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             (The following meeting was held:)
            PERRY FRANKLIN:  Good evening.  My name is 
  Perry Franklin, and I will be serving as tonight's 
  meeting facilitator.  To formally begin, I would like to 
  invite Ms. Trudy Fisher to the podium.  Ms. Fisher is a 
  Mississippi Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill NRDA Trustee and 
  MDEQ Executive Director. 
             Ms. Fisher?
             TRUDY FISHER:  Thank you all for being here.  
  Can everyone hear me?  
             AUDIENCE:  Yes.
             TRUDY FISHER:  Good.  Thank you.  I really 
  appreciate y'all being here.  And I wanted to talk with 
  you a little bit about why we're here.  And the first 
  thing I want to ask you is I hope you all took the time 
  to look up into the sky and see that absolutely gorgeous 
  moon that was coming up over the beautiful Mississippi 
  Gulf Coast.  I mean, I literally had to pull off to the 
  side of the road and just have a "wow" moment.  And I 
  was glad that I was able to be down here with you and 
  enjoy it over the beautiful Coast; it was just 
  phenomenal. 
             A little bit about why we're here:  We're 
  here to talk about Early Restoration efforts on behalf 
  of the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill Natural Resource 
  Damage Assessment, or NRDA process.  Now, I've had 
  opportunity to visit with many of you before we got 
  started and to thank you individually, but for the 
  official record, I want to thank you officially and to 
  get it in the record, because you've been so dedicated 
  to come to the meetings and provide the input with your 
  presence and provide the input at these meetings, so it 
  is greatly appreciated.  
             Also, I'd like to recognize our public 
  officials who are here.  We have Lisa Cowan with the 
  Hancock County Board of Supervisors.  Lisa, thank you 
  for being here.  And we also have Leonard Carrubba, an 
  Alderman here with the City of Long Beach.  Thank you 
  for being here; we really appreciate both of you being 
  here.  And if we missed anyone, I -- please let us know, 
  and we'll be sure and recognize you.  But again, thank 
  you for being here.
             We're here to talk tonight about a draft 
  document, a draft document that we want your public -- 
  want your comments on.  Now, I'm going to read the 
  title, so just bear with me.  It's the Draft 
  Programmatic and Phase III Early Restoration Plan and 
  Draft Early Restoration Programmatic Environmental 
  Impact Statement.  
             So what is all of that?  The Trustees have 
  been working through the Early Restoration process and 
  how to jump start restoration.  And tonight, we're 
  talking about a suite of 44 projects across the five 
  Gulf states that totals roughly $627 million.  For 
  Mississippi, out of those projects, we have four 
  projects here in Mississippi.  Richard Harrell is going 
  to talk and give more details about the four proposed 
  Mississippi projects later in the presentation.  For the 
  Mississippi proposed projects, it totals roughly $70 
  million.  The projects -- it's our third ecological 
  project here in Mississippi and three recreational lost 
  human use projects that we're going to be talking about 
  tonight.  
             The documents talk about the types of 
  projects that we think, we, the Trustees think are 
  suitable for Early Restoration, our preferred approach 
  to Early Restoration, the 44 projects I've already told 
  you about, and likely environmental impacts from Early 
  Restoration.  
             Now, this document is not going to be final.  
  These projects -- document is not going to be final 
  until we hear from all of you.  We can hear from you in 
  a variety of ways.  We'd love to hear from you tonight 
  by coming to the microphone if that's what you would 
  like to do, or we can take your written comments.  We 
  also have a computer I think some of you have used set 
  up out in the hall and you can submit your comments out 
  there by computer.  You also can go to the website and 
  go to restore.ms and submit.  There are also forms where 
  you can mail.  
             I hope you can tell by the number of ways 
  that you can comment that we're listening and we want to 
  hear from you.  So please, use these means of 
  communication to let us to know what you're thinking 
  about Early Restoration and how we should go about it.  
             The public comment period is going to go 
  through February 4th, and so tonight is not the only 
  opportunity you have.  So we have through February 4th 
  for the comments.  So again, I want -- and you're going 
  to hear through tonight, you're going to hear a little 
  bit more about the process that led to the development 
  of the Early Restoration agreement assessment and the 
  documents.  So we've got two really good presenters 
  coming to give you the information about this document 
  and how we got here.  
             So again, thank you for being here, and I 
  look forward to hearing what you have to say tonight.  
  Thank you.  
             PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Fisher.  As 
  Trudy mentioned, the purpose of tonight's meeting is to 
  receive your comments.  We are here to hear from you on 
  the Draft Programmatic and Phase III Early Restoration 
  Plan and Draft Early Restoration Programmatic 
  Environmental Impact Statement.  That's a mouthful.  
  This document is quite lengthy -- there's a copy of it 
  out in the lobby in the rear -- and comprehensive.  It 
  contains information listed on the screen now. 
             And now we should get started.  As you can 
  see, we have a court reporter with us tonight, Ms. Tara 
  Sims, to ensure that your comments are accurately 
  captured for the record.  We also have with us tonight 
  sign language interpreters, Ms. Jill Hagler and 
  Ms. Peggy Bosma.  Are there any individuals in the room 
  tonight that are in need of assistance, of sign language 
  assistance?  Thank you.  
             Before we proceed, if I can have everyone 
  silence their cell phones and ask you all if you have a 
  personal conversation, to take it in the rear, so as to 
  respect your fellow participant.  I also want to draw 
  your attention to the wonderful array of handouts that 
  were available at the open house.  There is an executive 
  summary, and I'm just saying, it's a thousand-page 
  document, multiple thousands of pages, but this is a 
  great executive summary.  If you pick up nothing else 
  tonight, I invite you to pick up this one document, 
  because it will give you a quick overview of what it is 
  that we're talking about tonight and the comment period 
  that is open until February 4th. 
             There are also blue cards.  Is there anyone 
  in the room that did not sign in utilizing one of these 
  blue cards?  If you'll raise your hand, we'll get a blue 
  card to you.  Throughout the night, I'll say, "If 
  there's anyone who wants to speak and who did not check 
  the box that's there, I want to be a speaker tonight, at 
  any time, you can raise your hand and we'll get a card 
  to you," so that you can come up and be introduced 
  properly when it gets to the Phase 2 of tonight's 
  meeting for the public comment portion. 
             As the night progresses, we'll make comments 
  at this microphone.  There's two parts to tonight's 
  meeting, as Trudy mentioned.  The first part is to give 
  you a presentation of where we've been and where we're 
  headed; the second and most important portion of 
  tonight's meeting is where you come up and give your 
  public comment.  Additionally, in the rear lobby, 
  there's a PC connected to the Internet.  If you have a 
  lengthy comment, we would like for you to go to the 
  lobby in the rear and we have a staff person there who 
  can assist you to input that information.  
             There are multiple ways to get your comment 
  into the record.  You can come up tonight, verbally.  
  You can fill out one of these forms tonight or take it 
  with you; there is a mailing address on this form.  You 
  can go online and provide your public comment, or you 
  can do it tonight with the computer that's in the rear 
  lobby.  
             So please be thinking about -- if you want to 
  make a public comment, please be thinking at this point 
  what it is you want to say for yourself or for the 
  organization that you're representing.  I have been 
  given the filled-out blue cards thus far of the 
  individuals that have already indicated that they would 
  like to make comment.  Throughout the evening, again, I 
  will ask if there are any others who would like to make 
  public comment.  If every one of you wants to make 
  public comment, that is fine and acceptable, as that is 
  the purpose of tonight's meeting.  Just simply go 
  through the process of raising your hand so we can get 
  your name on the blue card so I can put your name into 
  the record, and when you come forward, if you'll do the 
  same; say your name, and if you're representing an 
  organization, say the name of the organization.  
             So without further adieu, let me bring up our 
  first presenter.  I would like to introduce Ms. Debora 
  McClain.  She is the Department of the Interior's Deputy 
  Case Manager for the Deepwater Horizon Natural Resource 
  Damage Assessment.  Debora has many years of experience 
  working on NRDAs, including the Exxon-Valdez oil spill. 
             Ms. McClain?
             DEBORA MCCLAIN:  Thank you, Perry.  Good 
  evening, everyone, and thank you for joining us.  This 
  evening, we'll be covering a lot of information.  First, 
  I'll give you an overview of the Natural Resource Damage 
  Assessment, commonly referred to as NRDA, and then I 
  will also go over some background information about 
  Early Restoration.  We'll spend most of the time 
  tonight -- I'm sorry; is there -- can you all hear me?
             AUDIENCE:  Yes, we can.
             DEBORA MCCLAIN:  Sorry; it sounds like a lot 
  of feedback.  We'll spend most of the time tonight on 
  what is contained in the Draft Early Restoration 
  document which was released to the public on December 
  6th.  I'll provide information about the major 
  components of the draft document.  As Trudy and Perry 
  both said, it's the Draft Programmatic Early Restoration 
  Plan, the Draft Early Restoration Programmatic 
  Environmental Impact Statement, and the Draft Phase III 
  Early Restoration Plan Projects.  When we discuss the 
  Draft Phase III Early Restoration Projects, MDEQ's 
  Director of Pollution Control, Mr. Richard Harrell, will 
  describe the four Mississippi proposed projects.  After 
  the presentation, I'll turn it back over to Perry, who 
  will facilitate the public comment period, part of this 
  meeting.  
             Okay.  The Oil Pollution Act of 1990, which 
  was adopted after the Exxon-Valdez includes this 
  objective for NRDA:  To make the environment and public 
  whole from injuries to natural resources and services 
  resulting from an incident involving a discharge or 
  substantial threat of discharge of oil.  So since the 
  time the oil started to flow from the Deepwater Horizon 
  well, we've been working to make the public and the 
  environment whole.  So let me tell you who we are and 
  give you some information about NRDA.  
             So who are the Trustees?  The Trustees are 
  the public entities responsible for determining injury 
  and restoration needed to achieve the NRDA objective of 
  making the public and the environment whole.  The 
  Trustees for this case are the States of Alabama, 
  Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana and Texas, and four 
  federal entities, the Department of the Interior, the 
  Department of Commerce represented by the National 
  Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, the U.S. 
  Department of Agriculture, and the Environmental 
  Protection Agency.  The trustees rely on science to 
  determine both injury and the necessary restoration 
  actions required to make the public and the environment 
  whole.  
             So how do we do this?  First, we determine 
  the kind of injury caused and the amount of injury that 
  occurred to natural resources and their services.  
             Okay.  So what do we mean by "natural 
  resources"?  We mean wetlands, marshes, beaches, 
  wildlife, water quality, oyster beds, near shore reefs, 
  and many more.  What do we mean by "natural resource 
  activity" -- I'm sorry; "natural resource services"?  
  Natural resource services include the ecological and 
  recreational services that natural resources provide.  
  Examples of ecological services includes wildlife 
  habitat provided by coastal marshes, fish nurseries 
  provided by coastal wetlands, fish habitat provided by 
  reefs, and erosion reduction provided by coastal 
  vegetation.  Recreational use services include such 
  things as beach-going and recreation provided by clean 
  beaches, canoeing and kayaking provided by estuaries and 
  rivers.  The entire cost of the NRDA process, injury 
  assessment and restoration, is borne by BP and the other 
  responsible parties.  
             Okay.  So there's three basic phases of a 
  NRDA.  Let's see here.  The first phase is our 
  pre-assessment phase.  We have injury assessment and 
  restoration planning and then restoration 
  implementation.  So from the day the oil started to 
  flow, the Trustees were out in force collecting data as 
  part of the pre-assessment phase.  We are concurrently 
  in the injury assessment and restoration planning and 
  restoration implementation, which is due to the fact 
  that we are in an Early Restoration agreement.  So 
  normally, you have the injury assessment, then you do 
  the restoration planning before you get to the 
  restoration implementation phase.  Although tonight 
  we're here talking about Early Restoration and projects, 
  let me assure you we are still continuing to assess our 
  injury in this phase. 
             So we have a unique opportunity here due to 
  the agreement made in April of 2011 where BP agreed to 
  provide up to a billion dollars for Early Restoration 
  while we continue our injury assessment and restoration 
  planning.  I guess that Early Restoration is unique.  It 
  allows us to start restoration prior to completing our 
  injury assessment.  It also presents certain challenges 
  because it's concurrent -- the Early Restoration is 
  concurrent with the Trustees building a potential legal 
  case.  The trustees must balance the need to protect our 
  potential litigation while still informing you, the 
  public, of ongoing activities.  
             As many of you probably already know, the 
  billion dollars will be split equitably between the five 
  Gulf states, the Department of the Interior, and NOAA, 
  with the remaining 300 million set aside for       
  state-sponsored projects which will be selected by DOI 
  and NOAA. 
             It's also very important to note that BP did 
  not provide a lump sum of a billion dollars to the 
  Trustees; rather, the funds are made available as 
  projects are approved.  
             Okay.  This is kind of a busy slide.  This is 
  a graphical representation of what the draft plan shows 
  on the selection process and how that works.  The 
  Trustees have been soliciting project ideas, which are 
  then screened.  In order for the project ideas to move 
  forward, they must meet certain criteria that are 
  contained in the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 and the Early 
  Restoration Framework Agreement.  
             The Oil Pollution Act criteria includes 
  considerations such as project costs, whether the 
  projects actually restore the injury, and the likelihood 
  of success, and there are other criterias.  
             The Framework Agreement criteria includes 
  whether they'll restore injured resources, whether it's 
  cost-effective and can work, and it's consistent with 
  the larger restoration planning effort.  Some of the 
  practical considerations hit on issues such as how 
  quickly can we implement a project; are there great 
  permitting hurdles that we must overcome; and how sure 
  we are that the project will be successful?  Projects 
  that make it through the screening process must then be 
  negotiated with BP, as required by the Framework 
  Agreement.  
             We negotiate with BP on two main points:   
  No. 1, how much the proposals cost and the benefits they 
  provide.  Additionally, the negotiations with BP include 
  how these projects and the benefit they will provide fit 
  into the final claim.  Ultimately, though, the Trustees 
  are in -- we do guide the process.  After negotiations 
  with BP, the Trustees must decide whether or not to 
  include the projects in a Draft Early Restoration Plan.  
  The Trustees draft the plan on proposed projects, which 
  includes an analysis of the environmental impacts.  This 
  is what we commonly call the NEPA analysis.  A draft 
  plan is released to the public, which is followed by 
  public comment period, and that's why we're here 
  tonight.  
             After considering all comments received and 
  making any necessary changes, the Draft Programmatic 
  Plan with the PEIS will be finalized with the Phase III 
  Plan integrated within.  A record of decision, which is 
  commonly referred to as a "ROD", will be issued and 
  published after the draft document is finalized.  The 
  ROD will identify the programmatic alternatives and 
  Phase III projects that have been selected.  Thirty days 
  after the ROD is published, project implementation may 
  begin.  As required by our Framework Agreement, project 
  stipulations must be agreed to by both the Trustees and 
  BP then filed with the court.  Once all of that has been 
  completed, project implementation and monitoring can 
  occur.  
             To date, the Trustees have used Early 
  Restoration funds for 10 projects through two Early 
  Restoration plans.  Phase I included eight projects:  
  Marsh creation and dune restoration projects in Alabama; 
  in Florida, there were boat ramp renovations, and in 
  Pensacola Beach, dune restoration; marsh and oyster 
  cultch projects in Louisiana; and in Mississippi, there 
  were oyster and artificial reef projects. 
             While some of these projects are complete, 
  others are in various stages of implementation and 
  monitoring.  The combined cost of the Phase I projects 
  was approximately $62 million.  Phase II included two 
  projects totaling approximately $9 million dollars.  The 
  first project was the enhanced management of avian 
  breeding habitat injured by response in the Panhandle of 
  Florida, Alabama, and Mississippi.  This project 
  protects nesting habitat for beach-nesting birds.  
             The second project is habitat injured by 
  spill response.  Restoring the Night Sky is a project 
  that reduces artificial lighting impacts on nesting 
  habitat for sea turtles, specifically the loggerhead 
  turtles, to restore habitat impaired by disturbance from 
  oil spill response activities.  Both of these projects 
  are currently underway.  
             So with the Phase I and Phase II projects 
  underway, the Trustees wanted to continue the Early 
  Restoration momentum.  On May 6th, 2013, the Trustees 
  published a Notice of Intent to consider 28 future Early 
  Restoration projects.  On June 4th, the Trustees 
  published a Notice of Intent to prepare a Programmatic 
  Environmental Impact Statement for a Phase III Early 
  Restoration Plan and Early Restoration Project Types.  
  Additionally, we identified we were going to be 
  conducting scoping meetings. 
             At that time, the Trustees began a scoping 
  process for the Early Restoration PEIS, which means we 
  asked the public to provide input on the scope of the 
  PEIS and issues that should be taken into 
  consideration.  You may be wondering if this is the same 
  PEIS that was started shortly after the spill; it's 
  actually not.  That PEIS is evaluating the impacts of 
  restoration on all of NRDA, not just Early Restoration.  
             The purpose of this PEIS for Early 
  Restoration is to frame and help inform Early 
  Restoration actions.  During that scoping process, we 
  received over 4,000 comments from the public.  People 
  commented on types of projects we were considering, 
  whether they met the NRDA criteria.  People also 
  commented on the potential impacts of some of the 
  projects, on a need for more blue water projects, for 
  more monitoring, for a Comprehensive Restoration Plan, 
  an Environmental Impact Statement, more transparency, 
  restoration of shallow water environments where people 
  make their living from oyster to crab and shrimp, and 
  many more comments.
             The document that we've all been talking 
  about this evening was published on December 6th and it 
  includes the Programmatic Early Restoration PEIS and 
  more, as listed on the left-hand side of the screen.  
  The drafters of the document had two objectives:  To 
  describe the programmatic approach proposed by the 
  Trustees for addressing Early Restoration, and to 
  analyze a set of specific Early Restoration projects 
  proposed by the Trustees that are consistent with the 
  programmatic alternatives.  
             The programmatic approach is described in the 
  draft document.  By "programmatic", we mean that the 
  document conceptualizes projects and analyzes potential 
  environmental effects across the potential Early 
  Restoration project types.  Those types include  
  creating or improving wetlands, restoring barrier 
  islands and beaches, restoring and protecting bird, 
  fish, turtle, and other wildlife habitat, enhancing 
  recreational experiences, and many others.  
             In the Draft Programmatic Early Restoration 
  Plan, 12 Early Restoration project types and four 
  alternatives -- and I'll talk about the alternatives in 
  a minute -- were considered.  The PEIS evaluates the 
  direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of potential 
  Early Restoration project types.  "Cumulative effects" 
  means the combined effects of all of those actions.  The 
  PEIS will also inform the Trustees on planning for 
  future Early Restoration plans.
             Finally, the document evaluates projects that 
  the Trustees propose in the Phase III Draft Early 
  Restoration Plan, which is integrated into the document.  
  This was done to take advantage of the NEPA efficiencies 
  by analyzing them in the same document, and to get these 
  projects to implementation as quickly as possible.  A 
  partial list of those projects were announced in the 
  Federal Register on May 6th.
             The Trustees also indicated that we would 
  consider additional projects if we could negotiate 
  agreement with BP early enough in the documentation 
  preparation process.  This added another 16 projects, 
  which is how we come to a total of 44 projects.  The 
  draft document also includes site-specific environmental 
  reviews for the proposed projects.
             Okay.  The Trustees identified 12 
  Programmatic Early Restoration Project Types which are 
  then divided into two categories.  The project types 
  are:  Create and improve wetlands, protect shorelines 
  and reduce erosion, restoration of barrier islands and 
  beaches, restore and protect submerged aquatic 
  vegetation, conserve habitat, restore oysters, restore 
  and protect finfish, restore and protect birds, restore 
  and protect sea turtles, enhance public access to 
  natural resources for recreational use, enhance 
  recreational experiences, promote environmental and 
  cultural stewardship, education and outreach.  The two 
  categories are contribute to restoring habitats and 
  living coastal and marine resources, and the second one 
  is to contribute to providing and enhancing recreational 
  opportunities.
             So based on the identification of the project 
  types, the Trustees developed four proposed restoration 
  alternatives.  Alternative No. 1 is No Action.  We are 
  required by law to include an alternative that describes 
  what would happen if we took no action and wait until 
  after the NRDA claim was resolved before implementing 
  any restoration projects.  The "No Action" alternative 
  is also used as a benchmark for comparison of all of the 
  other alternatives.
             The Trustees also decided upon a second 
  alternative, one that would only include project types 
  that contribute to restoring habitat and living coastal 
  and marine resources.
             Alternative No. 3 was developed as the one 
  that would only include the project types that 
  contribute to providing and enhancing recreational 
  opportunities.
             The final alternative, Alternative No. 4, is 
  a combination of project types that contribute to both 
  restoring habitat and living coastal and marine 
  resources and contribute to providing and enhancing 
  recreational opportunities.  So that would be 
  Alternatives 2 and 3 combined.  This is the preferred 
  alternative.
             The Trustees are proposing a set of Phase III 
  Early Restoration projects totaling approximately $627 
  million in estimated projects costs.  That also includes 
  contingencies for those projects.
             Ecological projects total $396.9 million, 
  which is approximately 63 percent of the total, and 
  recreational projects total approximately $230 million, 
  which is 37 percent of the total.
             Within the ecological project category, 
  barrier island restoration accounts for $318.4 million 
  of the estimated $627 million, followed by Living 
  Shoreline, which is a total of $66.6 million, oysters at 
  $8.6 million, SAV at $2.7 million, and dune projects at 
  $600,000.
             The specific project information and 
  environmental analysis for those proposed Phase III 
  Early Restoration projects are included in the draft 
  document in Chapters 8 through 12.
             Mr. Richard Harrell will now talk about the 
  proposed Mississippi projects.
             RICHARD HARRELL:  Good evening.  Thank you 
  for this opportunity to be here with all of you 
  tonight.  I hope many of you are here tonight to provide 
  us comments.  As you've heard, that's why we are here 
  tonight, is for you to comment on this draft and 
  proposed plan.  So I'm going to try to be brief so we 
  can get to the more important part, hearing from you.  
  Because I want to be brief, I want to remind you:  The 
  full details of what I'm talking about, all the 
  particulars can be found out front in the full 
  Restoration Plan.  
             There are four Phase III projects proposed 
  for Mississippi.  We'll generally go west to east of the 
  four projects tonight, and we'll start with the proposed 
  enhancements at the INFINITY Science Center in Hancock 
  County.  
             The INFINITY Science Center is already a 
  state-of-the-art interactive science, research, 
  education and interpretive center.  It's adjacent to the 
  Hancock County Marsh Preserve, which is an important 
  aspect to remember.  With the proposed additions you'll 
  hear about tonight of INFINITY Science Center, we intend 
  to restore lost recreational opportunity through the 
  provisions of increased access to coastal estuarine 
  habitats, wildlife breeding areas, and educational 
  features lost as a result of the spill.
             The walking trails -- and let me zoom in so 
  you can see it a little more.  That's the actually where 
  the INFINITY Center is, right off of I-10, and then you 
  can see the walking trails here as I zoom out some.  The 
  walking trails will bring visitors through multiple 
  coastal habitats that occurred throughout the immediate 
  areas, including marsh, bayhead swamp, cypress swamp, 
  and pine flatwoods.  The proposed project will enhance 
  access to a coastal trail system that connects all the 
  way to the same beach habitats.  So we think this is an 
  important piece with restoring lost use.  The total 
  estimated cost for these enhancements is $10.4 million.  
             The second project is one of great importance 
  to us, as all of them are, but it is a joint project 
  with our NOAA partners, referred to as the Hancock 
  County Marsh Living Shoreline.  This is our largest NRDA 
  project proposed to date, where we propose to restore 
  habitats and living coastal and marine resources that 
  you heard Debora talk about.  
             The proposed Hancock County Marsh Living 
  Shoreline Project is intended to employ living shoreline 
  techniques.  What is that?  This is a technique utilized 
  in the natural and artificial breakwater material to 
  reduce shoreline erosion by hampering wave energy while 
  actually encouraging the re-establishment of habitat 
  behind the living shoreline that was once present in the 
  reef.  This project will provide or construction of up 
  to 5.9 miles of this living shoreline.  In addition, 
  approximately 46 acres of marsh will be constructed to 
  protect and enhance the existing shoreline, and 46 acres 
  of the sub-tidal oyster reef will be created in Heron 
  Bay to increase ecological productivity in the area.  
  This project includes shoreline erosion reduction, 
  creation of habitat for productivity, and protection and 
  creation of salt marsh habitat.  As you see here, it 
  will extend from here and go down and really protect 
  this tip that forms Heron Bay.  This is an area of high 
  erosion, and to continue the productivity of Heron Bay, 
  we think it's a crucially important project to the State 
  of Mississippi.  
             Going further, back to the east, our next 
  project we'll talk about tonight is Popps Ferry Causeway 
  Park Project.  As you see here, I've got a zoomed-out 
  slide.  The proposed Popps Ferry Causeway Park Project 
  will improve a portion of the existing site of Back Bay 
  in Harrison County, Mississippi.  This site is owned by 
  the City of Biloxi and will expand a park environment 
  where the visitors will experience the coastal estuarine 
  ecosystem.  The intent of this project is to restore 
  lost recreational use.  The project will provide for 
  construction of an interpretive center, nature trails, 
  boardwalks, and other recreational enhancements.  These 
  recreational enhancements will enhance visitor access to 
  adjacent coastal estuarine environment, while updating 
  and constructing communities allowing visitors to 
  improved access to fish, crab, and observe nature.  The 
  estimated cost for this project is $4.7 million.  You 
  know, this just zooms in and shows you the exact 
  location of the boardwalks, piers, educational centers 
  and other facilities we have proposed for this city 
  park.  
             Continuing on, the last project we have for 
  tonight is the proposed Pascagoula Beachfront Promenade 
  Project.  This project is intended to restore lost 
  recreational opportunities resulting from the spill and 
  also related response actions in the area.  This project 
  will enhance recreational shoreline access via the 
  construction of a lighted concrete beachfront pedestrian 
  pathway, which is adjacent to a previously constructed 
  sand beach in Pascagoula, Mississippi.  Project funding 
  will help to complete a two-mile, 10-foot wide lighted 
  pathway complete with amenities.  This restoration 
  project proposal will fund a portion, approximately 
  8,200 feet of this promenade.  And also a portion of 
  this has already been constructed with other funds by 
  the city.  The estimated cost of this project is $3.8 
  million. 
             So that concludes our four projects we have 
  proposed for you tonight for Mississippi.  You are 
  welcome to comment on our projects or any projects that 
  you find in the plan.  I'm sure you will hear this 
  again, but remember, we want your comments, and you have 
  until February 4th, 2014, to submit these comments.  I 
  think that date you have heard before, and you are going 
  to continue to hear tonight.  So we are genuinely 
  sincere in wanting your comments and getting them in by 
  this time. 
             And so with that, I am going to turn things 
  back over to Debora and she can go through the last 
  piece of this.  We appreciate your time.  Thank you.
             DEBORA MCCLAIN:  Thank you, Richard.  
             Okay.  So what's next?  As Perry and Trudy 
  and Richard have all said, the public comment period for 
  the Phase III DERP and Draft Programmatic Plan and PEIS 
  closes on February 4th, 2014.  We're repeating that so 
  many times because it's extremely important; we want 
  everybody to know when the comment period closes so 
  nobody misses out on the opportunity to comment. 
             The Trustees will review and consider all 
  comments received, will finalize the plan, and issue a 
  Record of Decision.  The project stipulations will then 
  be negotiated and filed with the court.  The final 
  Programmatic Early Restoration Plan and PEIS will be 
  released with the Phase III Early Restoration Plan 
  integrated within.  This document will also include a 
  summary of the Trustee responses and consideration by 
  all public comments received.
             The Trustees will move as quickly as possible 
  to finalize that document.  Once complete, the document 
  will be posted on the Trustee website and also be 
  available in local libraries.
             So again, you can make your comments tonight 
  either verbally.  You can do them on the written form 
  that Perry showed you.  You can go out in the lobby and 
  use the computer that's online.  You can mail your 
  comments to -- sorry; you can mail your comments to this 
  address right here.  You can visit the website that's 
  listed up here, and that will take you to the public 
  comment portal.  So as long as you do that before 
  February 4th of 2014, you'll be good.  
             I'd like to thank you all very much for 
  joining us tonight.  I know it's hard to take time out 
  of your busy schedule this time of year, but we very 
  much appreciate your attending this meeting this 
  evening.  So I'll turn it back over to Perry.  Thank you 
  very much.
             PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Debora.  And 
  thank you all for really being attentive, because that 
  was a lot of technical information and very long titles.  
  I think sometimes you've got to hear it two and three 
  and four times to kind of get it to sink in.  
             So I'd like to bring up at this point the 
  members of our listening table, who are both federal and 
  state trustees or trustee representatives to formally 
  receive your verbal comments.  
             First, we have Ms. Trudy Fisher, whom I've 
  already introduced.  She is a Mississippi Deepwater 
  Horizon Oil Spill NRDA Trustee and MDEQ Executive 
  Director.  
             Next is Richard Harrell.  You've already 
  heard from Richard, MDEQ Environmental Engineer.  
             From the Department of the Interior, you've 
  already heard from Ms. Debora McClain, NRDA Trustee 
  Representative, Department of the Interior Deputy Case 
  Manager. 
             From the Environmental Protection Agency, a 
  trustee representative, is Troy Pierce.
             From the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
  Mr. Wesley Kerr, Trustee Representative.  
             And from NOAA, we have Ms. Renata Lana, 
  Senior Communications Specialist. 
             I'd like to remind each of you, in order to 
  come forward to give your public comment, we need you to 
  complete one of these blue cards.  Is there anyone who 
  has not completed one of these blue cards who would like 
  to make public comment?  Please raise your hand, and 
  we'll get a card to you.  And again, at any time, if you 
  change your mind, just raise your hand and we have 
  individuals in the rear of the room who come and bring 
  that card to you.  
             I will call individuals up two at a time.  
  The persons whose name is called first will be the 
  speaker, followed by the person who is right behind to 
  proceed that speaker.  And when those two are completed, 
  I'll call the next two up and we will continue on until 
  everyone has given their public comment.  
             Before proceeding, we'd like to check the 
  house again to see if there's anyone in need of sign 
  language interpretation assistance?  Anyone who came in 
  after we started who needs signing assistance? 
             We're going to limit the speakers to three 
  minutes.  Some people have driven many miles to be here 
  tonight, and we want everyone who wishes to speak to 
  have the opportunity to do so.  When you begin speaking, 
  there's a little monitor on the floor here; you will see 
  it when you come up.  It will be green for 
  two-and-a-half minutes, and it will turn yellow the last 
  30 seconds.  And when it turns red, I will thank you in 
  advance for respecting the three-minute time limit.  If 
  you have a lengthy comment and just need a minute or so 
  in addition, just give me a signal, and after we get to 
  the last person who has signed up, I'll ask you to come 
  back up and to continue with your comments and we'll 
  give you a fresh three minutes to do so.
             Now, if you have something that's longer 
  than, say, four or five minutes in total, I'll ask you 
  to join me at the computer so we can really get your 
  lengthy statement correct.  But if you have something 
  that takes about three minutes, great.  If it takes a 
  little bit more than that, just kind of give me a signal 
  and I'll call you back after everyone has their initial 
  three minutes.  
             Okay.  So let's go ahead and begin.  The 
  first two speakers are Mr. Robert Tannen Ms. Helen Rose 
  Patterson.  If Mr. Tannen could begin and Ms. Patterson, 
  second.  Okay.  Thank you, Mr. Tannen.  He will make his 
  comments in the rear.  
             We'll have now Ms. Helen Rose Patterson.  If 
  you'll state your full name and if you're representing 
  an organization, the name of the organization for the 
  record.  These individuals are here to receive your 
  comment, and so you don't need to look to me, but give 
  them your comment. 
             HELEN ROSE PATTERSON:  My name is Helen Rose 
  Patterson.  I'm the Mississippi organizer with the Gulf 
  Restoration Network.  Gulf Restoration Network is a 
  Gulf-wide organization that works to empower people 
  across the Coast to restore and protect the 
  environment.  We really appreciate this opportunity to 
  comment on the Programmatic Environmental Impact 
  Assessment. 
             First, I would like to address the INFINITY 
  Science Center.  We feel very strongly that this project 
  is an inappropriate use of NRDA funding.  It does not 
  restore impacts from the BP disaster, nor does it 
  restore lost use.  It also sets a bad precedent for 
  future projects.  We have the historic opportunity here 
  to put the Gulf on a path towards sustainability and 
  help make our communities and ecosystem more resilient.  
  Squandering these funds on projects that do not achieve 
  real restoration does not follow the spirit or the 
  letter of the Natural Resources Damage Assessment.  
             Secondarily, we must ensure that projects 
  like the Living Shoreline Restoration Project actually 
  meet all federal and state processes for permitting and 
  review before we attempt to move forward with them.  
             Finally, we feel that it is unreasonable that 
  the public was only given a week to review these 
  projects before this meeting.  As professionals, it has 
  been very challenging for us review all of these 
  projects in a short amount of time.  As you are aware, 
  just the Mississippi section is 172 pages long.  It 
  raises a serious red flag as to the Trustees' commitment 
  to public participation throughout this process.  And on 
  that note, we would like to request an additional 30 
  days on the public comment period to allow for thorough 
  review of such a large document.  
             I want to thank you again for the opportunity 
  again to speak, and we as an organization will be filing 
  comments before that February 4th deadline on all of the 
  projects.  Thanks.  
             PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Patterson.  
             The next speaker is Joseph Ferguson, followed 
  by Tish Williams.
             JOSEPH FERGUSON:  Hello.  My name is Joseph 
  Ferguson.  I came before you before and it was at --  is 
  that me?  I'm sorry.  I need to back up a little bit.  I 
  need to get closer?  Thank you, very much.  Yes, I spoke 
  with -- in front of you a few minutes at the Coliseum, 
  and I spoke about shrimp.  Our shrimp has really 
  declined in the years and the Gulf oil spill has made it 
  worse.  Our white shrimp population is down to just a 
  crawl of what used to be. 
             I like these proposals.  Some of these 
  proposals are good that you have.  I like the Heron Bay 
  proposal; I thought that was really nice.  But these 
  nature walks, I can't see where they're going to do the 
  natural resources any good.  They're nice proposals, and 
  I'm sure they would make nice projects.  But I think if 
  you was to protect the shrimp when they spawn, I believe 
  this will help not just the shrimp, but most of the 
  ecological issue, anything else that lives on the 
  shrimp.  
             And so I propose that you should protect 
  these shrimp when they spawn.  Mississippi only protects 
  one, and the white shrimp are protecting the years that 
  the -- that nature protects them, because the brown 
  shrimp have reached size limit to open the season to 
  harvest it.  So it does protect -- like this previous 
  year, it protects the white shrimp.  But only on 
  occasions in the following year, we have no protection 
  in the Gulf for any of the hopper species, like pink 
  shrimp or rock shrimp that come in along the year to 
  propagate.  This is just one of the things that I see 
  that needs more attention and hasn't gotten attention 
  from you.  It's under a plan with the msrestore.gov; I 
  believe that's what it is.  Also, it's been noted on 
  NOAA's website, too.  
             Another thing that directly affects me is 
  that -- the poisons that was dumped on this oil.  The 
  poisons were -- made the oil sink to the bottom of the 
  ocean.  Well, in turn, it gets on the fishing gear for 
  fishing and it and it makes fishermen sick, including 
  myself, because we were handling repair work from these 
  trawls.  You handle them for hours and hours at a time.  
  People are not -- people are not touching this like a 
  net maker like myself; I am a net maker on Joseph's 
  Trawl.  And it makes you very, very sick.  And another 
  one of my proposals asks you to replace these 
  fishermen's gear on periodic occasion, so that it gets 
  this poison out of these fisherman's hands, along with 
  people like myself that repair these nets.  That was the 
  second proposal that -- coming from business entity like 
  myself.  But it doesn't do any good to have gear if the 
  shrimp aren't protected properly so that they can 
  reproduce and spawn properly.  
             Okay.  I thank you; I thank y'all.  And I 
  just wanted to remind you that, you know, having all of 
  these estuaries and all is really nice.  But without the 
  species in the Gulf, it's not doing any good.  Thank 
  you.
             PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Ferguson.  
             Ms. Williams, if you will state your name.
             TISH WILLIAMS:  Hi.  I'm Tish Williams and 
  I'm the executive director of the Hancock County Chamber 
  of Commerce, and also the Hancock Community Development 
  Foundation.  
             Trudy, good to see you again.  
             Thank you for the opportunity to make public 
  comment on behalf of these two nonprofit organizations.  
  We represent 1,500 member representatives that employ 
  10,000 citizens.  So tonight, I speak with one voice on 
  their behalf.
             We applaud the Trustees for their continued 
  Early Restoration efforts in the State of Mississippi, 
  which represent a primary step toward the restoration of 
  natural resources, ecological services, and recreational 
  and use services injured or lost as a result of the oil 
  spill, and we fully support Early Restoration projects 
  in the State of Mississippi that contribute to restoring 
  habitats and living coastal marine resources, as well as 
  those that contribute to providing and enhancing 
  recreation opportunities.  So on their behalf, I would 
  like to urge the Trustees to fund the proposed Phase III 
  Early Restoration projects in the State of Mississippi, 
  including the restoration initiatives at the INFINITY 
  Science Center, the Hancock County Marsh Living 
  Shoreline Project, and the Popps Ferry Causeway Park, as 
  well as the Pascagoula Beachfront Promenade.  
             I want to just take a moment to specifically 
  talk about the INFINITY Science Center Project, which I 
  believe and my organizations that I represent believe 
  are prime examples of Early Restoration projects that 
  would provide the public increased access to coastal 
  natural resources injured by the spill and response 
  actions through the restoration of lost recreational 
  opportunities.  Through the enhancement and expansion of 
  the state-of-the-art interactive science, education, 
  interpretive and research center, the INFINITY Science 
  Center will highlight the importance of science and 
  scientific research, natural processes, environmental 
  stewardship, and wise economic utilization of natural 
  resources.  We also believe that the recently opened 
  Heritage Trail Possum Walk will enhance public access to 
  a coastal trail system and multiple coastal habitats 
  containing natural resources that are particularly 
  important to the citizens of the Mississippi Gulf 
  Coast.  
             I also would like to just take a moment to 
  talk about the Hancock County Marsh Living Shoreline 
  Project.  It truly is a critical ecological initiative.  
  And through this project, we will be able to create and 
  improve wetlands, protect shorelines and reduce erosion, 
  restore the oyster habitat, and restore and protect 
  finfish and shellfish.  Historical erosion rates make 
  this shoreline a priority for protection and marsh 
  creation.  Thank you.
             PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Williams.  
             The next speaker, Jayeesha Dutta, followed by 
  Roberta Avila.
             JAYEESHA DUTTA:  Hi.  My name is Jayeesha 
  Dutta.  I am the Gulf Future Coalition Coordinator at 
  the Gulf Restoration Network.  And I actually don't have 
  a lot to say because as was mentioned, we had a very, 
  very short period of time to review the PEIS.  While we 
  appreciate its release, there really hasn't been enough 
  time to appropriately digest its contents.  And as such, 
  we would like to request a 30-day extension to the 
  written time period of February 4th, as well as 
  requesting that potentially having another set of 
  hearings for Mississippi and Alabama, seeing that these 
  two hearings are happening over the holiday period, as 
  well as the fact that the other three states are all 
  getting two hearings for each state.  So we don't 
  understand why Mississippi and Alabama are kind of 
  getting a little bit of the short end of the stick on 
  this.  So we would like to request those two specific 
  pieces so that we have appropriate time for me to go to 
  the 50-plus organizations and figure out what we really 
  think about these projects.  Thank you.
             FRANKLIN PERRY:  Thank you, Ms. Dutta.  
             Please state your name.
             ROBERTA AVILA:  My name is Roberta Avila.  
  I'm the executive director of the Steps Coalition.  And 
  I just want to thank you for this opportunity to 
  comment.  
             I have to say that I have not had an 
  opportunity to look at the 170 pages of the PEIS, and so 
  I don't feel like I could give any real substantive 
  comments.  I would like to read them as best I can.  And 
  as we said earlier, it's a lot of technical information, 
  and I don't have a science background, but I'm going to 
  do my very best.  
             The Steps Coalition's mission is to provide 
  training for community leaders to build their capacity.  
  And since the oil spill, Steps Coalition has been 
  providing opportunities and partnership with the other 
  organizations that have expertise for community leaders 
  to learn more about the restoration process.  And so I, 
  too, would ask that you consider extending the comment 
  period for at least 30 days.  It gives an opportunity -- 
  from the time that the PEIS was made available, we 
  really only had seven business days.  And people like 
  myself whose work is not entirely focused on 
  restoration, we have other projects that we're doing 
  that demand our time, so we really need more time to be 
  able to look at it.  And I think that this is keeping in 
  the true spirit of what this process is all about, is to 
  allow the public to become informed as best we can about 
  the projects and to be able to make some comments that 
  are informed comments, so I would ask that. 
             I'm encouraged that there are these projects 
  that are coming up, that they are going to provide jobs 
  for our residents here on the Mississippi Gulf Coast, 
  and so I'm hoping that that will happen.  I'm hoping 
  that whoever's contracted with when the PEIS is finished 
  and the projects approved, that local folks will have an 
  opportunity to apply for these jobs or get training for 
  these jobs.  It was one of the things that we were 
  hopeful for with the Mississippi Jobs First Act Bill 
  that has been passed.  It requires that disaster 
  recovery money that is used for contracts, that local 
  Mississippians are given first opportunity and 
  consideration for those jobs.  So I do hope that will 
  come to pass.
             And with regard to the INFINITY Science 
  Center, I've talked to my colleagues here, my friends, 
  other people who support this, and it's a very valuable, 
  wonderful -- I mean, you look at it; I'd like to see it 
  come to fruition.  But just in reading about it, I don't 
  see that it really meets the criteria for Early 
  Restoration.  It seems to me that this is a project that 
  would be better funded by money that will hopefully 
  going to -- is going to come down the pipe with Restore 
  funds.  I don't know -- I don't believe that that center 
  actually experienced damages from the oil spill, as it's 
  20 miles inland.  So I'd like to see it come to pass, 
  but as one of the other persons said earlier, is it's -- 
  it sets precedence for Early Restoration projects, and I 
  think it would be better funded with Restore money.  So 
  thank you.
             PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you.  
             The next speaker is John Wilson, followed by 
  Mr. Howard Page.
             JOHN WILSON:  Good evening.  My name is John 
  Wilson.  I serve as the executive director of the 
  INFINITY Science Center.  First of all, I want to thank 
  the Trustees for all the hard work that you've invested 
  in this complicated process.  And the second thing I 
  want to say is that I am moved by the passion and the 
  engagement that is evident in this room from people who 
  care about all sides of these issues.  It is encouraging 
  to be in this group. 
             I take this opportunity to let you know that 
  I support the INFINITY Science Center for the following 
  reasons, in addition to those outlined in the project 
  description:  The first one has to do with great need in 
  terms of human use.  In the aftermath of technology 
  failure and huge disasters like we have witnessed after 
  the Deepwater Horizon event, we must all work the more 
  diligently to ensure that we are developing the next 
  successive generations of environmental stewards.  
             More than 50,000 wells have been drilled in 
  the Gulf of Mexico and outer continental shelf, 
  including 4,000 in water over 1,000 feet.  Drilling 
  counts this year are back up to beyond the totals for 
  2008.  So the threats to the Gulf ecosystem are ever 
  present and will remain so for the foreseeable future.  
  So we must start immediately to shape a scientifically 
  literate populace that can understand risks and threats 
  and effective and viable mitigation. 
             The second reason I want to go on record for 
  supporting this project has to do with immediacy.  We 
  are not asking for funding to build buildings; we are 
  bringing to bear a facility readymade for the task of 
  helping people of all ages become better environmental 
  stewards.  
             Also, incidentally, for the record, I want 
  everyone to understand that we are not a space museum, 
  nor are we owned by the National Aeronautics and Space 
  Administration.  INFINITY Science Center, Inc., is a 
  501c3 nonprofit that was funded by the State of 
  Mississippi and the sacrificial contributions of many 
  who believe in the impact of science based 
  understanding, environmental stewardship, and a 
  sustainable future.  Over two-thirds of our gallery 
  space is dedicated to understanding our earth's 
  landforms, its water bodies and its atmosphere, and how 
  these interact in ways that make life here possible. 
             We have not found another body like ours in 
  the solar system, nor beyond.  There is something 
  incredibly special about this place.  We must understand 
  it; we must cherish it; we must protect it.  It is, in 
  fact, our spaceship in the vastness of the universe.  We 
  are poised to start making a difference almost 
  immediately upon the release of the funding as we begin 
  the task of helping to raise up a populace that will 
  champion most of the causes in projects that many are 
  here tonight to champion.  We are committed to raise up 
  powerful allies for stewardship and conservancy.  Thank 
  you.
             FRANKLIN PERRY:  The next speaker is 
  Mr. Howard Page.
             HOWARD PAGE:  Good evening.  I'm Howard Page 
  with the Steps Coalition.  And thank you for this 
  opportunity to comment on this project.  
             I would like to make a few points that you 
  have already heard, but I'd really like to reinforce 
  them.  And one is -- of course, I know this is more 
  about the environmental side of things, but I want to 
  reinforce the fact that these are some great job 
  opportunities.  And not only do I think that as this 
  goes forward, these projects, we should focus on the job 
  creation, but just because of the unusual funding source 
  and the fact that the states and their Trustees have a 
  chance to create these projects, it would be great to 
  include as much training as possible in these projects, 
  to take some of this funding -- and it's not typically 
  what would be done, but I think in these cases, it would 
  be great to take some of the funding for different 
  projects and offer some training to train up a work 
  force to do all of the work that, obviously, will be 
  going on over the next few years.  
             I appreciate the pressure that you're on to 
  get this through, but I'd also like to add that a week 
  or so before Christmas, it's a little hard to get folks 
  out, so it would have been a little better if the 
  comment period -- I'm sorry; the meetings were in 
  January, you know, when folks have a little more time to 
  look at this.  But I know y'all are under a lot of 
  pressure, so I would like to also ask that we extend the 
  comment period, because this is a huge document.  I know 
  we want to see these certainly good projects get going 
  as quickly as possible, but the chance to thoughtfully 
  comment on this is really important.  
             The alternatives that I saw, Alternative 2 
  for Natural Resource Damage Assessment seems to be the 
  most reasonable, to focus on environmental resources, to 
  restoring environmental resources.  The Trustees chose 
  Alternative 4, which also has recreational use.  I think 
  I can support that, but it's too heavily weighted, 
  still, toward recreational use.  I mean, NRDA money 
  should be used for natural resource restoration, like 
  the Hancock County Living Shoreline project.  It creates 
  46 acres of oyster bed; it creates 46 acres of marsh; it 
  has shoreline protection.  To me, that's a great example 
  of a project. 
             And the other projects I see in here, I can 
  support them, but they seem to be something that's more 
  appropriate under Restore.  And for example, INFINITY 
  would be -- it's a great project; I fully support it, 
  but I think it should be used for Restore money.
             And in the few seconds I have left, I would 
  like to talk about a project in Alabama.  That because 
  this is a programmatic PEIS, I have great concern that 
  millions of dollars are going to be spent on a hotel in 
  Alabama which has nothing to do with either 
  recreational, you know, access or with restoring 
  resources.  And my main problem with that -- I realize 
  my time is up, but I want to quickly say that you have 
  to spend 800 or more dollars a night to stay at that 
  hotel.  It seems like there's a real fairness issue of:  
  Should a huge amount of money be spent on something that 
  not really is going to be available to everyone?  So 
  that's my real problem with that hotel project.  And the 
  reason I bring that up is if it's acceptable, then God 
  knows what else is going to be acceptable.  So because 
  of that, I really think that project should not go 
  forward because of the precedent we've set for other 
  projects.  Thank you very much.
             PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Page.  
             Before I call the final two speakers, are 
  there any others who would like to make public comment 
  who did not check so on their blue sign-in card?  If we 
  can get a card in the rear.  
             Okay.  At this time, I would like to call up 
  Jill Mastrototaro and Mickey Sou to come forward.
             JILL MASTROTOTARO:  Good evening.  I'm Jill 
  Mastrototaro with the National Wildlife Federation, 
  policy specialist working across Mississippi and 
  Alabama.  And I'm fortunate enough to be based in 
  Jackson, and I'm happy to celebrate my birthday with you 
  tonight.
             But I join, of course, the others in 
  sincerely thanking you for your efforts thus far, given 
  the task at hand.  And we're very excited that we've 
  reached the milestone of the Phase III list, as well as 
  this Programmatic PEIS.  And we recognize that several 
  projects on the projects of the Phase III list will do a 
  lot to help the Gulf of Mexico and Mississippi's 
  ecosystem, particularly those that rebuild our coastal 
  marsh and restore oyster reefs.  And we recognize that 
  the best way to offset impacts from the BP oil disaster 
  is to implement projects that restore water quality, 
  that repair our damaged wildlife and marine habitats, 
  and that restore the Gulf's estuaries. 
             Mississippi's natural resources are a 
  cornerstone of the Gulf economy, so restoring our 
  state's ecosystems will result in more seafood in our 
  nets on and on our tables, healthier waters for our 
  children to play in, and attract more tourists to the 
  region.  In fact, millions of tourists already coming to 
  Mississippi every year are recognizing the natural 
  wonders our state has to offer.  And in Mississippi's 
  three coastal counties alone, wildlife tourism provides 
  the support to 26,000 jobs and brings nearly two billion 
  to the local coffers in spending.  And we're very glad 
  to see the Trustees share in this vision in supporting 
  projects like the Hancock County Marsh Project, since it 
  focuses on marsh oyster restoration and it really 
  supports water quality benefits to the coastal 
  community, which of course, support our economy, as 
  well.  
             Moving forward, we hope the Trustees will 
  develop a more comprehensive planning process that will 
  prioritize projects that improve the health of the Gulf 
  of Mexico and create a more transparent public 
  participation effort for selecting projects.  Meaningful 
  public input, of course, is essential to support the 
  success of this many decades along restoration effort, 
  and we feel the public should be given an opportunity to 
  fully participate in the project evaluation and 
  selection pieces. 
             So in closing, we recognize that successful 
  implementation of the Gulf Coast will not be measured in 
  the number meetings that we have or the dollars spent or 
  the reports that are developed, but really, in fact, by 
  the acres of our coastal marsh that are revitalized, the 
  acres of our oyster reef restored, our thriving 
  fisheries and clean waters.  And we look forward to 
  joining you at some other meetings around the Coast, 
  and certainly providing some public -- written comments.  
  Thank you.
             FRANKLIN PERRY:  Thank you, Jill.  
             Mr. Mickey Sou?
             MICKEY SOU:  I would like to thank the 
  Trustees for coming out here tonight and listening to 
  our comments.  
             My name is Mickey Sou.  I'm with Asian 
  Americans for Change; I'm the executive director.  I've 
  been a long-time fisherman.  I learned how to drive a 
  boat, actually, before I drove a car.  I fish from 
  Galveston, Texas all the way down to Key West, so I know 
  my water ways pretty well.  
             I would like to start off of -- this is my 
  recommendation:  In 2009 to 2011, there were a low 
  income-spike increase across Alabama, Louisiana, 
  and Mississippi of more than 20 percent.  While we don't 
  have the hard evidence to relate that to the oil spill, 
  the signs are pretty clear that we took a very big loss 
  in the environment and our livelihoods.  
             The restoration project can be a good job 
  creator for our local community, especially our local 
  fishermen who may still be displaced.  Our fishing 
  community is driven work force in the area, and the 
  majority of them are, actually, Vietnamese, too.  And so 
  I would like to request if we can have some language 
  access materials and information to them, as well.
             The local fishermen and shrimper are 
  knowledgeable of these water ways and can be a key 
  leverage on help with the restoration projects.  As very 
  key, we involve our local community to be involved.  We 
  would like to see, of course, more involvement in these 
  restoration projects, helping to restore our local 
  communities, such as our fishing and shrimping community 
  and our oyster community, and involving them with these 
  restoration projects.  This will in return be an award 
  for both successful restoration projects and fulfill the 
  jobs for our local community.  So it would bring -- 
  reduce the poverty level.
             I also came a little late and I didn't see 
  any projects that were made for Louisiana.  I just saw 
  maybe Mississippi.  I do have a few family and friends 
  who are actually shrimpers out of Venice, Louisiana 
  and Empire and all of that.  I would like to have 
  someone to keep same of what I said, except for 
  Louisiana folks, too, with the workforce development 
  process during these restoration projects.  Because a 
  lot of them are more knowledgeable with -- I don't know 
  if you have ever been out of South Pass or Tiger Pass, 
  but it is a very hard navigable water way.  You can run 
  aground easily.  So if we can keep these jobs just 
  within the local community and have the funding spent 
  correctly, it would help and, in return, help everyone.  
  Thank you.
             PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Sou. 
             Are there any others at this time that would 
  like to make public comment during the public comment 
  portion tonight's public meeting?  Are there any 
  others?  
             I want to remind you, again, of the February 
  4th deadline to make your comments.  And please spread 
  that news to as many people as possible, because it's a 
  very important deadline.  I also want to remind you that 
  there's many great items, as far as technical materials 
  that are available for you to pick up, and many of those 
  are translated into Vietnamese, as well.  The executive 
  summary has in it the website address where individuals 
  who could not make it out tonight can go online 
  and make their public comment.  That's 
  www.gulfspillrestoration.noaa.gov.  And those -- that 
  website is listed in this executive summary, so I invite 
  you to pick is that item up, as well, as many others.  
             Also, I would like to call out -- we have 
  Mr. Kevin Chapman with us tonight.  Kevin, if you could 
  raise your hand.  He is from DOI and he's an 
  archeologist.  He's here to gather information from 
  local residents about cultural and historical resources 
  that you may be aware of.  He'll be out in the lobby 
  following tonight's meeting.  I invite you to visit with 
  Mr. Chapman.  
             At this time, I would like to ask Ms. Trudy 
  Fisher to come forward and formally close tonight's 
  meeting.
             TRUDY FISHER:  Thank you, Perry.  And you can 
  stand up here with me because it won't take long.
             I just want to tell everybody thank you for 
  being here, be safe going home, and have a nice evening.  
  Thank you, and we'll be in the back for a few minutes 
  and look forward to visiting with those of you that I 
  didn't get a chance to talk with when I arrived before 
  the open house.  
             Thank you.  Goodnight. 
          (Whereupon the meeting was concluded.)
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