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March 24, 2014

Senator Cathy Giessel, Chair
Senate Resources Com m ittee
Alaska State Legislature

State Capitol, Room 205 | Juneau, AK 99801

Senator Giessel,

Irespectfully request a hearing of House Joint Resolution 30 am (28-LS1533\A.A), short titled

"lzembek Land Exchange,” in the Senate Resources Com mittee atyour earliestconvenience.

HJR 30 demonstrates our support for the residents of King Cove, Alaska, urging Secretary Sally
Jewell ofthe United States Department ofthe Interior (DOI) to:
1) reconsider DOI's Izembek Land Exchange "No Action" decision, based on technical and
procedural deficiencies in the Environmental Impact Statement process; and
2) approve the lzembek Land Exchange, furthering progress toward construction of a one-
lane gravel road providing King Cove residents modest overland access to the nearby

Cold Bay airport for medical emergency evacuation.

King Cove residents need this road for critical health and life safety emergencies. As you likely
know, adverse weather conditions prevent use of King Cove's air strip approximately 100 days

each year. Other King Cove to Cold Bay transport options have proven inadequate.

Further inform ation is attached, as outlined in the com mittee's January 21, 2014 hearing
request memo. A listofexpected testifiers and call-in locations will be provided once a hearing

is scheduled and my office has confirmed testifier availability.

Thank you for your consideration. Please feel free to contact me, or aide Liz Clement (x6576

direct), with any questions.

Representative Bob Herron


mailto:Rep.Bob.Herron@akleg.gov

ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE
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House Joint Resolution 30 - Izembek Land Exchange
Version 28-LS1533\A.A

SPONSOR STATEMENT

King Cove, a first class city in the Aleutians East Borough, is a village of 950 residents. Itis a wonderful
place to live, butcomes with a major challenge; King Cove residents lack reliable access to air
transportation - the timely, lifesaving link they need in medical emergency situations. Currently, when King
Cove's airport is weathered in (about 100 days each year), residents connect with the outside world by
marine transportto neighboring Cold Bay, from whose airportthey can access care in appropriate

facilities - butthis method expensive, unreliable, and often unsafe.

Five years ago, the United States Congress passed the Omnibus Public Land ManagementActof2009,
authorizing an “lzembek Land Exchange” to provide for the road. In this proposed exchange, the State of
Alaska and King Cove Corporation would transfer over 61,000 acres to the federal government, in
exchange for a mere 206 acres and a small parcel on Sitanuk Island, through which to construct a modest
one-lane gravel access road between King Cove and Cold Bay. The proposed road anticipates use by

only 15 to 20 vehicles daily, but the access it provides will save lives.

In 2010, the Alaska State Legislature unanimously supported House Bill 210 (sponsored then by

Representative Bryce Edgmon), approving the state’s participation in the exchange.

In March 2013, atthe end of a troubled multi-year Environmental Impact Statement process, then U.S.
Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar rejected the exchange. On December 23, 2013, after personally

travelling to King Cove and meeting with residents, current Secretary Sally Jewell upheld that rejection.
This treatmentis wrong for King Cove, and itis wrong for Alaska.
HJR 30 demonstrates our support for King Cove, urging Secretary Jewell to:
1) reconsider the lzembek Land Exchange decision, based on technical and procedural deficiencies
in the EIS process; and
2) approve the Izembek Land Exchange, allowing King Cove residents to have modest road access

to the Cold Bay airport, which is critical to residents’ health and life safety.

Please join me in support of HJR 30.

Staff Contact: Liz Clement 465-6576



HJR 30 am. "lzembek Land Exchange"
Sponsor: Representative Herron

"Requesting that the federal government and the United States Secretary of the Interior
reconsider the Izembek Land Exchange decision and approve the Izembek Land Exchange,
allowing the residents of King Cove to have road access to the Cold Bay Airport for critical
health and safety reasons and to improve the quality of their lives. "

Changes from HJR 30 28-LS1533\A to HIJR 30 am. ""\A.A

HJR 30 was modified slightly on the House Floor. One "whereas" clause, originally found at

page4, linesl2-14 of the initial version, was deleted. The resolution has seen no other changes
since introduction.
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2014 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Analysis

This legislation has zero fiscal impact on the Legislative Affairs Agency.
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U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

lzem bek
National Wildlife Refuge

Land Exchange/Road Corridor

Final Environmental Impact Statement

NOTE

This lzembek National W ildlife Refuge Land Exchange/Road
Corridor Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Executive
Summary totals 50 pages. In the interest of saving paper, this
packetincludes only the cover, table of contents, and page 1 of
the Executive Summary. A full copy ofthe Executive Summ ary
and complete EIS can be found online, at:

http://Iwww .fws.gov/nwrs/threecolumn.aspx?id=2147524796


http://www.fws.gov/nwrs/threecolumn.aspx?id=2147524796

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mission Statement

The Mission ofthe U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service is working
with others to conserve, protect and enhancefish, wildlife,
plants and their habitatsfor the continuing benefit of the
American people.

W WNAL

Refuge System Mission Statement

The Mission ofthe National Wildlife Refuge System is to
administer a national network of lands and watersfor the
conservation, management, and where appropriate,
restoration of thefish, wildlife, and plant resources and their
habitats within the United Statesfor the benefit ofpresent
andfuture generations of Americans.

—National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act of 1997

On the Cover: lzembek National Wildlife Refuge, 2007

Photo from the NCTC Image Library
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Executive summary

ES-1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
ES-1.1 Introduction

In the Omnibus Public Land Management Act 0f2009 (Public Law 111-11, Title VI, Subtitle E)
(Act), Congress authorized the Secretary ofthe Interior to exchange lands within the lzembek
National Wildlife Refuge for lands owned by the State of Alaska and the King Cove Corporation
for the purpose of constructing a single lane gravel road between the communities of King Cove
and Cold Bay, Alaska, ifitis inthe public interest. Inthe Act, Congress directed the Secretary
ofthe Interior to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in accordance with the terms
ofthe Act and the National Environmental Policy Act 01969 (NEPA), as amended (42 U.S.C.
4321 et seq.), and its implementing regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508). Congress specified
that the EIS must analyze the land exchange, potential road construction and operation, and a
specific road corridor through the Izembek National Wildlife Refuge and the Izembek
Wilderness that is to be identified in consultation with the State of Alaska, the City of King
Cove, and the Agdaagux Tribe of King Cove (Section 6402(b)(2)). To proceed with a land
exchange, the Act requires the Secretary of the Interior to make a public interest determination
finding that the proposed land exchange (including the construction of a road) is in the public
interest.

If determined to be in the public interest, the land exchange would enable construction and
operation ofa single lane gravel road between the communities of King Cove and Cold Bay,
Alaska, that would provide City of King Cove residents road access to the Cold Bay Airport.
Congress responded to continuing concerns about reliable access for health and safety purposes
on the part ofthe King Cove Corporation, the City of King Cove, the Aleutians East Borough,
and the Agdaagux Tribe of King Cove.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is the lead federal agency for the EIS. Cooperating
agencies are:

Federal U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Alaska District (Corps)
Federal Highway Administration/Western Federal Lands
Tribal Agdaagux Tribe ofKing Cove
Native Village of Belkofski
State State of Alaska
Borough Aleutians East Borough
Local/Other City of King Cove

King Cove Corporation

ES-1.2  Proposed Action

The proposed action is the exchange of land between the federal government, the State of
Alaska, and the King Cove Corporation for the purpose of constructing and operating a single
lane gravel road between the communities of King Cove and Cold Bay, Alaska. As provided in
the Act, the road “shall be used primarily for health and safety purposes, (including access to and
from the Cold Bay Airport) and only for noncommercial purposes.” The use oftaxis, commercial

lzembek National Wildlife Refuge ES-1
Land Exchange/Road Corridor EIS
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W ashington, D.C. 20500-0004
Dear Mr, President;

I write today to. implore you to personally reconsider a recent decision by Interior Secretary Sally
Jewell rejecting a life-saving road in the remote Aleutian Islands of Southwest Alaska. The core
issue in this dispute is one of simple justice: are potential or minor risks to birds more important
than the lives ofthe residents ofthe native village of King Gove? The lack ofreliable air service
to the village has already resulted in 18 recorded deaths, including the deaths of medevac
personnel during failed rescue operations. Secretary Jewell’s decision is callous and completely
disregards the health, safety, and well-being of some of Alaska’s indigenous people, the Aleuts
ofKing Cove.

For background, Subtitle E of Public Law 111-11 authorizes a land exchange for the purpose of
constructing a limited-use road from King Cove, where mountainous terrain prohibits the
construction of a suitable airport, to the all-weather airporfat Cold Bay. Without road access, or
reliable, air travel, village residents are often forced to make do without adequate healthcare. The
2009 law provided the Secretary of the Interior with the singular opportunity to have the final say
on this decision, and unfortunately, Secretary Jewell - on the day before Christmas Eve -
decided thatthe well-being ofbirds mattered more than the lives ofthe residents of King Cove.

From ourtime togetherin the U.S., Senate, | remember your compassion and interest in
positively impacting the lives of Native Americans throughout our great nation. Your desire to
improve access to healthcare for all Americans is well known. This is a perfect opportunity for
this administration to achieve both goals with a single decision. Both Secretary Jewell and
Assistant Secretary of Indian Affairs Kevin Washburn have ignored the directive outlined in
former Interior Secretary Ken. Salazar’s memorandum ofMarch 21,2013, bearing the title
Izembek National Wildlife Refuge/Land Exchange Road Corridor (Secretary’s Memorandum),
which instructed this decision to be made “pursuant to the unique trust relationship” that the
Federal Governmenthas with the Aleut, as it has with, all Native peoples of this country. The
Aleut people have lived on the Aleutian Islands for thousands of years, yet their health and
wellbeing continues to be placed at risk because of a relatively new land classification that the
federal government imposed upon them.

Mr. President, | ask that you review Secretary Jewell’s decision and direct her to overturn it. The
Aleutpeople of King Cove deserve access to the same medical care that the rest ofthe country is
afforded. | know you feel strongly about access to adequate healthcare, and this is truly an
opportunity to right an injustice and allow these Alaskans to live without the fear that inclement

HOME PAGE AND WEB MAIL
MURKOWSKLSENATE.GOV



weather could cutthem offfrom emergency medical services and turn a treatable condition into a
life-threatening emergency. While itis true that many rural Alaska residents have limited access
to healthcare, we have the opportunity to change that in this instance, where just 10 miles of a
single-lane, non-commercial road would ensure that access. | truly hope that your Administration
willreverse this decision against the residents of King Cove, | expect you will agree with me
that, in this case, the choice is an easy one—choose the people of King Cove.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Lisa Murkowski
United States Senator



King Cove Group
Agdaagux Tribe of King Cove & Belkofski Tribal Council
King Cove Corporation
City of King Cove & Aleutians East Borough

ft*****************************************************

Post Office Bax 37
King Cove, Alaska 99612
907-497-2340 (phone) 907-497-2594 (fax)

January 15, 2014

The Honorable Sally Jewell, Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C Street NW

Washington, DC 20240

Dear Secretary Jewell:
RE: Request for Reconsideration of the Record of Decision on Izembek Land Exchange EIS

This letter is a request that you reconsider your decision of December, 23, 2013 regarding the
Izembek Land Exchange Act, Subtitle E, Section 6401 et. seq. of the Omnibus Public Lands
Management Act of 2009 (OPLMA). This Act required that the Secretary make a public Interest
determination on a proposed land exchange authorized by Congress in that Act. Following the
passage of the Act, the Department undertook a nearly 5-year process to conduct an EIS. Your
decision states that it is the decision for the EIS.

This request is based upon the failure of the Record of Decision (ROD) to consider information
showing the lack of an access alternative to Cold Bay other than the road that meets the safe,
reliable, and affordable criteria of the Purpose and Need Statement in the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). We earnestly believe that you would have reached a different decision
had you known that there is no alternative to the road that meets the safe, reliable and
affordable Purpose and Need criteria of the EIS.

Specifically, the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USF&WS) caused you to believe that there was a
"landing craft" alternative to the road. The USF&WS construction of a landing craft alternative
is premised upon its expansive and wishful over-fading of a Borough letter dated February 24,
2012 to the Corps of Engineers, in that letter, the Borough, the holder of the current Corps
permit, committed only to attempt to develop alanding craft alternative. From this letter the
USF&WS went to contractors that it selected to construct a USF&WS landing craft alternative. It
appears that the scope of the project and project assumptions were provided to the
contractors by the USF&WS.



The Borough has subsequently determined thatneither alanding craft, nor any other marine
solution, could provide safe, reliable, and affordable transportation services between King Cove

and Cold Bay. The following list describes the reasoning for this conclusion.

1. There is no docking or receiving facility for a landing craft, or any marine vessel, on the Cold
Bay side, other than the existing Cold Bay dock. People and emergency vehicles (i.e.
ambulance) cannot be unloaded safely and reliably, especially persons being medevaced in bad

weather (and thus this alternative is not safe and reliable, which the road is);

2. No previously reviewed potential site exists on the Cold Bay side to construct a docking or

receiving facility for alanding craft on the Cold Bay side that:

a. would not be free ofice once constructed (e.g. a breakwater in frontofthe Cold Bay

dock or from the outfall ofthe Cold Bay municipal treatmentworks);

b.would not be extraordinarily expensive to construct; and

c.would not arguably interfere with endangered species (e.g. at Delta Point).

3. Alanding craftcould notreach the northeastcorner of Cold Bay in winter icing conditions

and at low tides (and thus is not reliable, which the road is);

4. Because of its flat bottom , the waves and currents of Cold Bay would cause alanding craftto
roll, which would make transport of a medevac patientfrom King Cove extremely difficult. The
design of any kind of marine vessel for public transit has to consider passengercom fort. To
avoid excessive sea sickness the vessel must be long enough (or have additional anti roll
features) to be tolerable to the majority of passengers (and thus is not safe and reliable, which

the road is);

5. A landing craft, or any marine vessel, would have significant difficulty in loading, unloading
and accommodating an ambulance and a medevac patient during bad weather in Cold Bay (and

thus is not safe and reliable, which the road is);

6. A landing craft, orany marine vessel, would have significant difficulty in loading, unloading
and accommodating passengers and other vehicles during bad weatherin Cold Bay (and thus is

not safe and reliable, which the road is);

7. A landing craft, or any marine vessel, is far more expensive forthe Borough compared to the
road alternative. The ROD provided no inform ation aboutthe operating costs of the landing
craft. The analysis in your Final EIS for the proposed landing craftis described as "unavailable",
conveniently implying thatthere are no costs while more than quadrupling the costs ofthe

road alternatives from the draft EIS costs;



8. Based upon the traditional local knowledge ofthe aboriginal Aleut people about winds,
oceans, and winter icing conditions in Cold Bay,the undersigned know that no viable landing

craft can be developed that meets the Purpose and Need criteria of the EIS.

The landing craft alternative constructed by the USF&WS does nottake these conditions into
account. Thus, the USF&WS failed to take the "hard look" atthe alternative required by NEPA,

m aking your decision arbitrary and capricious.

The Borough also reviewed other marine alternatives including re-establishmentofservice with
a hovercraft. Previous experience with the hovercraft operating between King Cove and Cold
Bay found this solution to be unreliable and often with conditions unsafe to operate. The
hovercraft as an alternative is fartoo expensive to be affordable forthe Borough to operate.
This inform ation is based on further unsatisfactory use ofthe hovercraft atan alternative
location between the City of Akutan and Akun Island. The Borough recently made a decision to
abandon the use ofthe Hovercraft atthis location since its experience there was thatthe
hovercraft was enormously expensive costing over $3 million per year to subsidize. Also, the
overall lack of reliability due to weather, wind & wave conditions were major factors in

discontinuing its use.

Because the USF&WS landing craft alternative does not meetthe safe, reliable, and affordable
access criteria ofthe Purpose and Need statement ofthe EISwe requestthatyou reopen the
process to considerthe evidence, listed above, that no landing craft alternative can meetthe
Purpose and Need criteria ofthe EIS. We are sure you agree that your decision would have
been different had you known thatthe evidence does not supportthe USF&W S's conclusion

that an alternative to the road exists.

M oreover, because there is no such evidence, the assertion inthe ROD thatthere is an
alternative to the road that meets the Purpose and Need criteria notonly makes your decision
arbitrary and capricious, but aviolation of your duty to make a decision which honors the
Department's Trustresponsibility to use the bestinform ation available to the Departmentto
make a proper "public interest” determination underthe Act. Further, your decision does not
make a public interested-determination, which must necessarily take in to accountwhetherthe

decision meets the Purpose and Need criteria ofthe EIS.

If reconsideration is granted, the undersigned intends to provide confirming inform ation,
including marine engineering inform ation, describing why there is no safe, reliable, and

affordable alternative to the road.

There are several other reasons why reconsideration is warranted, including:

1. The "landing craft" alternative was improperly included in the No Action Alternative only

after publication ofthe Draft EIS, which included the now abandoned hovercraft as an

alternative to the road;



2. The above listed reasons, explaining why a landing craft does not meet the Purpose and
Need criteria of the EIS, is new information which must be considered by you before a final
decision, as required by Congress, can be made;

3. This has not been a normal decision process. OPLMA directed you to make a public interest
determination on the Congressional approved land exchange, which you did not make;

4. By letter dated March 21, 2013, your predecessor mandated that you would make this
decision only after avisit by your Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs (ASIA) and a report which
"will address whether and to what extent the road is needed to meet emergency medical
needs.” The Report from ASIA Washburn does not do so. It merely reports the opinion of the
King Cove residents, all of who are in favor of the road. The report from ASIA Washburn, which
was to describe the extent to which the road is needed to meet medical emergencies should be
produced, made part of the record and considered during reconsideration. This report is critical
to meeting the Department's trust responsibilities to the Native people of the area and the
requirements of Secretary Salazar's March 21, 2013 letter; and

5. The March 21, 2013 letter from Secretary Salazar states that you would visit King Cove,
which you did. However, you did not make public the transcript of your on-the-record public
meeting until you published your decision in the ROD. This failed to give the public any
opportunity to react to clear testimony, such, as from Robert Trumble at p. 18-19, that it is
extremely difficult to dock a boat at the Cold Bay dock. There is no analysis of how the landing
craft can land at Cold Bay. These missing elements are in direct violation of the responsibilities
outlined in Secy. Salazar's March 21 letter shows that the administrative record has not been
properly assembled.

For all of these reasons the undersigned request that you reconsider the decision made in the
December 23, 2013 ROD and receive and consider the information provided herein to:

1. Consider information showing the lack of an access alternative to Cold Bay other than the
road that meets the safe, reliable, and affordable criteria of the Purpose and Need Statement in
the EIS;

2. Make a proper "public interest" determination as required by the Act;
3. Honor the commitment made by your predecessor in his letter of March 21, 2013 to have
ASIA Washburn prepare a report, which "will address whether and to what extent the road is

needed to meet emergency medical needs:"

4. Meet the Federal Government's trust responsibility to the Aleut residents of King Cove and
Cold Bay; and,



5. Include any relevant new information, which has been developed since the closing of the EIS
comment period. This would include a more recently concluded Health Impact Assessment
conducted by the State of Alaska.

You most certainly will conclude that there is no alternative to the road that meets the safe,
reliable and affordable Purpose and Need criteria of the EIS if you do.

Sincerely,
Etta Kuzakin, President Lynn Mack, President
Agdaagux Tribe of King Cove Belkofski Tribal Council
Dean Gould, President Stanley Mack, Mayor
King Cove Corporation Aleutians East Borough
& Agdaagux Tribe Member & Qagan Tayagunin Tribe Member

Henry Mack, Mayor
City of King Cove
& Agdaagux Tribe Member

CC: Senator Lisa Murkowski
Senator Mark Begich
Representative Don Young
Governor Sean Parnell
Assistant Secretary of Indian Affairs, Kevin Washburn
Assistant Secretary of Fish, Wildlife, & Parks, Dan Ashe
Alaska Region Director, USF&W, Geoff Haskett
Izembek EIS Project Manager, Stephanie Brady



PRESS RELEASE:

King Cove Tribal Leaders Ask Interior Secretary
Jewell to Reconsider Decision on I1zembek Land
Exchange and Road

King Cove, AK - Jan. 16, 2014 - King Cove Tribal leaders and members sent a letter to Interior
Secretary Sally Jewell today, requesting that she reconsider her decision in which she rejected
the land exchange and small gravel road corridor from the remote community to the nearby Cold
Bay Airport, which Congress had enacted to secure the health, safety and quality of life for
Alaskans, including Alaska Natives who live in Cold Bay. In the letter, members of the
Agdaguux Tribe, the Belkofski Tribe and the King Cove (Native) Corporation called Jewell’s
decision *“arbitrary and capricious” because it was based upon the Secretary’s mistaken
determination that there was a landing craft alternative to the road that met the *“safe, reliable,
and affordable” access criteria of the Purpose and Need Statement of the EIS. The Secretary’s
conclusion that such an alternative existed was based on faulty and unsubstantiated information
provided by the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USF&W S).

The letter states that the Tribal leaders “earnestly believe the Secretary would have reached a
different decision had she known that there is no alternative to the road that meets the safe,
reliable and affordable Purpose and Need criteria ofthe EIS.”

“The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USF&W S) led Secretary Jewell to believe that there is a
land craft alternative to the road when that alternative doesn’t exist,” said Aleutians East
Borough Stanley Mack. “That occurred after the Fish and W ildlife Service read a Borough letter,
written to the Corps of Engineers about a year ago. In that that letter, the Borough, which has a
Corps permit, committed only to try and develop a landing craft alternative. However, we

learned soon afterward that neither landing craft nor any marine craft could provide safe, reliable



and affordable transportation between King Cove and Cold Bay. The Service latched onto the
landing craft concept and ran with it, by including it in the EIS. Secretary Jewell then based her

finding largely on that information.”

The Borough points out that the USF&W S’s landing craft alternative will not meet the “safe,
reliable, and affordable” access criteria of the Purpose and Need Statement of the EIS because
there is no docking or receiving facility for a landing craft or any marine vessel on the Cold Bay
side, other than the existing Cold Bay dock. People and emergency vehicles cannot be unloaded
safely and reliably, especially sick or injured patients being medevaced in harsh weather
conditions. Additionally, a landing craft could not reach the northeast comer of Cold Bay in
winter icing conditions and at low tides, and therefore, would not be a dependable option. The
letter also mentions that a landing craft or any marine vessel is far more expensive for the
Borough compared to the road alternative.

“The ROD provided no information about the operating costs of the landing craft,” the letter
states. “The analysis in your final EIS for the proposed landing craft is described as

“unavailable,” conveniently implying that there are no costs, while more than quadrupling the
costs of the road alternatives from the draft EIS costs. The USF&W S failed to take the “hard
look™ at the alternative required by NEPA, making your decision arbitrary and capricious. Your
decision is also a violation of your duty to make a decision which honors the trust responsibility
to use the best information available to the Department to make a proper “public interest”

determination under the Act.”

Importantly, the tribes and the Corporation state that Jewell violated the federal government’s
commitment to consider the health and safety needs of Alaska Natives.

“In her decision to reject the road alternative and land exchange, she completely neglected her
trust responsibility to the Aleut people.of King Cove,” said Della Trumble, spokeswoman for the
Agdaagux Tribe and the King Cove Corporation. “She ignored the needs of human beings in
favor ofbirds when this is a matter of life and death for us.”

In addition, the letter states that a report addressing “whether and to what extent the road is
needed to meet emergency medical needs,” as mandated by Jewell’s predecessor, Ken Salazar,
was not produced as part of the record. Instead that report merely expressed the opinion of the
King Cove residents. The letter further spells out that Jewell did not make public the transcriptof
the on-the-record public meeting until she published her decision in the Record of Decision
(ROD).

“This failed to give the public any opportunity to react to clear testimony,” the letter states.

“It is critical that Secretary Jewell reopen this process to consider the evidence,” said Dean

Gould, President of the King Cove Corporation and member of the Agdaagux Tribe. “We’re



confident her decision would have been different had she known that the evidence simply does
not support the Fish and Wildlife Service’s conclusion that an alternative to the road exists. It
does not. The road remains the best option for providing safe and reliable access for our people

to travel from King Cove to Cold Bay and to the outside world.”

For more information, visit http://www .aleutianseast.org/.

Contacts:

Della Trunble

Spokesperson, Agdaagux Trilal Council and the King Cove Corporation
Office: (907) 497-2312: Honre: (907) 497-2376: GAl: (907) 223-9289
cellat@arctic.net

Gary Henigh

King Cove Gity Administrator

Office: (907) 274-7563; Call: (907) 982-7505
ghennighmgr@yci.net

Laura Tanis

Conmunications Myr, Aleutians East Borough
Office: (907) 274-7579: Call: (907) 947-5778
Itanis@aeboro,ory


http://www.aleutianseast.org/
mailto:dellat@arctic.net
mailto:ghennighmgr@gci.net

Testimony in Supportofthe Izembek Land Exchange Resolution
Before the Alaska State House Resources Comm ittee
Senator Lisa Murkowski
March 10,2014 at 6:30 PM ET

Chairman Feige and Chairman Saddler, thank you for scheduling this hearing on
House Joint Resolution 30, the lzembek Land Exchange Resolution. | also want to
thank Representative Herron for the invitation to testily today and for his

leadership on this issue.

| greatly appreciate the opportunity to speak about an egregious example of federal
overreach in Alaska. As I made clear when | addressed the Legislature in

February, | have made the reversal of this stunning injustice a major priority.

On December 23rd of last year, Interior Secretary Sally Jewell announced her
decision to reject a lifesaving, limited-use, one-lane gravel road through a
miniscule fraction ofthe lzembek refuge. We all know that was a terrible decision
- notjustwrong, but callous and cold-hearted. We know her decision deprived
King Cove ofits best and safest option for emergency medical access to Cold Bay.
We also know thatthe people of King Cove remain in peril. And we know that
because on Valentine’s Day, we saw a frightening medical evacuation by
helicopter of a patientwho was in very serious condition. Ifnot for the heroics of

the Coast Guard, | hesitate to think what might have happened.

But Secretary Jewell said no. She has prioritized the alleged peace and com fortof
birds over the safety and well-being ofthe residents of King Cove. And she has
decided that it is acceptable to continue risking the lives of Coast Guard pilots and

crews who must brave treacherous conditions to conduct medevacs.



I have written to Secretary Jewell on three separate occasions since her decision,
but have yetto receive any response. M ostnotably, on February 11 | asked her to
follow through on the promises she made when rejecting the road. Yetneither she,
nor her Department or agencies, have transm itted a single idea so far. Not one

employee atInterior has done one thing to improve this situation.

The worst news is that help is noton the way, unless we make the case so strong it
becomes unavoidable. That’s our task now. The people of King Cove have been
deserted by their own federal government, and fear they will not be able to reach
medical care should they need it. We can see in this decision what the federal
government thinks ofthe people ofthe West, and how blithely willing it is to
impose federal land restrictions that impact our lives. And we can see that this

Administration, in particular, believes Alaska must be protected from Alaskans.

The deck is stacked against us in this fight. And that’swhy | welcome your
resolution. Itwill be genuinely useful to my efforts to right this wrong. It will
help bring attention to Secretary Jewell’s decision. It will help affirm that
Alaskans are united in our opposition to it- and that we are united in our desire to

protect the health and safety ofthose who live in King Cove.

We must continue to send a clear message that we will not accept the status-quo
when the lives of Alaskans are atrisk. So | thank you again for drafting this
resolution. | thank you for considering it here today. And | strongly urge every

member of the Legislature to support its passage.



U.S. Fish & Wil,dl']fe Service

Your Guiceto Hunting

on National Wildlife Refuges



QUESTION?

As Iread the section below thatis on page 15 of the guide,

"It appears that hardy waterfowlers can hunt in the eelgrass to pursue and
achieve their daily bag limit of black brant, and then searchfor ptarmigan on
the upland year-round.”

"Isn't the upland where the safety corridor is plannedfor?"

Bob Herron

Izembek National Wildlife Refuge

P.O. Box 127, 1 lzembek Street

Cold Bay, AK 99571

(907) 532-2445

http://Iwww .fws.gov/refuges/profiles/index.cfm?id=74520
Refuge Office: 8:00 - 4:30, M - F

lzembek NWR is world famous for its brown bear hunting, but it also offers some of the
best hunting for much smaller game: waterfowl and ptarmigan. The refuge provides
habitat for an incredible variety of duck and goose species. Most of the Pacific's black
brant spends the summer here, and this is probably the best location to hunt these
small, dark geese. Unusual duck species like eider, harlequin and Barrow’s goldeneye
can be found here in great numbers. More common ducks like mallard and pintail are
also common. Hardy water fowlers can find spectacular hunting in the fall, particularly at
the 150-square mile Izembek Lagoon. Here, shallow, brackish water covers one of the
world’s largest beds of eelgrass, creating a rich feeding and resting area for hundreds of
thousands of waterfowl. Many waterfowl hunters will spend the mornings and evenings
pursuing waterfowl, and search the refuge for ptarmigan during the day. Good numbers
of this upland bird species can be found on the refuge year-round. With its mix of
species and spectacular wilderness setting, Izembek offers one of the most unique duck
hunting experiences in the world.


http://www.fws.gov/refuges/profiles/index.cfm?id=74520

