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The Honorable Jerome Selby Post It™ brand fax transmittal memo 7671 | ¥ of PGk ,j!_
Mayor, Kodiak Island Borough (_bau & -, L€ NS me\ ‘r‘.( orne Se { L:-.{
710 Miil Bay Road e N Trusdee Coure L K
Kodiak, AK 99615 Dept. Phone # 4805400
Fax#/ oz /é’ . \,é. Fax # %{5&_?37‘{
Dear Mayor Selby;

During the 21 January meeting of the KIB Shoreline Committee, you requested that
1 2end you a written skewh of my ideas. Since these comments are simply my observations
and suggestions they do not reflect NMFS policy and have not been reviewed by those more
directly mvolved with the Exxon Valdez spill,

With regard to programs, 1 aoted that the spill bad ceught everyone flat-footed with
regard to baseline data. In particular there were no standard collection sites in the Kodiak
archipelago where duts vn oil content of sediments, faunal or floral spemes composition or
other baseline data were routinely collected. As a result various agencies (NMFS, ADF&G,
Alaska DEC, etwc.) were smmbling to collect data as the oil was drifting woward these
islands. Isuggested that 2 committee approach be adoprad to select key or critical sites that
would provide a long term series of baseline observations. I also suggested that, since there
was a large area within the Borough that could potentially be impacted by oil spills, that a
revolving fund be set up as a means of paying for baseline sampling and analysis. This
could be in the form of an endowment. Reasonable such 2 fund could apply to areas
outside the Borough ar to the State as a whole, but I belisve that some local control is
desirable.

The University of Alaska’s suggestion that 2 running seawater facility be set up o
assess toxicity is a2 good one and would serve the Borough well in various capacities.

With regpect to criteria for evaluating various proposals I suggested only one, 1
believe that the major criterion should be that any given program funded from the
sottlements should show strong potential to improve our ability to deal with oil related
catastrophes in the future.




Upon further reflection, it also occurs to me that there is 2 large back-log of
unanalysed samples and data that were collected during the assessment process. Due to the
large number of samples collected and the necessity of producing an assessuient in o timely
fashion, a great deal of “riage” was involved in selecting samples of data to be analyzed.
Perhaps a revolving fund-endorsement approach could be vsed here also,

Sincerely,
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SOCKEYE SALMON ESCAPEMENT EVALUATI(
AYAKULIK RIVER
OIl SPILL SETTLEMENT FUNDS

Documsat 1D Nider
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Proposed Development:

The Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge proposes to develop a
method to identify the minimum number of sockeye salmon needed
to maintain brown bear feeding habitat on specific tributaries
of the Ayakulik River drainage. The Connecticut and Southeast
Creeks which drain into the Red Lake sub~-drainage of the
Ayakulik have been indexed during the months of July and
August for brown bear abundance and composition since 1960
(Barnes, 1990). This information 1is used by management to
monitor bear population trends and use of critical habitats
on the southern portion of the refuge. The relationship of
sockeye escapement into these key tributaries to brown bear
abundance is unknown.

This study would evaluate the effects of various in-season
levels of salmon abundance on brown bear use of these key
tributaries and determine sockeye escapement necessary to
maintain brown bear use within +20 percent of the current use
level. To accomplish this aerial surveys will be used to
index in season salmon escapement and brown bear abundance on
these tributaries on a weekly basis from mid-June through
August 30. Salmon escapement and bear use through the season
will be determined using the area under the ocurve method
(Johnson and Barrett, 1988). The study is proposed for a
period of 3 vears (1992-1994) to obtain replicate data sets.

Facilities Required:
No facilities are required for this project. All field work

to be conducted will bhe accomplished through aerial surveys
on the key tributaries of the Ayakulik drainage.

Estimated Facilities Cost:

Salaries GS/S5 (3pp @ $915/pp) $ 2,750
Aerial Surveys US Government Aircraft

(44 hrs @ $59/hr) 2,600

Sub total $ 5,350

Total (1992-1994) $16,050
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Justification:
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Docusent 10 Nesb:

From the early 1970’s, with the exception of 1875, sockeye
salmon escapement into the Ayakulik drainage has generally
exceeded 150 thousand fish annually. This escapement level
has been sufficient to maintain high brown bear use of the Red
Lake tributaries during summer. The current maximum desired
early and late run sockeye escapement for the system is 300
thousand fish. In 1989 an overescapement of approximately 780
thousand sockeye was recorded as a result of the Exxon oil
s§pill. In addition, escapement into the system during 1990
and 1991 exceeded the desired maximum of 300 thousand by
approximately 25 percent. As a result, the sockeye duvenile
rearing capacity of the system may have been overstressed
which may result in substantially decreased returns in future
years. A reduction in escapement may effect brown bear use
on the key index streams. Information is needed to identify
the minimum number of sockeye necessary to maintain the
seasonal brown bear feeding habitat in these tributaries and
to effectively utilize bear survey data so that population or
use trends are accurately and quickly detected.

Literature Cited:

Barnes Jr, Victer G. 1990 The influence of salmen availability
on movements and range of brown bears on southwest Kodiak
Island. Int. Conf. Bear Res. and Manage. 8:305-313,

Johnson, B.A. and B.M. Barrett. 1688, Estimation of salmon
escapement based on stream survey data: a geometric approach.
Alaska Dep. Fish and Game. Regional Inf. Rpt. 4K88. Kodiak.

Submitted By:

~U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service - Kodiak National wildlife
Refuge.
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Twe 1B D RUULHK LDLHNY BUR.

UGANIK RIVER FISH COUNTING WEIR e
0IL SPILL SETTLEMENT FUNDS g
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The Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge proposes the continued
operation of a salmon fish counting weir on the Uganik River.
Uganik salmon runs are used by sport, commercial and
subsistence fishermen in addition to wildlife as a food
source. The initial development of this counting weir was
started in 1990, one vear after the impacts to Kodiak coastal
habitats from the o0il spill occurred. The weir was again
operated in 1991. This weir is needed to provide accurate
information on salmon escapement for management and ensure an
optimum seasonal food source (salmon) for wildlife within the
drainage.

Facilities Required:

The principal component of these facilities is a high-tech
fish counting weir located immediately above the tidal area
on the Uganik River. The weilr allows operators to effectively
count migrating salmon from mid-May to September 30, In
addition to the weir a support camp consisting of a large
weatherport tent and cooking facilities is located at the
site.

Estimated Facilities Cost:

Salaries - GS/S5 technicians (21 pp @ $915/pp) § 19,200
Groceries - (20 weeks @ $175/wk) 3,500
Aircraft US Government (14 hrs @ $110/hr) 1,540
Vessel Support US Government (4 days @ $500/day) 2,000
Supplies (Communications gear and misc. weir

materials) 2,000
Annual sub-total $ 28,240
Total 19962-1995 $112, 960

Justification:

Funding for continuing this project in 1992 through 1995 is
lacking, This fish counting project would enhance management
activities related to the return of coho and sockeye salmon
which spawned during the parental escapement year 1889. Coho
and sockeye salmon have extended rearing in the freshwater
environment and Uganik stocks may have been impacted by
overescapement in 1989.

Submitted By:

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service - Kodiak National Wildlife
Refuge

S
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USE AND PRODUCTIVITY OF BALD EAGLE NEST SITES | A-52 WPHG
OF THE KODIAK ISLAND ARCHIPELAGO 2 8-93 wPwe
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL SETTLEMENT FUND STUDY PROPOSAT D 0- P8

OBJECTIVES: E E!EE :
Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge proposes the developme

productivity c¢atalogue to be used for monitoring productivity of
individual hald eagle pairs nesting on the Kodiak Island Archipelago.
Coastal refuge habitats at high risk to exposure to oil spill impacts
and enviromentally sensitive areas would receive priority with
additional nonrefuge areas receiving coverage on an opportunistic
basis.

These data would allow area 8Specific monitoring of bald eagle
productivity, and assessment of enviromental and developmental impacts
on Kodiak’s bald eagle population.

EQUIPMENT REQUIRED:

The principal components in development of the productivity catalogue
are:

Portable digital tape recorders and sound equipment to obtain voice
recordings of breeding adult bald eagles in attendance of active nest
sites. Follow-up aerial surveys to determine number of young eagles
fledged. Computer wvoice print analysis of the tapes and computer
cataloguing to identify individual bald eagles in subsequent years.
Funding for subsequent annual surveys and voice print collection will
be sought from U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

EQUIPMENT COST (thousand $):

Digital tape recorders and boom microphones $5
Audio tape analysis and computer cataloguing $25
Transportation (refuge vessel) and Aircraft cost $28

TOTAL $55
JUSTIFICATION:

Nesting bald eagles are susceptable to both enviromental and man-
induced impacts. Determining the loss of one or both members of a
breeding pair of bald eagles, and shifts in nest use are normally not
possible but are essential in assessing changes in bald eagle
productivity. Radio telemetry has allowed for short term monitoring
of individual pairs of nesting bald eagles. Since bald eagles live up
to 50 years in captivity, breeding activity in individual pairs could
exceed 25 years. However, identification of breeding pairs of bald
eagles throughout their lifespan has not been possible in the past.
Voice printing allows for the determination of breeding longevity,
nast shifting, and breeding success of individual breeding bald eagle
pairs. These data would provide the basis for evaluating the
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factors the influence bald eagle nesting success and productivity. The
development of a bald eagle voice print catalogue would also serve to
identify critical habitat areas (other than nesting habitat) and

establish their importance to productivity and population status of
Kodiak bald eagles.
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SEA OTTERS IN THE KODIAK ARCHIPELAGO: Q A2 wewg
POPULATION STATUS AND TRENDS Er/b-OSIWﬂG
O ¢-Rewa
EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL SETTLEMENT FUND STUDY PROPOSAY . ~
Q D-PAG
OBJECTIVE:
The Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge proposes development of q ﬁam

to accurately inventory and provide assessments of the sea otter
population along the coast of the Kodiak Island Arxchipelago. The U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service is mandated to conserve sea otters and their
habltats. Development of this capability will provide local, state,
and federal agencies the resource information to make knowledgeable
decisions when responding to the wide range of possible enviromental
catastrophies that may impact the coastline of the Kodiak Archipelago.

EQUIPMENT REQUIRED: -
The principle component 1in developing the proposed inventory
capability is a forward—-looking, thermal, infrared, (FLIR) detection
system with video tape archiving, gyro-operated focusing, GPS
navigation compatable with track plotting. The FLIR system utilized
by the United States Coast Guard Search and Rescue helicopters is the
recommended manufacturer.

An avionic GPS with personal computer interface downloading
capabilities would also be required and this would be connected to a
386 laptop personal computer to archive position data and to operate
the software to analyse F.L.I.R. generated video tape. Funding to
conduct preliminary survey work and subsequent annual surveys would be
sought from the Fish and Wildlife Service or other federal agencies.

ESTIMATED EQUIPMENT COSTS (THOUSAND §):

FLIR System $125
Video tape analysis computer software $ 10
GPS Navigation System $ 3
386, 100Mb laptop personal computer $ 5

TOTAL $145
JUSTIFICATION:

The inability to quickly assess numbers of sea otters and other marine.
wildlife resources threatened by the approaching oil spill was an
obvious deficiency highlighted 4in Kodiak’s early preparations to
battle the Exxon Valdez oil spill. Unfortunately, to combat this lack
of basic information, observers pressed into duty were often
inexperienced and only minimally trained to perform the required
surveys. Enviromentally sensitive species such as sea otters, as well
as other marine and land mammals need to be enumerated prior to an
impact occurring if that impact is to be correctly evaluated and
mitigated. Current data available for coastal refuge wildlife

B3
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resources are minimal and not valid for the non-refuge coastal
habitats in the remainder of the archipelago. A permanent inventory
record of Kodiak’s coastal wildlifa resources and the capability to
quickly inventory oilspill threatened shorelines needs to be
considered a primary part of any furture "oilspill prepareness plan".
The FLIR system also detects 01l on the surface of the water to
improve spill tracking and deployment of cleanup efforts.

The recently proposed Minerals Management Service Qil Lease Sale #149
emphasizes the ongoing potential for enviromental impacts from oil
industry activity and underscores that these threats will not lessen
with time.
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One of the most fragile, and utterly irreplaceable resources
impacted by the 1989 Exxon-Valdez oil spill were the archaeological
sites. The Kodiak Island region was the major popuiation center of
the North Pacific for most of the 7,000 years of prehistoric
occupation., Some of the largest, and until recently, most pristine
and well preserved village sites in the United States existed in the
Kodiak island area. Because prehistoric people depended on the
resources of the sea, nearly all archaeological sites on the island
are coastal, and were directly in the path of the oil spill and
associated cleanup.

Although only a small number of the total number of sites have been
documented by archaeologists, we know that the Kodiak archipelago Document 10 Nusbe
has more than twice the density of archaeological sites in the spill | 220e0/058
affected area, including Prince William Sound, the Kenai Peninsula, QAR WPWG
or the Alaska Peninsula. [n an effort to minimize damage to the
sites from clean-up activities, Exxon employed 26 professional B-93 WPWG
archaeologists in a three-year cultural resource program. O ¢-RPWG

Like much of the clean-up effort, it was too little, too late for the Q D-P6
Kodiak Island area. By Exxon's own admission, 22 sites were 0 Ee-mse
vandalized during the summer of 1989 alone. Of the 22, 17 were in .
the Kodiak area. This represents only a fraction of the vandalism
that has occurred in the wake of the spill, as poorly controlled maps
and information , generated and distributed by Exxon, has widely
increased knowledge of site locations.

No one can undo the damage that has been done. What we can do is
continue survey work to find the most precious sites of the several
thousand that exist, and do some repa2ir of vandalized sites. Vandals
shoveled holes in sites as large as ten feet wide; these need to be
f1lled or they will quickly expand through erosion to many times
their original size. Vandalism and looting have continued to
increase since the spill. Monitoring of the best sites is crucial,

The Kodiak Area Native Association, with the support of both the
Native and non-Native communities, is deeply committed to
preserving the unique cultural heritage of the island. To house
existing collections of artifacts, and the ongoing cultural heritage
education and research programs, KANA is in the final planning
process of a Native Museumn and culture center. By educating the
public, and providing a center for research and preservation, we can
begin to address the damage done be the spill.

|0
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Total construction and furnishing costs for the museum facility
total 11 million dollars. Land for the building on Near island has
been leased from the City of Kodiak at low cost, for fifty years.
Because of the urgent need, we plan a phased construction program,
with the first phase costing about 5 million. Application of o1l spill
damage monies to this project would be appropriate, and crucial, 17
Kodiak's abundant, but rapidly disappearing prehistoric sites are to
be preserved.

Submitted by:

Kodiak Area Native Association

Rick Knecht, Document 1 Nugber
Director, Alutiig Culture Center 920(0] 058
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Kodiak State Parks Citizens'Advisory Board

: S.R. 3800, Kodiak, Alaska 99615. Phone: 486-6339 Docursant 1D Numder |
ALASKA | 92060/ 05%
STATE PARKS

Q A-92 WPWG
January 30, 1992 8'93 WPKG

Q ¢-RPWG
To the members of the Exxon Valdez u D-PAG

0il Spill Settlement Trustee Council-

The state park units in the XKodiak area were damaged in vm
degrees by oil and, in some cases, the related cleanup work from
the Exxon Valdez o0ilspill during the 1989 summer season. 0il
showed up on the beaches near Pasagshak River State Recreation Site
(SRS) and Buskin River SRS. Both theses areas are extremely
popular with resjident and nonresident sportfishermen and women.
Shuyak Island State Park was one of the hardest hit places in the
entire Kodiak area. A concerted cleanup effort took place there in
1989 and 1990. 0il was still present on Shuyak’s beaches during
the spring assessment in 1991 and park visitors will no doubt see
traces of oil on the park’s beaches for many years to come., In
addition to the physical damages to state park units in the Kodiak
area, the two state park rangers assigned to the Kodiak district
worked fulltime on o0ilspill cleanup and coordination during the
summer of 1989. As a result much of the routine park maintenance
and upkeep to the four park units in the Kodiak district did not
get done that year. ’

As trustees of the Exxon settlement fund, we urge you to consider
funding for the following in order to mitigate and/or restore
damage done to state park resources from the oilspill:

1. Land exchange between the State of Alaska and the Kodiak Island
Borough (KIB). KIB owns lands on Shuyak Island which could be
traded for state land on the Kodiak Island road system in the
Narrow Cape/Pasagshak area. We support this trade and the ultimate
inclusion of the borough land to Shuyak Island State Park or to the
state game refuge system. (Estimated cost: $50,000-~70,000 for
independent land appraisal.)

2. Acquisition of recreational sites on the Kodiak road system.
Many areas currently used by the public for recreational purposes
are on private lands. These sites should be acquired to insure
public access for future generations.

3. Public education and interpretation of archaeological resources
located in state parks. Training opportunities for park rangers to
increase their effectiveness in enforcing historic preservation
lavs.
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page two-Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Settlement Trustee Council

We look forward to working with the Trustee Council to insure that
the funds made available through the settlement are spent wisely.

Thank you for your time and efforts.

Sincerely,
%y’ £ RALALY Documeat 1 Noghe
2200/ 068
Roger Blackett, Chairman
Kodiak State Parks Citizen’s Advisory Board U 14 [ (0
B-99 wemg
cc: Senator Fred Zharoff u
Representative Cliff Davidson c'ma
Neil Johannsen, Director, Alaska State Parks Q o.m
Jerome Selby, Kodiak Island Borough Mayor a
E- MISC,

|3
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Potential Land Acquisition Sites for Recreational Access
Along the Kodiak Road Systen

1. Termination Point Trail System - A popular trail system used
by local hikers and hunters begins at the end of Monashka Bay
Road, and leads to an abandoned cabin once used as a retreat for
soldiers during WWII and to Termination Point, a grassy knob
extending out into Narrow Strait. The trials wind through old
growth Sitka spruce and along steep rock cliffs.” Bald eagles,
deer, otter, and many shorebirds are commonly seen from along the
trails. Present land status: The parking area at the end of the
road is Kodiak Island Borough (KIB) 1land; most of the trail
system is on land owned by Lesnoi, Inc. Approximate acreage:
1100 acres.

2, Long Island - A very popular destination for local boaters,
Long 1Island is only a 20-30 minute skiff ride from downtown
Kodiak. Many Kodiak residents enjoy hiking, picnicking,
beachcombing, and hunting on the island. The lakes on the island
area stocked .with rainbow trout. Evidence from three eras of
Kodiak’s history are present on Long Island with Koniag sites,
remnants of Russian occupancy, and WWII gun emplacements and
observation posts. The rocky shorelines and small bays of Long
Island serve as rookeries for a large number of seabirds, and
include the only breeding site in the Kodiak area for the

rhinoceros auklet. Present land status: Privately owned,
Lesenoi, Inc. Approximate acreage: 1462 acres. Special note: A
number of hazardous materials have been detected on e lsland,

including PCBs.

3. Sandy Beach - Located just southwest of Gibson Cove, this
gquiet and scenic cove is only a mile from downtown Kodiak. The
area is used for picnicking, fishing, and beachcombing. Present
land status: State select. Approximage acreage: 28 acres.

4. Bruhn Point, Women’s Ba -~ A high-use area because of its
roadside accessibility, Bruhn Point offers opportunities for
camping, fishing, clamming and beachcombing. An unmaintained
road leads from the cChiniak highway out to a small cove just

south of Bruhn Point. Present 14nd status: Privately owned,
Koniag, Inc. Approximate acreage: 50 acres.

5. Cliff Point - This area has a long history of recreational
use mainly because of easy access offered via a number of dirt
roads. An old softball field is located at the end of one of the
roads, and adjacent to a wide gravel beach. A number of small
lakes in this area are stocked and hunting for smallgame and
waterfowl is good. Many 1local residents consider Cliff Point to
be a prime spot for watching birds and marine mammals. Present

land status: Recently acquired by Trillium, Inc. and Lesneol,

In¢. Approximate acreage: 1677 acres.
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6. Middle Bay Waysides - Both these areas have been, and

continue to be used by the public for a variety of recreational
purposes. Middle Bay is one of the best clamming areas on the
Kodiak road system and also offers good duckhunting and
sportfishing opportunities. Present land status: Unknown, An
access road located one mile east of the American river/saltery
Cove road has recently been closed off by a private landowner.
Approximate acreage: 105 acres. :

7. Mayflower Beach - This small beach is situated right off the
Chiniak highway. A series of seastacks and small islands just
offshore of the beach are home to many seabirds. A lake on the
west side of the highway is stocked by ADF&G. Present land
status: Private, but may have recreation easement on 1it.
Approximage acreaqge: 50 acres.

8. Myrtle and Frank Creeks, Kalsin Bay - These small areas are
heavily used by campers and RVers. Sportfishing is excellent,
birdlife and scenic values are also high, Present land status:
Unknown. Approximate acreage: Ten acres each.

9. Thumbs Up Cove = This sheltered bay close to the chiniak
highway, is used as an anchorage by many local residents. An old
dock is situated at the head of the bay. Present land status: A
now relinquished private lease to the tidelands has never been
conveyed back to public use. Uplands may already be owned by the
state. Approximate acreage: 10 acres.

10. Roslyn Beach - Roslyn Creek is considered an ‘excellent
silver salmon stream and also supports a run of pink salmon.
Local residents fish for hooligans along the beach near roslyn
Creek. The area may also be sguitable for a small boat launch.
The combination of sandy beaches so0 close to mature sitka spruce
forests is unique to the Kodiak area. Present land status: May
already be state land. Approximate acreage: 50 acred.

1l1. Cape Chiniak - This end-of-the-road area has long been used
by the public because of its recreational values and
accessibility. Hunting, fishing, beachcombing, hiking, and
birding are all popular activities here. This was the site of a
WWII coastal defense installation. Present land status:
Private, Koniag, Inc. Approximate acreage: 3500 acres.

12. Sacramento River Valley -~ This scenic valley is accessed by

foot or four-wheel drive vehicle from the Narrow Cape area, or by

foot from over a pass from the Pasa

gshak highway. The area
offers great sportfishing, hiking, and heachcomb{ng. Present
land status: Grazing lease, possibly already state land.

Approximate acreage: 400 acres.

53
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page three-draft list of recreational access sites on the Rodiak
road systen

13. Trajil to Cascade Lake - This scenic lake is a 3 1/2 hike
from Anton Larsen road. the lake is stocked by ADF&G. hikers
can glimpse views of Whale and Raspberry 1slands, and Kizhuyak
Bay. Present land status: Private, Ouzinkie Natives, Inc. and
one individual land owner. Approximate acreage: 5 acre
camping/recreation site on Cascade Lake and public easement for
trail from Anton Larsen road to the lake.

14. End of Anton Larsen Road - This is where the boundaries of
the one deer and four deer areas abut, and so is a popular
takeoff point for landbased deer hunters. A maze of trails winds
through young Sitka spruce forests and grassy meadows. Present
land status: Private, some owned by individuals, and the
remainder owned by Ouzinkie Natives, Inc. Approximate acreage:
2-5 acres for a parking area and reststop.
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION SCOPING MEETINGS
SUMMARY OF QUESTIONS, COMMENTS AND PROPOSALS

May 4, 1992 2:00 p.m.
Multi-Purpose Room, City Building
Seldovia, Alaska

Questions:

Marty provided answers to the following questions posed by members
of the public:

What is the deadline for responding to the draft restoration
plan? Dick Wyland

Is there still damage assessment being done on the sea lion?
Alix Chartier

What are the current guidelines for proposed projects? Dick
Wyland

How much input will the Publi¢ Advisory Group have TO the
Trustees? Walt Sonen

Oral or Written Statements Presented:

Dick Wyland

-concerned about building monuments to the spill and not
having anything viable that would give benefit to the
people from now on, such as a science school

-if another spill occurred a lot of the damage could be
stopped by using a diversion and accessing public lands

~community-wise more input is needed and additional meetings

would help -
-this is a busy season and may account for the lack o
participation

~the cannery’s closing could be attributed to the Exxon oil
spill

~Seldovia is looking for a means to help their community to
be viable B

Alix Chartier

10° \
—considerable damage was done to the sea lions® | 59 2 ﬁ\ﬁ
-there should be some concentration on their food supg y op
-concerned that the money goes toward restoration of species?h )
and not recreational areas 4 o9
-there has not been enough time to do the required stud 2,4V
-future prevention should be addressed also so that another

spill could be dealt with more readily B
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Walt Sonen

—came into this meeting cold without any prior information and
would like more prior notification publicizing meetings and
suggested more lead time

-suggested developing a first class research facility; this (R
is an area where there is a lax in research on the damage
done by the o0il platforms to the crab supply; poor monitor-
ing has also added to this problem; a marine research
center could perform this type of monitoring; it may appear
as a pork barrel project because Seldovia would be a bene-
iciary economically, but it also is an ideal area for such
a facility; the Trustees should consider a research facili-
ty of some sort which could be funded with government and
university monies as a universal project; Homer and Seld-
ovia are very accessible by boat for the lower Cook Inlet
area, which makes this area idea for a research facility

—-concerned about where prevention fits in with restoration *

-seems to be a lot of paper being used for reproducing these
documents

Mary Malchoff

-pointed out that the village needs are different from the s
city needs /-0 "

It was stressed that public comments such as these will drive this

process. LJ asked for suggestions on what she could do to provide

more advance publicity. The public’s attention was also directed

to the charts in the habitat protection and acquisition document.

Marty thanked members of the public for attending this scoping

meeting and asked that they share the restoration framework

document with others in the community. Additional copies will be
rovided to the library for distribution to the public. Mary|v 33+

Malchoff requested that Port Graham be connected to the Tatitlek{#- ~
teleconference or possibly have someone come there. LJ will mai (Nﬁféﬂ
copies of the handout packet to Port Graham. The three volumes P*

will be mailed later. Marty stressed the need for participation in
nominations to the Public Advisory Group.

Meeting adjourned at 3:30.
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City Council Chambers

Homer, Alaska
Questions:

Marty and John provided answers to the following questions posed by
members of the public:

‘ﬂiﬁ‘i Is the lead agency for the projects indicated? Hal Spence

Eﬂﬁﬁﬁ How are the actual people doing the work hired? 1Is 1t by
daed bid? Hal Spence

(TS | Is there anything precluding private enterprise people from
getting some of these jobs? Hal Spence

Once the restoration plan is finished, do you foresee a
public participation period every year? David Webster

Will there be turnover in the Public Advisory Group in the 10-
year period? David Webster

What about a turnover in the Trustees themselves? David
Webster




Does the settlement language indicate that the Trustees
have to reach unanimous decision on spending and are the
Trustees bound to what is in the restoration plan? David

Webster

Do you foresee some change in the ruling which sets up the
Trustee Council? Hal Spence

Who defends against a court challenge? David Webster

Once the Public Advisory Group 1is established, does that
mean there will not be public participation meetings in the
communities? Ginger Tornes

How often can you expect to get feedback from the communi-
ties? Ginger Tornes

Does the Summary of Injury contain the information from NRDA
studies? Hal Spence

Was it an option to use these different criteria? Ken Castner

When you arrive at a final plan;'how fluid will the plan be to
address issues down the road and will it be adaptable? Hal
Spence

Will the plan be.adaptable enough to attack a problem you did
not even know existed? Hal Spence

Is there a mechanism for providing compensation for user
groups? David Webster

Have any comments been received on the Public Advisory Group?
Hal Spence

Will the Trustees be governed by the Alaska open meetings act?
Hal Spence

Oral or Written Statements Presented:

Larry Smith

-none of the concerns seem to be reflected in the Public
Advisory Group charter

-appears that the Public Advisory Group’s power will rest
with the Trustee Council

-the public will not rely on a group that is not empowered
to do anything

-the Public Advisory Group will not attract much attention
from the public and will be just another indication of the
Trustees ignoring the public

-there appears to be reluctant acceptance of what Judge

3
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o Document {D Number’
g

0205304155
Holland said should be established
-the public will see the Public Advisory Group as not H A- 92 WPWG
functional, which may cause more distrust
-suspects that the whole thing looks more like a federal D B-93 WPWG

and state agency pork barrel without even a shadow of a
really Pwledj c Advisory Group U C - RPWG

Com #} Toplop | Issue Q D-PAG

Ken Castner 1 G |167°

rote extensive comments in response to last year’s resth E'“ﬁ&

ration projects

felt he was asked for comments without being given scien-

. ific information

4 e is a commercial seiner and there appears to be no v/]rgo_S“W
s9scommendation for restoration in this area‘§ P
‘-els no one has pushed for projects

fomebody has made the decision that there is no restoration 30}
ork to be done in the outer coast F %
need some chum salmon work done on the outer coast but 3 3593}
won’t Xnow until next year if they were drastically affect

\00

wdbesn’t see putting one commercial fisherman on the Public
Advisory Group as a good idea; one fisherman with all the
provincial interests just will not be enough

-would like a different system to have direct access to the
Trustees

~this process should be approached in a rational manner
-need to determine what the road map will be and schedule
the money

gluickly as possible
appears to be a lot of willingness to put money into things
which have a greater urgency
-one seat on the Public Advisory Group is not a rational way
things should occur
-the Seiners Association did some very early work with
absorbent materials two weeks after the spill; this
project was abandoned because it was not an issue that oil
had impacted the area
Rgcientific release of information will tell a) if anyone
1d the ana1y51s and b) what the analysis said I
*the point is if no work is done, then there is no recom-
mendation for this area, which is a Catch 22 situation; d, UL‘U
most people who shot down his arguments were agency typey}
-one fear was that we would end up with 100 PhD’s out there
-must focus on the fact that the outer coast was heavily hit ?\/
and there is a significant impact to the economy .
-thinks there is a huge hole in the restoration document

Com #] Top/op | Issue
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Ginger Tornes -~ Bristol Bay Driftnetters '

-Bristol Bay’s marketability of their fish was affected; how
will this be addressed as far as restoration?

-funding is needed for ASME for marketing salmon as a whole
-the only way to salvage this situation is through marketing

May S, 1992 7:00 p.m.
Borough Assembly Chambers
Kodiak, Alaska

Questions:

A toll free number was provided for those in the villages to cal Decusasl ID Number
in comments or questions at 1-800-478-5736. ﬂZOSOEIS{

Is acquisition of equivalent resources referring to lanW“gZW@
Greg Petrich

0 B8-93 WPWG
0 C-RPWG

Ooral or Written Statements Presented:
Mark Donoghue submitted the following written proposals:

Assessment and Quality Assurance of Shellfish Resources ? 6‘)‘%&
¢

Enhancement of the Pacific Herring in Uyak Bay

ligan 0¥

o
h;d% 1d like to file some complaints; the documents are very 1,6J
fard to understand; the public will be unable to grasp what .~
is going on
oncern was expressed about where the money is going
éﬁnwould like more issues addressed on the ongoing health of the
0pp ¢#nvironment and populatlons “03
e inquired if the villages in Kodiak are being addressed\/’t }99‘
/-~ =concerned about how traditional clam areas are belng\\//‘l

soassessed o
5 erned about cultural artifacts which are irreplaéeable‘/bﬁﬂj
Jarid the damage from the spill
~feels more comfortable with the horizontal matrix and it is
more accessible to the communities
suggestion was made to index the document with areas of -
concern alphabetically and regionally
—-another suggestion is information should be sent to areas
where projects will take place
-presented a concept by Dr. Sylvia Earl - not much has

changed in scientific techniques; there is a lot of poten- |
tial for the money to change the course of knowledge and do

some unconventional things; would like to see some input

5




Jerome Selby - Mayor Kodiak Island Borough

gsue
72y
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Com#| To
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into new ways of collecting information
-wants more digestible documents that the pub11c can dgrasp
-would like more emphasis on cultural artifacts
-an important concern is fecundity of all resources v’

-thinks the Restoration Framework document is off to a real

good start, but there is one glaring omission, the impact

Doccmet {0 Numbé
Q20505 5.
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on human resources
-need to look at what will preclude these things from
happening in the future; we are not in much better shape
today than in 1989 as far as dealing with a large scale oil
spill; some response capability needs to be developed
-part of the Restoration Framework has to have some prepara-
tion for mitigation that gets us in a better prepared state
as disappointed that a couple of high priority projects
uch as the Kitoi project and Red Lake Mitigation program
ere deleted; would like to see these two projects funded
ut of the 1992 funds
-a good case can be made over the ten-year period for
spending millions of the settlement funds in the Kodiak
Island Borough due to the impact by the oil spill; $100
million could be put into an endowment fund to continue
scientific work and projects proposed on an ongoing basis
-have put together a list of projects which will come to $2
million over the ten-year restoration effort
-a committee was formed with representation from the Alaska
Departments of Fish and Game and Environmental Conserva-
tion, Federal Fish and Wildlife, Native associations,
National Marine Fisheries Service, state and federal parks,
Kodiak Island Borough, Kodiak Regional Aquaculture Associa-
tion, Area K Seiners, and Alyeska Regional Citizens Advisory
Council; have taken the shore line committee from the spill
and are working to identify where the mitigation can be
most effective and where most good can be done in terms
of positive restoration for public resources
~working closely with Fish and Wildlife for acquisition on
Afognak Island; most projects fit within the options in
Appendix B
-need to look at some preparedness options . :
-worked with federal parks on inholdings on the Catmai coast
-the regional citizens advisory council is working on pre-

Document 10 Number
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paredness in the event of another spill

—-some baseline data in terms of natural loss is needed to
compare to the future; could build off existing systems and
increase capabilities to do monitoring; need a laboratory
locally for capability to do analysis of clam and fish to
determine o0il contamination; $1 million was spent to get
answers on the clams

~construction of the KANA (Kodiak Area Native Association)
Museum would aid archaeological research; archaeologist

6
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could excavate the artifacts
-some analysis of herring and clam resources i
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-further analysis on protection of artifacts needs to be
examined

-a learning center at the Kodiak Community College where the
data could be available to mitigate another oil spill would
be helpful

-the committee held a meeting this afternoon and a presen-
tation will be available in a couple of days; have some
ideas for mitigating and building back from the o0il spill
-KANA has had offers from the Smithsonian and Russia of
collections taken from the island in the past and returning
them to Kodiak

-wants to know what has happened to the $50 million in
criminal restitution; has not been able to get information
on the $50 million

-human resources cannot be ignored and the settlement language
needs to be fixed to expand a certain percentage to offset
the human mitigation factor

-concerned that it is May 1992 and we are in no better
position to deal with a large scale oil spill

-would like a report from the Federal Trustees regarding the
$50 million which went to the federal government

Dolly Raft

Mark

-applauds and agrees with Jerome Selby

-current technology does not allow an accurate assessment

-resources and environment died

-more local control of environment will give better results
and assurance if another o0il spill happened

-a local laboratory is needed

-the KANA museum is the least that is deserved

a lot of people are still affected by the spill; people are

concerned about how to get involved in restoration

-the amount of information is intimidating

-feels at the mercy of everyone else because they are an
island; fearful that Kodiak will be forgotten again

-need tools to respond on a local level; there are dedicated
people here

-does not feel this is an issue of money but one of respon-
sibility

-hasn’t read all the information but wants to say don’‘t
forget about Kodiak

-no amount of money can fix this but they can be reassured by
having some local control

Donoghue

-there is an impression that they did not get oil which is
still out there

~there is still a question of the health of clams and the

7
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Greg

Oral

Chip

system in general '
-people are looking for restoration of the health of every
thing; thinks the jury is still out on this
-should look at what could have been done better; thinks a
lot has been left out g
0)29‘ﬂ

-need more confidentiality of archaeological sites | %5

Petrich - Kodiak Audubon om
SO [ive Lo

-focus on criminal restoration money in the Iegis as ]/301
tried to highlight what are important issues for the public

such as habitat acquisition on Afognak Island and weir site
management
-need funding for a tech center and long-term planning for

that facility
-there is a need for archaeological assessment and protec- Docurment 1D Numbe
tion
-need money for education programs to communicate and make 920;0515”%
sure this doesn’t hagppen again; human resources are ex- a/k.gz WPWG

tremely important
-in Chapter 7 the definition of habitat acquisition is too |[] B-93 WPWG
narrow :
-more comfortable with the concurrent approach to restora- |[] (-RPWG
tion
-focus should be on doing something with a resource that caJ)D 0-PAG
be helped
-there should be extreme public'scrutiny of these projects U E - MISC.
with no expenditure on dead areas

-House Bill 411 contains points that are important to his
group
-prevention in the future and education of youth are impor-
tant issues; resource materials for the schools could be
obtained for pennies

May 7, 1992 7:00 p.m.
Assembly Chambers, Municipal Building
155 South S8eward Street
Juneau, Alaska

Decument ID Num
12050160
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-read the books and testified by teleconference in Anchor- 0 B-93 WPH
g

age
—-doesn’t think that there is anything for the Trustees to u C-RPWG
in the area of restoration
-was the author of the 0il Disaster Media newsletter for a O D-PAG
year and a half
o 0 E-msc.
—%‘
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Statements Presented:

Thoma




“om,

-supports Section 209 of the House Interior Energy Bill which
states:

notwithstanding any provision of law, no less than 80% of
any amounts received by the U.S. pursuant to Section 207
of Public Law 102-229 shall be utilized to acquire land
and conservation easements including timber rights within
the Chugach National Forest and the other Gulf of Alaska
areas including the Kenai Fiords National Park, Afognak
Islands and Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge

53

~disagree with the fighting over money by scientific groups

and agencies
K\\;--appalled at the public process; there has been no public

Com #} Toplop | Issue

J

notice in the newspapers or public radio; public process
did not work as is obvious by the attendance here; his inten-
tion is to bring this to Judge Holland’s attention to take

some very sharp action

ISsue
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Viwill recommend that the Trustee Council be dissolved—
-80% should be spent on habitat acquisition

-restoration ideas are nothing more than verbiage and won’t
do anything for the islands or birds destroyed
-The State of Alaska has been remiss in not addressing the

;f/ /dvn

Top/op | Issue

habitat acquisition needs, such as House Bill 411
-combination of Mr. Sandor, Mr. Barton and Mr. Gibbons being
involved with the Trustee Council runs counter to the proper

Com #

<

use of the'dedication of funds
~having the Forest Service involved is wrong because their
disciplines are not geared toward conservation, preserva-
tion or wildlife enhancement or protection

-thinks the science done by NOAA is very valuable but no one
knows exactly what they got

-thinks the damages have been in magnitudes of 3 to 10 times
what was admitted

-thinks we settled far too cheaply

-wants money spent for habitat acquisition

/

~he will fight this process all the way and will dissolve
this process because he doesn’t think it is working
-thinks the Trustee Council can decide this year what lands

to purchase and the House Interior Committee knows what the
price tag is; the Trustee Council should just sign off
thinks on the state’s part there is an anti-conservation

Com #1 Top/op { lssue

bl Y%

bias; Mr. Rosier is being co-opted by the other council
members; Mr. Sandor doesn’t have those disciplines; Mr.
Cole may have these sensitivities but does not have the

disciplines

-Trustees have been given their marching orders, no habitat
acquisition
~hopes Rep. Miller has enough following to get this pushed

through
-objects to Dave Gibbons being appointed interim executive

director as he is too closely allied to Mr. Barton and Mr.

2
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Sandor
-he is getting jaded by this whole process; eve
said to buy habitat; that is what the public wants; the
people in the oil-affected areas know that is the only
proper response
-does not want to set up more science; doesn’t think wild-
life and fisheries will benefit from any more contact with
scientist; the Sound will repair at its own rate and time
-0il has been driven into the substrate with hoses; there is
nothing we can do that will help such as adding chemicals or

\\people to the beaches

$50 million worth of science done already is sufficient

-would like to see the Trustee Council redesigned so that
its only charge is habitat acquisition

-there is a full-length movie coming out on the oil spill
and how the feds blew the response

-Trustees need to be more responsive and if not he will use
the Congress to do it; some people are actively working to
go in this direction

-~hopeful that the habitat acquisition group does more work

ut the areas have already been identified

-Judge Holland made public participation a very strong part
of the settlement decision ’

-meeting room in Anchorage and sound system is atrocious; he
attended two meetings where the sound system went out; th
Trustees should not have to share mikes; should be able
spend $50,000 on a sound system that works

-feels he lost at this meeting

Richard Rainery

Decument 1D Number
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-is here to just get a briefing
-interested in getting an overview of what is going on
-there have been some problems in getting information out to
the public; has been getting other things on the mailing
list but has not had time to devote to getting everything
that goes out; received the notice for this meeting a
week ago; notification is an area which needs attention
-feels that all the interest groups will think they are
important enough to have a seat; there will be a problem
with just two extra seats and all those interests; he-:
attended the meeting where this was discussed and there was
some concern about principal interests overlapping
-seems there are a couple of deadlines coming up in June

which are tight; the period for comment on the written | L”
/

volumes is June 4th and he doesn’t think that is enough;
then the June 15th deadline will make it difficult for

the public to have time to comment; recommends that more
time be allowed; thinks 45 days would be sufficient if
there weren’t two deadlines in that time period; people need
extra time to devote some serious effort; the time is

too compressed; doesn’t know if there has been enough time to
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know what has been done; has not been plugged into the system
very long but a historical perspective is needed to make sure
that everything is understood to make responsible comments
and do a good job; suggests that the handouts be sent to
those on the mailing list to get public comment

m-there will be a lot of criticism for going ahead with

Decument 10|
"22-’501 la!
Q AW

U 8-

projects which may be canceled later; he is not suggesting itﬁjg{

could have been done different but others will
—-appreciated that the Public Participation group stuck
around just for him

Q' 0-mg
O E-Mse
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May 11, 1992 2:00 p.m.
Tatitlek, Alaska

Questions:

Ken provided answers to the following questions posed by members of
the public:

Have the corporations in this area been approached to buy back
their land or timber rights? Gdry Kompkoff

Oral Statements Presented:
Gary Kompkoff

-the most important issue in this area is subsistence

-wants to know if the Trustee Council is aware that subsis-—"

tence users have been impacted more strongly than any
other group in the state

<3new reports show that the damage to subsistence resources
has been a lot heavier than was previously realized

-has a memo written by the Subsistence Division requesting
funding for a project titled Subsistence Information and
Response; on January 23, the people at the Subsistence
Division stated that no more projects were to be funded
through that budget; they were told the project was worth
while but was too late to get funded; they were told that
the money is there but the Trustees want to appear cost - -
conscience and that puts a lot of pressure on the project
director to cut costs to the bone

—-concerned that every new study shows that the subsistence
resources were damaged more than they were led to believe

-they depend on the resources for their livelihood
-a letter will be drafted addressing each subsistence issue
-doesn’t think the Trustee Council is aware of how important

subsistence resources are to this community
-can’t figure out if the studies being kept from the public
show that the resources are contaminated more than they are
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being told; would like to know what is dangerous now and
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a N
= N ent
aN -will make copies of the comments form and try to get as
P much feedback from the community as possible; then will
£° write a letter with their concerns §é’
2™ -subsistence does not appear very much in the framework AN
v \\vdocument Py
DN wild deer studies should be considered S
S -one problem is that they have not had time to review the E%@
reports and most of the people have not even seen them Z e
-would like to talk with members of the Trustee Council 50)
regarding his concerns S
May 11, 1992 7:00 p.m.
City Council Chambers
Valdez, Alaska
Questions:

long term

-read a statement that new releases of studies back up what Document ID N
the health task force has been saying; statements like this

make it hard for them to believe what is being said by the gzmﬂuea
task force; they aren’t able to trust anything
-thinks each member of the Public Advisory Group should be Q AW
specifically assigned to one user group rather than 15 in

general; wonders if there has been any thought to having [] B-93 Wi

members from each impacted area on the group; subcommittees
from each user group with teleconference capabilities

were suggested

-would not be comfortable with one representative from the
Native community as the issues and concerns may be differ

Q C-rP%6
U b-ms

0 e

Ken answered the following questions posed by the public:

Is the environmental impact statement meant to address all
problems? Nancy Lethcoe '

Where are the guidelines and decisionmaking criteria for
writing up proposals? Nancy Lethcoe

Regarding the Public Advisory Group, will local government and
Native interests have seats? Nancy Lethcoe

Written Statements/Proposals Received:

Judy Kitagawa

Doug Griffin - City of Valdez

-0ily Bilge Water and 0Oily Solid Waste Treatment Coﬁl/‘e

7¢
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-Resolution No. 92-45 , 20
-Testimony on the Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Trustees Restora-
tion Framework S\
O“‘)
Statements Presented: =
B
Kitagawa §\

-works at the DEC office but is here representing herself

pollution prevention at boat harbors that send boats into

~-has a proposal that would provide the infrastructure for qs ?
4

Exxon Valdez-impacted waters; thinks dealing with the
continuous o0iling of these sites would be a good first
step; there is an argument that we shouldn’t be using the
money for prevention but for restoration

Griffin

oo

-thought Judy’s idea was good; there seems to be some buck \fﬁ‘

passing because she was told prevention could not be dealt
with under criminal funds

-here as a local government advocate; concerned about being
put in the same category as an interest group ‘
-trying to have a representative of local government would
be very difficult because of the different interests of
different areas; local government is affected by decisions
in ways that interest groups are not; local government has
interests beyond themselves such as tourism; thinks there
is a process by way of local governments that they have a
legitimacy that goes beyond narrow focuses; because of its
various interests, local government must do a balancing
act; each local government should have a representative; no
one person will be able to represent everyone; it is frus-
trating to try to be effective by its very nature

-need to look at broader representation

-there is a question of can we survive the process that

87492 WPWG
O B-9LWENG.
Q c-Rewe
Q 0-m6
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Documeat 1D Nugber JCOTS, in after the oil spill to try to help

the o0il spill was looked upon as a bonanza

ﬂﬁgﬁ]ﬂ&ﬁ' local government needs to be at the table because there are

immense pressures which affect them; very concerned about
House Bill 411

thcoe

4doesn’t know if Judy’s project would have to be considered
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as a prevention proposal but maybe as a preservatio
proposal n\\\\\\
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-not all resources studied are listed in the summary of E}s
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—-concerned that they go\']\ left off in 1989 because of lack of l) "Q'l
knowledge regarding making a case for what has to be
studied

- (fdalls porpoise is not being studied on a regular basis 7! )\BQG

000

those who have a charter business have noticed some por- 9 o,
poises are missing; from a tourism and recreation point )
f view, a plcture of the porpoise is worth money; feels left
om#] Top/op | Issue put on this resource d 100‘)
u YU VI derstands from the T)rustees that they were not doing any 5 ,5

i ore damage assessment
he Nature Conservancy study talks about various ways of
mé Top/op Issup levaluating the land and use and trying to come up with som
5 5\ 1 solution; this information is almost non-existent e
Afthere were no economic studies done after the Exxon Valde ,_lﬁyl/\
spill in regard to tourism; she did a survey of disbursed /
ocreation and the tourism businesses in Prince William
Com# Toplop‘/fs bund; none of them were contacted for any economic survey
5 -spme people are very concerned about enhancement to recre-
( lrwy ion; concerned that the level of recreation will be charged
in the name of enhancement —>
-wants public input into EIS’s; not quite sure how to feed
this into the comment process
Document ID Number Foption 12 deals with creation ‘of recreational services;
1225[”% concerned about creating new recreation sites
~wanted some guidance on whether advocacy types should be on
B/A.gz WPWG | the Public Advisory Group; concerned because she has been
caught in some difficult situations where she was repre-
U B-93 WPWG | senting several resources as an advocate; doesn’t see
much of a budget for the Public Advisory Group if the nomi-

N

ol
anss) | dodoy 14 1oy

W
Q

O C-RPWG nees represent several constituencies
-what is expected of the Public Advisory Group is as
Q D-PAG important as who should.be on it
~has tried to get out flyers on how to prevent o0il spills
U E-MISC on a boat o
-has drafted a Prince William Sound conservation act but -]
hasn’t had time to finish it ? ol
$ -has put out a proposal for a brochure to go to charter boat —
operators for minimizing the disturbance to wildlife, which 3 -E
would not cost much °s
-Glacier Bay has a study to look at impacts on harbor seals —
from disturbance . 2 @
-has put together a committee to work on proposals for a &
Prince William Sound marine sanctuary
Jim Lethcoe
-requested clarification of what is meant by enhancement_as
it applies to services Docizment 10 Number
Vince Kelly fiZDSI( (]
-some kind of coordinated management is needed D/A'sz WPWG
14 : O B-93 WPWG
, om# Topiop(Issue|  |Q ¢-prwa
{ ((0 “’r’,f’D
Q D-PAG
O E-MsC.




May 13, 1992 7:00 p.m.
Kenai Fjords visitors Center
Seward, Alaska

Questions:

Pamela and Ray answered the following gquestions posed by the
public:

Has the makeup for the Public Advisory Group been decided?
Chris Gates

What is the difference between environmental and conservation
as defined in the interests groups? Anne Castellina

What is the Secretary of the Interior’s role in the recommen-
dation for nominations to the Public 2dvisory Group? Chris
Gates

What is the target of this process? Is this the total settle-
ment share on an annual basis?  Are these proposal requests
for several years? Willard Dunham

Would decisions for funding be bound for several years?
Willard Dunham

In relationship to this process, is this a call for RFP’s?
Willard Dunham

What if a project is thrown out in this round? Does it have to
wait until the next year? Sharon Anderson

How does this process relate to the first payment made in
December 1991? Has that money already been delegated? Willard
Dunham B

Was there a discussion about what studies would continue?
Willard Dunham

When will the final decisions be made on the 1992 Work 'Plan?
Chris Gates

Who will filter the public comments? Chris Gates

Is the working group process open to the public? Chris Gates
Is there an appeal process? Chris Gates

How does this process fit with the scientific review commit-

tee? Willard Dunham
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Have all the scientific studies now been released? Chris Gates

- Is it the schedule now that the 1992 work program will be put

Oral Statements Presented:

Chris Gates

to bed before the damage assessment data is available? Chris
Gates

When will the social and economic impacts data be released?
Chris Gates

Are social and economic impacts appropriate under restoration?
Chris Gates

Has there been a decision made on the hierarchial and concur-
rent approaches? Chris Gates

Is habitat acquisition an appropriate use of settlement funds?
Chris Gates

If this is an assessment of oil spill contact and damage, why
is there no map which tracks the flow of the spill? Willard
Dunham '

Ccan we suggest that there be an evaluation of the human impact

of the communities with respect to economic effects in thg
environmental impact statement? Chris Gates

-the working group process should be open to the public per
the open meeting concept adopted by the Trustee Council;
would like to know the logic of decisions because this is
such an important role

Decemnal 0 Mot
A205/3 168
Q752 WPws
Q B-93 WPK
Q C-RPWG
Q D-PAG

-is very concerned about the stellar sea lions; wants a Ap E-MISC.

better job done on the results from these studies; there i

om #

Toplop
k2

/ery little mentioned in the framework document regarding
Issue this species
QQNYthiS area is looking hard at activities in Prince William

Bound with respect to its economy; thinks there is room
for good timber harvest and habitat protection as well
-would like to see more work done on assessing the stellar |
sea lions and why this species is being given up on so soon
-a symposium will be very helpful to get questions answered
about why decisions were made the way they were; it is
necessary to get up to speed; the reports will generate
questions to the professionals regarding process and
substance; would like one symposium per month to focus on
disciplines
-his first impression is that he agreed with the comments
made by Bill Walker from Valdez that there should be more
community representation on the Public Advisory Group; the
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O

Com #| Top/op | Issue
7 | BB | 2o

affected regions should each have a seat because eacg5
community was affected in a myriad of ways; suggested one
seat each for Valdez, Homer, Seward, and Kodiak
-statements on stellar sea lions are not accurat
-social and economic impacts need to be examined more
closely and are appropriate for discussion and remediation
-human impacts of potential decisions should be included in
the EIS

Willard Dunham

~there should be a fold out map which traces the flow of the

Document 1D X
920S (31K
B A-02 W

Q8.uw
0 - RPWC
Q D-MG

[Q E-u.

A
Decumeat 10 )

= o0il spill; the framework document contains some excellent
§\{’ coverage, but more information is needed on locations 2051316
=N -the lines showing o0iling need to be modified to be more Er/
2. accurate; it is misleading \(ﬁ’sz Wi
§.D -the threatened species that were affected by the o0il spill nmﬁ’s 0w
“*-“7 should be looked at; Fish and Wildlife has gotten close 7 -
B0 to identifying these species, four mammals and three birds u C - RPW(
5\\ -everyone has liked the Sea Life Center project and feel it
e fits in with the settlement criteria; this is the first Q D-PAG
field group that a presentation has been made to
Anne Castellina -E!.E—!@E

-a lot of people were not involved in the process from the
beginning; there is still the idea that this was just a

Prince William Sound spill

-Seward is fighting a battle to be included with respect tq Docunsat I Numb
0il spill responsibility q20513/70

-would like to compliment the Public Participation team on
-would take money from her budget to have a representative
-the affected areas could be divided into four spill zones asg

(4a big plus for having the Sea Life Center in Seward is

process has gone

the work being done in this process B/A.gz WPWG
attend the symposium O B-93 WPW
far as representation on the Public Advisory Group - 0 C-RFWG

accessibility EI D-PAG
-need to spread the word to the community of how far this u E msc

-Seward’s two main focuses are the Alaska Sea Life Center
and land acquisition; supports SAAMS as a great educational
tie

Sharon Stone

-feels the proposed Sea Life Center will bring in dollars Yo
the state instead of just spending settlement dollars Document 10 Number
-marine transportation should be included in the principal 3205/3('”
St interests on the Public Advisory Group :
,§~,70 -so far all funds for the center have come from donations B/l'92 WPWG
= 0 8-93 WP
S\ 17
2 Q C-RPWG

O 0-PA6
0 E-Msc.




May 14, 1992 6:00 p.m.
Whittier Fire Department
Whittier, Alaska

Questions:

Ken and Stan answered the following questions posed by the public:

Oral

When does the advisory group begin functioning? Floyd Heimbuch

Is there a ratio of how much money the state and federal
governments get each year? Floyd Heimbuch

Is $70 million going to be deposited yearly? Pete Petram
Who prepared the framework document? Floyd Heimbuch

Are the salaries for agency people preparing the framework
document coming from the settlement fund? Floyd Heimbuch

Which commissioner does this work group report to? Floyd
Heimbuch

What does the term "scoping" mean in the framework document?
Floyd Heimbuch

What are indirect uses and why is this a particular concern?
Floyd Heimbuch

Did the options in the framework document come from the public
or agency staff? Floyd Heimbuch

What is the definition and scope of restoration? Ken Miller

Can she put in a request for a nomination from her coalition
to the Public Advisory Group? Marilyn Heddell

Statements Presented:

Floyd Heimbuch

Pete

-wants a strong adherence that there was some damage here
due to the spill; tying the injury to the spill should be a
strong criteria

Heddell
-wasn’t sure where the meeting was being held
-has a day charter operation

-the problem now is not the o0il spill but management; dead
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otters can’t be replaced

-human nature is such that every one will try to get a chunk

of the money on the table; has seen some things in the past
that indicate that management of funds is questionable
-marine operator coverage is marginal; the issue of a
repeater system was discussed; communications could be
improved

Marilyn Heddell

Pete

June

Ken Miller

Tom Lakosh (

-concerned that money not be spent on one study after
another

-from a tourism aspect, she would like a better communica-
tion system where people could get the weather prior to
going out

Petram

-has watched far out uses of the oil and hazardous sub-
stances response fund; the Trustee Council will come
under pressure in defining injury criteria; they should
find some very tight spending criteria that fits injury
criteria; this should be dealt with up front

Miller

-there was not a lot on shellfish, particularly spot shrimp,

discussed in the framework document
-bioremediation did not help
~-the feeding grounds have changed and they are seeing more

Issue

zﬁ,‘b\

aggressive fish
Com & Top/op

( 30

-there was no money appropriated to study shellfish in the
Sound; would like some restoration money put into this
study '

-it seems to be very quiet in the Sound

| Decemont I
9265 I
G a0w
0 8-93¢¥
Q C-RPW
Q 0-Pg

10 s

Com #| Top/op

Issue
}0 { oD

—-area is still subject to major oil impact; in order to
restore property, the o0il has to still be removed; there
has been no restoration process approved to remove subsur-
face 0il; the berm relocation program was a disaster; it
polluted more previously unimpacted area; it is not appro-
priate to have a policy which allows the oil to remain;
techniques need to be developed that are approved for use
in removing subsurface o0il; vessels could be adapted for
this technique; did a shoreline survey for VECO; found that
where there was fresh water or wave action, the o0il was re-
moved by cold water; could put together a small system that
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could do 500 to 1,000 square feet at a time, costing abCLMIIlDNWW
$5,000 in hosing equipment; there needs to be some 92451173

injection method that will get the hydrocarbons out of _
the beaches; if necessary he would get in his boat and dq H/A‘QZ WPWG
the work himself; he could not do recovery and disposal
with the budget he could get; he would like some support D B-93 WPWG
from a government agency; nobody is supporting applica-

tion of the resources to cope with the oil pollution a C- RPWG
problem
4 _D.PAG
May 15, 1992 11:00 a.m. Z | o ——— :

Chenega Bay, Alaska
Questions:
Ken answered the following questions posed by the public:

Does the settlement 1language include equivalent resource
replacement? Charles W. Totemoff

What does purchasing timber rights have to do with restora-
tion? Michael Kompkoff

Who owns the land when timber rights are sold? Michael
Kompkoff

If timber rights are sold, would payments come to the corpora-
tion? Mike Eleshansky

If Chenega says they want to keep their timber as it is, does
the government buy it? Doug Bruck

What would stop the government from once they own the timber
coming in later and cutting it down? Doug Bruck

How soon will the Restoration Plan be completed? cCharles
Totemoff

Regarding the timeline, are all of these actions necessary?
Charles Totemoff

What can assure us that we will have the representation to
keep on top of the acquisition process? Charles Totemoff

Was there an appropriated grant for the settlement? If the
money is not used or it is impossible to do the work, what

becomes of the money? Does it collect interest? Mike Elesha-
nsky

When is the next Trustee Council meeting? Charles Totemoff
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Is there any way to contact the agencies in charge of con-
tracting for projects in the 1993 Work Plan? Charles Totemoff

When will the comments be reviewed by the Trustee Council?
Charles Totemoff

Oral Statements Presented:

rles Totemoff

CoT # T%pdl)op Issue Com #[ Top/op

Issug
[ 4

Sleop 2153

é@o

é%hinks buying timber rights is a bad ide;>
-the habitat acquisition process is somewhat confusing;
would like time to review the flow charts on acquisition
~-is very disappointed that their timber is not being looked
t as much as Kodiak’s timber; damage has already been done
and what is left should be preserved; the Trustees have to
know that there are a lot of habitat areas that need to be
protected, either through the acquisition process or some
other agreement; seems a lot of attention is being paid

to whoever has the squeakiest wheel

-Chenega Bay is the most severely impacted area; they need
to be involved in all the acquisition processes; would like
a provision by the Trustee Council to have a staff person
to keep an eye on their acquisition interests; there should

Decument 1D Nt
420515114

B A-52 WP
QB-uwW
0 C-RPWG
Q 0-MG
10 E-uisc.

be a provision in the Restoration Plan providing for

manipulated and to keep them informed
as a proposal for replacement of subSistence resouraess

someone to pay special attention to hzw their resourqgep oplop Issue

‘ + {40 |3ee

e

would like to have this proposal included in the 1992

d 1993 Work Plans ) ——{ Com #
-interested in being a subcontractor in the monitoring )

activities; sent a letter in March to the Trustee Counttt

Top/op | Issue
30 |seo

regarding this but has not received a response
-if any agencies need logistical help or services, they
should contact his office at 573-5118 or fax 573-5135;
there seems to be a lot of money appropriated for these
projects and this is what he means by being involved in all
phases of this process; would like to be included on the
bidder’s list for any activities

Michael Kompkoff

-suggested that the school children could attend future
public participation meetings to get an idea of how this
process works

Written Proposals Received:
Charles Totemoff

-Chenega Bay Replacement Subsistence Resource Project
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May 18, 1992 7:00 p.m.
Trustee Council Meeting Roon
645 G SBtreet
Anchorage, Alaska

Questions:
Ken and Stan answered the following questions posed by the public:

Regarding the Restoration Plan and the identification of
alternatives, will the plan offer a preferred alternative?
Alan Phipps

In terms of resources and services, is wilderness considered
a resource or service? Alan Phipps

In the introduction to the plan, is the amount listed only for
the plan or for the work? Can we expect the costs to go up or
down? Donna Mix

In noting that the budgets do not include audit processes,
what kind of audits will be done and what kind of accountabil-
ity can the public expect? Donna Mix

Will this audit information be available to the public in one
document? Donna Mix

What happens if money is not spent at the rate it comes in?
John Humke

In chapter VII under the restoration options, is fee simple
acquisition not an option? Alan Phipps

Similar alternatives will surface again in the draft document.
Do you foresee a lot of blocking out of options? Steve
Planchon

When will the public know about responses to comments? Steve
Planchon

Besides comments, what direct influence will the Public
Advisory Group have? John Grames

How does the supplement to the framework document on habitat
protection work? Steve Planchon

Since money has gone to both state and federal agencies, who
does ownership of land go to and who will administer habitat?
Will it depend on which pot the money is pulled from? Donna
Mix
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Could you explain restoration options rejected under Appendix
B, potential restoration options? Alan Phipps

When 1is the deadline for the Public Advisory Group? Alan
Phipps

Is this just a bunch of paper work or is there a check on the
progress of the environment? Is there any restoration going on
now? Peter Schwar

Will the Public Advisory Group be involved in fine tuning the
development of the restoration plan? Steve Planchon

Where is the support for the Public Advisory Group going to
come from? Will this be a set group of people working seven
days a week? Donna Mix

Oral statements Presented:
John Humke

-seems the plan doesn’t come close to covering expenditure
costs ’

John Grames

'-this process seems undemocratic in appointments so that

the citizen has been excluded; it doesn’t behoove citizens
to digest all these volumes of material; the people on the
advisory group have their own agendas and they will play
politics with all of this just by the very nature of the
group; this will make people cynical about the whole
process in that they cannot affect their own affairs;

this process is reverse from what we are governed by;
public participation is not talking to committees; made a
recommendation that issues be accepted about restoration from
political platforms

Com #] Top/op | Issue
[ 3o |/

-has gone out in his boat and seen o0il still pouring out;- -
wants to know if any more removal and cleanup will be done

Peter Schwar

Written Proposals and Comments Submitted:

Docemaat 1D Number
John Grames 920513175
-nomination to the Public Advisory Group a/A.gz m@

f%3l -Primary Election 92 proposal

O 8-93 WPWG
0 C-RPWG
Q 0-PAG
O E-MISC.

23




May 19, 1992 7:00 p.m. ,
Council Chambers, Cordova Public Library
Cordova, Alaska

Questions:

Ken and Sandy provided answers to the following questions posed by
members of the public:

Is it possible to resubmit projects that were rejected? wWill
they be reconsidered for 19937 Mary McBurney

What is the definition of the Work Plan? Why is it distin-
guished from the Restoration Plan? Nancy Bird

When will the Work Plan be finalized? Will this be after the
bulk of the work has already been done? Rick Steiner

What part of the Work Plan will be subjected to the EIS
process? Mary McBurney

Regarding the habitat protection supplement, why was option
three not put out as a proposal? Rick Steiner

Have people had enough time to review the framework document?
Dan Logan

Does the interim protection issue show up anywhere? How
quickly can interim protection be implemented? Rick Steiner

Where are the contingent valuation studies? What is the reason
they are still being held confidential? Nancy Bird

What are the Trustees’ leanings toward lost services? Sam
Sharr

When will the decision be made on the designated seats for the
Public Advisory Group? Nancy Bird

Has the Trustee Council already approved the charter for-the
Public Advisory Group? Nancy Bird

In filling the Public Advisory Group slots, the Attorney
General wanted to be sure that no interests were overlapped.
Will that be an overriding concern in filling the Public
Advisory Group seats? Mary McBurney

Does the criteria for the advisory group disqualify anyone?
Nancy Bird

Will the Public Advisory Group be listened to? Rick Steiner
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Is there any requirement that the Trustee Council respond in
writing to the Public Advisory Group if there'is a strong
consensus or disagreement? Nancy Bird

Document 10 Nt
Q20519176
B A5 W

Are the comments available to the public? Rick Steiner

Can the public see the products the Trustee council has D B-93 Wi
- declined? Dan Torgerson Q C-RPWG
Oral Statements Presented: Com # Top/op | Issue Q 0-PAG
Mary McBurney ~ Cordova Fishermen United J § 3| oo - MISC.
nIANY concerned about what was in the Work Plan for funding ancR 3 S
hat they are only getting a small snapshot of the total; . ‘ e
om # TbWOp issledeems they are rather arbitrarily sorted through; _
iew; £—> =
7 &/}—ldf re there was any real peer review;)there were a number o 308
- mmercial fisheries projects which ‘had merlt) the public 2
8T Y as not been presented with a full range of pdssibilities —
m OPIOP $ nd has been given a distilled ver a small part of the 6&2
Y 51 ""5'? source injury has been addressedséhere are a number o ©
herring projects which she doesn’t feel will be revisited
1 oncerned that the Attorney General will impose a certain
amount of orthodoxy to the nomination process
visory group > COM?EW!H&NU
Rick Steiner r 2
Timme 752 |
_ & eems like the 1993 work should be started on now Com & Top/op | Issue
he 1992 Work Plan seems almost futile / S3 | /0w
hinks there is a profound paradox in that the Trust

pre slowing the process down
the public is pissed; something needs to be done; they have
een told privately that the Trustee Council has no inten-
ion of following through on habitat protection

ontingent valuation was not mentioned in the habitat
,Brotection section; seems unnecessarily restrictive; sur-
rised the Attorney General had to bring up the contingent

valuation idea

—the single most important issue that the public was bring-
g up, habitat protection, was omitted from the framework
ggested scheduling a meeting when the fisheries are

-‘d

s nothing really imminent four years after the fact
oesn’t see any projects hav1ng to do with identification
or replacing 1njured services; nothing categorizes what
resource services were injured and what the options are for
replacing these services

requested that contingent valuation of economic studies

be released

-extended an invitation for the Trustee Council to visit

this area
Com #
s

Issue
Ve ad

Toplop
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-comments from API and Exxon regarding damages were simila
and seem to attempt to dismiss financial liability of the
spill; Trustees are opening themselves up to huge politica
liability by playing into Exxon’s hands Com# R

Dan Torgerson "}' é} Jeoo

et

S
Document 1D N

ﬁzosml‘?z
r {@7)-92 WA

1 [0 B-93 W

Topioep | Issue g O ¢-RPWG

{7“\\i2as worked in the fishing industry a long time

t was brought up in several meetings that the department
ave to work together to get full use of the community

t is ironic that there was a fishing opener and a public
articipation meeting scheduled on the same night; there
hould be more planning so that the majority of the publ
an come and give their comments; there should be some
lexibility to change the meeting schedule
Zi/////&rustee Council needs to visit this area before they can

make any real decisions
~senior high school classes should be encouraged to attend
these meetings because they will be the ones dealing with
these issues in the future; this is a good resource to ta
into

|0 0-me
s (@ E-msc.

Documant 1D Nus

/L 920519178

B A-52 WeW
O B-93 WAy
Q C-RPwa
p |0 D-PAG

rejected to make them accountable to the public

-~

~-the public needs to see what the Trustee Council ha1 Com#
g

R

Nancy Bird Com #] Topiop | Issue

-there is so involved in this process and
— . people are being overwhelmed with NEPA
né Tymlihﬂwdnot opposed to planning but thinks we need to do somethin

log,(ghabitat acquisition is what the vast majority of the publi
h %0 13 wants; hasn’t seen anything from the Trustee Council in

Ny is direction
Com # Toplop S$493s very disappointed with paying back state and federal

2 %0 F°“agencies; money should be used for more critical things,
ch as herring studies and habitat acquisition
-encouraged the public participation group to keep coming ou

Document 10 Number

Q20514119
0 A-52 WPHG
O 8-93 WPWG
O C-RPWG
0 0-MG

to the communities to explain materials Com TOPIOP Iss E-“lsc
Sam Sharr Com #{ Toplop | Issue { |jo oo |
Gl Vom ~ '
-asked for a frameworr cocument three weeks ago and still. Docenant 0 Number

hasn’t received one

.l.. -all proposals on lost resource services were rejected by
the Trustees
—acquisition is not the only option; every public testimor
meeting has had strong support for resource research

- F?om# Toplop { Issue
2] Sr |00

-The only thing that has any hope for success will be the

C.K. Weaverling - Mayor of Cordova

920519180
O A-92 WPWG

T 8-93 WPWG
O C-RPWG
Q 0-PAG

acquisition of equivalent resources; we cannot restore or
replace the lost resources; money received as a result of

Q E-MiSC.
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natural resource damages should go to natural resources;
this idea is broadly supported within this community

May 21, 1992 7:00 p.m.
Gruening Bldg., Room 310
Fairbanks, Alaska

Questions:

Jerome and Carol answered the following questions posed by Mr.
Waters:

Will there be concentration on estuaries? William Waters

Would a permit be needed to block or remove streams? William
Waters

Is there anyone that coordinates volunteer efforts?
Oral or Written Statements Presented:

William Waters

~worked on clean-up crews; some crews thought eel grasses
would be transplanted; others thought groups would concen-
trate on estuaries; didn’t agree with the steam cleaning
which was killing some of the survivors

-will do some work on the technique of planting eggs to
maintain wild stock

-a grass roots effort should be organized for volunteer
efforts

-will get some of his advisors to come up with ideas .
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natural resource damages should go to natural resources;
this idea is broadly supported within this community

May 21, 1992 7:00 p.m.
Gruening Bldg., Room 310
Fairbanks, Alaska

Questions:

Jerome and Carol answered the following questions posed by Mr.
Waters:

Will there be concentration on estuaries? William Waters

Would a permit be needed to block or remove streams? William
Waters

Is there anyone that coordinates volunteer efforts?

Oral or Written Statements Presented:

Documant 10 Numbet
William Waters Qzaj‘zuaa
-worked on clean—-up crews; some crews thought eel grass A-QZ WPWG

would be transplanted; others thought .groups would condgen-
trate on estuaries; didn’t agree with the steam cleanin 8-93 WNG
which was killing some of the survivors
-will do some work on the technique of planting eggs to 0 c'RFWG
maintain wild stock
-a grass roots effort should be organized for volunteer CI D'PAG
efforts umc
~-will get some of his advisors to come up with ideas u E- .

c?m# Toplop | Issue

M 28, 1992 7:00 p.m.

Centennial Hall

Juneau, Alaska
Questions:
Tim and John answered the following questions posed by the public:

Who counts as "public" in nominations to the Public Advisory
Group? Marsal Kendziorek

Are their some legal guidelines being followed such as the
Federal Advisory Committee Act in the nomination process for
the Public Advisory Group? Peg
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factor of acquisition from willing sellers; the public
attitude of Trustees has keen to lobby long and hard against
SB 483; Mr. Cole and Mr. Sandor do not have a proper
conservation ethic
-will submit to this group the list of projects in amendment
1 of SB 483; this bill has been passed and sent to the
Governor; is also submitting this bill to the habitat and
process team for inclusion in the 1992 and 1993 projects
-wants the US house energy bill passed
~there are some valuable fisheries projects that could occur
uOVthe Restoration Team and replacement team should concentrate

m# “@?P Eégy on acquiring land from willing sellers throughout the Gulf of
Alaska; the Trustees should not hold out the argument that
(‘_,//{;imber harvest is some kind of benefit to the region
-personal interest is to see that Chugach Forest be put in
willing seller status

Marshal Kendziorek

agrees that the mapping products have not been distributed
through this process, which is a subject close to his heart;
DEC did most of the mapping; a number of mapping documents
are available to the public; some books of those maps have
been done, one of which is The Recreational Users Guide to
PWS; there is also a three volume set mapping of the beaches
which shows the degree of oiling and oil concentration; these
documents have not been kicked out through this process

one method of distributing the damage assessment inform ‘
would be to have copies left at major copy centers and 10 Number
advising the public 32%2283

Written Proposals Received: ﬁ/ AR WPHG
Chip Thoma ’ u B-93 WPWG

Com § Toplopnmengt No. 1 to SB 483 (Capital Budget) Q C-RPWG
H | 0 0-Mg
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Oral

Chip

Would the final 15 members of the Public Advisory Group need
unanimous approval of the Trustee Council? Chip Thoma

Have the charter and the habitat acquisition documents been
approved to go forward? Chip Thoma

What is the difference between the Trustees and the Trustee
Council? Chip Thoma

Has the Council made a policy decision to only acquire
resources within the spill area? Chip Thoma

Has the Trustee Council defined the oil spill area? Peg Kehrer
Could you explain the hierarchial approach? Peg Kehrer

Statements Presented: — it s T e 0D 1&4#*9“““‘”
[Sanant 0 sty
Thoma

—disagrees with having unanimous approval of the six Trustee Documant 1D Nu
Council for the final 15 members of the Public Advisory QZOSOQIﬁQ
Group; a 4-member approval would be sufficient; getting
different disciplines involved is necessary; assignment ofi{] A.$2 WP
seats is the proper method may cause a lot of controversy
which may become political; the decisions that need to be {{] B-93 WP
unanimous are the ones laid out in the settlement agreement

~has been very critical in the past of the public meeting D G- RPWG
notice; there were a couple of display ads in the Juneau
Empire; would recommend having meeting notices in the U D-PAG
calendar of the Juneau Empire to inform people about the
teleconference; emphasis should be placed on noticing papers U E-HlSG.

in #; Toplop
/153

Issue
/67

it is very disturbing that through this entire process there
have been no maps; DNR and the Forest Service are negligent
in not providing maps for the meetings; a booklet of maps

i},week in advance

should accompany the handouts; the maps in the framework are
totally inadequate; has yet to see a good set of maps

ome out of the entire process

Com #

e R

Toplop | Iss

=there was very little notice on the Public Advisory Group
e transcripts of these meetings should be made available to

11"’ kthe public with a monthly update of meetings held, attendance

L.

d a general reflection of the meeting; DNR and the Forest
Service should be the source of more information;
~has given a lot of comment on restoration activities but

me

Toplop

70

Issue
LoD

would like to reiterate overall that(éontinued emphasis

further study on wildlife and bird species is unnecessar

on scientific study and monitoring is unnecessary; any
y>

foxes should be eliminated; there should be continued
emphasis on the acquisition and replacement of lands, which
will be the thrust of the next five years

-the definition of o0il spill area should not be a limiting

28
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FROM THE DESK OF RICHARD
830 LANARE ST.

WASILLA, ALASKA 2654

Dave R. Gibbons, Ph. D.

Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Restoration Team
645 "GB" Gt.
Anchorage, AK
(907) 273-8012
Faw: (R07) 276-7178

9501

Dear Sir:

Our highest priority in regards to expe
Civil settlemsent money is on LLAND ACGUI
to purchase and set aside impacted and

giving nature the time it needs to reco
impacted area aond adjacent areas back t

We respectfully request that you impart
Restoration Team and encourage them to
acquisition one af their priorities.

fe v bmrma o

EX caiopi issa]

NANCY DERUSMAN

Bocumant 10 Nusmbet
Q2054002
2 WPHG
O B-93 WAWG
Q C-RPWG
Q 0-PAG
B E- MISC.

ndituwre of the Exson

STION. It is now time
equivalent lands

ver and bring the

0 healthy ecosystems.

our wishes to the
make 1and

SGincerely Yours,

«inndg. C[ZnguAnnaﬁJ

Narncy DeBusman
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

FORMAT FOR IDEAS FOR RESTORATION PROJECTS

Com #{ Top/op { Issue
/13

VoD

Title of Project:

£

L/A’Mn vy 7ﬂ /é/ﬂa/////u, 5(/[ Suy: 4&" o /

Justification: (Link to Injured Resource ojerwce) 74 é:
EZMMMZ A0eds /é/mﬁ/f/ //m a&g Ve piasore

Description of Project: (e.g. goal(s), objectives, location, rauonale and technical approach)

 Document 1D Nesbet

| 220814008
077K 52 WPWG

Estimated Duration of Project: (In KA caun

Estimated Cost per Year: CZéd/;é’t?/ %’1 /f(%ﬂ/(‘a/ C éf AN AY

Other Comments: ettt e e
caeens g g S =g g U U Uy O O T ORIV VPP PPOY
Name, Address, Telephone:
7C2 v
Lsey — ~ Oil spill restoration is a public process. Your ideas
/7 0 ﬁM / 79/5 / and suggestions will not be proprietary, and you
)‘?776/\ K will not be given any exclusive right: or prmlege to. .

657G them.
vz
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7
7 By 77075/
-l 59575

. TMAY.06 RECD

Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
645 G St.
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Attn: 1993 Work Plan
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

FORMAT FOR IDEAS FOR RESTORATION PROJECTS

Com #| Top/op | Issue
Title of Project: [ g/’ﬁ 36

Tinber by -back i ek Zice follin SN,

7 Al # S
Justification: (Link to Injured Resource or Service)

/' Avl %{ 7¢N. /n PSS « i«yﬂaﬂlﬂ/ u/vj, 70-’ a-/.# > 7(,_',’)*’ L e

ire f‘-‘»‘ LG

Description of Project: (e.g. goal(s), objectives, location, rationale, and technical approach)
@jw/' bt Db e "}; Foa /"*‘)é

S £ o ot e Ve N 2N ad “rwj ..... B ﬂ-« .............. So w/, .......................... /

......................................... /59 oA o B rn Moot

o @ /Oui’n ......... j

____________ @7,;;“&-/:/ [

bor ’ﬁ ;4 A
wnfPetlans....... ... wriy
»,/

-
earenmgres v b v reneaen e ra e pananaas 3 B T T I r

........................................................ ,...AA.A.,..“..............'.....A......A....;....“........,.4.............“,..._......4.“4..,....,...........u e e e imeeteane s ...ow '0m.’
Estimated Duration of Project: 7805/ Y040

Estimated Cost per Year: Q A-92 WPWG

B/m WPHG

Other Comments:

Name, A%lzress, Telephone:
v/ Yon &" /}Vf
,2_" F2 é°/¢/ Jl £ ‘“/ Oil §pil_l,_ restor'atioﬂ isa public process. Your ideas
L2~ 4.k - fE G925 and suggestions will not be proprietary, and you
will not be given any -exclusive right or pnvnlege to

99 - 329¢ them.
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Exxon Valdez Trustee Council
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EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL

Oocument 10 Number
FORMAT FOR IDEAS FOR RESTORATION PROJECTS 9QR0S 140l
Com #] Top/op { Issue O A-92 WPWG
Title of Project: _ @8- 93 WPWG
EXXON VIPEL Ol S FVLL .
(-RFWG
Justification: (Link to Injured Resource or Service) Q 0-PA6
U E-uRC.
Description of Project: (e.g. goal(s), objectives, location, rationale, and technical apprezciry

DEAR..  SIKS .~

..................... T A //ﬁf,w To REfent7 Tial
//y /Y//Y/L (f//M = /4"i>’ CHER  [hinil . A7D.

..............................................................................................................................................................................

Estimated Duration of Project: YO Y é-"/ -
Estimated Cost per Year: /)/ Z o4 é’/ -
Other Comments: .. / 4. Fﬁff’ 7] £ / F... S 7,7( FIYLEN o)

TE By LD Sk e f et BhIC. SE fy
o — .Com £} Toplop | Issue
..................................................................................................................... el 20 R 60D

Name, Add&ss, Telzhone: .

- sl 7 o

Qil spill restoration is a public process. Your ideas

Bz X 57 ; i and suggestions will not be proprietary, and you
Y7V L fI< yZ .= will not be given any exclusive right or privilege to

""""

/(/74'53 ’q them.






EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL
Document 1D Number
Q205/4/0/¢

Q A-52 WPWG
Title of Project: B-17-93 WPKG
_ B¢+ APWG
Justification: (Link to Injured Resource or Service) O D-PAG

FORMAT FOR IDEAS FOR RESTORATION PROJECTS:

0 E-MsC
Description of Project: (e.g. goal(s), objectives, location, rationale, and technical apprxlﬂbm

Estimated Duration of Project:

Estimated Cost per Year:

Other Comments:

....................................................... S OO [ U P com' Toplop 'lssue
_____________________________________________________________________________________ FE U UTPU U AP TUULDURUPUPTOYOUUIRRPPUSRURRUIURRPRPPPRN SO / 2/0 70D

Name, Address, Telephone:

: an suggesnons will’ not be propnetary, and; y
will not. be given any exclusive nght or pnvxlege 1o’

7 ’ _'them
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@.;\(; MRS. MERLE POWELL
@» 4 BOX 2285
i KODIAK, AK 99615-2285

PR L

Document 10 Numbar
P2 050 2p

0 A-92 WPWG
@ B-93 WPHG
O C-APWG
0 0-M6
Q E-MSC.

S ——
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Document 1D Number |

ﬂD.OBSL(pQg

O A-92 WPWG
Dave Gibbons @8-83 WPWG
Administrative Director Q C-RPWG
Restoration Team O 0-PAG
£45 G Street 0 E-WSC.

Anchorage, Ak. 939501

Mr Gibbons,

I'm writing concerning the Exxon Vaidez oil spill restoration
plan. As an Alaskan and part-time fisherman | feel obliged to
put iIn my two cents worth. | was shrimp fishing on the F/V
Hustler near Naked Island in the Sound when the Valdez went
aground. Our gear was fouled and we sold our shrimp and gear to
Exxon. We were hired by Exxon and worked for them for about a
month We tended containment boom around the tanker while it,
was on Bligh Reef. We quit the cleanup because 1t seemed
ineffective and disorganized. The cat was out of the bag and
there was no way to get it back. We also saw no moral reason to
line our pockets and do Ittle. The pay seemed too much like
"hush rnoney™. | accepted settlement money for the lost fishing

time that year but haven't taken any since and am not invoived = 8
in hitigation against Exxon. 2 33
My other job, as an electrician, is for an oilfield service §
company at Prudhoe Bay. The bread on my table comes from o1l .2’&

Alaska's a small state in many ways. =
I've wandered a bit from what | wanted to recommend formy |3\

money spending ideas but | want to let you know where I'm

comming from and what I've seen. | think that the most
ffective way to repair the damage to Prince William Sound's

ecosysterm is to purchase large blocks of land )| think that

these lands should be protected from further damage and
ommercial developementt) | do not think that Governor H@\
plans for an "improved” Sound are representitiye of most

Alaskan's concerns or interests. | believe that{scientific 4

studies concérning the impact of the Gil Spill on the coastal

%ﬂ #L%)gop Eﬁg‘l%{(ﬁ




ecosystem including it's people}is another valuable way to
spend settlement money.

Prince William Sound is an amazingly beautiful place despite
the black marks. | think it should be that way for many
generations to come. | would urge members of the team to
spend time getting to know these lands and waters intimately
before making decisions. A few days, in a few coves, around
some of the people of the Sound will help promote a longer
range vision.

Thanks for considering my 1deas.

L ; £
Peter McKay,
Box 8168
Nikiski, Ak. 99635

(Q07) 776-5745

Docoment [0 Number
420526029
O A-92 WPWG
@ B-93 WPWG
Q C-/PWG
Q 0-MG
O E-MSC.
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San Booher
4387 ~oswell Rd
Augusta, Ga 30907
22 May . 1992

My Dave Gibbons
Restoration Team

after watching Wal
aNG now thon the OIL Soil: Settlasrznt iz oconlvo vz, Ioan
conceryned a< o Nov The Tonds wWil. be spepn

Co plans co.. forv the rastoring anc pyoserving of the
coastal ecosystem or will it be spent to developr “he areas to
facilitate man’s exploltstion of the coastsl ecosystem 2

I offer thnat Wally Hinkle has no compunct.on as to how
he woulda use these tunds to support his oullding programs.
I coffer that his croposed uses are 1n conflict with the
original iIrtent in obtainling these funds.

Dear Mr Glpbons
1y minkle on the TV z=how &0 Minutes.
1
*

My t.orst concerr 1€ the preservation .- wildlife
habltat thet depend on Anclent Forests. In the i1ower 48 we
have deswroved virtually all of ours. That which is left

must be saved.

My sSeconc concern 1 the selling of kodiar 13
1ts owners ( Native americans) for devolomm nt,. 1
zny tunds vsed to preserve Lhis Islan ﬂeguork ard the
Kodlax ftear 1= critical to the bears surwvival

My last concarn anag I am sure 1t is chared my most
Amerlicans 1s the preservation of Wilderness shorelines. If
this money 1s not used to funa the protection of forested
coastline habitat. Alaska’s coastline is golng to resemble
the timbersza aresas of Oregon and Washington state — a

glsgrace that we must all share the blame.
ANY LTlNG YoU can ¢o Lo SUPpPOoYT the abowve ldeas will be
appreciated.
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fFaxon-Yaldes Qil Zpitl Hfay 18, 19992
Trustee Touncil

G438 G Gtreet

Anltorage, Af 933=01

Dear Zirs:

I am writing to let vou fnow that I am deerly concerned that the
restaration needs of HKenai fjords Hational Park, Katmsi National
Parl:, and Aniaf:chkalr Hationasl Monument are being overlcolied.

The naticnal parizs belong to all Americans. and are important to us
all. Oppertunities must be provided for those who live outside of
Alaska to participate in the restoration process and the national
parks must be allotted needed resources.

Sincerely,
Document {0 Number

//Wf/ 4205203%
Linda A. Jennings D A-92 WPWG

48323 Maury Lane

Alexandria, Va. 22204 8/3-93 WPWG

CCe u C'RWG

Senator John Warner

Senatoar Charles Robb u D'PAG

James Ridencur, Director NPS u E.msc
3/00

Com #| Toplop | lssug.l—
}0 W /m . .
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LINDA JENNINGS
4833 MAURY LANE
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22304

Documsnt 10 Number
Q2052603F
U A-92 WPWG
@7 8- 93 WPHG
O C-APWG

U D-PAG
O E-MiSC.
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4

It is unfortunate that this opportunity for meaningful input into the
PWS restoration process was impaired by these misunderstandings. The
question is: how can we, collectively, avoid such disappointments in ths

2

future? This leads to my more general comments about the public
Process.

op ,SSUO

&

>

Logisatically, the restoration team should develop a =ingle point of
contact in each community and clearly define the expectations for local
support and assistance.

Com#| To

/

Advertising the meeting and publicizing the issues to be discussed
should be coordinated with strong support from the reatoration team.

ack of attendance at these public meetings, particularly relating in
any way to the Fxxon-Valdez oil spill, is often misconstrued to mean
there is a lack of interest by the citizens of this region. I do not
find that to be true; rather, mcst people in this community are wiliing
and anxious to engage in lengthy discussions about the spill, the
response, the c¢leanup, lingering impacts, restoration, and contingency
rlans. The record will indicate that a great number of people have
expressed their concerns on numerous occasions. The diminishing
attention to these issues may very well have resulted from that effort
on the part of the public in the past seemingly not having any effect cn
decision-making.

As we discussed on the phone, one way for the restoration team to get za
clear underatanding of the concerns and pricrities of the residents of
the region impacted by the Exxon-Valdez oil spill is to review the
oluminous record of public testimony already given in this regard.
Indeed, the testimoeny the reatoration team would have heard in Whittier
from myself and others would have included the following questions, all
of which have been expressed on numerous occasions in the past:

-- What is the status of shellfish studies, particularly shrimp? Are
there any indications about the revitalization of that fishery in
Prince William Sound?

~— Are there studies underway to determine the extent or implications of
olled sediments that have settled to the bottom in deep water areas
beyond the intertidal zones?

-~ How does the restoration team plan to address the issue of
contaminated blue mussels and their effect on the food chain?

-- To what extent will "restoration” mean "further removal of o0il from
selected beaches”? Are there plans to specifically address the
concerns of aubsistence users that may include further cleanup? Are
traditional recreation areas going to be restored to allow unimpaired
use?

~-— Will restoration include the field testing of new beach cleanup
technology, particularly to remove and recover the large gquantities
of subsurface o0il?

-- Will the restoration team have a presence T losgr o ez of
W\
Eg IE ]E ég
Fage 2 . =D gt.'l
W0
N B R e E =
L ]
Sl &k @ © a w
Mo o
N L ) [ I B e |
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Prince William Sound and the rest of the impacted region? Will there
“be local offices? Will job announcements be posted locally?

Notably, these are all questions, but questions that embody the local
concerns about our economic interests, the overall ecological recovery

———process, and the social and cultural well-being of our community and our
%P heighbors. Few of us have the time to adequately study the restoration
@\ bublications and provide meaningful critique or recommendations. In my
Py bprinion, the process would be much improved if the restoration teanm
g;h\spent time in the communities, talking about local concerns and

ﬁEtw xplaining the priorities and limitations of the settlement agreement.
e or the best possible results, this dialogue should take place before =o
E‘K uch effort has been put into formulation of the proposed plans.

[ &)

ecause local residents are directly and adversely affected by the oil
spill impacts to the natural resocurces, it is reasonable to expect that
positive impacts may result from the restoration projects.
Unfortunately, during three vezrs of cleanup that expectation 4id not
materialize. It is difficult to believe that a $2.5 billion project
could take place in a region which is =simultaneocusly experiencing a
decline in economic health. I think I told you about a 1990 meeting
with Admiral Kime and the Qiled Mavors. I listened to local government
representativez from Cordova to Kodiak discuss the process of social and
economic healing taking place in their communities. Mayor Fink was the
last speaker and made it clear that he did not agree with the opinions
of the oiled mayors. He indicated that the FExxyon-Valdez cleanup had
been the best thing to happen to Anchorage in several years. Most of us
in the impacted regicon do not want the restoration process to be the
second best thing that happenz in Anchorage.

The quality of the restoration process will be much enhanced if local
concerns and knowledge are fully incorporated. That takes more than a
two or three hour stay and a public hearing. It requires a presence in
the region, the ability to listen to the local people, and a mechanism
for utilizing local rescurces. The end result will provide a better
chance for restoration, probably cost mufTh L& ST 861! w&’l generate more
public confidence in the process. om OPI Ssu : / Ly involve lscc?
3 | HOo e | 0
I am enclosing a written comment from KelTIV Larlisle, nmayvor of Whittier,
who left for commercial fishing on May 13th. Three people in the
community are reviewing the restoration publications and may provide
additional written comments.

I hope we have an opportunity to discuss theze matters further. The
task of assuring public input into the restoration process is a
difficult one, and 1 appreciate your determination and efforts.

Sincerely,
i Documant 10 Number

Q0528045
Gl éé 0 A-52 WPNG

Acting Cityv Manager w

B-93 WPWG
c.c. Mavor Kelly Carlisle u

C - RPWG

O 0-PAG
O E-WisC,




PULLLUNII W e
- EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL TRUSTEE COUNCIL Q20528045
FORMAT FOR IDEAS FOR RESTORATION PROJECTS O A-92 WPHG
_ . B7B-93 WPWG
Title of Project: | Q C-RPWG
B h b- f il
eac sSu surrace ol recovery G %'P’\G
Justification: (Link to Injured Resource or Service) O E-MSC
To reduce 1leaching of oil, to speed up sub-surface recovery *

Description of Project: (e. g. goal(s), objectives, location, rationale, and technical approach)

Identify the most heavily «ailed beaches and 1mp1ement a plan to
flush sub-surface oil. boom and recover

..................................................................................................................................................................... Com #| Tapiopjlssve]
S N © S Wi =0 £ 000 S—

Estimated Duration of Project:

onth

Estimated Cost per Year: no idea

Other Comments:

Name, Address, Telephone:
Kelly G. Carlisle '
Box 731 : -0l spxll restoration, 15; ;a pubhc process. Yourldeas '
Whittier, Ak. 99693

and suggesnons ‘will 'not be proprietary,. and- “you -

will not ‘be given any exclusive right.or pnvxlege 10
1then1 :




( Tue Giry or WaniTrien

Document 10 Numbor
Qz528045

O 62 WPWG
B8-93 WPWG
Q C-RPNG
O 0-PAg
0 E-use.

P.O. Box 608
Whittler, Alaska 99693
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L.J. Evans

Exxon-Valdez 0il Spill Restoration Team
645 "G" Street

Anchorage, AK 99501
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DAVIO H. THORSNESS
JAMES M. POWELL
GAIAN J. BRUNDIN
MARCUS R. CLAPP®
JOE ™, HUDDLESTON
SIGURD €. MURPHY
CARL J. 0. BAUMAN
DENNIS M. BUMP®
MARY K. HUGHES
FRANK A. PFIFFNER
RALPH R. BE(STLINE®
R. CRAIG HESSER
ROBERT L. MANLEY
JAMES M. GORSKI
TIMOTHY R. BYRNES
JAMES M. SCEDORF
ROMNALD €. NOEL®
FACOERICH J. ODSEN

MICHAEL L. LESSMEIZR®"

STEVEN 8. TERVOOREM
MATTHEW X. PCTEASON
JOSEPH R. D, LOESCHER
HENNETH D. LOUGEE®

EUGgpSTHORSNESS
GANTZ POWELL & BRUNDIN
[ Fat 1939 ]
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Reply to: ANCHORAGE

February 7, 1992

Mr. Dave Gibbons

Interim Executive Director

Resource Restoration Coordination Group

Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Settlement Trustee Council
645 G Street

Anchorage, AK 99501

ViAa FAX
276-7178

Re: City of Valdez Restoration/Enhancement Projects

Our File No. 925-133
Dear Dave: :

Follow my testimony before the Exxon Valdez - Settlement
Trustees Council 1last night, Trustee Council member Attorney
General Charlie Coe requested whether or not the City of Valdez
had a 1list of specific projects it was considering as
restoration/enhancement projects. Attached please find a letter
dated January 27, 1992 from Valdez City Manager, Doug Griffin to
myself which lists eleven potential projects. Mr. Griffin has
been working on the anticipated costs associated with each of
those projects with his staff and will forward those to you in
the next few days.
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Thank you in advance for your consideration of these
projects and should you have any questions whatsoever, please
don’t hesitate to contact myself or Valdez City Manager Doug
Griffin at 835-4313.

Very truly yours,

HUGHES, THORSNESS, GANTZ,
POWELL & BRUNDIN
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William M. Walker

WMW/rlh/1424 : XKAH . Q C-RPWG
Enc.
cc: Doug Griffin EI 0-PAG
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City Council Members . u E - MISC.




Document 10 Numbor
ﬂz 00 01052
0 A-92 WPWG

B34 WPWG
January 27, 1992 ' Q C-RPWG
Q D-PAG
QO E-MSC.

Mr. William wWalker

HUGHES, THORSNESS, GANTZ,
POWELL & BRUNDIN

509 West 3rd Avenue

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Bill:

I know you will be working on preparing information for the City
Council regarding its input into considerations for use of Exxon
settlement funds. The City has scheduled a work session at 6:30
p.m. prior to the February 3rd meeting to allow us to speak more
informally with the Council about the direction they wish to
pursue. There is also a hearing in Valdez on February 4th.

My thoughts are similar to yours regarding the need to explore
"enhancement" of Prince William Sound, but I have other ideas which
may also fit under the restoration aspects of the settlement.

Restoration and/or enhancements include, in no particular order:
1) 0il and grease separators to treat Valdez storm water (and

improve storm water collection) before it goes into Port
Valdez, thus reducing pollution of Prince William Sound

waterways from this source.

2) Assistance to assure the most optimum solid waste disposal in

plop | lssue
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Valdez (and other Prince William Sound communities) to reduce
hazardous waste contamination of groundwater that also
contributes to Port Valdez pollution. Improved landfills and
solid waste collection systems may also reduce litter in
Prince William Sound.

3) Funding for construction of a maritime wing in the Valdez
Museum to include interpretation and education regarding the
Exxon Valdez incident and o0il spill prevention and response
technology. "

4) Funding to assist in the establishment of an o0il spill
cooperative and training facility for cold water oil spill
response.

P.0. BOX 307 » VALDEZ, ALASKA 99686
TELEPHONE (907) 835-4313 « TELEX 25-381 « TELECOPIER (907) 835-2992
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5) Assistance to the City of vValdez so that it may provide
improved 1local government oversight of the o0il and gas
industry operating within its jurisdiction.

6) Funding to provide increased sport fishing and commercial
fishing opportunities by increasing access to Prince William
Sound and marketing abundant fish supplies.

7) Improving State marine parks located in Prince William Sound.

8) Improving transportation facilities to include roads, marine
highway facilities, airports, and boat harbors will improve
response to future spills, allow for easier collection and
handling of hazardous materials from around Prince William
Sound, and reduce accidents which may contribute to pollution
of Prince William Sound waterways.

9) Funding to assist communities in handling waste o0il from
boaters and others.

10) Funding to allow 1local governments to train and eguip
firefighters, oil response personnel, and others responsible
for responding to safety and environmental incidents.

11) Public health facilities to assure that personnel involved in
the o0il transportation business and those responsible for
review and oversight of the o0il industry are healthy and well
cared for to reduce the potential for future accidents.

This is not a complete list by any means, but rather are items I
could come up with off the top of my head. More detailed
justification could be presented for each, and other items or
variations of those presented could be enumerated.

I believe local governments that live and breathe (no pun intended)
the o0il industry every day need to have a say in incremental
improvements that can cumulatively have a dramatic impact on
improving the environment. Perhaps a portion of_ the Exxon
settlement should be established in a sub-fund to be controlled by
Prince William Sound municipalities and Native villages to address
local steps that can improve the handling of |wastes,
transportation, and public health.

Many people will be skeptical of this approach, but I believe it
has as much merit as purchasing trees and conducting studies. The
idea of a healthy, restored, and enhanced Prince William Sound
includes restored and enhanced communities located along the shores
of the Sound. If environmental and health issues are not dealt
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with in these communities, they will eventually migrate out into
Prince William Sound,

I would appreciate your response to this line of reasoning, which
is a departure from the discussions that have been proposed 1in
Exxon settlement funding debates to date.

Sincerely,
<Ei§b77 ;h- Document ID Number
Dgug Griffin Q2060[052
City Manager
0 A-92 WPWG
DG:blp
‘ @8-83 WPWG
cc: Mayor John Harris
City Councilmembers 0 C-RPWG
Senator Jalmar Kerttula 6
Senator Curt Menard . Q 0-m
Representative Gene Kubina u E-MISC
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with in these communities, they will eventually migrate out into
Prince William Sound,

I would appreciate your response to this line of reasoning, whlch
is a departure from the discussions that have been. proposed in
Exxon settlement funding debates to date.

Sincerely,

D%

Doug Griffin
City Manager

DG:blp S

cc: Mayor John Harris
City councilmembers
Senator Jalmar Kerttula
Senator Curt Menard
Representative Gene Kubina
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5) Assistance to the City of Vvaldez so that itiqay provide
improved 1local government oversight of the o0il and gas
industry operating within its jurisdiction.

6) Funding to provide increased sport fishing and commercial
fishing opportunities by increasing access to Prince William
Sound and marketing abundant fish supplies.

7) Improving State marine parks located in Prince William Sound.

8) Improving transportation facilities to include roads, marine
highway facilities, airports, and boat harbors will improve
response to future spills, allow for easier collection and
handling of hazardous materials from around Prince William
Sound, and reduce accidents which may contribute to pollution
of Prince William Sound waterways. :

9) Funding to assist communities in handling wasita oil from
boaters and others. i

10) Funding to allow local governments to train and equip
firefighters, oil response personnel, and others: responsible
for responding to safety and environmental incidgnts.

11) Public health facilities to assure that personnel involved in
the oil transportation business and those responsible for
review and oversight of the oil industry are healthy and well
cared for to reduce the potential for future accidents.

This is not a complete list by any means, but rather are items I
could come up with off the top of my head. More detailed
justification could be presented for each, and other items or
variations of those presented could be enumerated.

I believe local governments that live and breathe (no pun intended)
the o0il industry every day need to have a say in incremental
improvements that can cumulatively have a dramati¢ impact on
improving the environment. Perhaps a portion of the Exxon
settlement should be established in a sub-fund to be controlled by
Prince William Sound municipalities and Native villages to address
local steps that can improve the handling of |wastes,
transportation, and public health. 1

Many people will be skeptical of this approach, but I believe it
has as much merit as purchasing trees and conducting studies. The
idea of a healthy, restored, and enhanced Prince William Sound
includes restored and enhanced communities located along the shores
of the Sound. TIf environmental and health issues are not dealt
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Mr. Dave Gibbons

Interim Executive Director .

Exxon Valdez 01l Spill Restoration Team

645 "G" Street

Anchorage, Alaska 95501 PAX: 276-~7178
Original Maileg

RE: YVALDEZ PROJECT COSTS

Dear Mr. Gibbons:

I believe a January 27, 1992 letter from me to Mr. William Walker
has been provided to you listing examples of projects I believe
might qualify and ba useful as part of the Prince William Sound
restoration effort. I know that exact criteria to determine
project eligibility is still in its formative stages and the City
of Valdez intends to fully engage in this process.

In the meantime, the City of vValdez Engineer has provided a
supplement to my earlier letter by preparing estimates of costs for
the eleven projects listed in my January 27 letter. The estimates
are general and "ball park" in nature and are primarily designed to
give you a sense of magnitude for funding. As these projects are
deemed eligible for funding under the Exxon restoration criteria,
more detailed and exacting estimates can be performed.

If you have any gquestions about this, please contact me.

Sincerely,

i

Doug Gri n
city Manager

DG:blp
Enclosura

¢c: Mayor John Harris
City Councilmembers
William Walker, Valdez City Attornay
William Wilcox, Valdez City Engineer

P.0. BOX 307 » VALDEZ, ALABKA 09686
TELEPHONE {807) B35-4313 ¢ TELEX 25-381 » TELECOPIER (907) 838-2992
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Exxon Settlement
Suggestion Costs

Bill Wilcox %

The following are rlough costs for the suggestions that you had in your
memo to Bill Walker dated Jan 27, 198%2. Becaugsa some of the ideas are
general, some of the costa are approximate, Approximate project costs are:

w

PROJECT COST
Rroject

011 & Grease Separator/Small Boat Harbor $ 50,000.00 $ S00.00
0il & Grease Separator/Fidalgo 150,000.00 5,000.00
0il & Grease Beparator/Hazelet 150,000.00 $,000.00
Valdez Landfill Upgrade 250,000.00 100,000.00
Recycling 100,000.00 50,000.00
Sewage treatment and collection 2,000,000.00 50,000,00
plant upgrade
Garbage scow facilitiaes for fisherman’s trash 250,000.00 200,000,00
Remedial of existing landfills 2,000,000.00
Hazardous waste collection and disposal 200,.000.00 150,000.00
Landfill liner 1,000,000.00 200,000.00
Maritime wing of museum. Public 2,000,000.00 150,000.00
education facility to display and
interpret maritime and natural history
of Prince William Sound
011 Spill Cooperative and Training 5,000,000,00 500,000.00
Center ’

150,000,00

Oversight of 0il Induatry by City of Valdez

Increased access to Prince W.S. 25,000,000.00 1,000,000.00

Improve Marine Parks 1,000,000,00 100,000.00

P.O. BOX 307 « VALDEZ, ALASKA 668686
TELEPHONE (907) 835-4313 » TELECOPIER (B07) 835-2092
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EROJECT CORT ANNUAL COBTSH

Asaist City handle waste oil A 8 250,000.00 $ 50,000.00

Training of Personnel to handle 200,000.00 50,000,00
Environmantal Incidents

Inproved Public Health Facilitias 2,500,000.00 250,000.00
for residents of Prince W.S.

Hopefully, the cost will help to assure a better allocation of the Exxon
8pill Settlement. This funding should be used to enhance the quality of life
of the people most affectsd, the people of Prince William Sound,

Docamont 1 Nusber
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+H Bill walker, Esqg.
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Mr. Dave Gibbons

Interim Executive Director

Exxon Valdez 0il Spill Restoration Team

645 "G" Street

Anchorage, Alaska 99501 FAX: 276-7178
Original Mailed

RE: VALDEZ PROJECT COSTS

Dear Mr. Gibbons:

I believe a January 27, 1992 letter from me to Mr. William Walker
has been provided to you listing examples of projects I believe
might qualify and be useful as part of the Prince William Sound
restoration effort. I know that exact criteria to determine
project eligibility is still in its formative stages and the City
of Valdez intends to fully engage -in this process.

In the meantime, the City of Valdez Engineer has provided a
supplement to my earlier letter by preparing estimates of costs for
the eleven projects listed in my January 27 letter. The estimates
are general and "ball park" in nature and are primarily designed to
give you a sense of magnitude for funding. As these projects are
deemed eligible for funding under the Exxpn restoration criteria,
more detailed and exacting estimates can be performed.

:

If you have any questions about this, please contact me.

Sincerely,

S

Doug Gri
City Manager

DG:blp

Enclosure

cc: Mayor John Harris
City Councilmembers

William Walker, Valdez City Attorney
William Wilcox, Valdez City Engineer

P.O. BOX 307 « VALDEZ, ALASKA 99686
TELEPHONE (907) 835-4313 » TELEX 25-381  TELECOPIER (907) 835-2992
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Doug Griffin

TO: \ DATE: M
FROM: SUBJECT: Ekw
Bill Wilcox % Suggestion Costs

The following are rough costs for the suggestions that you had in your
memo to Bill Walker dated Jan 27, 1992. Because some of the ideas are
general, some of the costs are approximate. Approximate project costs are:

PROJECT COST ANNUAL COSTS

Project ot
0il & Grease Separator/Small Boat Harbor $ 50,000.00 $ 500.00
0il & Grease Separator/Fidalgo 150,000.00 5,000.00
0il & Grease Separator/Hazelet . 150,000.00 5,000.00
Valdez Landfill Upgrade 250,000.00 100,000.00
Recycling 100,000.00 50,000.00
Sewage treatment and collection 2,000,000.00 50,000.00
plant upgrade )
Garbage scow facilities for fisherman’s trash 250,000.00 200,000.00
Remedial of existing landfills 2,000,000.00
Hazardous waste collection and disposal , 200,000.00 150,000.00
Landfill liner : 1,000,000.00 200,000.00
Maritime wing of museum. Public 2,000,000.00 150,000.00
education facility to display and
interpret maritime and natural history
of Prince William Sound
0il Spill Cooperative and Training 5,000,000.00 500, 000.00
Center
Oversight of 0il Industry by City of Valdez 150, 000.00
Increased access to Prince W.S. 25,000,000.00 1,000,000.00
Improve Marine Parks 1,000,000.00 100,000.00

P.O. BOX 307 » VALDEZ, ALASKA 99686
TELEPHONE (907) 835-4313 » TELECOPIER (907) 835-2992
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PROJECT COST ANNUAL COSTS

Assist City handle waste oil $ 250,000.00 $ 50,000.00

Training of Personnel to handle 200,000.00 50,000.00
Environmental Incidents

Improved Public Health Facilities 2,500,000.00 250,000.00
for residents of Prince W.S.

Hopefully, the cost will help to assure a better allocation of the Exxon
Spill Settlement. This funding should be used to enhance the quality of life
of the people most affected, the people of Prince William Sound.
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c: Bill Walker, Esqg.
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Whereas -  Pink salmon stocks in Prince William Sound were clearly damaged by

the Exxon Valdez oil spill, and,

Whereas - Damage assessment and restoration science work on pink salmen in
Prince William Scund provides information greatly contributing to
the understanding of damaged stocks and their interrelationships
with other salmon stocks in Prince William Sound, and

Whereas -  Restoration of these damaged stocks is largely possible only threugh
fisheries management actions that are highly dependent upon the <
information generated from damage assessment and restoration science
projects, and

Whereas - The economies of the oil spill affected communities in Prince
William Sound are largely dependent upon the salmen industry and are
dixectly benefitted by the improved management precision brought
about through the knowledge gained from existing restoration science
projects, and .

Whereas - The integrity of wild salmon stocks in Prince William Sound will
receive benefit from knowledge gained from these programs and this
knowledge will have application te salmen production planning, and
the future of the salmon industry in Prince William Sound.

May it therefore be resolved that the Prince William Sound/Copper River Regional
Salmon Planning Team strongly endorses the Exxon Valdez Trustee Council's
continued support for restoration science projects for salmon in Prince William
Sound as a long term method of restoration of damaged wild stocks, through

applied management, scientific evalu ment of the commercial
salmon fisheries. c?“#

QG’Z’VM‘-’Y’“‘M‘“A%M B}Zééz_

Yohn McMullin, Chairman, / Date
Prince William Sound/Copper River
Regional Salmon Planning Team
P.0. 1110
Cordova, Alaska 99574
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Fxxon Valdegz 0il spill
Restoration Trustee Council

645 G. 8St.

Anchorage, AK. 99501

Dear Trustees,

Q E-Msc.

on behalf of the Cordova City council, I am writing to express the
City's support for research projects designed to enhance the

restoration of salmon, herring, and other wild fish stocks damaged

epartment of Fish and Game merit special attention by the
These studies target both restoration and effective

by the Exxon Valdez oil spill. We believe that the resgarch

(§§§i§g§g\ptoponcd by biologists in the Cordova Office of the Alaska
rustees.

nanagement of a complex fishery. We support this research for the

plop | lssue
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following reasons:

/

{ Com#| To

1. This research specifically targets the restoration of specieés
damaged by the oil sepill. Thie falls directly in line with a
Council mandate; to restore damaged natural resources and the

ecological integrity of the Sound.

2. If this research is not adequately funded, it will very likely
have adverse impacts upon ADF&G's in-season management capabilities
given the complex mixed stock salmon fishery in Prince William
Sound. Without the information these projects could provide, it is
likely that ADF&G will have a very difficult time meeting its dual
mandates to restore and enhance damaged wild ‘stocks while at the
same time, meeting industry demands for an efficient and timely
harvest of large hatchery returns. This is particularly true now,
given the pressure to move harvest zones out of hatchery terminal
areas and into entrance corridors where hatchery and wild stocks
mix. This research could give Fish and Game more effective
management tools. Without them, there could be adverse impacts both
for the fishing industry and for the health of wild fish stocks;
particularly salmon and herring.

3. These proposed projects could also provide important pre-season
and post-season information. These data could greatly increase
ADF&G's ability to forcast returns and anticipate stock specific
temporal and apatial distributions in the fisheries. These types
of data are of tremendous value in resolving the types of
controversjal issues which are routinely addressed by citizen
advisory groups, the Salmon Harvest Task Force, the Board of
Fisheries,the Prince William Sound/Copper River Regional Salmon
Planning Team, and the Legislature.

502 Railroad Avenue P.0. Box 1210 Cordova, Alaska 99574 Telephone (907) 424-6200 Fax (907) 424-6000
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4. Interactions between wild salmon stocke and hatchery reared
stocks is a research topic of vital concern to industry officials
and bioclogists alike. Damage assesement and restoration research
projects are very important in understanding these interactions.

5. The oll spill happened lese than three yeare ago. This is a very

rt time in ecological terms. We believe that it is wvery
important that 1long term research on damage assessment and
restoration take place. We are not confident that the amount of
data collected to date is sufficient to make valid scientific

\conclusions and resource management decisions. The fact that much’

of the data is "litigation sensitive" and not open .to public
scrutiny does little to bolster our confidence.

6. The damage assessment and restoration research projects being
carried out by the Cordova ADF/G Office have tremendous economic
value to the City of Cordova., First, the economy of this community
is primarily based upon the fishing industry. Any research that
will assiet ADF&G's management capabilities will ultimately benefit
the community. The combined goale of maintaining the health and
integrity of all salmon stocks and maximizing economic opportunies
for fishermen are central to a stable economy. Second, much of this
research money has been injected directly into the Cordova economy.
Most of the.people hired for these projects, both permanent and
temporary, are Cordova residents. Most of the money spent for food
and supplies has gone to lecal businesses. The Cordova economy
suffered a great deal in the wake of the Exxon Valdez spill and it
is going through a kind of restoration process of its own., These
research dollars have provided, and hopefully will continue to
provide, an economic stimulus for this community.

In summary, the City of Cordova takes the position that the type
of research proposed by the Cordova ADP&G .Office 1is vital ¢to
restoration of the ecological integrity of Prince William Sound.
It is also vital to the economic health of Cordova and to sound
management of our resources. We' understand that funding decisions
have not yet been made on these projects. We would urge the
Trustees Council to provide the necessary funding for thesge
projects in light of its mandate to restore the natural resources
in Prince william Sound. We appreciate the opportunity to comment
and please contact us 1f there are any questions regarding our
position on this issue. Thanks for your attention to this matter.

7] 22?)
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Representative Kubina
Senator Menard

Senator Kurtulla
Resource Restoration Coordination Group

Representatives Davidson, Navarre, Gruenberg
ADF&G/Cordova Office
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CITY OF CORDOVA, ALASKA
RESOLUTION 92-04

3 A '
'A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING PWSAC'S PARTICIPATION IN SALMON ﬂnmg.:ol/nougzh '

- RESTORATION AND REHABILITATION EFFORTS IN THE ARRA
IMPACTED BY THE EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL O A-92 WPWG

WHEREAS Prince William Sound Aquaculture Corporation (FWSAC) &893 WPHG
contributes an avcragc of 70% of the annual commercial salmon harvest in Prince [0 G- RPWG

WHER.BAS. PWSAC thus coneributes substandally to the economies of all thq} . iSC.
communities in the Prince William Sound region, as well as to the Kenai
Peninsula, Anchorage, and the state of Alaska, and

WHEREAS, PWSAC programs contribute large numbers of salmon to the
sport fisheries of the Sound, and

WHEREAS, the marine enﬁimnmem which supports both enhanced and wild
salmon production was impacted by the-1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill, and

WHEREAS, the Bxxon oil spill also negarively affected the salmon market;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Ciry Council of the City of
Cordova, Alaska, that:

(1) The Council support the appointment of PWSAC as a member of the
public advisory commitice of the Oil Spill Trustee Council, and

(2) The Council support PWSAC's recomumendations for restoraton funding
of salmon rehabilitation and evaluation actvides, including:

* long-term evaluation of wild and hatchery stock interactions

* cooperative biological and oceanographic studies

* salmon rehabilitation projects, including improvements 6 the Main Bay
Hatchery

* sport fishery development projects

* market research and development

PASSED AND APFROVED mxs BIGHTH DAY OF JANUARY, 1992.

oo K % gqupl g!_e, g
Mayor Charles K. Weaverlin Lynda Plant
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A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF VALDEZ,
ALASKA, EXPRESSING ITS SUPPORT FOR THE EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS

OUT OF THE EXXON VALDEZ NEGOTIATED SETTLEMENT BY THE EXXON

VALDEZ SETTLEMENT TRUSTEE'S COUNCIL TOWARDS THE ENHANCEMENT OF
PRINCE WILLIAM SOUND.

CITY OF VALDEZ, ALASKA

RESOLUTION NO. 9215

WHEREAS, the effects of the Exxon Valdez oil spill were felt
by all residents of all communities in Prince William Sound and
areas affected by that. oil spill; and

WHEREAS, the Ex&on vValdez oil spill brought a greater
environmental awareness to all residents living in Prince william
Sound; and '

WHEREAS, the time has come to nminimize the studying of the
effects of the Exxon Valdez oil spill and proceed with definitive
steps towards restoration and enhancement of Prince William Sound
and affected arsas; and . '

WHEREAS, the Memorandum of Agreement and Consent Decree (MOA)
entered into between the United States of America and the sState of
Alagska states that the governments shall jointly use all natural
resource damage recoveries for purposes of restoring, replacing,
enhancing, rehabilitating. or acquiring the equivalent of natural
‘resources injured as a result of the oil spill and the reduced or
lost services provided by such resources; and

WHEREAS, 1in thair expenditure of funds the Exxon Valdez
Settlement Trustees must take into consideration that there needs
to be some recognizable benefit to those affected residents of the
communities of Prince William Sound and the areas affected by the
Exxon Valdez oil spill; and

WHEREAS, by definition, enhancement means to make greater as
in value and attractiveness, to heighten, improve, to increase as
in value or price.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the Ccity of
Valdez, Alaska, supports expenditures of the settlement menies by
the Exxon Valdez Settlement Trustee's Council towards the
echancement of Prince William Sound and the areas affected by the
oil spill, to make those areas and communities environmentally
Cleaner and a better place to live and recreats.
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Resolution No. 9218
Pags 2

PASSED AND APPROV!D BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF

VALDEZ, ALASKA, THIS _ 314 day of _.Mmugz___ 1992,

ATTEST:

:.fzﬁo Donald, City Clerk, ¢MC
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16 May 1992

Dave Gibbons

Acting Administrative Director
Restoration Team

645 G Street

Anchorage, AK 99501

Mr. Gibbons,

Document 1D Number
Q2060/0%)

D A-52 WPWG
B B-93 WPWG
3 C-APWG
O D-M6
O E-Mise.

The recent release of the Exxon Valdez oil spill restoration plans have
given me the impetus to write you. I am concerned that this money,

which could be used for aiding immediately threatened lands, will si
idle in banks and endowments. Please use this money now for urgent

projects such as acquiring land or timber rights.

Habitat in Kodiak, Kenai Fjords and the Chugach Forest is a vital part
of our Alaska. Let's buy these areas.and provide the protection we

couldn’t provide to the oil-soaked Sound.
Thank-you for your time!

Sincerely, | Gom #] Toplop | Issue

~ | 1| 30]5e
M 1 94
Marin Kuizenga
Box 84425 Com #| Toplop | Issue
Fairbanks, AK 99708 2| 30 P6o?
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715 MUIR AVENUE A206oioH|
KENAI, ALASKA 99611 Q A2 WPWG
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Dave Gibbons, Acting Administrative Director

Restoration Team U E-HISO.
645 G . Street
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Mr. Gibbons:

1 am writing concerning the decisions that will be made on the 0il
Spill Restoration Framework (Vol. 1). While the Kenal area was not directly
affected by the EXXON VALDEZ oill spill, I do have a great interest in the
area which was affected, and I would like to make the following points, for
your comsideration in deciding on how the settlement funds will be expended.

4

1. I believe that habitat acquiéition should be given concurrent con-
sideration in the restoration process. Acquisition of habitat and protection
from development can do a great deal to ameliorate damages to wildlife pop-
ulations which would otherwise be damaged.

oo
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o Ei 2. Habitat protection and acquisition, including purchase of land; con-
E;.Q servation easements, and timber rights are the most effective means of
2 M estoration and should be the PRIORITY USE of settlement funds. I believe
o that 807, at least, of the settlement funds should be used for habitat
Eé\\ acquisition to prevent further damage to natural resources and services on
o an equivalent resource basis.
3. 1 believe that the imminent threat protéction process should be used, R

§5<§ therwise critical forest lands may be logged bgfore they Zould be considered

=2 or acquisition. Negotiations should begin immediately.

Com#

4. The restoration process mus i t not
be locked away in an'endowmgggli Construction projects are NOT an appropriaté) /

use of restoration funds.
5. WILDERNESS QUALITIES OF THE REGION MUST BE PROTECTED.

6. Restoration and protection of archeological resourceeonﬁf ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ 7
X Ssue
fa) Fomenm
Suope

national parks, 1s very important.

7. The monitoring program should not be dominated by sStrudttie ally
valuable species, but should give equal consideration to all speciles in a comp-
rehensive program that evaluates the.long-term effects of the spill on the
entire coastal ecosystem. :

8. The public advisory group should have a seat designated for each
interest group (environmentalists, in addition to governmental, commercial

use, etc.). A broad spectrum of interests should be represented on this
group, to ensure that all appropriate interests will be included, and that
no appropriate considerations will be overlooked.

I thank you for your consideration of my comments, above.
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Dave Gibbons

Acting Administrative Director
Rz2storation T-=am

645 G Street

Anchorage, 4% 99501

Dear 'r. Gibbons:

At

I am writing to vou at this
Cil #pill Restoration 'lan, Vol.
ing is a list of the o:int: that
teration lamn:

ime to comment on thz ZIxxon Valde=z
: Reztouration ¥ramework.
sh to make conc rning this ris-

fod ot

it

1. Instead of using a hierarchial .rccess in which habitat zcaouisi-
tion would only be Zone as a last rescrt, habitat acquisition

should be =iven concurr:nt consideraticn in the r:storaticn :roc ss3

2. Habitat _.rotecticn and acgriciticn, irnczluding purchase of land,
conservation easements, and timber rights ares the mest effective
means of restoration and zhould -be‘the _rioritv usze of settlerment
fands. " '

7. 20% of the settlement funds shou:ld be ased for habitat accaisition
to »ravent further da—age to natur 1 rescurces and to comrens to —
for lozt resourc:s,and servic = on ‘an egaivalent rescarce buzls.

4. The Imminent threat rotection .rucess shculd b used, otheruvise
critical forest land: may be lozged before thev ars consider=d for
acguisition. Fesotiations should b:gin immediat-ly.

-

day 24, 1992

The follow-

760
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lr. Gibbons, when I first learn=d of th: =xxon Valdez oil s.ill and

how one of the world's lzst larc: —ristine wilderness areas had b=2=n
&lnost comnlet:ly destroved T —as extr mely .s&ddened znd zr-:tlv
anvered that we allowed this to ha_ .en and that 1 :as unable to dc
avnvthing to .revent further destruction tz the »ildli

3 bzd as it wasz when 21l of the +~ildlifs was impact->

without ':arning, we could only sit back with worry, e
zitty for those swecies migr-{ting to this area, totally unawars that
they wers on a collision course with disaster.

-

never truly reszstors this ares to wh.t it once was, w2 can
hat nature will =zive new life to it. However, we must do
.rctect hat ig left for th: -ildlife and for ourselves

O+ 3
©

The restoration »roc:zs must begin now. Tunds cheuld not be locker

away in an endowment. Tonstruction, ‘r iects are not un 2. ronriat: use
2f funds. Th: wilderness o-al ti:ef i Tho region snoald be ~rotected.
<1so of 1m crturc: iz the restupét:on of _raheolozi~al r=scurces,
es.enially ‘v national =arks.

/
‘pto, the mobhitoring srozrat: spould

7 o 3 , o
n.t be “dominatzad bv stud = of commercially valuabla s ecies, butl
shovld #live equ:al conzijo S n to 2ll snecies in & coarrehensive
rogram that evaluate:z/the long-tar effectﬁ I the ss»ill on the
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entire coastal ecosystem,

7inally, the public advisory group should have a seat designated
for each interest group. In this way, the group members will be held
accountable to their interests.

2.5, Sinec: restcration

Sinc-rely

David A. Brunetti

lsnning bezan, the ..ublis has strcngly

favored habitat _.rotection und acguiziticon as the most meaninaful

orm of reztoration. Now, 2 Py 3
een stvent to actually acguire threatenmed habitwts. This volicy must

e

vears

wfter the 3.111, not 2 _enny has

———,

change and it must change now.,
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American Petroleum Institute
1220 L Street, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20005

202-682-8240 I

G. William Frick
Vice President and June 1, 1992
General Counsel

Trustee Council
645 G Street
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Sirs:

The American Petroleum Institute ("API") appreciates this
opportunity to comment briefly on the 1992 Draft Work Plan and
Restoration Framework Documents for the Exxon Valdez 0il Spill. 57
Fed. Reg. 12474 (April 10, 1992). The API is a national trade
association with over 250 corporate members who engage in all
facets of the petroleum industry, including exploration,
production, marketing, refining, and transportation. As such,
API's members have a significant interest in preserving, in all
natural resource damage cases, the direct connections between
injuries sustained, compensation paid, and the application of

ered monies to valid restoration projects. API therefore

ses the comments which have been submitted tl_thﬁr!225¥ffl1
oun¢il by Exxon Company, U.S.A. Com ¢ T--lw [ .

‘n particular, API would stress that valid _2:25&:::45
projects should be undertaken for the purpose of restoring ~~~Vvice
levels which natural resources provide to the public. hus,
complex studies of the minute, subtle,” and/or highly localized
effects of hydrocarbons “atural resources is disconnected from
the object of restoratio: dditionally, the purpose of continuing
to study the mortalities which occurred immediately after the spill
in 1989 is unclear, given the extensive recovery of fish, bir® -nd

other affected wildlife populations in Prince William Sound he
utility of such information, in terms of advancing restc "' n
objectives today and in the immediate future, is dubious n

short, API's member companies would expect that trustees woulu view
"restoration" in a practical sense, with a articula- -riew to
achieving species diversity, abundance, and reproductio

. ey

fam
Thank you for your consideration of these comments. I ’

Sincerely,

Too/op

|

L, Com #

4 L) Mot Trnell
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An equal opportunity employer

Toplop | lssu



+ United States Forest Cordova Ranger Copper River Delta Institute

. _Bepartment of Service District 612 2nd Street
.~ 'Agriculture P.O. Box 280 P.0. Box 1460 Document 1D Number
‘ Cordova, Alaska Cordova, Alaska 99574 1920402079
907/424-7661 907/424-7212 -
FAX 907/424-7214 |+ 92 WPWG
Reply to: 1500 Date: 2 June 1992 -
»- RFWG
Subject: Restoration Framework
)- PAG
To: Bruce Van Zee, Forest Supervisor, Chugach National Forest . msc

Attached please find general comments on the proposed Exxon Valdez Restoration
Framework, and comments addressing specific options listed in the Framework.
These comments were prepared jointly by the Cordova Ranger District (CRD) and

the Copper River Delta Institute (CRDI). p
We want to express some additional concerns we had on how the oil spill gg\
restoration has been handled with regards to both the Cordova Ranger District pry
and the Copper River Delta Institute. First, we are concerned with the lack of gﬂj
involvement and familiarity we have had with the restoration process. Until = Q,B
Ken Holbrook'’s visit to Cordova 2 weeks ago, there had been very little o
interaction between the Trustees, the"QilLSpill Restoration Committee, the 0il E\
Spill Liaison and CRD and CRDI since the spill occurred 3 years ago. We have S

not been made aware how we might be involved, and how we fit into long-term
planning. ‘/

The proposed Restoration Framework is an also an example of this lack of
coordination and communication. Both CRD and CRDI were never made aware of the
document previous to its publication, nor were they asked to submit or suggest
options for the Restoration Framework. The Chugach National Forest is barely
mentioned as a Prince William Sound land manager. For instance, there are at
least two options (options 7 and 24) that address management issues in parks

and refuges--with no mention of forest lands. )
it

S

To /0p | Issue

&

In addition, neither CRD or CRDI received copies léf the 3 Volume document when 2‘\(
it was first released. CRDI has yet to receive its requested copy and borrowe S
its only copy from Cordova’s veterinarian. Similarly, CRD received its copy
just a few days before Holbrook’s, visit to Cordova on 13 May. When we voiced /
our concerns about the 4 June response date being too soon and requested an y,
extension, we were told that any extension was out of the question. The brief .
review period is reflected in our generalized comments. i;}\?
In addition, neither CRD nor CRDI normally receive notification of public o
meetings on the oil spill when they were being held in Cordova. This lack of :DQ__I\.\
coordination and communication should be remedied if both CRD and CRDI are \ L L‘)
going to be effective, active participants in the restoration process. E

N S
We also are concerned that there is very little synthesized information readily o‘»\

available on the results of the restoration and damage assessment studies.
This lack of information makes it difficult to address many of the proposed
options listed in the Restoration, let albne submit proposals for restoratio

Com #| Top/op | Issue
J | &

36 =2
looe




«xTo date, the principal role of CRD and CRDI in the restoration process has been

that of an advisor to other public agencies contracted to address oil spill
issues on Forest Service lands. At the same time, when either CRD or CRDI have
initiated and submitted proposals to the 0Oil Spill Restoration Committee, our
proposals have entered a black hole and in some cases have been ignored or
dismissed with a brief " t have a link to the oil spill". For
example, last November( CRDI submitted 4 proposals to Ken Rice at the 0il Spill
Restoration Committee, ificluding 1 proposal that addressed shorebird staging in
an oil-impacted area on northern Montague Island. Our understanding is t

these proposals were never passed on to Ken Holbrook, and therefore—jfjfL§§§:>

considered for 1992 Forest Service o0il spill monies.

In short, we urge you to have the Chugach National Forest 0il Spill Liaison and
the Forest Service representative on the 0il Spill Restoration Committee to
keep both CRD and CRDI informed and updated on current activities pertaining to
the o0il spill. We also would encourage you to raise the profile of the Forest
Serice in the proposed Restoration Framework. And finally, we would urge you
to support both CRD and CRDI’s restoration/restitution proposals and assist us
in pursuing funding for them.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to submit our comments on the proposed
Restoration Framework. We look forward to receiving a copy of the Chugach
National Forest’s response to the Restoration Framework.

4
4

/sl /sl
Mary Anne Bishop, Acting Manager Cal Baker, District Ranger
Copper River Delta Institute : Cordova Ranger District
Enc.

cc: Ken Holbrook, O0il Spill Liaison
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COMMENTS CONCERNING THE EXXON VALDEZ OIL SPILL RESTORATION FRAMEWORK’S
’ POTENTIAL RESTORATION OPTIONS

Prepared by: Cordova Ranger District, Chugach National Forest
Copper River Delta Institute, Pacific Northwest Research Station

GENERAL COMMENTS ON PROPOSED OPTIONS

Lack of incorporating the Chugach National Forest into proposed optioms.

The Restoration Framework fails to mention the Chugach National Forest
throughout the options as a land manager except for Option 6. There is a need
to incorporate the Chugach National Forest in any options that currently
concern “"State and Federal parks and refuges" (e.g. Options 7, 8, 21, 24,),

At the same time, many of the options do reflect recreational development in
Prince William Sound. There is a need to examine these proposed recreational
development options as they relate to the Chugach National Forest management

direction.

Lack of options as they relate to the criminal plea agreement.

In the introduction of the Restoration Framework (page 5), restoration includes
"restoration, replacement, and enhancement of affected resources, acquisition
of equivalent resources and services; and long-term environmental monitoring
and research programs directed to the preyention, containment, cleanup and
amelioration of oil spills." Restoration aoptions as currently listed in the
Framework, do not address prevention, contaimment and amelioration of oil
spills. Research to date and most options focus on resources in oil-impacted
areas, and not on resources in the tanker-corridor or tanker travel route that

could be potentially impacted in a future spill.

Need to incorporate issues and concerns of page 16 into proposed options.

We noted the following issues and concerns were not adequately addressed in any
of the potential restoration options:

l. wuse of restoration monies for the prevention: ¢f future spills.

H

2. further clean-up activities.

?
3. how much reliance should be place on natural processes to insure recovery
of injured natural resources and services.

4. the effect of restoration activities on the local economy of the spill
area.,

5. 4didea of removing other (non Exxon Valdez oil) sources of contamination from
the affected area as a means of aiding restorationm.

i REE=
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. COMMENTS ON SPECIFIC RESTORATION OPTIONS ARD ADDITIONAL SUGGESTED OPTIO!

‘e

Comments on Restoration Options for Management of Human Uses.

Option 1. Archaeological resource protection.

8206030 79

Q A-52 WPHG
U B-93 WPWG

We recommend an additional action to include archaeological site inventofm war
s & T “E-RPWG

up to the 150°contour line along all shorelines and beaches in Prince Wi}

Sound. The Forest Service would assist in the monitoring and site pIOte:EFOD'FRG

program in Prince William Sound.

Option 2. Intensify management of fish and shellfish.

Q e-MisC.

The proposed option should be expanded to include the intensified management
of fisheries habitat. Habitat management of fish and shellfish is an essential

component in managing populatioms.

Option 3. Increase management for fish and shellfish that previously did not

require intensive management.

The proposed option should be expanded to include the intensified management
of fisheries habitat. Habitat management of fish and shellfish is an essential

component in managing populations.

Option 4. Reduce disturbance at marine bird colonies and marine mammal
haul-out sites and rubbing beaches.

The proposed actions should be expanded to include the whole spectrum of

operators and public users including photographers, recreational boaters,

fishermen.

Option 5. Reduce harvest by redirecting sport-fishing pressure.

boat
and

Any redirected sportfishing effort for cutthroat trout will primarily occur on
the Chugach National Forest. The Forest Service should be an integral partner

in the development of any management plan that recommends changes in

recreational use on the Chugach National Forest.. Information required to
implement this option should include the evaluatién of habitat capability in
order to properly assess stock status in non—oiled systems. Additionally,
alternative sport fishing locations need to be inventoried and assessed for
their recreational potential anq possible adverse impacts on the fisheries.

’

Option 6. Redesignate a portion of the Chugach National Forest as a National

Recreation Area or Wilderness Area.

We agree that the possibility of redesignating portions of the Chugach National
Forest be considered. This should be addressed in the Chugach National Forest
Plan Revision. As this plan is developed, the general public and other state
and federal agencies including the 0il Spill Trustees should be encouraged to

participate in and comment on the Forest Plan Revision.

Option 7. Increase management in parks and refuges.

The Forest Service is the largest land-owner in Prince William Sound. This

option and proposed actions should include the Chugach National Forest.

Currently the suggested actions include hiring and training additional staff,
and providing interpretive services to educate the public about the spill. We

recommend that actions also include providing additional facilities and
equipment for-increased staff requirements.




. Option 8. Restrict or eliminate legal harvest of marine and terrestrial 920403079 l

. mammals and sea ducks. u A " HP"G
The U.S. Forest Service should be involved in any subsistence issues or nifs
in subsistence regulations because it is the agency that administers -93 wm

subsistence on Forest Service lands. Under ANILCA, Section 80l subsiste tj 1fe
has precedence over commercial or sport use, and should be therefore be 'HP“G
considered in any reduction of harvest. u 0-PAG

Option 9. Minimize incidental take of marine birds by commercial fishe ﬁs.E msc

We agree that minimizing incidental take of marine birds is important.

Suggested Additional Restoration Options for Management of Human Resources
Option 33. Develop integrated public information and education program.

This option should be included under the Management of Human Resources Options,
not the "Other Options" category. The Cordova Ranger District is very
supportive of developing interpretative and ~ducational programs. We would,
however, recommend that the City of Valdez be targeted for a large-scale public
information program because of its central location in Prince William Sound,
and its importance to recreation and industry.

Currently, an estimated 100,000 visitors to Prince William Sound pass through
Valdez. Despite the fact that the Chugach National Forest is the primary land
administer in Prince William Sound, we have no presence in Valdez. The
development of a Chugach National Forest Visitor Interpretive Center in Valdez
that emphasized the natural resources and multiple uses of the Prince William
Sound and Copper River Delta ecosystems, as well as the effects of the Exxon
Valdez spill, would be effective in reaching a large majority of the visitors
and residents of Prince William Sound.

Suggested Option 36. Develop programs to prevent, manage and respond to future
oil spills.

This option calls for the development of coordinated, intra- and inter-agency
prevention and response plans. The lack of planning and response to the Exxon
Valdez o0il spill by the Chugach National Forest, the largest federal land
agency in Prince William Sound, has demonstrated the need to develop a
prevention and response program for both Prince William Sound and the Copper
River Delta.

Suggested Option 37. Identify social, cultural and economic impacts of the
Exxon Valdez oil spill on spill area residents and develop a response system to
mitigate past and potential impacts.
The Prince William Sound has historically been inhabited by diverse
multi-cultural populations residing in small communities and villages. Natural
resource communities are intimately linked to the ecosystem through subsistence
and commercial harvests of fish and mammals. Baseline data on local community
residents needs to be collected for understanding social, economic, and
cultural impacts of oil spill disasters spill communities. Furthermore,
emergency response systems in these communities should be identified and
evaluated.



- Comments on Restoration Options for Manipulation of Resources C;;;;;;;;:;;“

.

Option 10. Preservation of archaeological sites and artifacts. O A-92 wpws

We recommend an additional action to inventory archaeological 'sites up hg 33 “"WNG
150’contour line along all shorelines and beaches in Prince William Sounfi® %¥h
Forest Service would assist in the monitoring and site protection progr nc_RPWG

Prince William Sound.
Option 11. Improve or supplement stream and lake habitats for spawning E& D-PAG
rearing of wild salmonids. D E-NISC

Restoration of wild salmonid spawning and rearing habitat is important and
should receive high priority. The Forest Service is recognized for its
expertise in fisheries habitat restoration and should be the lead agency on
Forest lands involved with these projects. Chum salmon were also identified as
an injured species and should be included in this option.

Option 12. Creation of new recreation facilities.

Option 12 should be expanded to include interpretive and educational facilities
such as the creation of a Chugach National Forest Visitor Interpretive Center
in Valdez (see Option 33 above). Currently, the estimated 100,000+ visitors
to Prince William Sound pass through Valdez. Despite the fact that the Chugach
National Forest 1s the primary land administer in Prince William Sound, we have
no presence in Valdez. L

Option 17. Eliminate introduced foxes from islands important to nesting marine
birds.

We support’' fox eradication under these circumstances.

Option 18. Replace fisheries harvest opportunities by establishing alternative
salmon runs.

The Chugach National Forest would not support any stocking or fish culture
techniques that have the potential to impact existing wild salmon stocks.
it

Comments on Restoration Options for Habitat Profe#tion and Acquisition

Option 19. Update and expand the State’s Anadromous Fish Stream Catalog.
While a number of "new" streams were identified for listing in the States
Anadromous Fish Stream Catalog, several of these streams have been field
surveyed by the Forest Service over the last 25 years. Prior to initiating
additional field surveys, existing information should be compiled and future
needs assessed.

Option 20. Establish and Exxon Valdez oil spill "special management area".

We disagree with this option because Alaska’s Coastal Management Zone Act
Regulations nullify the need for a special management area.

Option 21. Acquire tidelands.

We support tideland acquisition. The Chugach National Forest would be the
logical land manager for tidelands acquired in Prince William Sound.
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We support the identification and potential designation of protected ma#tre
areas. The Chugach National Forest should participate in the identificl O"’z 'm
o
o8- 93 Wows

- Option.22. Designate protected marine areas.

and designation of any protected marine area, especially when it relate
unique wild fish stock habitats, recreational opportunities, and whenev

designated habitats adjoin Forest Service lands. D c RFWG
Option 23. Acquire additional marine bird habitats. u 0 PAG
We support marine bird habitat protection and acquisition. 0 E msc

Option 24. Acquire "inholdings" within parks and refuges.

We support this option and would expand this option to include acquisition of
inholdings on Chugach National Forest lands.

Option 25. Protect or acquire upland forests and watersheds.

In light of public opinion, Alaska House Bill 411, and current legislation
pending in the U.S. House of Representatives and U.S. Senate, the acquisition
of upland forests and watersheds adjoining the Chugach National Forest should
be considered as a viable, and timely option to achieve restoration.

Option 27. Designate and protect "benchmark" monitoring sites.

We strongly support designation of "benchmark" monitoring sites, including
oiled and unoiled sites. Whenever appropriate, these benchmark sites should be
included in any monitoring study be it species specific or otherwise. We also
urge that any long-term monitoring be adequately funded.

Option 29. Establish or extend buffer zones for nesting birds.

We support the establishment/extension of buffer zones for nesting birds on
Forest Service lands in Prince William Sound where it can be demonstrated that
injured populations will recover more rapidly as a result of this management
practice. We would like to play a role evaluating the pertinent studies in
Prince William Sound and making decisions to act ¢n this option.

Comments on Restoration Options,Listed as "Other Options

Option 31. Develop a comprehensive monitoring program.

We strongly support a comprehensive monitoring program and list it as a top
priority for restoration. In addition to continued monitoring of species and
habitats where damage has already been proven, monitoring should include the
collection of baseline data on species that could be impacted in a future
spill. Examples of such species would be staging shorebirds and waterfowl
during spring and fall migration both in Prince William Sound and on the Copper
River Delta. Monitoring projects should also include the "benchmark" sites,
and should be adequately funded over several years.

Option 32. Endow a fund to support restoration activities.
We support the establishment of an endowment to support restoration activities

with a portion (not all) of the restoration settlement monies. This endowment
should be administered to include the following restoration activities:



. Option-+32 (continued).
Yo

habitat acquisition and protection, long-term monitoring and research, and
clean-up activities. Within the framework of any endowment, items should be
prioritized for funding based on public input.

Option 34. Establish a marine envirommental institute.

We do not support this option because it potentially supports a duplication of
research effort and facilities. Currently there are 4 research institutes in
Prince William Sound that either have the ability or the potential to address
marine envirommental issues. These include: the Copper River Delta Institute
(U.S. Forest Service), the Prince William Sound Science Center and the
associated 0il Spill Recovery Insitute, and University of Alaska’s Seward
Marine Center. We strongly urge that these institutes better coordinate their
efforts both with each other and in cooperation with other federal and state
research divisions, including the Alaska Fish and Wildlife Research Center (US
Fish and Wildlife Service).
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Alaska Wilderness Recreation and Tourism Association

Board of Directors

Nancy Lethcoe
President
Alaskan Wilderness
Sailing Safaris

Carol Kasza
Vice President
Arctic Treks

Todd Miner
Secretary
Alaska Wildemess Studics
U of A Anchorage

Don Ford

Treasurer
National Qutdoor
Leardership School

Bob Dittrick
Wilderness Birding

Eruk Williamson
Eruk's Wilderness
Float Trips

Tom Garrett
Alaska Discovery

Dennis Eagan

Recreation

Kirk Hoessle
Alaska Wildiands
Adventures

Bob Jacobs
St. Elias Alpine Guides

Karla Hart
Rainforest Treks & Tours

Marcie Baker
Alaska Mountaineering &
Hiking

Gayle Ranney
Fishing & Flying
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May 30, 1992

Dave Gibbons
Restoration Team
645 G Street
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Mr. Gibbons,

The Alaska Wilderness Recreation and Tourism Associa-
tion (AWRTA), formerly the Alaska Wilderness Guides
Association, represents a business membership of ap-
proximately one hundred and fifty companies whose eco-
nomic endeavor is natural resource dependent. In addi-
tion, we have a large group of individual members who
use Alaska’s back—cduntry resources for recreation.

1.Concern about inadequate damage assessment studies
of the impact of ,EVOS on wilderness-based recreational
use and tourism:(AWRTA is concerned the services pro-
vided by areas impacted by EVOS to the natural re-
source-dependent tourism industry (boating tour opera-_
tors, charterboat (drop off) companies, hunting and-—
sports fishing quides and outfitters, natural history
tour operators, sea kayaking companies and schools,
outdoor education schools, etc.)(were not adequatel
documented during the damage assessment process.) Al-
though some attention was paid to recreation (8 lines
in the Restoration Framework document, p. 37 — the
least space given to any damaged resource or service),
no damage assessment was done of the impact of the oil
spill on dispersed or back-country tourism operators
in order to avoid duplication or double-counting dam-
ages “which are the subject of private economic
claims.” Economics Study No. 5 — Recreation (The 1991
State/Federal Natural Resource Damage Assessment and
Restoration Plan for the Exxon Valdez 0il Spill, Vol.

P.O. Box 1353, Valdez, AK 99686. Phonc: 907-835-5175. Fax: 907-835-5395
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Shipping Company.)

However, the federal courts (precedent and Judge Holland) and the admin-
istrator for TAPFL (former Judge Gibbon) have ruled against natural-
resource dependent tourism companies receiving compensation for economic
losses resulting from the oil spill. Thus, the natural-resource depend-
ent tourism industry has fallen through the legal and Trustee Iramework
designed to deal justly with the oil spill. In his August 1991 Memoran-
dum of Law, Gibbon actually argues that it is right for some segments of
the public, specifically the natural resource dependent tourism indus-

try, to be treated unjustly so that the majority, commercial fishermen,| =
can be more justly compensated. ‘ EER?
S
AWRTA requests that additional damage-assessment studies be undertaken E}CD
to evaluate the economic damage done.to wilderness-based tourism, (in- =M
cluding tour and charter boat operators, hunters, sports-fishermen, outJ;¢“
door education schools, etc.) in the oil spill impacted area. S

2. Perception that the land acquistion process does not provide for
acquiring non-habitat land needed by the tourism industryBecause in-
adequate damage assessment studies of the impact of EVOS on the natural-
resource dependent tourism industry exist,(the land acquisition process
considers only “habitat protection and acquisition” withou* considering
the need to acquire some non-habitat sensitive lands to compensate for-
ost resources and services important to recreational users and the
ourism industry. AWRTA is particularly concerned with #12 “Drop from
Imminent Threat Process”. The statement “Nominations that do not contain
ssential habitat components will be dropped from this process.” AWRTA
certainly supports the requirement that land acquisition should be for
habitat which supports watchable wildlife, sports fish, and hunting
opportunities. However, the definition of Step 12 seems to imply that
habitat acquisition is the only reason for acquiring land. Natural re-
source dependent tourism has land needs that go beyond just habitat for
fish and wildlife. EVOS damaged lands that were used for their general
\ scenic-wilderness quality, for close-up sightseeing of lands undisturbed f
» by man, geological areas of interest (turbidite sequences, pillow ba- ;
\:alts, beach formations, etc.), campsites, drinking water (i.e. non-
almon streams), etc. Limiting the definition of #12 to just habitat /

\
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on the basis of some non-habitat criteria. D-PAG
We request that this definition be expanded to include these oﬁégrE.uw&

needs. Perhaps the addition of the phrase “or areas related to injured

resources or services” in item (3) of Proposed Threshold Criteria Set A
(04/20/92) would be suitable if amended to “or areas related to injured
resources (other than biological) and services (other than biological).”

3. AWRTA is concerned that the Acquisition of Equivalent Resources may
be employed to change the nature of existing recreational and tourism
activities. The construction of tent platforms would have an adverse im-
pact on outdoor recreation schools which teach low-impact camping (Op-
tion 12). Option 12 is an excellent example of the type of restoration
or enhancement project opposed by AWRTA because its effect is to further
damage recreational users, outdoor "education schools, and tourism busi-
nesses already hurt by the spill. More acceptable options would be: 1)
acquisition of comparable lands from private landowners to be managed in
an undeveloped manner; 2) development of a clean beaches program for
removing garbage from beaches used by recreational boaters and the tour-
ism industry (most of this garbage drifts ashore and is not left by
recreational users and tourism companies); and 3) Option 6.

4. It is unclear to us how the monitoring of the effects o. an action on
other resources will be done. We are concerned that planning for the
restoration of one resource may be done by ﬁésource experts in that
field without adequate analysis of the effects of the proposed project
on other resources. We are also concerned about how a project once it i
undertaken will be monitored to determine the effects on other re-
sources. For example, Agayuut Bay in Eaglek Inlet used to be a popular
destination for recreational boaters and commercial outfitters. However,
since the siting of a commercial shellfish operation in the bay, commer-
cial tourism operators have ceased using this bay. How can the absence
of a use be monitored especially if responsible resource agencies have
not collected data on preexisting use? Or another example — the con-
struction of hatcheries tends to lead to a reduction in watchable wild-
life such as river otters, mink, deer, bear, harbor seals, etc. in the
area. How will adverse effects on the recreation and tourism industry’s
ability to find watchable wildlife be monitored?

AWRTA requests that an analysis of the effects of any proposed action on
another resource or resource user be included in the decision-making

Com #{ Toplop | Issue
o |10 |3Yeo







e Com #{ Top/op | Issu
5 150 |330°

AWRTA, P.O. Box 1353, Valdez, AK 99686 p. 4

-

process and be an integral part of a required monitoring element of any
project undertaken. It is possible that this could be achieved through
the NEPA process, at least for the planning aspect.

5. AWRTA prefers concurrent consideration of the habitat and land acqui-
sition alternative in the restoration process.Restoration of natural
resources (scenic quality, wilderness, etc.) and services lost by rec-
reational users and the tourism industry should not be postponed until
after all resources lost by other groups are first satisfied.

6. AWRTA prefers “Proposed Threshold Criteria Set A (04/20/92) version A
with the following changes:

(3) The parcel contains key habitats ADD: “or areas related to injured
resources (other than biological) and services (other than biological)”
In the explanation of (3) we are concerned about the meaning of the
phrase “substantially similar service.” There needs to be some criteria
for determining what is a “substantially similar service.” As noted
above, AWRTA's members would regard additions to the Chugach National
Forest’s proposed wilderness area a “substantially similar service”
whereas we would not regard the construction of tent platforms or cabins
a “substantially similar service.”

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. '
Document 10 Number
9X0603-0%%
Respectfully submitted,
e L - 0 A-52 WPHG
Nancy R. Lethcoe, President @ C-RPWG
o . Q D-PAG
cc: Connell Murray, Division of Tourism
Karen Cowart, Alaska Visitors Association 0 E-“ﬁ&

Marilyn Hoeddel, Prince William Sound Tourism Coalition
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Exxon Valdez 0Oil Splll Trustee Council ' June 3,1992

645 C Street
Anchaorage, Alaska 99501

RE: Comments on Volume 1l: Restoration Framework and Volume 2: 1992 Draft
Work Plan.

Greetings,
BACKGROUND :

Established in 1988 and incorporated in 1989 as & non-profit (501c3)
membership and public advocacy group, the Prince William Sound Conserva-
tion Alliance (PWSCA) promotes sound environmental policies for the
Prince William Sound region of Alaska; advocalLing conservalion of Pr.

wm. Sound’s natural resources and engaging in educational activities
concerning the Sound’s natural history, environmental problems, and
legislative issues.

Following the.1989 kxxon Valdez oil spill, PWSCA was the primary non-
government organization monitoring annual cleanup efforts. PWSCA served
as the Volunteser Coordinating Center under a contract from the Alaska
Department of Environmental Conservation (ADEC), represented environmen-
talists on the Inter-Agency Shoreline Cleanup Committee, a decision
making advisory group to the Federal On-Scene Coordinator and operated
under contract from the-City of valdez and ADEC the valdez Local Re-
sponse Program from January 1230 through completion in September 1991.

Our membership is wide and varied having the’common interest and concern
being Prince William Sound.

COMMENTS : !

hd The impacted resources need to recover NOW and need to have pro-
tecLion frum further damage. This is not possible if destructive activi-
ties such as clearcut logging, rcsort/subdivision or mineral development
are allowed to take place.

The fish and wildlife as well as the people impacted and in turn
the habitat they mutually depend on is diverse and interwaven. BRacause
of this interrelationship of such things as waler quality, nesting habi-
tat, tidal influences, migration, geasonal uscage and food sourccs the
habitat ranges from the subtidal to the mountain tops.

Therefore Prince William Sound Conservation Alliance’recommendé
that habitat protection be the priority of the Restoration tramework,












" The public needs to understand what happened, what can be done to
help recovery and how not to make tlhings worse after the nationg worst
oll spill. Commercial and sport fishing interests, charter boat and
cruisc ship operators, recreationists, subsistence users, float plane
and helicopter operators and the general public need to be madc aware of
noL only the fraglle nature of the recovering environment hut of the
coastal ecosystem in general. We all have the potential to do further
damage by the way we live and work and by walking, boating, flying,
fishing or whatever at thc wrong place at the wrong time. We therefore
feel that it would be appropriate to put some money and effort into
education to help address Lhese lssues.

Thank you.:

°incercly , Lcomjmplopl Issue J
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Dave Gibbons

Interm Administrative Director
645 G. Street

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Mr. Gibbons:

I have recently returned from a disastrous tanner crab
fishing trip, the first ever in my forty year fishing career.

I set forty tanner crab pots in Nuka Bay, rocky bay, and a few
in other strategic places where we commercial fishermen have
historically found crab.

The seven legal sized crab caught as a result of all this
effort wouldn't feed two families. Mike Miller, owner of the
eighty foot Independence, also fished these areas with similar
results.

Their were a few under-sized crab in upper Nuka Bay but
they were weak and didn't have any meat in them. They were
starving to death. '

We received reports that two boats from Seward tried to
deliver some crab to Seward Fisheries but they were unacceptable
because their was no meat in them.

Never before in my life have I had a fishing trip end in
such utter failure. It's almost as if the outer coast between
Seward and Homer has been sterilized. Has Hickle sold us out
by settleing the state's o0il claim to cheaply?

We fishermen are beginning to wonder if the massive oil
spill that inundated this area in March and April two years
ago has somehow depleted the .spring plankton bloom that occurs:
each year between February and May, killing off the majority
of the eggs, seeds, and larvae that perpetuate this vital source
of food for all marine life.

The problem is we don't know for sure and we are not in
a position to argue the point. We have no data to back up such
an assertion. '

We have no environmental monitoring or long term water
gggpling data to determineé if the ever increasing amounts of
hydrocarbons on the water's surface are having a detrimental
affect on plankton growth and the survival of shellfish spat.

Why has fishery management refused to let us fish tanner
crab on the west side of Cook Inlet ans Shelikoff Strait? Is
it because these areas have been killed by the Exxon spill?
Why did fish and game let the herring seiners take three thousand
tons of herring from Kamashak Bay? Is it because the plankton
was doomed and the herring would starve to death anyway?

As little as twelve years ago we had a three and a half
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million pound king crab fishery and a four million pound tanner

fishery in lower Cook Inlet. If this fishery existed today, u C - RPWG
the money calculated at today's price to fishermen living in
the towns of Homer and Seldovia would be somewhere around u D_PAG

$24,000,000.00. The processors profit on this product would
be another $24,000,000.00. Most of this money would have been D € - MISC.
spent in these communities.

Kodiak has a similar situation only the monetary figures
would be considerably higher; in the neighborhood of a hundred
million dollars.

Currently in upper Cook Inlet we have twenty year-old,
leaking, o0il pipelines, mountains of oil-contaminated radioactive
underwater drill tailings, o0il wells that leak around the drill
pipes. Occasionally there is a gas blow-out 1like the one that
occurred back in 1987 where the natural gas erupted next to
the drill pipe and shot nine hundred feet into the air for two
weeks finally settled down to five hundred feet for another
twenty days. Does natural gas have o0il in it? How does it mix
with sea water? We don't know.

I distinctly remember a rig fixe where six people lost
their lives and a considerable amount of o0il was spilled in
the winter with no clean-up due to pack ice. A few months later
the Glacier Bay hit a rock in Cook Inlet coating fisherman's
nets during the peak of the July salmon season.

For twenty years ballast water was dumped without treatment
into Cook Inlet. Ever increasing amounts of tanker and shipping
traffic, add ever increasing amounts of o0il to the surface of
the water in lower Cook Inlet.

Cook Inlet has a unigque situation where the water table
is turned over by thirty foot tides and glacier mud causes
such turbidity that small amounts of o0il are visually
undetectable. b

The environmental trade-off's of drilling and pumping oil
in such a place seem at first glance to be acceptable because
there is very little sea life in upper Cook Inlet however the
0il dosn't stop their. It eventually floats to the surface five
to twenty-five miles off from Anchor Point where the currents
aren't swift enough to turn over the water-table.

Currents carry contaminated water from upper Cook Inlet
down the West side into Kameshak Bay and Southwest into Shelikoff
Strait where it eventually winds up on the beaches and bays
affecting the ecosystems of the mainland and Kodiak Island.

It should be obvious even to the uninformed that even a
small sheen of o0il on the surface of the water is going to
suffocate and poison all surface feeding microorganisms because
0oil severely depletes the water's ability to pick up life giving
oxygen and carbon dioxide. If there is not enough carbon dioxide
then plant or phytoplankton cannot grow in sufficient quantities
to feed the rest of the microcosm. If there is not enough
oxygen zooplankton will suffocate; hence the bottom of the food
chain is killed.

When shrimp and crab spat hatch out of their eggs in March







they go immediately to the surface of the water to feed on pla
plankton. If the plankton has absorbed traces of hydrocarbons
and other complex molecules not normally found in the ocean,
these complex molecules build up in their digestive tracts.
They cannot be eliminated, eventually accumulating in quantiti
enough to kill. The spat die from several causes, starvation,
poison, suffocation and cancer.

Shellfish spat hatch two times each year, at the beginnin
of the two plankton blooms. The biggest bloom starts at the
end of February and ends in may. A smaller bloom that produces
approximately two thirds of the amount of sea life begins in
August and ends in October. If even small traces of oil are
present during these critical times it disrupts the food chain
affecting all of us who live by the sea!l.

Has the state made a bad environmental trade-off in Cook
Inlet? The amount of revenue going into the state coffers from
Cook Inlet 0il development not counting the state oil carried
by tankers from Valdez to refineries in Kenai is approximately
sixty million dollars each year.
the hundred million plus in revenues derived from fishing woul
be going directly into the private sector.

Think of the millions of people that would have benefited
from eating all that seafood.

We are twenty-five years overdue for long term hydrocarbon

monitoring stations in Kodiak, Shelikoff, Cook Inlet, Tuxedni
Bay and Seldovia Bay.
statistics would be to your Exxon litigation or environmental
monitoring in general. Even just one data base such as the

amount of hydrocarbons in the water would allow us to ascertain

the magnitude and approximate location of a spill enabling us
to help direct cleac-up crews toward the center of a spill.

Studies are currently under way to determine if Alaska's
salmon contain harmful levels of PCB's. We all need to know
rather or not we should eat the food harvested from the sea.
Chances are increasing that some time during our lives we will
eat something that will kill us. It probably won't kill us
quickly but if nothing is done many people will die slow and
agonizing deaths. Humans on this planet will die out from
ignorance and apathy more than any other cause. We will have
to be ever more conscience of what we eat or we will cease to
exist.

The cost of a monitoring program is small compared to wha
is at stake. The approximately cost of one monitoring station
handling six water samples a week:is $250,000.00 per year. The
cost to process one sample is $200. A boat should be sent out
at low tide approximately fifteen miles from Anchor Point for
the lower Cook Inlet samples. The samples taken in Tuxedni Bay
could be taken from the cannery dock at high tide. In Seldovia
the samples should be taken in the middle of the entrance of
the bay using a skiff at or near high tide to eliminate chance
of local contamination from the bay. The samples would be take
in sterilized jars at weekly intervals on the surface and one

Think of the benefits that such long term
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meter deep. The jars could be sent to the University of Alaska

or any independent laboratory for spectral analysis of D D.pAG
hydrocarbons and other contaminates. We will keep and correlate
all data on our computers. Printouts in graph and other form u E - HISC.

will be made available to the public.

Dr. Jere Murray and myself would be available to take the
samples in Seldovia bay and lower Cook Inlet. We can form the
independent environmental monitoring corporation or use my New
Wave Seafood Corporation. If we decide to go non-profit, I
have a non-profit corporation set up for educational purposes.

Seldovia is an ideal location for a permanent educational,
environmental research and monitoring facility. In the future
we envision purchasing an existing facility where the samples
can be processed and the records stored. A two to five
million-dollar grant would enaple us to set up and operate this
facility permanently by investing the principal and using a
portion of the interest to operate the facility. Picture a marine
institute with ocean science classes teaching people of all
ages, fifty P.H.D.'s doing independent research for various
firms leasing lab facilities, planktoh biomass sampling to keep
tabs on the recovery of Cook Inlet and Kodiak Island waters.
Picture new and more efficient aquaculture and mariculture food
production. .

My phone number is (907) 234-7496. Dr. Jere Murray's phone
is (907) 234-7646.

What better purpose could a small amount of the money
received from the state of Alaska's nine hundred million dollar
Exxon settlement be used for other than an independent
environmental monitoring program?

We urge you to help secure the funding for this program
out of the state Exxon settlement. We are glso seeking funding
from congress and other sorces. ,

How would it look If the State of Alaska refused to fund
this simple monitoring program out of the Exxon settlement and
some other organization did so?

Sincerely,

s

P.S. Please help me by giving a copy to your local representative
and endorcing my position on this.

CC Ted Stevens, Frank Murkowski, Larry Slone, Gail Phillips,
Mike S. Navarre, Homer News, Alaska Commercial Fisherman,
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)y Hal Spenoe s . N with a new method of assessing oil and gas potential from

taff Writer . ' “ . geclogical data.

B R o “There's a lot of hearsay,” be said, “but the rumor is that
" Oil drillers may be shuttlmg platforms around a much  the two wells recently discovered near Kalgin Island in Cook

igger Monopoly board if a proposal to expand a Cook Infet  Inlet were the result of applymg anew method of looking at

.ase salé area is OK'd by the Department of the Interior. , the seismic work.”

aterior department, recently issued a request for comments : 'expanded or not, but that public reaction is likely to bave an, 1
)nnew altématives to the proposed five-year comprehensive eﬁect onthe decision. . T e U B,
Juter Continental Shelf (OCS) Natural Gas and Qil Resource -¥:  “If comment is beavily against it; T sure the aecxetary i-;
viahagement Progmm for 1992-1997. That s the same plan it,q 4(Scc. of the Interior Manuel Luhan) won’t do it,” he said.”
.ought comments ba late last summer, * "% § ¥ ¥ The management service said it i is also oonsldenng a -
¥ The alternative plan proposes to expand two areas in' xequest by Cook Inlet area residents that Lease Sale 149 be

The oilindusu'y appaxenﬂy wants mom space from whxc.h proposed leasing areas elsewhere in Alaska. Five so-called:i:
to choose .. “lower potential” planning areas — including Norton Basin, "/
According tothe service, responses to calls for commcnts " Navarin Basin, St. Matthew-Hall, Hope Basin and St. George .
on the proposed five-year plan included “several industry . Basm—wouldbe reducedto two Hope Basmand St. George;.
commentors” who requested that the proposed Cook Inlet Basm o

physical information. Director, Minerals Management Service (MS-4230), 1849 C
The management service saidit is considering the indus- ~ StreetN.W., Washington, D.C. 20240. Eavelopes or packages
try request and may enlarge Sale 149toinclude approximately, should be marked “Comments on Proposed five-year Com-

it proposes keeping the original limit on the total number of ' Basin Planning Areas.”

leases in the area to no more than 250, (See map). - - =+~ For further information contact: Paul Stang or Jan-
Asked what new information prompted the oilindustryto  Arbegast, Branch of Program Development and Planning at

request an expanded search area, John Schindler, chief of the » . 202-208-3072, or Robert Brock, Re ginal Supervisor, Leas- :-

service's Environmental Assessment Section in Anchorage,; -ing and Environment, Alaska OCS Region at 271-6045. e

sald'he-could not say for sure but beheves it may have to do ‘

Feds may expand Cook Inlet lease sale area

" The U.S. MneralManagementService,adivmonofme o Schmdlersaxdxtlsha:dtopxediotwhethenbemawﬂlbe A

Zook Inlet colléctively known as Oil and Gas Lease Sale 149."" mnamed the Cook Inlet/Shelikof Strait lease sale to make R RS
Currently, sale 149 covers 429,000 acres extending from just. _clear that Shelikof Strait is part of the planning area, " *w:| -~

south of Kalgin Island to just below Anchor Point, plus * While it is considering expanding the Cook Inlet leasmg & I
inother 738,000 acres norr.bwat of Kodlak Island in the. region, the service said comments onthe OCS comprehensxve <1 p
Shelikof Strait.  ~ “ "a7 0 plan have led planners to consider reducing the size of | -

leasing area be enlarged, _based on new geologlcal and geo-;., Comments are due by Jan 31 'I‘hey may be sent e

761 blocks, consisting of 3.7 million acres. At the same time, ~ prehensive Program—Cook Inlet Hope Basm, St. George )
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Document ID Number
Q200307
June 3, 1992 @/A-92 WPWG
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Trustee Council 8/3'93 WPHG
645 G Street B C- AFWG
Anchorage, Alaska 99501
] 0 0-PG
Gentlemen: | : O E-MSC.

Re: Exxon Valdez Qil Spill Restoration - Restoration Framework

During the three years since the grounding of the Exxon Valdez, the
trustees and their associates have charted a course through previously
unnavigated waters. Much has been accomplished in cleaning the beaches
and waters, determining the extent of resource damage, and stemming the
tide of injury. The distribution for public comment of the Restoration
Eramework is another sign that the ultimate destination, the restoration
of Alaska's coastal and marine environments, is nearer now, although
much remains to be done.

The finished version of the B_esmcanm__ﬂam_éwg_m will map the work of
the trustees through the culmination of the charge established the court
settiement. As such, it must make manifest the trustees' vision of future
programs and objectives, as shaped by experts and the public. As that
vision coalesces over the next year, | hope that you will place strong
emphasis on looking forward, past individual restoration projects, to a
camprehensive view of the outcome of your efforts. That vision should
include not only restoration, but also protection of Alaska's shoreline and
seas. The physical protection of our injured environment will be difficult
to achieve. The constraints on our abilities to foresee and influence the
processes of nature, the vagaries of chance, and the limits on
technological capabilities are too great. Protection can best become
reality through acquiring and using more and better knowledge of Alaska's
marine systems and resocurces. The more we know about those things, the
better equipped we are to both restore and protect them.
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Valdez Oil Spill Marine Sciences Endowment. This endowment wpul

consist of portions of annual civil settlement payments set aside i a0 - RFWG
trust generating annuai income. That income would be used to fund 19fg-D.PAG
term baseline research into ecosystem status, resource recovery d
anhancement, and equivalent resource enhancement and acquisi{ n.E-HISC.
Additionally, the entity established tc administer the endowment would

serve as a research coordinating mechanism. )

This proposal is a draft document. It is my intention to submit
essentially the same proposal, with some refinements, as a suggestion for
the 1293 Work Plag. it is my hope that over the next few months, | will be
able to work with the trustee council and restoration teams to further
focus this proposal into a shape determined appropriate by tha trustees
and that fulfills the conditions set by the court.

i look forward to working with the trustee council. We have the
opportunity for significant achievéments in reclaiming and preserving
Alaska's marine and coastal environment. Please contact me or Richard
Rainery of my staff if you have any questions concerning my proposal.

Sincerely,

R

Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Senator

1

Enclosure
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| want to make some more specific comments on the process to date

B-B-93 WPWG

in the future. These cover both the RBestoration Framework process MRPWG

those for the 1992 Work Plan and 1993 Work Plan: 0

-

In keeping with these comments and my broad concern tnai fle wrus

The compressed and overlapping timelines for these three efforts mdy

D-PAG
E - MISC.

not result in the best final products. The trustees and staff muUst™

simultaneously consider three separate works, e2~h significant in its
own right. That must certainly strain resources. The public is likely
to suffer some confusion between projects, at the least, and have
insuffi~=ant time to develop reasoned and comprehensive -

wors! fam §| Ton/gp

Comments are due on the 1993 and future work nlans bef B} 7o

Work Plan and the Bestoration Plan are finalized This will surely lead

to inefficiencies and duplications avoidable if interested parties had
one or both of these documents available prior to submitting comments
on future work plans. | understand there is pressure to get these plans
in place and proceed accordingly, but the damage has been done, clean-
up is essentially complete, and restoration can now generally assume a
more considered pace reflective of conservative stewardship and long-

term concerns. Com §] Ta nigp [ feens
The final Restoration Plan should be final only in th

establishes fundamental guidelines for format, programs, and
objectives. It should be a living document, adaptable over *~2_ag

goals are achieved, conditions change, and knowledge expand #H\)MYM

Spending $900 million in public funds is a heavy responsibilfy unaer
any circumstances. | believe that while a share of the Exxon Valdez
settlement may reasonably be spent on habitat acquisition and
individual restoration projects, these should not be the exclusive
focus of restoration efforts. The long-term health of injured

acosystems and ongoing management of their sys resources
should be accorded an equal priority. Com #] Too/op | Issue

stees

look to the future in a fashion that makes explicit how each facet of its
program contributes to the overall goal, | am submitting a proposal for the

Restoration Framework.

involved in this proposal and | am confident of their support as well. Th
proposal outlines the creation, mission, and administration of an Exxon

As you know, some of my colleagues have been

e
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FOR RESTORATION FRAMEWORK B-8-93 WPHG
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Valdez Ol i1l Marine Sciences Endowmen 0-PAG
QO E-MSC.

Submitted by:

State Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
State Capitol, Room 427

Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182
465-3818

June 3, 19982

Purpose

The Exxon Valdez Marine Sciences Endowment would be created by
diverting a portion of civil settlement.funds due the State of Alaska and
the United States beginning in December 1992 into a separate fund. The
endowment will be dedicated to long-term baseline marine research
necessary to:

« monitor and assess the status of ecosystems affected by the oil
spill; '

- determine how to best effect resource recovery and enhancement
where necessary;

+ identify needs and opportunities to enhance or acquire equivalent
natural resources.

A final mission of the endowment would be to provide a mechanism to
coordinate the research programs of the various research orgamzataons
active in Alaska's marine envnronment

Endowment Charter and Operations

Endowment Administcation: The trustee council will create a foundation

directed by a board distinct from the council. The charter of the
foundaticn will be based on principles established by the trustees.
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Endowment Life: The endowment will be established as either a i 1 REWG
duration sinking fund which will spend itself out of existence by g _time
certain or as a trust with a perpetual existence. Q 0-PAG
Board Compasition: University of Alaska, University of Washington, MISC.

Department of Fish and Game, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (Alaska Region), Alaska Science and Technology Foundation
and two public members.

Qperationg: Operations costs will be held to a minimum (target - 3% or
less of funds available annually) by utilizing existing agency resources as
much as possible. A small staff will screen proposals and administer
grants. The board will make all funding decisions. Tne EVOS Trustee
Council may have to initially administer the foundation until annual
income is sufficient to support operations.

Endowment Management: Annual contributions to the endowment trust fund

on a schedule based on the amount determined to be appropriate and the
fund's structure (sinking fund or perpetual trust). Two alternatives ($75
million and $100 million) showing fund growth and income under a
perpetual endowment are attached. The trust fund would be managed in a
conservative fashion similar to that historically pursued by the Alaska
Permanent Fund Corporation, the objects being to protect the principal
from inflation and provide a predictable annual income stream.

|
!

Research Grant Program

Proposal Eligibility: Research on the marine ecosystem as a whole,
focussing on biota from the first link in the food chain to the last,
occeanographic systems, and their interrelationships. The basic
requirements for project eligibility are three:

+ A proposal must demonstrate scientific merit and technical
feasibility;

+ The outcome of a proposal must directly benefit management of
injured marine resources or systems or the equivalent of such
injured resources or systems;
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« A reasonable link between the civil settlement requirements )
restore, replace, enhance, rehabilitate, or acquire natural resourqed C-RPWG
injured by the spill or their equivalents and the outcome of @ 0-PAG
proposal must be established.

Q E-MsC.

Any scientist or institution with a demonstrated record of achievement in
marine research or equivalent qualifications may apply for grants,
although a formula affording priority for Alaskan scientists and
institutions, as indicated by the settlement conditions, will be developed.

R rch ination: An additional function of the endowment board is
as a mechanism tc coordinate activities undertaken by the North Pacific
marine research community. The intent is to ensure that limited research
funding is directed in the most efficient, non-duplicative manner.
Institutions and individuals would be required to include as a pant of their
grant proposals a synopsis of other all current and planned research
activities and the board would be required to use this information in its
deliberations. The endowment board, composed of the major participants
in Alaskan marine research, will be uniquely competent to ensure
coordination and cooperation. ’
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Beginning Inflation Ending

Year Balance Deposit Earnings Proofing Grants Balance

1992 0 25,000 2,250 1,000 1,250 26,000

1993 26,000 15,000 3,690 1,640 2,050 42,640

1994 42,640 5,000 4,288 1,906 2,382 49,546

1895 49,546 5,000 4,909 2,182 2,727 56,727

1996 56,727 5,000 5,555 2,469 3,086 64,197

1997 54,197 5,000 6,228 2,768 3,460 71,564

1998 71,964 5,000 6,927 3,079 3,848 80,043

1999 80,043 5,000 7.654 3,402 4,252 88,445

2000 88,445 5,000 8,410° 3,738 4,672 97,182

2001 97,182 0 8,746 3,887 4,859 101,070

2002 101,070 0 9,096 4,043 5,053 105,113

2003 105,113 0 9.460 4,205 5,256 109,317

2004 109,317 0 2,839 4,373 5,466 113,690

2005 113,690 Q 10,232 4,548 5,684 118,237

2006 118,237 0 10,641 4,729 5,912 122,967

2007 122,967 0 11,067 4,919 6,148 127,885

2008 127,885 0 11,510 5,115 6,394 133,001

2009 133,001 0 11,970 5,320 6,650 138,321

2010 138,321 0 12,449 5,533 6,916 143,854

2011 143,854 0 12,947 5,754 7,193 149,608

2012 149,608 0 13,465 5,984 7,480 155,592

2013 155,592 0 14,003 6,224 7,780 161,816

2014 161,816 0 14,563 6,473 8,091 168,289

2015 168,289 0 15,146 6,732 8,414 175,020

2016 175,020 0 15,752 7,001 8,751 182,021

2017 182,021 0 16,382 7,281 9,101 189,302

2018 189,302 0 17,037 7,572 9,465 196,874

2019 196,874 4] 17,719 7,875 9,844 204,749

2020 204,749 0 18,427 8,190 10,237 212,939

Totals 75,000 310,362 137,939 172,423

Earnings = 9% inflation = 4%
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Beginning Inflation Ending
Year Balance Deposit Earnings Proofing Grants Balance
1992 0 35,000 3,150 1,400 1,750 36,400
1993 36,400 25,000 5,626 2,456 3,070 63,856
1994 63,856 5,000 8,197 2,754 3,443 71,610
1995 71,610 5,000 6,895 3,064 3,831 79,675
1996 79,675 5,000 7,621 3.387 4,234 88,062
1997 88,062 5,000 8,376 3,722 4,653 96,784
1998 96,784 5.000 9,161 4,071 5,089 105,855
1999 105,855 5,000 9,977 4,434 5,543 115,290
2000 115,290 5,000 10,828 4,812 6,014 125,101
2001 125,101 5,000 11,709 5,204 6,505 135,305
2002 135,305 0 12,177 5,412 6,765 140,718
2003 140,718 0 12,665 5,629 7,036 146,346
2004 146,346 0 13,171 5,854 7,317 152,200
2005 152,200 0 13,698 6,088 7,610 158,288
2006 158,288 0 14,246 6,332 7,914 164,620
2007 164,620 0 14,816 6,585 8,231 171,204
2008 171,204 0 15,408 6,848 8,560 178,053
2009 178,053 0 16,025 7.122 8,803 185,175
2010 185,175 0 16,666 7,407 9,259 192,582
2011 192,582 0 17,332 7,703 9,629 200,285
2012 200,285 0 18,026 8,011 10,014 208,296
2013 208,296 0 18,747 8,332 10,415 216,628
2014 216,628 0 19,497 8,665 10,831 225,293
2015 225,293 0 20,276 9,012 11,265 234,305
20186 234,305 0 21,087 9,372 11,715 243,677
2017 243,677 0 21,931 9,747 12,184 253,424
2018 253,424 0 22,808 10,137 12,671 263,561
2019 263,561 0 23,721 10,542 13,178 274,104
2020 274,104 0 24,669 10,964 13,705 285,068
Totals 100,000 416,403 185,068 231,325

Earnings = 9% Inflation =

£













