afforded little protection from chain saws.

The Bald Eagle project seems to fit the criteria and intent of
Restoration better than most of the other projects. Please
consider this project not only for the eagles it will save, but
also for the benefits it will provide to other species who depend
on our forests.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Mitchell Nowicki
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Nov. 17, 1992

P. 0. Box 2176

Palmer, Alaska 99645
Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Trustee Council
645 G Street -
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Council Members,

Please consider my comments on the 1993 Draft Work Plan for
Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Restoration.

1) Buy large tracts of land and timber in the area
affected by the Exxon Valdez olil spill. The $20 million
allocated for dealing in Imminent Threat should be instead
go directly to the purchase of timber rights in Prince
William Sound as the highest priority in 1993.

In addition, $60 million should be allocated to
purchase lands, at the scale of watersheds, according to the
priorities outlined in SB 411 last session. Begin in 1993
to negotiate with the owners of the timber and lands

2) The balance of 1993 funds should sponsor studies aimed at
calculating the value of lost services. The goal of the
natural resouce damage assessment and restoration
regulations to restore or replace the injured services, as
outlined by CERCLA and OPA 90, are best achieved by land and
habitat preservation projects 1in the spill area.

The greatest loss from the Exxon Valdez spill was
wilderness. Its values should be the first to be restored.
For a firmer measurement of the relative value of wilderness
populations and wilderness landscape, the Trustee Council
should rely heavily on the results of the contingent
valuation studies.

3) Curtail the projects, which comprise most of those in
the 1993 draft plan, that monitor the injuries and recovery
of injured resources. Shift the funds and the priorities to
concrete restoration of the wilderness values lost by the
spill.

4) Eliminate the conflict of interest that has arisen from
the practice of the Trustee agenciles allocating future
restoration projects to themselves through the Council.
That conflict has created a precedent for spending money
that most benefits your agencies, through studies such as
those listed in the 1993 draft plan, instead of fixing the
injuries.

Sincerely,

Mike Bronson
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RESOLUTION 92-24

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELDOVIA, ALASKA
REQUESTING THE EXXON VALDEZ TRUSTEE COUNCIL TO APPROPRIATE MONIES
FOR THE COOK INLET ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING PROGRAM DEVELOPED BY

COOK INLET RCAC.

WHEREAS, Environmental monitoring, specifically of oil industry
activities as mandated by the 0il Pollution Act of 1990
(OPA 90), need to be in effect as soon as possible for
the benefit of both oil ;ndustry and the citizens of
Cook Inlet, and

WHEREAS, No environmental monitoring program as federally mandated
has been implemented even since the increased awareness
brought about by the Exxon spill of 1989, and

WHEREAS, The restitution spending guidelines clearly support Cook
Inlet environmental monitoring as a valid expenditure
which will serve all Alaskans while satisfying the federal
legislation of OPA 90, and

WHEREAS, The Cook Inlet Regional Citizens Advisory Council (CIRCAC)
has an environmental monitoring proposal before the
Trustee Council at this time, and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT: The City Council of the City of
Seldovia requests that the Exxon Valdez Trustee Council appropriate
$800,000 each year for the next three (3) years or $2.4 million to
Cook Inlet RCAC for the express purpose of contracting the proposed
Cook Inlet environmental monitoring program.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by, a duly constituted,quorum of the Seldovia
Ccity Council the,4§4Z;% day ofc7%%hﬂéw¢4&6d/f , 1992,
ATTEST: APPROVED:

7 2Ll >
Q /édnﬂkdfaéégp //4ﬁﬁgZ:;xﬁgfzzzdééﬁ;ééziégzz—L
“Frances Eckoldt, Clerk Gerald W. Willard, Mayor

Coky of Seidsuie.
Po.Per Diawer B

Seldovin , A A%t 2
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COMMENTS

You are invited to share your ideas and comments with the Trustees.
Please use this tear sheet to present your views on the 1893 Draft Work Plan.
You may send additional comments by letter regarding the 1893 Draft Work Plan.

The documentation and preservation of cultural heritage sites,
especially prehistoric sites, is urgently needed along the Gulf of
Alaska from Prince William Sound to Kodiak. Discovery of many
sites followed the Exxon Valdez 0il spill. Documentation of these
finite resources occurred in a cursory manner and, now, before they
are further damaged, additional field documentation and recovery
of information and artifacts must happen.

I“encouzage the Council to support the projects dealing with

© archaeology, especially those funding field work which should

receive the highest priority and immediacy:
Project Numbers 93006 and 93008

Without strong, consistent educational program support, the

" preservation of cultural sites cannot occur. Project Numbers 93005

and 93007 also need funding.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment upon %he 1993 Draft
Work Plan. .

Z R. Klein

if needed, use the space on the back or attach additional sheets. Please -
fold, staple, and add a postage stamp. Thank you for your interest and participation.
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COMMENTS

You are invited to share your ideas and comments with the Trustee..
Please use this tear sheet to present your views on the 18993 Draft Wo,
You may send additional comments by letter regarding the 1993 Draft W -

I HAVE SPENT CONSIDERABLE HOURS GOING THROUGH THE 1993 PLAN. It is going to
sum up my impressions on such a divergent set of projects. Generalizations (three) first;
It is worth noting that your own Dr. Spies does not give a single No. One priority
to a single project! Makes me wonder if you are on base at all? I find that myown con-
clusions roughly paralleled his; some of these projects are completely out of line and
monies allotted beyond the realm of common sense! Sure happy to see that Fort Rich pipeline
has been dropped! On my own I kept notations of projects I would drop , combine or cut
and came up with savings of 3717 K! You should be aware from the start that it is my
feeling that equal habitat Acquisition (#93064) is the one Dr. Spies should have g;:;n
a No. One rating to—— 93064 Gets my TOP BILLING (along with 93057 through93063) and
monies cut from other programs, I :;uld place here.
Time énd again variuus listed projects turn out to be work that is already what would
be expected to be done by the various agencies listed. However the projects seem to be far
*"“r—budgepfed as if starting from scratch. These are ongoing State and Federal agencies

,et;ed and staffed for just these sorts of projects. Everyone and everything is already

in place to do this work which they are mandated to do (and paid to do by we citi .zens)
Ifis inadmiss%ble for these agencies to use this Exxon moé? to expand their own departments!
To me this seems most blatant in 93039-which should continue on for a fifth of the funds
allotted! My reading is that ADFand G is the worst practitioner of this in these projects./
Cigggg) I find it &irtually impossible to distinguish between some projects which could advan-
tageaously be combined at considerable savings and for better efficiency.

I guess it shodd be best to go down the list in order:
93002 (and 93012 and 93015) Combine these. Their relationship to each other is greater
than the likely_hood of success from the tripple funding.
93003 and 93004 can be combined and funding cut back.
93005 through 93009 are all on one subject with a combined funding of nearly 100,000 X!
As the sites are already known and prioritized as to threat, I would.suggest that this
vast sum would be more wisely and efficiently spent on arranging for and carrying out

carefully controlled archaeological "digs" at the sites with permission from necessary

If needed, use the space on the back or attach additional sheets. Please _
fold, staple, and add a postage stamp. Thank you for your interest and participation.



»
_ainate the‘need for patrolling or monitoring, and the fear of
. educational and interpretive papers could include .warnings against
al and the whole would yeild results of the finds @ béif?°5?¥7%5“
e, as Df. Spiesvsuggests.
-z funding as;tis is ongoing work that ADF and G and USFS should be doing on
their own. ' -
93024,-25, -28 -29Fliminate as De. Speis suggests. As above these agencies are alreéay
mandated and budQeted to do whis sort of work and it shogd be up to them to decide if
it is feasible. It is my understanding that clearcutting is still underway on Montague.
93030 This one is OK but probably —31 and -32 can be placed with it without increasing
the 77,.9K
93033  Cut this expenfe back drastically {! I have talked wdith folks who have worked on
this and know that it is not worth anywhere near 717K ~ The waste here has been prodigeocus!
93035, -36, and —38‘%%3 all be combined and drastically cut as basically routine work for
which these agencies are already equipped (IT HAPPENS TO BE MY CONVICTION THAT IF THIS
MONITORING IS STILL NEEDED, EXXON SHOULD STILL BE DOING IT AND FOOTING THE BILL —ASIDE
FROM OTHER CONSIDERATIONS AND SETTLEMENTS! V

93039  cu® as above)
--(fold here) i -Return Address:

3) L o =

93041 Here's a good one! :

93042 Another good one and sensibly funded!

93043 and 93045 sho&d be combined and amd funded to 300K.

93046 Reduce scope as Dr. Spies recommends,

93047 This is important but again is basically what NOAA,ADEC and ADF & G are mandated to
do already so that funding might be cut back.

93051 Similar to above.

The last ones 93057 -93064 are the important cnes, but I am very distrustful of ADNR
under the present administration. Someone will have to watch them closely! We will be
wafh&lng what happens with 93064 Qdown here in Homer, as we are looking right across at

“itats under imminent threat which MUST be put back under public use (Into

ce Park)t __,,~;L4247b/kg
m@w

0 Boy (2%
Homes, Hlrsbe 77603
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COMMENTS

You are invited to share your ideas and comments with the Trustees.
Please use this tear sheet to present your views on the 1993 Draft Work Plan.
You may send additional comments by letter regarding the 1993 Draft Work Plan,

Although your 1993 Draft Work Plan reflects much thought and effort, I am left
with a general negative feeling about it. Much of the recommended research
sounds like "business as usual' for state and federal agencies--a means of
continuing biological and related research at a time of declining state and
national budgets. The administrative costs also are high, and I am concerned
that another large and expensive entrenched bureaucracy may be developing.

The magnitude of the spill is apalling, and seems beyond any human remediation.
Because all impacted species have healthy populations beyond the spill area,

it might be better to let the impacted area cleanse itself and the impacted
species recover by recruitment from other areas. Therefore, I strongly urge
the Trustees to (1) move actively to prevent any further environmental
degradation of the impacted area and its surroundings, and then (2) allow
nature to take its course. The most effective way to do this would he to
purchase Native lands that are in danger of clearcutting, especially those that
are inholdings in Park and Wilderness areas. Environmental deterioration of
streams, coastal lands, and intertidal zones in-areas of clearcut logging is
well known, and such effects may have contributed to the long-term decline of
some species that had been documented before the 1989 oil spill.

Thank you for this opportunity to share my thoughts with you.

If needed, use the space on the back or attach additional sheets. Please
fold, staple, and add a postage stamp. Thank you for your interest and participation.
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American Diabetes Assoclation.

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council

645 G Street
Anchorage, AK 88501

Attn: 1993 Draft Work Plan
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TIMOTHY NEAL ; HEDRICK
| P.0.B. 5516
PORT GRAHAM, AK.99603-5516
907-284-2239
11/16/1992

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL PUBLIC INFORAMATION CENTER.
645 "G" STREET
ANCHORAGE, AK. 99501

DEAR TRUSTEE COUNCIL MEMBER;

I AM WRITING TO YOU REGARDING TRADITIONAL SUBSISTANCE
HARVEST AREAS WHICH WERE DESTROYED BY THE OIL SPILL AT WINDY BAY.
I UNDERSTAND THERE IS MONEY AVAILABLE FOR RESTORATION OF LOST
RESOURCES WHICH WERE AFFECTED BY THE OIL SPILL. WE FEEL NOTHING CAN
REPLACE THE CLAM LOSS FROM WINDY BAY TO THE CROME MINE AT PORT
CHATHEM, AND FEEL THAT A RESTORATION PROGRAM AT DOGFISH BAY AND
PASSAGE ISLAND INWARD OF PORT GRAHAM BAY & NANWALEK , SHOULD BE
PURSUED. REPLANTING AND GATHERING OF COCKLES FROM BEAR COVER,
RESTOREATION OF MUSSELS KILLED IN PORT GRAHAM.

I'WOULD LIKE TO POINT OUT THAT MARICULTURE RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS THAT NOW NEED SUPPORT, COULD HELP A GREAT
DEAL IN FUTURE RESTORATION, IN THE EVENT OF FUTURE OIL SPILLS.

PLEASE CONSIDER OUR PROPOSAL, BECAUSE WE WOULD LIKE TO HELP
OUR VILLAGE BY PROVIDING JOB OPPORTUNITIES, SUBSISTANCE FOODS
"TRADITIONAL", AND ECONOMIC DEVELPMENT FOR OUR RESIDENTS. NOT TO
MENTION, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT THAT THESE PROGRAMS COULD
PROVIDE, FOR FUTURE RESORATION, HERE AND ABROAD/ WORLD WIDE
CONSULTING FOR OIL SPILL RESTORATION.

WE ALSO SUPPORT THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS; CHUGACH REGION
MARICULTURE PROJECT {93019}, THE BIVALVE SHELLFISH HATCHERY AND
RESEARCH CENTER {93020}, SUBSISTENCE RESTORATION PROJECT {93017};
HABITAT USE, BEHAVIOR, & MONITORING OF HARBOR SEALS IN PRINCE
WILLIAM SOUND {93046}, AND THE CHENEGA BAY CHINOOK AND COHO
SALMON RELEASE PROGRAM {93016}.

THE PEOPLE OF THE CHUGACH REGION ARE ALL WORKING FOR OUR
PROJECTS TO BE SELF-SUSTAINING AND ARE COUNTING ON THIS MONEY TO
REACH THIS THESE OBJECTIVES. WE URGE YOU TO HELP SUPPORT OUR
PROJECTS.

SINCERLY, NEAL HEDRICK.
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FEDORA’s
BED-n-BREAKFAST-n-SKIFFS
P.O.B. PGM

PORT GRAHAM, ALASKA
99603-8928

Reservations; {807)-284.2233
DEAR; ADVENTURER

WE ARE A RESIDENTIAL HOME;
WITH 8 EMPTY BED ROOMS,
AND SOME SKIFF'S (3 NOW).
THE SKIFF'S ARE SMALL AND
FOR USE INSIDE OUR BAY OR
ARCUND THE MOUTH OF THE
BAY FOR HALIBUT FISHING BY
THOSE EXPERIENCED
QUTBOARD/BOAT OPERATORS.
YOU OPERATE YOUR RENTED
SKIFF, WE RO NOT CHARTER.
We can arrangs charters for 5 or
more persons only.

PORT GRAMHAM IS A MATIVE
ALEUT VILLAGE, IT'S PRIMARY
RESOURCE IS FISHING, A
CANNERY, 2-8TORES, snackbar

at one store, BED-N-BREAKFAST.

RELIGION EASTERN ORTHODOX
CHURCH. POPULATION
NORMALLY ARCUND 18s.
SUMMER MAYBE 250 PERSONS.

FISHING; YEAR ROUND;
HALIBUT, DOLLYVARDEN,
ROCKBASS, PACIFIC COD,

WOLFISH, FLOWNDERS,
GREENLING, SCULPINS.

APR/JUN; KINGS [chinook), REDS
(sockeye), (intercept).

JUN/AUG; CHUMS (dlogs), PINKS
(HUMPYS), (ocal run),

AUG/SEP; COHO (silvers), (local
runy,

ANIMAL LIFE; EAGLES, SEA
OTTERS, LAND OTTERS, SEALS,
SEALIONS, ORCA'S, WHALES,
MOOSE, GOATS, BLACK BEAR,
S5CENIC Mountains, Bay.

RATE's ARE AS FOLLOWS; Room
#1 Dbl-Bed/oc $55.day. Rooms
$3, #4, #8 Sngl. twin bed
$35.clay. Room #6 two twin beds
dblfoc £55.day, Rooms #6 & 7
{common) 4-beds child pads
$15.day. Group of 5 pius $285.ea,
Monthly Single $600.00. Monthly
Oblfos $1000.00.

FAMILEY MEALS; Breekfast or
funch $8.75. Dinner $12.75.

SKIFF RENTAL.; 15ft. 28hp, OB,
$65.cday. 12ft 15hp. OB $35.day.

AR TRAVEL: FROM:
ANCHORAGE TO: PORT
GRAHAM, VIA; RAVEN AR
(1-800-476-5586), OR
SOUTHCENTRAL AR, 907-
2431855, 907-235-6172. From:

Homer to Port Graham vig,
HOMER AR (907)235-8591,

{8y ROOMS ARE SMALL
BEDROOMS ONLY, DINNING &
LIVING ROOM RESIDENTIAL &
GUEST SHARE. SHOWERS &
BATHROOM (twp, common},
satillite tv {common).

FAMILEY STYLE MEALS, (not
restaurant). Maximum Capacity,
savan (7) ADULTS, 4-CHILDREN,

iF YOU NEED MORE
INFORMATION PLEASE CALL OR
WRITE AND | WILL BE GLAD TO
HELP. 907.284-2238

SINCERELY; LARRY & FEDORA
HEDRICK



FEDORA’S
BED-n-BREAKFAST-n-SKIFFS

P.O. BOX PGM
PORTGRAHAM, AK 996038998
{907) 284-2239

Rooms/Bed Daily Rate

children . $15.00
7dys+ or group $25.00
SINGLE $35.00
DOUBLE $55.00

FAMILY MEALS:
brkfst/Inch $6.75
dinner $6.76 — $12.75
SKIFF RENTALS

12ft./15hp gamefisher $35.00
15ft./25hp duraboat  $65.00

See whales, orkas, sealions, sea
otters, scenic, fishing fishy fishs.
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the chugaoh regioncl
resources Commission

November 20, 1992

Exxon Valdez Qil Spill Trustee Council
645 G Street
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Council Members:

On behalf of the Chugach Regional Resources Commission (CRRC), I would
like to submit comments on the 1993 Draft Work Plan. CRRC is a Native tribal
organization concerned with natural resources issues in the Chugach region. Our
seven member board has one representative from the following Native villages
and associations: Chenega Bay, Eyak (within the city of Cordova), Mt. Marathon
Native Association (Seward), Port Graham, Nanwalek, Tatitlek and Valdez Native
Association. The board members are appointed by the respective governing body of
their village and represent the interests of the residents of their village with respect
to natural resource issues. All of our communities were severely impacted
biologically, socially, culturally, and economically by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill
(EVOS).

CRRC supports several of the projects that are presented in the Work Plan,
and believes there are additional projects not listed which merit attention. We do
not endorse the process by which projects were chosen, and feel that the projects
contained within the Work Plan do not adequately address the concerns of the
Native people of the Chugach region, nor has the restoration process thus far
afforded the Native people reasonable opportunity to participate in choosing
appropriate projects. There is a wide perception amongst the Native people most
impacted by the EVOS that the restoration funds will simply be used to fund
agencies and scientists and little funding will actually be directed towards
addressing the main concemns of the region's inhabitants. The Native people who
live in Prince William Sound and the Lower Cook Inlet were severely impacted by
the EVOS, and projects identified here which provide the people of the region with
lasting and viable opportunities for them to continue their life in Prince William
Sound are deserving of EVOS restoration funding and fit within the the scope of
the MOA.

3300 “C'" Street / Anchorage, Alaska 99503-2775 } Ph. (907) 562-4155 / Fax (907) 563-2891
The Non-Profit Carporation Serving The People &f The Chugach Native Region




Although many of the traditional subsistence resources in the oiled region
have been recommended as safe to eat by the Oil Spill Health Task Force, there is
still widespread concern that this is not true. The residents of the region are fearful
of building up a dependence upon vulnerable resources that that may be impacted
in the future. Although restoring impacted resources is important, we must also
protect ourselves against similar events in the future. To address these concemns,
the residents of the region have embarked upon several locally controlled, self
sustaining fisheries development projects. Some of these projects were initiated
before the spill and work was interrupted, and some were initiated in response to
the spill. It is true that subsistence and cultural resources were seriously impacted
in the region. However, lost economic opportunities have had as great an effect on
the communities

The following projects in the 1993 Draft Work Plan are supported by CRRC:

PROJECT 93019 CHUGACH REGION VILLAGE MARICULTURE PROJECT:

Natural shellfish beds in the region used for subsistence were destroyed by the
oil spill. CRRC was working with the village of Chenega Bay to develop a
mariculture industry. The oil spill significantly delayed the mariculture project in
the region and represents a lost economic opportunity.  Since the oil spill, CRRC
has worked closely with the villages of Tatitlek and Chenega Bay to develop
mariculture farms which will provide a lasting economic resource for the people of
these communities and which is culturally compatible with life in the villages.

Over the past two years, we have established that shellfish are a viable
resource in the region, and that the shellfish projects will provide a sustained and
beneficial resource to the people who live in Prince William Sound. - A significant
enhancement which shellfish farming offers over shellfish subsistence activities is
the additional protection afforded from the negative affects of future oil spills by
suspending the shellfish below the water. This feature of shellfish farming removes
the possibility of tidal action exposing the shellfish to surface-borne pollutants. The
knowledge, skills and techniques which are critical for successful shelifish
harvesting, both subsistence and commercial, can be enhanced through the the
Mariculture Project and through the operation of the Shellfish Hatchery and the
Shellfish Research Center, addressed below.

Though it was argued by Dr. Spies in Appendix B of the 1993 Draft Work Plan
that oysters are not an indigenous species, the people who live in Prince William
Sound are an indigenous species and deserve the best efforts of all involved to make
sure that the resources and services which are critical to the survival of the people
of the Prince William Sound area are available and abundant.

PROJECT 93020: BIVALVE SHELLFISH HATCHERY AND RESEARCH CENTER
The Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center will provide the Prince William
Sound area with a lasting and important source of shelifish to both replenish the
shellfish resources which were impacted by the EVOS, and provide commercial and
subsistence resources for the people who live in the Prince William Sound area.
While CRRC believes that further research should be undertaken to quantify the



impact of the EVOS on the shellfish resources of the area, CRRC believes that it is
more important to concentrate on the process of building and restoring the natural
and human resources of the region.

CRRC believes that a Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center is vital to the
enhancement natural populations of shellfish. The Shellfish Hatchery and Research
Center directly aids in the replenishment of the life of the communities of the
Prince William Sound area, making this an ideal restoration program.  The
Shellfish Hatchery can be used to significantly enhance both the natural and
commercial shellfish populations in Prince William Sound, and the Research
Center can provide a clearinghouse of knowledge and a focal point for the needed
information and analysis necessary to better understand the negative affects of the
Exxon Valdez oil spill on shellfish populations. "Further, because of concerns that
access to future sources of shellfish hatchery products will become limited, it is
important that funding of the Shellfish Hatchery begin immediately, in order to
assure that this project receives the full benefit of evaluation, planning, analysis,
and funding. This is considered a time critical project.

CRRC agrees with the goal of the Shellfish Hatchery project being to assess
the feasibility of using aquatic farming technology to restore, replace, or enhance
bivalve shellfish populations in oil-affected areas and to mitigate the negative
affects of the EVOS on Native communities. The Shellfish Hatchery and Research
Center as proposed in the 1993 Draft Work Plan requests $55.7K to fund the efforts of
personnel from the Alaska Department of Fish and Game to perform a feasibility
analysis of the project. CRRC believes that a higher level of funding is warranted to
simultaneously develop engineering plans and specifications for the Shellfish
Hatchery and Research Center as a companion document to the feasibility study to
provide design-level engineering cost estimates and a set of plans and specifications
from which the facility could be constructed. This will allow the project to move
forward without delay, which is important because of concerns that the supply of
shellfish hatchery products will be limited in the future. The mariculture projects
in Prince William Sound that were underway prior to the EVOS and which have
continued since rely exclusively on the adequate supply of healthy shellfish seed.
Concerns have arisen that the present supplier of these shellfish seed will have
limited output for shipment to Alaska. For this reason, it is recommended that an
additional $81.2K be included in the project budget to begin an immediate and
concurrent engineering design effort to develop engineering plans and
specifications for the Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center facility. The total
request for the Shellfish Hatchery would then be $136.9.

While Dr. Spies is technically correct in his review of the Shellfish Hatchery
project, there are important considerations Dr. Spies fails to address. The people of
Prince William Sound are themselves a natural resource, and the establishment
and preservation of subsistence and commercial resources which can assure that
these people maintain their life in their communities is a fundamental component
of the Memorandum of Agreement. The Shellfish Research Center is an
important part of this shellfish project. Since shellfish resources were negatively
affected by the oil spill, it is important to continue to gather information on the
impact to provide quantitative data from which resource management decisions can



be based. The construction of a Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center will allow
this important resource to recover much more quickly in the event of another oil
spill in Prince William Sound by providing access to shellfish hatchery output, and
by providing access to the skills and techniques of shellfish farming that will be
gained from a shellfish research center. -

Finally, CRRC disagrees with the ranking given to this project by Dr. Spies.
The ranking was based solely on Dr. Spies' interpretation of the purpose of
restoration funds, which is only a narrow interpretation of the Memorandum of
Agreement dated September 25, 1991. CRRC believes that the projects relating to
shellfish provide needed benefits of restoring enhancing rehabilitating, and
acquiring the equivalent of natural resources, which are entirely within the
mandate of the Memorandum of Agreement.

Other projects in the Work Plan supported by CRRC include:

PROJECT 93017: SUBSISTENCE RESTORATION PROJECT
PROJECT 93046: HABITAT USE, BEHAVIOR, AND MONITORING OF HARBOR
SEALS IN PRINCE WILLIAM SOUND

CRRC participated in a November 16, 1992 meeting which included
representatives from all the Native corporations and village governments of the
Chugach Native region. CRRC supports the proposal that Native contractors be
used in the implementation and administration of restoration projects in the
Chugach Native region. CRRC recommends and supports the establishment of a
Joint Venture business operation by the Tribal Governing Bodies and Village
Corporation of Chenega Bay, Tatitlek, Nanwalek and Port Graham to contract for
1993 and future EVOS Restoration Project funds. CRRC strongly endorses the
united regional action taken at this meeting to support the projects and proposals
outlined below.

We believe that funding should be used to address lost economic
opportunities in the oil spill region. There are currently a number of fisheries
development projects that were initiated in response to the spill that deserve
consideration for funding. Also, Nanwalek and Port Graham lost their traditional
source of shellfish at Windy Bay. They are proposing that a clam enhancement
program be funded to replace these lost resources at a new site located at Dogfish
Bay and Passage Island.

Projects include:

*Port Graham Pink Salmon Hatchery
*Nanwalek Sockeye Enhancement Program
*Windy Bay Clam Replacement Project

Other projects believed to be appropriate use of restoration funds by the
Chugach Regional Resources Commission include:
1. The Tatitlek Ferry Terminal Project
2. The Tatitlek Breakwater Project
3. Chenega Bay Marine Service Center Project

4



i
Chenega Bay Old Village Site Restoration Project
The Chugachmiut Cultural Heritage Preservation and Perpetuahon Project
Nuchek Site Development Project
Native Village of Eyak Habitat Acquisition Project
Native Village of Eyak Employment and Training Project -
" Chugach Regional Management Agency Project -

© 0N oo

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the 1993 Draft Work Plan, We
- urge you to give our requests serious consideration. - The people of the Chugach
Region are looking to you to fulfill your obligation to help with the restoratxon and
replacement of lost resources and opportunities.

Sincerely,

Amold Melshiemer,
Chair
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422325043

November 20, 1992 .

. Exxon Valdez 0il Spill
Public Information Center
645 G. St.

Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Trustee Council Member,

I am writing to you regarding some traditional subsistance areca
which were destroyed by the oil spill at Windy Bay- I under-
stand there is no money available for restoration of lost
resources which were affected by the oil spill. We feel nothing
can replace the clam loss at Windy Bay and would like to pursue
clam restoration at Dog Fish and Fassage Island which is locatcd
between Port Graham and Nanwalek.

Please consider our proposal because we would like to help

our village by providing job opportunities, subsistance foods and
economic¢ development to our residents. We also support the
following projects: Chugach Region Mariculture Project (93019)
the Bivalve Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center (93017)
Habitat use, Behavior and Monitoring of Harbor Seal in Prince
William Sound (93046) and Chenaga Bay Chinook and Coho Salmon
Release Program {(93016).

The people of the Chugach Region are all working for our projects
to be self sustaining and are counting on this money to reach
this point.

We urge you to help support our projects. Please, Please do!

Sincerely,

(e ol S
WM ',&L@ég

796055507
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ﬁovember 20, 1992 ' ,

i B
Exmon Valdez Qil Spill
. Public Information Center
645 G. St.
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Trustee Council Member,

I am writing to you regarding some traditional subsistance area
which were destroyed by the oil spill at Windy Bay. I under-
stand there is no money available for restoration of lost
resources which were affected by the oil spill. We feel nothing
can replace the clam loss at Windy Bay and would like to pursue
clam restoration at Dog Fish and Passage Island which is located
between Port Graham and Nanwalek. :

Please consider our proposal bhecause we would like to help

our village by providing job opportunities, subsistance foods and
economic development to our residents. We also support the
following projects: Chugach Region Mariculture Project (93019)
the Bivalve Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center (93017)
Habitat use, Behavior and Monitoring of Harbor Seal in Prince
William Sound (93046) and Chenaga Bay Chlnook and Coho Salmon
Release Program (93016).

The peocple of the Chugach Region are all working for our projects
to be self sustaining and are counting on this money te reach
this point.

We urge you to help support our projects. Flease, Please do.

incerely,

MWU C&Qﬂﬂb%
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November 20, 19092 .

Exxon Valdez 0il Spill

Publie¢ Information Center ' -

645 G. St.

. Anchorage, AKX 99501 -

‘Dear ''rustee Council Member.,

I am writing to you regarding some traditional subsistance area
which were destroyed by the oil spill at Windy Bay. I under-
stand there is no money available for restoration of lost
resources which were affected by the oil spill. We feel nothing
can replace the clam loss at Windy Bay and would like to pursue
clam restoration at Dog Fish and Passage Island which is located
between Port Graham and Nanwalek. :

Please consider our proposal because we would like to help

our village by providing job opportunities, subsistance foods and
_economic development to our residents. We also support the
following projects: Chugach Region Mariculture Project (93019)
the Bivalve Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center (93017)
Habitat use, Behavior and Monitoring of Harbor Seal in Prince
William Sound (93046) and Chenaga Bay Chinook and Coho Salmon
Release Program (93016).

The people of the Chugach Region are all working for our projects
to be self sustaining and are counting on this money to reach
this point.

We urge you to help support our projects. Please, Please do!

Sincerely,

,d%&u; zf‘giacuéamkxf
Pt eehom, AL
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November 20, 1992

Exxon Valdez 0il Spill
Public¢' Information Center
645 G. St. ' -
Anchorage, 38K 99501

Dear Trustee Council Member.

I am writing ¢o you regarding some tradltxonal subsistance area
- which were dcstroyed by the oil spill at Windy Bay. - I under -~
stand there is no money available for restoratien of lost
resources which were affected by the cil spill. We feel nothing
can replace the 'clam -loss at Windy Bay and would like to pursue
clam restoration at Dog Fish and Passage Island which is located
bétween Port Graham and Nanwalek.

Please consmder our proposal because we would like to help

our v;llage by providing job oppertunities, subsistance foods and
economic development to our residents. We also suppoxt the
following projects: Chugach Region Mariculture Project (93019)
the Bivalve Shellfish. Hatchery and Research Centecr (93017)
Habitat use, Behavior and Monitoring of Harbor Seal in Prince
William Sound (93046) and Chenaga Bay Chinook and Coho Salmon
Release Program (93016) :

The people of the Chugach Region are all working for our projects
to be self sustalnlng and are counting on this money to reach
this point. : .

We prgé you to help support our projects. Please, Please do!l

Slncerely:

5567
Cp/bf U iloom. @l 97603



G2 205078

November 8, 1992

1

Exxon Valdez Qil Spilt Public Information Center
645 “G” Street
Anchorage; AK 99501

Dear Trustee Council Member:

| am writing to you regarding sbma traditional subsistence areas which were
destroyed by the QOil Spill ét Windy Bay. | understand there is money avaitéb!e for
restoration of !oé{ resources which were affécted by the oil spill. We feel nothing can
replace the cla" loss at Windy Bay and would like to pursue clam restoration at
| Dogfish & Passage Isfand wh!ch is located between Port Graham and Nanwalek,

Please consider our proposal because we would like fo- he o] our vmage by
providing job opportun:txes subsxstence foods, and economic deve!opment to our

idents. o | o

We also suppori‘the'fcﬁi Sﬁf‘fnié“p‘roject3‘ Chugach Region Mariculture Project
(93019), The Bivalve She!lfash Hatchery and Research Center (93020). Subsistence
Restoration Project (9301 7) Habitat Use Behawor & Monitoring of Harbor Seals in
Prince William Sound (93046), & Chenega Bay Chinook and Coho Salmon Release
>rogram (93016). a ‘

The' people of the Chugach Region are all working for our projects to be self-
iustaining and are counting on this money to reach this point. We urge you to help
upport our projects. o

Sincerely,

- ]
.. -
B &N Z . .
o
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November 6, 1992

Exxon Valdez Oil szu Public lnformatfon Center
645 “G" Street
Anchorage AK 99501

Dear Trustee Councit Member: L

3 l am writing to you regardmg some tradxttona! subsistence areas which were

¥ destroyed by the Oil Spill at Windy Bay t understand there is money avaxlable for
restorahon of lost resources which were affected by the oil spill. We feel nothmg can

| rep ace the clary loss at Windy Bay and would like to pursue clam restoration at
\gfxsh & Passage Island whlch is Iocated between Port Graham and Nanwa! K.

Please consider our proposa! because we would like {0 help our vil age by
provndmg job opportunities, subsxstence foods and economic development to our
residents.

We also support the following projects: Chugach Region Maricufture Project
(93019), The Bivalve Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center (93020), Subsistence
Restoration Project (93017), Habitat Use, Behavior, & Monitork’ng of Harbot Sealsin
Prince William Sound (93046), & Chenega Bay Chinook and Coho Salmon Release
Program (93016). o | "

The‘ibeople of the Chugach Region'are all working for our projects to be éetf-
sustaining and are counti ing on this money to reach this point. We urge you to help
support our projects. '

Smcerely.

Rk, 77




o Jof 3
73322080

Novembér 6, 1992

5

‘Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Public Information Center
645 *G" Street
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Trustee Councit Memberf |
I am writing to you regarding some traditional subsistence areas which were
destroyed by the Oil Spill at Windy Bay. | understand there is money available for
_iestoraﬁon of lost resources which were affected by the oil spI I. We feel nothing can
| replace the cl%‘., loss at Windy Bay and would like to pursue clam restoration at
'Dognsh & Pass;ge Istand which is located between Port Graham and Nanwalek.
Please consider our proposal because we would like to help our village by
roviding job opportunities, subsistence foods, and economic development to our -
residents,
We also support the following projects: Chugach Region Mariculture Project
- (93019), The Bivalve Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center (93020), Subsistence
A;..Restoratxon Project (83017), Habztat Use, Behavior, & Momtonng of Harbor Seals in
- ‘:‘Pnnce William Sound (93046), & Chenega Bay Chinook and Coho Salmon Release
. Program (93016). | ‘ '
The people of the Chugach Reglon are all working for our pro;ects to be self-
sustaining and are counting on this money to reach this point. We urge you to help
support our projects.

Sincerely,

oo Grahan,
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November 6, 1992

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Public Information Center
645 *G” Street
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Trustee Council Member:

I am writing to you regarding some traditional subsistence areas which were
destroyed by the Qit Spill at Windy Bay. 1 understand there is money available for
restoration of lost resources which were affected by the oil spill. We feel nothing can

. replace the clgiTloss at Windy Bay and would fike to pursue clam restoration at

Dogfish & Pasrgigge Island which is located between Port Graham and Nanwalek,

Please consider our proposal because we would like to help our village by
~ oviding job opportunities, subsistence foods, and economic development to our
residents.

We also support the following projects: Chugach Region Mariculture Project
(93019), The Bivalve Shelifish Hatchery and Research Center (93020), Subsistence
‘Restoration Project (93017), Habitat Use, Behavior, & Monitoring of Harbor Sealsin
Prince William Sound (93946), & Chenega Bay Chinook and Coho Salmon Release
Program (93016). | ' \ |

The people of the Chugach Region are all \\iorkmg for our projects to be self-

sustaining and are countmg on this money to reach thxs po int. We urge you to help

Smoere!y, %‘% M

support our projects.

AN

A



Sincerely, ,
Qﬁwf&@%@ ’/

_ " P.0. Bux B06S
Nanwalek, Alaska 99603-6665
(007) 2681-2248 .

~,

November =G, 1939&

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTER
&45 5 STREEY

ANCHORAGE, ALASKA

Dear Trustee Couvicil Mewbers,

I am &8 res1dent, aﬂd the Ph:af of the Native Village of Nanwalek., I
amt writing to you on behalf of the Narwalek Traditicrnal Couneil.

Singe the EXXON VALDEZ OIL SRILL, we had lost our confidernce of
gatbering cur native foods, and we are trying to get back into ocur
ways of life orn the beaches surrounding us. It has beern really
vough for us, because of the impacts of the cil spill affecting ocur
lives as subsistance users. The people of Nanwalek rely heavily on
gathering native foods, especially in the winter months.  That is

wher jobs are scarcey and the rext place to look for food is on ocur
beaches.

The peoplg and the Narwalek Traditicnal Courncil are supporting the
Chugﬂchm:ut’s Natural Resource Department in getting restorationm

. funds for a possible clam reseed on Passage Island or Doy Fish Bay,

where there was lots of clams.

‘Please considey our reeds. Subsistance is very important to the
people of Narwalek.

Vincent KvasniKoff, NTC Chief.

¢

The Govehning Body
of the Native Village of:
- NANXWALEK
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	TABLE 1 :Subjects and Projects I
dentified in Comments
	TABLE 2: Cross-tabulation of Comments by Project ID

	Supporting project 93019 Chugach Region Village Mariculture Project and 93020 Bivalve Shellfish Hatchery and Research Center.


