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                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Ladies and gentlemen, if we
  can go ahead and find our seats, we would like to go ahead
  and get started.
                 Good evening and welcome.  My name is Perry
  Franklin.  I will be serving as tonight's facilitator.  I
  would like to ask everyone to silence their cell phones.
  That would be greatly appreciated, and, if you have any
  personal or private conversations, if you could take those
  into the rear lobby, that would be extremely appreciated
  as well.
                 At this time, I would like to welcome you
  again and I would like to bring up someone that most of
  you probably know, Mr. Don Pitts, who will formally get
  this meeting started.
                 MR. PITTS:  I want to make sure I'm not the
  first offender on the phone policy here.
                 Thank y'all this evening for coming in and
  participating in this next in the series of Natural
  Resource Damage Assessment meetings that we're holding in
  Texas.  But before we go very much further into the
  presentation, I wanted to first recognize some of the
  elected officials and their representatives that are in
  the audience tonight who took some time out to come and
  listen to our presentation and provide some comments for
  us.
                 First off, we have from Representative
  Congressman Randy Weber's office, we've got Dan Buckley
  and Diane Kyle.  Thank y'all for being here.  In addition,
  we've got Matagorda County Judge Nate McDonald, as well as
  Brazoria County Commissioner "Dude" Payne and Mayor of
  Brazoria Ken Corley.  So we do appreciate the time and
  attention of our elected officials coming in and learning
  more about our process for and on behalf of the community.
  We very much appreciate it.
                 Some people are probably wondering why we
  are here tonight.  There have been a series of meetings we
  have had in the past here in Texas.  Why is this one
  different and what's so special about this one?
                 This particular meeting is to inform the
  public about a document that the Trustees have put
  together, basically a team of scientists who are skilled
  in restoration planning.  They have put together a
  document that is called the Draft Programmatic and
  Phase III Early Restoration Plan and Draft Early
  Restoration Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement.
  If anybody can say that fast three times, I would give you
  an award.  It is truly a mouthful.
                 But what it is, is a technical document
  that the Trustees have put together to kind of lay out the
  plans for the types of projects.  You may have seen
  posters out there showing you 12 different types of
  projects, nine of which are ecological in nature and three
  of which are public recreation in focus, those that we
  think are appropriate for early restoration.
                 It lays out our overall preferred approach
  towards early restoration.  It also presents 44 specific
  projects that the Trustees across the Gulf and our Federal
  counterparts are presenting to the public.  This is 44
  projects that represent almost $630 million worth of work
  on our environment and public access and public enjoyment
  on beaches along the Gulf Coast.
                 This document also takes into account and
  evaluates the ecological impacts that may be associated
  with any early restoration projects.  Sometimes we
  implement a project and don't look at the other side, what
  are your tradeoffs and is it really, truly valuable work
  with the tradeoffs you're getting.
                 This document is very much in draft stages.
  We cannot finalize this until we hear from the public and
  take their comments into account, make sure that we are
  actually doing our duty and acting on behalf of the public
  in implementing these early restoration projects.
                 One thing I do want to make sure and assure
  you is that, while we're putting together projects for
  early restoration, in the background there is a process of
  actual continued -- that has actually continued to
  evaluate the impacts that are associated with the spill.
  This is a process that's going to take a number of years
  still in order to complete, and we're committed to
  basically keeping the public informed as we move through
  that process as well.  So as we get opportunities to share
  information about what the assessment is showing, we'll
  make sure and reach out to the public again with that
  information.
                 This meeting is just one of many that's
  being held across the Gulf, just so you know.  They have
  already held meetings in Alabama, Mississippi and
  Louisiana.  This is Texas.  We're having three meetings
  this week, in the Port Arthur area, in Galveston, and one
  tomorrow night in Corpus Christi; and, next week, Florida
  gets their opportunity, the public gets their opportunity
  to learn about this plan.
                 This is kind of an unprecedented effort by
  the Trustees to reach out to the public to really make
  sure that the public is aware as much as possible of the
  document and the need for their input and feedback on the
  document in terms of the Trustees' proposal.
                 You'll hear tonight that there's multiple
  ways of commenting on the document.  Please take advantage
  of at least one of them, because your input and feedback
  is very, very much important, and with that, Perry, I'll
  turn it back over to you, sir.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Don.
                 As Don said, we are here to hear from you,
  and this is the purpose of tonight's meeting.  As you can
  see, we have a court reporter on hand tonight to ensure
  that your comments are accurately captured for the record.
                 Before we proceed any further, I would like
  to ask, are there any individuals in the house tonight
  that are in need of sign language assistance?
                 (No response from the floor)
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Any individuals that are in
  need of sign language assistance?
                 (Above request is translated through
                 Spanish and sign language)
                 (No response from the floor)
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you.  We'll ask again
  as more individuals may come in as the night proceeds
  before we go to public comment.  Thank you.
                 As you came in tonight, you were offered a
  meeting overview.  This is a very important handout.
  There are many handouts out there, but this is a handout
  that really gives you a high level Executive Summary of a
  document that's about that thick [indicating].  This is a
  very good piece to pick up if you have not picked up this
  piece, and it has very good information and follow-up
  information.  It's 12 pages in length, and so that's just
  a great piece to pick up if you didn't pick that one up.
                 Another item:  Everyone should have signed
  in on one of these blue cards.  This card is good because
  it not only tells you who came in attendance tonight, but
  it also allows you to elect if you would like to make
  public comment as the meeting progresses this evening.  At
  any time tonight, if you did not elect to speak and you
  change your mind, not a problem.  If you would just raise
  your hand and we have people in the rear with blue cards,
  and they'll bring one to you so that you can check "Yes",
  and that's the way that you'll be invited forward to give
  public comment, is from a blue card.  So at any time
  tonight, if you hear something that really sparks or
  triggers something and you want to give public comment
  this evening on the microphone and you did not say "Yes"
  already, just raise your hand and we'll get those cards to
  you.  Thank you.
                 Okay.  So, now, we have kind of gotten the
  housekeeping items out of the way and let's go ahead and
  get into the heart of tonight's presentation.  In addition
  to giving verbal comment, you can also pick up one of
  these forms, and it has a P.O. Box on it.  You can fill
  this out at your leisure and drop this in the mail.  You
  can go online.  We will give you a website address later
  on this evening.  That website address is also on this
  document [indicating], and you can do that as well.  In
  the rear, in the lobby, there is a computer set up
  tonight.  If you would like someone to assist you, we have
  a computer log-on to that website and we have a person who
  can assist you with getting your comments into the record.
                 So there's multiple ways to get your public
  comment into the record.  This is one thing I want you to
  remember, and that's February 19th.  That is the closing
  day for you to make comment.  So please spread that
  information, and February 19th is the date where all
  public comments will be shut off.
                 Okay.  So let's go ahead and get started
  and give you an update of what's been going on and where
  are we in this process.  So, at this time, 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 such NRDAs, including
  the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill.  Ms. McClain.
                 MS. McCLAIN:  Thank you, Perry.
                 Good evening, everybody.  Thank you for
  joining us this evening.
                 There is a lot of information to go over
  this evening.  I'm going to spend some time giving you a
  short overview of the Natural Resource Damage Assessment,
  which is commonly referred to as NRDA.  I'll also give you
  some background on early restoration.
                 We'll spend most of our time this evening
  on what's contained in the Draft Early Restoration
  document that Don talked about earlier that was released
  to the public on December 6th, 2013.  I'll provide
  information about the major components of that draft
  document, which are the Draft Programmatic Early
  Restoration Plan, the Draft Early Restoration Programmatic
  Environmental Impact Statement, and the Draft Phase III
  Early Restoration Plan Proposed Projects.  After the
  presentation, I'll turn the meeting back over to the
  Perry, who will facilitate the public comment portion of
  the meeting.
                 The Oil Pollution Act of 1990 adopted after
  the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill includes this objective for
  NRDA:  To make the environment and public whole for
  injuries to natural resources and services resulting from
  an incident involving a discharge or substantial threat of
  discharge of oil.  That's why we're here tonight, because
  from the time of the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill, we have
  been working to make the public and the environment whole.
  So let me tell you who we are and give you some additional
  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, as
  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 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.  What do we mean by "natural
  resources"?  We mean wetlands, marshes, beaches, wildlife,
  water quality, oyster beds, nearshore reefs and more.
                 What do we mean by "natural resource
  services"?  Natural resource services include ecological
  and recreational services that natural resources provide.
  Examples of ecological services include wildlife habitat
  provided by coastal marshes, fish nurseries provided by
  coastal wetlands, fish habitat provided by reefs, and
  erosion reduction provided by coastal vegetation.
                 The recreational use services include such
  things as beach going and recreation provided by clean
  beaches, canoeing and kayaking provided by rivers and
  estuaries.  The cost of the entire NRDA process, injury
  assessment and restoration planning and implementation, is
  borne by BP and other responsible parties.
                 There are actually three basic stages of a
  NRDA.  We have a pre-assessment phase, an injury
  assessment and restoration planning phase, and then a
  restoration implementation phase.  From the day the oil
  started to flow, the Trustees were out in force capturing
  data as part of this pre-assessment phase.  We are
  concurrently in the injury assessment and restoration
  planning, and due to early restoration, we're also in the
  restoration implementation phase.
                 Normally, an injury assessment is followed
  by a claim and a settlement before we complete our
  restoration planning and move into restoration
  implementation.  Although we're here tonight talking about
  Early Restoration Plan Proposed Projects, I want to assure
  you that the Trustees are still conducting injury
  assessment.
                 (Sudden interruption)
                 MS. McCLAIN:  Hang on for just a second.  I
  think I'm going in and out.  Is that better?  Can everyone
  hear me a little better?  Okay.  All right.
                 We have a unique opportunity due to the
  agreement made in April of 2011 where BP agreed to provide
  up to a billion dollars for early restoration prior to our
  injury assessment being complete.  Early restoration is
  unique.
                 Although it allows us to start restoration
  prior to completion of our injury assessment, it also
  presents certain challenges.  The Trustees must develop --
  we're working on developing a potential litigation case.
  So we have to balance the need to protect our potential
  litigation with the need to inform you, the public, about
  ongoing activities.
                 As many of you are probably already aware,
  the billion dollars is split equitably between the five
  Gulf States, DOI and NOAA, with the remaining 300 million
  set aside for state-sponsored projects which will be
  selected by DOI and NOAA.  It's important to note here
  that BP did not provide a lump sum of a billion dollars.
  Rather, the funds are made available as the projects are
  selected and approved.
                 This graphical representation, which is in
  the draft plan, shows how the selection process 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.
                 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:  How much the proposal costs and what benefits do
  they provide.  Additionally, the negotiations with BP
  include how those projects and the benefits they provide
  will fit into the final plan.  Ultimately, the Trustees do
  guide this process.
                 After negotiations with BP, the Trustees
  must decide whether to include the projects in a Draft
  Early Restoration Plan.  The Trustees then draft the plan
  on the proposed project, which includes an analysis of
  environmental impacts, what we commonly call the NEPA
  Analysis.  The draft plan is released to the public, which
  is then followed by a public comment period.  That's what
  we're doing here tonight.
                 After considering all the public comments
  and making any necessary changes to the document, the
  Draft Programmatic Plan with PEIS will be finalized with
  the Phase III plan integrated within.
                 A Record of Decision, commonly referred to
  as a ROD, will be issued and published after the document
  is finalized.  The ROD will identify the programmatic
  alternatives and the Phase III projects that have been
  selected.  As required by the Framework Agreement, project
  stipulations must be agreed to by both BP and the Trustees
  and then filed with the court.  Once that has all been
  done, project implementation can begin.
                 To date, the Trustees have used early
  restoration funds for ten projects through two early
  restoration plans.  Phase I included eight projects in
  Alabama, Florida, Louisiana and Mississippi.  While some
  of these projects are complete, others are in various
  stages of implementation and monitoring.  The combined
  cost of Phase I is approximately $62 million.
                 Phase II included two projects, one for
  nesting habitat for beach nesting birds and the other
  reduces artificial lighting impacts on nesting habitat for
  sea turtles.  Both of these projects are currently
  underway, and the total for those projects is
  approximately $9 million.
                 So with 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, 2013, 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 and
  also to conduct scoping meetings.
                 The purpose of this PEIS for early
  restoration is to frame and help inform early restoration
  actions.  During scoping, we received over 4,000 comments.
  People commented on the types of projects we were
  considering, whether they met the NRDA criteria on
  potential impacts of some of those projects, the need for
  more blue water projects, the need for more monitoring,
  restoration of shallow water environment where people earn
  their living from oyster, crab, shrimp, and we received
  many more comments.
                 The document that was published and
  released to the public on December 6th, 2013 includes the
  Programmatic Early Restoration PEIS and much more, as
  listed on the left side of this slide.  The drafters of
  the document had two objectives:  First, to describe the
  programmatic approach proposed by the Trustees for
  addressing early restoration, and the second is to analyze
  a set of specific early restoration projects proposed by
  the Trustees that are consistent with the programmatic
  alternatives.
                 By "programmatic", we mean that the
  document conceptualizes projects and analyzes potential
  environmental effects across many potential early
  restoration project types.  Those project types include
  creating and improving wetlands, restoring barrier islands
  and beaches, restoring and protecting bird, fish, turtle
  and other wildlife habitat, enhancing recreational
  experiences and more.  The programmatic approach is
  described in the draft document.
                 In the Draft Programmatic Early Restoration
  Plan, 12 early restoration types and four alternatives,
  which I'll discuss in a minute, were considered.  The PEIS
  evaluates 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 the projects that the Trustees propose
  in the Phase III Draft Early Restoration Plan, which, as I
  said earlier, is integrated into the document.  This was
  done to take advantage of the NEPA efficiencies by
  analyzing them in the same document and also to hopefully
  get the projects to implementation as quickly as possible.
                 A partial list of the projects was
  announced in the Federal Register on May 6th, 2013.  The
  Trustees also indicated that we would consider additional
  projects if we could negotiate them with BP early enough
  in the document preparation process.  This added another
  16 projects, for a total of 44 projects.  The draft
  document also includes site-specific environmental reviews
  for those proposed projects.
                 The Trustees identified these 12
  programmatic early restoration project types, as shown on
  the screen.  The project types are divided into two
  categories, the first category being contribute to
  restoring habitats and living coastal and marine
  resources, and the second category is contribute to
  providing and enhancing recreational opportunities.
                 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 waited until
  after the NRDA claim was resolved before we implemented
  any restoration projects.  The no-action alternative is
  also used as a benchmark for comparison with the other
  alternatives.
                 Alternative No. 2 would include only
  project types that contribute to restoring habitat and
  living coastal and marine resources.
                 Alternative No. 3 would only include
  project types that contribute to providing and enhancing
  recreational opportunities.
                 The final alternative, Alternative No. 4,
  includes project types that contribute to both restoring
  habitat and living coastal and marine resources and
  contribute to providing and enhancing recreational
  opportunities.  So it's a combination of Alternative 2 and
  3, and it's actually the preferred alternative.
                 The Trustees are proposing a set of
  Phase III early restoration projects, totaling
  approximately $627 million in project costs, which also
  includes contingency.  As you can see on the screen,
  ecological projects account for 63 percent of that total
  and recreational projects account for the other 37
  percent.  The specific information and environmental
  analysis on these proposed Phase III early restoration
  projects are included in the draft document in Chapters 8
  through 12.
                 Don Pitts will now talk about the proposed
  Texas-sponsored projects.
                 MR. PITTS:  Thanks, Debora.
                 On behalf of the Trustees that includes the
  General Land Office, Texas Commission on Environmental
  Quality, as well as the Texas Parks and Wildlife, I want
  to spend a few minutes this morning -- this evening,
  talking about the five projects that are proposed for
  Texas.  They total about $20 million.  They all address
  recreational use.
                 We have a couple of projects that affect
  the impact to the Gulf, beach front state parks on the
  upper Texas coast, and we're also proposing three
  artificial reefs be constructed as part of early
  restoration.  Now, you may notice that there are actually
  four reef sites on the chart that we're proposing, Corpus
  Christi's alternate, and we'll get into that a little bit
  later as to when that might actually come in to play.
                 The first project we want to talk about is
  the Sea Rim State Park.  This is a state park that
  received a significant amount of injury and impact as a
  result of Hurricane Rita in 2005 and then Ike in 2008 and
  much of the infrastructure was impacted.  It's a park that
  is now on the road to mend and it has gone through a
  redesign or redevelopment process with the public to help
  identify features of the park that are important to them
  to put in place at the facility.
                 And what the Trustees did was they selected
  a few of those features that have not been funded yet to
  implement as part of early restoration.  What we have is
  we have two boardwalks, or lookout type projects, one at
  Fence Lake, which would be kind of a relatively unique,
  raised, elevated platform for wildlife observation that
  will be attached to a floating dock that can be accessed
  through shallow vessels or kayaks and those types of
  vessels.
                 The other one is Willow Pond.  It's
  accessible through a boardwalk from the main highway, or
  the main road into the park, providing opportunities to
  view coastal ecology, coastal communities up close.  In
  addition, there is a fish-cleaning station that's also
  stationed not far from the main road that will provide
  access or provide ability for fishermen to fish in the
  Gulf, or the bay side to come in and clean their catch
  before they go home for the day, as well as a comfort
  station that will basically provide restroom facilities at
  a boat ramp there at the park.
                 In Galveston Island State Park, much like
  Sea Rim, they also incurred an awful lot of impact as a
  result of Hurricane Ike in 2008.  This is a park that also
  went through an extensive redevelopment evaluation,
  including the public, and came up with a master plan that
  included a significant reworking of the beach front
  presence of this particular park.
                 This is a project that the Trustees have
  embraced very easily and very readily.  As you can see,
  the redevelopment area is in blue and basically
  encompasses a lot of the same footprint that was there
  before, but is much more compact and much more efficient.
  This is about an almost 11 million-dollar project that the
  Trustees are proposing to implement as part of early
  restoration.
                 One of the unique things that came out of
  the public process in the redevelopment plan is the
  addition of equestrian facilities, something completely
  unique for parks and wildlife along the Gulf Coast.  It is
  a site that will help facilitate uses of horses on the
  beach, as long as they have their own entrance to the
  beach front so they're not interfering with pedestrian
  traffic at the park.
                 There is a number of -- a couple of camping
  loops that are proposed that will have the normal water
  and electricity as well as the picnic shelters and grills
  and those types of amenities that the public has always
  come to expect at the state parks, as well as elevated
  campsites.  The previous photograph -- at one corner, it
  had a photograph of the concept of elevated tent platforms
  that will be relatively unique for the public.  Also
  important to the plan, then, is the multiple boardwalk
  increase to the beach that will provide access to the
  public across sensitive dunes without impacting those
  dunes.
                 On the artificial reef side of the house,
  what we're proposing is to augment an already existing
  array of artificial reefs that are offshore, that are
  primarily further offshore in Federal waters, and what
  we're proposing to do is put a couple of reefs within
  state waters.  These are six to nine miles offshore, in
  addition to a ship that's about 100 -- excuse me -- 67
  miles offshore.
                 The ship is a feature that has received an
  awful lot of public support and primarily will be for
  diving as well as fishing use, but it's further offshore
  to facilitate water clearing that will make diving more
  exciting, more attractive.  The other interesting thing
  about the siting of the ship reef is, off to the chart
  here to the right-hand side is the Flower Gardens, another
  very attractive diving location, and it will provide a
  nice stopoff for a dive all the way back where people have
  a little more bottle time left on their dive chart.
                 The Corpus Christi reef site proposes an
  alternative because the ship reef is a relatively
  complicated process, finding a ship with the right size,
  the right makeup, and then getting it cleaned to normal
  standards, and if we can't find that, we can't technically
  complete that activity.  We want to make sure to have an
  alternate backup, and that is where the Corpus Christi
  reef will come in as a backup to the ship reef.
                 To give you a little more detail on the
  natural projects themselves, the reef projects, the
  Matagorda reef is ten miles offshore.  It's a three and a
  half million-dollar project, but what it will do is it
  would place about 1600 of these pyramid structures on to
  the existing sandy bottom.  And what these structures do
  is they provide an opportunity for reef fish to come in
  and then other fish that may feed on those reef fish that
  are attractive to fishermen to come in.  So that's why
  the -- the benefit they provide is for recreational
  fishing, because they attract fish in one location and
  then the fishermen can be able to catch them a little bit
  easier.
                 The Freeport reef is very much the same,
  only it's an existing 160-acre site off of Freeport.  It's
  already got a Liberty Ship sunk in the center of it, along
  with some culverts and some other concrete material around
  it that's already attracting fish, but the site itself
  still remains widely devoid of other features that may
  attract fish.  So the planning here is to spend
  $2.1 million to populate the exterior of this area with
  additional artificial reefs.
                 The ship, as I mentioned before, is one
  that's going to be -- is a little more technically
  challenging, and it's one that will likely be more
  expensive than implementing any of the other projects.
  You notice that the cost associated with it is
  $1.8 million.  It's a little bit less than the other two
  projects.  Because this project is so popular, the
  artificial reef program is kicking in another $2.4 million
  to try to make this happen.
                 Once again, the intent is to buy -- find a
  ship that's about 200 feet long, get it cleaned up
  according to EPA standards, make sure and get all Federal
  and State approvals on this particular ship.  It's a
  little bit more complicated in that we're going to have to
  have a sinking plan to make sure we can sink it and sink
  it in an upright position.  That makes it more attractive
  to diving, as opposed to listing on one side or the other.
  So it's a little more complicated from that perspective.
  But the intent is to make -- put it in about 135-foot of
  water so it's still very, very easily accessible for the
  diving community.
                 The alternative to the ship, as we had
  mentioned before, is the Corpus Christi reef.  This is a
  reef that, just this past fall, about a quarter of it
  received a series of pyramids and culverts.  The project
  would spend the same amount of money, about $1.8 million,
  but basically populate the remainder of the 160-acre site
  with those reef pyramids.
                 So what you see is Texas has proposed five
  projects.  All of them address recreational use that was
  lost and impacted as a result of the spill.  That's not to
  say that we have forgotten ecological impacts.  Those are
  still ecologically beneficial projects as well as
  resource-specific projects, are very much still on our
  list of things we're pursuing and we'll to talk y'all
  about it again in the future.
                 With that, Debora, I think I will turn it
  back over to you now.
                 MS. McCLAIN:  Thank you, Don.  Let me make
  sure I turned on the right one.  Okay.
                 So what's next?  As Perry said, the public
  comment period for this draft document has been extended
  and now closes on February 19th.  The Trustees will review
  and consider all comments received.  We 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 Trustees' responses and
  consideration of all public comments received.
                 The Trustees will move as quickly as
  possible to finalize that draft document.  Once complete,
  the document will be posted on the Trustee website and
  will be available in public libraries.  So, again, you can
  make your comments tonight, either verbally or written or
  out in the lobby at the computer.  You can mail your
  comments to this address on the screen.  You can visit
  this website, which will take you to the public comment
  portal.  Whatever option you choose, just please do so by
  the 19th of February.  We want to hear what you have to
  say.
                 I would like to thank you-all very much for
  joining us this evening, for taking time out of your busy
  schedules to be here and hear what we have to say.  I will
  now turn the meeting back over to Perry, who will
  facilitate the public comment portion of the meeting.
  Thank you very much.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Okay.  So that was a lot of
  information, and this plan is also online, if you would
  like to take a deeper look at it.  There is also compact
  disks out in the lobby that you can pick up as well that
  has the full version of the plan.
                 So, at this point, I would like to
  introduce members of the listening table who will listen
  to your comments that you make tonight.  First, we have
  Mr. Don Pitts, who you have already met, Natural Resource
  Trustee for Texas.  Next is Ms. Debora McClain, who you
  have already met, NRDA Trustee Representative,
  Department of the Interior Deputy Case Manager.  From the
  Environmental Protection Agency, the Trustee
  Representative is Doug Jacobson, Trustee Representative
  and Regional Program Manager for EPA's Gulf of Mexico
  Program.  From the U.S. Department of Agriculture,
  Mr. Robert Ziehr, Trustee Representative NRCS Plant
  Materials Manager; and, lastly, from NOAA, we have
  Mr. Jamie Schubert, NOAA's Fisheries and Restoration
  Center.
                 As these individuals are coming up, again,
  I just want to remind you of a few things.  Is there
  anyone who did not elect to make a public comment?  You
  are allowed to do so.  If you would like to just get a
  blue card.  If you will just raise your hand, we'll get a
  blue card to you so that we can properly bring you
  forward.  Is there anyone who needs a blue card so that we
  can call you to make a public comment?
                 (No response from the floor)
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  At any time during this
  public comment period, please raise your hand.
  Individuals in the rear know what you need and they'll
  bring you a card.
                 (No response from the floor)
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Okay.  Before proceeding, I
  would like to ask again, because we have a few new people
  that have come in to the room, are there any individuals
  that will need sign language interpretive assistance for
  the public comment portion of tonight's meeting?  Any
  individuals that need sign language interpretive
  assistance?
                 (Above request is translated through
                 Spanish and sign language)
                 (No response from the floor)
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Okay.  We will proceed.
  Okay.
                 We're going to limit each speaker to three
  minutes.  Some people have driven many miles to be here
  tonight.  We want to give everyone who wishes to speak the
  opportunity to do so.  When speaking, you'll see this
  little black monitor on the end of the table.  That will
  be the timer.  When it's green, you're fine.  When it
  turns a faint yellow, if you would just respect that and
  start wrapping up.  When it gets to red, if you'll take
  your three minutes and we'll just ask you if you would
  just be mindful of that three-minute warning.  If you need
  a couple of more minutes, we may consider, depending on
  how many people speak, to give you an opportunity after
  everyone has had an initial three minutes; but if you
  would be mindful of that, I appreciate it and thank you in
  advance of that opportunity.
                 So, going forward, the first individual
  will be Mr. Tom Romayne, Vice President, Friends of River
  San Bernard, and, for the record, sir, if you would say
  your name and your organization, if you are representing
  an organization, to ensure that we get it just right for
  the record.
                 SPEAKER ROMAYNE:  My name's Tom Romayne.  I
  represent Friends of the River San Bernard in Brazoria
  County, and I appreciate the opportunity to speak.  We are
  really just taking this opportunity to bring a new project
  to the attention of this group.  I don't have comments on
  the -- any of the specific projects that are already in
  the proposed document.
                 Our project is to open and maintain a
  navigable mouth for the San Bernard River in Brazoria
  County.  In 1929, the Corps of Engineers dredged a
  diversion channel to relocate the Brazos River discharge
  into the Gulf and create Freeport Harbor.  This new Brazos
  mouth is now only a few miles east of the San Bernard and
  began forming a new delta with each flood of the Brazos
  River.  Eventually, that delta, in the 1980s, began
  encroaching on the mouth of the San Bernard River and
  causing the mouth of the Bernard to migrate to the west
  and the channel to become shallower and the mouth to
  become narrower.
                 In 2005, the mouth had shifted several
  miles to the west.  There was no longer a navigable
  channel.  The Corps was convinced to dredge the mouth open
  again in 2009 to reestablish its original location, but
  within two years, it was once again no longer navigable.
  But, prior to the '80s, this river mouth location and
  depth had remained stable, relatively unaffected by storms
  or droughts.
                 A 2002 study by the Corps established a
  direct correlation between the encroachment of the Brazos
  River divergent channel delta and the closing of the
  mouth.  It's a manmade problem that will not be solved
  without an engineering solution.
                 Impacts of this mouth closing include
  freshwater and saltwater exchange no longer occurs between
  the San Bernard River and the Gulf.  This impacts
  migration of marine life between the estuaries and the
  Gulf and plant and bird habitat.  Storm runoff and tidal
  exchanges that previously flowed through the mouth now
  flow through the intercoastal waterway, creating dangerous
  currents and significant hazards to navigation at the
  Brazos River floodgates.  Shrimpers and the seafood
  processing facilities have moved away from the mouth of
  the Bernard.
                 The TCEQ abandoned plans and sold the
  two-acre property intended to use for storage of
  artificial reef materials at the mouth since it no longer
  had direct access to the Gulf.  Recreational fishing and
  the commercial activity to support it have significantly
  declined.  Residential properties upriver that once
  enjoyed ready access to the Gulf have lost value.
                 Additional benefits of a permanent, stable
  opening of the mouth include the beach at Sergeant, a
  community located just west or down drift from the San
  Bernard River, is suffering significant beach erosion.
  Material dredged to initially open the San Bernard mouth
  and subsequent material from a sand bypass project or
  maintenance dredging could be used to nourish that beach,
  thus providing storm protection and preventing the
  eventual direct exposure of the intercoastal waterway to
  the Gulf.
                 Friends of the River San Bernard request
  approval of the project to open the mouth of the San
  Bernard River and provide the structures and/or
  maintenance dredging required to maintain a stable,
  navigable channel.  We believe the project meets many of
  the selection criteria for NRDA funding and all of the
  selection criteria for funding under the Restore Act.
  Thank you.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Romayne.
                 Next speaker, Scott Jones, Director of
  Advocacy, Galveston Bay Foundation.
                 SPEAKER JONES:  Thank you very much.  I am
  Scott Jones, Director of Advocacy for the Galveston Bay
  Foundation.  Certainly, Galveston Bay Foundation
  appreciates the opportunity to present some comments to
  you on the projects; and, certainly, we appreciate the
  logic and reasoning behind the projects that have been
  proposed for Phase III.  Certainly, having folks
  appreciate the natural resources and be able to access
  them will build stewardship.
                 We would like to say going forward, though,
  we would love to see a bigger focus on sustainable
  ecosystem restoration projects.  We think those can
  provide some long-term payoff to the State of Texas, to
  our coastal resources.  So when you think of the payoff,
  this is a long-term payoff both in the terms of ecological
  services and then also the sustainable economics that come
  from those providing of ecological services.
                 So, specifically, we would like to see the
  focus in the future on these following types of projects:
  Certainly, wetland restoration, particularly intertidal
  wetlands, to continue the good work that has happened so
  far, and then the very important freshwater wetlands that
  are in our estuary's watershed and other estuaries'
  watersheds up and down the coast.  Those provide the
  important water quality and water quantity and habitat
  functions, very important to the bay.
                 Second, oyster reef restoration.  Galveston
  Bay, as you know, took a huge hit from Hurricane Ike and
  we lost half of our reefs and then there was increased
  pressure on our oyster reefs when fishermen came our way
  from points East after the spill.  So there's plenty of
  work that can be done on oyster reef restoration that will
  help so much ecologically and economically.
                 Shoreline protection projects.  We have
  suffered quite a bit of erosional problems around here,
  and so we would like to see some preferably living
  shoreline type and natural type solutions to our problem
  with eroding shorelines.
                 A biggie is acquisition of land.  I mean,
  we have opportunities here with these funds to really have
  true long-term, sustainable habitat acquisitions.  So
  we're talking, again, important prairie pothole wetlands.
  Anything in the watershed of Galveston Bay or other
  estuaries is very important.
                 And then last, acquisition of water rights.
  We are facing a huge challenge here in Galveston Bay and
  many of the other estuaries in the Gulf Coast with
  decreased freshwater inflows that are projected in the
  future.  Our population's going to double by 2050 in the
  Galveston Bay watershed.  So we can acquire some rights
  preferably further down the Trinity River that can
  actually make it to the bay.  That would be so important.
                 So, again, these can all pay long-term
  benefits; they're sustainable; they're ecological; they're
  tied to the economics.  So, really, to conclude, we would
  just like to really encourage you to focus on those types
  of ecological restoration projects going forward.  Thank
  you.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Jones.
                 The next individual is Ellis Pickett,
  Chairman, Surf Rider Foundation.
                 SPEAKER PICKETT:  "Bonk", depth perception
  issue here.  My name is Ellis Pickett.  I'm the Chairman
  of the Surf Rider Foundation, Texas Upper Coast Chapter.
  We are part of a larger organization that's worldwide and
  has over 85 Chapters.  We cover 50,000 members.  There are
  five Chapters in Texas.
                 We -- of course, Scott Jones with Galveston
  Bay Foundation said a lot of the things that we certainly
  support, which is resilient coastlines, doing more natural
  type of shoreline protection with vegetation, and one of
  the things that happened -- I'll -- a few years ago, I
  learned about this town in New Jersey called Avalon, New
  Jersey.  Back in the '60s, they had their island like
  Galveston Island.  A little bit smaller, but they have the
  lengthy island.  It erodes very rapidly, and, at one end
  of the island, sand collects.
                 One of the things that they did in the '60s
  is they took a major step and they raised the money to buy
  out the front road for the entire island and then they
  used some -- some of that money to purchase a used army
  loader, front-end loader, and started hauling sand down
  the beach to the eroding areas and they did that 50 weeks
  a year, and they have maintained that.  They built up a
  large set of dunes and vegetated them in front of the
  houses, and that has done a very good job of protecting
  the island.
                 One of the things that we have here on
  Galveston is we don't have too many dunes and we're not
  doing a very good job of protecting them.  Perhaps we
  should come up with a way to buy out the front road and
  create a natural dune area of vegetation, and dunes is a
  buffer zone between the Gulf of Mexico and the first row
  of houses.  That's something that's going to have to be
  done eventually anyway.  I mean, the island is eroding on
  the west end at a very high rate and it's going to take a
  major step, and this is some money that could make that
  possible, that could help protect the entire island.
                 Another thing that we've got is I saw there
  is a lot of fishing piers and access points and
  recreational areas here.  For about 50 years, the north
  coast of Texas from Freeport to High Island had eight
  fishing piers.  Today, there are two.  They're both on
  Galveston Island.
                 We have a great fishing spot on Bolivar
  Peninsula called Rollover Pass and it's a manmade cut from
  the Gulf into the intercoastal, and this -- the unintended
  consequences, it turned out they rapidly increased the
  rate of erosion west the pass and also put about what it
  cost the Corps of Engineers almost a million dollars a
  year to get that sand out of the intercoastal, and we
  don't have enough money to do that.  They no longer want
  to spend that much, that kind of money, and that pass is
  going to have to be closed, which is a great fishing spot;
  but the unintended consequences are just more than we can
  bear for the rest of the coast.
                 I would like to see some fishing piers,
  possibly two.  Bolivar Peninsula had three fishing piers
  that, for many years, were in business and made money, but
  today, they have none.  And when they close the Rollover
  Pass, they're going to have to need at least one fishing
  pier, possibly one right at the pass which would be a
  great location for TPW to go in and put a park on the Bay
  side and on the Gulf side.
                 But another problem that we have on the
  coast, there is small communities that don't have enough
  tax base to get the necessary infrastructure improvements.
  Surfside Beach in Brazoria County has a terrible water
  supply system.  There is high arsenic levels in the water.
  You're not supposed to even drink the water and a lot of
  people don't like to bathe in it.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Would you like to come back
  again, Mr. Pickett?
                 SPEAKER PICKETT:  No.  I'm able to wrap
  this up right now.  That's a got-me.  Thank you very much.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, sir.
                 The next individual, Mr. Brandt Mannchen.
                 SPEAKER MANNCHEN:  My name is Brandt
  Mannchen.  I'm representing myself this evening.
                 I'm concerned that past public comments
  haven't resulted in any changes to the proposed projects
  for the State of Texas.  I was at the June 24th meeting
  last year, and there were eight people who spoke and, if
  I'm not mistaken, seven out of the eight said they wanted
  land acquisition, and there are no projects that deal with
  land acquisition or any ecological restoration.  And so I
  feel like that's a giant hole and I believe that the
  projects proposed, while worthy, are not the highest
  priority projects because they don't restore natural
  environment or protect and preserve the natural
  environment.
                 I'm looking for where are the large oyster
  reef restoration projects?  Where are the large wetland
  restoration proposals?  Where are the large coastal
  prairie restoration proposals?  And there aren't any.  I
  believe the State of Texas, at least for these initial
  projects, should put ecological restoration before
  recreation.
                 I'm also concerned about the Galveston
  Island project.  It's not that I don't want some
  facilities rebuilt there, but I'm concerned.  We're
  talking almost $11 million we're taking, which is -- this
  money is now public money, and we're investing it in there
  and tomorrow, during hurricane season, it can all be gone
  again.  And I'm wondering if this is the type of
  leadership we should be showing to people, the example we
  should be showing, because we talk, you know, about others
  maybe moving back from the coast because we have areas
  that are just eroding and just too dangerous and, yet,
  here we have an investment of 11, almost $11 million that
  we're going to put in here, and I think that's sending the
  wrong message.
                 We need to do something for Galveston
  Island State Park, but I'm not sure it should be so
  intensive.  I like what you're doing with Sea Rim and
  maybe a little bigger scenario for Galveston, but 11
  million seems like an awful lot.
                 And, finally -- I've got some other
  comments, but just the last thing I want to mention:  It
  was mentioned about the Flower Garden Banks Coral Reef
  National Marine Sanctuary.  They need help, lots of help,
  because they are 110 miles south-southeast off the coast
  of Galveston, and they need money for their boat to go out
  there to see if people are doing things they shouldn't do
  and money for other types of activities so the Coast Guard
  or whoever that goes out there can assist, and I will
  encourage you to talk to the National Marine Sanctuary,
  find out who those needs are, and help put together a
  project to fulfill them because that's a very, very rare
  and unique ecosystem.  Thank you.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Mannchen.
  The next individual is Sarah Cerrone.
                 SPEAKER CERRONE:  Hi.  My name is Sarah
  Cerrone.  I'm Director of Economic Development for
  Chambers County.  I am here on behalf of Chambers County
  Judge Jimmie Sylvia.  Judge Sylvia regrets that he cannot
  be here tonight but wants the State and Federal Trustees
  in charge of the Natural Resource Damages Act early
  restoration effort to know that Chambers County is
  painfully aware of the loss of human life and
  environmental devastation from the Deepwater Horizon
  disaster.  Chambers County is also aware of the historic
  opportunity for ecosystem investments aimed at restoring
  the Gulf, not only from the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill,
  but also from decades of human-caused environmental
  impacts here in the heart of the nation's energy coast.
                 We share your vision of sustainable human
  communities amidst the remarkably productive natural
  resources of the Gulf of Mexico ecosystem.  We are
  committed to doing everything we can to provide the NRDA
  Trustees and the State and Federal decision-makers over
  the other Deepwater Horizon settlement funds with
  compelling and cost effective restoration and investment
  opportunities.
                 Chambers County is located directly north
  of Galveston in Galveston Bay and connects all of Trinity
  Bay, which makes up one-third of our county and is fed by
  the Trinity River, one of Texas' most important freshwater
  sources for people and wildlife.  Seventy-five percent of
  the county is within the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers'
  defined floodplain, and our extensive system of wetlands
  has given us the distinction of being the alligator
  capital of Texas.
                 All of Chambers County is within the
  Restore Act's defined investment area that includes the
  state's coastal management area, plus 25 miles.  We are
  home to over 34,000 people as of the 2010 census.  Our
  rapid growth in recent years is due to our playing a
  central role in the petrochemical industry rim that is
  helping the nation reach industry independence for the
  first time in decades.
                 Chambers County is one of the oldest
  communities in the state.  Our founding families came here
  and stayed, in major part, because of the abundant and
  productive and healthy natural resources, including access
  to the Gulf of Mexico via Trinity Bay and the one-mile
  coast of Chambers County directly on the Gulf.
                 We are committed to working with you to
  make sure that those treasured natural resource, as used
  by generations of Chambers County residents, are
  sustainable and resilient for many future generations just
  as your Draft Early Restoration Plan is designed to
  achieve.
                 We are inventorying the needs of the public
  lands within the county, including the Anahuac National
  Wildlife Refuge, the Moody National Wildlife Refuge, as
  well as 19 parts in the county enjoyed by a wide range of
  visitors from within the county as well as those passing
  through on our I-10 corridor who make travel to Chambers
  County a destination because of the world class birding,
  wildlife viewing, fishing and hunting opportunities.
                 I assure you that we are welcoming the
  growth of numbering -- growing number of consumptive and
  nonconsumptive nature-driven tourists in this part of
  Texas.  For all the reasons of geography, history, economy
  and ecology, Chambers County is committed to working
  closely with you on Deepwater Horizon restoration and we
  support your preferred alternative for it.
                 Thank you for coming to the Texas Gulf
  Coast and for this opportunity to provide a public
  comment.  We will be filing a longer comment by the 19th
  deadline.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Cerrone.
                 The next individual, Mr. Nathan McDonald,
  County Judge, Matagorda County.
                 SPEAKER McDONALD:  Good evening.  My name
  is Nathan McDonald and I work as the County Judge for
  Matagorda County.
                 First, I want to take just a moment to
  thank the restoration council for hosting this event this
  evening, and I also want to thank all the agencies
  represented here.  This is very, very important and the
  American way, of course, and in hosting information and
  public comments hearings.  Thank you-all very, very much
  for doing that and allowing us to speak this evening.
                 I also want to take just a moment to thank
  you-all for the recreation and habitat projects that you
  proposed.  Those, in my mind, are a very, very good first
  step in using these funds that have been provided us and
  for coming along and doing the right thing with public
  funds.
                 I specifically want to thank you, however,
  for the Matagorda artificial reef project.  That has a
  special place in my heart, having worked on that with our
  Commissioner's Court since 2008, and it appears that we're
  just at the cusp of doing something meaningful with that.
  That has a lot of value for it, not only in our county and
  neighboring counties, but indeed for the State of Texas
  and the whole of the nation.
                 I can tell you, too -- and I saw
  Commissioner Payne here.  He stepped back in the room, and
  I wanted to let you-all know we look forward to working
  with Brazoria County in strengthening and hardening our
  counties' coastal ecosystems.  There are some things that
  we can conjunctively do in Brazoria County that we have
  done in the past, but this represents an opportunity to
  move the ball forward even more in strengthening both of
  our counties' ecosystems, and I'm talking specifically
  about the beach and dune applications and hardening those
  beach and dune applications and protecting one of the
  things that comes to mind very quickly -- and,
  Commissioner, I'm sure you'll concur -- is that we've got
  an intercoastal waterway that runs very close to the Gulf
  of Mexico and Matagorda County, and this represents a good
  opportunity to strengthen and harden that, and we look
  forward to the opportunity to work with our neighbors.
                 I can tell you, too, that we pledge full
  support for this process.  We also look forward to
  proposing other valuable projects for future iterations of
  this process.  And, again, before I sit down, I just want
  to thank you-all profusely for allowing us the time to
  comment, but more than that, for giving us the information
  that we need to move forward.  Thank you-all very much and
  have a good evening.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. McDonald.
  Next speakers are Roy and Jan Edwards.
                 SPEAKER EDWARDS:  My name is Roy Edwards.
  I live in the Village of Rivers End, which is on the very
  lower end of the San Bernard River in southwestern
  Brazoria County.
                 I had been -- my wife and I have worked
  with most of the people in this room at one time or
  another on the reopening of the San Bernard River.  One of
  the biggest problems is, as the river goes toward the Gulf
  and can't get there through its own means, is the water
  slows.  When the water slows, silt drops out.
                 We have lost the majority of our salt and
  sea grasses in the entire complex.  We have lost the
  majority of our oysters, and last year, when the mouth was
  closed again, we had the poorest fishing season that we
  have had in the 20 years that I have been going down
  there.  We would request that this funding here, this
  emergency funding, be implemented for the reopening of the
  mouth of the San Bernard River as soon as possible to
  prevent further damage.
                 The other thing is the Gulf Intercoastal
  Canal Association, or the GICA, considers the west gate on
  the Brazos River to be the most dangerous navigable spot
  in the entire coastal -- intercoastal canal.  A blockage
  by a barge out of control at that gate would cost $194
  million a day in cargo.  An oil spill or a chemical spill,
  those barges carry 142,000 gallons of liquid chemical,
  would be disastrous from San Luis Pass down through
  Sergeant, at the least.  And this is the other reason.
  There are currents going through there at 15 knots.  A
  push boat does 8 knots.  They cannot go in and make it
  push back in to the Brazos River.
                 We have worked and worked and worked.  The
  San Bernard River has literally been studied to death.
  There is a website on that business card,
  www.sanbernardtx.  It includes Corps of Engineers studies
  dating back to 1909, 2000 and the 2002 Corps studies,
  studies from Texas Parks and Wildlife, the GLO, Tx-DOT,
  every study that we can find.  If you need information on
  the mouth of the San Bernard and why it's in the shape
  that it's in, go out and look at www.Sanbernardtx.com.
  Thank you for your consideration.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Edwards.
  Mrs. Edwards, would you want to make a public comment?
                 MS. EDWARDS:  I'm the writer.  He's the
  talker.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Okay.  Thank you very much.
                 The next individual, Jim Morrison, Chairman
  of the Artificial Reef and Advisory Committee.
                 SPEAKER MORRISON:  My name is Jim Morrison.
  I'm Chairman of the Artificial Reef Committee for the
  State of Texas.  I want to speak directly towards the
  artificial reef proposal.
                 On the economic side, a ship reef off the
  Galveston coast would probably bring double the economic
  impact that the Texas Clipper has given to Cameron County.
  Dean can supply you with the economic study on the Clipper
  and the impact it has on fishing and diving and tourism
  industry.
                 The oil spill created a twofold thing.
  When we lost tremendous amounts of oil rigs, which divers
  typically dive on which was lost to habitat, with the ship
  reef going in, you are -- you would be restoring some of
  that habitat that's lost with the rigs being taken out and
  giving divers a dive site to actually go in and dive, and
  a 200-foot vessel gives more of an impact to be able to
  get larger dive vessels, which is more economic to take it
  out to the Flower Gardens and everything and establish
  something that will last a good 50, 60 years, and bring
  the 1.7 million that Dale has proposed for it, will bring
  back millions in economic benefit for Galveston County,
  Brazoria County and for the State of Texas and tourism.
                 You can see everywhere there's been a ship
  sunk in Florida -- with the Oriskany, with the
  Vandenburg -- the tourism has excelled, and it's dive
  tourism, and with the use of these funds gives Parks and
  Wildlife the advantage to put the tourist attraction
  vessel out there.  And then, also, with the other sites,
  you create and restore habitat for the center console
  fleet to go out and fish and buy bait and come down to the
  coast.
                 Because, since the spill, the marinas here
  have been devastated.  Charter boats aren't chartering
  anymore.  I used to own my own charter business for 12
  years.  It just -- the rigs are gone and we don't have
  several sites to dive on and this would go a long way in
  establishing that and, plus, with the assistance of the
  artificial reef fund, that is a partnership with the
  Trustees on that project and I think, when you accept
  that, you will be very glad in the future.  Thank you very
  much.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Morrison.
                 The next individual is Amanda Fuller, Texas
  Policy Specialist, National Wildlife Federation.
                 SPEAKER FULLER:  I have written comments,
  too.  Good evening.  I'm Amanda Fuller.  I work for the
  National Wildlife Federation here in Texas.
                 We certainly recognize all five projects
  proposed in the state right now are intended to compensate
  the public for lost human use of natural resources caused
  by the spill.  And, certainly, in addition to these lost
  use projects, as you would expect, we would have preferred
  to see projects in addition to those that address natural
  resource damages themselves.  And, Don, I definitely
  appreciate your comments earlier, letting us know that
  Texas is working on that currently.
                 But I also want to note that, as someone
  who works in this process on a full-time basis, you know,
  I really can't imagine how a regular citizen is able to
  keep up with any of this information for what should be a
  transparent process.  I'm at a point where I definitely
  have more questions than answers, and so I just want to go
  on record kind of proposing some of those questions
  telling me you can't answer them.
                 But -- so, essentially, you know, the
  Trustees signed an allocation allotting all five Gulf
  States $100 million each, and the other four states have
  all proposed projects close to or somewhat in that dollar
  range, and in Texas, we're looking at just over $18
  million worth of projects on the table right now.  So,
  naturally, that begs the question:  Why is Texas so far
  behind the other Gulf States in this process?
                 Because Texas did experience natural
  resource damages as a result of the spill, both in their
  own right and in large part because the Gulf experienced
  these damages, and, as you all know, this is one system in
  Texas waters and our habitats support many species that
  were affected by the spill, and the Draft PEIS estimates
  that tens of thousands of the Gulf sea turtles were
  exposed to oil in 2010.  Today, the Kemp's ridleys and
  other sea turtles are still dying in dramatically higher
  numbers than they were before the spill.  In Texas, right
  here, we can take steps that will benefit the Kemp's
  ridleys, as these turtles nest on our shores and migrate
  through our nearshore waters, and that's just one example.
  We could look at projects to restore wetlands or protect
  freshwater inflows.  These efforts would also help sustain
  blue crab populations, a favored food source for the
  Kemp's ridley.
                 And the State of Texas has argued that
  waterfowl, shrimp, crabs, oysters, red snapper, tuna, red
  drum -- I could go on -- and other species were affected
  by the spill right here in Texas.  So, again, where are
  the projects aimed at helping these species and their
  habitats recover from the spill?
                 We could also note that projects that
  improve our water quality and provide habitat for fish and
  wildlife are perhaps the best way to truly improve public
  access and recreation to the Texas coast, and we hope to
  see the Trustees use their remaining early restoration
  funds on projects that will improve the outlook for the
  species affected by the spill because fish and wildlife do
  not recognize state borders in the Gulf ecosystem.  Thank
  you for your time.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Fuller.
                 The next individual coming forward is Shane
  Cantrell.  While Mr. Cantrell is coming forward, I just
  want to remind you at any time, if you did not elect to
  make public comment, you could always do so by just simply
  raising your hand and we'll get a blue card to you.
  Mr. Cantrell.
                 SPEAKER CANTRELL:  I'm Captain Shane
  Cantrell.  I'm a charter boat operator here in Galveston,
  Texas.  I'm a full-time fisherman here and am also a board
  member of the Charter Fishermen's Association, a bona fide
  charter organization of just over 500 members.
                 It's really important to support these lost
  use -- lost use reefs and stuff like that, the nearshore
  reefs such as the ship reef off of Galveston.  As a young
  charter boat operator, I make my living riding around
  those artificial reefs, and that's going to be precisely
  in the area that I fish the majority of my summer on,
  provide access for hundreds of recreational anglers a
  year.  They come down from all over the state and all over
  the country to come and enjoy our fishery resources and
  stuff like that.  It gives me a lot of hope to know that
  the parks and wildlife artificial reef program has
  identified a perfect spot for one of these reefs for
  divers, fishermen and recreational anglers across the
  board.  It's going to be a great opportunity to increase
  angler access and bring back the resources to the coastal
  communities.  It's a great, great position for that reef.
                 It's going to be important when we move
  forward in this process to take a whole ecosystem
  approach, considering data collection, fishery monitoring,
  fishery data collection.  Take a wholistic approach,
  consider the whole ecosystem before we're acting, and that
  will ensure our long-term sustainability and would help
  with the resource that's going to pay dividends to us down
  the road, and it's going to be very important.
                 I would just like to thank you-all for the
  opportunity to speak and address the group here today, and
  if y'all have any questions, just feel to contact me a
  little later.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Cantrell.
                 The next individual to speak, Mr. Jeff
  Barger, Ocean Conservancy.
                 SPEAKER BARGER:  Good evening.  Thank you
  for the opportunity to speak tonight.
                 My name is Jeff Barger and I'm here
  representing the Ocean Conservancy.  We will be providing
  thorough written comments, but I just wanted to take the
  opportunity tonight to touch on a few top-line issues.
                 We commend the Trustees on their hard work
  thus far and feel like you have captured the spirit of the
  draft plan through the wide range of restoration
  strategies for addressing injuries to the marine resources
  and the lost usage related to the BP oil disaster.
                 However, we are a little bit concerned that
  the draft plan does not articulate an ecosystem wide
  vision for restoration.  We understand that early
  restoration is not intended to compensate fully for
  injuries.  Yet, it's still crucial that a comprehensive
  regional pathway towards restoration is established to
  guide the project selection.  Without this systemwide
  vision, the piecemeal application of projects will likely
  fail to realize the full potential for recovery from the
  oil disaster.
                 The Draft PEIS does not include a
  comprehensive review of the Gulf ecosystems and assessment
  of injuries.  It's critical for the public to have that
  clear understanding of the oil's disasters impacts to
  natural resources in both the coastal and deepwater
  environments.  With an incomplete picture, it will be
  difficult for the Trustees to establish a comprehensive
  approach to restoration or for the public to decide
  whether chosen restoration activities will truly address
  the injuries that have occurred.
                 More specifically, we recommend adding the
  deepwater environments to both the habitat section and the
  living coastal marine resources section of the document.
  We understand that this description was not intended to be
  comprehensive and inclusive of the entire Gulf, but given
  the ecological importance of the deepwater environment and
  its nexus to injury, it should be included.
                 Similarly, the Trustees should provide more
  detailed information on the specifics of injury to the
  resources.  For example, more information is needed on
  injured species, such as what types of fish, birds and
  other marine wildlife were injured and which habitats were
  most impacted.
                 We are also concerned the project types do
  not include restoration of marine mammals, sea birds,
  deepwater habitats or the much-needed fisheries assessment
  and management as restoration -- restoration techniques
  eligible for early restoration funding.
                 While it's understood that the full
  assessment is ongoing, these strategies should be included
  in early restoration, given the existing and growing body
  of evidence and scientifically with your own oil impacts.
  In regard to monitoring, the draft plan includes
  performance monitoring plans that contain the duration,
  the duration and types of monitoring activities.  However,
  we feel more detail and standardization across the
  projects is needed.
                 Additionally, there is no information about
  how monitoring will be used to ensure the project achieves
  the level of benefits and value calculated by the offsets
  given to BP.  The Draft PEIS does not include programmatic
  long-term monitoring, beginning with early restoration and
  continuing through the duration of the restoration
  program.  Monitoring is needed to inform the restoration
  process and to describe how injured resources or lost
  services will be tracked across all projects inside the
  oil-impact zone.  Thank you.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Barger.
                 The next individual is Ms. Rhonda Gregg.
                 MS. GREGG:  I'm going to write it.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Okay.  You're going to
  submit yours in writing?
                 MS. GREGG:  Yes.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you.
                 And that brings up a good point:  Anyone
  who has made verbal comment, you can still go ahead and
  make written comments as well.
                 The next individual, Jordan Macha.  I hope
  I said that correct.
                 SPEAKER MACHA:  Yes, you got it.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Gulf Policy Analyst, Gulf
  Restoration Network.
                 SPEAKER MACHA:  My name is Jordan Macha.
  I'm with the Gulf Restoration Network.  We're based out of
  New Orleans but work to promote the health of the Gulf
  Coast across the five Gulf States.  Thank you for having
  this public comment period.  I have been fortunate to see
  many of you across the five Gulf States these last few
  weeks.
                 While we're supportive of the projects that
  Texas has chosen, as many others have commented here
  tonight, we are concerned that 100 percent of the projects
  that Texas has chosen are for loss of use.  So we hope
  that the Trustees will look towards ecosystem restoration
  for Texas next set of projects.
                 This is a great opportunity that we have
  and we really should seize that opportunity to restore --
  restore the resources that Texas has.  In particular, you
  know, one of the things that was noted by the Ocean
  Conservancy as well is that the marine environment is
  notably left out of the PEIS, and while projects enhancing
  access to our environment are important, ensuring that
  those resources are healthy and restored should be
  Priority No. 1.
                 Finally, also, as mentioned before, are
  offsets.  We have questions that we feel that still need
  to be answered on the process and model of how 2:1, 1.5 to
  1 were chosen, and how -- what process was used to
  determine those offsets.  We would also like to see how
  the timelines are going to be monitored so we see that,
  you know, 10,000 pelican fledglings are going to be
  restored; what is the timeline for that; is that going to
  be five years, 20 years; making sure that BP is
  accountable for how we're -- how we're keeping track of
  how these offsets are being monitored and to ensure that
  they are being fully restored.
                 I appreciate the opportunity to speak
  tonight and thank you so much.
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Macha.
                 Ms. Macha represents the last completed
  blue card that I have.  Are there any other individuals
  who wish to provide verbal comment at tonight's meeting?
                 (No response from the floor)
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Okay.
                 In addition to verbal comments, don't
  forget about the other forms in which you can make your
  comment, and February 19th is the date that we want
  everyone to be mindful of.
                 Also, there are many handouts in the lobby.
  We invite you to pick those up, if you haven't.  Pick
  those up on your way out.  There's many subject matter
  experts here.  Those individuals are going to be here
  throughout tonight.  One of those subject matter experts
  is Mr. Chapman, who is in the rear of the room.  He's with
  the Department of Interior.  He is an archeologist.
  Specifically, if you have information regarding local
  cultural or historical assets or resources, he would love
  to be able to get that information from you.
                 (No response from the floor)
                 MR. FRANKLIN:  Seeing that there are no
  others who desire to make public comment, I'll invite
  Mr. Don Pitts to close us out.
                 MR. PITTS:  Again, I would really like to
  thank you for your presence.
                 This is probably the fourth or fifth
  meeting we have had here in Galveston dealing with the
  Natural Resource Damage Assessment.  It's nice to look out
  and see familiar faces.  It shows that there are
  actually -- there are -- the persistence is there on
  behalf of the public.  It's really something that's
  important for us to hear you and talk to you each time you
  come in.  The feedback is invaluable.
                 As we indicated before several times, we
  can't finish this document up until we listen to you and
  then respond to your comments.  So, by all means, please
  take advantage of every opportunity to respond.
                 As Perry indicated, we've got experts out
  there to help answer questions.  We have folks with the
  state parks as well as the artificial reef program
  outside.  So if you have questions of either of those type
  of projects to help you formulate or make sure you
  understand the projects so you can formulate good
  comments, they're out there and available to be -- to
  provide information.
                 With that, I guess we're through with the
  evening.  I appreciate the attendance, once again.
                 (Audience Applause)
                 (Public Hearing concluded at 07:59:46 p.m.)
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