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Re: Appeal of the Big Thorne Proiect ROD and FEIS

This is an appeal of the Record of Decision {ROD) and associated Final Environmental Impact

Statement (FEIS) for the Big Thorne Project. Forest Supervisor Cole signed the Big Thorne
Project ROD on June 28, 2013.

This appeal is filed pursuant to 36 CFR Part 215 on behalf of the Southeast Alaska Conservation
Council (SEACC). SEACC is eligible to appeal this decision because we fully participated in
the entire planning process, including the submission of timely comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) in December of 2012, See Big Thorne FEIS, Vol. 11,
Appendix B, Table B-1 at B-2.

A “Notice of Availability” of the FEIS and ROD was published in the Ketchikan Daily News on
July I, 2013. A corrected “Legal Notice of the Decision” was published in the Ketchikan Daily

News on July 2, 2013. Therefore, the appeal period for this decision ends August 16, 2013, and
this appeal is timely.

L. Altered Purpose and Need Unreasonably Narrowed the Range of Alternatives
Considered for the Big Thorne Project.

The Notice of Intent for Big Thome explains that “{t]he purpose and need for the Big Thorne
Project is to implement the Tongass Land Management Plan, aligned with the United States
Department of Agriculture (USDA) Strategic Plan FY 2010-2015 and the Tongass National
Forest transition strategy.” 76 Fed. Reg. 7807, 7808 (Feb. 11, 2011). The NOI acknowledged

that “[t]his project will help to provide an economically viable, reliable, long-term supply of
timber.”
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The Purpose and Need identified in the FEIS is much narrower:

The purpose and need for the Big Thome Project is to contribute to a long-term
supply of economic timber for the timber industry on Prince of Wales Island and on
the Tongass National Forest in general (including both large and small operators), in
a manaer that is consistent with the multiple-use goals and objectives of the Tongass
Land and Resource Management Plan (Forest Plan).

The Big Thorne Project is proposed at this time to respond to the underlying need for
a reliable, economic, and long-term timber supply, as well as to respond to the goals
and objectives identified for the project area by the Forest Plan and move the project
area toward the desired condition described in the Forest Plan (see Appendix A to
this EIS and pages 2-1 and 2-2 of the Forest Plan).

FEIS at 1-4. Instead of the timber supply representing one of the Forest Plan’s multipte goals
and objectives for this project, it became the predominant one. By narrowing the purpose and
need following the notice of intent, the Forest Service unreasonably narrowed the range of
alternatives considered for the Big Thorne Project.

[n order to justify allocating enough lands to provide a timber supply as high as 267 mmbf in the
2008 TLMP Amendment, the Forest Service manufactured a need for an integrated forest
products industry in Southeast Alaska that “would require a reliable supply of economic timber
from the Forest.” See 2008 TLMP Amendment ROD at 17. In an effort to frame this “need” as
an outcome of Tongass-wide multiple-use balancing, the Forest Service claimed that
“establishment of an integrated industry would further the goals of ecological, as well as
economic, sustainability [on the Tongass].” /d. This claim is arbitrary because it runs counter to
evidence before the agency of persistent, long-term negative trends in Tongass timber demand
and its own routine information and agency research about Tongass timber and the regional

economy.'

[n adopting a Forest Plan, the Forest Service is required to balance competing multiple use
objectives to achieve a mix of uses — both timber and non-timber — that maximizes long term net
public benefit. The National Forest Management Act (NFMA), see 16 U.S.C. § 1604(e)}(2),
incorporates a definition of multiple use from the Multiple Use Sustained Yield Act, which
requires that all national forest renewable resources must be “utilized in the combination that will

best meet the needs of the American people....” 16 U.S.C. § 531(a}.

In response to comments on the Big Thorne DEIS, the Forest Service asserts that Tongass
“multiple-use goals are addressed at the Forest-wide level, not at the level of individual
projects.” FEIS, Appendix B at B-58. We disagree.

' See SEACC Appeal of the 2008 Amendment to the Tongass Plan, # 08-13-00-0027 (May 13, 2008). By this
reference we incorporate Appeal #080-13-00-0027, cited references, and attached exhibits, into the appeal record of
the Big Thome Project.
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The Forest Supervisor explains when evaluating the effects of the Selected Alternative on
subsistence resources and uses that:

“[t]he Forest Plan determined which uses are suitable for various areas of land
within the Tongass National Forest through land use designations (LUD) and
management prescriptions. The Forest Plan has determined that the Big Thome
project area should be managed mostly for varying levels of timber production . . .
but with recognition of other resource uses. .. .”

ROD at R-3. TLMP, however, did not itself authorize logging 148.9 mmbf from the Big Thorne
project area, modify 11 small old-growth reserves in order “to provide a robust and stable supply
of timber,” increase forest fragmentation, reduce functional connectivity among reserves, reduce
the amount of deer winter habitat, or “reduce the ability of project area WAASs to maintain a

sustainable wolf population based on deer habitat capability alone.” See ROD at R-15-16, 22,
23,25, 26.

The Forest Service can’t have it both ways. It can’t argue that Forest Plan goals and land
allocations force it to maximize timber production on lands within the Big Thome Project Area
but then argue it lacks the discretion to recalculate competing multiple uses in the project area

when deciding how much, how fast, and precisely where that logging occurs. As noted in the
ROD for the 2008 TLMP Amendment (at p.2):

Forest plans are programmatic in nature; they do not by themselves, authorize

activities such as timber harvest or road construction that affect the environment.
Rather, when an individual project (such as a timber sale) is proposed, the Forest
Service undertakes a site-specific analysis of its likely environmental effects and

renders a formal decision on it. ... Thus, forest plans do not have environmental
effects. . . .

In conjunction with programmatic multiple use obligations on the Tongass, the Tongass Timber
Reform Act (TTRA) further directs the Forest Service as follows:

Subject to appropriations, other applicable law, and the requirements of the National
Forest Management Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-588), except as provided in
subsection (d) of this section, the Secretary shall, to the extent consistent with
providing for the multiple use and sustained vield of all renewable forest resources,
seck to provide a supply of timber from the Tongass National Forest which (1) meets
the annual market demand for timber from such forest and (2) meets the market
demand from such forest for each planning cycle.

See 16 U.S.C. § 539d(a)(emphasis added). As explained in the Joint Explanatory Statement of
the Committee of Conference, the Conference substitute added the qualification “seek to meet”
market demand for timber “to the extent consistent with providing for the multiple use and
sustained yield of all renewable resources.” The Conference further explained that the phrase
“renewable forest resources” included “fish and wildlife and is intended to encompass

SEACCs Part 215 Appeal
Big Thorne Project
August 16, 2013 3
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commercial, recreational and subsistence use of such resources.” House Conf. Rpt. 101-931, at
14 (1990) reprinted in 1990 U.S.C.C.A.N. 6267-68.

Thus, the TTRA requires the agency to consider multiple use and sustained yield on the Tongass
at both the programmatic and project-level planning stages. [nstead of allowing the Forest
Service to rely simply on forest-wide balancing of multiple uses, the TTRA requires the Forest
Service to address competing demands for timber and the commmercial, recreational, and
subsistence use of fish and wildlife resources at the project area scale.

In response to comments, the Forest Service stated that:

The previous administrations made a commitment to the forest products industry in
Alaska for four, 10-year timber sale contracts to aid in stabilizing the existing
industry infrastructure and to provide a basis for an integrated forest products
industry.

... The Forest Service still strives to meet the intent of the September 2008 letter,
which is to have a fully integrated forest products industry in Southeast Alaska to
help diversify and strengthen the local economy.

FEIS, Appendix B at B-95.

To the extent that the Forest Service uses TLMP’s desired conditions, goals and objectives to
handeuff its balancing of multiple uses at the project level, where the irretrievable commitment
of forest resources to timber production actually occurs, the Forest Service is violating Section
101 of the TTRA. To the extent the re-establishment of an integrated timber industry on the
Tongass provided the agency with justification to allocate more lands to timber development
than reasonably necessary to seek to provide a supply which meets realistic predictions of market
demand over the planning cycle, the Forest Supervisor’s reliance on TLMP’s multiple use
balancing to justify choosing the Selected Alternative for the Big Thorne timber sale project is
arbitrary.

IL The Big Thorne ROD Fails to Make Subsistence Findings Required By Law, and
the Findings Made are Arbitrary and Capricious.

The subsistence evaluation conducted for the Big Thorne timber sale concluded that “all of the
action alternatives may result in a significant restriction of subsistence uses of deer. . . .” ROD at
42. Before the agency can proceed with this timber sale, the Forest Supervisor must determine
that such a restriction is “necessary, consistent with sound management principles for the
utilization of the public lands,” would “involve the minimum amount of public lands necessary
to accomplish the purposes of such use, occupancy, or other disposition,” and “reasonable steps
will be taken to minimize adverse impacts on subsistence uses and resources.” See 16 U.S.C.

3120(a)(3).

SEACC’s Part 215 Appeal
Big Thorne Project
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Instead of determining whether such a significant restriction is necessary and consistent with
sound management of public lands, the Forest Supervisor “determined that the Selected
Alternative strikes a balance between meeting the resource needs of the public and protecting the
forest resource.” ROD at 43. The decision to approve the Selected Alternative is arbitrary
because it relies on factors Congress did not intend it to consider.

Even if one accepts the premise that “striking a balance™ is equivalent to finding the significant
restriction is necessary, this determination runs counter to the evidence before the Forest
Supervisor. The record does not support the conclusion that such balancing ever took place.
Giving the Forest Supervisor a chance to articulate more precise findings will not make his

decision reasonable because such a conclusion would run counter to the evidence before him.
Consider:

l.

The ROD claims that while ANILCA “emphasized maintenance of subsistence resources
and lifestyles [it] also required the Forest Service to make timber available for harvest
from the Tongass National Forest.” Id. This argument ignores the fact that the 1990
TTRA subsequently amended ANILCA to end the preferential treatment given timber by
eliminating both the mandate to make timber available from the Tongass and the
permanent appropriation of at least $40 million to supply that timber,

2. The Forest Supervisor acknowledges the effects of further logging in the project area on

deer habitat, but points out that he only “weigh[ed] the need for access against the need
for resource protection . .. .” ROD at 11. In the context of this project-level decision,
“sound management of public lands™ encompasses far more than identifying which roads
need to be closed and when. The Forest Supervisor’s decision is arbitrary because he did
not weigh other relevant factors influencing the effect of further logging in the project
area on deer habitat and subsistence deer hunting. Such factors include decisions
concerning the number, size and location of cutting units, the logging prescriptions
selected for each unit, or whether modifications to the biologically preferred locations of

small old-growth reserves in the project area provides comparable wildlife habitat and
function.

The assertion that the Selected Alternative somehow strikes a balance is undermined by
the record, which demonstrates that the Forest Supervisor never actually weighed the
long-term consequences of the Selected Alternative to subsistence and sport deer hunters
versus the short term benefits of a large-volume timber sale. No attempt was made to
directly compare the economic benefits to subsistence resources and uses from reducing
the volume of timber offered from the Big Thome project area against the economic
consequences to the timber industry. This is particularly egregious here because the
method for the rigorous economic analysis of the effects of the Big Thorne project to
subsistence is known and outlined by the Forest Service in the FEIS, but not applied. In
response to comments, the agency pointed out that:

SEACC's Part 215 Appeal
Big Thorne Project
August 16, 2013
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“Evaluating the impacts of the alternatives on subsistence . . . would require
quantifying the potential impacts to subsistence in pounds of edible resources
foregone. In the case of deer, it would require estimating the actual number (or
at least a reasonable range) of deer affected, negatively or positively, by the
alternatives.”

4. The ROD claims (at R-43) that “[f]ish and wildlife habitat productivity will be
maintained at the highest level possible for the Selected Alternative.” See ROD at 25.
This reasoning is arbitrary because it runs counter to the evidence that modifications to
the small old-growth reserves approved in the Selected Alternative will “reduce inclusion
of deer winter habitat and low-elevation POG (indicative of higher value habitat} in the
reserve system.” [d.

The State of Alaska and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service recommended dropping
numerous proposed cutting units because of the importance of travel corridors and winter
range to deer survivability. Instead of dropping these units, the Forest Service added
many to the Selected Alternative or increased the volume of timber cut in the unit. See
e.g., Units 15, 19, 25, 89, 98, 106, 182, 184,190, 203, 440, 446, 469, 470, 471.

L

6. The extent to which the Forest Supervisor accepted the projected cumulative landscape
effects on deer habitat and subsistence uses of deer under the Selected Alternative on the
“the need to provide an economic timber offering that will contribute to the annual
market demand for Tongass National Forest timber,” the decision is arbitrary. See ROD
at 4. The methods used to estimate annual timber demand consistently overstate actual
demand and those demand estimates present misleading information on the economic
effects of the Big Thorne project and allow the Forest Service to give timber goals greater
precedence over competing subsistence deer hunting goals without justification.

As far as the balancing undertaken by the Forest Supervisor is based on application of the
updated formulas and procedures for forecasting annual market demand (Alexander 2008),
which incorporates the updated planning cycle scenarios developed by Brackley et al. 2006, it
fails to reflect sound management principles. A comparison of these scenario projections with
actual logging levels over the same period call into question the entire validity of the scenario
modeling process. Compare Table A-1, FEIS Appendix A at A-7 with Figure A-1 at A-4. This
model has failed to predict actual performance for each of the past six years, and there is no
explanation offered to suggest that its performance will somehow improve this year. Clearly,
neither the scenarios developed to estimate alternative demand projections over the life of the
plan, nor the updated methodology for forecasting annual market demand, reflect reality.

? See FEIS, Appendix B at B-13 (citing Kline 2006}.

SEACC’s Part 215 Appeal
Big Thorne Project
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Comparison of Scenario Projections with Actual Cut Levels

Year 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Timber Cut (Actual)

(MMBF) 18.7 28 28 36 32.6 20.3
Scenario 2{MMBF) 61.9 66.4 72.4 78.3 84.5 90.5
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Using economic projections based on unrealistic assumptions instead of actual cut levels to
justify impacts to subsistence from the Selected Alternative renders the determination to offer the
Selected Alternative arbitrary. The Forest Supervisor’s failure to consider obvious
discrepancies between projected and actual cut levels when determining whether significant
restrictions to subsistence resources and uses are necessary presents a clear error in judgment.

Likewise, the explanation in the FEIS and ROD for the amount of timber made available under
the Selected Alternative, and the resulting impacts to subsistence deer resources and users in the
project area, are so implausible that they cannot be ascribed to a difference in view or the product
of agency expertise. To the extent the Forest Supervisor relied on “accomplish{ing] the purpose
of this project” to support a finding that the Selected Alternative uses the minimal amount of
public lands necessary (ROD at p. 43), this determination is arbitrary. Like the “necessary”

finding, the Forest Supervisor failed to account for the inaccuracy of the projections relied upon
undermines the reasonability of this determination.

While the measure of what is “necessary” or what is “minimal” is “the purpose of such . . .
disposition,” the Selected Alternative is not the only alternative considered in the FEIS that
meets the purpose of the Big Thorne project. Cf Hoonah Indian Assoc. v. Barton, 170 F.3d
1223, 1230 (9™ Cir. 1999)(record established that findings for that timber sale decision were not
arbitrary and capricious). The availability of other alternatives which also meet the Big Thorne

SEACC’s Part 215 Appeal
Big Thorne Project
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Project’s purpose but provide more protections to subsistence resources and users makes

approval of the Selected Alternative arbitrary. See ROD at pp. 34-35 (“Alternative 4 meets the
purpose and need of this project, implements Forest Plan direction, and works toward attaining
its goals and achieving its objectives . . . [and] is the environmentally preferred alternative for

the project area.”).

The fact that existing law may prevent the Forest Service from advertising this alternative for
sale at this time, does not reasonably justify the Forest Supervisor’s decision not to select it
because the agency never took a hard look at any modifications that could improve the
economics of this alternative. Such modifications could combine reductions in the proportion of
sawtimber from commercial thinning of young growth, a reduction in the amount of volume
using helicopter logging systems, or shrinking the size of individual timber offerings.

While we support the Forest Service’s effort to make a rapid transition away from a timber
program focused on large-scale old growth logging, we also support reasonably assuring that
folks who live on POW and depend on renewable forest resources to meet their basic food and
cultural needs can continue to do so. The Tongass Transition Framework is not just a new
timber management program; it can provide both jobs-in-the-woods and conserve the region’s
natural resource base that supports the strong commercial fishing and thriving outdoor recreation
and tourism sectors, and customary and traditional hunting, fishing and gathering. The latter
forms the critical foundation for the entire region’s economy and culture.’ Logging watersheds
vital to local food gathering makes wild foods less accessible, increasing an already challenging
food-cost correlation for rural Alaskans.* This is precisely why Section 101 of the TTRA and
Section 810 of ANILCA require multiple use balancing at the project level.

Finally, the Forest Supervisor’s” reasonable steps to minimize” finding is premised on a clear
error as to the applicable Forest-wide Standard and Guideline. While the ROD accurately notes
that “[s]ubsistence use is addressed specifically in a Forest-wide Standard and Guideline” is
accurate, the Forest Plan does not require that “[fjish and wildlife habitat productivity will be
maintained at the hichest level possible for the Selected Alternative, consistent with the overall
multiple-use goals and improved protection of the Forest Plan.” See ROD at p. 43 (emphasis
added). The applicable Forest-wide Standard and Guideline actually provides that:

Consistent with the purposes for which National Forest System (NFS) lands in
Alaska were established, sound management principles, and the conservation of
healthy populations of fish and wildlife, the utilization of the National Forest System
lands in Alaska is to cause the ]east adverse impact possible on rural residents who

depend upon subsistence.

¥ Alaska Economic Teends at 15 (May 2011) available ar hup/flabor.state.alcus/trends/may ] 1.pdf (reviewed June
14, 2013).

* Id. “Living in Alaska involves higher costs no matter where you live, but living in rural Alaska increases those
costs even more.”

SEACC’s Part 215 Appeal
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See 2008 TLMP Amendment, SUB 1.A.1 at 4-68 (emphasis added). The failure to identify and
apply the appropriate Forest-wide Standard and Guideline represents a clear error of judgment,

makes this subsistence finding arbitrary, and fails to assure consistency with the Forest Plan as
required by the National Forest Management Act.

I1I.  Forest Service Uses Unrealistic Employment Estimates to Support Selected
Alternative.

The decision to approve the Selected Alternative was rationalized in no small part on the basis of
the projected 600-689 direct annualized jobs that will result from implementation of the Selected
Alternative. See ROD at 11. This benefit was also emphasized in the public meetings and press

releases surrounding the announcement of the project decision. The provenance of these jobs
figures was discussed in the FEIS (at p. 3-35):

Annualized jobs are employment estimates adjusted to be based on a full year even
though the employment may be seasonal. The resulting employment estimates would
not all occur in one year and estimated job-years do not directly translate into
numbers of affected workers. The job and income estimates presented in Table TSE-
13 are approximate numbers based on average jobs per MMBF ratios that were
estimated using harvest and employment data from 2007 to 2010.

The 600-689 jobs figure is not real payroll jobs or numbers of real people employed, nor is it
purported to be. It is a rewording of the Selected Alternative’s timber volume as expressed in a
linear relationship to employment. “Annualized jobs means (sic) this is all the employment this
amount of sawlog input produces, no matter how long the project is.” See Alexander (2012).

A common-sense interpretation of the job numbers touted by the ROD, the FEIS, agency
officials in public meetings, and the agency press releases, reveal how meaningless the “600-689
jobs™ numbers actually are. Coffman Cove and Thome Bay combined have a population of 647,
(FEIS pp. 3-12--3-16) Is every man, woman, and child in these smali towns to be employed by
the Big Thorne project? s there to be an influx of population for two or three years that will
double the population of these towns despite a critical lack of housing and other infrastructure
like water and sewer in the island communities? The owner of Alcan Forest products recently
stated that he currently struggled to hire workers because of “wotkers lacking driver’s licenses,
workers with no training, unmotivated workers, drug use and workers with workers with (sic)
parole officers.” So where exactly will these 600-689 workers come from?

This 1s a flawed method when used to compare alternatives, grossly overstating the true numbers
of people on industry payrolls, and of no added value when making a choice between
alternatives. More projected timber volume will mean more annualized jobs by this method, so
the jobs tigure is meaningless as a mere restatement of timber volume. Contrary to the careful

? Nick Bowman, Ketchikan emplovers: What state can do, Ketchikan Daily News, Jan. 24, 2013 at 2 (astached as a
pdf for inclusion in the Big Thorme Project Appeal Record).
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caveats of the FEIS, the gaudy numbers seem to have captured the imagination of the decision
maker, and weighed heavily in the selection of alternatives.

One of the stated purposes of this project is to prop up local employment, logging infrastructure,
and industry-related skills until such time as second growth harvest is the major economic driver
of the timber industry on the Tongass. Exaggerated and nonsensical jobs claims do nothing to
further the goal of a reasonable and measured transition to a sustainable future of timber
management on the Tongass. They certainly should not have been used to make important

decisions about the size of the Big Thorne project.

This problem is compounded because “actual employment and income in Southeast Alaska
would depend on choices made by purchasers . ... Under current market conditions, purchascs
are likely to export as much as they can . .. .” FEIS at 3-35. Although Alexander (2012)
specifically accounts for increased annualized job numbers related to transportation and other
services "per MMBF of net sawlog volume exported out of state to domestic and foreign
markets,” the employment coefficients do not explicitly account for export of sawlogs when
calculating the annualized jobs "per MMBF of net sawlog volume harvested." The Forest
Service’s response to comments on this issue does not address the potential effects of this
discrepancy. See FEIS, Vol. 2, Appendix B at B-10, 11. Thus, when touting the economic
benefits of the Selected Alternative, the use of incomplete and misleading economic data for the
Big Thorne project frustrates the public's evaluation of project alternatives in violation of NEPA.
See NRDC v. USFS 421 P.3d 797, 812-13(9" Cir. 2005).

As discussed more fully below, the unreliability of timber volume estimates for the Selected
Alternative likely inflate the job benefits from the decision and are most likely inflated. The
resulting disclosure of misleading economic benefits frustrates the public’s evaluation of project

alternatives in violation of NEPA.

IV.  The Forest Service’s Assumption that Falldown Will Not Occur During
Implementation of the Big Thorne Project is Arbitrary and the Failure to
Disclose and Evaluate the Environmental, Social, and Economic Impacts from
any Falldown that May Occur Violates NEPA.

In describing the purpose behind this timber sale, the Forest Service points to “the need to
contribute to a long-term supply of economic timber for the timber industry,” and the objective
“to maintain flexibility and stability in the sale program.” FEIS at 1-4. It further claims that this
sale responds “to the underlying need for a reliable, economic, and long-term timber supply.” Id.
at 1-3. The Forest Supervisor rationalizes his decision, in part, because it will “produce an even-
flow of saw timber and other wood products.” ROD at 11.

Thanks to the courageous efforts of a former Forest Service timber planner, the Forest Service
had to take steps to account for the consistent pattern of data, experience, study, and analysis that
falldown generally occurs in timber sale implementation on the Tongass.  Falldown is the
shortfall between the number of acres and volume of timber planned for logging and those
actually logged. In the 1997 Tongass Plan Revision, the Forest Service used a Model

SEACC’s Part 215 Appeal
Big Thorne Project

August 16, 2013 10




13-10-00-0005 A215 SEACC

Implementation Reduction Factor to reduce the amount of suitable forest lands to account for
falldown by approximately 32 percent. During the 2008 TLMP Amendment, the Forest Service
reduced the falldown factor to 23 percent “as a result of updates to the geographic information
system and other data.” See 2008 TLMP Amendment ROD at 6, note 3.

Given this project’s emphasis on economic stability and providing for a stable, long-term supply
of timber to local mills, SEACC raised “falldown” as a significant issue for the Big Thorne
timber sale. Project falldown is a significant issue, because even though the Forest Service has
reduced estimates of available timber supply at the forest planning level, implementation of
TLMP has consistently revealed additional project-level falldown above the programmatic
estimates assumed forest-wide. A consistent pattern of data and experience from implementing
timber sale projects on the Thorne Bay and Craig Ranger Districts approved under the 1997
Revised TLMP and the 2008 TLMP Amendment shows that project-level falldown is likely to
occur in the Big Thorne project area.

The Forest Service has a responsibility under NEPA to disclose and evaluate the potential
environmental, social, and economic effects of any falldown that could occur.® Without this
analysis, neither the public nor decision-makers can evaluate the economic viability of project
alternatives or objectively evaluate the economic benefits associated with particular alternatives.

Falldown is likely to be most prevalent in places like the Big Thorne project area, which has
been subject to multiple entries over more than 70 vears.

In response to our comments on the DEIS, the Forest Service acknowledged that falldown occurs
at both the programmatic and project levels. See FEIS, Volume II, Appendix B at B-28,
Nonetheless, the FEIS includes no discussion of falldown associated with timber sales issued
after the 2008 TLMP Amendment, even those adjacent to the Big Thorne project area — namely
the Logjam Timber Sale. Despite the existence of agency data showing a 29 percent reduction in
volume during implementation of the Diesel offering, and a 33 percent reduction from planned
volume in the Slate offering, the Big Thorne FEIS only mentions the total old-growth timber

approved for the Logjam Timber Sale. See FEIS at 3-6 (“[Logjam] was approved for 73 MMBF
of old-growth timber harvest from 3,422 acres.”).

According to Alaska Region reports detailing timber volumes under contract or permit for fiscal
years 2010 through 2012, a total of nearly 59.8 mmbf{ has been cut from the Diesel and Slake
offerings under the Logjam Timber Sale.” This total represents only 82 percent of the total
volume approved in the Logjam ROD. Tf this much falldown occurs with the Big Thorne

project, the falldown could affect as many as 117 of the annualized jobs estimated under the
Selected Alternative,

® By this reference, SEACC incorporates all the records provided SEACC by the Forest Service on Mav 3, 2011 and
August 18, 2011 in response to our Freedom ot Information Requests dated April 7, 2011 and July 25, 201 1, into the
Big Thome Appeal Record.

’ Available at (htip: 7www. fs.usda.sov'detail v10 landmanagement resourcemanage ment, ?cid=Fshdey 038785 (last
viewed August 6, 2013),

SEACC’s Part 215 Appeal
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The FEIS violates NEPA because the evidence and analysis presented inflate projected economic
benefits and discount environmental impacts from the proposal. The failure to disclose and
evaluate project level falldown means the USFS presented incomplete and misleading €conomic
effects of the Big Thorne project that frustrated the public's evaluation of project alternatives in
violation of NEPA. See NRDC v. USFS 421 P.3d 797, 812-13(9" Cir. 2003).

V. Request for Relief
For the reasons stated above, SEACC requests the Appeal Deciding Officer:
Reverse the June 28, 2013 ROD for the Big Thorne Project;
Remand the Record of Decision and FEIS for the Big Thorne Project to the Forest
Supervisor with instructions to adopt the environmentally preferred alternative,

Alternative 4,

Close all roads built or re-opened under Alternative 4 as soon as possible to help address
wolf survivability issues.

Best Regards,

fsar [ (G /ﬁlﬁll/

Bob Claus Buck Lindekugel
Forest Program Director Grassroots Attorney
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Ketchikan employers What state can do

By NICK ROWMAN
Dailp Newws Staff Wumr

A panel of Kelchikan employers and indusiry sepeesentatives discussed their
needs, and bow the slate could help Gl lllcm, in a meeting with [he Alaska Work-
force Tnvestmenl Board on Wednesday.

Dathe panel were Mike RKound, Rric Nichals, Grahem N¥cal, Barhara Margan, and
Jasn Custes, represenling Lhe Kelchikan Marine hidusiry Gotncil.

Neal, a manager of Heatherdale Rr_murc:f Nlhlark Pmject 4n Prince of Wates [s-
land, explained what slage Vhe Va npiny was at with thc mino and
employment m\geclmn: for rhe tentalive prajects, which mght include an ore-pro-
cessing mill en Gravina &

to said thal Healherdale expects 130 jobss a1 the POW mine and 65 jobs af the
milk, adding Lbat Alaska’s 9,000 mining-related jobs have paid an average salary of
502000,

2063 wilt be a keystone year for Lhe company in defermining the fulwre of the
Niblack projeet, according to Neal, and if ils gets. Ihe green lighl, Heatherdale is hop-
ing to arquie permits o mine in 2014, H all goes as plansed, he said the mine wall
‘begin operations in 2016,

Much of the wine 35 on 260 acres of property palented by the original owners of
1he mine in the eaaly 19005, Neil said, which will make it casier fa acquire 1he per-
mils.

Buun, assistant genera] nlanager of Ssulhem Southeasl Regivnal Aquacullure As-
Socialion, statted the dissussion with a histury of I.hum'whun wrhich was vreuted
by the Alaska Legisk three pearsol " * salmon harvests in Alaska
from 1972 lo 1974. The state saw a caich of approxinately 20 millian salmon anuu-
ally each year for the period.

“Thosa lbrea years i row were just abott cucugh Lo knock the cammercial fish-
ing indusiry unl of business,” Raund safd. “Each year (hey lovk oul a loan thisking
{ish wanld be coming back Lhe nexl year and each year they went larher and father
inta dehl.”

M 160 million fish, the average relurn for the past 10 years is cight limes groater
than Jevels in the 19705, Ketchikan's associating was creatcd in 1974 and nperates
four halcheries in Snuthcast Alaska at Whitman Lake, Necls Bay, Burnail Infel en
Berlia bsland and Crystal Lake, noar Pn.lonh\lrg

Tound provided data 1o s ol i fisherics.
for 547.6 million in economic adlivily
n Snutilcasl Alsshn because of fish released. In recent years it has released 25 par-
cent of the volune of fish caught and 15 porceni of the volume. This past pear it
was respunsible for nearly 40 pescent of the catch's value,

I alsa reteases 27,000 salmon anmtally thal are harvested by sporl and charler

to Roupd. wwas aksa the mosl suceessful fishery in
Soa ‘Workioree, puge £

OcrunsAlaska's Barbar Murgan, right of screen, Bstons ns Mike Houn, from Suutiern Suuth a on,
next to Murgun, speaks about 1he fishing Industry Wednesday at lhe Maska Workforce Investment Board ml:nllng held at the ‘iunny
Peint caplerence center.
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“SialTphoks by Hil Audersol:

MTAB members miffed at Alaska Class-change surprise

By MARK . MTILER

Junean Empirs
JUNBAL — b [ the Marine

"(o\l knosw, MTAD has been right Lhers for Ihe whole sys-

Ad-
vicary Board qu.:uoncd Afrsim Department of 'l\'1n.s-pml;\
tian and Public Facilities Commissioner Fat Kemp and kis
sAalf duking the beard’s mecting Tuesday in Juncaw an
changes anaounced lasl month Lo ferry prscercncal plans.

While Kemp was acting commissiancy of the DOT&PE,
the statc announced Jate Jasl year that il was. al\nmlnmng
its plans to order a 350-fuut-lotiy Aaska-class fersy in favor
of getting o smaller ferries for less then whal deparlment
staff and Gnv Sean Parnetl said the Alaska-class wessel
would co:

MTAB, Ihc wlc of which is tn advise lhe DOTLPF and
governor on Issues relued 1o the Alaska Marine [lighway
Systeny, was nol censolied befare the annosincement was
emade

Al Teesday's meling at the Vacational Training and Re
souree Uenter, MTAE members expresses iy Lhal slate
officials did not Lell the board ubou! Lheix plans to change
direction on the ferry propasal.

a board member, il wwas onc-sided, and 1
e that feeling,” said Maxine Thompsen.

don't appre

tom.”

MTATB Chail Roberl Yenables cchond Thompson,
while Gerald fape and Jashun [owes voiced similar sen
timenis

“I tkink thal everybady on this bo.ud was Protly taken
by surprise hy this annouscateent,” Howes said.

Wica-Chairman Mark Rliason alfered warmer words for
Thiz changes ta the plap than did his fellow members, but
e agreed with Thompsen nonetheless.

“Luctually think it's 2 very gond plen, said Bliason, "But

my ssue's wilh communicalions ted hats v eard abant
n ‘The MTAB baurd deserves beter than that, in my opin-

Kcmp. along with AMHS General Manager Clpl Jnlm
Falvey, Deputy € euben Yost and Coa
Cerp. Principal Enginesr Fatrick Bberhard:, a ccmsunam
on the project, laid cul Lhe stale smsnnslor THOVIRE AWaY
from the Alaska-class fo sal loward Lhe twa
smalfer ships, which ware descu d as "dayhaats” that
wauld provids service i 1),m.- L‘.mal pelwaen Juncau und
Haines and fajnes snd Skagw:

‘e projact cust fur !JIBA]usknv\.]ass Furry wus estimatel

‘So if I understand this correctly, we can't build one vessel for 350
feet for $116 million, but we're going to build two 300-foot vessels

for the same amount of money?'

‘Something, isn't it?'

— MTAB member Ron Bresette

— DOT Commissiener Pat Kemnp

al betwieen $150 millian and § 170 million last yeay, acesrd-
ing lo Hemp, 1epresenting a significanl vverren from Lhe
5120 milliuz upprapriated for tha new ship.

I think what had happened was we ket Ihe publis i
wulvemient provass take aver un the design of the ship, anid
we started adding amenifies and gs like that, and na
ene was walching Lhe liscal constrainl on it,” Kemp said

Hemp wel on la say that Farnell and DOTEPT stalf de

eided Lo hit the “resct bullon” and steer lhe project back
taward its original 2006 concept 4s a ‘shulile farry* far
Suutheast Aloska, as wel] as towand prucuring v ships
seith Fast wehiele Juading end wnluwding capability,

“It tukes lwo doy buuts tu provide the servia: in Lynn
Canal thal's cumcnlly being provided by the (AW}
Mialasping,” said Yosl, ratetring Lo th largat lery that isa

See ‘MTAB, prge 3

Bill brings back

Parnell seeks change in cruise waste rules

By BECKY BOHRER
Associated Pross
JUNBAU — Gav. Sean Pamnell.is proposing

potal isp’l based an the bestavailable seicaee.
“The best science for what pols peaplc and ea-
sine ecosysiems at risk are tha Waler Duahly Ston-

changes to the.
frow ceuise ships despite. abjertions fmm. critics
who say (he bill- would mil back 'prmusmns ala

Towel slate waler goalily blundant: when dumpinyg
wastewaler,

"The propusal, S824 in tr slate Senuty, is scheal-
el fur ifs firsk hearing Wednesday in fronl af Lhe
<hanibor’s Resotibees Commitlice.

The measure would requise Lhat cruise slups

ards," he said-i . *Using public walers
to-dilute waste isn'l good sticoce, it's simply nsk
wanagepent It is saying. how Tich risk are “we'
willing Io lake on to nel reuire a polluterfa clesn

-up theit diseharges -

1l =lsa sail < science wlvisery panel, fsked
with Youking al. pulluziun.and pottetion cuntnd is-
“refused to acknowledye® sume trealnent
devices work butler than others and that comhi-
nalions al tech could rednce wmissi

discharse i a maner
applicable.stale or [ederal law, acoarding : sec-
tional analysis. 1 vrenld sitike Use: moze stringeal
Tequittmenl Lhat discharges meel stale waler
aquality dayels al 1he point of disch:

Belaw-lhe weler quality standards at a Tknimum”
<ost lo sach ship.

Yarpell, in his ransmiMal lettes, cited a repasl
by the pael thal fouml nonc of the advanced

It alsw would alivw aulherization. uf mixing
#omcs 3F ships meel corain standards for treatment
+f discharge The system wsed.cithor waukd haye
ta-he am advanced trcatment system o the ship
would hieve lo.use methods Ihel achieve the yoal-
ity, of effluent cumpambl.. to unc ar more ships

using an advanced sys

Gershon Cohen, pru]ecldnccmr wilh the Cam-

syslcms an ships speraling
in Alaska watezs vould consistenily meot water
qnallly stasdands at the il of discharge far
“ennsiituents nf concern” — ammenia, copper,
nickel and 7inc

The pancl uid not identify new or addilionat
lechnnlng:es that would congistently meet the dis-
charge eriteria, he

paign to Safeguard America's Walers, sidhe pro-

Pamall said |h; advanced systems being used
“are more effeciive and produce =

highl:rquality discharge lhan 1os! munlcipal sys-

'lhnm without Incrementsl. inrprovenents. to.
eruiseship wasiewaler quality, aquatic life. and-
humazn Liealth are pralecicd through provisions in
the curront ervise ship General Permit that resurict
the lacalion of-discharge and whon ships must be
underivay before they dischargs” be virole:

"The report dated November 2032 is matked pre-
liminury. Guy Archibald, mining an dhvan water

fur Fho Sunthesst Alnska G
Cauncil, sald he's nol sure whal therusk js to "re-
suind® the 2004 initialive, which-has already been
medifiad.

Tor czample, In 2810, the Legislafure passed a
reduciion. in Ihe cruiss passenyer head lax. The
move was almdd at aitracting more ships —
which Pamell says il-has — and-al setiling a lavr-
suit wilh Lhe Alaska Cruise Assoeialian, which il
also i

c.m;.; s Kicksd off um scisnes panel afier

3

<rn-
Cerns he said were hngus H: referred tu mixing
zones ag “egalized palb oy

*So much for a\liska E]sh baing Ihe best in Ihe
wayld hecause of sur prisline walers " he wmte
In an email.

defined benefits

Would offer state workers choice

JUNBAU {AP' — An lacka senalar
bas reimimduced legislation  Ihat
wioubd give public employees the op-
tion af 3 defined-henelit pension pro-

gram,

Sen. Dennis Egan, 1)-funca, sa
2 nutes eluase Lhat the maisure,
s custneutal, and will give emplog
ces a choice haska want (rem a de-
tinedbenefit peasivn program ta a
deiioed  coalribulion, AAL{K]-styie,
benefit in 2005, Univn leaders last
Year leslified thal this had htrt 2[forls
la retain employees

Bgne gul a similar bill passed
through fhe Scnale near tha and of thi
seqular sossinn last year, bul it died in
the House.

The Pamnell adnunisiratian spoke in
uppusition to Egan’s bl last year, with
Deputy Commissianer of Administra-

fian Mike Barnhill saying no defined-
benefit bill can guaraniee it Won't face.
unfunded liabilitles.

A stock markel dive, riging health
cara cnsls and ucluarial mislakes have
contribuled tu Alaska's curment un-
fundded petsion liability of $11 Billiun

Bgan's office suid if uspevts his bill
Lo save the state $40 million iz the first
five years and be cast-neutral sver tha
Tony teriu because it splits (he rigk of
fising health care casts behween Lthe
cmplayer and the cmplayee.

Egan cnlled the proposal n “win
win.”

“The state saves monay, whils cre-
ating incentives for leachers, tronpers,
Prelighlers and sther pul

their mun.-mcnl men=y — Tight here
in Alaska,” he said.

Ketchikan, Alaska
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Alasks in 2012, a feal normally reached by Bristol  ing OceansAliska tooking for seed. \heir P10 cauld gu se lhem for that day so they did-
Bay. The Suutheast catch amounted lo 5153 mll]lml Shcsqir] [ s wo full-Hme il n't have 1o shut the mall dawn on and alf.*
556 million of which wero Taised in lime bookk perare nof ah]c ta mect de- Nichuls said hef's alse troubled by hesvy drug use L ara
Round, said. rnand and arc in some Ie skilled werkers Lhal makes lhem a dan-  gchedufed on the folfowing dates al Thusday

OF the fish released by the association, 97 percent
arechum salmun, he sajd, because lhey s ceady fa
telease almost as sovn as Lhey halch.

Round's warld isn’l frex of concem — he tauched
an en aging fishing Bexl and the sharp incresse in
the capital invostment reytined ki beconte @ com-
wercial fishenma

“For whastever zeasen there waa a huge influx of
prepleinto the fisking industry,” Buund sid. *Righl
novw tha average age uf a skipper in an Alaskan flect
s alsauk 30.°

[}x said when he began fshing he was able Lo buy
an odd baal aud dearn the trade by wiakapd-emmor —

process Lhal's no langer possible leday.

“Tadny, thal industry is Flly malnred,” Reind
saidt. “Nuboily can alfond to go in and make mis-
takes They have Io bt the ground running. So af-
Furdabie capital is going ke ba Toally importanl.”

e Alaska Young Fisherman Sumnmil, created by
the Alaska Sea Granl Marine Advisory Program, is
put vn Lo educale patential fisheyman abaut 1he
technalagy, Inan programs and pofitics f the Fishing
industry, according to Reund.

The aguacullufe association Ise'l the ably
Eelchikan entity producing resources for Alashan
aml Wesl Cuast businessmea. an, reszarch and

of O Alask
wnce Center, has bsen working for the past.year ta
prodduce oysler and geoduck clam seed for pitriase

by farmers.

“We were asked by the industry Lo slep forward
and hiclp thom succeed,” Morgan said, wha com-
pared ihe current shellfish farning siualion to that
uf Neww Zealand in the 19805

*Nenw Zealsnd went from beiny & strugyiing indus-
ey tu being = nulli-mitlion dollar indusiry because
the goverament {here made a cancerted clfort Lo ...
Lielp thal inlustry succesd,” she said.

OccansAlaska's Nesl prawing scasons was cul
shorl in 2012 by censtruclion, bl Morgan isexpect-
iog W produce between 5 million and 10 million
oysler sacd and 100,000 greduck scod in 1he 2013
sasan.

Morgan taid water comitions Suuth have sirained
seed produclian 1o ap extent that eyster farmers in
Southera Catifernia and up the West Coast ere call-

POLICE REPORT

oo
inilo a sproe Lhree ot faur fimes Ehe sizc ol thair cur-
ront facility.

"We have maged out how much equipment we
can put in the buikling we'ze curzently in,” the said.
"We're Iooking at being able 1o pmduue ap fo
mailfion aysler seed. )75 a lot af ayster sead, bul i

nut going te sallsfy all the famwes in the seuth. Tt
wrtll satisgy Alaska's pueed *

tveansAlaslot ia se2king greater funding and the
resaurces Lo bring experls (rom b Linver 48 to pro-
vide Iraining o grow inore cffeclively and a wider
array of veed and alyae, Mozgan soid.

Kelchikan's limbcr iadustry is fociuy o lack of
quality workers, zather (han of prodicl, according
(o Nichols, owvner of Alcan Porest Producis.

He said \hat ever since the Ember indusiry ie

gex to equiparen] and athers areund themn.

The firsl problem he mentioned. however, was a
lack of experisncad workers.

“We heed experienced fequipment] opatators vith
five to 10 years of experience,” he sail N becomes

real safely isswe Thking 2 kid who's bieen playing
o games fax Lthe last 20 years and peiling him in
a pivee of syuipment with hva guys un the gruund
around hint — #1'% not somelhing Cra wanling to

The workferce favesiment board, which was
mecling on Weduesday and Thursday, was iu
Ketchikan for the (irst time i its hislery.

IN BRIEF

drappud Lo 200 prople
fram behween 6000 and mm)ﬂ pople, 1he gquality
f vearkers has fellan off g5 well. Nichols saad he's
nove struggling with warkers lacking drivor's li-
censes, workers with no lraining, dnmolivaled
workers, drug use and workers with workers wilk
pamte olficers.

*Filty 1o 60 perceni of my employras don’l have
& driver's Yicense,” Michols sand. *F had a crew of
<ight guys, and one guy had a driver's license. We
wveren’l sure haw we were going lo get back and
forth from the jsite) ourry day.” N

He said the judicial system makes it diificult for
his employees with a heavy luad of fines— some as
Jazge a3 15,000 — to gel enough motey saved 1o
get Thuir license

Warkers wilh cmmml reconds who have to me=t
with parule vificers make working in remub: Jugs-
tiuns difficull, Nichols sail.

“We work in 4 remute envitoamment,’ he said, "We
work in crews. We gob one guy thai has to see his
T far the aiternaon, either ic has to teke Lhe dny
oif or lhe wliols crene has lo come in cacly. W
can't the ['G ork after hours? Once 1hese guys one
in the judicial system, the best thing we can o is
Teep them empliyed.

‘Ths is haw barl it got: Pacilic Lumber across the.
bay ovar hare, avery first Monday of Lbe monlk was.
calted Velan's Day! Feton's Nay was & day off for
everyhady sa thai anyonc whe nesded (0 gn see

Kennicott schedule changes
KETCHIKAN (KN} — Severe wealher in the
Cull of Alsska will affect Ferry schedules in

HKetchitan beginaing Friday, avcanfing ls the Aladka

ariment of Transportatian.

'1 s stale ferry Kennicott's departure from Kodiak
was delayed ont] | pom Wednesday, with a ripple
eifeet delaying service to Chenega Bay, Whillier,
Yakutat, Gustavus, [uneau and Kelchil

The Alaska Marin Highway Syslem has cancuied
Ihe Keticoll's previeusly sibeduled jun. 2627
Toundirip - cen Retchikan and Prince
Kupert, mbin

The Kennicutt now is suheduled ta arrive in
Kelclitkan Bam &unuu at Ban. Sunday, according
to AMHES. Phe Kewofcolt will depart Ketchikan t
4:a0 p.m. Supday parthbaund Jor junea.

AMIIS bas scheduled the fermy Thku Lo sail he-
fween Kelchikan and Urince Ruperl early next
waek,

The Tiku will depul Kedebikan for Prisce Ruperd
at &30 pm. Mandsy, refumning aorthhound with a
departure lime from Prince Rupert of 7 2m. Tues-
day.

AMBS staif is contacting aficcted passcngers, ac-
couding Lo the agency. Furiher information is avail-
able from 1he Ketchikan AMHS lerminal, ar Ihe
AMEHE central reservations office.

the Eegislativa Informalion Gfiice,
1900 First Ave., Sulte 310. The fol
towing list is not al Finctusive; chask
wilh tha LIO for updates. There usu-
ally is a Ume Iimit on_testimony,
which is allowed at hearings untesa

7:30 aum.: Senale Spacial Commit-
1e& on In-slale Enerqy; overview pre-
genation by Alaska Energy Authority.
Lister-only.

1 pm: Joint Senate-House Trans-
portation Gommiitea. Public leslimony

KETCHIKAN POLICE
Jan. 14

At 2:07 pom., police arested a 31-
yoar-eld Kebehikan mem on an oul-
standing warrant. He was taken to
Ketchikan Cormectional Cenler, whers
he was held oo 35 000 bail.

. L3

A LG am, ;mlim aTresied 2 27
year-a)d Ketehikan woman on an out-
skimrllng warrant. She was laken W
Ketchil [ i Cenler, where

she was held op $5040 bail
Jfan. 16

At 12:15 am., police stapped lhe

iver af a while Chevrolet for a
minor tralfie sfiense.

They delermined Lhat the driver, a
A8-yearull Ketchikan man, wey is-
sued a misdemeaner citation for driv-
ing_ with a suspended liconse aad
siath-tegree enntroltod-substance mis-
canduct_

At 7246 an., palice were sanl Lo

a wainen allacking s man. Polies ar-
Tested & §7-yrar-old Katchilan woman
Tor fourth-degree domestic assault.
She was taken to Ketchikan Conece-
lionat Cenler, where she was beld
without bail.
Jan. 17
Al 10:45 a.m., police were sent tn

sanlt and vialating the conditions of
his release. He was taker lo Kelchikan
Caorrectional Canter, whore he was
held wilhout Bail.
an. 18

At t:13 am, police arrested a 27-
year-old Kekchilkan woman on an out-
dandmg wazra"l She was faken In
Kcichik | Cenler, where

I1he scene of a lil 2ccidepl in-
wolving bwo rehicles in the 3500 Block
of Tungass Avenue.

TPalice used wilness statements ta
contadd Lhe driver, a 20-year-uld
Ketchikan man, and issued Him a mis
demcanor cilation far driving without
a license.

At 1164 am. prlice amesied a 46-
year old Kelchikan umu on a parole vi-
ulaliun. He was luken ke Ketchikun
Carrectional Ceober and held without
bail,

At %06 pm., police were scof lo
Brant Slrael un 3 feport of a dumestic
Tght Palice arostad 46 year-old

v Bl e b
AU 211 pm, police artested 2 38-

syear-oM Kelchiken man va two oot

standmg warmnts. He was laken 1o
kan Ci

Be wats feld wilhoul buil.

AL 758 pm, pofice were tenl lo a
Front Street address un a repert of a
man trespassing in 4 vehicle Police ar-
yested the d6-yeat-old Kelchikan man
For second-degrez criminal trespass.
He was taken to Ketchilkan Corrcc:
tinnal Center, where he was released
on his ovm recognizance.

Jun. 20

At G52 punu,, police arrested a 36-
yesr-ald Relchikar worran oa an ont-
slam!.mg warranl. She was Iaken ta
? C onal Center, where

Kelchi I Center, where
he wra held without Bail.

M #10 p.m., policc arrested a 22-
gearwld Kutchikan map an an at-
standing waranL [le was laken 1o
Kelchikan Corzectiunal Uvoter, where
he was held wilhoul hail.

Jan. 19

Af 12:41 a.m,, police aresied a 24
year-old Ketchikan man on an aut-
standing warranl. He was laken lo
Ketchikn

Barmaf A a report of

MEETINGS

man for

Carrectional Center, where

she was held on $500 badl.
Jan. 2L

At 11223 pom, police stnpped the
ddriver of a bluck llooda for an equip-
menl viulatish.

The olficers amested 1he deiver, a
Z0-year-old Kelchikan man, for dniv-
ing with a snspended license. [l was
taken to Ketchikan Correctional Cen-
ter, where he was releasad on his awn
recognizance.

“Meatings” 15 a pubfe seryica column the Kolchikan Daily News pravides
tor use by fndividuals and nonprofit organizations tn announce fros maet-
mga ural nm upun 1o lhn public, The deadl[ne for sopy (52 p.m. the dey be-

the first day Lh

istoba

witiia 2 p,m, Friday deadline

1or Sillrdny. Sunday or Mond:w mestings. Me=ilng ennouncements will ba

joa., &

of the nolice and an occaslan the column must be shartenad becausa af

Vmited space.

Telephone numbers, fundralsing evants and far-profit activitles will noi

e pul

hed. The column may not be used 1o satlsfy adverdisemari of pub-

Ko mwﬁngs. ‘When submitting a notlee please include the organization
name, meeating ilme, date ard lacalian, Pleasa pravide a cantact name and
telephone number tor the Dally News to verily Information.

Inter-Island Ferry Authority Board
of Diractors; 10 am,, Intar-lsland
Femy Teminaf, Hollis, and by talecon-
terenea.

Senior Services: 10:30 am, binge;

noon; chei's salad with hamy; cheese
and egg lunch; 12:30 p.n., crafls.
Dutto Lunch Bunch AA: Neon, St
John's Episcopal Church undsrorofl.
Klawork Yomen's Talking Circla;
Hoon, Alicia Aaberts Medlcal Center in

Get outstanding low prices
on quality praducts... -

Fare: 0y Oeg ¥,
Foai Taivnt

HEY BRAL

Tour chofes

Klawock.

Pianesrs of Alaska Igicos 16 and

7: 5:30 p.m., Pionsers' Hall, Installation

‘}d ZIJI.? officars with Grand Presidant
51

Jus\ For Today AA: 5:30 p.m., 1735

Tongass Ave.

Tangass Triba: 6 pan., Ketchikan [a-
dlan Community.

Cralq AA: 7 pam., Cralg Presbyterian

Church,

Just for Today AA: 8 pm.,
Tongass Ave.

FRIDAY

Senlor Sarvices: 10:30 am., acer
cisa class; noon, porcupine mealballs
with pasta lum:h. 12 3n pAm card
gamas: 1:30 pm.

Qut ta Lunch Bunch AA' Neon. St

1736

iersy

Mauniain

Smltheg;ﬂ Wy, sktandstay ca

John's Episcopa! Chuch undercroft.

AARP: 1:35 pm., Tha Plaza mall,
secand floar. Program: Local grocer
Ben Willzms on why food prices con-
thue o fise and what to antelpate in
the coming menths.

Dl=abllity advnmcy and leadar
akip suppor: 3:3 ., SAIL office,

Cratls grow p.m . wilsH, 2002
First Ave.

Friday Evenlng AlAnon: 7:30 pm.,
Presbyterian Chorch, 2711 Sacond
Me lowerigvel,

30 pun., 1756 Tongass Ave.

.Iusl tor Taday AA: 8 pm., 1736
Tongass Ava. {Speaker meelings on
secord and lesl Fridays of the month.)

NA Unity Group: 8 pm., Lutheran
Church upslairs, 1200 Tongass Ave.

Horthern
Eritish Columbia

H udsnn

g

99
SEpEn

leganirng new direclion on Alaska fermy

cquistion. Overviaw of avialion by
DOTDapmyComnssimerswva Hat-
ter,

3:30 p.m.: Senate Rasources, SO
29, cnrse-ship washesler discharge
pamils,

2012 YAX
PREPARATION
SracKk

Aceomtivg, Tue.
L

Focally (hnned
i992

Business or Persohal

247-5159

Call: 6971124
FAX Your Stuff: 297-5169
WMarine Wiew, 111
stackacrounting Eyahop.com

§ WIGTSRAON UTX0

The residents and stall of the
Ketchikan Fioneer Home would like to

GONGRATULATE
ALLIS MAY DAVIS

on her upcoming retirement.
Pleasa join us for dessart on
Friday, January 25 & 1:30 p.m.
in the Greal Roomn of the Ketchikan Pioneer
Home and help us wish her all the best in
her future adventures.

[ Ketchikan South Tongass Highwaf

il Misslon and Stedman Streets Reconstruction
Frofect o, LAMGHRECOF2i018}
., The Kasha Departmant of Franspacation and

Public Facllites b begmninga prafeclio

|wsqassH|ghwiyfmmGunl su‘f”" Deemont
Streeis) e soutmort T
project k22

OPEN HOUSE g el ik ol 55 wodk wilth a raseling
: ik3n on February &, 2011,
Pulbilc Maetin; ke
9 The purprose of e prajectIs 1o provide for the

safe pascasse uf perlesurlans and venides within
1ha Sguth Trrgass Avenue doreniown comdor.
Antlcipated roaddvay g orements vt induda

suna:es.and racanstivction of tha readivay

) Wedneﬂhy
Ftlzmary 6,2013
-1(07;“

uﬁ.ded.lnadd.hmme projzct will reconshuctar
Bpiove the intoisetions. o ission:
Stedman Suees induding ped'ﬂmrl CUsERY
andaddw‘l’carnmng measures. Pedesirian

sidewaiks as pinarcondance vith
Amencans with Dizabiliges Act ADA).

Iedferry ﬁvk{em_r’
BBB Venelid Avenue
Hetdhon

Formore Information cantact:
David aemmm}m Manaqer, Dou.Fs«uneasa ’a;un

B n\all—ahmaﬁmmk&akmnm Toll Free: 14775351377

et IO normeon SR DO Ao o oo,

Fabulous Homemade Food
And Culinary Delights!

.
Iditarod 2013 Silent Auction FUNdrﬂiser"
For Ketchikan's Own “Angie Taggari”

l:inughmiing Elementury Schoel
The Fun Starts at 6:00 pm






