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July 21,1993 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Dear Council Members: 

i 

' J 

l I 00 M 

--. 

I am writing to request your support in the proposed Valdez 
Visitors and Cultural Center to be located in Valdez. The Center 
would be to house Alaska Native artifacts and displays of the 
severe effects of the oil spill. 

Thousands of visitors come to Valdez each year, all with questions 
about the spill, and will for many years to come. It is important 
that accurate information be provi~ed for their use and study. 

;r::_tJ/J19~ 
Thomas W. McAlister 
Box 814 
Valdez, Alaska 99686 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 nd'street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Gentlemen: 

I '='BS fvf 

2725 - 8 Ave. No. #5 
Great Falls, MT. 59401 
August J, 1993 

Concerning the remaining $600,000,000 in Exxon fines for 
the Prince William Sound catastrophe, I believe investing in 
wildlife habitat is the best way to settle. 

f,UG 0 8 1993 

There are many areas needing protection from clear cutting, etc, 
but these are some of the most critical:Port Gravina/Orca Bay, 
Port Fidalgo, Knight Island Passage, Kenai Fjords Nat 11 Park, 
Rort Chatham, Shuyak Straits, and Kodiak National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

As our roadless areas in .;the .. l.Dwer .48 keep shrinking and 
preserving wilderness is more and more difficult, I think we need 
to acquire all we can. 

Sincerely yours, 

~:=~ 



/73~ M 

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

July 31 , 1993 

I support the purchase of habitat from willing private 
landowners as the ideal way to invest Oil Spill Settlement 
dollars. Habitat acquisition will allow oil impacted 
ecosystems time to recover without further stresses. If 
sellers are willing, large areas, including entire watersheds, 
should be bought and protected to ensure that effects can 
be controlled, rather than leaving parts that can effect the 
whole in other ownership. 

The vast majority of remaining Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation. · 

I encourage you to buy and protect at least the 
following seven areas: 

-Port Gravina/Orca Bay 
- Port Fidalgo 
- Knight Island Passage 
- Kenai Fjords National Park 
- Port Chatham 
- Shuyak Straits 
- Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge 

Truly, _ 
Jaa{ft, a-t ,4-e .M lr :th6 _,<11, 0 

if j3 ~ S. G/'l'hz.f1c a,t(l_ 1::/o.£/ 
~~ll.HIC'A"f (?4 9'~5"~ R 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

Dear Council Members: 

Tancha & Ed McKnight 
3300 Jordan Rd. 

Oakland, CA 946 02 

July 30, 1993 

Your Oil Spill Settlement monies offer a rare opportunity to save 
timber lands for future use and enjoyment by buying land and 
timber rights from willing sellers without using taxpayer 
dollars, while giving oil-impacted ecosystems a chance at 
restoration. 

Buying habitat is the very best way to invest Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars. The majority of remaining Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation. Large areas, including entire watersheds should be 
bought and protected (as with the recent 42,000 acre purchase at 
Seal Bay on Afognak). 

The Trustees should buy and protect at least the following areas: 
Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalgo; Knight Island Passage; Kenai 
Fjords National Park; Port Chatham Shuyak Straits; and the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

With the funds available and the need clear, this is your chance 
to make a difference that can be an important part of your legacy 
to mankind. Please take it. 

Appreciat i vely yours, 

[C~ 

~ 
Tancha & Ed McKnight 



July 6,1993 

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

Dear Exxon Valdez Trustees: 

/~22 

First, I would like to thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Restoration 
Plan for the use of the remaining $600 million of Exxon Settlement funds. Thorough 
public comment is the only way to avoid problems later and I appreciate the forum. 

Secondly, I would like to commend you on your actions earlier this year to save 
Kachemak Bay and Seal Bay from future habitat destruction through logging. I 
followed this issue closely in the legislature and I was pleasantly surprised at the 
outcome. 

As I am sure you can conclude, I am strongly in favor of using the remaining 
Settlement funds for further habitat purchases. I hope protecting the Spill affected 
areas from further devastation will continue to be a priority for the Trustee Council. 

The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill of 1989 reminded us of how fragile our surroundings 
really are and how great the risks are even when you think you have taken the 
necessary precautions. The citizens in the spill affected areas have joined together to 
create a "citizen's vision" that identifies seven critical areas whose habitat should be 
protected. These areas include: 

• Port Gravina/Orca Bay 
• Port Fidalgo 
• Knight Island Passage 
• Kenai Fjords National Park 
• Port Chatham 
• Shuyak Straits 
• Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge 

These areas have been chosen because of their value to local residents and all 
Alaskans in their present state. These habitats will be protected only if Settlement 
funds are used to by these lands and the associated timber rights. 

Please consider using the remaining funds to purchase these habitat areas and help 
Alaska make spill recovery a reality. Again, thank you for allowing me to comment in 
this forum. 

Sinc;erely~~ '7flil J /-

~cU~J~ 



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

Dear Council Members: 

E. M. Marcus 
96 Parnassus Rd. 

Berkeley, CA 94708 

July 30, 1993 

Your Oil Spill Settlement monies offer a rare opportunity to save 
timber lands for future use and enjoyment by buying land and 
timber rights from willing sellers without using taxpayer 
dollars, while giving oil-impacted ecosystems a chance at 
restoration. 

Buying habitat is the very best way to invest Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars. The majority of rema1n1ng Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation.· Large areas, including entire watersheds should be 
bought and protected (as with the recent 42,000 acre purchase at 
Seal Bay on Afognak). 

The Trustees should buy and protect at least the following areas: 
Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalgo; Knight Island Passage; Kenai 
Fjords National Park; Port Chatham Shuyak Straits; and the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

With the funds available and the need clear, this is your chance 
to make a difference that can be an important part of your legacy 
to mankind. Please take it. 

Appreciatively yours, 

E. M. Marcus 



401 East 57 Street 
Savannah, Georgia 31405 
August 2, 1993 

EXXON OIL SPILL RESTORATION OFFICE 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

/~70 M 

I write to urge you to use 80% of the roughly $600 million 
left from the $900 million Exxon settlement for habitat protection. 
The balance would be we ll spe nt for assisting with fisheries• 
studies and management programs. 

As I see it, the task of restoration is a monumental task. 
Some populations of creatures indigenous to the area of Alaska 
which was horrendously damaged by the Exxon Valdez oil spill 
will take up to 75 years to completely recover - even with the 
tremendous efforts of environmentalists and cleanup personnel. 

These efforts are critical in helping recovery happen in 
this unreplaceable and formerly pristine ecosystem. 



R1 chard Marson 
P.O. 6ox 111355 
Anchontge, AK 995 11 

EVOS Trustee Counci 1 
645 ·s· Street 
Anchorage, AK 9950 1 

Dear Counci 1 member. 

August 6, 1993 
EXXOtl VnlDiZ OIL SPI L 

TEU.,TEE COU! CIL 

I am writing not only to vo1ce an op1n1on but to plead for, the place I have grown to love, 
Prince William Sound. Please use the money from the last disaster to limit the extent of 
damage caused by the next--logging. Please. use the money for habitat 
acquisition in the rainforests of Prince WiHiam Sound. 

I am a 6u11der that understands the need for timber but I would rather pay triple than see 
the Sound stripped of trees. There are other places that can be harvested that would not 
cut the throat of every A 1 ask an who depends on tourism as we 11 as the ecosystem of the 
Sound and its inhabitants. 

I have been drawn to Prince William Sound since 1977 when I first moved to Alaska. 
Through my experience of hiking and keyeking in the Sound prior to the Exxon Valdez Oil 
Sp1ll, I was awed by 1ts 1solat1on, und1stur1led beauty and 1ts abundance 1n w1ld11fe that 
me~de 1t a pnceless place, Hke no other on ee~rth. But we d1d put a pnce on a severed 
piece of the Sound I once knew and 1t is up to you to spend it. 

The way I see it there are two ways the settlement money could influence the future of 
the Sound, it could help to restore and protect what is left in the Sound or it could open 
it up to further misuse. Studies are great but if the decisions are made due to political 
winds then what good are a11 those expensive studies. We the ·Joe Public· do not have 
the t1me to study and 1nterpret a11 the 1nrormat1on that sc1ent1sts have come up w1th. 
Please do not squander the the settlement money away, ACQUIRE LAND TO ALLOW FOR 
NATURAL RESTORATION AND FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE SOUND'S ECOSYSTEMS. 

Sincerely, 

~L1~ 
Richard Marson 



JUGQG1993 
HC01 Box 6916F 
Palmer, Alaska 99645 
August 6, 1993 

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

Dear Sirs: 

I am extremely concerned about the ongoing process of restoration to 
the areas of our dear state which were affected by the Exxon Valdez 
Oil Spill. As you prepare to decide about how best to use the 
settlement funds, I write to you today to implore you to take any and 
all actions you can which will protect habitat for the animals and 
birds which were devastated by that horrible disaster. 

Some personal experiences from my summer of 1989 inspire my request to 
you today: I watched dead otters being dragged away from the Valdez 
Otter Rescue Center (they had died before they could even be washed) . 
Later I painfully experienced the shivering Harlequin ducks trying to 
reacclimate themselves to the cold water in the pools at the bird 
house so that they could prove themselves ready to be released (they 
didn't make it). Later still I heard of the death of Seward Otter #25 
after his release into a not-quite-so-pristine bay on the gulf coast; 
I had watched the slow recovery of his fur condition since May, and 
upon his release in August we thought him to be the symbol of the 
victory of the rescue efforts. Then came the first restoration 
conference, when the idea came forth that acquisition of habitat for 
species damaged by the spill might one day be a reality, and things 
seemed better. 

Buying habitat is the very best way you can invest the Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars; protecting the forests -- indeed the watersheds 
which support the healthy life cycles of the environment which our 
salmon, bald eagles, harlequin ducks, and even marine mammals depend 
on can make recovery from the spill a true reality for all of us. 

The threat to many areas of important wildlife habitat within the 
spill region is now not from oil, but from logging. I urge you to 
include on your list of priority habitat acquisitions the following: 
Orca Bay near Cordova, Port Fidalgo, Knight Island Passage, Kenai 
Fjords National Park, Port Chatham, Shuyak Straits, and Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

Your consideration of my deep concerns and your action towards 
purchase and protection of these areas will make your historic 
decision something I and all Alaskans will long cherish. Each of 
these areas, when protected, will continue to contribute to the 
healthy habitat which these animals depend upon, which I recreate in 
and love, and which are an important part of the beauty which makes 
Alaska my home. · 

Sincerely , 

:t~~ 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

July 9, 1993 

Dear Exxon Trustee Council: 

llOI lV1 

This letter is in support of the proposed VisitorjCulturej 
Archaeological Center. It has been four years since the 1989 oil 
spill and we are still spending a tremendous amount of time and 
effort in educating people as to the real effects of this tragedy. 
It is amazing how many people I meet through out the United States 
that continue to think that there is oil still on our beaches. Our 
local Convention and Visitors Bureau spends a great deal of time on 
the road instate as well as lower 48 trying to get people excited 
about coming up to Alaska and especially visiting the Prince 
William Sound Area. 

In order to promote the work of both salvaging damaged artifact 
sites and to better inform the world about the Sound and its 
recovery what better way than to have this culture; archaeological/ 
visitor center in Valdez. 

Thank you for your time, and please consider this proposal, 

• 

LOC... :: YD"Z.. 



John P. Morgan 
P. 0. Box 124693 
San Diego ,. ,. 9 ,...- 2112 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill 
Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Gentlemen: 

. '< 

19631 Encino Way 
San Antonio, TX 78259 
August 4, 1993 

JUG i u 1993 

I am writing to request that the remaining $600 million in 
Settlement monies be used to purchase critical habitat for the 
species which were affected by the spill. In my judgement the 
purchase of habitat to prevent the destructive activities of man 
is one of the most constructive way to preserve the natural 
world. Consequently I have supported land trusts and 
conservancy efforts in several areas of the United States over 
the years. I urge you to give priority to the seven habitats 
proposed by the local citizens· groups in Alaska. Although I 
have travelled to Alaska to visit this region, in general I have 
found that those outdoors people who live in an area know what 
is most valuable to save. 

Sincerely, 



... 

-----~~ ---. ' 

-~====----=----~ w ~ ?j,/ . ~----~~--~--~ 





' ' 

TO: E.V . O. S. TRUSTEE COUNSIL 

I f eel clear cutt ing i n Prine William Sound would 
(~ ·~, ~ 

r· • ' • ~ devastate the area. I spend time out there and I F'C{•.:r: ,' 
•1: '! j 

- ' • \ i ·_7_:. . • ) .; : 1 ~ .. 

know it would just make me sick if the treep where 

gone . Please buy the rights and stop this unatural 

disaster from occuring . 

GOOD LUCK: Ron Naanes 
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August 4, 1993 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Dear Trustees: 

/CoSO M 

t:;UG 0 ~ 1993 

As you consider the. plans for spending the rest of the $600 million 
Exxon fines as part of the "Restoration Plan," I feel it is vitally 
important that such funds are used for the best extent possible to 
purchase, protect, and preserve habitat throughout the Gulf of 
Alaska and Prince William Sound Areas. 

Habitat in terms of native species and wildlife need to be protec­
ted from further human and ecological degradation, and, that is 
only possible if steps are taken now to purchase habitat that is 
can and should be protected. Specifically, I urge you to use funds 
to purchase habitat in the Port Gravina I Orca Bay areas; forest 
areas in the Port Fidalgo region; habitat in the Knight Island 
Passage area; protection of the integrity of all lands near and 
within the Kenai Fjords National Park; forest habitat near Port 
Chatham; forest and aquatic habitat in the Shuyak Straits area; and 
bear habitat in the Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge. 

These are areas that continue to be threatened by develop~ant and 
other potential disasters. By purchasing and buying large tracts 
of land with funds, these lands can be protected from further 
logging, or environmental dismantling of precious and beautiful 
Alaskan ecosystems. 

I urge you to take seriously where such a large pool of funds can 
be best used and employed not only for the betterment of the people 
of Alaska and the United States, but also for the wildlife and 
habitat of these areas. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

y, 

~~7?~ 
Scott B. Nagel 
P.O. Box 518 
Walnut Grove, Minnesota 56180 
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ATCHII{ CUSTOM CHARTERS 
P.O. Hox 3243 • \ 'aldez, Alaska 99686 • 1907) 835-5042 

July 7, 1993 

Dear Council: 

I am writing to for your support on the proposed Culture 
Archaeological Center. 

I 1'-' 

A center like this would make would sense since it would be showing how peoples lives 
were affected during the oil spill. As well as what safeguards have been set up to prevent 
a tragedy from ever happening again. 

Prince William Sound has been the focus of migration for different races and ethnic 
groups for centuries, many who make it their home today. 

With a community college in place already in Valdez that seNices the surrounding areas. 
This center could actively play a role in giving the world a clearer picture of what Prince 
William Sound is, both historically and as part of the contemporary world. 

L2 VJ:t::rrher M~ yoo on ~is prcy~t. 

' IJA Tc}.) 1 k c;._. . .) ART F R~ 

.J 
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::;;..--.......-....-""' Jl ............. ~ · ) l ~ational Trust for Historic PreservatioriJ 
cat; 

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

Dear Trustee Council: 

August 3, 1993 

J •'-' 

The National Trust for Historic Preservation is a private, non-profit membership 
organization chartered by Congress to foster an appreciation of the diverse character and 
meaning of our American cultural heritage and to preserve and revitalize the liability of our 
communities by leading the nation in saving America's historic environment. 

The National Trust wishes to go on record urging the Exxon Valdez Trustee Council to 
adopt a restoration plan that would provide a reasonable balance between general restoration 
activities and property acquisition for impacted cultural sites. An alternative that combines these 
two objectives will provide the most well-rounded and complete recovery from the impact of the 
oil spill. The National Trust has particular interest in restoration and site stewardship programs 
for impacted archeological sites, as well as potential acquisition within the Kodiak Archipelago 
and Prince William Sound; both areas have unique historic and cultural value. 

For example, the acquisition of the Three Saints Bay on Kodiak Island would preserve 
the Russian fur trader Gregory Shelikor s 1784 settlement, the first permanent European 
settlement in Alaska. Further, the acquisition of Russian Harbor on the Aliulik Peninsula on 
Kodiak Island would preserve the four "barabara" house pits where Russian fur-trader Stephen 
Glotov wintered in 1763. The sites, and others within the spill region, are world class historic 
sites and have only recently come to the attention of archaeological and cultural preservationists. 

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the public comment process and good luck 
in developing a meaningful use of the Exxon Valdez settlement. 

Richard Moe 
President 

1785 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
(202) 673-4000 I FAX (202) 673-4038 
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Exxon Valdez Trustee Council 
645 "0" Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

Dear Trustee Council: 

August 3, 1993 

F~ 
U ·· f U G 0 G 1993 

EXl 0' V lD"" Oil S iLl. 
·11u\J EE C m Cl 

P.aa 

The National Trust for Historic Preservation is a private, non-protit membershi.P 
organization chartered by Congress to foster an appreciation of the diverse chan&cter and 
meaning of our American cultural herita&e and to preserve and revitalize the liability of our 
communities by leading the nation tn saving America~s historic environment. 

The National Trust wishes to_ go on record urging the Exxon Valdez Trustee Council to 
adopt a restoration plan that would provide· a reasonable balance between general restoration 
activities and property acquisition for impacted cultural sites. An alternative that combines these 
two objectives will provide the most well-rounded and complete recovery from the impact of the 
oil spill. The National Trust has panicular interest in restoration and site stewardship programs 
for impacted archeological .sites, a'l well as porential acquisition within the Kodiak Archipelago 
and Prince William Sound; both areas have unique histOric and cultural value. 

· For example, the acquisition of the Three Saints Bay on Kodiak lsland would preserve 
the Russian fur trader Gregory Sheli.kof's 1784 settlement, the first ~rmanent European 
~ttlement in Alaska. Funher, the acquisition of Russian Harbor on the Aliulik Peninsula on 
Kodiak Island would preserve the four "barabara" house pits where Ruuian fur·ttader Stephen 
GJotov wintered in 1763. The sites, and others within the spill re&ion, are world class historic 
sites and have only reundy come to the attention of archaeological and cultural preservationisrs. 

Thank you for the opponunity to panicipate in the public comment process and good luck 
in developing a meaningful use of the Exxon Valdez settlement. 

Richard Moe 
President 



AUG 1J 1993 

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

Dear Council Members: 

/&13 /1 

Barbara L. Nelson 
740 Villa Ave #125 

Clovis, CA 93612 

July 30, 1993 

Your Oil Spill Settlement monies offer a rare opportunity to save 
timber lands for future use and enjoyment by buying land and 
timber rights from willing sellers without using taxpayer 
dollars, while giving oil-impacted ecosystems a chance at 
restoration. 

Buying habitat is the very best way to invest Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars. The majority of remaining Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation. Large areas, including entire watersheds should be 
bought and protected (as with the recent 42,000 acre purchase at 
Seal Bay on Afognak). 

The Trustees should buy and protect at least the following areas: 
Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalgo; Knight Island Passage; Kenai 
Fjords National Park; Port Chatham Shuyak Straits; and the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

With the funds available and the need clear, this is your chance 
to make a difference that can be an important part of your legacy 
to mankind. Please take it. 

Appreciatively yours, 

Barbara L. Nelson 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

Dear Council Members: 

Pamela Nicholls 
527 Santa Fe 

Albany, CA 94706 

July 30, 1993 

Your Oil Spill Settlement monies offer a rare opportunity to save 
timber lands for future use and enjoyment by buying land and 
timber rights from willing sellers without using taxpayer 
dollars, while giving oil-impacted ecosystems a chance at 
restoration. 

Buying habitat is the very best way to invest Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars. The majority of rema1n1ng Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation. Large areas, including entire watersheds should be 
bought and protected (as with the recent 42,000 acre purchase at 
Seal Bay on Afognak). 

The Trustees should buy and protect at least the following areas: 
Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalgo; Knight Island Passage; Kenai 
Fjords National Park; Port Chatham Shuyak Straits; and the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

With the funds available and the need clear, this is your chance 
to make a difference that can be an important part of your legacy 
to mankind. Please take it. 

Appreciatively yours, 

Pamela Nicholls 
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Kate O'Hanlan & Le Walker 
40 Buckeye 

Portola Valley, CA 94028-8015 

July 30, 1993 

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

Dear Council Members: 

Your Oil Spill Settlement monies offer a rare opportunity to save 
timber lands for future use and enjoyment by buying land and 
timber rights from willing sellers without using taxpayer 
dollars, while giving oil-impacted ecosystems a chance at 
restoration. 

Buying habitat is the very best way to invest Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars. The majority of rema1n1ng Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation. Large areas, including entire watersheds should be 
bought and protected (as with the recent 42,000 acre purchase at 
Seal Bay on Afognak). 

The Trustees should buy and protect at least the following areas: 
Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalgo; Knight Island Passage; Kenai 
Fjords National Park; Port Chatham Shuyak Straits; and the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

With the funds available and the need clear, this is your chance 
to make a difference that can be an important part of your legacy 
to mankind. Please take it. 

Appreciatively yours, 

Kate O'Hanlan & Le Walker 



1 <os z. M 
I r 

l ' 
AUG _a it 199J 

·~ 



... 



CHRIS OTAHAL 
21 VINEYARD CT. 
HOLLISTER, CA 95023 

August 5,1993 

Dear Exxon Valdez Oil SpiU Trustee, 

AUG 11993 

EXXON V Oi · S~l 
-RUSTEE C01 ' \i\ 

f would like to express my support for a large portion of the 
remaining settJement monies - at feast 800/o- be used to acquire and 
protect habitat. This is a great opportunity to use the funds for direct on 
the ground habitat protection. Some of the money should be used for 
fisheries studies and management programs, but the real direct benefits 
will come from habitat protection. There have been many studies which 
indicate that habitat protection is necessary, so lets do it rather than 
wasting money on further studies which will give us the same 
conclusions. Thank you for taking my thoughts and concerns into 
consideration. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Chris Otahal 
Wildlife Biologist 



Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
1\nchorage,AJaska 99501 

Dear Sirs: 

July 30, 1993 

I wish to express my concern over your upcoming decision on the use of Oil Spill Settlement 
Funds. 

I believe that absolutely the best way to invest these funds is by buying habitat, thereby protecting 
wildlife habitat and entire watersheds from further man-made accidents. By purchasing at least 
those seven areas identified as part of the "citizen's vision", you will have made a decision that will 
protect a variety of plant and animal species and their habitats from the further ravages of man. 

I urge you to invest Oil Spill Settlement monies in the purchase of large areas of habitat and entire 
watersheds. 

s(!to 
Chris Olson 
10670 Cordova Rd. 
Cupertino, CA 95014 
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G 1993 Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council f,'J . 0 
645 •G• St. 
Anchorage, AK 99501 ·' 

July 31, 1993 

I support the purchase of habitat from willing private 
landowners as the ideal way to invest Oil Spill Settlement 
dollars. Habitat acquisition will allow oil impacted 
ecosystems time to recover without further stresses. If 
sellers are willing, large areas, including entire watersheds, 
should be bought and protected to ensure that effects can 
be controlled, rather than leaving parts that can effect the 
whole in other ownership. 

The vast majority of remaining Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation. 

I encourage you to buy and protect at least the 
following seven areas: 

-Port Gravina/Orca Bay 
• Port Fidalgo 
- Knight Island Passage 
- Kenai Fjords National Park 
- Port Chatham 
- Shuyak Straits 
- Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge 

Truly, ~Y,~ 
Tadcl V. Ottrn an 
3/fOII Wehfo()t /.....o61£ 

&emtm1- CA 'f't~SS 
I 
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DEDICATED TO THE STUDY AND CONSERVATION OF PACIFIC SEABIRDS AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT 

Craig S. Harrison 
Vice Chair for Conservation 
4001 North 9th Street #1801 
Arlington, Virginia 22203 

BY FAX (hard copy to follow) 

Dr. David R. Gibbons 
Exxon Valdez Oil Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

August 6, 1993 

Re: Comments on April 1993 "Restoration Plan" 

Dear Dr. Gibbons: 

This letter contains the Pacific Seabird Group's (PSG) comments on a document 
entitled "draft restoration plan" dated April 1993. PSG expected to receive a draft 
environmental impact statement (DEIS) that would contain the details of the Trustee 

)\r. S?!~­
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Council's proposed restoration plan. By letter dated June 21, 1993, we learned that the 
DEIS is not yet available. PSG's primary interest at this time is to comment on a DEIS, but 
we reiterate here our ideas concerning the draft restoration plan that we have submitted to the 
EVOS Trustee Council during the past two years. PSG recognizes the enormity of the 
Trustee Council's task in formulating a restoration plan, but urge it to make some hard 
decisions soon. PSG believes that there is ample scientific evidence and public consensus to 
proceed with some programs, including predator removal. PSG will object if the 1994 field 
season is funded in the absence of a final restoration plan. 

PSG is an international organization that was founded in 1972 to promote knowledge, 
study and conservation of Pacific seabirds. PSG draws its members from the entire Pacific 
Basin, and includes biologists who have research interests in Pacific seabirds, state and 
federal officials who manage seabird refuges and individuals with interests in marine 
conservation. PSG has hosted symposia on the biology and management of virtually every 



seabird species affected by the Exxon Valdez oil spill, and has sponsored symposia on the 
effects of the spill on seabirds. Issues relating to damages from the spill and restoration of 
seabird populations have been discussed by our members for years. Consensus on many 
issues was reached long ago. 

For example, we have previously observed that the best means to restore Alaska's 
seabird populations would be to remove rats, foxes and other alien creatures from colonies 
and former colonies. We stand by this opinion. We hope that, as we requested by letter 
dated November 20, 1992, the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service will soon submit to PSG for 
comment a multi-year plan that outlines a comprehensive approach to removing all exotic 
predators from seabird islands in Alaska within five years. 

PSG supports habitat acquisition. Our March 19, 1993 testimony to the House 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries concerning the restoration of Prince William 
Sound (copy enclosed) identified the islands that should be purchased. The Trustee Council 
solicits comment on whether 35%, 50%, 75% or 91% is an appropriate percentage of funds 
that should be spent to purchase habitat. There is insufficient information in the April 1993 
document to consider intelligently the trade-offs that these funding levels would entail. For 
example, would the 91% level preclude endowing chairs in marine ornithology? Would the 
75% level preclude a comprehensive predator control program? PSG objects to setting 
funding levels at this time. 

As stated in our letter to the Trustee Council dated April 14, 1993, PSG supports the 
endowment of chairs in marine ornithology at the University of Alaska as an appropriate use 
of some of the Exxon Valdez settlement funds. This use is justified under the enhancement 
provisions in the settlement documents. Endowed chairs can provide independent (non­
government) research, expertise for contract studies, public education and a source of well­
trained scientists to advise or be employed by the responsible agencies. 

Most birds killed in the spill were migratory. PSG reiterates its strong objection to 
limiting seabird restoration to the geographic area that the Trustee Council has identified as 
the spill area. The Trustee Council has spent too much effort attempting to restore seabird 
colonies at infeasible sites within the spill area instead of planning for compensatory 
restoration in breeding areas that may be far from the spill area. 

Finally, according to federal estimates published in 56 Federal Register 14687 (April 
11, 1991), the government processed the following numbers of oiled birds: common murres 
(10,428 plus some of the 8,851 unidentified murres), harlequin ducks (213), marbled 
murrelets (612 plus some of the 413 unidentified murrelets), pigeon guillemots (614) and 
black oystercatchers (9). PSG is concerned that the Trustee Council seems to limit 
restoration to species that account for about 21,000 of the 35,000 birds that were processed. 
Restoration should include the species that account for the other 14,000 dead birds (the actual 
number of dead birds being an unknown multiple of 14,000). As a reference point for this 
magnitude of injury to seabirds, the federal government is currently pursuing a major law 
suit in central California concerning a spill that it alleges oiled or damaged about 4,200 
seabirds. The Trustee Council should include in its restoration plan the damaged species it 



now seems to ignore, including yellow-billed loons, tufted puffins, grebes, shearwaters, · 
cormorants, oldsquaw, scoters, black-legged kittiwakes and ancient murrelets. 

In conclusion, PSG urges the Trustees to (1) fund the removal of predators from 
seabird colonies; (2) purchase seabird habitat; (3) endow university chairs; (4) expand 
restoration for migratory birds to include the entire state of Alaska; and (5) include all 
damaged species of seabirds in its restoration efforts. 

Sincerely, 

Craig S. Harrison 

Enclosure 
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DEDICATED TO THE STUDY AND CONSERVATION OF PACIFIC SEABIRDS AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT 

Craig S. Harrison 
Vice Chair for Conservation 
4001 North 9th Street #1801 
Arlington, Virginia 22203 

March 19, 1993 

Honorable Gerry E. Studds, Chairman 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
Room 1334, Longworth House Office Building 
Washington DC 20515-6230 

Re: Oversight Hearing on Restoration of Prince William Sound 

Dear Chairman Studds: 

1993 

l OIL SPI l 
COU CIL 

The Pacific Seabird Group (PSG) thanks the Chairman for this opportunity to provide 
our perspective on the restoration of Prince William Sound after the Exxon Valdez oil spill. 
PSG is an international organization that was founded in 1972 to promote knowledge, study 
and conservation of Pacific seabirds. PSG draws its members from the entire Pacific Basin, 
including Russia, Canada, Japan, Mexico, Australia and New Zealand. Among PSG's 
members are biologists who study seabirds, state and federal officials who manage seabird 
refuges, and individuals interested in marine conservation. During the past twenty years, 
PSG has hosted symposia on the biology and management of virtually every seabird species 
that the oil spill affected. PSG has commented extensively on the Trustees' restoration plans 
and one of our founders, James G. King, serves on the Trustees' Public Advisory Group. 

I. Seabirds Were Severely Damaged by the Oil Spill 

Seabirds are particularly vulnerable to oil spills and were perhaps the single resource 
most damaged by the Exxon Valdez spill. The Trustees estimate that the spill killed as many 
as 645,000 seabirds, including murres, loons, cormorants, pigeon guillemots, grebes, sea 
ducks, marbled murrelets, K.ittlitz' murrelets, bla€k oystercatchers, Bonaparte's gulls, arctic 
terns, black-legged kittiwakes and tufted puffins. PSG is particularly concerned about 
marbled murrelets because last September the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) listed the 
population of this species from Washington to California as threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act. 



2 

n. Restoration Activities, 1989-1992 

PSG recognizes that establishing an infrastructure to plan and implement wisely a $1 
billion restoration program is difficult and demanding. While PSG had some initial problems 
with opportunities to comment on the Trustees' work plans in a timely manner, we believe 
that the Trustees have resolved their organizational problems and intend to provide 
meaningful public involvement in the restoration process. We are especially encouraged that 
the Trustees have selected a Public Advisory Group and expect that the Trustees will give the 
opinions of the advisory group much weight. 

Despite improvements in the Trustees' procedures, PSG is concerned about some 
restoration policies. The Trustees seem to be applying an agency pork barrel approach to 
funding decisions and spend too much money on overhead and projects that do not directly 
restore natural re:;ources. The Trustees will spend $38 million on restoration during 1993 
that will have little tangible benefit to seabirds. We discuss below PSG's recommended 
approach to the future restoration of seabirds. PSG also believes that federal and state 
agencies should use their existing authorities to protect species damaged by the spill. For 
example, logging on government and private lands (e.g., inholdings in Kachemak Bay State 
Park and Afognak Island) that are prime habitat for marbled murrelets and harlequin ducks 
should be curtailed. The National Marine Fisheries Service should enforce the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act to protect marbled murrelets in Prince William Sound that drown in gillnets. 

PSG believes that the Trustees should ensure that they use the very best available 
science in making restoration decisions. Restoration requires a multi-disciplinary approach 
that uses a wide variety of expertise. It is especially important that the Trustees obtain a 
broad range of peer reviews from biologists who have international reputations in seabird 
restoration ecology. Many of the most qualified scientists live in Canada or the United 
Kingdom and, to the best of our knowledge, are not consulted during the reviews of project 
proposals. PSG would like an opportunity to submit names of additional peer reviewers to 
the Trustees. We also suggest that the Trustees establish procedures to ensure that their peer 
reviewers reveal any conflicts of interest that might influence their assessment and/or 
sponsorship of various restoration projects. On occasion, we believe that the Trustees have 
proposed studies that cannot be justified scientifically. 

In general, we believe that the damage assessment projects for seabirds have been 
worthwhile. PSG believes that understanding the magnitude of harm is important to decide 
the types and extent of restoration activities that may be necessary. PSG also believes that 
the studies on marbled murrelet and harlequin duck habitat requirements should prove to be 
very useful in assessing potential land acquisitions for these species. These studies also 
should assist federal and state forestry agencies in establishing the width of forested buffer 
strips that are necessary to protect the breeding sites of harlequin ducks. 
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m. Suggested Restoration Activities, 1993 and Beyond 

PSG understands that the restoration team is working on a draft Restoration Plan that 
will soon be available for public review. PSG intends to be as involved with that process as 
possible. PSG supports using restoration funds for options that are technically feasible, have 
a high potential to improve the recovery of injured resources and pass muster under a 
benefit/cost test. PSG believes that restoration options should be evaluated from the 
perspective of whether they benefit more than a single resource. PSG' s preferred options 
generally would benefit an entire community of seabirds (and often other organisms), not just 
a single species . 

. PSG is concerned that the Trustees have limited their consideration of the restoration 
of seabirds to the geographic area of the oil slick. While such a geographic criterion may be 
appropriate for inter-tidal organisms, it ignores the fact that seabirds are mieratory. Oiled 
seabirds were seen in the Pribilof Islands during 1989 and seabirds from the Shumagin and 
Aleutian Islands probably were killed. Birds may be moving into the oil spill area from 
elsewhere in Alaska to replace dead birds. The Trustees have thus far refused to implement 
restoration projects for seabirds elsewhere in Alaska that were directly or indirectly depleted 
by the spill. Our recommended approach, which we hope will be contained in the Trustees' 
draft Restoration Plan, focuses on habitat acquisition and the restoration of the natural bio­
diversity of seabird breeding islands. 

A. Habitat Acguisition 

Because protecting habitat benefits seabirds and all other wildlife species, PSG 
supports habitat acquisition as a means of restoring the actual or equivalent resources that the 
spill injured. Besides acquiring specific seabird colonies (Enclosure 1), PSG strongly 
supports the purchase of any old growth areas in Prince William Sound, the Kenai Peninsula 
and Afognak Island. These habitats are important to nesting marbled murrelets, bald eagles 
and harlequin ducks. Protecting these areas would benefit many other forms of wildlife such 
as salmon and black oystercatchers as well as enhance recreation opportunities. Land 
acquisition, however, can be extremely expensive and the Trustees should ensure that the 
lands purchased are valuable to wildlife and that the benefits are worth the cost. PSG 
suggests the Trustees consider the use of conservation easements as well as fee purchase. 
Restrictions on use and development may provide adequate protection at less cost, allowing 
more land to be protected. 

B. Restorin& Natural Bio-Diversity of Seabird Breedin& Islands 

PSG is disappointed that the Trustees have not begun to restore the natural bio­
diversity of the seabird colonies in the Alaska Maritime National Wildlife Refuge and 
elsewhere by promoting a program to eliminate exotic rats, foxes and other creatures that 
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have caused the local extinction of seabird colonies.!' Foxes that farmers released on seabird 
islands and later abandoned depress the breeding population of seabirds on the Alaskan 
Maritime National Wildlife Refuge by several million each year. FWS should humanely end 
the suffering of the foxes that were deserted in this hostile environment and barely survive by 
depredating seabird colonies. The Canadian Wildlife Service is using funds from the 
Nestucca oil spill to restore seabird habitat in the Queen Charlotte Archipelago, British 
Columbia, by removing introduced rats and raccoons. This means of restoration is 
financially feasible and highly effective. 

Predator removal has the highest yield of any action that the Trustees might take to 
restore the actual or equivalent populations of the twenty or so seabird species that the oil 
spill killed. It would help the entire seabird community to recover, including island-nesting 
sea ducks, dabbling ducks, oystercatchers, wintering waterfowl, puffins, murrelets, gulls and 
terns. For example, after farmers stocked Kaligagan Island with foxes in 1921, its seabird 
population plunged so low that the renowned Alaska naturalist Olaus Murie recommended 
that it continue as a fox farm. In the 1980s, after foxes had died out, Kaligagan supported 
125,000 burrowing seabirds. There is simply no scientific question that introduced predators 
such as rats and foxes devastate seabird colonies or that removing such creatures can enable 
the restoration of the natural bio-diversity to the breeding islands. 

IV. Conclusion 

PSG remains cautiously optimistic that the restoration can be a success. We believe 
that the Trustees have developed procedures to ensure that the trust funds will be spent 
wisely. We encourage the Trustees to use the very best science in making their decisions. 
Finally, we strongly encourage the Trustees to include in the draft Restoration Plan our 
suggestions to acquire appropriate seabird habitat and to restore the natural bio-diversity of 
seabird breeding islands. Non-native predators on breeding islands kill as many seabirds 
each year as several Exxon Valdez oil spills. Thank you for this opportunity to lend our 
expertise and views on these important issues. 

Sincerely, 

Enclosure 

1/ FWS had budgeted $50,000'in 1992" to remove introduced foxes from islands in the 
Alaska Maritime National Wildlife Refuge. We understand that the Director's office in 
Washington DC reprogrammed those funds elsewhere over the objections of the Alaska 
Regional Director and PSG. 
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PACIFIC SEABIRD GROUP 
' RECOMMENDED SEABIRD COLONIES TO ACQUIRE 

Aleck! Peninsula (South Side) 
Hip 
Sutwik 
Upiusbak 
Fox 
Hydra 
CeDtral 
l Unnamed islaDds (Nakalilok Bay) 
Unnamed Islands between Unarikshak IUid Kumlik 
Spitz 
Brothers 
Cbemi 
Sanak 

Fox l!!laDds (Eastern Aleutians) 
Taoginak (Akun) 
Kaligqu (iodudiq 7 islets on north side) 
Derbin (Tiaalda) 
Poa (Tiplda) 
Tanaik (Tiqalda) 
Unnamed islet (Trident Bay) 
Unnamed islet (Akun Strait) 
Puffin 
<>aanaea (Unalaska) 
Emerald (Unalaska) 
Ship Rock (Umnak Pass) 
Kigul (Uumak Pass) 
Ogcbul (Uumak) 
Venidof (Uumak) 
Aduaak (Uumak) 
Ananuliak (Uumak) 

Kodiak Island Vicinity 
Jilat 
TlJiidak 
Triplets 
Catberdral 
Ladder 
Sheep 
Cub 
Amee 
Nut 
Puffin 
John 
Cbioak Island and Rocks 
Utesistol 
Suitlak 
Middle 
KeJrur 

Bering Sea 

Kina 
Fairway Rock 
Ea (Norton Sound) 

Gulf or Alaska 
Saod 
Gull 
Middleton 
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DEDICATED TO THE STUDY AND CONSERVATION OF PACIFIC SEABIRDS AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT 

c...q s. Hanisou 
VJCe C~ ror Coaser.,atioa. 
4001 Nonla 9tla Street 11801 
Adi»acoa, Virwiaia %1203 

BY FAX (hard copy to follow) 

Dr. David R. Gibbons 
Exxon Valdez Oil Trustee Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

August 6, 1993 

Re: Comments on Apri11993 "Restoration Plan" 

Dear Dr. Gibbons: 

This letter contains the Pacific Seabird Group's (PSG) comments on a document 
entitled "draft restoration plan" dated April 1993. PSG expected to receive a draft 
environmental impact statement (DEIS) that would contain the details of the Trustee 
Council's proposed restoration plan. By letter dated June 21, 1993, we learned that the 
DEIS is not yet available. PSG's primary interest at this time is to comment on a DEIS, but 
we reiterate here our ideas concerning the draft restoration plan that we have submitted to the 
EVOS Trustee Council during the past two years. PSG recognizes the enormity of the 
Trustee Council's task in formulating a restoration plan, but urge it to make some hard 
decisions soon. PSG believes that there is ample scientific evidence and public consensus to 
proceed with some programs, including predator removal. PSG will object if the 1994 field 
season is funded in the absence of a final restoration plan. 

PSG is an international organization that was founded in 1972 to promote knowledge. 
study and conservation of Pacific seabirds. PSG draws its members from the entire Pacific 
Basin, and includes biologists who have research interests in Pacific seabirds, state and 
federal officials who manage seabird refuges and individuals with interests in marine 
conservation. PSG has hosted symposia on the biology and management of virtually every 
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seabird species affected by the Exxon Val®z oil spill, and has sponsored symposia on ·the 
effects of the spill on seabirds. Issues relating to damages from the spill and restoration of 
seabird populations have been discussed by our members for years. Consensus on many 
issues was reached long ago. 

For example, we have previously observed that the best means to restore Alaska's 
seabird populations would be to remove rats, foxes and other alien creatures from colonies 
and former colonies. We stand by this opinion. We hope that, as we requested by letter 
dated November 20, 1992," the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service wiH soon submit to PSG for 
comment a multi-year plan that outlines a comprehensive approach to removing all exotic 
predators from seabird islands in Alaska within five years. 

PSG supports habitat acquisition. Our March 19, 1993 testimony to the House 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries concerning the restoration of Prince William 
Sound (copy enclosed) identified the islands that should be purchased. The Trustee CounciJ 
solicits comment on whether 35%, 50%, 75% or 91% is an appropriate percenrage of funds 
that should be spent to purchase habitat. There is insufficient information in the April 1993 
document to consider intelligently tlle trade-offs that these fundin: levels would entail. For 
example, would the 91% level preclude endowing chairs in marine ornichology? Would the 
75% level preclude a comprehensive predator control program? PSG objects to setting 
funding levels at this time. 

As sr.ated in our letter to the Trustee Council dated April 14, 1993, PSG suppons the 
endowment of chairs in marine ornithology at the University of Alaska as an appropriate use 
of some of the Exxon Valdez settlement funds. This use is justified under the enhancement 
provisions in the settlement documents. Endowed chairs can provide independent (non­
government) research, expertise for contract studies, public education and a source of well­
trained scientists to advise or b.e employed by the responsible agencies. 

Most birds killed in the spill were migratory. PSG reiterates its strong objection to 
limiting seabird restoration to the geographic area that the Trustee Council has identified as 
the spill area. The Trustee Council has spent too much effort attempting to restore seabird 
colonies at infeasible sites within the spill area. instead of planning for compensatory 
restoration in breeding areas that may be far from the spill area. 

Finally, according to federal estimates published in 56 Federal Register 14687 (April 
11, 1991), the government processed the following numbers of oiled birds: common murres 
{10,428 plus some of the 8,851 unidentified murres), harlequin ducks (213) , marbled 
murrelets (612 plus some of the 413 unidentified murrelets), pigeon guillemocs (614} and 
black oystercatchers (9), PSG is concerned that the Trustee Council seems ro limit 
restoration to species that account for about 21 ,000 of the 35.000 birds that were processed. 
Restoration should include the species [ha[ account for the other 14,000 dead birds (the actual 
number of dead birds being an unknown multiple of 14,000). As a reference point for this 
magnitude of injury to seabirds, the federal government is currently pursuing a major law 
suit in central California concerning a spill that it alleges oiled or damaged about 4,200 
seabirds. The Trustee Council should include in its restoration plan the damaged species it 
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now seems to ignore, including yellow-billed loons, tufted puffins, grebes, shearwaters, 
cormorants, oldsquaw, seaters, black-legged kittiwakes and ancient murrelets. 

In conclusion, PSG urges the Trusrees to (1) fund the removal of predators from 
seabird colonies; (2) purchase seabird habitat; (3) endow university chairs; (4) expand 
restoration for migratory birds to include the entire state of Alaska; and (5) include all 
damaged species of seabirds in its restoration efforts. 

Sincerely, 

Craig S. Harrison 

Enclosure 

P.4/4 
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TELECOPY INFORMATION /~ 21 !1 

TO: Name: 

Hunton & Williams 
P.o. Box 19230 

washington, DC 20036 

Telecopy Number: (202)778-2201 

Dr. David R. Gibbons 

C'~@:©~OW~~ 
f11 AUG 0 6 1993 

EXXON VAlDEZ Oil ILL 
.iRUSTEE COU CIL 

Firm: Exxon Valdex oil Spill Restoration Team 

Location: Anchorage, Alaska 

Teleccpy Number: 907-276-7178 

No. Paqes .. Including cover 

FROM: Name: Craig s. Harrison, Esq. 

Extension: 202-778-2240 

special Instructions: Hard copy and enclosure will 
follow by mail. 
operator: Date: 08/06/93 

Time: 

Client/Matter Name: Personal 

Client/Matter Number: 77777.000671 

(For confirmation or assistance with problems, call 202/955-1611) 



July 8, 1993 

BETTY PAIGE 
PO BOX 841 

VALDEZ, ALASKA 99686 

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

Dear Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council; 

I I OB M 

r, ...... 0 I '() ') 
v 1;:;.:~..; 

The construction of a Center in Valdez incorporating a Visitor 
Center, Native Culture Center, and Oil Spill Center is a most 
worthwhile proposal for Oil Spill Restoration revenues. This 
project will create new human resource opportunities for those hurt 
by the 1989 spill, provide a cultural center in cooperation with 
the Valdez Native Asso., create a artifact viewing and oil spill 
restoration display, along with a much needed new Visitor Center. 

Some have questioned the proposed spending of oil spill restoration 
revenues on different projects from land acquisition to study after 
study after study; your charge is not an easy one, but it would 
seem a Center containing a variety of the educational and 
historical composition as stated above along with housing Oil Spill 
studies and accommodating visitors to the Prince William Sound 
would be more in keeping with your goal for allocation of these 
monies. 

Please give this proposal your sanction. 

s~~~ e, 

~y ~a~ 
Accountant 
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P.O. Box 484 
Valdez, AK 99686 
10 August 1993 

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

Gentlemen: 

~:n:0N "· · 
'.'hl!S · 

It has come to my attention that the Valdez Native 
Association has proposed that a Valdez Cultural Center 
and Artifact Repository be built in the city of Valdez 
to promote and house archaelogical studies and findings 
for the Prince William Sound area. 

The archaelogical significance of this area has not been 
tapped into nearly as much as it should be. A center such 
as that proposed would encourage more in-depth studies 
of our native cultures in the Sound area. 

Since Valdez has become a focal point for the Prince 
William Sound natives, it is understandable that such a 
center should be built here. The mass numbers of visitors 
and tourists who come through here would definitely sup­
port such a venture. 

Please support this proposal. The area and its peoples 
would benefit from it considerably. 

Sincerely, . 

~~---
Tweet Parker 

SP!l.. 
t t 'J 



_ _ } ___ ~ wv-.i\"'~ ~" 1o"" kc...~.~.t~ I s"'-ppo.-+ Mk .. N ... ie 

-~\cw (\)od ?- · 

_ I ~c•~ ..,~} -;;2_ w-ee.ks (h) P.-._~~.lJ,·OIM. ~o IMid ~-~~ ~l 

roJ,~,., .. I We.rsk;v 'Sc.kool ( 1\)o\..S). L.- li•'N~ CcJ,_ :I do ·~- 'tk Lo~>-

sh.ovll ~· \~-I\ "'-l I.W:!i:f~ileJ ~ ~ss;b(<t.. Jlto..1k.._ b~ v;>-~""- of 

it~ 'f-(.-~of~t-~<1~~ '*" c...L'M.o..i~ ~s ~ o ~ ~ 6__ O~A.r b.~i- loJi-

~~ 
--y-- -

T ~ 'to"- -b 1-Qv~~L -Rt_ AAON~ ik.f '~ \At f,..llM f.,..,..M\ 

sA-\tMlAii- ~\) ~ M~y.,'Mv..rv... _k i'N~~~ tl.~ ~~ M.~Ack hOl~,·ict{ \ s 



Trevor H Parrott 
4115 W Wood Drive 
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Dear Exxon Valdez Trustee-=: /7 "'2.. 8 .--1 

Please register my vote ror ALTERNATIVE 2 among the restoration plans you are 
considering. As someone interested in the ~t t'0'2-m of environmental recovery from the 
Exxon oil spill, I wish to see the greatest amount of threatened wildlife habitat in the spill 
zone acquired. 

ALTERNATNE 2 dedicates 91% of the remaining $600 million in the fund to habitat 
acquisition. In addition, my highest priority for lands to be acquired are Native inholdings 
and other private parcels from willing sellers within the Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge. 
Thank you. 

t--1~..J; 
frz; 't~=t<f] 



Exxon Valdez Trustee Council 
645 "Gn Street 

Anchorage, AK 99501 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustees 
Exxon Oil Spill Restoration Office 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Dear Trustees, 

August 6, 1993 

I understand that you are rece1v1ng comments which will be used to 
prepare a final restoration plan to be presented, this fall. It is 
my request that you use 80 percent of the remaining funds for 
habitat protection and 20 percent for fisheries studies and 
management programs. 

If habitat protection is not given top priority, it is my concern 
that such occurences as hundreds of thousands of private forest 
land being clearcut will add to the already devastating 
consequences of the spill. 

Thank you for considering my comments and concerns. 

Sincerely, 

~d~ 
PO Box 582 
Louisville, co 80027 



August 3, 1993 

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

Dear Council Members: 

r 
J;...) 

This letter is to urge you to follow the "citizen vision" 

4-Z 
~~~ M 

for the acquisition of priority habitat in Prince William 
Sound and the Western Gulf of Alaska. Such action is the only 
appropriate course to follow since the funding is the result 
of the legal action taken to restore the damage to the 
ecosystem as a result of the spill. The purchase of these 
pristine and sensitive natural areas will help protect these 
entire ecosystems from future destructive development such 
as clear cutting. 

Be a good steward for these lands and waters and the generation 
of the future will applaud your name. 

Sincerely, 

1 /J -~ / 
/tJ~r> · ~~~ 
Richard L. Pipes 
Member of the Alaska Coalition 
2111 Olympia 
Pleasanton, Texas 78064 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

Dear Council Members: 

Carolyn Prentiss 
996 Oak Street 

Ashland, OR 97520 

July 30, 1993 

Your Oil Spill Settlement monies offer a rare opportunity to save 
timber lands for future use and enjoyment by buying land and 
timber rights from willing sellers without using taxpayer 
dollars, while giving oil-impacted ecosystems a chance at 
restoration. 

Buying habitat is the very best way to invest Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars. The majority of rema1n1ng Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation. Large areas, including entire watersheds should be 
bought and protected (as with the recent 42,000 acre purchase at 
Seal Bay on Afognak). 

The Trustees should buy and protect at least the following areas: 
Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalgo; Knight Island Passage; Kenai 
Fjords National Park; Port Chatham Shuyak Straits; and the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

With the funds available and the need clear, this is your chance 
to make a difference that can be an important part of your legacy 
to mankind. Please take it. 

Appreciatively yours, 

Carolyn Prentiss 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" St. 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

July 31, 1993 

I support the purchase of habitat from willing 
private landowners as the ideal way to invest Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars. Habitat acquisition will allow oil 
impacted ecosystems time to recover without further 
stresses. If sellers are willing, large areas, including 
entire watersheds, should be bought and protected to 
ensure that effects can be controlled, rather than leaving 
parts that can effect the whole in other ownership. 

The vast m~ority of remaining Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation. . 

I encourage you to buy and protect at least the 
following seven areas: 

- Port Gravina/Orca Bay 
- Port Fidalgo . 
- Knight Island Passage 
- Kenai Fjords National Park 
-Port Chatham 
- Shuyak Straits 
-Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge 



David R. Richards 
20 Kevin Drive 

Rochester, New York 14625 
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Dear Exxon Valdez Trustees. 
J l 2 4-. fv1 

Please register my vote for ALTERNATIVE 2 among the restoration plans you are 
considering. As someone interested in the best form 'If environmental recovery from the 
Exxon oil spill, I wish to see the greatest amount of thi-eatened wildlife habitat in the spill 
zone acquired. 

ALTERNATIVE 2 dedicates 91% of the remaining $600 million in the fund to habitat 
acquisition. In addition, my highest priority for lands to be acquired are Native inholdings 
and other private parcels from willing sellers within the Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge. 
Thank you. 
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To the trustees, 

I understand you are accepting public comment concerning 

the Exxon settlement and how to use the remaining $600 million. 

I have read the five alternatives and while Alternatives 

2 and 3 would allocate most of the funds for habitat protection, 

they have certain drawbacks. I must side with the conservation 

groups who recommend using 80% of the funds for habitat 

protection and the other 20% f or fi sheries studies· and management 

programs. 

There is no doubt that longterm damage was done to Prince 

William Sound and Alternative 1 (doing nothing) is totally 

unacceptable. The area is a fragile ecosystem due to the damage 

done by the Exxon Valdez spill. It is imperative to fund habitat 

protection to prevent any further damage being done. 

The studies are needed to assess damage and determine what 

specific areas need the most help. The management programs 

are needed to ensure that the balance of nature is restored 

and maintained. Please adopt the conservationist coalition's 

alternative (80%/20%). 

Sincerely, 

Mark Ritchey 
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2248 Knoll Circle 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G fitr-et:~t 

Anchorage, AK 99501 

Di·?.:'lr Tl'"' u~:; t ep~:;: 

We urge the Council to use Exxon Settlement funds for 
wildlife habitat acquisition. With the spill and cleanup 
now history we feel it behooves us to protect the impacted 
area from further environmental damage. Many areas in 
Prince William Sound and along the Kenai coast are 
threatened by self-interest groups that appear to have no 
consideration for the protection of these lands for future 
generations. Purchasing these critical areas will help 
insure that our children and generations of American to come 
can enJOY these lands and their delicate ecosystems as we 
havE~. 

Donald H. and Marion C. 
F:i c:htE?I'" 



August 4, 1993 

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

Dear Trustees: 

' . 

Please support, vote to approve, and work to implement the 
"citizens' vision" for spending most remaining Oil Spill Settle­
ment funds to acquire private land and timber rights in at least 
the following seven areas: Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalgo; 
Knight Island Passage; Kenai Fjords National Park; Port Chatham; 
Shuyak Straits; and Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge. 

Salmon, bald eagles, harlequin ducks, marbeled murrelets, and 
many other species severely harmed by the oil spill depend 
upon forest habitats. Many of these forest habitats are jeo­
pardized by large-scale logging, including clearcutting. 

The settlement funds cannot bring back the wildlife killed in 
the spill, nor remove spill-associated toxins from the marine 
ecosystem. But these settlement funds can and should be used 
to acquire private forest lands and timber rights so that 
important habitats will receive necessary protection. Indeed, 
this is the best and most appropriate use for most of the 
remaining settlement funds. 

In this regard, I support and applaud the use of some settlement 
funds to protect Kachemak Bay on the Kenai and Seal Bay on 
Afognak Island. 

Please continue these acquisitions to protect entire watersheds, 
wherever possible. 

Thank you very much for considering my views. 

Sincerely, 

ce~ 
cc: President Bill Clinton 

Governor Walter J. Hickel 
Interested parties 

129 East Fairview Ave., Apt. 2 
Glendale, CA 91207 
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Chuck Schall 
10001 w. Bay Harbor Dr, #308 
Bay Harbor Islands, FL 33154 

July 30, 1993 

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

Dear Council Members: 

Your Oil Spill Settlement monies offer a rare opportunity to save 
timber lands for future use and enjoyment by buying land and 
timber rights from willing sellers without using taxpayer 
dollars, while giving oil-impacted ecosystems a chance at 
r estoration. 

Buying habitat is the very best way to invest Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars. The majority of rema~n~ng Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
devastation. Large areas, including entire watersheds should be 
bought and protected (as with the recent 42,000 acre purchase at 
Seal Bay on Afognak). 

The Trustees should buy and protect at least the following areas: 
Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalgo; Knight Island Passage; Kenai 
Fjords National Park; Port Chatham Shuyak Straits; and the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

With the funds available and the need clear, this is your chance 
to make a difference that can be an important part of your legacy 
to mankind. Please take it. 

Appreciatively yours, 

Chuck Schall 



Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

August 3,1993 

Dear Sirs: 

1~48 M 

r.u s o c '! 993 

-· \" . ,, 

As a visitor to your state I am writing to urge you to follow the 
recommendations of the Alaska Chapter of the Sierra Club to purchase 
private in holdings in the Gulf of Alaska. What Alaska is seeking is long 
term economic stability, not the boom and bust of short term exploitation 
such as we have seen in western Colorado. Real economic stability will 
come from Alaska's scenic natural values, not timber and oil. The people 
with real money to spend will come for fishing, hunting, touring and other 
outdoor activities that benefit a wide range of Alaskans, much more so 
than extractive industries. Look at the "Lower 48", you can't have it both 
ways, shoot for long term economic stability. 

Sincerely, 

~an~ ling 
1670 N 1/2 Road 
Fruita, CO 81521 



·-· Sierra Oub 
Alaska Field Office 
241 E. Fifth Avenue, Suite 205, Anchorage, Alaska 99501 
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August 6, 1993 

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

f UG 0 G 1993 

( ' C'' • 

RE: 11 Draft Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Restoration Plan Summary of 
Alternatives for Public Comment 11 

Gentlemen: 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. We have not 
necessarily responded to each of the questions in the 11 brochure. 11 

Instead, we discuss the issues we consider most important, while 
suggesting a different approach that we believe the restoration 
plan should take. 

1) The Restoration Plan format 

The Sierra Club believes that the Restoration Plan should not 
attempt to name precise percentages or amounts of money to be 
spent on different categories of activities. We recommend a 
simple Plan that describes rules and policies for Trustee Council 
decisions. We recommend the following principles: 

Leqalitv: Trustees should clarify what is legal and what is not 
legal under the oil spill settlement. The settlement is not a 
11 slush fund 11 for worthy projects. Only projects which advance 
restoration may be funded. Education and research are worthy 
goals, but are not legal unless they advance restoration of 
resources and services damaged in the Exxon Valdez oil spill. 

Effectiveness: Trustees should select only those projects which 
are MOST EFFECTIVE at restoring or preventing further damage to 
the resources and services which were damaged in the oil spill. 
The question of whether a project is "time-critical" should no 
longer be considered relevant. The question of how severely a 
resource or service was damaged is also not relevant. For 
example, even though murres were the most damaged of any bird 
species, it should not follow that murre projects necessarily 
receive high levels of support. Projects to restore murres -- or 
any other resources or service -- should be funded only if they 
will be highly effective at doing so. Massive construction 
projects do not restore damaged resources and services. 

Ecosystem protection: Trustees should give priority to projects 
which restore and protect whole ecosystems, rather than only one 
resource or service. 

---------Printed on Recycled Paper ________ _ 



Oil Spill Restoration Plan Comments 
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Page 2 

Harmlessness: Trustees should not fund projects which harm a 
damaged resource or service. For example, a hatchery project 
which increases the numbers of a certain species but reduces 
genetic diversity by damaging wild stocks should not be funded. 
Projects which increase human use at the expense of damaged 
resources must not be funded. 

Geographical priority: Trustees should give preference to 
projects within the oil spill area, with a diminishing preference 
as projects move further away from it. However, projects outside 
the oil spill a rea should be allowed if they meet the other 
guidelines, and especially if they can be accomplished more 
effectively outside the spill area. One of the most effective 
ways to restore bird habitat is to eliminate predators (such as 
foxes) which have been introduced to islands by humans. While 
there are few islands with introduced predators within the spill 
zone, they do occur along the Alaska Peninsula, the Pribilofs, 
and the Aleutians. Removal of introduced foxes on these islands 
is an appropriate and highly effective way to replace bird 
habitat. Land acquisition outside the spill zone is also 
appropriate if habitat values are high. Many of the birds and 
fish killed in the oil spill are migratory. 

Long term effectiveness: Trustees should prefer projects which 
provide lasting protection for injured resources and services. A 
project which speeds up recovery of a damaged population by a few 
years is a far less effective use of settlement funds than a 
project which helps protect populations in perpetuity. 
Replanting seaweed, or reducing numbers of indigenous avian 
predators are examples of poor uses of funds because they make 
only a short term difference in restoration. 

No pork: Trustees must not use settlement funds to supplement 
normal agency functions or to subsidize private enterprise. 

Effective schedule: Trustees should not tie the schedule of 
expenditures directly to the schedule of Exxon's payments. 
Projects which would be most effective if implemented soon should 
be implemented, with a schedule of payments over time, if 
necessary. It is far more sensible to negotiate for large areas 
of habitat acquisition, and pay for them over time, than to make 
small purchases each year in order to keep within the scheduled 
payments from Exxon. On the other hand, a plan for monitoring 
and study should extend beyond the last payment from Exxon in 
2001. Some funds should be set aside for this purpose. However, 
endowments are not an effective use of settlement funds. Far too 
little money would be available now, when it is most needed. 
Also, it would become increasingly difficult to ensure that funds 
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would be used as intended, to restore damage from the Exxon 
Valdez oil spill. 

2) Habitat Protection 

The Sierra Club believes that the best use of oil spill 
restoration funds is habitat protection. We are on record as 
favoring expenditure of 80% of the original $900 million for this 
purpose. Unfortunately, this appears to be no longer pos s ible, 
due to the amount of money that has been spent or committed for 
other purposes. We rec ogni ze that t here a re other legitimate 
needs for some of the remaining funds. For example, there is a 
great deal of popular support for studies of damaged fisheries, 
and this is an appropriate use of some funds. 

However, habitat protection is the most effective use of funds. 
It is legal, it is highly effective, it protects the entire 
ecosystem, it is harmless, and it provides very long term 
benefits. Large scale protection could be implemented over the 
next two years, and paid for over the full eight years of Exxon's 
payments. Numerous privately owned areas provide high value 
habitat for damaged resources and opportunities for services. 
These areas are threatened with degradation which must be 
prevented through acquisition of land and/or development rights. 

The Trustees should pursue large areas for acquisition, not just 
logging permit areas or buffer strips. Priority areas should 
include the following (in geographical order, from east to west): 

o Port Gravina/Orca Bay, including Sheep Bay, Simpson Bay, the 
Rude River drainage, and Hawkins Island (Eyak Corporation) 

o Port Fidalgo (Tatitlek) 
o Knight Island Passage, including Eshamy Bay, Jackpot Bay, 

and Knight Island (Chenega) 
o Kenai Fjords National Park (Port Graham and English Bay) 
o Port Chatham (English Bay) 
o Shuyak Straits from Red Peaks to Seal Bay (Afognak Joint 

Venture) 
o Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge (Akhiok-Kaguyak, Old Harbor, 

Koniag) 

3) Administration 

The Trustees should reorganize their · administration to improve 
efficiency and reduce conflicts of interest. We recommend a 
strong executive director, with staff chosen for their expertise 
in the necessary fields. Trustees should abandon the model of 
requiring at least one staff member from each agency on each 
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committee. For example, a habitat protection committee should be 
made up of experts in land acquisition. It does not need staff 
from agencies which do not manage land. Habitat acquisition 
should be centralized, rather than divided among different 
agencies with different procedures, different levels of · 
expertise, and different levels of motivation. Projects should 
not be proposed and recommended by the agencies that stand to 
benefit from their funding; this is a conflict of interest which 
leads to "pork-barrel" projects and diversion of funds to 
supplement normal agency functions. 

Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely, 

<f~ 
Pamela Brodie 



Exxon Valdex Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Gentlemen, 

AUG 0 6 1993 

EXXON V I S •. 
- IRUSTE ... COU ,CI . 

Please support use of the Settlement funds for habitat purchases. 
It is the best way to , restore their damaged popu~ations and to 
protect them for the future. 

As a flight attendant I am in the Alaska area frequently and I 
have a great love for the unique beauty and wildlife in the area. 
The travelers I speak with feel the same. 

This is your opportunity to do something truly meaningtul for 
the "long run" of habitat protection. 

Private owner~ will be paid for the value of their land and 
the public interest is saved as well. 

Please support habitat acquisitions in the following areas" · 

Port Gravina/ Orca Bay Port Fidalgo 

Passage Kenai Fjords National Park 

Knight Island 

Port ·chatham 

Shuyak Straits Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge 

Thank you very much, 

A.K. Smiley 
6739 Round Oak Rd. 
Penngrove, Ca 94951 

August 4, 1993 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchoraqe. Alaska 99501 

Dear Trustees: 

j5j/ 

ml -
AUG 0 6 1993 

EXX~N . OH SPilL 
· RUSTEE ~ou~ Cit 

7167 Maryland Ave. 
Cincinnati. OH 45236 
Auqust 3. 1993 

I would like to recommend that usinq the Settlement funds to 
protect wildlife habitat is the very best way to restore the 
areas damaqed by the Exxon spill. Larqe areas should be bought, 
protectinq wildlife habitat from further devastation. 

Please buy and protect the followinq crucial areas: 

Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalqo; the Knight Island Passage 
watershed; Port Chatham; the Shuyak Straits watershed and 
aauatic environment; and inholdinqs in Kenai Fjords National 
Park and Kodiak National Wildlife Refuqe. 

The buyinq of land and timber riqhts on these parcels will 
protect these fraqile habitats and all prevent destructive 
development and clear-cut loqqing. 

Sincere 1 y. f)__JJ 

Ht!(}iKJ;ffS 
Jeffrey Smith 



August 4, 1993 

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

Dear Trustees: 

!1:.1 G 0 G 1993 C./ 

EXi\O'J J . f. SPll. 
rnUSTEE GO 1 Cll 

I request your support and approval for the "citizens' vision" 
for use of the vast majority of remaining Oil Spill Settlement 
funds for the protection of critical wildlife habitats. 

The Exxon Valdez spill was a major environmental disaster. 
Unfortunately, Settlement funds cannot bring back dead, oil­
soaked wildlife. However, another foreseeable environmental 
tragedy of potentially equal or greater proportion is the massive 
logging and fragmentation of this region's forests. 

Ultimately, this logging and associated road building may do more 
to reduce the long-term productivity and sustainability of 
fisheries and wildlife than the spill itself. Thus, it is logi­
cal to spend the Settlement funds where they can help avoid 
future environmental problems, rather than the largely unmiti­
gateable impacts from the spill. 

The scientists working under the relatively new disciplines of 
landscape ecology and conservation biology are teaching us that 
future conservation and management programs must shift to become 
proactive, preventive, ecosystem-based, and at a watershed or 
larger level. In other words, most existing protected · habitat 
for fisheries and wildlife may not sustain healthy viable 
populations over time, if surrounding habitats are increasingly 
converted and/or fragmented. These recent lessons should be 
applied in spending the remaining Settlement funds to acquire 
private lands and timber rights in a manner which will protect 
the natural productivity and connectivity of at least watershed­
scale habitats. 

Thank you very much for your consideration. 

5604 Rosedale Way 
Sacramento, CA 95822 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Dear Trustee Council, 

Haverford College 
Haverford, PA 19041 
August 1, 1993 

I am concerned about the environment of our world and am 
especially concerned about our nation's last unspoiled 
wilderness, Alaska. I am a tourist of Alaska and have several 
relatives in the area. I enjoy vacationing in places which have 
not yet been touched by the disfiguring hand of modern human 
society. 

The oil spill in Valdez, Alaska--caused by Exxon--has been 
one of the greatest environmental catastrophes in recent memory. 
Right now, little can be done to reduce the damage that the spill 
has caused. The least that the EVOS Trustees can do is draft a 
Restoration Plan respectful to the Alaskan environment that Exxon 
has irrevocably ruined. Buying wildlife habitat should be the 
cornerstone of the plan. It is the most effective way to ensure 
recovery of the spill-impacted area and also serves to protect 
these areas from possible devastation in the future. The habitat 
should be purchased over broad areas, including entire 
watersheds. The recent 42,000 acre purchase at Seal Bay on 
Afognak is a good example for the kind of purchase I have in 
mind. I recommend that the Trustees move quickly to purchase the 
areas of Port Gravina & Orca Bay, Port Fidalgo, Knight Island 
Passage, Kenai Fjords National Park, Port Chatham, Shuyak 
Straits, and Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge. 

Please rush to protect these as well as any other areas that 
the council or other Alaskans feel need protection. In this way, 
the Settlement funds can be used for what they should be used 
for--present and future protection of the Alaskan environment. 
It is really a small piece of retribution for such a grotesque 
environmental disaster. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Edward J. Stamas 
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Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

Dear Council Members: 

/C::,5'3 M 

Jasna Stefanovic 
700 Steiner #603 

San Francisco, CA 94117 

July 30, 1993 

Your Oil Spill Settlement monies offer a rare opportunity to save 
timber lands for future use and enjoyment by buying land and 
timber rights from willing sellers without using taxpayer 
dollars, while giving oil~impacted ecosystems a chance at 
r estoration. 

Buying habitat is the very best way to invest Oil Spill 
Settlement dollars. The majority of remaining Settlement funds 
should be spent to protect wildlife habitat from further 
deva station. Large areas, including entire wate rsheds shou l d be 
bought and protected (as with the recent 42,000 acre purchase at 
Seal Bay on Afognak). 

The Trustees should buy and protect at least the following areas: 
Port Gravina/Orca Bay; Port Fidalgo; Knight Island Passage; Kenai 
Fjords National Park; Port Chatham Shuyak Straits; and the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

With the funds available and the need clear, this is your chance 
to make a difference that can be an important part of your legacy 
to mankind. Please take it. 

Jasna Stefanovic 



August 6, 1993 

Exxon Va ldez Oi l Spill Trustees Council 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Dear Trustees Council: 

P.O. Box 100171 
Anchorage, AK 99510 

r u c; o 6 19 3 

I am writing in response to your request for public comments 
on the restoration plan for the Exxon spill settlement monies. I 
would like to see the money spent to protect habitat. Protecting 
wildlife habitat which is threatened will allow us to protect the 
true victims of the oil spill - fish wildlife, plants and people 
dependent on subsistence lifestyles. This would be the most 
fitting way to respond to such a tragedy. 

Please consider this proposal as a priority as you develop 
your restoration plan. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

R. John Strasenburgh 

... 



John R. Swaasoa 
3400 Edmund Blvd. 

Mlaaeapolis, MN .5.5406 
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August 4, 1993 

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

/&3o2 

I am writing to voice my opinions on the use of settlement funds from the Exxon Valdez oil 
spill. I support the use of these funds for the acquisition and protection of wildlife habitat. 
Acquisition of habitat is probably the best way to protect wildlife. In fact, purchase and 
protection of entire watersheds would be ideal. Specific areas which should be a high priority 
for purchase include those in the Citizen's Vision Plan and listed below. 

Port Gravina/Orca Bay 

Port Sidalgo 

Knight Island Passage 

Kenai Fjords National Park 

Port Chatham 

Shuyak Straits 

Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on your plans for use of the settlement funds. Keep 
up the good work. 

Sincerely, 

1 • 
' .. 
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Marlyn J. Twitchell 
1337 Virginia Court 

Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

August 6, 1993 

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

Dear Trustee Council Members: 

/65<? M 

r 

J ·~ UJ3 

This letter is in response to your request for comments on the restoration 
plan for the Exxon spill settlement funds. 

As a second generation Alaskan, I have seen considerable change in the 
state, much of it destructive to the long-term interests of the state and, ultimately, to 
those of us who plan to spend the rest of our lives here. Consequently, I would like 
to see the settlement funds used to protect habitat. Protecting habitat, currently 
threatened by logging, will ensure the long-term health of fish, wildlife, plants and 
the individuals in the area who engage in a subsistence lifestyle. Preservation of 
Alaska's abundant resources -- particularly its economically important fisheries -­
and unique rural lifestyle will ensure the main components of the quality of life and 
stable economic base we enjoy today is there for future generations. This would be 
the most appropriate form of response to a painful, destructive tragedy, the extent of 
which we still do not know. 

plan. 
Please consider habitat acquisition a priority as you develop your restoration 

Thank you for considering public comment on this subject. 

Sincerely, 

~!~ 



YJ 



\ 
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374 S. Edison Avenue 
Elgin, IL 60123 
August 4, 1993 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 1 G 1 Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

Dear Sirs, 

f.-- G 0 ( 19J3 

I would like to ask for your support for spending the 
greatest part of the remaining Settlement funds for the purchase 
and protection of wildlife habitat. Please consider purchase 
of land and timber rights in these critical areas: 

Kenai Fjords National Park inholdings 

Knight Island Passage 
\ Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge; proposed adjacent developments 

Port Chatham 
Port Fidalgo 

Port Gravina/Orca Bay 

Shuyak Straits 

I appreciate your previous decisions to use funds for Ka­
chemak Bay and Seal Bay, and I trust that you will have the wis­
dom and good judgement to do similar good with the remaining funds. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Stephen Warb 1 e ,, 
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Exxon Oil Spill Restoration Office 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I Co55 1'4 

fJG09 1993 

August 3, 1993 

Of the alternatives proposed by the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill 
Trustees, I favor Alternative 2. 

However I wish to urge the Trustees to adopt an alternative 
proposed by a coalition of conservation groups: using 80 percent 
of the funds for the protection of habitat. I believe this would 
protect some areas near Prince William Sound from clear cutting, 
an activity that would only increase the devastation of this 
region. 

Sincerely yours, 

r\? ~~~-l-_ 
Peggy~rick 
5898 Misty Ridge Drive 
Tucson, AZ 85718 



P.O. Box 10-3747 
Anchorage, Alaska 

99510-3747 

(907) 694-7 442 

/&27 /1 ~~ 
. AUG 0 6 1993 

Dear EVOS Trustee Council: 

EXXOt~ VAlDEZ OIL SPILL 
·:RUSTEE COUHCII 

ess Birding Adventures 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill 

Trustee Counci 1 
645 G Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

August 5, 1993 

Bob Dittrick and I own Wilderness Birding Adventures, a small 
Alaskan guiding business specializing in birding and wildlife 
viewing trips in remote wilderness areas. We travel in small 
groups (nine people or less, including guides) and practice 
"minimum impact" camping techniques. Our business is resource 
dependent, but in a non- consumptive manner. The resource we 
rely on is a healthy and pristine wilderness environment. We 
conduct sea kayaking trips in Prince William Sound. Bob is a 
member of the Alaska Wilderness Recreation and Tourism 
Association board of directors. 

Our recommendation to you is to utilize the remaining Exxon 
Valdez Oil Spill settlement monies to purchase habitat that is 
presently or potentially at risk of being logged or otherwise 
developed. You have an unprecedented opportunity to preserve 
intact entire watersheds which will be of vital long-term 
importance not only to tourism and non-commercial recreation, 
but also to the fisheries. Everyday we hear of environmental 
problems (with major economic ramifications) that can be traced 
to the destruction or dissection of habitat. Please take this 
unique opportunity to preserve our intricately balanced natural 
ecosystems along the coastline of southcentral Alaska. I 
support the purchase of the seven areas identified in the 
"citizens' vision" plan, as well as any critical nesting or 
spawning habitat. 

Thank you very much. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Lisa Moorehead 



AUG- 0-93 FRI 15:12 I r; I I tv'l ~· o 1 , 

f[)\ @©IS.u [g~ 
l~ ruG o 6 1993 

EXXON VAlDEZ OIL S \L:.. 
iRUSTEE COUl!C\L 

THE WILDERNESS SOCIETY 

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

August 6. 1993 

R.E: Restoration Plan: Summary of Alternatives for 
Public Comment 

Dear Trustee Council: 

The Wilderness Society is pleased to provide comment~ on the proposed 
Restoration Plan for the Exxon Valdez oil spill. National intere~t.s are tmly lH .!!'take. 
Must oiled shorelines were within the boundaries of conservar.ion unit" cfesign::itcd hy the 
Alaska National Interest Lands Act. Dcsiinated Wilderness ~horcline~ of Katm<~i 
National Park ami D~charurr National Wildlife Refuge, proposed Wilderness in Chugach 
National Forest and Kenai fjords Natiuual Park. ami the spectacular dcfacto wilderness 
coasts of other national parks and wilulifc r~fuges were harmed by the oil spill. A-. well, 
the federal Trustees must represent the pulJlk trust ur all Americans in their decisions 
concerning wilderness, wildlife, and other natural re~ouu;c~ ttml services thm were 
damaged by the oil spill. 

The cornerstone of the Restoration Plan .should be an ecosystem apvwach that 
provides restorution by preventing further damage to injured resources by prOlectiug 
threatened fish and wildlife hnbitnt wilhin coastal forests, river5, and shoreline~ by 
acquiring land, development or timber rights. or conservation casements on a wiJiing 
seller basis. The Trustee Council needs to move beyond the approach of conducting 
negotiations by individual agencies for relatively small pnrccls to a more comprehensive 
approach supported by a team of top-notch negotiators. 

We also believe that the Trustees must be dedicated to a well designeu long-term 
ecological monitoring program using a small portion of the funds. Investigation of on­
eoing clamage to fisheries and wildlife resources L~; necessary and should be done in the 
context of :.~ comprehensive and wcU integrated program thal ach.lresses not only 
individual species, hut ::tl"o the relationships between various components of the mtuinc 
and terrestrial ecosystem~. 

We oppose endowments due to the immin~nt need for m~um leeway in 

AI.ASKA REGION 

-t}o WUSl' 7'1'11 h VENUE, hNCllORhGE, hi\ 99501 

TfL. (907) 272·9453 l'"AX (907) 274-4145 
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The Wjlclerncss Society 

negotiations for habitat that must occur as soon as possible. We also believe that 
endowments for research are not needed to ensure that the Trustees make a 
commitment to a targeted, long-term ecological monitoring program. 

Alternatives Presented, We are concerned that the alternatives may be perceived as 
numerical targets for funding while the rationale for )ong-term effectiveness for various 
restoration measures gets lost among the perception of competing interests. Alternative 
#2 comes the closest to meeting restoration goals since it gives the highest priority to 
habitat protection and acquisition as our highest priority for restoration but a better 
concept of a long-term ecosystem monitoring program needs to be included in it. 
However, the policy questions need to be answered differently (sec Table 1 and 
discussion below). 

We oppose alternatives 1,3,4, and 5 because we do not believe they contain 
adequate priority to habitat protection and acquisition. We believe that the parameters 
for identifying what kinds of projects are not eligible for Exxon Vald~z ftmds must be 
clearly laid out so that the Trustee Council does not spend lots of time evaluating 
proposals that are not suitable. 

2 

We oppose virtually all enhancement and manipulation forms of restoration 
because there is little evidence that they would be effective, and these ki nels of 
restoration generally address only one single species. We find the term ''general 
restoration .. misleading, and prefer use of the terms enhancement and manipulation as 
they are more descriptive as to what is really involved. For all alternatives, manipulation 
of resources should emphasize management that protects wild fish stocks and natural 
wildlife diversity and should avoid focusing on only single species. Enhancements should 
not compromise wilderness ~d recreational values. 

The Draft Plan has exaggerated the effectiveness of ''general restoration" listed in 
the table for alternatives 3, 4, and 5. The only "general restoration" we believe is 
justified at this time is removal of non-native predators (i.e. alien foxes) on islands thaL 
previously supported murre colonies and protection of archeological resources. Except 
for testing of subsistence foods for contamination, we oppose all options shown for 
services, especially development of new recreationalftourism facilities and development 
of new commercial fish runs, hatcheries, other such enhancements. We believe that an 
option should be added under "Designated Wilderness Areas'': priority for habitat 
acquisition in the Nellie-Juan/College Fjords and other Wilderness Study areas. 

We strongly oppose any use of Lhe criminal or civil funds for spill contingency 
planning and response efforts or research, as we believe there are many other programs 
where such activities--albeit important--arc already mandated and these types of activitic~ 
do not fall within the parameters of the settlement. This would include any future 
proposals for ''in situ" oil test burns by Alaska Clean Seas/ U.S. Coast Guard or enid 
waler dispersant development. 
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The Wilderness Society 3 

We also oppose funding for projects, such as roads, ports, "Sealife Centers,'' trails, 
cabins, visitor centers, mariculture, or other infrastructure development as these are 
regular agency programs or are inappropriate under the restoration goals of the civil or 
criminal settlement. As well, we believe that wetland restoration projects such as have 
been proposed in the past for Montague Island or hazardous waste cleanups, are rcgulttr 
agency programs that, even if they have merit, shoutd not receive any settlement funds. 
Furthermore, we do not believe it is appropriate for the Minerals Management Service 
to seek any funds from the criminal or civil settlement in order to conduct research or its 
environmental study, assessment, or other pre-lease work for Outer Continental Shelf 
sales in the spill region or elsewhere in Alaska. 

We will discuss our vision for the Ecological Monitoring program, habitat 
protection goals, and the five policies raised in your newspaper Restoration Plan in more 
detail. 

Lons·term recove:ry monitoring should comprehensively approach the entice 
ecosystem. Long·tenn monitoring of the ecological effects of the oil spill is crucial and 
we support an integrated-ecosystem approach. The goal of this program should be to 
understand the long-term effects of the oil spill, to evaluate recovery, and to understand 
the relationships of various components of the spill-affected ecosystem. The Trustee's 
monitoring program mtlst be better integrated with regular agency monitoring, research, 
and management so that we best further our understanding of what's going on in the 
spill affected ecosystem, and also maximize the ''bang for the bt1ck''. 

This program needs to depart significantly from the approach taken for the 
damage assessment phase dictated by litigation needs which focused investigation on 
individual species most expected to show dramatic damages. There has also been ample 
research to document linkages of upland habitats with species injured by the spill and so, 
continued emphasis on this kind of monitoring is unnecessary. 

We believe that the four Proposed Program Components for the monitoring and 
research program do not clearly distinguish the kinds of information that would be 
collected and how it would be integrated together. "Recovery monitoring" with the goal 
of producing a conclusive finding that 'recovery has occurred' for individual species has 
little relevance if this information is not connected with data about trends in other 
aspects of the ecosystem, and should not be a primary goal of monitoring. Furthermore, 
i( a definition of "recovery" is used that considers only population·level effects to be 
significant, this could mle out collecting important data (such as sub-lethal effects) which 
may give clearer indications of Jqsting effects throughout the environmem. Also, due to 
lack of baseline information and high natural variability, there may be lasting effects·· 
even to populations--that are not evident frorn monitoring. 

We also believe that it will be virtually impossible to measure the effectiveness 
rate of most individual restoration projects due to paucity of baseline data and high 
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natural variability; therefore "restoration monitoring" must be done from a broader 
ecosystem perspective if it is to be useful. There is little, if any, "Restoration Research'' 
that should be conducted; this should occur only in cases of severe, on-going population 
declines. We oppose any research into oil spill containment, or oil recovery (such as 
special cold-water dispersant technology along the lines of the Alaska Clean Seas 
proposal) under the guise of Restoration research. 

"Ecosystem monitoring" should be the framework lhat all research and monitoring 
is conducted within. However, this should be done with the goal of understanding the 
long-term effects of the oil-spill, and better knowledge. of the relation.~hips of all parts of 
the ecosystem. However, the Trustee agencies have the individual responsibilities to 
assure that there is adequate information in the event of an oil spill or other 
development. We are specifically opposed to Exxon Valdez settlement funds being used 
to undertake baseline studies that are needed prior to federal OCS anc.l state offshore oil 
leasing in areas such as Cook Inlet and Shelikof Strait. While necessary, it is the 
responsibility of the MMS to assure such studies are done as part of its on-going OCS 
program. 

Employment of local residents should be a priority. The Federal government 
should make full usc of local-hire provisions. Monitoring and long-term research 
programs. site stewardship of archeological and other cultural resources, and restoration 
projects should hire rural residents. 

In conclusion, a comprehensive program makes the most sense aml the Trustee 
Council needs to develop a new proposal. The ''conceptual design" and ''conceptual 
model" for the monitoring program does not appear to provide for adequate 
participation and decision-making by those with expert traditional indigenous knowledge. 
This must be an explicit part of the concept of the program. Also, there must be 
adequate field work, and means of incorporating expert opinion and knowledge from the 
public. 

Habitat Protection and Acquisition shQyld be based on Widely Accepted Ecological 
Concept.s 

Habitat protection and acquisition should generally occur on a broad scale in 
order to achieve settlement goals. As Trustees, you have the rare opportunity to protect 
slill intact expanses of habitat used by a diversity of species and that support a range of 
services which were injured by the spill. Elsewhere, resource managers are left wilh 
crumb-sized pieces of .habitat for designing nature reserves and from which to decide 
acquisition priorities. Here, we have the opportunity to apply our finite financial 
resources creatively and maximize habitat protection on an ecosystem-scale instead of 
simply biting off a few prime chunks. 

The first step is for the state and federal agencies to recognize tlleir role is a 
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double one and that for their Trustee obligations to be most meaningful, they will 
commit on-going agency management activities to be·compatible with restoration goals. 
For agencies to use settlement funds to augment existing management actions under the 
rationale that these are spill-related, and to not work toward the restoration goals in 
other aspects of its program, thwarts the public interest and commitrnenls made in the 
settlement. 

The public should not be asked to pay from one pocket (restoration funds) to 
study and restore populations and to protect habitat, while at the same time the 
government has its hand in another pocket to promote activities that would complicate 
management or destroy or degrade habitats in this same region -- it is the same wallet, 
the public's, Since public land managers should already be doing all that they can to 
restore the ecosystems of Prince William Sound and the Gulf of Alaska, habitat 
protectio~ efforts should focus on acquisition of large blocks of intact habitat on private 
lands. 

In the spill-affected region, we are blessed with the opportunity to do mor~ than 
just protect isolated pieces such as nesting sites or streamside buffers. Acquisition of 
especially rich · sites is important, but the integrity of these areas cannot be maintained in 
isolation from the adjacent habitats, nor iii their value independent of the quality of the 
larger watershed or ecosystem. It is well known that habitat loss causes population 
declines and can facilitate extinction by transforming large populations into smaller, 
more isolated ones through the process of habitat fragmentation. Consensus exists mnong 
biologists that, all else being equalJ continuous suitable habitat supports more bulividuals of 
a species targeted for conservation than does fragrnented (discontinuous) habitat (Thomas et · 
al. 1990). 

Certain concepts of conservation strategy widely accepted by specialists in the 
fields of ecology and conservation biology (Den Doer ·t981J Harris 1984, Thomas et al. 
1990, Wilcove et al. 1986) that are applicable to Exxon Valdez restoration include: 

o "Bigger is better.'• Large blocks of habitat are better than small ones. 

o Blocks of contiguous habitat are better than loose aggregations of fragmented 
blocks due to problems associated with fragmentation and edge effects including 
increased predation and susceptibility to blow-down, reduced wildlife dispersal 
and altered movements, erosion, and others. 

o Protected habitats should be distributed across a species' complete geographic 
distribution. 

Our priorities for acquisition are broad areas, including entire watersheds, in these areas: 

• Shuyak Straits- Afognak Island (Afognak Joint Venture holdings) old·growth forest 
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habitat located along the north part of the island adjacent to and east of the Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge unit on this island. 

• Kenai Fjords National Park- All English Bay and Port Graham inl1oldings. 

• Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge inholdings on Kodiak Island. 

• Port Gravina/ Orca Bay· Eyak Corporation inholdings in Chugach National Forest, 
including Orca Narrows/Nelson Bay, Sheep Bay, Simpson Lagoon. 

+ Port Fidalgo -On-going logging threatens densely forested habitat along sheltered 
bays near Valdez and Tatitlek. 

• Knight Island Passage- Chenega Corporation inhoJdjngs in Chugach National Porcst, 
including Knight Island and Jackpot/Eshamy. 

• Port Chatham - This last stretch of intact forest habitat along the tip of the outer 
Kenai Peninsula coast, and adjacent to Kenai Fjords National Park, .is threatened by 
logging. 

Qptipns for the Habitat Acquisition Process 

The Restoration Plan must work from the recognition that the ecosystems of 
Prince William Sound and the Gulf of Alaska were damaged by the spill and approach 
restoration efforts from the premise that ecosystems need to be restored. 

Just as repairing the individual homes or stores flooded out by the Mississippi will 
not restore the devastated communities, we should not rate the effectiveness of habitat 
acquisition by judging how well a particular parcel of land might help increase (or 
SllStain) the bald eagle population alone, for example. While we must try to protection, 
and acquire where threatened, important habitat that serve critical functions for species 
injured by the spill--we must not look just at the pieces, but at the whole fabric of life 
that is sustained by intact ecosystems. 

A comprehensive approach to acquisition on a large-scale should be taken with a 
new approach to negotiations. If the criteria developed earlier in the Restoration 
Framework Supplement from 1992 are to be used, ecosystems will have the best chance 
for restoration using these options: 

o Concurrent Analysis 
o Imminent Threat Protection process 
o Threshold Set A. 
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We believe the concurrent analysis with an imminent threat protection process, 
using the threshold criteria in Set A is the only realistic option for the Trustees in light 
of the kinds of biological information available and the limitations of existing fisheries 
and wildlife management programs. Quite simply, the kind of scientific information 
available about the pre- and post-spill distribution and populations for many fish and 
wildlife species is inadequate to draw precise conclusions about the effectiveness of most 
specific management actions. Throughout the world, limitations in our knowledge of 
ecological systems has led fisheries and wildlife managers to chose protection of wildlife 
habitat as the best means of protecting wil<.llife populations. 

We support use of the "Imminent threat protection process" described in Fig. 2, 
not the "Evaluation Process" shown in Fig. 1 of the additional handotlts to the 
Framework Document. Based on the information we have at this time, we prefer 
Threshold Criteria Set A. We believe that habitat protection and acquisition should be 
at the top of a hierarchy of restoration options. Considering the options given in the 
Restoration Framework, we strongly prefer concurrent analysis (Fig. 7--we prefer revi:;;cd 
Fig. 7 fro1,11 handout that shows habitat acquisition on same level as management and 
manipulation) and are opposed to the hierarchical analysis (Fig. 6) where habitat 
acquisition may·only be considered as a last resort. On both Figs. 6&7, the "adequate" 
rate and degree of recovery that leads to "no further action'' should be changed to reflect 
that monitoring will continue to assure that further injury wasn't detected or arise later 
as a result of latent injury or complex ecological interactions. 
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Table 1. Issues and Policy Questions Addressed in the Alternatives 

Issue Policy Question 

Injuries Addressed by Restoration Address all injured rcsou rces 
Actions and services. There does not have 

to be a population decline, but priority 
to species with such declines. 

Restoration Actions for Recovered Continue restoration actions even 
Resources after a resource has recovered, but 

priority to species with population 
declines. 

Effectiveness of Restoration Actions Enhancement and manipulations should 
be required to produce substantial 
improvement over natural recovery. 
High priority to actions that minimize 
further harm 10 an injured resource or 
service. 

Location of Restoration Actions Undertake restoration actions in the 
entire spill affected ecosystem (i.e 
increase boundary to east). Allow 
actions outside the spill area for spccic!i 
with continuing popularion declines 
(lower priority). 

Opportunities for Human Use No restoration actions to develop new 
human uses of the spill area, or to 
conduct activities that are reg11lar 
agency functions for recreation, etc. 
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Issues and Policy Questions 

1. Injuries Addressed by Restoration Actions. 

Definition of injucy should encompass more than population level eff~- We believe 
that the definition of injury should not focus on detected effects to populations, but 
should also include degradation of habitats and sub-lethal effects including changes in 
physiological or biochemical changes or productivity changes. This is crucial since, as the 
Trustees acknowledge, pre-spill population data is lacking for many species and 
determination of population declines caused by the spill is complicated by high natural 
variability or declines that had begun prior to the spill. The public is concerned about 
habitat and sub-lethal effects. We are pleased that the Tmstee Council has begun 10 

give treatment to injuries for which lhere was no measurable population decline, and 
believe this could be consistently reflected throughout the Rest<>ration Plan. 

We are troubled by the deCinilion of "consequential injury" that may give more 
priority to significant population declines than to habitat degradation or contamination. 
If habitat or sublethal or chronic effects to adults or any other life stages are continuing, 
but have not yet been manifested or inferred at the population level, there may still he a 
problem for which restoration is warranted. 

Because this document was based on studies that focused on documeming injury 
to individual species for legal proof of harm, it seems that potential future environmental 
injury has been downplayed. Fwthermore, the difference between lack of evidence of 
injury, and lack of effects must be made explicit. For example, the description of 
Recovery for Sitka Black-Tailed Deer (p. B7, 1993 Supplement to the Summary of 
Alternatives) should be changed to say, "since there is no evidence that populations of 
Sitka black-tailed deer were injured or were not injured, no estimate of recovery time 
can be made. 

We encourage the Trustee Council to include in the ''Summary <lf Injury" a more 
complete description of the more sublle effects; for example, the increased significance 
of rockfish mortality or physiological changes for such a long-growing species Lhat may 
live 100 years, or the heavy direct mortality of yellow-billed loons which is (lf concern 
since this species has low population numbers. The Summary of Injury should not state 
there was ''no evidence of injury'' if there was sub·lethal damage bm not population-level 
effects. ''Other Birds" should be listed under "Injured, but no known population decline" 
on the table of Injured Resources (p.E3, 1993 Supplement). 

Recovery concept must include protection of habitat that contributes to narural 
recovecy. We believe that enhancement of ecosystem protection is justified under rhc 
terms of the settlement and the recovery concept as written is too narrow. r nju ry to the 
ecosystem needs to be described. The summaries of injury to habitats are a good stan at 
describing the injury to the entire ecosystem, hut further symhesis of effects on coastal, 
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riverine, and upland habitats and the array of species they support is needecl. As well, 
food web relationships need greater attention. For example, the ecological significance 
of uptake of petroleum hydrocarbons by deer from eating kelp was downplayed with the 
statement "it was determined that the deer were safe to eat," especially since the 
intertidal habitat section failed to mention the kelp-deer interaction. Initial and 
potential long-term human health effects from the spill to residents and oil spill workers 
should be included in the summary since humans are part of the ecosystem. 

Better information about Injucy to Archeological Resources nccsicd. We 
recognize that specific information about archeological resources needs to be kept 
confidential, but if possible, maps or description of which ANTLCA conservation units 
had injured resources would be useful. It is hard for the public to appreciate the 
magnitude of damage without better information. 

2. Restoration Actions for Recovered Resources. 

It is warranted to continue restoration actions even after a resource has 
recovered, although the priority should be for actions for resources with on-going injury. 
We believe there is a strong basis for maintaining habitat protection indefinircly hecause 
there was an permanent loss of the intrinsic value of the fish, wildlife, habitat, and 
wilderness values lost in the immediate aftermath of the spill. The statement, "A" 
restoration objectives are accomplished over time, some restrictions imposed on 
management of the lands may be removed," should be deleted from the Step 8, 
Management, of Habitat Protection and Acquisition on Private Land (p. C9, 1993 
Supplement to the Summary of Alternatives). 

3. Effectiveness of Restoration Actions. 

Enhancement and manipulation actions should be required to produce substantial 
improvement over natural recovery. High priority to actions that minimize fllrther harm 
to an injured resource or service. 

4. Location of Restoration Actions. 

The definition of "oil spill area,. could be misinterpreted (for example, the uplands 
themselves were not oiled but are the logical focus of restoration); we suggest changing it 
to the "oiled ecosystem." The entire ecosystem affected by the spill should i nclt1de the 
entire Prince William Sound east to the outer (east) boundary of the Copper River Delta 
ecosystem. As a lower priority, allow actions outside the spill area for species with 
continuing population declines. 

S. Opportunities for Human Use. 

No restoration actions to develop new human uses of the spill area, or to conduct 



AUG- 6-93 FRI 15:19 P. 11 . 

The Wilderness Society 11 

activities that are regular agency functions for recreation, etc. We are opposed to tra;l­
building, new roads, docks or ports, lodges or cabins, or other infrastructure or intnJsive 
development. • 

The Wilderness Society is a national membership organization devoted to 
preserving wilderness and wildlife, protecting America's prime forests, parks, rivers, and 
shorelands, and fostering an American land ethic. This non-profit organization has 
300,000 members nationwide, nearly 1,400 of whom live in Alaska and many who reside 
along or use the shorelines of areas affected by the spill. We appreciate this opportunity 
to comment and look forward to continued involvement in the Restoration Process. 

Pamela A Miller 
Asst. Regional Director 
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Ruth D. Wood 
Box 100466 
Anchorage, AK 99510 

August 5, 1993 

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

Dear Trustee Council Members: 

I attended the public meeting in Anchorage on April 26 arid am writing now to reiterate 
my comments of that evening. I believe that the best use of the remaining Exxon 
Valdez settlement dollars is habitat acquisition. 

I was ohe of those who thought that the settlement was too low and that Exxon should 
only be allowed to pay in installments if they also paid interest. That they should also 
be reimbursed by their own settlement is outrageous. These things, however appalling, 
have already been decided. You have accepted the responsibility of determining how to 
spend the remaining funds. I think that if you look at the opportunities carefully, you 
too will reach the conclusion that the best use of the money is to protect the wildlife 
and subsistence lifestyles that were jeopardized with the spill. 

Yours is an extremely huge pot of money that will serve to generate idea after idea after 
idea of ways to spend it. When I look at the categories of restoration actions that you 
have identified, however, habitat acquisition stands far above the others. Building fish 
passes and public-use cabins, as suggested under General Restoration, is not even in the 
same league. The projects mentioned under Monitoring and Research Program are not 
necessary and will do nothing to enhance recovery. Of course funds have to be 
allocated to Administration and Public Information, but they should be minimized and 
used efficiently. Therefore, I would like to see 90% of the remaining dollars spent on 
habitat protection and urge you to work with the environmental community in 
identifying priorities. 

Finally, under no circumstances should the Trustee Council create an endowment. If the 
settlement had been received as a lump sum, it might have been possible. But with the 
money coming in over a 10 year period, and with so much of it already spent, there's not 
enough left for a meaningful endowment. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment your critically important work. 



August 4, 1993 
17430 Andreanoff Way 
Juneau, AK 99801 

Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 "G" Street 
Anchorage, Ak 99501 

Re: Purchase of wildlife habitat 

Dear Committee, 

I write today to urge you to use the money from the Exxon Valdez 
settlement to increase and enhance our wildlife habitat 
protection in Prince William Sound. Recovery for the area will 
be very slow, but with protection from other human management and 
utilization, i.e. logging, mining, etc., the Prince William Sound 
will have a much better chance of recovery to pre-oil spill 
conditions. 

I urge you to use the Settlement funds to buy wildlife habitat. 
Habitat is an absolute necessity for successful wildlife 
recovery. Our research shows that the best system protection for 
wildlife is full ecosystem protection. Please use the Settlement 
funds to purchase entire watersheds, or expand the boundaries of 
existing protected habitat, such as refuges, to include entire 
watersheds. Please move quickly before some of the proposed 
purchased areas are harvested for timber or mining begins. 
Please move quickly on the Eyak corporation lands in and near 
Cordova. Other areas of prime wildlife habitat include Port 
Gravina/Orca Bay, Port Fidalgo, Knight Island passage, expansion 
of Kenai Fj.ar_ds NatioLtal .Ear.k-, Po.rt Chatham, Shu.Yak straits, and 
expansion of Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge. 

Please act quickly to use the settlement funds for protection of 
wildlife and preservation for human enjoyment and use by 
purchasing lands for wildlife. 

Sincerely, 

~M , 

Brenda Wright~ 
Fish Biologist 
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Febnwy 12, 1993 

Euon-Valdc:z; Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G. Stra:t 
Anehoraee. AK 99501 

RE: Use of Oil Spill Funds to purchase lmds an Afa&nak .l!land 

Dear Sirs: 

1 am writing to aprc:u my oPPOSmON to using oil spill scttlcmc:nt funds to purchaae timbered lands 
on Afognak Island (and Project lf93064 in general) for the following reasons: 

The oilapiJlacttlc:ment funds arc to be used to restore damages caused by the Exxon-Valdez oil 
tpill. Areasonable and thoughtful analysis would logically conclude that there is no connection 
betwect\ timber harvest and water related raourcca damaged by the oil spill. Whether tbe 
timber i& harvested or not will not alter the restoration of watm lftec:ted by the oil spill. 

Afognak lsl&Dd is composed of both forested and nonforcsted shorelinea and uplancla. Kodiak 
Island, immediately to the south of Afognak Island, is almost completely nonfol'e$lcd. Wildlife 
apccic:a (both game and non-game) usc: the arcaa without much regard to whether a.n ar-ea has 
trees or not. The purchase of forested areas only for the purpose of stopping timber harvest 
will not aubatantially help save any wildlife, as no wildlife is "threatened· by the hi.IVC'Iit. 

The purchase of Seal Bay Ianda on Afosnak. Island is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wildcmcs, Lodge ownrn, Ruy md Shmnon Randall. The: !Undalls own approx­
imately seven acres of land and may purchase some additional actage from tke Afognak 
Joint Vaaturc. PrCYioualy, .Mr Randall..,.. a .cal b1nater and quit the bu&incu when be could 
hunt acala no longer. When the lodge wu bcin& built, it wu with the understanding that timber 
WDUld be U.W.tod by tbe Forcat Service in the immediate viamty, 

The lodge ia privately owaed by the JUndall.s, who have nwlc a living for years by operating 
& "world clan raon" for '"wealthly corporate executives and adors such as movie star 
St~Na Sa&al" on property oWJSed by others. There ia no current or fut~~te timber h.a.M:St 
lac.akd closer than one mile from the lod&e• yd the Randalia ~onaidcr thia to be in their 
"bad yard". I do not ICC the ratioule for using public moneys to purchase ~da for the 
private c:ajoymcnt of 11elected few lod&e ovmcns, rich executives and movie stare. 

The entire Afopa Joint Venture Janda were conveyed with a public I"CCC'eational caacment 
on aiJ the Ianda (Me ANILCA and the land eottveyanc:e recorda). Purchuc of any Afogw 
Joint Venture Iandt for public M:reation is payin& for aomethillg already owned. 

1krc are hHCireda of people who depend on timber hatvcstin& on Afognak leland ror a 
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part or all of their ineame (fallers , equipment operators, truck driva1, cooks, office help, 
acalcrs, rafting men, mechanics, lo~horemcn, stevedores, foresters, engineers, etc.). 
This list doesn't begin to Include all the support &erYiccs in Kodiak and Anchorage. If 
all of thac people an: not W'Drkin&, where will the tu morley come from to eontinue to 
support these wilderness areu being set aside. Wilen you purchue timberlands, the 
income for thcac people ia lost. This me&ns an immediate impact on these people, but also 
an irretrievable permanent loss to the industry and cc:onomy, as there will never be another 
timber lwveat in fheee &raJ apin if the timberlands are pure hued. (Y cs, trees re&IJy do 
grow back within our lifetimal). 

For thc:sc and many other ~aaona, I do not support the purchax of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
spill settlement lund&. If there is to be land purchases and rotoration, it would mal:.e more sense to re­
establish water bued biota and habitat (seaweed and eelgrass communities) with the mon~ firat and then 
nKWe to specific and targeted upland ac~agc, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
of d&m.a~cd habitat. 

A&aUt. how can anyone justify buying timberlands with money awacdcd for damage done by the oilapill. 
The money awarded should be used strictly to restore th0$e areas affected by the spiU. What does timber 
luds have to do with oil spill d~m~gcd water and shorelines. 
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Pcbnwy ll. 1993 

Euon·Valdc:x: Oil Spin 'I'rustc:c: Council 
64SO.Strcd 
Anchora&c,AK 99501 

RE: Use of Oil Spill Pundt to purchue lands on Afognak Island 

'Dear Sira: 

~~£~~~:~@ 
EXXON VALDEZ OIL ·SPILL 

TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I un writin& to expreu my OPPOSmON to PSing oil spill &c:ttlement fund:s to purthi$C timbered lands 
on Afognak Ialaad (and Praja:t 1193064 in &enenl) for tbe following reuons: 

The: oilapill aettlcmc:nt funds are to be used to restore dar:nagca ~auacd by the Exxon-Valdez oil 
~iU. Areaaonable and thoughtful analyaia would logically conclude that there: is no connection 
bctwccn timber buvc:at and wllcr related resources damaged by tb~ oil spiU. Whether the 
timber a. hllvc:ltcd or not will nvt alt~:r the rczttoration of waters affcded by the oil spill. 

Afognak bland ia composed or both forested and nonforcsted shorelines and uplanda. Kodiak 
Island, immediately to the south of Afognak Island, is almost completely nanforested. Wildlife 
apccia (both game and non~) uac the &rea.'l without mu~h regard to whether an area has 
trees or not. The: purchase of forested areas only for tbc purpose of atopping timber harvest 
will not aubatantiaJly help save any wildlife, u no wildlife is wthrutened" by the h&rVat. 

The purchase of Seal Bay lands on Afognak Island is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal &y Wilderness l.adge owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. The Randalls own approx­
im.ately aewm acres of land and may p\lll:haase 60me additional acreage from the Afognak 
Joint Vcmure. PreYiouaty, Mr Randall wu a seal bunter and quit the buaincss when he 'Quid 
hunt Rala no lODger. Wbca the lodge was being built, it waa with the undcmtandiag that timber 
would be b.IM:ated by the Forcat Service in the immediate: vicinity, 

The lodge ia privately owned by the RandaJJs, who }lave made a living for ycara by operating 
a "world claaa rcaort" lor "wealthly corporate executives and actors such as movie star 
Stcvat Sa&al" od property owned by others. There is no current or future timber hi11VC5t 
Joatcd closer thaD one mile: from the lodge, yet the IW!dalb conaidcr tbia to be in their 
~yard". I do ~at see the rationale for using public moneys to purchase lands for the 
private cajoymcnt or a aclc:dcd fc:w lodge: ownc:n, ri~h c:xC1:utivca and movie: stars. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture lands wcte convcym with a public recreational easement 
on a!l the Judi (ace ANILCA and the land conveyance recorda). Pl.l~h&:sc of any Afognak 
Joint Vcature Ianda for publi~ recreation ia paying for 10mething already owned. 

There: arc hundreds of people who depend on timber Jwvesting on Afognak Island for a 



- ·- ··· .. FEE-15- ' 93 MON 12:44 ID: SILUER BAY LOG RFGNK TEL NO: 1:1075 P04 

( '\ 

part or all or their ineame (fallers • equipment operators, truck driven, coou, office help, 
ecalm, rafting men, mcchlllica,loogahorcmcn, stcYedores, foresters, engineers, ct~.). 
lbia list doeaa't be&in to include all the aupport services in Kodiak and Anchar.Ji~· ]( 
all of thcac people an: not working, wbCR will the tu: money come from to continue to 
aupport tbac wildcmcsa arcu being set aside. Wbn you purcbue timbc:rlucb, the 
income for these people is lost. Thia means &n immediate impact on these people, but also 
an inelrievablc permanent IDA to the indusby and economy, as there will neo.'er be another 
timber h&M:St in these areu ag&ln if the timber! aM& are purchased. (Y cs, trees really do 
JVOW bact. within our Jifc:timal). 

For these and many other rc:aaona, I do not support the purchue of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
spill &ertlemcnt fuada. If there is to be land purtbues and restoration, it would make more sense to re­
catabliah water buc:d biota and habi1al (acawc:cd and eelgrass communities) with the maneys first and then 
mavc to apecifac: and tqcted upland ~e, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
of daaaapd habit.!. 

Apin, how can anyone justify buying timberlands with money awarded for damage done by the oil spill. 
The money awarded should be used strictly to restore those .vras affected by the spill. What does timber 
Ianda haw to do with oil apill damaged water and ahordinca. 

Sincerdy, 
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Febnaaly 12,1993 

Iuoa-Valdca: Oil Spill Truatee Council 
64S G. Street 
Aachoragc. AK 99301 

R.!: Ute Gl Oil Spill Fullda to purchase lands on Afognak Island 

DcarSira: 

~~E~~ol:3~@ 
EXXON VALDEZ Oil SPILL 

TRUSTEE· COUNCil 

I am writin& to aprcaa my OPPOSmON to uaing oil spilt settlement funds to purdla.se timbered lands 
on Afognaklaland (and Project #93064 in geocral) for the following reaaonsz 

The oil apillect1lcment lunda arc to be uaed to restore damaec:s ~au sed by the: Exxon· V aldc:z oil 
spill. An:asonablc: and thouabtful analyaia would logiully conclude that there is no connection 
between timber barlat and water related raou~cs damaged by the oil Jpill. Whether the 
timber is hiM!Ited or not wiU not alter the restoration of waters affected by the oil apill. 

Alopak lsland is c:omposed of both forested and nonforested shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
Island, immcdialely to the south of Afognak I~land, ia almost completely nonforc:stoj. Wildlife 
apecic:a (both game aad aon-&ame) uac the areas without much reprd to whether ·&n ara hu 
trees or nat. 111e purchase of f"rested areas only for the purpose of atopping timber harvest 
will not aubatantially help save aoy wildlife:, M no wildlife ia "thi'Qtcncd .. by the hatVCSt. 

The purchase of Seal Bay lands on Afognak Ialand ~ being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wildcmes3 Lodge ownc:B, Roy and Shannon Randall. The R&ndalls own approx­
imately seven acres of land and may purchase some: additional ~e from the Afognak 
Joillt Venture. Previously, Mr RAndall waa a seal hunter and quit the bu&iness whm he could 
hunt acall no loJIIer. Whco tbe lodge was being built, it was with the understanding that timber 
would be lwvatcd by tbc Forat Sctvice in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge is privakly owned by the RandaUs, who have made a living for yeats by operating 
a "world ~lus resort" for "wealthly corporate executives and actors aucll u movie star 
Steveas Seagal" on property owned by others. There is no current or future timber harvest 
loatcd c)OKr than one mile from the lodge, yet the Randalia ~m;idcr tb~ to be: an their 
"bad.yard", I do not sec the rationale for using public moneys to pur~haae land& (or the 
private enjoyment of a Klcctcd few lodge owners, rich a.ecutiva and movie atara. 

The entire Afognak Joint Vcntu~ lands were: conveyed with a public recreational casement 
oa all the lands (aee ANILCA and the land conveyance recorda). Pu~hase of any Afognak 
Joint Vcntu~ l&ncb for public n:creation ia payin& for aomcthing already owued. 

There aa hundreds of people who depend on timber twvesting on Afognak bland for a 
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pact or aJI of lbcir income (fallers , equipment operators, truck drive~, coob, office help, 
aalera, rafting men, mechanics, lonpborcmcn, atCYtdores, forcstm, cngineera, etc:.). 
This li:st doesn't begjn to lnclucle all the support sctVic:es in Kodiak and Anchoraee. I( 
all of thCK people are not working, where will the tax money come: from to ~ntinuc to 
111pport these wilderness areas being set aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people i.a lolA. This means an immediate impac:t on these people, but also 
an itTCtricYable permanent loss to the industry and ~onomy, as there will never be another 
timber harvC3t in theae arc.u again if the timberlands are purchased. (Yes, trees really do 
pw back within our lifetimest). 

For these ud many other rc&5ons, I do not support the purchase of forntlands on Afognak Island with oil 
1pill settlement funds. If there is to be land purchases and restoration, it would make mo~ sen.se to r~ 
atablish water based biota and habitat (seaweed and cdgrass communitie:;) with the moneys first and 1hen 
move to apedfic and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be :shown to help in the actual restoraticn 
or damaged habitat. 

Again, how c:an anyone justify buying timberlands with money awarded Cor damage done by the oil spill. 
The money awarded should be used strictly to rt:1tore those areas a!Cec:ted by the 6piU. What does timber 
lands have to do with oil spill damaged water and shorelines. 

Sinecrely, 

~075 Pll 
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FEB 15 1993 

Exxoa-VIlde.z: Oil Spill TI'\IStee Council 
645G.Strm 
Ancborage, AK 99501 

RE: Use of Oil Spill Funds to purchase lands on AlognaJc. Island 

Dear Sirs: 

EXXON VALDEZ· OIL SPILL 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I am writin& to expra.s my OPPOSmON to uaing oilapill settlement funds to pun:hue timbered lands 
on Afasnat Island (and Pft,ject 1193064 in general) for the following reasons: 

The oilapiU settlement funds~ to be used to restore damages caused by the Exxon·Valdel oil 
spill. Areuonable and thoughtful analysis would logically conclude that there is no CQnnec:tion 
bc!ween timber h~~Vat and water relaled rcsoun:es damaged by the oil spill. Whether the 
timber is buvested or not will not alter the restoratioa of watm allccted by the ail spilt. 

Afognak Ialand is c:ompoacd of both forested and nonforestcd shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
Island, immediately to the south of Afognak Island, is almolt completely nonforested. Wildlife 
•pecics (both game and non·gamc:) uac: the: are:as without much rc:gud to whether an area has 
trees or not. The purchase of forested area.s only for the purpose of stopping timber lwvest 
will not substantially hdp oave any wildlife, as no wildlife is "thratened" by the harveat. 

The purchase of Seal Bay lands on Afognak Island is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wilderness Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. The Randalls own approx­
imately seven acres of land and may purchase some additional acreage from the Afognak 
Joint Venture. Previously, Mr Randall was a sui hunter and quit the businc:as when he could 
hunt xals no longer. When the lodge was being buih, it w:as with the: understanding that timber 
would be lwvatcd by the Forc5t Service in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge is privately owned by the Janlhlls, who have made a living for years by operating 
a "world daas raort" for "wealthly corporate exccutivc:a and actor5 1uth as movie star 
St~ Saga!" on property owned by others. There i& no current or future timber haJVest 
located closer than one: mile from the lodge:, yet the Randalia consider this to be in their 
"backyard". I do not see the rationale for using public moneys to purchase lands (or the 
private enjoyment of a ecla:tcd few lodge owners, rich cxctutiva and movie stars. 

The entire Afognak Joint Vesrture lands ~rc conveyed with a public recreational e~ement 
on all the lands (see ANILCA and the land conv.:yance RCDrds). Pun:hue of my Afognak 
Joint Vatun: lands for public mcrution is payin& for something already owned. 

There an:: hundreds or people who depend on timber harvesting on Afognak Island for a 
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patt or all of their Jneome (fallers , equipment operators, tNck driven, cooks, office help, 
ac.alera, rafting men, mechanics, longahorcm~n. atevedorea, foresters, engineers, de.). 
This list doan 't begin to include all the support services in Kodiak Mtd Anchorage. If 
all of theae people are not working, where will the tax money c:omc from to continue: to 
aupport thc:se wilderness areas bciog ad uidc. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for tbeac people is lost. Thia means an immediate impact on these people:, but also 
an irretrievable: permanent Joss to the industry and economy, a.s there will nc:ver be another 
timber harvest in these areas again ir the timbc:rlancb are purchas~. (Y a. trees mally do 
pw back within our Jifctimc:st). 

For these and many other reasons, I do not support the purchase: of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
apiU aetttcment funds. U there is to be lar~d purchases and restoration, it would mif.ke more aettsc to re­
catablisb water baaed biota and habitat (seaweed and eelgrass communities) with the moneys first and then 
move to apr:cific and tar&eted upland acr"gc, if and when it can be shown to help in the adu&l restoration 
of damaacd habitat. 

,Atain, how can anyone justify buying timberlands with money aw~rdcd [or damage done by the oil &pill. 
The money awarded should be uacd atridly to n:store those areas arfected by the spill. What does limber 
lands ba\fe to do with oilapill damaged water and ahorcline5. 

l:t075 P07 
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Febnaary 12, 1993 

Exxon-Valdez Oil Spill·Trustc:c Council 
64S G. Street 
Aachongc, AK. 99501 

RE~ Uac of Oil Spill Funds to purcbuc lancb on Afognak Iala.nd 

DcarSi~t 

~~©~OW~~ 
FEB 15 1993 

EXXON VALDEZ Oil SPILL 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I am writing to exprcu my OPPOSmON to using oil spill settlement fund~ to purcbue timbcrc:d lands 
on Afapak Island (and Project 1193064 in general) for the following reasons: 

The oilapiU tct1lement funda are to be used to restore dam~gcs cauacd by the Exxon-Valdc:z oil 
spill. Areasonable ud thoughtful analyaia would lOf,ically conclude that there is no connection 
bctwccn timber hlnut and water related reaourcca dam~c:d by the oil11piJJ. Whether the 
timber is harvested or not will not alter tbc restoration of waters affected by the oil spill. 

Afognak Ialand ia compoacd of both foratcd aod nonforested aborelinca and upland.s. Kodiak 
Islaad, in~madi.tely to the south of Afognak bland, it almost c:ompletcly nonfomted. Wildlife 
spa:ica (both game ud uon-gamc:) usc: the: an:aa without much regard to whether an area has 
trees or not. Tbc purchase of forested arc:.u only for the purpose of stopping timber huvcst 
will not substantially help •ave any wildlile, » no wildlilc is ''threatened" by the ha.rvcat. 

The purchase of Seal Bay lands on Afognak llll&nd ia bei.ag primarily driven by the desire of 
Sc.J S.y WiJderneso lodge owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. The Rand&lb own approx­
imately ac:vc:n &en:$ of land and may purchase some additional acreage from the Afognak 
Joint Venture. PRYioualy, Mr Randall wu a sui hunter a.nd quit the businc:aa when he could 
hunt seala no longer. When the lodge w~o~ being built, it waa with the undc:ntanding that timber 
would be harveated by the Forcat Savioc: in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge is privately owned by the IUndalls, who have made: .a living for years by operating 
a "world dua rcaort" (or "wealthly corporate executives and adore auch aa movie star 
Stcva~ Saga!" on property owued by othas. There is no current or futurt: timber baJVest 
loc.atcd closer than one mile from the lodge, yet the IUndalls consider this to ~ in their 
"backyard". I do not see the r~ionale for using public moneys to purchase lands for the 
privuc c:ajoymcnt of a oc:lc:ctcd [c:w lodge: ownc:nr, rich cxccutiYa and movie 3taro. 

The entire Afognak Joint Vcntun: lands were convqcd with a public recreational casement 
on all the l&lllb (see ANILCA and the land conveyance nxords). Purchase of uy Afognak 
Joint Vcntwc 1&nda for publi<: recreation ia paying for aomething already owned. 

Th~ are hundreds of people: who depend on timber h~esting on Afognak Ialand for a 
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part or all of their income (fallers , equipment opcratorJ, truck drivers, cooks, office bclp, 
1calcn, r.rting men, mcc:hanics, longahorcmc:n, stevedores, forcs1ers, engincct'S, d~.). 
This list doesn't be&in to include all the support seiYices in Kodiak. and Anchorage. 1{ 

all or these people are not working, where will the tax money come from to coatinue to 
support the&e wildcrncsa areas being act uidc. Wbcn you purchase timberlands, the 
incame for these people ia lost. This means an immediate impact on th~e people, but al:ao 
an im:tric:Yablc permanent l011s to the industry and economy, as there will never be another 
timber harvest in these atc:u again if the timberlands are purchased. (Yes, trees really do 
pw back 'Within our Ufc:timesl). 

For these and many other reasons, I do not aupport the purchase of foratlands on Afognak bland 'With oil 
spiU settlement funds. If there i:s to be land purdla.ses and restorotion, it would make: more: sense to re­
cstabliah water ba,sed biota and habitat (seaweed and ll:dgrass communities) \With the moneys first and then 
move to apecific and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be &hown to help in the actual restoration 
of d&mased habitat. 

Again, how can anyvnc justify buyitlg 1imberlands with money awarded Cor damage done by the oil spiJI. 
The money awarded r;bould be used strictly to restore those uca.s affc:dc:d by the spill. What does timber 
lands bave to do with oil a pill damaged wat~r and shorelines. 

·(' 

~075 P0~ . 
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Euon-Valdu Oil Spill TIUStcz Council 
645 G. Street 
An<:ho..-ge, AlC. 99501 

RE: Use of Oil Spill Funds to purchue lauds on Afognak Island 

DcarSira: 

EXXON VALDEZ .OIL SPlLL 
TRUSTEE COUNCil 

1 am writifts to expraa my OPPOSffiON to using oil apill se1tlement funds to purchase timbered lands 
on Afognak Ialaod (and Project #93064 in general) for the (oil owing reasons: 

The: oil apillsettlcment funds arc to be uaed to rcatore damagc:a cauaed by the Exxon-Valdc~: oil 
spill. Areasonable and tholl&ht(ulanalysis would lagically conclude that there is no connection 
bc:rwccn timber hatYest and water rdaled resources d&mlll,cd by the oil epill. Whether the 
timber is hiiVCited or not will not alter the reatoration o[ waters affected by the oil spill. 

Alopak Island is eomposcd of both forested and nonforested shorelines and uplands. Kodiu 
Island, immediately to the south of Afognak Island, is almost completely nonfoll!Sted. Wildlife 
speciea (both game aod non-game) use the areas without much regard to whether an area ha.s 
trees or nat. The purchase of forested areas only for the purpose of stopping timber harvest 
will nat aubatMtially help aave any wildlife, uno wildlife is .. threatened" by the harvcat. 

The purcbase of Seal Bay lands on Afog11ak bland is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Sc&l 8&y Wilderness Lodge owncns, Roy and Shannon Randall. The Randalia own approx­
imately sevca Kres of land and may p1uchase some additional :acreage lrom the Afognak 
Joint Venture. Previoualy, Mr Randall waa as~ h11ntcr iUJd quit the businaa when he could 
h\lnt scala no longer. When the lodgcwu bcin& built, it was with the understanding that timber 
WO\lld be hatYC:Sted by the Forcat Sctvice in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge is privately owned by the Rand ails, who have made a living for years by operating 
a "world clus rcaort" lor "wealthly corporate executives and &ctom such u movie star 
St~n Se•aJ" on property owned by athm. There is no current or Cutun:~ timber lwvest 
loclfai cloaer than one mile: from the lodge, yet the Randalia consider this to be in their 
"backyard". I do Dot see the rationale far usin& public moneys to purchase lands for the 
private enjoyment o[ a ldectcd few lod~ 0'\llllei'J, rich cxctutivcs ud movie stars. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture Ianda were conveyed ...,jtb a public rtcreationaJ cl.$cment 
on all the lands (sec ANILCA and the land convC)'Ulce retords). Purchaae o[ any Afognak 
Joint Venture lands lor public recreation ia paying for something already owned. 

There an: hundreds of people who depend on timber harvesting on Afognak Ialand for a 



..... ; ·. 
:\ 

.. - > 

ID:SILUER BRY LOG RFGNK TEL NO: 

part or all of their income (fallers , equipment operators, truck driYCrS, c:oob, office help, 
acalera, rafting men, mcchauics,longshorancn, stevedores, foresters, cngiotera, de.). 
This list doesn't bqin to include all the support services in Kodiak and Anchorage. If 
all of 'thcac people ~ not working. whc:n~ will the: t&x money come from to continue to 
support these wildemcu areas bcillg ad aside. When you purc:hase timberlands, the 
income for these people ia lost. Thia means an immediate impact on these people, but also 
an iiTCtricwbJe pennanent lou to the indu.try and economy, as there will never be another 
timber h&Neat in these arcu again if the timberlands are purcbued. (Y cs, trcn Rally do 
yow back within our lifetimetl). 

For these and many other reuona, I do not aupporl the purchase of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
apill settlement funds. IE there is to be la~~d purc:ha.ses and rutoration, it would make more sen~ to re­
establish water based biota and habitat (scaweeO and eelgrass communities) with the moneys lirst and then 
move to specific and btzetcd upland acreage, if and whtn it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
of d.unaced hlbitat. 

Again, how CUI anyone jua1ify buying timbc:rfanda with money awarded (or damage: done: by the oil spill. 
'I'bc moacy awarded should be uaed strictly to I"CCtore those areas af[ected by the spill. What does timber 
1Jad1 have to do with oil spill damaged water and ahorclina. 

l:t075 P13 
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Febnwy ll, 1993 

Euon-Valdcz Oil Spill Tnaatcc Coun<:il 
~G. Street 
An~hol'llge, AK 99501 

RE1 Ute of Oil SpiU Fundt to purchase lands en Afognak bland 

Dear Sins 

~~~~sD~~ID) 
EiXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL 

-RUSTEE GOUNC\L 

I am writing to apn:u my OPPOSmON to 1.1aing oil spill ac:ttleinent funds to pu~ha.sc timbered lands 
OD Afognak lalan.d (and Projcd 1930&4 in &eneraJ) for the following reasonsz 

The oilapilladtlemcnt fund• are to be: used to raton: damagc:a eauacd by the Exxon-Valdez: oil 
apill. Areuonablc and t.houptful analysis would logically conclude that there ia no ~onncdion 
bdwcen timber lwvat and water related raourcca damaged by the ail apill. Whether the 
tim bel- ia harvested or nOl will not aJter the ratoration of water& affected by the oilepill. 

Afognak bJ&nd i• composed of both forested and nonforatc:d shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
hland, immediately to the lOUth of Afognak. Island, is almost ~OtnpleteJy nonfM:Stcd. Wildlite 
apccica (both &ame &lld non-gune) uee the areM without much regard to whether an area has 
trca or aot. Tbe pu~bue of forested areas only lor the purpMe of stopping timbfi harvest 
will not aubatantially help uve any wildlife:, as no wildlile is •threalencd" by the har~eat. . . 

Th~ purchase of SeaJ Bay lands on Afognak Island is being primarily driven by th.:: dcsir.:: of 
Seal Bay Wildc:rnaa Lodge owners, Roy and Sh~non Randall. Th~ Rand&Us own approx­
imately ICYCD acns olland and may putdsue same additional acreage from the Afognak 
loint Vcntu~. Previously, Mr Randall waa a acal hunter and quit the bll$inesa when he could 
bunt aeala no longer. When the lodge waa bein& buih, it waa with the understanding that timber 
wvuld be ~cd by the Forcat Service in the immediate vit:inity, 

The lodge iJ privately owned by the RandaJia, who h~ve made a living for y~MJ by operating 
a "world class rc:sGrt" for ·walthly corporat~ cxetutives and actors su~h as movie star 
Stewo ~ .. on property owued by other&. There ia no current or futu~ timber houve:;t 
loated dosc:r than Ofte mile from the lodge, yet the RAndalia c:onaidcr thia 1o be in their 
"backyard". I do cot ace the rationale for using public: moneys to purdJase lands for the 
private enjO)'IIlcnt of a aelcctcd f~ lodge owners, rich executives and movie stars. 

The mtin: Afognak Joint Venture lands were c:onvcyed with a public recreational easement 
OD all the Iandi (see ANILCA and the land conYCy&acc ~otda). Purchase of any Afo&nalt 
Joint Veature Ianda lor public: recreation .is paying for something already owned . 

• 
Then: are hundreds o( people who depend on timber harvcating on Afognak laland lor a 
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part or all of their ineome (fallers , equipment operata~, truck drivers, eoaks, office help, 
o~cn, rafting men, mc:chanics,long,ahoremc:n, stevedores, foresters, engineers, ct~.). 
Thia list doesn't begin to include all the support services in Kodiak and Anchorage. If 
all of theac people are not working, where 'Hill the tax money come from to continue to 
support these wilderness areas being act aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people is lost. This means an immediate impact on thc:ac: people, but also 
an im:tricvablc permanent Joss to the industry and economy, a.s there will never be another 
timber lwvat in these areas again if the timberlands are purchased. {Yes, trees really do 
grow back within our lifetimes!). 

For these and many other reasons, 1 do not support the purchase of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
spill senlement funds. If there is to be land purchases and restoration, it would make more sense: to re-­
establish water based biota and habitat (sawccd and c:clgra3S communities) with the moneys first and then 
move to specific: and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be !ihown to h~lp in the actual restoration 
of damaged habitat. 

Again, how can anyone justify buying timberlands with money .:~.warded for damage done by the oil spilL 
The money awatdtd should be used strictly to restore those areas affected by the spill. What do~ timber 
lands have to do with oil spill daJU&cd w&tc:r and shorelines. 

Sincerdy, 

1:*075 P15 
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February ll, 1993 

EDOD-Valder; Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G. Street 
Allc:har~gc, AK 99SO l 

RE: Use o! Oil Spill FUadt to purdta~e li.Dds on Afognak Island 

DearSira: 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL 
RUSTEE COUNCIL 

I am writing to cspms my OPPOSmON to using oil spill settlement funds to purchuc timbered land.s 
on Afognak Iai.Md (and Project ~3064 in general) for the following rea.sons: 

The: oilapill Kttlcmcnt funds arc to be used to restore damages caused by the Exxon-Valdez oil 
spiU. Areuonable and thou&frtlu! analysis would logically condude that there is no connection 
between timber harvest and water related rcsourcca dam~gcd by the oilapill. Whc1hcr the 
timber ia harvested or 1\ot will not alter the l'e$toratian of waters affected by the oil spill. 

Afognak. Island iJ tomposed of both forested and nonforeated ahorelincs and uplands. Kodiak. 
Island, immedi.atdy to the aouth of Afognak bland, is alm01t completely nonforcsted. Wildlife 
apc:Qcs (both game and uon-game) usc the ~without much regard to whether an arc;a has 
trees or not. The purthue or forested are» only for the purpose of atopping timber harvcat 
will not aubatantially hdp save lAY wildlife, u no wildlife is "threatened· by the harvest. 

The purchaae of Seal &y lands on Afognak Island is beng primarily driv~ by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wilderness Lodse owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. The Ra.ndalls own .approx­
imatr:ly H:Yat &~::rft gf land and may purchase same additional acreage from the Afa&n.alc. 
Joint Venture . .Previouoly, Mr Rand.U waa aaea.l hunter and quit the business when he could 
hunt sca1J no lon&er. When the lodge was beift& built, it was with the understanding that timber 

0 would be lwvested by the Forest Sc:Mcc in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge i.e privately owned by the RandalJs, who have made a living for yean by operating 
a "world clus raon" for "wcalthly corporate executives aod actors :such u movie star 
StCYCn Seagal" on property owned by others. There is no (;Urrcnt or futun: timber h&CVC'St 
lowed doaer tlwl one mile from the lodge, yel the Randalia ~onaider this to be in their 
"backyard". I do not sec the rationale for using public moneys to purchase W.ds for the 
privllc enjoyment of a edccted fc:w lodge owners, rich cxetutivca and movie .stars. 

The entire Afognak Join1 Vctrture lands were conveyed with a public recreational ea.sement 
on all the lanclt (ace 1\NILCA and the land conveyance ~reb). Pl.ln:buc of any Afognak 
Joint Veatute lucia for public recreation i• paying for something alR:ady owned. 

There are hundreds of people who depend on timber harvesting on Afognak Island for a 
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part or all of their income (bllers , equipment operators, truck drivers, cooks, office help, 
K&lers, rafting men, mechanics, longshoremen, stevedores, forc:stc:rs, cnginCCJ'$, etc:.}. 
This list dMSn 't begin to include all the support scrvi~cs in Kodiak and Anchorage. 1[ 
all of these pCQple are not working, wh~ will the tout rnoney corne from to continue to 
aupport these wilderness areas being set aside. When you purclwe timberlands, the 
income for these people is lost. Thia means an immediate impact on these people, but also 
an irretrievable permanent loss to the ind~nhy and economy, as there will never be another 
timber harvest in these areas again if the timberlands are purchaac:d. (Y ca. tr~ really do 
crow back within our lifetimes!). 

For these and many other rea$ons, I do not support the purchase of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
spill aettlement funds. If thCTc is to be lud pun:haaes and rcstol'3tion, i1 would make more sense to re­
establish water baaed biota and habitat (seaweed and eelgrass communitia) with the: montya first and then 
move to specific and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
of damaged habitat. 

Again, bow can anyone justify buying timberlands with money awarded Cor damage done by the oil spill. 
The money award~ shoulcl be used strictly to restore those ar~as a((a:ted by the spill. What does timber 
Ianda bavc to do with oil spill damaged water and =thorelinc:s. 

Sinccn:ly, 

1;075 P17 
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Exxon-Valdez; Oil Spill TNatcc Coun;;q~ 
64S G. Streci 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

RE: Uac of Oil Spill Funds to purdtue Ianda on Afognak Island 

Par Sire: 

EXX~N VAlDEZ OIL SPILt. 
AUSTEE GOU lCI'" 

1 am writing to exprcse my OPPOSmON to uaing oil spill settlement tuDds to purchase timbered lands 
on Afognak. Island (and Project ~3064 in general) for the following reuons1 

The oil spill settlement funds uc: to be used to restore damages caused by the Exxon-Valdc;,; oil 
spill. Arc&sonablc and thoucJttful analysis would logically conclude that there is no connection 
bdweat timber h~t and water related JUOurcea damaged by the oil apiU. Whether the 
timber is ha.rvested or not will not alter the restoration or waiers affected by the oil spill. 

Afognak !Jiand is composed of both forested and nonforcsted shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
Islutd, immcdillely to the south of Afognak Island, is almost c:ompldel)' nonlorc:stcd. Wildlife 
apeeiea (both game Uld Don-game) U5C the·~~ without much rt:gllCd to whether an an::a baa 
trr:ea or nat. The purdtasc of forested areu only for the purpose of stopping timber ~t 
will not substantially help aavc any wildlife. as no wildlife is "threatened" by the huvcst. 

The purchase of Sea.! Ba)' lands on Afognak Island is being primariJ)' driven by the desin of 
Seal Bay Wilderness Lodge owners, Roy and Sb~nt~on Randall. The Randalls own approx­
imately seven acrn of land and may purchase some additional Kreage from the Afognak 
Joint Venture. Previously, Mr Randall wu a acal hunter and quit the businm3 when he could 
hunt seals no longer. When the lodge w.a.s being built, it w.u with the understanding that timber 
would be hatvated by tbc Forest Service in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge ia privately owned by the Randalls, who have made a living lor years b)' operating 
a "world clua resort" for "wulthly corporate executives and actora auch u movie atar 
Steven Seagal" on propaty owned by others. There is no current or future timber huvest 
located cloacr than one mile: from the lodge, yet the R.andalls censider thia to be: in their 
"'backyard". I do not ace the rationale for using publk money• to purchase lands for the 
private enjoyment of a ecla:tal few lodge owncn, rith exec::uti~ and movie stars. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture Ianda were conveyed with a public recreational easement 
on all the Landa (see ANILCA and the land conveyance recorda). Purchue of any Afognak 
Joint Venture laoda for public recreation is paying for aomdhing already owned. 

There aze hundreds or people wbo depend on timber buvc:sting on Afognak Ialand for a 
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part or all of their income (fallers , equipment operators, truck drivers, cooks, office help, 
ac.alc:rs, rafting men, mcchanica, longshoremen, atc:vedorcs, fotC$tCra, engineers, etc.). 
This list docat~ 't bc:&in to include all the auppart acr.ri~cs in Kodiak a.nd Anchoraae. If 
all af these people are not workin&, where will the tax money come from to continue to 
support these wilderness areas being set aside. When you purchase: timberlands, the 
income for thcac: people is lost. This means an immediate impact on these people, 'but also 
an irretrievable permanent loss to the industry and economy, as there will never be another 
timber harvest in these ateas again if the timberlands are purchased. (Yes, trees really do 
grow bad; within our lifetimes!). 

For these and many other rc:asons, I do not e~upport the purchase of forC'Stlands on Afognak Island with oil 
spill settlement fu&ld$. If there b to be land purchases and restoration, it would make more sense to r~ 
establish water bucd biota and habitat (seaweed and eelgrass communities) with the moneys first and then 
move to apccifie and tatgc1cd upland acreag~, if and when it can be: shown to help in the actual restoration 
of damaged hal>it~t. 

Again, how can anyone justify buying timberlands v.ith money awarded Cor damage done by the oil spill. 
'I'be money .awarded ahould be used strictly to restore those areas affected by the spill. What does timber 
Ianda have to do with oil apill damaged water and ahorclina. 

Sincerely, 

it075 P19 
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!Don-Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
. 645 G. Sttcct 
ADchonge. AK 99501 

RE: Use ol Oil Spill Funds to purchase land& on Afognak Island 

Dear Sin: 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPill 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

1 am writing to apn:u my OPPOSmON to uaing oil $pillsc:ttlcmcnt lunda to purchase timbered lands 
on AfD&Dik IJland (and Project 19.3064 in geaeral) far the following reasons: 

The oilapillacttlemcnt fu.nda aR to be uaed to rcatorc damaga cauacd by the Exxon-Valdez: oil 
apill. Arcuoaable and thoughtful 1.11alysis would logically conclude that there is no connection 
between timber hatvnt and water related rcaourccs damaged by the oil $piU. Whttba- the 
timber ia harvested or not will not alter the rc:&toration of waters affected by the oil apill. 

Alognak lsi&Dd ia composed of both forested and nonforested .shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
Ialand, immediately to the aouth of Afognak &land, ia almoat compldcly nonlorcsted. Wildlife 
apecic:a (both &&me 1.11d non-game) u1c the an:aa without much rcganl to whether at1 area has 
treea or not. The purchase of forested areas only for the purpose of stopping timber harvest 
will not aubatantially help save IDY wildlife, aa no wildlife is "threatened" by the huvcst. 

The purchase of Se.al Bay lands on Afogttak. Island is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal B&y Wildmtess Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. The Ra.ndalls own approx­
imately JC'I/Cil &£:res of land and may pun::haae some additional acreage from the Alo&nak 
Joint Venture. Previously, Mr Randall was & aeal bunter and quit the busincu when he could 
hunt $C&Is no longer. When the lodge wu being built, it WL, with the understanding that timber 
wvuld be bllWSied by the Forat Servia: in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge ia privatc:Jy owned by the Ralldall$, who have made a living Cor yurs by operating 
a -,.,rid clua resort" for "wealthly corporate c:xc:cutive~ and actors such as movie atar 
StCYeD Se.g&J" on pJOperty owned by others. There is no cum:nt or future timber h&Nest 
loca!cd closer thau one mile from the lodge, yet the: R.andalls eonaidcr thia to be in their 
~ard". I do not see the rationale for UAing public moneys to purchase lands for the 
private enjoyment ol & aelected lew lodge owners, rich exccutivea a.nd movie stars. 

The entire Afognak Joint Vcture lands were co.nvc:y~ with a public recreational e&&emcnt 
oa aU tbe Ianda (ace ANILCA and the land convcymcc RCorda). Purchase of any Afognak 
Joint Ven~ lands for public rccn:ration is paying, for something al~y owned. 

There u-e hundreds ol people who depend on timber ~ting on Afognak Island for a 
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pa11 or aU of their income (fallera , equipment operators, truc:k drivas, c:ook.s, office help, 
1g,fera, raftiD& men, medlanic:a, longshoremen, •tc:vcdorc:a1 forester&, CJJgio~. etc:.). 
1bi.J list doesn't begin to include all the support services in lC.adiak. and Anchorage. If 
all of these people are not working, wh~ will the tu money come from to coatinuc to 
suppo11 tbac wildemcu areu bein& act aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people is lost. This means an immediate impact on these people, but also 
an indrievable permanent loss to the industry and economy, u there will nf!'Ver be another 
timber barveat in these~ apin if the timbcrlancb ~ pun:hucd. (Yes. trees rally do 
fP'NI b&ck within our lifetimes!). 

For theac and many other reuons, I do not 1upport the purchase of forestland. on Afognak Island with oil 
aplll settlement fuDdt. H there il to be land purchase~ and restoration, it wauld make more sense tore­
C~Jtablistl water bucd biota and habitat (acawccd and cc:lgrass communities) with the mane)l5 [irst and then 
move to specific and targeted upland ~CfeaBe, if and when it can br: shown to help in the actual ~taration 
of d&~~W&ed h&biud. 

Apin, how can anyvnc juatify buying timberlands with money awarded for damage done by the oil spill. 
The money awarded should be used strictly to restore those areas af(edcd by the spill. What does timber 
lmda bave to do with oil spill dam.gcd water and shominea. 

Sincerely, 
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Euon-Valdct Oil SpiU Tnaatcc Council 
645 G. Stteel 
Aadioratc, AK 99501 

RE1 Uac of Oil Spill Funda to pu~hue lands on AlO&Jlak Island 

Dear Sirs: 

EXXON VAlDEZ OIL s ILL 
nWSTEE GOU,lCIL 

I am writina to express my oPPOsmoN to uaing oil apill scttlaiJent lunda to pun::haae timbered lands 
on Alagnak Island (and Projc:c:t 193064 in ac:ncral) for the followin& reasons: 

lbe oilapill settlement lunda are to be uacd to rcatore damates caused by the: Exxon-Valdez oil 
spill. Alasonablc and thoupt!ul analyais would la&ic:ally conclude that there is no connection 
between timber h&M:at ~nd water related raources damaged by the oil spill. Whcth~ the 
timlM:r is harveated or not will not alter the restoration of waters affected by th~ oil spilt. 

AfopaJc.l.sland is composed of both fo~tcd &Dd nonforcated shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
Island, immediately to the aouth ot Afasnat Island, ia almost completely nonforestcd. Wildlife 
species {bath game and non·gamc) uac the an:as 'Nithout much regard to whether an area has 
lrec:s or not. 1\e purchue of forested are.u only for the purpose of stopping timber harvest 
will not 1ubs1anti&lly help aav~ any wildlife, as no wildlife is "thn:atencd" by the Jwvat. 

The purchase of Seal B.ay lands on Afosuk Island i5 being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wildemeea Lodge ownm, Roy and Sh.anon Randall. The Randalls own approx­
imately seva acres of land and may pu~hue some additional acreage from the Al"&nak. 
Joint Ventu~. PrcYiously, Mr Randall wu a ISCai. hunter and quit the business when he could 
hunt seals no longer. When the lodge was being built, it was with the understanding that timber 
wuuld be lwvattd by the Forest Service in the immediate vianity, 

The lodgt is privately awned by the !QndaJJs, who have made a living for years by operating 
a ''world claas rcson· for "wealthly corporate ex~utivcs ~d Kton auc:b u movie a tar 
SteYCD Scapi" on P"'perty owoed by others. There is no current ar future timber havcst 
loatcd c:loaer than one mile from the lodge, yd the Randalia consider this to be: in their 
"bad.yud". I do uot see the rationale lor u..ing public moneys to purchase lands for the 
private cajoymcnt of a sc:lcctcd few lodge ownc:n, ric::h executives and movie stars. 

The atire Afagnak Joint Vet~ture Ianda were coravcycd with a public recreatiGUJ easement 
oD all the lands (ace ANILCA and the land conveyance rcc;o,..). Purchase of &n)' Afognak 
Ialnt Vcnture lands for public m:reation il paying for 10mething already owned. 

Th~ are hundreds of people who depend on timber huvc:ating on Afognak Island for a 
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Again, how an uyone justify buyins timberlands with money awarded Cor damage done by the oil spill. 
· ne nlancy awltdcd ahould be used atrictly to restore thoac areu affected by the spill. What does timber 

Ianda ha~ to do with oilapill damaged water and •horclinta. 
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Euon·Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
645 G. Sttcct 
Aftehorage, AK 99501 

RE: Use of Oil Spill Funds t" purchase lands on Afognak Island 

Dear Sin: 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I am writiag to express my OPPOSmON to using oil spill settlement funds to purchase timbered lands 
on Afognak Island (and Project N93064 in general} for the following reuons: 

The oil spill acttlement funda arc to be used to rc:atore damage$ c:auscd by the Exxon-Valdez oil 
spill. Arcuonablc and thoug)ltful ana!)'sis woulcllogjcally conclude that there ia no c;onnection 
between timber ha.r~e~~t and water related resources dam-ecd by tbe oil spill. Whether the 
timber is haJYestcd or not will not alter the restoration of waters affected by the "il spill. 

Afognak lsland is composed of both forested ud noaforcstcd shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
Island, immediately to the sauth of Arotnak Island, is almost complctdy nonforestcd. Wildlife 
1pcaca (both game aad aon-game) uac the areu without much rqard to whdhcr an area bas 
trees or not. The pun:hase of forested arcu only for the purpose of atopping timber hvvest 
will not 1ubstantially help save any wildlife, aa no wildlife: is ""threatened'" by the hatvc:&t. 

The purchuc: or~ Bay lands on Afognak laland is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay W~demess Lodg~ owners, Roy ~d Shannon Randall. The: Raod&lls own approx­
imately scvc:a acres of land and may purchue some addition&! acreage from the Afognak 
Joint Venture. Previously, Mr Randall waa a tc:al hunter and quit the busineaa when he could 
hunt seals no longer. When the lodge was being built, it was with the understanding that timber 
would be b.&Msted by the Forest Service in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge i.s privately owned by the Rand&lls, who have made a living for years by operating 
a "world dua raort• for "wealtbly corporate cxccutivn and actoB auch as movie star 
Steven Saga!" on property owaed by others. There is no current or future timber harvest 
located c:losc:r than one mile: from the lodge, yd the Randalia consider this to be in their 
"backyard". I do not sec the rationale for using public money.s to purchae land& for the 
private ecjoymc:nt of a aelected rc:w lodge owners, rich executives and movie stars. 

The entire Afcgnak. Joint Venture lands were conveyed with a public recreational easement 
on all the lands (sec ANILCA and the land conveyance records). Pun:ha.se of any Afognak 
Joint Venture lands for public recreation is paying for something already owned. 

Then:: ate hundreds of people who depend on timber buvating on Afognak Island for a 
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part or all of their ineome {fl.llers , equipment operatots, trucl:. drivers, coou, office help, 
acalera, raftmg men, metbani~. longshoremen, atevcdor~. foresters, cngincera, etc.). 
This list doesn't begin to include &II the Sllpport services in Kodiak and Anchorage. If 
all of thCK people are not working, where will the tax money come from to continue to 
support these wildcmcsa areas being &et aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income [or tbcac people i3 loat. Thia means an immediate: impKt on these people, but :also 

. an irretrievable permanent loss to the industry and economy, as there will never be another 
rimbcr b&rvcst in thCJC areu again if the timberlands are purchased. (Y cs, trees rally do 
grow bad. within our lifetimcsl). 

*i075 P28 

For these and many other n:asons, I do not support the pur~hasc of [orcstlanda on Afognak lalano with oil 
spill settlement funds. I[ there is to be land purchases and restoration, it would ma.k..e more sense tor~ 
establish water based biota. and habitat (seaweed and eelgrass communities) with the moneys first and then 
m~ to specific and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be 5hown to help in the actualll:3toralion 
or d~ habitat. 

Apin, how can anyone juatify bllying timberlands with money awarded for damage done by the oil apill. 
The 1110ney awarded ahould be used stric:tly to restore those areas affected by the apiU. What does timber 
IUlda have to do with oilsplll damaged wattr and ahorelinc:s. 

Sia<:erdy, 
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RE: Usc or Oil Spill Funds to purc:lwe lands on Afognak Island 

Dc.vSirat 

EXXON VALDEZ Oil SPILL 
TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

I am writing to cxpra. my OPPOSmON to using oil apillsettlanent funds to purchase timbered lands 
on Afopak Ial..sd (and Project 1#93064 in general) for the following reasons: 

The oilapill settlement funds AR to be used to reato~ damages cauacd by the Exxon·Valdez oil 
spill. An:uonable acd thoughtful anafysia would logically conclude that there ia no connection 
belwecn timber harvest aod water n:latcd resources dama&Cd by the oil•piU. Whether the 
timber ia h.rvatcd or not will not alter the restoration of waters affected by the oil spill. 

Afognak Island is ~posed of both forested and nonforcatcd shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
Ialud, immediately to the touth of Afognak J.slmd, is almost completdy nonfon:sted. Wildlife 
apeciea (both game and DOn-pme) UK the arc:.u without muth regard to whether an an:a hu 
trees or not. 11te purchase or foratcd areas only for the purpaae of atopping timber hatVest 
will not aubatantially help aavc: any wildli.k, u no wildlife is ·ttueatenc:d~ by the lwvest. 

The p~Jwe of Seal Bay Iandf on Afognak.lsland is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wilderness Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. The Randal Is own approx­
imately acven a.c:res of land and may purchue some additional acreage from the Afognak 
Joint Ventu~. Prc:Yiously, Mr Randallwaa a suJ hunter and quit the buaincaa when he could 
hunt acals no Ioaacr. When the lodge was being builr, it waa with the understanding that timber 
would be buvattd by the Forest Sc:Mcc: in. the immediate: vicinity, 

The lodge ia privately owned by the Randalls, who have made a living for)'~ by opmtting 
a "world class resort" for "wcalthly corporate executives .and &dora such as movie star 
Srcven ~al" on property owned by othctS. There ia no cun"ent or future rimbec harvest 
Ioc::atc:d closer than one mile from the lodge, yd the Ra.ndalls cottsider this to be: in their 
"bacltyatd". I do not see the rationale for using public; moneys to pur~ lands for the 
private enjoyment of a eclcctc:d few lod.&e owners, rich executivee and movie stan. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture l&nd$ were conveyed with a public recreational euemcnt 
on all the Ianda (ICC ANILCA and the land c:onvc:yance records). Purcha.sc of any Afognak 
loint Venture Iandi for public recreation ia p&ying ror aomething already owned. 

Then ate bundrcda of people who depend on timbet" hanuting on Afognak. Island for a 
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part or all of thdr ineome (fallers , equipment operators, truck drivers, coob, office help, 
~ers, raltiag men, mechanics, longshoremen, stevedores, foresters, engineers, et~.). 
Thiallat doesn't begin to include: aJI the support services in Kodiak. and Anchar~c. If 
all of thc:ac people are not working, where will the tax money come from to ~:ontinue to 
support these wilderness arcu being sc:t uidc. When you purchue timberlands, the 
income for theae people is lost. 111is means an immediate impact on these: people, but also 
an irretrievable permanent lo:.~ to the industry and economy, as there will never be another 
timber hatVC~St in these area again if the timberlands are purchucd. (Y ca, trees rally do 
yow back. within our lifetimes!). 

For these and many other ru.sons, I do not support the purch&.'lc: of forestlands on Afognak. Island with oil 
spill settlement fWldS. Ir there is to be land purcha5es and restoration, it would make more sense to re­
c::stablish watCT based biota and habitat (sea~ and cdgr&93 communitic:a) with the: moneys first and then 
move to specific and tatgeted upland acreage, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
of da.ruced habitat. 

A&ain. how can anyone justify buyin& timberlands with money awa.rdcd for dama&c done by the: oil spill. 
The money awarded should be used atridly to restore those &rcii.B affected by the apiU. What does timber 
Ianda ba~ to da with ail spill damaged water and shorelines. 
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Po Bo)! 

Euon-V.Jdcz Oil Spill Tnasta: Council 
64$ o. Street 
Anchorage, AX 99.50 l 

R.E: Uae of Oil Spill Funds to purthase lands on Afognak Islattd 

Dc&rSirst 

~ [g(g[gQVJ[g ~ 
UlJ FE 8 15 1993 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPIL. 
i RUSTEE COUNCIL 

I am writing to expreaa my OPPOSmON to uaing oil llpill Kttlcmcnt funds to pu~twc timbered lands 
on Afopa Island (and Projea #93064 in general) for the following reasona: 

The oil apill aettlcment funda arc to be used to rcttore damagc:a caused by the: Exxon-Valdez oil 
apill. ARuonable and thoughtful analysis would logially conclude that there is no coMection 
bctwccn timber harvest and walcr related raou~ca damased by the oil spill. Whether the 
timber is batYeSted or not will not alter the rmtoration ol watera affcdcd by the oil spill. 

Alognak Island is composed of both (orated and nonforestcd shorelines and uplarub. Kodiak 
Island, immediately to the south of Afognak Island, is almost completely nonlorcsted. W"tldlile 
apccict (both game aud non-game) use the &1"C&3 without much regard to whdhc:r an area ha.s 
trees or not. The purchase of forested Me~ only for the purpcse of stopping timber ha.rJc:st 
will not aubatantwly help aaYe any wildlife, as no wildlife is "threatened" by the harvat. 

The purchaae of Sui &y l.mds on Afognak Island is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wildcmcas Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon lbndall. The R.andalls own approx­
imately aevcn ac~a of land and may purchase some additional acreage from the Alognak 
Joint Venture. Previoualy, M.r Randall wu a seal bunter and quit the bu$ineao wha he tould 
hunt seals no longer. When the lodge was being built, it was with the undcntmding that timber 
woold be barveatC:d by the Forat Sei'Yic:c in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge ia privately owned by the Randalls, who havr: made a Jiving for years by operating 
a "world dus resort" for "walthly corpor~te exa::utivcs and actors such as movie star 
Steven Se~al" on property ovmed by others. There is no current or future timber b~t 
loc:&ted dOJcr than one mile Crom the lod5~. y~ the Randalls consider this to be: in their 
"bac ... yard". I do not see the rationale for U5ing publi~ moneys to purchase lands for the 
private enjoyment of a selected few lodge ownm, rich executives and movie stars. 

The entire Alogn&k. Joint Venture lands were conveyed with a public: recreational easement 
on all the Ianda (ICC ANILCA and the land conveyance ICCC!rds). Purchase of any Afo&n&k 
Joint Venture Ianda for public rs:ration is paying lor something already owned. 

There are hundrala or people wbo depend on timber har~csting on Afognak. Island for a 
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part or all of their ineome (f&llera , equipment operators, truck dri\'CI"', cooks, oCfice help, 
scalers, rafting men, mechanics, lonphorcmcn, atcvcdorcs, fon::stcra, engjnccn, etc:.). 
This list doesn't begin to include all the support sc:Mca in Kodiak. and Anchorage. If 
all of thcae people ~ not wortill&, where will the tax money c:ome from to c:antinue to 
a.upport tbeee wildcmcsa vc.v bcia& ad uide. When you purcbuc timberlands, the 
income for these people illoat. 'I'hia means an immediate imped vn thac: people, but also 
an irretrievable pcnMDent Joss to the lndustJY &nd economy, as there will never be another 
timber harvest ia thcx areas 11mn if the timberlands arc purchased. (Y cs, trees really do 
grow ba.:::k. within our lifctimesl). 

1:1075 P26 

For these and IIWIY Clther reuoJU, I do not support the purchase of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
apill settlancnt funds. If there is to be land puKhaaes and restoration, it would make more acnsc:: to rc­
cstablwh water buc:d biota and habitat (seaweed and eclgr~ communities) witb the moncya first and then 
move to apcdfK: and t~~getcd upland acrea&e, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
of dam~&cd habitat. 

Again, how can anyone justify buying timberlands with money awarded for damage done by the oil spill. 
The money awarded should be used strictly to restore those areas affected by the spill. What does timber 
Ianda have to do witb oilJpill damaged water and sbordin~. 

Sin~y. 
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February ll,1993 

Exxan-Valclez Oil Spill Trustee Coun~:il 
645 G. Sttcet 
Anchorage. AK 99501 

REz U~e of Oil Spill Funds to purc:huc luds ~n Afognak Island 

mr~~~~~~rw 
EXX~N VALDEZ OIL SPILL 

1 RUSTEE GOU lCI 

1 am writmg to cxprcaa my OPPOSmON to uaing oil spillacttleinent runda to purdtase timbered l&nds 
on Afognak Jslud (and fmiect #93064 in gesteral) for the following reuons: 

The oil spill ac«lcmcnt funda AR to be uacd to restore damages ta.uscd by the Exxon-Valdez oil 
apiU. Ateuall&ble 111d thoughtt\11 analysia would logically conc.lude that there is no connection 
betweal timber biM:It and water related resources damaged by tbe oil spill. Wb~hcr the 
timber ia b&rlatcd or not wiU not alter the restoration of waters affected by the oil spill. 

Afognak bland m compoacd of both forested and noaforatcd •horclincs and upluda. Kodiak 
Island, immediately to the south of Afognak Island, is almost completely non forested. Wildlife 
species (both game and non-game) uae the ~without much regard to wbcthcr an area has 
trees or not. The purchaae of fon:sted areu only for the purpose of atopping timber harvest 
will not aul»tantially hdp I&Ye uy wildlife, u no wildlife ia "threatened· by the harvest. 

The purdaasc of Seal ~y lands on Afognak Island is beiAg primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay WildcmC$1 Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. The Randalls own approx­
imately IC'VCII acres of land and may purcbue some additional acmagc from the Afognak 
Joint Venture. Previously. Mr Randall W&l & aeal huatcr and quit the bu$inc:Js when he could 
bunt seals no longer. When the lodge was being buih, it was with the understanding that timber 
would be bariatcd by the Forat Service in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge ia privately owned by the IW!dall.s, who have made a living for years by operating 
a "world clan resort" for '"wealtbly cgrporale exccutivca and actors auch u movie stat 
Steveu Se,.. .. on prvperty owned by others. There is no current or future timber hasvat 
la<:atcd ~loser than one: mile from the lodge, yet the IUnd&lls consider thia to be in their 
"backyard". I do not see the rationale for using public moneys to purchase lands for the 
private enjoyment of & ~elected few lodge OwnQlt, rich executives and movie: star&. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture Ianda were conveyed with a public recreational easement 
on all the lands (ece ANILCA and the land coovey&Dcc I"C(ords). Purchase of any Af4gnak 
Joint Venture lands lor public recremon is paying tor somethillg already awned. 

There are hundreds of people who depend on timber barvesting on Afo&nlk Island for a 
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pvt or all of their inCome (fallc:m , equipme.ot operators, tl'\lck clrivers, cooks, office help, 
acalm, raftin& mm, mcchaaics, long.shorcmen, stc:vedores, forc:sicrs, engincas, etc.). 
This list doesn't bqin to include all the support services in Kodiak and Anchorage. II 
all o[ tb~CSC people are nat working, where will the tax money come from to continue to 
support these wildcrnQs uws bang set aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
in~omc for these people ia lost. This means an immediate imp&d on these people, but also 
an i.rretric:v~blc: permanent loss to the industry and economy, as there will never be another 
timber harvest in these IRIS again il the timberlands are purchased. (Yes, trCC$ really do 
grow back within our lifetimes!). 

For these and many other rea.sona, J do not support the pun:hue of forestlands on Afognak. Island '-"lth oil 
apiU acttlcment fuad$. If there ia to be land pun:ha.scs and restoration, it would make more sen~ to re­
czstablioh water b~cd biota and habitat (licawced and eelgrass communities) with the: monc:y:s first and then 
move to apccifit and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be shown to help in the .actual restoration 
of damascd habitat. 

Again, how can anyone justiCy buying timberlands with money awarded for damage done: by the oil spill. 
The money awarded should be: U$cd atri<:tly to restore those artas aff~ted by the spill. What does timber 
Ianda have to do with oil spill damaged walcr and shorelines. 

t::t075 P30 ·-··· -·~ 
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Exxon-Valdez Oil Spill Truatcc Council 
645 G. Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

REt Ute of Oil Spill FUDda to purchase laads on Alopak Island 

De&rSira: 

~XXpN VALDEZ Oil SPILL 
!1USTEE COU.l~ IL 

I am writing to apmse cny OPPOSlTION to using oil apillacttlement fund& to purchase timbered lands 
oa Afos~Jak Island (and Project "3064 in general) lor the followin& reaaans: 

The oil spill sdtlcment funds are to be used to ratorc damages caused by the Exxon-Valdez oil 
spiU. Areuonable and thoughtful Lllalyais would logjeally conclude that there is no connection 
bctwc:cn timber harvest lAd water ~1atcd resources damaged by the oil spill. Whdhet' the 
timber ia harvested or not will not alter tbe rc:storatioa of watera affected by the oil spill. 

Afognak Ial&nd is composed of both forested and noaforcsted shorelines and uplana. Kodiak 
Island, immediately to the &auth of Afognak Itland, is almost completely nonrornted. Wildlife 
..,a:ic:a (both &&me &nd Ron-game:) ux 1he are.u without much rcprd to whdhet" an area has 
trees or nat. The purc:hue ol forested arc:aa only for the purpoae ol stopping timber harvest 
will not aub&t111tially help aave any wildlife, as no wildlife is ~threatened" by the baJVest. 

The purchase of Seal Bay lallds on Afognak Island is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wilderness Lodge owners. Roy and Shannon Randall. The Rand&ll.s own apprgx­
imatdy seven acres or land and may purdlase some additional acrca&e from fhe Afognak 
Joint V~Cnturc. ~oualy, Mr Randall was a se&l hunter and quit the buainc:aa when he could 
bunt seals no longer. When the lodge wa.s beiDg built, it wa.s with the undCDtanding thai timber 
would be bii{WStcd by the Forest Service in the immediate Yic:inity, 

The lodge ia privately awned by the Ranct.!Js, who have made a living for year& by operating 
a "world ~IAN RSOrt" for .. wcalthly corporate exccutivea and actors such as movie stu 
StcYCO Scl&ll" on property owued by others. There is no current or future timber har.rest 
located closer than one mile from the lodte. yet the JUndalla conaider thi& to be in their 
"blctyard". I do not see the rationale for using public moneys to purchase land:s for the 
private enjoyment of & Klcdcd few lodge ownm, ric:h cxccufiva and movie sta111. 

lbe entire Afognak Joint Venture l~da wen: conveyed with a public ""rca1ional ca:;ement 
on all the Ianda (see ANILCA and the land conYe:yance records). Purchase of any Afognak. 
Joint Vatwe Ianda for public recreation is payins for aomething already owned. 

There are hundreds of people wbo depend on timber balvesting on Afognak l&l&nd for a 
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part or all of their income (fallers , equipment operators, truck drivers, cooks, office help, 
ewers, rafting men, mechanics, longshoremen, atevcdores, rorcatcrs, enginecra, etc:.). 
This list doesn't begin to include all the support services in Kodiak and Anchorage. lf 
all of these people a.re not working, where will the tax money come from to continue to 
support these wilderness areas being &d aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people is lost. This means an immediate impact on these people, but also 
an irretrievable permanent loss to the lndustl)' and economy, as there will never~ another 
timber harvc;,t in thcac llC&I agaio il the timberlillcb ,arc purchased. (Yes, tr«S rully do 
grow back within our lifetimes!). 

For thac: and many other reasons, I do not support the: p'Urcbaec: of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
!!;pill settlem~t funds. U there is to he land purchases and restoration, it would make more tense to re­
establish water hued biota and habitat (seaweed and c:c:lgra.sa communitie3) with the moneys first and then 
move to specific and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual ratoration 
of damaged habitat. 

Again, how c•n anyone: justify buyir~g timberlands with money awarded for damage done by the oil spill. 
The money awarded should be used strictly to restore those areas af!ectcd by the spill. What does timber 
lands bavc to do with oil •pill damaged water and sborelinn. 

Sinc:crely, 

~075 P32 
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February 12, 1993 

Exxon-Valdez Oil Spill ~t" Council 
645 G. Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

RE: Ute of Oil Spill FlUids to purcllue llllds on Afognak. Island 

DcarSira: 

~~©~OW~~ 
lfl.l FE 8 15 1993 

EXXON VALDEZ · OIL SPILL 
''RUSTEE COUNCIL 

1 am writing to eJ:pteiS my OPPOSffiON to using oil spilJICttlcmcnt funds to pun:hase timbered lands 
oo Afognak. Island (and Project 193064 in &cncraJ) lor the following reasons: 

The oil spill acttlcmcnt funds~ to be uacd to rcatorc dam.gca caused by the Exxon-V&Idcz: oil 
, apill. Arcaaonablc: and thoughtful analysis wauld lasicaiJy conclude that there ia no connection 
between timber lwYest and wuer related rCBOura:a damaged by the oil spill. Whether the 
timber i& h~cd or not will not alter the rc~toration or wat~ .Umcd by the oil spill. 

Afognak lslmd is aJmpoaed of both fon:sted and nonfon:stc:d shorelines ~nd upland$. K.odiu 
Island, immediately to the aouth of AfO&Jiak. Islllld, is almost completely nonforested. Wildlife 
•tm:iQ (bQth pmc and non-game) use the are:as without much regard to whether an area has 
trees or not. The purchue of farest.ed areas only for the purpose or stopping timber harvest 
will not substantially help uvc any wildlife, u no wildlife is "threatened" by the harvgt. 

The purchase af Seal &y lands on Afognak Island is being primarily driven by the desire or 
Seal Bay Wildcme$.1 lodg~ ownaa, Roy and Shannon Randall. The Rand&lls own approx­
imaldy scvcn acres of l&nd and may pun:haac: aomc: additional acreage from the Afa&nak 
Joint Venture. Ph:Yioualy, Mr Randall wu a sc.al hunter and quit the business when be could 
hunt seals no longer. When the lodge WAS being buill, it wu with the understanding that timber 
would be har.ocatcd by the Forest Selvicc in the iaamccliate vicinity, 

The lodge is privately owned by the R.andalls, who have made: a liviug for years by operating 
a -..world class raort" for "wc:altbly corporate executives and &dors nch as movie: star 
StCYCD Sc.gal" an property owned by othm. There is no cutttnt or future timber harvest 
localed closer than one mile from the lodge, yet the Rand&ll6 consider thia to be in their 
"b~atd". I do not see the rationale for using public moneys to purchase lands for the 
private enjoyment of a eclected few lodge owners, rich executives and movie &tars. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture: land& were conveyed with a public recreational cuemcnt 
an all the laada (tee ANILCA and the land c:onveyanc:c recorda). Purchase of any Afognak 
I oint Venture Ianda for public recrea.tion ia paying for 10mething already owned. 

Th~ arc hundreds of people who depend on timber barvcstin& on Afognak Island for a 
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pact or all of their income (fallers , equipment operators, truck drivers, cooks, office hdp, 
a~lcrs, rafting men, mechanics, longshoremen, stevedore:;, forcstcr5, engineers, etc:.). 
Tbialist doesn't begin to include all the support services in Kodiak and Anchorage. I[ 

all of these people are not working, where will the tax money come from to continue: to 
support these wilderness arcu being sc:t aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people is lost. This means an immediate impad on these people, but also 
an irretrievable permanent loss to the industry and economy, as there will never be another 
timber hazve:d in these arus .again if the timberlmd.s are purcha.scd. (Ya, trees really do 
grow back within our lifetimes!). 

For these and many other reasons, 1 do not support the purchase of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
1pillsc:ttlcmcnt funds. I[ there is to be land purchucs and restoration, it would make more sense to re­
establish water bued biota and habitat (seaweed and eel&rass communities) with the moneys rirst and thc:n 
move to specific and 1argeted upland acreage, if and when it can be &bown to help in the actual m;toration 
of damaged habitat. 

Again, how ~an anyone justify buying timberlands with money awarded for damage done by the oil spill. 
The money awarded .should be used strictly to restore tho&c are~ affected by the spill. What does timber 
lands have to do with oilapill damaged water and ahoreline:s. 

\ 

Sincerely, 

1:1075 P34 
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CZo ' e, t s-oc; Clf 0 crnol. u 
J<,d ,,,<. At<. 'l'it.t.> 

Enon-Valdcz: Oil Spill Trust~ Council 
645 G. Street 

. Allcbor~ge, AK 99501 

RE: U1e ol Oil Spill Funds to pun:hasc W!ds on Afognak Island 

Dear Sinn 

EXXON VALDEZ OIL S?ll 
. "!1USTEE COUUCIL 

I am writin& to cltpras my OPPOSmON to usin& oil spill settlement funds to pun:haac timbcmllands 
on Afognak Island (and Project #93064 in 'cncral) for the following reasons: 

The oilapill settlement funds arc to be uacd to restore dam.gc:~~ ~au.sc:d by the Exxon-Valdez: oil 
spill. Areaaonablc ud thoughtful analysis would logically conclude thu there is no connection 
between timber harvest and water related resoun:ea damaged by the oil spill. Whctb~r the 
timber is harvested or not will not alter the reatoration of waters affected by the oil spill. 

Alopak Island is composed of both forested and nonforestcd shorelines and upl.and.s. Kodiak 
lal&nd, immediately to the south of Afognak.I&Jand, is almost completely nonforcstcd. Wildlife 
species (both game aad Don-game) uae the area.s without much regard to whether an area has 
trees or nat. The purchase or forested areas only for the purpo&e or stopping timber harvest 
will not s~ibatantially help &&vc any wildlife, as no 'Wildlife is "'thn:atcncd'" by the har.~est. 

The purchaae of Sal Bay land$ on Aloanak. Island is being primarily driven by the desire ol 
Sc:al Bay WildemCS5 Lodge own era, Roy and Shannon Randall. The R.andalls own approx­
imately SCYCG ~res of bnd and may purchase same additional &Crease from the Afognak. 
Joint Venture. Pr-Mously, Mr Randall was a seal hunter and quit the bu3iness when he c:ould 
hunt seals no longer. When the lod&e wu being built, it was with tbe undcntanding that timber 
would be harvested by tbe Fornt Serlice in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge is privately owned by the Randalia, who have made a living for years by operating 
a "world elw rcsortft for "wcalthly c:orporatc cxccutiva and &dora such aa movie star 
Steo.~M Sel&ll" on property owned by others. There is no current or future timber ba.rvest 
louted ~loacr than one mile from the lodge:, yc:t the Randalls consider this to be in their 
"backyard". l do nat see the rationale for using public moneys to purchase lands for the 
private enjoyment o( a selected fr:w lodge ownm, rich ex~utivcs and movie stars. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture lands were conveyed with a public recreational casement 
oa all the Ianda (see ANllCA and the land conveyance m:ords). Purchue of any Afognak 
Ioiat Venture luda (or public n~Creation is paying for something already owned. 

Then: are hundreds of people who depend on timber h~~Vcetin& on Afognak Island for a 
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pil1 or all of tbcir income: (faJiera , equipment operata~. truck drivers, cooks, ofiicc help, 
K&lcrs, nltiag men, mechanics, lon&Aorcmcn, stevedores, foresters, cngincus, etc.). 
This list dacan 't begin to include all the support services in Kodiak and Anchorage. If 
all or thcac people are not working, whcrt will the w money (;orne lrom 'to continue: to 
aupport lheac wildcmt$a ara.s being set aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people ia lost. This means an immediate impact on thC$C people, but also 
an irretrievable permanent Joss to the industry and cc:onomy, as there will never be another 
tim tier hacvat in these ate&l ~~~n if the timberlands are purchased. ('f es, trees rc.ally do 
r;ow back. within our lifctimeal). 

Fen thc:ac: and many other reasons, I do not support the purchase of forestlands on Afognak. Island with oil 
spiU settlement fW!d&. I( there is to be b.rld pun::h~es and restoration, it would mak.e more smse to re­
establish water bucd biota and habitat (suweed and c-cJgrus communities) with the: monc:yslirst and then 
move to specific and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
or damaged habitat. 

Again, how can anyone j~tily buying timberland:~ with money awarded for damage done by the oil &pill. 
Th~ money awarded should be used atrittly to restore th0$e areas affected by the spill. What does timber 
Ianda have to do with oil spill damaged wata- and shorelines. 

Sinecrdy, /7 ~ 
1'Yl~~ . 

**12175 P36 
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FEB 15 1993 

Exxon-V.tdu Oil Spill Tn~stee Council 
645 G. Street 
Alicborage, AK 99501 

RE: U1e of Oil Spill Fund• to purdwe lands on Afognak Island 

OearSirs1 

EXXON VALDt:z OIL SPill 
'L'AUSTEE GOUtlCIL 

I am writing to c:xprces my OPPOSmON to uing oil spill1cttlement funds to purchase timbered l&nds 
on Afopak Ialand (and Projed 193064 in general) for the (ollowing reasons: 

The oillpillacttlcmcnt funds arc: to be used to restore damagc:a cauaed by the Eu~m-Valdc.r; oil 
spill. Arcuonable and thoughtful analysis would leJ&ic:ally conclude that there is no connection 
between timber lwvc:at and water rdatcd raourc;cs d&ma&cd by the oil spill. Whether the 
timber ia harvested or not will nett alter the restoration of waters affected by the oil •pill. 

Afopak laland ia composed of both forested and nonforestcd shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
bland, immediately to the south of Afognak bland, i.: almost completely nonforestcd. Wildlife 
apccia {both game and nou-sarne) uac the are_u without much rqard to whether an area has 
trees or not. The pu~huc of forested area, only for the p~arposc of stopping timber harvest 
will not tllbttantially hdp u.ve any wildlife, uno wildlUe is "thn:Atcncd" by the harvest. 

The putdluc of Seal Bay Ianda on Af08JWt Islandia being primarily driven by tbe dt!$i~ of 
Seal Bay Wilderness Lodge own~. Roy and Sh~r~non !Undall. The Ralldalla own approx­
imaely II:YC:D &e:R:Ii of Jand 111d may purchuc: some additional acreage from the Afognak 
Joint Venture. Previo~as)y, Mr Randall wu a CJC&l hunter And quit th~ businc:N when he could 
hunt aea1a no longer. When the lodge was being built, it waa with the understanding tbt timber 
would be batYested by the Foreat Savice in the immediate \licinity, 

The lodge ia priv.tdy owned by tbc R.andalls, who have made a living for years by operating 
a "wvrld class rcson" for "wealtltly corporate executiva ~d Actors auch u movie stat 
Stcva~ ScagaJ" on property owned by others. There ia no current or future timber batvcst 
located ~loeer than one mile [rom the lodge, yet the Randalia consider this to be in their 
"backyard,.. I do not see the rationale for using public moneys to purchase lands far the 
private cnjoymmt of a ac:lc:ded few lodge owners, rich cxccutiYCa and movie stars. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture lands were: conveyed witb a public recreational easement 
on aJl the Ianda (ace ANILCA and the land conveyance records). Purchase of any Afognak 
Joiat Vcnt\U"e Ianda for p~atllic recreation is paying for something alrady owned. 

ThCR ace hundra!a of people who depend on timber hatYc:eting on Afognak. Island for a 
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part or alJ of their income (fallers , equipment operators, truck drivers, cooks, office help, 
acalcra, rafting men, mec:hanic:a, longshoremen, stevedores, foresters, enginc:cl"3, etc.). 
Thb list doesn't begin to Jnc:llldc all the support smviccs in Kodiak and Anchorase. If 
all of thC&C people an:: nQt wgrking, where will the tax money come from to continue to 
aupport these wilderness areas bein& set aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people is lost. This means an immediate impKt on. these people, but also 
an irretrievable permanent Jo.sa to the indu.stry and ~onomy, 1.$ there will never be another 
timber hatVest in these ara.s again if the timberlands are purchased. (Yes, trcQ really do 
grow back within our liCetimest). 

For these Me! many other reasons, I do not support the purchase of forestlands on Afognak Island with oil 
spillaettlemc:nt funds. U there is to be lane! purthases and restoration, it would make more 11ense to rc­
cztablish watgo b&$cd biota IU1d habitat (seaweed and cdgra&& commWlitics) with the moneys first and then 
move to specific &ftd targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
of damaged habitat. 

Again, bow can anyon«: justify buying timberlands with money awarded Cor damage cione by the oil spill. 
The money awarded should be used stric:tly to restore those a.rea.s aUccted by the spill. What does timber 
Ianda have to do with oil spill damaged water and shor~lines. 

Sincerely, 

... 

~075 P~B 
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I( 0 :•,q k I ll /( ?CJ {,Is-
E.u:on-VIldc,; Oil Spill Tna&tcc Council 
64.5 G. Street 
Aacbongc, AK 99501 

REt Use of Oil Spill Funds to purchase lands on Alogoak Island 

DearSirs1 

~~©~n~~~ 
FEB 15 1993 

EXXON VAlDEZ OIL SPilL 
YRUSTEE COU~lC !L 

1 un writing to c:xpreaa my OPPOSmON to uaing oil apill settlement runds to purchuc: timbered lands 
on Afognak Ialand (and Projca 1#93064 in general) for the following reasona: 

The oil spill settlement lunda are to be used to reston: damages caused by the Exxon-Valdez oil 
spill. Areasonahle and thoughtful analysis would logically conc:lude that there is no connection 
between timber harn:st and walcr related resource:& damaged by tbe oil apill. Whether the: 
timber i5 b~tcd or not will not alter the restoration of watertl affected by the oil spill . 

. Al~ bland i3 composed of both forested and nonforcstcd ahordincs and upland$. Kodiak 
bland, immediately to the south of Afognak. Island, is almost completely nonforested. Wildlife 
apecic:s (both game: and non~amc) use the are.as without much regard to whether an area has 
tRCS or not. The purcbue of forested an:u only for the purpose of stopping timbEr harvat 
will not aubetantially help aavc: anywild~e, as no wildlife is "thrulened" by the lwvest. 

The purchase of SQJ Bay Ianda on Afognak Island is being primarily driven by the de:sir~ of 
Sell Bay Wjldemcsa Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon R.andatl. The Randalls own approx­
imately sevea acres of land and may purchase: some: additiona.l acrea&e from the AfogniLk. 
Joint Venture. Previously, Mr Randall wu & acal hunt~r and quit the business when he could 
hunt Kala no longer. When the lodge was being built, it was witb the understanding that timber 
would be harvested by the Forest Service in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge is privately owned by the Randalh, who have made a livin& for years by operating 
a "world clus resort" for "wcaJtbly corporat~ executives and acrors such u movie star 
St~ Sca&aJ" on pmperty awned by others. There is no cum:nt or futu~ timber hatVest 
ICK:&ted closer than one mile rrom the lodge, yet the: Randalls consider this to be in their 
"backyard". I do not ace the ratioMle for u.sing public moneys to purchue land:t for the 
private c:nj0)'11lent of a sc:lcctcd few lodge owners, rich executives and mo\'ic: 11tara. 

The: entire Afognak Joint Venture lands were conveyed with a public R:C~UtionaJ easement 
on Ill the lllld:1 (ne ANILCA and the la~~d conwyance recorda). Purchase of any Afognak 
Joint Venture land. for public recreation is paying for something already owned. 

There: are huadrcda of people who depend on timber harvc:sting on Afognak Island for a 
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p.vt or all of their income (fallera , equipment operators, truck drivers, cooks, olii~e help, 
ae&lera, rafting men, mcchania,longshortmcn, stevedores, foresters, engineers, etc.). 
This list doesn't begin to include all the aupport scrvices in Kodiak and Anchorage. If 
all ot the&e pc:aple are not "~Wrkmg, whe~ v.iU the tax money come: lrom to continue: to 
support these wildcrneu area being set aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people: ia Joat. This mc&ns an immediate impact on thac: people, but also 
an irretrievable pennanent loss to the industry and economy, as there will never be another 
timber ha.rveat in these areu again if the timberlands are purcwed. ('ia, trco n:ally do 
yow back within our lifetimest). 

For thc:;e and many other rc~ns, I do not support the purchase of forestlands on Afognak. Island with oil 
spill settlement funda. If there is to be land purchases and ratoration, it would make more sense to re­
atablish water based biota and habitat (seaweed and eelgra3s communitiC$) with the moneys ti~ and then 
mQ\It; to specific and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be !hown to help in the actual restoration 
of ~am.aged bJ.bitat. 

A&ain. how can anyone justify buying timberlands with money awarded for damage done by the oil spill. 
The money awarded should be u.sed atrictly to restore those areas affected by the spill. What does timber 
Ianda have to do with oil spill damaged water and shorelines. 

Sincerely, 

1:*075 P4~ 



J ... 
.. FEE-15-'93 MON 13:15 ID:SILUER E~Y LOG ~FGNK TEL NO: 1:*075 P41 

. ' 

. . 

FebNJ.Iy ll. 1993 

Exxon· Valdez: Oil Spill Ttuat~ Coun~il 
645 o. Stra:t 
Anchorage, AK 9950 l 

REs Ute at Oil SpiU Funds to purchue Ianda on Afotnak Island 

Dear Sirs: 

~~~~:~~~ 
.··'XON VA DEZ OIL Pllt. 

•· T ·E ·o . CIL 

I am writiJI& to cxprc::aa my OPPOSffiON 110 using oil spill acttlement fund& to purch;u;c timbcml lands 
on Alopak Island (and Project 193064 in general) for the following reuons: 

The oil apill acttlcmcnt lunda arc to be uacd to ~tore damaga ~•used by the Exxon-Valdez oil 
apiU. Atc&sonable and thoughtful ana.lyais would logically conclude that there is no connection 
bctwcea timber h~~~Vnt and walcr related rc:sourccs damaged by the oil spill. Whether the 
timber is twvested or not will not alter the rntoration of waters affeded by the oil spill. 

Afognak lsiADd ~ ~ompoacd of both fofCStcd &Dd nonforgtcd ahorclino and uplands. Kodiak 
Island, immediately to the south of Afognak Island, is almost completely nonfo.rested. Wildlife 
apccica (both tame aod non-game) uae the atcaa without much regard to whether an area has 
trees or not. The purchasc of fo.rated arcaa only for the purpose oC stopping timber harvest 
will not aubstUJtially help save any wildlife, a.s no wildlife j, ''th~atcned" by the h~t. 

The purchase of Seal Bay lands on Afognak Island is being primarily driven by the desire of 
S~ Bay Wildcrncsa Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon !Undall. The Randalls own approx­
ima~ely ICYCil u:res of land and may purcbue some additional u:reage from the Afognak 
Joint Venture. ~ously, Mr Randall wu a ocal hunter and quit the busincao when he could 
bunt seall no lonscr. Wbca the &od&e was beiag built, it was with the understandiD& that timber 
would be lwvc:atcd by the Forest Service in the immediate vianity, 

The lodge is privately owned by the lWidaJis, who have: made a living for years by operating 
a "world ~lua resort" for "wcaltbly corporate executives and actors Jucb as movie star 
Steven Sc:agal" on property owucd by athcno. There is no current or future timber h~Nest 
louted cloicr than one mile (rom the lodge, yc:i the Randalls consider this to be in their 
"backyard". I do not see the rationale for using public moneys to purc:haae lands lor the 
private enjoyment of a selected few lodge o\\11\m, rich executives and movie stars. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture lands were conveyed with a public recreational casement 
on all the lands (see ANILCA and the land conveyauce RlCOrds). Purchase of any Afognak 
Joint Venture lancb for public tutalion is ~ying for something alrady owned. 

There are hundreds of people who depend on timber harvesting on Afognak Island for a 
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part or all of their income (fallcl'$, equipment operators, truck drivers, cooks, office help, 
ac:&lm, raftin& men, mechanics, longshoremen, stevedore\, foresters, cnginccr3, etc:.). 
This list doesn't be&ln to inc:lude all the support &crvices in Kodiak. and Anc:horaec. If 
all of these people ~ not working, where will the tax money ccme from to continue to 
&up port these wilderness are» being set aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people is loat. This means an immediate impact on these people, but also 
an irretrievable permanent loss to the industry and economy, as there will never be a.noihcr 
timber harvest in these areas again if the timberlands are purchased. (Ycs,lrca really do 

. grow back within our lirctimcsl). 

For these ancl many other reasons, I do not support the purth3.Sc of forestlands on Afognak Island -.a,.ith oil 
apiU settlement fu~ds. tf there is to be land purch»es and restoration, it would make more sense to re­
establish water based biota and habitat (acawced and eelgrass communities) with the moneys first and then 
move1o specific and targeted upland acruge, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual re3toration 
of damaged habitat. 

Again, bow can anyone justify bU)'in& timberlands 'With money awarded for damage done by the: oil !5piH. 
The money awarded should be used strictly to restore those areas affected by the spill. What does timber 

1=1075 P42 ----·-

i:~~~~~~a ~~ ~j®r 
~~dhl~~~ . _(1u 
~ 1Jf-o.4 ~ 'tN.... -bi'Y'Ihv.. ~ 
~ \)I'Odu.u._ ~ JU.~ih. • ~nl 

Sincerely, T ~--Q clo (\£) 'fD 
1~ ~~ Clft\0. ~Jio 

~ ~~-
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Fcbn&ary 12, 1993 

Exxon-Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 
64S G. Strc:ct 
Aadlonge, AK 99501 

RE: Use of Oil Spill Funds to purc:hue lands on Afognak Island 

Dear Sirs: 

fO) ~©~O~Jl~~ 
U-u I 

. FEB 15 '903 

I un writing to express my OPPOSmoN to uaing oil spill settlement funds to purchase timbered lands 
on AfG&nat. Island (and Project 1193064 in general) for the following reasons: 

The oilapillsdtlancnt funda are to be uaed to I'C$tore damages caused by the Exxon-Valdez; oil 
spill. Arcuon.able and tho\l&htfulualysis would logically conclude that there is no connedion 
b~n timber Jwveat and water ret.tc:d rc:aourta dam~ged by the oil spill. Whether the 
timber is lwvated or not will nat alter the restoration of waters affected by the ail spill. 

Ale&nak Island is compoaed of both forested 8Z1d nonforcsted thordinca and uplands. Kodiak 
lslind, immediately to the aoutk of Afognak Island, i& almost completely nonforcstcd. Wildlife 
species (both garnc and aon-pme) uar: the: arc:a& without much rccard to whether an an:a has 
trees or not. The purchase of forested &re&S only for the: purpose or stopping timber hatVcst 
will not substantially hdp save any wildlife, as no wildlife is "'threa!enedft by the huvc;st. 

The purchase of Seal B.ay Ianda on Afognak l.sland is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wilderness Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. Th~ R.vidalls own .approx­
imately seven acres of land and may purchuc some additional acreage from the Afognak 
I oint Venture. PrCYioualy, Mr Randall was a ac:al hunter and quit the business when he could 
hunt seals no longer. When the lodge Wa.\ being built. it was with the understanding that timber 
would be b.uYested by the Forc:st Servite in the immediate vicinity, 

The lodge is priv.ately owned by the Randalia, who h.ave m~e a living for ye.ars by operating 
a "world class raort• for "weahhly corporate cx~utivca and adgrs such a.s movie star 
Str:wn Sc~" on property owned by others. There ia no current or future timber haNeSt 
loc:ated doscr than one mile from the lodge, yet the Randalia consider this to be in their 
"backyard ... I do not see the rationale lor using public moneys to purchase lands for the 
privAte enjoyment of a selected few lodge owncra, rich e~tccutives and movie atan. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture lands were conveyed with & public recreational easement 
oa aJI tile Ianda (ace ANILCA and the land conveyance records). Purchase of any Afognak 
Joint Vatture laads for public recreation is paying for aomething already awned. 

There are hundreds of people who depend on timber harvesting on Afognak. leland for a 
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part or all or their income (fallers , equipment operators, trud:. drivers, cooks, office help, 
scalers, rafting men, mcchanic:s,longshorcmcn, stevedores, foresters, enginecra, etc.). 
This Jist doan't begin to include all the support services in Kodiak. and Anchorage. If 
all of these people IR not working, where will the ta.x money come from to cgntinue to 
support thCK wildcrnc:aa arca.s being ~et aside. When you purchase timbcrtan~. the 
income: for these people is lost. This means a.n immediate impad on these people, but also 
an irretrievable permanent Joss to the indu.stry and economy, as there will never be another 
timber hatVcst in these ara.s a&ain if the timberlands arc purdli,sed. (Yes, trees reaUy do 
grow b~k within our lifetimes!). 

For these and many other reasons, I do not support the: purchase of forestlands on Afognak Island v.ith oil 
apill acttlcmcnt lund:s. If there i:; to be land purdtiiK3 and restoration, it would make more:: 3CJ15C to re­
establish water ba:sed biota and habitat (seaweed and eelgrass communitic:s) \!lith the monc:y3 first and then 
move to specific and targeted upland acreage, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
of damaged habitat. 

Again, how can anyone: justify buying timbc:rhmd~ with money awarded for damage done by the: oil spill. 
The money awarded should be used strictly to restore those areas affected by the spill. What does timber 
lands bavc to do with oil1pill damaged water and shorelines. 

Sincerely, 

Ck~ 

~075 P44 
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Fcbrualy 12, 1993 

Exxon-Valdez: Oil Spill Truatc:c Co"ncil 
645 G. Street 
Allcbogge, AX 99501 

RE: Uac of Oil Spill FUnds to purchase Ian~ on Afognak Island 

DcarSira: 

~~©~0~~~ 
FEB 15 1993 

E:~Y.IJN VH:l~?. OIL SP!U. 
· ~lUSTE~ COU\ CIL 

I am writin& to cxpR:U my OPPOSmON to uaing ail spill ac:ttlcment fllftda to purchase timbered lands 
on Afognak lshand (and Project #93064 in general) for the following reasons: 

The oilapiU settlement funda arc to be uaed to restore damages caused by the Exxon-Valdez oil 
spill. Ara.lonable and thoughtful analysis would logically conclude that there is no connection 
bc:tween timber hatYCat and water rdarcd resources d11111gcd by the oil spill. Whether the 
timber is harvested or not will not alter the restoration ol watem affected by the oil apill. 

Afognak Island is compoacd of both forested and nonforcstcd •horclinc:s and uplands. Kodiak 
Isbnd, immcdi&tcly to the 10uth of Afognak laland, is almost ~mplctely nooforcstc.d. Wildlifl! 
spccica (both game and non-game) usc the areas without mueb regard to whether an area has 
trcc:a or not. The purtbue of forested areas anly for the purpoK of a topping timber harvest 
will not substantially help save any wildlife, aa no wildlife is ~thn:asenc:d" by the harvest. 

The purchase of Seal Bay lands on Afog.W. bland is being primarily driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wildcrncaa Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. The IWldalls own approx­
imately acvcn acres of Janel and may purc:hue some additional acreage from the Afognak 
Joint Vanure. Prcvioualy, Mr Randall waa a ac:al hunter and quit the buaincu when he could 
hunt seals no longer. When the ladge was being built, it was with the undr:l15tanding that timber 
'NOUld be buwatcd by the Forest Service in the immediate Yicini1y, 

The lodge ia privatdy owned by the Ran&Wis, who have made a Jiving for y~ by opera1ing 
a "world clus resort" for "walthly corporate c:xccutivea and actors such u movie star 
Steven Seagal" on property owned by others. There is no cum:nt or future timber harvest 
located cloxr than one mile from the: lodge, yet the Randalla conaidcr this t.., be in their 
"backyard". I do nat see the rationale lor using public: moneys to purcha&c lands for the: 
private enjoyment of a seleQed fc:w lodge owners, rich executives and movie &tara. 

The entire Afognak Joint Venture Janda were COftVt:yed with a public: recre.ationaJ cucment 
on all the lands (ace ANILCA and the land conveyance records). Purchase of any Afognak 
Joint Venture lands for public rr:creation is paying for somethiftg already owned. 

There are hundreds of people who depend on timber batvesting on Afognak Island for a 
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part or all of their income (fallers , equipment operators, truck drivers, cooks, office help, 
acalm, rafting ffiQ11 rneehania, longshorancn, stevedores, foresters, engineers. etc.). 
This list doesn't begin to include all the aupport services in Kodjak and Anchor~&e· If 
all of thcx people are not working, where will the tax money come from to continue to 
a up port these wildernas areas being 5et aside. When you purchase timberlands, the 
income for these people i~ lost. This means an immediate impact on these: people, but also 
an irretrievable perm~ent loss to the industry and economy, as there will never be another 
timber hatVcsf ill these ~ again if the timberlands .arc purchased. (Yes, trees really do 
graw back within our Ufctimesl). 

For these and many other reasons, I do not aupport the purchase of forntlands on Afognak bland with oil 
spiU senlement funds. U there i& to be land purchases and rotoration, it would make more sense to re­
establish water based biota and habitat (seaweed and eelgrass communities) with the moneys first and then 
move to specific and tatgeted upland acreage, if and when it can be shown to help in the actual n:storation 
of damaged habitat. 

Again, how can anyone justify buying timberlands with money awarded for damage done by the oil spill. 
The money awarded should be used strictly to ratort th~»t arc&S afCected by the spiU. What do~ timber 
Ianda have to do with oil spill damaged water and &horc:linca. 

1;075 . P46 
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Fcbnlary 12,1993 

~ ~©~0\\11~ [Q) 
-FEB 15 1993 

Euon.Valdcz: Oil Spill TN&tcc Council 
645 G. Street 
Aadlvrage, AK 97501 

RE: Uae of Oil Spill Funds to purchase lands on Afognak Island 

DcarSi111: 

EXXON VALD~2 OIL SPILL 
rRUSTEE COIJttCil 

I am writing to express my OPPOSmON to using oil spiU settlement funds to purchase timbered lands 
on Afognak Islaftd (and Project 193064 in &eneral) for the followin& reuons: 

The oilapill aet1lement lunda are to be used to restore d&ma&Q ~used by the Exxon-Va.ldez oil 
spill. Areaaonable and thoughtful analysi) would lo&ically contlude that 1here ia no connection 
between timber halvcst and water related resources damaged by the oilapill. Whether the 
timber is harvested or not will not alter the restor&tioft of waters affected by the oil spill. 

AfQ&Mk Island is composed of both forested and noaforcsted shorelines and uplands. Kodiak 
bland, immediately to the south of Afognak Island, is almost completely nonforested. Wildlife 
species (both ,ame and fton-&amc) uec the areaa without mu~b rqa.rd to whether an area bas 
tn:es or not. The purchase or forcated ate&S only for the purpose or stopping timber harvest 
will not subatantially help aave any wildlife:, as no wildlife iJ .. tbrutentd" by the h&ro'C!t. 

The purchase of Seal Bay lands on Afognak bland is being primarilY driven by the desire of 
Seal Bay Wilderness Lodge owners, Roy and Shannon Randall. Tht Randalls own approx­
imately seven acres of land and 111ay purchase some additio!W KRage from the AIO&nak 
Joint Venture:. Previously, Mr RAndall wu a seal hunter and quit the buaincaa when he could 
hunt seals no longer. When tbe lodge was being built, it wa.~ with the understanding that timber 
wvuld be ha~Yatcd by the Forc:at Sesvice in the immediate viciDity, 

The lodge is privately owned by the RandaJI.s, who have mide a Jiving for years by operating 
a "world c:Jau resort" for "~thly c;orpora!e executives and adora auch as movie star 
Stevca Sca&al" on property owued by others. There is no current or future timber harvest 
located closer than one mile from the lodge:, yet the Randalls consider this to be in their 
"backyard". I do not sa: the rationale lor tuing public moneys to purchase lands (or the 
private enioymc:nt of a selected few lodge o\Yilcrs, ri~h c~~:a:utM:a and movie stars. 

The entire Afognak Joim Venture Ianda were c;onveyed with a public; rcacational c:aaement 
on all the Ianda (see ANJLCA and the land conveyance recorda). Pur~hase of any Afognak 
Joint Ventum Janda for public reautian is paying for something alre&d)' owned. 

Then are hundreds of people wbo depend on timber harYeating on Afognak Island for a 
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pan or all or their in~omc (fallera , equipment operators, truck drivers, cooks, office ht:lp, 
aca!cra, rafting men, m~hanic:a,longshoremen, stevedores, foresters, cn&inccrs. de.). 
This list doesn't begin to include all the support •elVicc:s in Kodiak and Anchorage. If 
all of these people an: not working, where wiU the tax money come from to continue to 
support these wildcrncsa areas being set aside. When you purcbaac: timberlands, the 
income for thae people is lost. This means an immediate impact on thae people:, but al.so 
an itretrievable permanent 1oM to the industry and m::onomy, as there will nC'IIc:r be another 
timber hatVest in these ~a.s again if the timberlands are purchasc:d. (Yes, trees really do 
gmw back witiWl our lifetimes!). 

For thCGC and many other reasons, I do not support the purchase of forestlands on Afognak. Island with oU 
spill settlem~t (uuds. I( there is to be land purcha.sa and restoration, it would make more sense: to rc:­
ctabli:~h wa.tc:r based biota and habitat (sc.wc:cd and celgra.» communities) with the maneys first and thc:n 
mo..,c to :specific and targeted upland acreage, if and whtn it can be shown to help in the actual restoration 
of damaged habitat. 

Again, how can anyone jU3tify buying timberlands with money awarded for damage done: by the oilapiiJ. 
The money awarded should be used stric1ly to restore those arcu affected by the spill. What docs timber 
lands have to do with oil spill d.am~c:d water and shorelines. 

1:*075 P48 
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