OPTION:
SUBOPTION:

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected

| costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistenéy with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which mexe
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:

DATE:




HARLEQUIN DUCKS example

Step 2. Place appropriate options/suboptions into approach

category
For example:
Direct
- Management: 8 29a 29b

Manipulation: 13

Acquisition/protection: 22

25b

Replacement
Management:

Manipulation:

Acquisition/protection:

Equivalent Resource

Manipulation:

Acquisition/protection:

23a 23b 25a

26a 26b



III. RESTORATION

Step 1. Divide Evaluation Criteria into 2 groups
a) Science-driven
b) other-driven

Divide Issues into 2 groups

a) Habitat Acquisition
b) non-habitat acquisition issues

Step 2. Place appropriate options/suboptions into approach
category

For example: W0 Avd

Direct
Management: :
Manipulation: N\

Acquisition/protection:

\ .,

Replacement
Management:
Manipulation:
Acquisition/protection:

Equivalent Resource
Manipulation:
Acquisition/protection:

Step 3.

Use the criteria and issues from step 1 to rank the
options/suboptions to produce 4 sets of ranking. (e.g. the first
ranking will be strictly scientific criteria, second will be non-
scientific criteria etc...)



RES TION AN ELEMENTS

- Alternatives. General statement of alternatives, e.g. all

options, management of human uses, direct
restoration, etc.
Options. Descriptions of options as they are now
: constituted.
Decision-making. Description of the decision-making process

that will be applied in deciding which
options will be exercised.

Injured Resources. List of injured resources and services
and the options that could apply to them.



I. INJURY

Injury to Habitat
which habitat zone(s)?
Community or ecosystem level?

Injury to Population
which life history stage(s)?

SCOPE = importance

Trophic level (How are other species/ecosystems dependent
upon this species for prey or otherwise?)

Ecosystem

Geographic

Global perspective (is it a T&E species?)

Socio-economic

IXY. RECOVERY

A. Adequate through natural recovery? (if so, whose judgement)
Anticipated recovery time

B. Inadequate?

Habitat (inadequate recovery of the species’ habitat)
Life zone(s) still injured
a) feeding
b) nesting
c) shelter etc...

Population #’s
By habitat types
By life stage
Geographic

C. Limiting Factors (risk analysis)



opTION: 3%

SUBOPTION:

lI CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS
Effects of other response 4
or restoration actions

rPotential to improve rate ' Aottt ( Tofoevortr— feo
or degree of recovery \ M ot <
Technical feasibility “+— ,

T2 CGn

Potential effects on human F*‘?“Uf-'—1‘~ e
health/safety —+ SOCLO—ECoromet Tek (et
Relationship of expected +—
costs to expected benefits
Cost effectiveness N

Consistenéy with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefips
more than one res./serv.

-
N
4

4

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

UHntes

EEw«kngdab.

‘o GEWI‘

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: tMOMUBLL‘—

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE: 7-3%-¢2—

DATE:




L8
b

OPTION:_1
SUBOPTION:__B

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS
Effects of other response X more clean-up work may
or restoration actions need to occur at some
A oiled sites

Potential to improve rate X more ‘official’

or degree of recovery personnel will help
slow looting etc...

Technical feasibility X

Potential effects on human X Normal risks with

health/safety field work

Relationship of expected X

costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness X site-stewardship may
be cheaper

Consistency with Federal X

and State laws and policies

Potential for additional LOW

injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed "enhancement" doesn’t

action enhances the X apply here

resource/service

Degree to which proposed field-presence will

action benefits more than X help in other options

onhe. res. /serv. as well

Importance of starting X looting-rate has

project within the next
year

escalated since spill




! Wvea:6 ¢ 26-8 -9 ! 1204 491d0939 3L X0J3X:A8 IN3S

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMERTS

Potential for additional " As long as volunteers

injury from proposed action are adequately trained
and supervised by
professional staff, no
additional 1n3ury
should occur.

Degree to which proposed By having a cadre of

action enhances the volunteers in various

resource/service comnunities,
appreciate for the
value of cultural
resources should be
enhanced.

Degree to which proposed No enhancement

action benefits more than anticipated

one res./serv.

Importance of starting Project has already

project within the next begun, it must

year continue for several
years to have a

| positive effect
— = e e
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:Sanford Rabi h le DATE: 29 992
RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:

«0LlG2LG2L06

£ #:8LLL 94T LOB



OPTION:§ 1 Archaeological Resource Protection
SUBOPTION: (A) Site Stewardship

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

A

Other response actions

can lead to additional

damages including
looting and vandalism.

‘Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

These resources are
not restorable, but
continuing damage can
be lessened and/or -

‘stopped.

Technical feasibility

Yes

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Volunteers will face
risks normally
associated with travel
in boats and small
aircraft

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

A portion of funds
used to implement this
sub-option will go
directly into local
economies in the spill
area.

Cost effectiveness

Significantly less
expensive than hiring
full time staff to
accomplish the same
work. )

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Yes

! WYGG:6 ¢ Z6-B -8 ¢ LZ0L 497d033(8 X0JdexX:AQ IN3S

«01l492L92L06

¢ #:8LLL 9LZ LOG



oPTION: _J5/ .Z’weéop &mf;rthm:«;g /qu:bvévi %,..

SUBOPTION:
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS
Effects of other response « QQ“Zﬂs 4@¢é“ﬁf6“h4
or restoration actions

Poteritial to improve rate

Cat CB Wi m/ W;ﬂwdﬂ

NBVL TN .

or degree of recovery X
Technical feasibility < lhwiger are ¢o“iefbe€,
Potential effects on human w woR . neo Kp ase menepirl
health/safety B curvt -
Relationship of expected W
costs to expected benefits
Cost effectiveness L Y i —2 —
Consistency with Federal < 4546 e
and State laws and policies / )

. oy aot e /om0 Wusedf
Potential for additional .
injury from proposed action 8 Yrvoac g buurTn

’ .

Degree to which proposed @7 rmedacae ey
action enhances the X

resource/service

Boaslf™

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits X
more than one res./serv.

.40/@74«4@ propely .

Importance of starting '
project within the next X
year .

4 seld a:oﬁifEZ?éétﬁou»g)v

B L
,omaomb,, caz(eds{z“ Kaj .

AUTHOR, RECOMMENDATION: __ yluhabll_

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE: 7[? 2

DATE:




-OPTION: 433 Develog integrated public information and education program

SUBOPTION: (a) develop program to provide and distribute up~dated information, and educata.onal

products

|

po—
—

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

—

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

No effects anticipated

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

X

Many people want to do
the right thing but
often lack necessary.
knowledge

Technical feasibility

Yes

Potential effects on human
health/safety

No effects anticipated

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Educational efforts
are normally most cost
effective than
enforcement approaches

Cost effectiveness

than each agency along
producing products

Consistency with PFederal
and State laws and policies

Yes

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

No effects anticipated

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

A single, coordinated
information and

education effort will

be more cost effective A

¢ WYLG:B ¢ 26-8 -9 ! LZ0L 497d033|3] XO0JaX:AQ IN3S

«01G62L52L06

9 #:8LLL 942 L0OB



— m——— P—

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE { UNKNOWN COMMENTS

Consistency with Federal x Yes
and State laws and policies '

Potential for additional X ' None
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed X No enhancement
action enhances the anticipated
resource/service

Degree to which proposed X Both the
action benefits more than - ‘ archaeological
one res./serv. resources (artifacts)

» : and the services
provided by sites
(historical context
etc...) will be served
by the proposed action

Importance of starting X : - No comprehensive
project within the next program of restoration
year work can begin on
these resources until
this work is
completed.

e

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:Sanford P. Rabinowitch (favorable) DATE:July 8, 1992
RPWG RECOMMENDATION : , DATE:




O  ArCSTING

b
|

OPTION: 29 GUFFIc Zonvi eines
SUBOPTION:. &[N VaorI0I0 . pdivaTr LAND uerovas = AOA- Poccndsc)
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN bOMMENTS
: CoAEy  GE  COATL I TP s

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

OT oL ACRAI T 10A~ oA F tany

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety '

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

ET A4S ALOIY 10 ¥
{pu~omwe Lox ) ArCREASEE

AGUNVEY VPl ENT

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

MAY  feevidy eSS
reeTverion  Fiyges
Rl T 194

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Xl X | X} I x> x| > x

Importance of starting
project within the next
year .

>

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: Q&

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:

X 40P suBOPTION Lok purciase or
LT HE T 10717

PLAcCErreT )T O

AWESTING ALEqS

CF st sa e

DATE:

778752

K SUHLSTrRnienvy



OPTION: 2%
SUBOPTION:_A: Hald Eagle; Harlegquin Duck
e ——

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNXROWN COMMENTS

Effects of other response x
or restoration actions

Potential to improve rate X
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility X

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected ®
costs to expected benefits

. Cost effectiveness ' x

Consistency with Federal x
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional : x
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed : x
action enhances the i
resource/service

Degree to which more j x
proposed action benefits ;
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting X
project within the next
year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:_yes DATE:__7/08/92

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




oprroN: J7 - 6%2‘7»\/415 [P ptect Bewcl anek Uoctosnly 5.Gs

SUBOPTION: ~
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS
Effects of other response @L&le VA k' T 4 ol
or restoration actions X cea 7o deppnt a -
‘ TS rg e
Potential to improve rate ME I MIE “iege 54 LS,
or degree of recovery X Yle 424&20@ 24 ace &Y
%, (A -~ -~
Technical feasibility X . #val Cleais aigtees . 1o zsz—u&f
Potential effects on human Wt Yure fo< '&@27 &
health/safety X HVERT My Aond

I5tale bene vets . T Wi wath,
wC May acl 7 _2vplos Jml
Cost effectiveness Hee "Stale “'/Mcj’l'tiﬂtﬂ"é Heal

' ' g T -
Consistency with Federal wped 4 WM‘W
and State laws and policies bwefres -G 46,44;2-’, {  anec, 3

— 7 U2
Potential for additional 2 9Me g, et w ¢ “Lt
injury from proposed action Opfem 2za , 4%0 w20 L6 .

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

X<

x

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

x>

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits X
more than one res./serv,

Impoftance of starting

project within the next e
year
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: Wm/é&é@ DATE: /7/{/9 z

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




OPTION: Z2

SUBOPTION: B (qrrsc srecia 4evas)

pROTECT IV AMMAAIVYE AT

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

CPULY BE oMl W ]
OT7HER ALANISITION O ATIONVG

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of ekpected
costs to expected benefits

rua~vfs
A bl

OR Bhbrcy
ATVCESSAALY

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

XX x| > | o> || X

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

>

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv,

Srrelgl  ARCAS  Suppoal
MURLTIALE Rosovreys B

sEovIerS

Importance of starting
project within the next
year -

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:__JZ¢

J
/7

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE: T 7

2/ 9z

DATE:




) NROyEeTED
OPTION: 22 AL 1S €S
SUBOPTION: 4 [srare rasks)

CRITERIA . FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE |. UNKNOWN COMMENTS
. ( P
Effects of other response )< f,ff,'f,’ig 0:,“‘.37}" ,‘;ZZ oPTIVS
or restoration actions ‘

Fot RECAIATION, (O]

Potential to improve rate REALLY "EOR REIOUACES

or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Fuavs Foq gionvey
MGT. OF Alras

costs to expected benefits Averssany

Cost effectiveness

Consistehcy with Federal
and State laws and policies

" VAR IAPLE ~ RPPI7r0r2e
X PARLIC UEE CcOULY 1ATuRS: e
RESIuRETS =5 28 #rFoews PRESRrare: -

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the

X
X
X
Relationship of expected )<
X
X
X
A

resource/service

Degree to which more RECACATIOF L SEL ey
proposed action benefits . )( ' RS PRIAARY TALGET
more than one res./serv. '

Importance of starting

project within the next X
year )
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION :coA's/0d4, AT siT& AAEKS Auay DATE: 2/8 /92

EROMA (AMTulEP AUSO0WECES
RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




OPTION:§ 22 Designated protected marine area
SUBOPTION: (b) National Marine Sanctuary

I . CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

Designation of a ,
Marine Sanctuary can
be complimentary to
the restoration of
many marine resources

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Coordinated management
and research for
marine areas should
enhance the
opportunity for
recovery

Technical feasibility

Establishment of a
marine sanctuary is
technically feasible

Potential effects on human
health/safety

None anticipated

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Typically, Marine
Sanctuaries are funded
by Congressional
appropriation and
should have little to
no effect on use of
restoration funds.

Cost effectiveness

If a Marine Sanctuary
is designated, funding
may come through
Congressional
appropriation, thus,
little to no impact
would be made on
settlement funds.

¢ WYQG:6 ¢ 26-8 -9 ¢ 120, Jotrdods|al Xodax:Ag IN3IS

«015Z2LG2L06

Y #:8LLL 942 LOB



OPTION: ZZ

PROTICTIY AR ANE AREAS
MOLIFY AMMG7. "MMJ‘)

or restoration actions

SUBOPTION: _ )
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN | COMMENTS '"

: . Coned BE CoOmPIgd i,
Effects of other response X OTHVE OPTIéns ‘ H

Potential to impfove rate
or degree of recovery

MOST APPLIC AL Onr PuPLIC
CAnPS  SLRCLOY 1a SPECIAC

1022

Technical feasibility

PLOTLCTIVE STATUS

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Lo cosy oRFres

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which propbsed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

X
A
X
X
X
X
X
A
X

Importance of starting
project within the nex
year y

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: 22 .71,

X

PnT Sy

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:

DATE:

2/3/79 2




Acdu/RE ACeOSS o ST Filw sng,
PAR LN ASE & A oAe PLARCHASE 2

——

OPTION: 28
SUBOPTION:

—

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

couLd OF o TTP KT
OT IV ACRAIEIY 1007 DT r0ALL

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

VAR APLE = 1A RSP
AlelSS CONLD EITHIL 1T
Rrionncrs QR QLFocwsS ¢5G

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv,

A e e SLY
o Smony /,e/ata'wpowc
&t S et s

Importance of starting
project within the next
year .

X

t——

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:

v aun
RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

X Aoo

CONIIOER, BNT SITy AcctS ponis
50 A5 ]o it NN

RESLcedS Onr
P RCSonRCES

DATE: 7/

5752

DATE:

Sa0PP7 10 onr Qascl 4/ 74 EASEAME A 7S



OPTION: Z6
SUBOPTION: & (A4 rvrb

EXTUAO  STaeArm OAF FEAS
IFORESYT PPRACYIC VS 4&7)

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions -

X

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

A

VARVAPLE ~ RO v1A74 Az]
7 AMcfﬂl’mVM/‘durmf
CONED  LUSALS 127 UNPEIRACS

&

e pGES

Technical feasibility

MIGHLY ConT@vTirous ¢55uE

Potential effects on human
health/safety '

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

L COST orylenr

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

S| [X] X X

VARIATCE =
see”

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year -

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:_ Qe&ee 7 &

DATE:

DATE:

7/87/4a2




OPTION: 26 L XTv~? STHvAm gurred
SUBOPTIONSA&E_ (/’MACHJJ,' & ron - .)“4‘”4;")

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS

_;_H_w T COMPIAVEP b,

OTNin AculifiTton OPFIog @
sved wusprous, ScAITTELSS
PURETR 2y 18f Wowntp fe
QI FICtee Y FO mA~PLE

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

SHCPFT, 4 A~y J-PEe_ |

Technical feasibility TH TO 1M EruNT FHIn B

Potential effects on human
health/safety

ENTItS  HPOIY)O~A¢
FuaPle, o 1472 84500

Relationship of expected
qdorvey g,

costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

. . Sa@gOrT. A AT PRwiIpE
Degree to which proposed Gs AT ER adxzsz;fy or

action enhances the F"’V“ ~ FURA PROTOE 1w FTHpA]
resource/service SOy TYPES oF pen-pPutcrase or rons

>3 | ¢ x| X > x| X x

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

P

Importance of starting

project within the next x
year - '
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: 20 J7, pety St &F) DATE: _2/2/%2

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




OPTION: 25 AR S wAeH A BS
SUBOPTION: AXx 8 (/vAcnite B Aon »/‘uamﬂc‘)

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN éOMMENTS
CoOULY PE COMPIVEP
Effects of other response X ' OTHIA  peauls i TI0A- OATION
or restoration actions '

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

SApOry. A Ay Faac

Technical feasibility LONMBIR 30 1mBLire T SHtA &

Potential effects on human
health/safety

EAMTANUS 40)”‘?&#}4—
ERANDING  [2op 1ACRETSES

Abceyry Mem7T.

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

SuporT. A4 may PANVIFE
QRAEJTEA CoRTAINTY OF
LONEG - TEAA PASTUCToAr THAN

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Inportance of starting
project within the next
year -

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: g IT DATE: 772792

X

X

X

X

X

Consistency with Federal )‘
X
X

X

X

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:

SO TYPUL OF AN P ACH ISE S rPNONS



OPTION: 24 Acanide l”lbtt/lc'F‘Mn! lvitoLotvas
SUBOPTION: Ax @2 (Purtira5e B Arvor - puscasc )

‘CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

couLp B CoAPIvEV
OTHVUA RCRMisIT 10~ AT r1e~S

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

i

Technical feasibility.

SUEORT. 4 ANAT TAKE toaaég
7o irpef oAy T g L

Potential effects on human
health/safety"

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

EATRIS RPPIT rorvae—
FounIarsy, o4 |Arctetsed
AaEwey AMGMT,

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

SRy, A ~AY HaoviPE
AEATEL CLATAIATY OF
LON G ~TURM PROTECT 10~ THANV
SOAV" Fyres OF NMoar-pPuechale orr

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

20 I Eall il 21 PO DN PV IRl I

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: Z2_ /7

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE: 7 /8/22

DATE:

s



OPTION: ACQUIAE P PRIVE QIAD B pryrmdt NAPITA)
SUBOPTION: ;Z&ﬁ PARCHASE & Aoar pudcinase)

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS ‘ “.
[ coury O €IMmPIVEP v,
Effects of ?ther response X PIHIA  AC@uls1TI0A OrPTIONS ||
or restoration actions
Potential to improve rate X
or degree of recovery
. \ . SueerT. A A4y IAKE temash
Technical feasibility X e 1o rte BT rav 8
Potential effects on human X
health/safety ‘
. y 3 ’Mr4
Relationship of expected X ,ﬁuﬂp,,:,:’ ;.";”;’;";L, Mo
costs to expected benefits C EA R MENT '
Cost effectiveness X
Consistency with Federal )
and State laws and policies X
Potential for additional X
injury from proposed action :

: . SUBOFT. 4. Ay revibe
Degree to which proposed GATATIL COLTAtrTY 0,‘&,,”“
action enhances the X FEAA PROTUC TN yplrgar JOME
resource/service TVYIES OF ~Oarepurtysse oVTIonls
Degree to which more
proposed action benefits X
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting

project within the next X

‘year -
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:__ oo DATE: 7/8/92

DATE:




CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE URKKOWN COMMENTS
Consistency with Federal X By definition, the
and State laws and policies program is consistent

with federal law.

Potential for additional X None anticipated
injury from proposed action -

Degree to which proposed . No enhancement
action enhances the X anticipated
resource/service

Deqree to which proposed ‘ Marine Sanctuaries
action benefits more than X will benefit numerous
one res./serv. resources and

services, including:
coastal habitat,
marine birds and
mammals, seabirds,
fisheries,
invertebrates, algae
and seagrasses and

recreation.
Importance of starting Since the designation
project within the next X process takes 2.5
year years (unless

Congressional action
accelerates the
process) greater
benefits could be
expected, during the
10 year life span of
settlement payments by
starting this year.

— — -
—— — =

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:Sanford P. Rabinowitch-(favorable} - ~ DATE:Jume 4, 1992
RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:

¢ Wy9G:8 ¢ Z6-8 -9 ¢ 1204 487d0d8 |81 X0JexX:Ag IN3S

«018ZLGELOG

& #:8LLL 94T LOB



OPTION: 2/ Aceuine 7108t 4~ 0f

SUBOPTION: 4 x4 (/uuwﬂg x ”ozv—ﬂuzzu/»r;c')

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

OPTIIAS ol S CoMPI1atd
e QT ¥R Acaduis)yron
21T 18-S

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

RECOvELy G ACed I
oAy A Ftes ARIAS =
ANOST TI1OFLAANS g LA flrc

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

> > |Ix|X X<

1A 2PPLIC ALY ALEAS,
-8 AATIZ G oop

Cost effectiveness

GPTIIRT 3P PLICRILE  TO oAty
A rew  sesat

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

P

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

et Aners AVCOVVAT  Fuy
N VLT A e ALTAS

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

X

Importance of starting
project within the next
year : -

X

DATE: 7

50 e s -y

79732

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION :CoNVS/00& Ly AS Lowr rartoerry

DATE:

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:




oprion: 280  EVYS

AVGANT. AAALEA

SUBOPTION: < (ctrarstenrive 4&7/@4/)

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

—
——

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

POTUNVTIIIL 5Ok AGEACY
PISACKYIMINTE X 700 ALY
EUACALUCAACY =~ Jos9 APANTS O

Technical feasibility

X
X

POSSIBEE LoCHL B AGOVEY
TLAI SR CF10nr" PRI FLESS

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

EAnT AINS BOLIT 10
Foanfrarl, [JSO4 IAMCALEASED

Cost effectiveness

G AT, AT iveFies

cOnsistendy with Federal
and State laws and policies

CPON L P CONITLIC)  bar, SRTLINS
RESTVICT VL L 1"Gr5L A Froa

(22 Anvieen)

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year .

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: _JQELETE

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:

:7/3/?2

DATE:

vy ré e
&



OPTION: Zo k’yd} APGAT,

ALEA

SUBOPTION: B [ A-~1d~? 167, 19¢945)

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

X

AP EOS OVEY FO el
e AL

Technical feasibility

XX

POTEATIFC Fak FGTACY
SCVRISPICT PPA - CrA"ELIC TS

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Lo 2287 AT IéA

Cost effectiveness

Consistenéy with Federal
and State laws 'and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

X
X
X
X
X

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

X

see” égg)

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

X

Importance of starting
project within the next
year .

X

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: 7Ry, At ZHovald FTrenvicse

FEASIPIL )T Yy APPSILS LOW
RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:

> /2/% 7

DATE:




oPTION: 29 LEVOS  mamT. ARES
SUBOPTION: o (AMew0 AL (otTAL AtGrt. 447)

- SRR
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS
Effects of other response
or restoration actions )(
Potential to improve rate X :’Z;;f{ﬁ’,’,ﬂ'gfﬁﬁﬁ ,5—0 sers V/[' o @
or degree of recovery LA&"&I&‘}‘ O EXISTING QAT HOLITIES

Technical feasibiliEg

Potential effects on human
health/safety

) \ Lon cosf7T or7Iov
Relationship of expected

costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

COnsistenéy with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

X > x| X | X I

Degree to which proposed S
action enhances the }(
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits )(
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next X
year .

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: _2¢ /7 . w174 _CAv&R7 J7//#7  DATE: 7/9 /?z
1T PROVICES LESS PROGTECTIIA [l gnr oo BECAISIT 104

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




OPTION: /9  susver

ST AS

SUBOPTION: _—

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

fl

COMMENTS

|

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

Sy 17770 wvdLo P
MEerIrIEe  Iar T O, PEE oS

o HAETAT AACCM/ISITION~

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

coALp ETHC SARXYETING
LARGE  gREAS

Potential effects on human

| health/safety

EAT LS )HECP Schevryy
o HeEereonTORS — So e

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

2’545 PNV O WVED

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

LD ppofonrTtrl
ALOT oA

e
Ve Tty

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

AMMULTIFLE SHPECIES E _
SEAVICES DEPU~PS~] Onr

AP, Ftsy

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:

Importance of starting
project within the next
year ' ‘ )

SRl D VI V0 B N D P g Y

20

7.7

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

Aop A5 crIfregt g5

BuUul wouwtp g€ BES7T yo

éﬂ So
DATE: pd D2

$0mY FO L7427 ATXF ve.,

DATE:




oprzon:_ |1 Umisdi nutlledbucsd foctie o Slomds Lapstandt b sty Mt loiady

S8UBOPTION:

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS

Effects of other response j<
or restoration actions

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

> IX|>X

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected . .
costs to expected benefits >(

Cost effectiveness X .
3 - } -

Consistency with Federal X ' Addihvad Aegualing A

and State laws and policies toveanlo wrwd ipnd

] Potential for additional 3( (ﬁlﬁ 8ﬁ0/

| injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the 7<r
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits ><
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting ﬂh_@ﬁmuyxuixﬂoﬁm{ai,
project within the next jﬂ he sHOA at bb%Vﬁ}b

year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: W pare: 1/ 7 /AT

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




OPTION:_ 16

. pfc >

SUBOPTION:
| CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS
| Effects of other response ( X
or restoration actions
Potential to improve rate X uncertain, but seems

or degree of recovery

x o

likely

Technical feasibility X 2(

Potential effects on human X i Dangerous work
health/safety

Relationship of expected X If it works

costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness ¥ X probably good
Consistency with Federal X {
and State laws and policies

| Potential for additional X could cause adverse

injury from proposed action

ol

affects, but can stop

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

it’11 be a long time
before enhancement
could happen!

Degree to which proposed
action benefits more than
one res. /serv.

Potentially

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

If fails, only adds 1
year to a predicted 70
+ recovery time, may
shorten time a lot

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:Go forward

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

»

DATE:

29 Jdune 1992

DATE:




oprIoN: 'Y

SUBOPTION:

—

e o
' CRITERIA

FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN. | COMMENTS

Effects of other response -+
or restoration actions T

o6 4
> (}‘_ Formitlieny S hvdy

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safegz

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistendy with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

FIE T[]

Degree to which proposed : thlﬂi\ ?tué.\
action enhances the

resource/service

Degree to which more

T:Uh—'\(a\.\t:(\ ((T\DGL‘-\

more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

e

4—
proposed action benefits i .45—~

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: _-Fhioraniss DATE: 1-¥-%¢=

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




OPTION:

SUBOPTION. o (bt noh vndSorcadly :ﬁ“_‘_"; 20 wae nel drediId ae &S&:i
R e
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN | COMMENTS

Effects of other response

sloul & Ge cong

or restoration actions o

Potential to improve rate Fﬁuikﬁ;*dL

or degree of recovery L m.c wﬁw
Technical feasibility [

Potential effects on human o

health/safety ;
Relationship of expected - o i;:fb ?“““°°+
costs to expected benefits wrouid

Cost effectiveness e

Consistendy with Federal ‘

and State laws and policies L

Potential for additional S kot ) T
injury from proposed action @ ®© @LMM Wﬁg
Degree to which proposed ’

action enhances the v

resource/service

Degree to which more el tDGLLFQ'S :
proposed action benefits e ) | o2
more than one res./serv. Con SEFAE UALS
Importance of starting QKOwA~vq & ftihboma&ﬂﬁw
project within the next | v oo ar®X

year A ~4 ¢

o
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION Q@_,_Lb@ﬁ“;_

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE: 1’ 1‘3 L

DATE:

i

e



.op'r:on'": ¥ decelovatl

SUBOPTION:

&wwf/y g lpper v ibead Zpe

= T e e c—— . m
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN | COMMENTS 7
' e cleast- J Ao. s
Effects of other response f,tq‘{ haot Ad,m ‘ﬂac;
or restoration actions X _eggi@.
Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery X _
MO PJYUPSHEL fﬁCﬂUcﬁ»uM
Technical feasibility X ane Mvam.
Potential effects.on human 5 \ ?g:‘e) (Z‘f att i aead
health/safety ade i
Relationship of expected W
costs to expected benefits
Cost ‘effectiveness X -
Consistency with Federal < @ermets Ibtacad (5o
and State laws and policies DC, BD(6 -
Y P not Lekaly et d50
Potential for additional etvh , Dot
injury from proposed action X X W eM‘Z?
Degree to which proposed Ul}‘ e fec'/tu?_ulb, 240
action enhances the ¥ M@é&é .
resource/service
Degreée to which more Atratfeed &G, e Heod
proposed action benefits e cutg s fedal ovgireisucs
more than one res./serv. wetd Le ’
Importance of starting x j‘o(m; df {-;f:chffﬁ\
roject within the next
peci £ B et
e = —~
AUTHOR' RECOMMENDATION: \Zé,dww(&/ DATE: 77/%/??/

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:




oprroN: /7 Eliminele Sowices

A Brsestoat Chotamcss 2200

el

SUBOPTION:
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN | COMMENTS

Effects of other response Wt applicatle o mo
or restoration actions ket ctzeipaled égfedi

. . pmd%vz v _heglhey
Potential to improve rate SeLs Geid :
or degree of recovery X ( / aﬁ%ds)
Technical feasibility X P ST7l/ W{JD@%
Potential effects on human %%‘4‘ “e" ‘g ME: 5
health/safety X .
Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits X
Cost effectiveness < _
et cten: b Tarig, AR gincingd) petwicls
Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies X Fom DEC § ADFrG -
Potential for additional oy NEFK redisn) - s
injury from proposed action X Ggtiiey A
Degree to which proposed Azo ﬁ"f‘zu 72 ”‘)?”
action enhances the W ey Aegbor et~
resource/service Oules (Lerts/ otrer 5).
Degree to which more g"‘e'{ Wﬁé dnd
proposed action benefits % i “lev ue el 3
more than one res./serv. 25 coelld 45 begho d&o(a—év#»(ﬂo .
Importance of starting Critical e ol
project within the next X ‘g comtamen L
year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: Xédm
RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE: 77/’—/ 72

DATE:




OPTION: I3

SUBOPTION:
e — — - . —
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS

Effects of other response JE’

or restoration actions . -

v Detuies Feope oF Py
Potential to improve rate 4 EW”“SM hw‘: Ay
or degree of recovery
Technical feasibility -t ALwoes Provest
Potential effects on human ‘
health/safety +—
Relationship of expected i
costs to expected benefits
Cost effectiveness 4—
Consistenéy with Federal
and State laws and policies +—
Sorvmr TnatueGer WO OSSO Sy
Potential for additional e be prasprlodcon,
injury from proposed action ‘ - 7 v
ok, Retua™ oF
Degree to which proposed (o1 N
action enhances the X Persctte st ol
resource/service
Degree to which more ‘“E' 'wb"’?m Qm‘ & Foed
proposed action benefits 4 ) NGO DO, R U OO
more than one res./serv. | MOy, Rwn  ovterzc
N . Q)—\ ' .

Importance of starting Comtteasmin Gdromiuest
project within the next <4 ok M draplls tenS
year

e

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: _ Fwvorable . DATE: _[—¥-f2-

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




OPTION: 10 Preservation of archaeological sites angd artifacts

SUBOPTION:

e m=a==r.-=
| ‘ CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X Other respons i

can lead additional .
including ”9“3/

looting and vandalism

Potential to improve rate
or. degree of recovery

These resources are
not restorable, b
continuing
be lessened or
sgggped.

Technical feasibility

Yes

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Archaeologists will
face risks normally
associated with their
field work.

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

A complete
understanding of the
specific nature of
injuries to these
resources will assure
that settlement monies
will be spent

Cost effectiveness

OPTIONAL FORM 9 (7-50)
FAX TRANSWMITTAL vorpsgems> 2

productively.

This work should be
highly cost effective
as it will ensure that
only appropriate
restorative actions
are taken at each
site.

1o§ K

Depl

ﬁw%
=]

Fax P

]

Faxd 2. b ‘71?'8 CENERAL SEAVICES ADMINISTRATION

3 T5AD.-01 3477368

5099101



ol _ AR by

OPTION:_9
SUBOPTION: B

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS

Effects of other response X
or restoration actions

Potential to improve rate X
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility X

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected ' could help resource
costs to expected benefits but hamper fisheries

Cost effectiveness X

Consistency with Federal X
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional P4
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed X
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more X
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting X need long lead time to
project within the next document extent of
year problem first

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:__favorable DATE:__June 23, 1992

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




OoPTION: &

SUBOPTION: ES

—

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

—

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

M~\a~en. | . '
;%NM

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

RagyeivasConaressconat ot ise

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

YV NS S

Cost effectiveness

Consistenéy with Federal
and State laws and policies

:i:Ei:i:n4>Ck»«xwhu~d»dﬁ.

Potential for additional
injury fromggrogosed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

NANEANA

nan \9%&5‘&:\@4@

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

nd‘ vn~v¢»JkL—*aw~l“‘=5
eAdan cnnasX mw-%ﬂm&'

[R 13PN

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: ¥

DATE: _7[8{q2

DATE:




OPTION:_08

SUBOPTION: A: Harbor Seal
e

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

Education actions may
enhance user accept.

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:__ no

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE: __ 6/

11/92

DATE:




OPTION:_08
SUBOPTION:_A:

[r——

Sea Otter

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

Education actions may
enhance user accept.

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: no

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:

6/11/92

DATE:




OPTION:_08

SUBOPTION: A: Harlequin Duck
‘ CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORAB

Lz |

UNKNOWN

CGMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

Education actions may
enhance user accept.

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:_yes

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:

6/11/92

DATE:




OPTION:_08
SUBOPTION:_A: _River Otter

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

Education actions may
enhance user accept.

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:__ves

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:

DATE:

6/11/92




OPTION: 8
SUBOPTION: __ A

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal

and State laws and policies

Potential for additional

injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which proposed
action benefits more than
one res, /serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

Public relations
especially

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:_Go forward

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:_8 July 1992

DATE:




OPTION:_08

SUBOPTION: A: Brown Bear

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORAEBLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

Education actions may
enhance user accept.

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

no

DATE:

6/11/92

DATE:




OPTION:_7

SUBOPTION: B _

B e e

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS

Effects of other response X If new designations or
or restoration actions regulations are made

Potential to improve rate X depending on the above
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

>

Relationship of expected X
costs to expected benefits

b

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional X Disturbance? Change in
injury from proposed action wilderness perception?

Degree to which proposed X
action enhances the
resource/service

‘Degree to which proposed X
action benefits more than
one res./se€rv.

Importance of starting X
préject within the next
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: &6 fOrw

RPWE RECOMMENDATION: ... . DATE:




OPTION:__ 7
SUBOPTION: A

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

This could be
accomplished by opt33

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

moderate

Technical feasibility

X

Potential effects on human
health/safety

minimal

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost efféctiveness

Consistency with Federal

and State laws and policies

Potential for additional

injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which proposed
action benefits more than
one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

not necessary although
some pub. ed. needs to
begin promptly

P — e
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:_ wrap into OPT33

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

DATE:

7-8-92

DATE:




OPTION: C=

SUBOPTION: A

| CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN

COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

ANTLCA seewdueaiiaal\
CA feeR

L% W)

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Yo Coad20 »vwoéb»~$m:j§:gt§s

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safetzﬁ

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistenéy with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

Degree to which more
proposed action benefits
more than one res./serv.

A "\\\\\

Importance of starting
project within the next
ear 7

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:

Y
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION: %@L%




OPTION:_ 4
SUBOPTION: c

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

Potential to improve rate X
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility difficult but possible

Potential,effects on human X
health/safety

Relationship of expected X
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional low

injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed X may hurt Good for target
action enhances the tourism species’ and resources
resource/service

Degree to which proposed X

action benefits more than
one res./serv.

Importance of starting X This will probably
project within the next take at least a year
year to get established
_ _
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:_consider DATE:_ 29 June 1992

RPWG RECOMMENDATION: DATE:




OPTION:_ 5
SUBOPTION:__ B

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS

Effects of other response best if
or restoration actions done w/5a

Potential to improve rate X probably good but not
or degree of recovery great -

Technical feasibility X

Potential effects on human none
health/safety

Relationship of expected X
costs to expected benefits

Cost effectiveness : X

Consistency with Federal X
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional low
injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed X through enhancing
action enhances the understanding
resource/service

Degree to which proposed X user ethics may help
action benefits more than
one res,/serv.

Importance of starting not
project within the next necessary
year
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:_carry forward DATE:_7 July 1992

RPWG RECOMMENDATION:  DATE:




OPTION: 4
SUBOPTION: B
e

CRITERIA

FAVORABLE

UNFAVORABLE

UNKNOWN COMMENTS

Effects of other response
or restoration actions

X

If 4A & 4C are
implemented

Potential to improve rate
or degree of recovery

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human
health/safety

normal risks to
employees, better
public?

for

Relationship of expected
costs to expected benefits

Locations are so
scattered...

Cost effectiveness

Consistency with Federal

and State laws and policies

Potential for additional

injury from proposed action

low

Degree to which proposed
action enhances the
resource/service

No enhancement
expected

Degree to which proposed
action benefits more than
one res./serv.

Importance of starting
project within the next
year

X
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OPTION:_4
SUBOPTION:_A

sy s
CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS
Effects of other response X may be very important
or restoration actions if feasibility studies
Potential to improve rate X : example of fishermen
or degree of recovery at Barrens

Technical feasibility

Potential effects on human X

health/safety

Relationship of expected X may not be needed
costs to expected benefits birds may have adapted
Cost effectiveness X

Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies

Potential for additional Low

injury from proposed action

Degree to which proposed X Better understanding
action enhances the - of species
resource/service

Degree to which proposed X

action benefits more than
one res./serv.

Importance of starting X
project within the next
year
AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:_carry forward DATE:_29 June ’'92
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OPTION: 1
SUBOPTION: __C

project within the next
year

CRITERIA FAVORABLE | UNFAVORABLE | UNKNOWN COMMENTS
Effects of other response X
or restoration actions
Potential to improve rate X Education/protection
or degree of recovery only way to help
Technical feasibility X
Potential effects on human none
health/safety
Relationship of expected X
costs to expected benefits
Cost effectiveness X
Consistency with Federal
and State laws and policies
Potential for additional low
injury from proposed action
Degree to which proposed X Would enhance peoples
action enhances the appreciation of the
resource/service resource
Degree to which proposed X Depends on how the
action benefits more than education program is
one res./serv. designed
Importance of starting X Could help reduce

current vandalism
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AUTHOR RECOMMENDATION:_go forward DATE:_25 June 1992

Comment: This could be taken care of through other "field-presence" options; however,
it probably can achieve the highest benefit for archaeology than restoration for other

resources/services. KAK
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