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7:00 P.M, DECEMBER 12, 2001, AT DARE COUNTY ANNEX
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CHAI RVAN: MR, JAMES CONNAUGHTON
DEPUTY GENERAL COUNSEL: MR. TED BOLI NG
COURT REPORTER: SANDRA A. GRAHAM CVR

MR. BOLING We're going to get the public
neeting started soon. W' ve got a nunber of people who
would I'ike to speak this evening. So what we're going
to dois try tolinmt you to three m nutes per person.
And if you have any subnissions for the record, please
offer themup to me. I'll take them [|'m Ted Boling,
Deputy General Counsel of the Council on Environment al
Quality. And without further adieou |I give you Janes



Connaught on.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Good eveni ng everybody. |
really want to thank you all for com ng out here.
spent the day over at the Inlet, at the park, at the
Nati onal Seashore. | spent the day with a | ot of
experts of all kinds: engineers, scientists,
bi ol ogi sts, sone of the fol ks who've been involved with
the Oregon Inlet issue for a long tine. Sone of them
since the begi nning, since 30 years ago. And | just
want to say | really appreciate you-all com ng out here
tonight to share with ne your views as to where we are
on this project.

And | want to share with you right now just a
little bit of background of why we're having this
public hearing and what the process is at this point.

I know you've seen a |lot of process with respect to the
Oregon Inlet. | hate to deliver one nore to you, but
we are. But | hope that -- | really am |l ooking forward
to hearing what you have to say. And | hope to take
back fromthis event, and | really felt it inportant --
Senator Helns felt it inportant; Congressman Jones felt

it inportant (they both called ne personally) -- that
we actually -- that | spend sone tine here with you and
spend sone tine seeing what -- the situation you're

facing. And that's really why |'m here tonight.
Let ne first tell you about nme and ny

function. [|'mthe Chairman of what's called the
Council on Environnmental Quality, which in classic
Washi ngton sense, |I'mthe Chairman of a council of one.
So | amthe council. The role actually is | amthe

seni or advisor in the Wite House to the President on
environnental policy issues. And what that really
entails is | work on devel oping the President's
envi ronnental agenda, and | work on inter-agency
di sagreenents or inter-agency projects where you have
the Arny Corps, and you m ght have the Nationa
Oceanagr aphi ¢ and At nospheric Administration, the Fish
and Wldlife Service, the EPA or the Departnment of
Def ense. Any environnmental or natural resource issue
that nore than two agencies are involved in and they
may be in disagreenent and require sone nediation. O
they may be in disagreement and it requires
arbitration. O they may be in disagreenent and it
i nvol ves kicking it upstairs to the boss. It's ny job
really to channel that through

My efforts on behalf of the President are
obviously to try to do sonme nediation, try to keep the
agenci es worki ng together toward commn sol utions so we
don't get into sone of the difficulties that we often
encounter. And also, equally inportant, heading off
| awsuits, heading off the kind of activities that occur
on the Hi Il that can cause sone issues to drag out for
years and years. | try to keep on top of those things
and do the best we can to keep the decision meking
processes goi ng forward.

I would note that this issue that we're going
to tal k about tonight is really an inportant one, and



it has all the facets of what ny job entails, which is
by regul ation -- by statute and regul ation, which is
why this has now cone to the Council on Environnmenta
Quality. The Corps is at the end of its nobst recent
envi ronnent al inpact statenent process. The Nationa
Oceanogr aphi ¢ and Atnospheric Adm nistration, NOAA, has
signi ficant concerns about that docunent and the basis
for the decision, the underlying ability of that
docunent to support Arny Corps final decision with
respect to the stabilization project. And so there's a
process by which NOAA can formally ask that we becone
involved. And so that's really how we're stepped up
here. And | would note in addition, again, that both
Senator Hel n8 and Congressman Jones really at this
point felt the situation had come to the point where
they wanted a little bit of White House focus to the
conversati on.

CEQ the Council on Environmental Quality,
has been around since 1970. |If you're trying to figure
out where | come from by statute the council's job is
to focus on how man and nature can work together in
productive harnmony. So |I'mat |east the environment
and econonics guy. Although these days |I'mthe
envi ronnent, energy and econom cs guy, because energy
has become a critical issue to the country. But it's
my job to figure out how to balance. | work toward
bal ance, because obviously we're trying to be one
Federal Government. The President's objective here is
totry to find those opportunities for bal ance.

And | hope as | hear fromyou this evening
that | know each of you has a dedicated interest in
this subject. But | would hope that as you speak, your
ability to conment on the other side, just sort of your
under st andi ng of the other side, would be helpful to
me. Because |'ve heard many di fferent nessages today,
as you nmight expect. And any issue that has this
duration -- it's been going on for 30 years -- and
expect there's a | ot of passion out there, the way
forward is to begin to try to reconcile sonme of these
conpeti ng demands and see if we can find common ground
solutions. And that's certainly what | will be working
t owar d.

| would note that the docunents that NOAA has
sent over really largely focus on two issues. Now
there are others, but they focus on two issues. And
they are significant. They warrant a significant hard
| ook. ©One is the issue of the larval fish and their
ability to access the nursing grounds and the ability
to access it in nunbers that result in significant
productivity for the fishery that you all and in fact
that | personally enjoy in my own recreationa
activities. So that's a significant issue, and | think
that's one which we all should have a common ground
interest in meking sure we understand that issue.
Because if in fact that is a serious issue and we're in
a situation where the decision the court takes wll
lead to a reduction in fish stocks we may have shot



ourselves in the foot. So | want to make sure that
we're treating that issue seriously.

The other issue is the issue of what happens
to the sand when the stabilization project goes in.
And there, too, you have a treasure -- you have two
treasures out there on either side of the inlet. You
have the Nati onal Seashore and you have the wildlife

refuge. | saw a lot of folks out there in their four-
wheel drive vehicles fishing and enjoying the bottom
end of that National Seashore. | saw sone beautifu

habitat out there in the wildlife refuge that the
Service is doing a wonderful job in maintaining and
preserving, that | know attracts a lot of visitors. It
certainly has attracted ny wife and her famly over the
years, who are regular or had been regular visitors to
this area.

Those are the things we also want to be sure
that we're protecting. And, again, you all own that
val uabl e resource. You interact with it daily. And so
we need to, again, understand and take very seriously
t he i ssues of what happens to the sand, and is it going
to underm ne that resource value that we all share.

So, again, | hope we have a good conversation
with balance. | look forward to your passion. Let ne
tell you a little bit about the process and then we'l
get the process out of the way. Ted has already told
you we're going to try to keep remarks to two or three

m nutes. |f sonebody said -- already said what you're
t hi nki ng, just give a ne too. |In fact, you're a great
comunity so acknow edge each other and just give ne a
me too. I'mokay and I'mnot a conplete idiot, so

think if | get the basic point two or three tinmes it's
|l ogged in. But | do want to know how many ne toos are
out there. But don't feel that you' ve got to repeat
poi nts over and over again. By the way, if you fee
you need to, I"'mhere to listen to you.

In terns of process let nme tell you what
happens after we have this public hearing. |1've got
seven potential actions. This is going to be classic
bureaucratese, so I'lIl warn you ahead of tinme. Here's
what the seven actions are: One is conclude that the
process of referral and response has successfully
resolved the problem Now that would be great. It
woul d be great if we have this dialogue, we go back, we
kick it around a little bit between the Corps and NOAA
and we find some solution that's going to work for
everybody. That's the easiest.

Two, initiate discussions with the agencies
with the objective of mediation with the referring and
the | ead agencies. So that would be between NOAA and
t he Cor ps.

Three, hold public nmeetings or hearings to
obtain additional views and information. So we may
| earn something here with a subsequent study and deci de
to have nore public neetings. | know you've been
besieged with process. | would |like to keep additiona
process to a minimum If it's necessary we'll do it,



but the idea is here. At least | want to nove ny
process forward in as reasonable a tinme frame as | can
manage.

Four, determ ne that the issue is not one of
Nati onal inportance and request the referring and | ead
agencies to pursue their decision process. As you
m ght know the Arny Corps nmakes thousands of decisions
every year. And this is one of thousands of decisions
that they nmake. The issue of whether mnmy operation
weighs in has to do with this national significance.

We try to pick the ones that warrant this |evel of
attention. And | know certainly to all of you this
matter is of the utnost inportance. And | do treat
that very seriously.

Five, deternmine that the issue should be
further negotiated by the referring and | ead agenci es
and is not appropriate for council consideration unti
one or nore heads of agencies report to the counci
that the agencies' disagreenents are irreconcil able.
And what that really neans is kick it back to the
agenci es and probably kick it back to the head of the
Corps and to, in this case, the head of NOAA. And if
they don't work it out, kick it up to their bosses
first to see if the Secretary of Defense and see if the
Secretary of Conmerce can work it out. That's an
option as well.

Si x, publish the council's findings and
recommendati ons, including where appropriate a finding
that the submtted evidence does not support the
position of an agency. So | could actually wite up an
opi nion and give ny owmn two cents worth on this
project, which will beconme part of the record, and will
be included as the underlying docunents that will have
to be defended by either agency or be utilized in any
judicial proceeding that might follow by a decision by
the Corps. So that could be a part of it.

And then seven, when appropriate submt the
referral and response together with the council's
recommendation to the President for action. As you
m ght expect | try to keep those to a fair m ni mum
The President, as you all know, is very engaged in --
while this issue is serious | think he's engaged in
matters of even greater significance to us all. And so
especially now |I've been trying to make sure that |'m
spending time with himonly as it really requires his
i medi ate attention. | hope you all can appreciate
t hat .

So with that | think we're going to open up
the coments. | may pitch out a few questions here or
there, but I'mlargely here to listen to you. And
that's also a bit of a trite thing, you know, H, I'm
here fromthe Federal Governnent to |isten to you. But
it really is ny role by statute right nowto be a
neutral decision naker. And so it's nore inportant for
me to hear what you have to say than for you to hear
what's in nmy head. So if |I don't have a lot to say
during your comrents, please do not take that as any



reflection that somehow |'m di stanced or bored from
what you have to say. |It's actually because sonetines,
as you can tell already, | talk too much. So | do | ook
forward to hearing fromyou. Now, Ted, do you have the
list?

MR. BOLING Yes. |'ve got a list of those
who have signed in indicating that they want to speak
and whet her they are for and against -- or against. |
will attenpt to bal ance people as | call. And |I'm also
calling folks on a first conme, first serve basis. So
we'll begin with Doug Rader. Doug, if you could come
forward and pl ease state your name for the record and
we'll limt you to three mnutes. | will give you the

yellow, in the Christmas spirit, with one mnute |eft,
and red nmeans stand down. You may begin.

MR. RADER: Thanks M. Chairman. |'m Doug
Rader. | wear three hats. [I'ma Ph.D., narine
bi ol ogi st, |I'm senior scientist with Environnenta
Defense. | manage the ocean program from New York to
Fl orida and across the Northern Caribbean, but a Native
North Carolinian, an insider in that sense. | also am
a volunteer federal fishery manager. | chair the South
Atlantic Council's Habitat and Environmental Protection
AP. | also sit on the Md-Atlantic Council's Habitat
AP. |'malso a voluntary state marine fishery
official, volunteer official. | chair the pernmts and
pl anni ng subcommittee of the North Carolina Marine
Fi sheries Conmi ssion's Habitat Water Quality Sand
Advi sory Conmittee.

I have two jobs today. The first is to
deliver to you a letter for the record that has been
signed by 42 eminent marine scientists and ecol ogi sts.
If you look at it as who's who in marine scientists in
North Carolina. |'mnot going to read it. The letter
concl udes that the proposed project as it stands
constitutes a mpjor threat to one of the east coast's
nost inportant fish nurseries. It fully supports the
position taken by NOAA and constitutes an unprecedented
consensus anong the state's academ c scientists. ']l
del i ver copi es.

The second job is to deliver the conments
from Envi ronnental Defense. | represent 350, 000
menbers nationally, nmore than 75,000 directly affected
on the east coast, and 10,000 in North Carolina. W've
al ready submtted a letter for the record and adopt
that by reference. Three major and quick points.

First, the proposed project as it stands is
whol Iy inconsistent with the 1996 Magnus and Stevens
Act reauthorization, the so-called sustainable
fisheries act, and the 1997 North Carolina Marine
Fi sheri es Reform Act requirenents to protect and
enhance essential fish habitat and the marine and
estarine resources in North Carolina.

Nunber two, the Pamlico Sound is inarguably
the nost inportant fish nursery on the east coast. It
is of national and international inportance, feeding
fisheries from Cape Cod to Cape Canaveral. Oregon



Inlet, because of its geography and geonorphol ogy is
the key to this production, period.

The third point is that the project as it
st ands poses a huge threat to the principle engine of
fish production on the U. S. east coast. The
envi ronnental docunentation to date is grossly
i nadequate, in our opinion, in terns of addressing this
potential threat.

Let ne finish first by asserting that |
believe personally that this project is unpermttable
as it currently stands except by brute political force.
Nunber two, and 1'Il close by observing that Oregon
Inlet in a very real way is the goose that |ays the
gol den egg, not just for North Carolina but for the
fisheries of the entire east coast of the United
States. And we sinply can't afford to ganble with the
envi ronnental and econonic values that it constitutes.

Thank you.
MR. BOLING Thank you very much. Next up on
the list -- is the State Senator here? No, okay.

Harry Schiffman fromthe Oregon Inlet Users
Associ ati on.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: By the way, while Harry's
com ng up here, in nmy tour today |'ve gone in and out
of ny share of inlets. And for those of you who do
that, you do have one tough inlet out there. So
didn't nention that before, but | just want you to know
| appreciate that situation you' re facing.

MR. SCHI FFMAN:  Thank you, M. Chairman.
Thank you for coming here to hear our input. |'mHarry
Schiffman from Manteo. |'mcurrently serving as the
vi ce-chair of the North Carolina Water Resources
Congress. We've pronoted this project, anmpngst others,
for quite a long time. M remarks will address sone of
nmy experiences and observations of the nmain
contributors referenced in Nunmber 2 of the Oni ssions
and Errors sent fromthe Southeast Region Ofice of
NOAA in St. Petersburg to the Corps, WI nngton
District. That was on October the 22nd.

I had some tapes tonight to play but due to
the tinme sequence | can see that that's not going to
happen. So | will give you sone tapes. |'Ill |eave
them for the record and I will give you sone copies of
the mnutes froma North Carolina |egislative research
conmi ssion. And since | have three folks to tal k about
that were listed there, one of themis here tonight.
That's Dr. Orin Pilkey. 1'mglad he's here tonight
because | like to talk in front of fol ks and not have
sonebody say sonet hing was said behind their back

Since | can't play the tapes I'mgoing to
read just a few excerpts fromthe m nutes of that
| egi sl ative research conm ssion. | asked Dr. Pilkey if
there was anyone in the world that has nore expertise
in dredging and jetty construction than the U S. Arny
Corps of Engineers. And he says: These guys really
know what they're doing. And, again, |'m not
criticizing their dredging costs and their dredging



skills, absolutely not. So he's in essence agreeing
with that. The second one, Dr. Pilkey was talking
about dredging and so forth and | said, Dr. Pilkey I
hear these coments and the formof a belief, your
belief or ny belief. | don't hear it in the form of
scientific evidence. | hear you and Tom di sagreei ng.
That's Tom Jarrett fromthe Corps. Disagreeing. And
do know |'ve seen scientific evidence fromthe Corps,
but I have not seen scientific evidence that supports
your points. And Dr. Pilkey responded: As a scientist
I have lots of experience |ooking at various projects
like this, and I know that you can't deal w th any

certainty in this. O course, | have no figures.

Lastly, Representative Mtchell said to Dr.
Pil key, we're told that they come down -- talking about
| arvae -- that they come down the coast but evidently

you-all nust think that they're laying their eggs in
front of Oregon Inlet or sonewhere. They have to go
t hrough deep water sonme tinme before they get in. Dr
Pil key answered: Yes, |I'msure they do. But this
shoul d be the last thing I say on this, because I'm
really over my head to put it mldly. Cance
everything else | said.

Due to the time consequences | will just say
that the obstructionists never seemto produce factua
data. They take statenents out of context and
continually and unfairly underm ne the world' s npst
know edgeabl e resource on inlet processes. Please cut
t hrough comrents such as these and send a supportive
report to the President.

MR. ETHERIDGE: M nane is WII| Etheridge and
| signed up to speak. And I'd like to yield nmy three
m nutes to M. Shiffman.

MR. BOLING Well we'll take those sorts of
notions at the end. We're going to go through the |i st
first and then we'll see how rmuch time we have left.

MR. SCHI FFMAN:  And | will give you all the
i nformati on.

MR. BOLING Al right. Please subnmit your
tapes. Next on the list is Vic Damato.

MR. DAMATO. Thank you. M nanme is Vic

Damato. |'mfrom Raleigh, North Carolina. 1've

provi ded a copy of witten comments, and |'IIl be
speaking off a slightly edited version to fit within
the tinme limts specified. | greatly appreciate the
opportunity to speak to the Council on Environmenta
Quality tonight. | work as an environnental engineer
and 1'ma registered professional engineer in North
Carolina. 1'malso an avid surf-fisherman who nakes a

hal f-dozen or nore surf-fishing trips to the Quter
Banks every year, contributing mghtily as many |ike ne
do to the local econonmy. |In fact | spent this past
Thanksgi vi ng norning surf-fishing the north point of
Oregon Inlet, a prime surf-fishing location that if
this project is allowed to proceed will no | onger be
avai | abl e for surf-fishing.

I'"m also the conservation chair of the North



Carolina Chapter of the Sierra Club, a volunteer
position. And |I'm speaking today as a surf-fisherman
and on behalf of the club and its nearly 18,000 nmenbers
in this state. The Sierra Club is the nations ol dest
grassroots conservation organi zation in the country.
Over 20 percent of our menbers nationwi de hunt or fish.
The Sierra Club does not care who catches the fish. W
sinply care that there are enough fish for all to catch
and that they are safe to eat.

In accordance with our comment |etter on the
final EI'S, which |I've attached a copy with ny coments,
we oppose this project as currently proposed for a
variety of reasons. While we appreciate that safe
navi gation is an inportant goal, we believe that the
14-foot dredging alternative is sufficient and that the
risks and the inpacts of the proposed jetties do not
justify them

In particular tonight | want to focus just on
two of our key concerns. First the Corps of Engineers
acknow edges that the jetties will not allow for the
natural transport of sand through the inlet to form
shoal s or deltas inside of the inlet and in the sound.
In fact the Corps bluntly states that the jetties wll
deflate the flood tide deltas. Charter boat captains,
private boaters and even footbound fishernmen who work
the waters behind Oregon Inlet will know the delta to
which the Corps refers as the bar right behind O egon
Inlet where earlier this sunmer there were lots of nice
puppy drum or small red drum caught for several nonths.

This is just one exanple of the effects the

jetties will have on essential fish habitat in the
Pam i co Estuary that has not been adequately addressed
in the FEI'S docunent. The jetties will not only inpact

fish habitat in the imediate vicinity, but also
essential habitat into the estuary including subnmerged
aquatic vegetation and sand flats. Fishernmen know t hat
these are places that fish congregate, fish habitat.

If these areas are destroyed where do the fish go and
where do the fishernen fish.

Second, the north jetty will conpletely bl ock
vehicle and thus fisherman access to the north point of
Oregon Inlet and all points west. These are extrenely
popul ar surf-fishing |ocations that will now be
i naccessi bl e because the base of the jetty will cross
over the entire beach front all the way back and into
the vegetation line. No trespassing signs are to be
posted on the jetties, and the wal kways that used to be
part of the jetty proposal have been elin nated.

So to conclude, even the Arny's forner
Assi stant Secretary of Civil Works questioned the
approach to this project. In a letter to Senator John
Edwar ds, Joseph Westfall says: An alternative that
m ght avoid or at least mnimze the adverse inpacts to
and possibly even benefit the National Seashore and
National WIldlife Refuge would al so have to be
identified if such a project were considered today. W
agree and suggest it's time to approach the



navi gati onal needs at the inlet in a manner that wll
benefit or at |east not hurt other user groups in our
public resource

Thank you for the opportunity to speak.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you.

MR. BOLING  Next up, Fletcher Wlley. Let
me apol ogi ze in advance for any m spronunci ati on of
nanes.

MR. WLLEY: You did well

MR. CONNAUGHTON: By the way, we still have
sonme people standing in the bank, so if any of you are
able to squench together to nake sonme nmore room that

woul d be really hel pful, [ think.

MR. WLLEY: Thank you for being here. [|'ll
be short. | have been supporting this project for 20
years. | have studied it any way that | could. | live

in Dare County. This is a part to the people of Dare
County. It's sonething that is one of the things that
our area lives to fish and the many people who own
boats, and it is one of the two industries in this
area. Thank you for being here. | support this

proj ect.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you.

MR. BOLING Next up is Mdlly Diggins.

MS. DIGANS: M. Chairman, thank you. M
name is Molly Diggins. |'mthe State Director of the
North Carolina Chapter of the Sierra Club. You heard a
little earlier from Vic Damato who recogni zed us under
the state. |'m speaking on behalf of the nationa
organi zation, so there's about 750,000 ne too's
following my comrents. In keeping with the tenor of
your earlier remarks |I think we're all in agreenent
about the inportance of safety in the channel. | don't
t hi nk anyone di sagrees about that. | think we're al so
i n agreenment about the inportance of keeping the
commercial fish industry in the state viable. | think
those are the consensus itens.

Wth respect to the project, although this
has dragged on for many years | think it's a fairly
sinple story. The Arny Corps of Engi neers has
mai ntained a narrow strict interpretation of its
charge, which is that we need a 20-foot channel. |
woul d encourage the council to | ook closely at the
qguestion of whether or not in fact we need a 20-foot
channel given what's at risk.

The federal resource agencies, fish and
wildlife, parks, NMFS, have historically opposed the
project. They are the agencies charged with protecting
the national public trust lands that are at stake, as
well as the nationally significant commercial and
recreational fish stocks. Not only have the federa
resource agencies historically and consistently
rejected the Corps assertion that the project can be
done environnmentally safe in a fiscally sound manner
but so overwhel mi ng have the npbst recogni zed coasta
geol ogi sts, fish biologists and econom sts who have
witten or spoken on the subject.



We do have some concerns and woul d ask you to
convey for us to the admi nistration our concern that
t he Department of Interior did not nmake a fornal
referral to CEQ W hope that does not in any way
indicate that this adm nistration will take its charge
to protect national public trust |ands and fish stocks
any less seriously than previous adm nistrations. W
woul d ask you to take a look at a couple of additiona
questions. The |eading one of course is, what happens
if the Corps is wong. Who fixes the problem who pays
for it, and can the adverse inpacts be renediated in
the event that the project fails.

Second is a nore technical question. | ask
you to take a close | ook at the inpact of the
repl acenent of the Herbert C. Bonner Bridge. The
bri dge, which is over the inlet, has a very fixed high
span whi ch has seriously restricted the Corps ability
to maintain the channel. The bridge is now thanks to
t he good works of Senator Marc Basni ght schedul ed for
repl acenent. | believe that's going to nake the task
of mai ntaining the channel nuch easier for the Corps.

And finally on a personal note, | would like
to say that it really hurt nmy feelings a little bit
when | saw the Corps press rel ease on today and their
itenerary in which they held a |listening and
st akehol der neeting to which the general public was not
invited. And when | called | was told who the invitees
were. Not a single opponent of the project was
invited. And | would hope that the Bush
adm nistration's definition of a stakeholder with
respect to national public trust lands is nore broadly
construed than the Corps denonstrated today.

Thank you.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: On that particular note,
one, who the different agencies choose to consult with
on whatever issues, they've consulted across the board.
| did not attend that session today. |In addition,
woul d note though that the national environmenta
groups have asked to sit down with nme in Washington. |
noted that the public hearing I wanted to have was the
public hearing here with the | ocal community. But |

will be -- | agreed to let themcone in and speak to
me. So we'll be talking to everybody, and whether in
different contexts and different settings, | want to

make sure that |'m covering everybody equally and
fairly.

M5. DIGA NS: We appreciate it. Thank you.

MR. BOLING  Captain Meekins.

CAPT. MEEKINS: M. Chairman, I'msorry I
don't have a prepared statenent for you |like everybody
el se.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: It's better that way.

CAPT. MEEKINS: What | have to say will cone

fromlocal know edge and past experience. |'mretired
fromthe Merchant Marines and the Corps of Engineers.
|"ve been a captain on both of their ships. |1've

operated with the Corps of Engineers on the Atlantic



Seaboard and the Gulf Coast. This project is
necessary. Let's take for instance, a lot of your
environnentalists say it will scour out the south side.
"Il agree with you if the jetties are not properly
constructed. Look at New Jersey. |It's the sorriest
coast line you can find. |If you fly over it it |ooks
like a giant handsaw because fromthe jetties they
built they built up on the north side and scoured out
on the south side. This one will do the sane thing if
not properly constructed.

VWhat worries me is nost people, both pro and
con, have not really done their homework. There's not
a man in here that can tell nme how many rivers enpty
into Albemarl e Sound, directly or indirectly. | ask
anybody to tell nme. You might get 11. There's 23.
One of those rivers goes all the way to the sout heast
corner of the state of West Virginia. That's a |ot of
wat er coning down into Al bemarle Sound, which goes
t hrough four silons out Oregon Inlet. Oregon Inlet is
improperly naned. It's not an inlet; it's an outlet.
There is seven tines nore water going out Oregon Inlet
than there is comng init.

Anytime you have a hurricane comng up this
coast the forerunner is going to push water through
Hatteras Inlet, Oregon Inlet -- Ccracoke Inlet,
Hatteras Inlet and Oregon Inlet. It's going in this
rivers, these sounds and these other estuaries. Wel
when that wind -- when that eye of that hurricane
passes the Virginia/North Carolina state line your w nd
cones around to the northwest. You now have water
uphill and wind behind it. It's comng this way. |If
you haven't got a hole for it it's going to nmake a
hol e.

Now, the federal governnent coul d have saved

mllions of dollars in this last hurricane we had,
Fl oyd. Just north here in Tarboro it w ped out an
entire town. |f you had had the proper opening in this
beach to let that water out it would have -- not all of

t hat damage woul d not occur. Some would, but it would
have been far less than what it was. You just can't
have a bathtub with a two inch opening and a one inch
di scharge without it running out. And that's what

you' ve got here on a nuch larger scale. You don't have
a hole big enough to let it out. Thank you.

SOVE MEMBERS OF THE AUDI ENCE:  Amen.

MR. BOLI NG  Next, Noah Matson.

MR. MATSON: Good evening, M. Chairman. MW
name i s Noah Matson. |I'mw th Defenders of the
Wldlife. | traveled here from Maryland to represent
our 445,000 nmenbers nationw de, including 12,000
menbers and supporters that live in the State of North
Carolina. | want first to nme too Mdlly, Victor and
Doug's coments. | agree with everything they said.
And the nerits of this proposed project should not be
based on politics. Unfortunately politics have been
driving this process since it was first conceived right
up to this latest chapter. The Oregon Inlet project



fails at every level. It's bad for the econony, bad
for the taxpayers, bad for wildlife and bad for the
environnent. Secretary of Interior Norton's team of
scientists told her |oud and clear that the project
woul d vi ol ate national environnmental standards, would
be inconpatible with Pea Island National Wldlife
Refuge, would inpair the resources of Cape Hatteras
Nat i onal Seashore, and woul d produce unaccept abl e
adverse environnmental inpacts. Norton chose to ignore
her own agencies and not refer this issue to this
Council on Environnental Quality.

This is an issue of national significance.
The project inpacts a national wildlife refuge, a
nati onal seashore and wildlife species that are
federally protected. That is why | travel ed here today
fromMaryland. Since | have limted tine I'lIl focus ny
comments on the inpact that this project has on Pea
Island National WIdlife Refuge. Defenders of the
Wl dlife has been a | ongtinme advocate for nationa
wildlife refuge systens. National wildlife refuges are
established for wildlife conservation, period. Any
proposed use of a refuge nust be determ ned to be
conpatible with the purposes -- with that purpose. The
dual jetty systemis inconpatible.

The fish and wildlife service has been on
record as deternmining that it's inconpatible since
1982. End of story. To quote fromthe Nationa
Wldlife Refuge System I nprovenment Act, in
adm nistering the refuge systens the Secretary of
Interior shall ensure that the biological integrity,
diversity and environnmental health of the systemare
mai ntai ned for the benefit of the present and future
generations of Anmericans. The Secretary is to base
this decision on sound science. The Secretary's own
scientists within the fish and wildlife service and
nati onal park service, as well as nmany scientists
out si de have repeatedly denonstrated the adverse
unm tigatabl e environnmental inmpacts this project would
have on resources of national significance.

On top of that there is a feasible
environnental ly preferable alternative to acconplish
the purposes of the project, which are to maintain
access to the sound and to the ocean.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: | have a qui ck question.
Did the Defenders oppose the wall that's currently up
around the top of Pea Island?

MR. MATSON: That occurred a very long tine
ago. |'mnot aware of our position on that. | can get
back to you on that if you'd like.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Yeah, that would be good to
know.

MR. BOLING Eve Turek.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: By the way, | asked that
guesti on because that decision involved a bal anci ng
too. And so | just -- it's useful to know the analysis
that went into that.

M5. TUREK: | can answer that question for



the record, yes, sir, they did.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Great. That's what | need
to know.

MS. TUREK: And I'll say a nme too for thank
you. We do very mnuch appreciate your comng. It was
actually Dare County that first raised the issue of CEQ
i nvol verent in the mid 1980s as | recall. So it's 15
years later, but we're grateful that you're here. And
we're grateful that you're here to listen to
st akehol ders and fol ks with passion about this issue.
There are fol ks who cone with academ c passion, and
think you are going to hear tonight also from fol ks who
come with passion because their lives and their
livelihoods have in the past and for their future and
for their children depended on that inlet.

For 10 years | served as the Oregon Inlet's
Conmi ssion staff person here in Dare County. And that
was eight/nine years ago. So | haven't really been
involved in this project in any sort of ongoing way
ot her than reading the papers for that long. And
come here tonight because it's a project that | studied
a long tinme, but believe in with nmy heart. And you're
goi ng to hear sone about science, but you're going to
hear sone toni ght about heart as well. And the one
message that | wanted to bring to you tonight is that
in readi ng NOAA' s docunment on it's website -- and
certainly appreci ate what CEQ has done to nmeke those
docunents avail able for public scrutiny -- without a
personal historic background could | ead soneone to
conclude that there haven't been ongoing |evels of
study of this project over the years and there in fact
haven't been opportunities for the agencies to cone
together. And | want to speak to one of those

opportunities in particular. 1In the '90-'91 tinefrane
| served as part of my role and responsibility with
Dare County as a secretary, if you will, to a very

interesting task force that brought together
representatives of the Fish and Wldlife Service and
the National Park Service, Corps of Engineers and sone
of the scientists that NOAA' s docunents refer to,
specifically Dr. Robert Doland from Charlottesville,
Virginia;, Dr. Robert Dean from Gainesville, Florida.
And there were others that cane and spent not as long a
time, shorter times with us. And we | ooked at al
sorts of technical issues which we certainly don't have
time to go into tonight.

One of those issues was the larval fish
m gration issue. W did get some input fromthe Whods
Hole Institute at that time. And | recall that we had
a synposium day |ong, that brought together scientists
and tried to ferret out the best study as it existed
nati onwi de for inlet and larval mgration at that era.
And so | want to say that there really has been a 31-
year effort of study since this project was authorized
back in the '70s. And that for the record in the '70s
Park Service and Fish and Wldlife Service, DO
agenci es were supportive. Their non-support began in



the '80s. And that NOAA itself was supportive in the
'80s, and it's non-support began in the '90s. W
appreci ate your being here to listen. Thank you, sir

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you.

MR. BOLING Derb Carter.

MR. CARTER: Thank you, M. Chairman. MW
name is Derb Carter. |'man attorney with the State
Environnental Law Center in Chapel Hill, North
Carolina. And | too appreciate the extra effort you
made to cone to North Carolina and listen to the
concerns of North Carolina citizens about this project.
I want to talk about two things since a lot of things
have been covered. One is the national significance of
the resources that are at risk in this project. And,
second, how to deal with the conflict and uncertainty
between the agencies related to fisheries inpacts.

On its surface this would appear to be a
si npl e decision. The Corps' justification for the
project is enhanced recreational and comercial fishing
opportunities, yet the expert federal agency entrusted
wi th managi ng conmmrerci al and recreational fishing
states it would have potentially catastrophic inpacts
to these very resources. What is clear is that it
woul d af fect resources of national significance. A
nati onal seashore, a national wildlife refuge, the
nation's second | argest estuary and federally protected
speci es.

From 1987 to 1994 | was Chairnman of a
citizens advisory comrittee and on the managenent
conmittee for the Al bemarle/Pamico estarine Study.
This study was established as a part of the anmendnents
to the Clean Water Act in 1987. The Al bemarle/Pamico
was the first designated estuary under that program
And t hat designation is based on the fact that this is
an estuary of tremendous national inmportance. Declines
in fisheries productivity were identified as the
priority concern in the designation of the
Al bemar| e/ Pam i co estuary as a part of the nationa
estuary program A final conprehensive managenent plan
was issued in 1994 and three of the five overarching
managenment goals relate to fisheries: restore and
mai ntain water quality for fish, conserve and protect
vital fish habitat, and restore and maintain fisheries
and provide for their long-term sustainable use. So
there's a federal commitment that's been nade to work
to achi eve these goals for this estuary, and we woul d
expect that to extend to your deliberation

Second, the federal lands. Wile we're
di sappoi nted that the Departnment of the Interior did
not exhibit the sane vigor and stewardship of resources
under their jurisdiction by referring this to CEQ the
i nadequaci es of the EI'S, the potential damage to
seashore and refuge, and the inconpatibility with the
National Park Service Act, the National WIdlife Refuge
System | nprovenent Act remain. And in our view
aut horization of this project would be inconpatible
with these laws and viol ate those governing principles



for those federal |ands.

Next the question of uncertainty. Do you put
your weight on the fish issues with the Corps or do you
put your weight with the National Mrine Fisheries
Service. In some ways it's |like asking if you have a
headache do you go to a doctor or a nechanic. Nationa
Marine Fisheries Service and i ndependent fisheries
scientists have clearly docunmented the anticipated
i mpacts of this project on larval recruitment. The
Corps on the other hand relies on an unproven weir
device and states that National Marine Fisheries
Servi ce cannot conclusively prove these adverse
i rpacts. We would encourage you to | ook very hard at
your regulations, particularly 40 CFR 1502-22 which
deal with what to do when there is inconplete or
unavail abl e i nfornmation, which says that if there are
foreseeabl e significant adverse effects between
alternatives and the overall cost of obtaining this
information is not exhorbitant, you shall include the
information in the inpact statement. W would
encourage you to pursue that avenue and obtain this
i nformati on before noving forward.

Thank you very mnuch.

MR. BOLING Jerry Schill.

MR. SCHILL: Thank you, M. Chairman. [|I'm
Jerry Schill, President of the North Carolina Fisheries
Association. It's a private trade group that
represents comrercial fishing famlies in this state
We truly do appreciate your being here. | also got a
phone call before |I arrived fromone of our affiliates,
the Al bemarl e Fisherman's Association, fromits
President Terry Pratt. He could not be here this
eveni ng and asked ne to be sure to relay to you that ny
conments al so are associated with him He is a well-
known environnentalist in this state.

Jim you nmentioned earlier about experts.
represent true experts. And that is, there are those
who traverse the inlet on a regular basis. They know
from experience. The situation | think is a lot nore
different today than at any other tinme. It hasn't been
nmentioned here, but it's got to be mentioned; and that
is, since 9/11. Dependence on foreign energy sources
are not in our nation's best interest. Likew se food
production is basic to keeping our nation strong. And
it's high time that we realize that we cannot
unilaterally solve the world's environmental problens
and we cannot unilaterally put everything on the backs
of our fishermen in order to save the rest of the
worl d. Because the rest of the world is not doing what
we are doing in this country.

The bottomline here is people. Not just
Dare County either. There are fishernen that use this
inlet fromup and down the coast. And |I'Il go into
nore formal comments in a letter to you later. North
Carolina fishermen do not ask for much fromtheir
governnment. North Carolina fishermen do not send
letters to Jesse and to Walter and John to ask for



subsidies. W don't ask for set-asides. Al we want
it the ability to work, to produce. That's the
American dream These people get paid according to
what they produce. And they do ask for safe passage,
however, fromtheir governnment. That's sonething they

can't control. They do ask, however, they pray every
day to ask for good weather because that's in God's
hands. If it was in the governnment's hands we'd have a
maj or problem |I'm afraid.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: It would take too long to
deci de.

MR. SCHILL: On behalf of those experts who
know true science -- and let nme give you a definition
of science. Know edge, especially that gained by
experience. M people are the experienced ones. W
support the Oregon Inlet jetty project and do not agree
that this project will harmfish stocks. And allow ne
to just say that part of nmy fever pitch on this is
because in another life | served 15 nonths in Pashour
Paki stan in an intelligence gather base after Francis
Gary Powers left there and was shot down. And we
shoul d have | earned fromthat experience of the
i mportance of that effort. And we kind of lost it over
the way. And we really have to get back to
under st andi ng what nade this country great. And it's
wor ki ng peopl e, produci ng. Thank you.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you.

MR. BOLING Next is Steve Wall.

MR. WALL: Thank you, M. Chairman. M nane

is Steve Wll, and I'man attorney with the
Conservation Council of North Carolina. The
Conservation Council is a statew de environnment al

advocacy organi zation representing over 20 grassroots
and comunity organi zati ons across North Carolina. W
al so have individual nenbers throughout North Carolina
as far west at Cherokee and as far east as right here
in Manteo. The Conservation Council has reviewed and
comment ed on various proposals and environmenta
docunents relating to this project for over 20 years.
We continue to maintain that the negative inpacts from
this project, conbined with the costs for construction
and nai ntenance, will far outweigh any potentia
benefits.

Tonight I'd just like to draw your attention
very briefly to some of these adverse inpacts. These
i nclude destroying critical wetlands, danagi ng
i mportant bird and sea turtle habitats, threatening
fish mgration routes, and disrupting the novenent of
sand between the ocean and Pamlico Sound. W believe
that in spite of the long list of recognized inpacts of
the jetties the associated environnental inpact
statenments have failed to adequately describe or assess
these issues. Nor are the costs associated with these
negative inpacts adequately reflected in the $180
mllion cost estinmates for this project. Utimately,
the proposed project would cost taxpayers mllions of
dollars and result in serious environnental damage. W



ask you to recogni ze over 30 years of scientific
criticismand i ndependent reviews identifying this
project as economically unjustified -- unjustifiable.
And we ask you to consider alternatives that wll
preserve the environnmental resources and quality of
these critical habitats in unique areas. Thank you for
the opportunity to coment tonight.

MR. BOLING M ke Davenport

MR. CONNAUGHTON: By the way, how many out
here use the inlet, go in and out of the inlet? And
how many of you are going to be speaking tonight?
Okay. | just want to be sure because | have sone
questions for you.

MR. DAVENPORT: You want to ask your
questions first?

MR. CONNAUGHTON: No, go ahead.

MR. DAVENPORT: Okay. |'Il be glad to
relinquish sone tinme to you. You're the star here
t oni ght .

My nane is |I'm M chael Davenport, and | live
here in Manteo and have been here since in the md-
1970's. And I'm kind of wearing two hats tonight. ['m

Vi ce Chairman of the Oregon Inlet Waterways Conmi ssion.
And Moon woul d be speaking tonight, but he's got a new
leg that's growing inside of him and so we hope for a
qui ck recovery and | ook forward to him com ng back to
work with us.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: He's getting around pretty
wel |, though, isn't he?

MR. DAVENPORT: Yes, he is. Better than he's
supposed to be.

MR. DAVENPORT: |'malso the past president
of the Quter Banks Association of Realtors. And the
realtors felt like -- our 550 nenmbers here felt like it
was very, very inportant, that the jetty project was
i mportant, vital to our community. Wen | joined the
Oregon Inlet Waterways Commi ssion several years ago,
the big issue was safe passage to and through Oregon
Inlet. And | don't want to say | singlehandedly
brought a new perspective to that, but nmy concern from
the real estate industry now that | no |onger fished
because | was scared, too scared to conme in and out of
the inlet that | quit. And | feel sorry for the people
that continue to do that. But what |'mworried about
in our real estate industry is, the biggest industry in
Dare County right now, one of the |largest industries in
the state. W can probably -- M. Terry Weeler can
probably give you the nunmbers of what it produces. And
you heard the captain speak earlier about the water is

going to get out. | don't think anybody disputes that
evidence. M concern is that if that inlet closes up
too narrow that -- and we get at the flood tide and

that water has to get out, that it's going to go out
somewhere, probably where there is a | ot of

devel opnent, a lot of infrastructure. And | don't know
if that's been taken into account here. A new inlet
openi ng up or our infrastructure being damaged coul d be



devastating to our county. And | don't think anybody
here disputes that tourismis probably the nunber one
i ndustry by far here.

I'm al so concerned about the water quality.

Growi ng up over in Manns Harbor, | noticed that there
was a |ot better fish, a |lot better water quality here.
But the inlet was also wider at the time. |'mnot an

expert, and | don't profess to be, but | believe, and
it's ny personal belief that a |ot of that may be due
to the fact that water is not coming in and out |ike we
would Iike it to. I'mfor the inlet, and we hope that
you' || take back everybody's comments and can negoti ate
and conprom se sonmething so that we can get this jetty
done.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Has your group sat down
with sonme of the fol ks who are doing sonme of the
natural -- |eave aside the inlet, just up and down the
coast the potential for if you get a Category 3 or a
Category 4 storm and what that will do? Have you sat
down and tal ked with them about those issues?

MR. DAVENPORT: | would hope that the Corps
of Engi neers have done their studies, and | can't
answer that question. It would be a good question.

MR. CONNAUGHTON:  Yeah, because the Realtors
-- you guys should do that, too, because there's -- you
know, it's not just the inlet. |It's the whole
seashore, so we should -- | got some very instructive
i nformati on today and, you know, digging into that
nmore. | nean it's a bigger issue. The inlet is part
of a bigger issue, obviously.

MR. DAVENPORT: Sure, sure. But |I do have a
copy of a Resolution I'd like to submt from our
menbers of the Quter Banks Association of Realtors.

And since you like it so nuch down here, here's ny card
if you want to buy a house.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: | hate to confess, but if
you don't boo nme, I'mkind of a Del marva man so --

MR. DAVENPORT: We'Ill convert you.

MR. BOLING For the record, the tine that
Jimtakes asking questions does not count agai nst your
speaki ng.

Next up is Mary Alsentzer. |'msorry. You
even introduced yourself to ne.

MS. ALSENTZER: Thank you. M. Chairnmn, ny
name is Mary Alsentzer. And |I'mthe Executive Director
of the Pamlico Tar River Foundation. And | speak to
you tonight on behalf of the Board of Directors of PTRF

and sonme of -- and our sone 1,300 nenbers. Al
scientific evidence to date concludes that the jetties
will have serious and irreversible detrinmental effects

on the migration of larval and juvenile fish mgrating
into the Pam ico/ Al bemarl e Sound. | n doing what they
are designed to do, keep the inlet open, the jetties
will, in fact, allow far fewer fish to enter the inlet.
We know that the Oregon Inlet is a critical source for
[ arval recruitment and col oni zati on. And maybe the
only source of the northern Pamico and Al bemarle



Sounds. Fewer juvenile fish entering the inlet wll
mean | ess fish production, period. Dr. John MIler

one of the scientists who has studied the consequences
of the jetty construction on mgrating fish popul ations
once concluded that, quote, the nost |ikely consequence
of jetty construction would be the destruction of the
very -- excuse ne -- one of the nost likely
consequences of jetty construction would be the
destruction of the very resources jetties were
supposedl y designed to protect and that short-term
econonmics or politics may result in | ong-term disaster
for the fisheries. Today PTRF reiterates its
opposition to the construction of these jetties,
opposition which has been so well expressed by the Fish
and Wldlife Service and the National Park Service and
many ot hers over sone 20 years. No jetties neans a
positive decision for our public trust waters and the
fragile estarine and coastal habitat of so nany
species. Thank you. And I'll submit sonme additiona
witten coments | ater

MR. CONNAUGHTON:  Thank you.

MR. BOLING  Suzanne Bolton.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Suzanne, as you know,
that's my wife's name. | thought she had snuck down
here when | wasn't | ooking.

MS. BOLTON: She can give the sanme testinony.
| wanted to talk to you as a honeowner in Kill Devi
Hlls. 1'malso, as an aside, a marine biologist and
have been able to enjoy both my vocation and avocation
in the Quter Banks. One of the things | think that's
not being considered is that a |lot of the tourism
i ndustry that is conming into the Quter Banks are the
people like the ones that visit with nme, are here to
enjoy fishing in the sound, fishing off of the
seashores, visiting the National Seashore and the
nati onal refuges because they are natural habitats.
They are an opportunity to see what this country once
was. And what we'd like to try and retain

| believe that the biggest concern that |
have is that this is not just an issue of fisherman
versus environmentalist. |It's an issue of people who
want to be able to enjoy both. And that is not likely
to happen. As a marine biologist and an oceanographer
I"'mall too fanmiliar with the other information. And
woul d have to support it and have, in fact, supported
it with the Ph.D. letter that will be submitted to you.

But | think the biggest thing to consider is
the econom cs. The economcs of this project does not
meke sense for a basically recreational comunity. It
does not make sense for the local residents who do not
profit off of the fishing industry, but will be paying
sizably larger taxes as a result of it. So | think
there are a nunber of other issues that do need to be
consi dered, and | hope you will think about those of us
who are here because of the environment.

MR. BOLING  Okay. Fell off balance here.
Let me try to regain by calling Norm Shearin.



MR. SHEARI N: I"mgoing to yield ny tine to

others. [I'mhere as an attorney for the Departnment of
Conmerce, and the State is the sponsor for the project.
We'll submit witten comrent.

MR. BOLING All right. John Bowen.

MR. BOVEN: Good evening. Thank you, M.
Connaughton. Good evening. M nane is John Bowen. |
am presi dent of the Quter Banks Chanmber of Conmerce.

We don't have the great nunmbers that sonme of these

ot her organi zations have tal ked about tonight. W only
have 1,200 menbers. But those 1,200 menbers have been
in support of this project since 1977. | went back
searched our records, and there were only 300 nmenbers
at that time. But | also cone here as a former teacher
who taught sone of the young fisherman who are no
longer living in this comunity because of the inlet
situation. | also conme here as a forner County
Conmmi ssi oner who worked on this project for many years.
I have a Resolution that was passed by our organization
in April of 2001. For the |last 30 years our

organi zati on has supported this project. Every year we

have -- just about every year, | should say, have asked
opi ni ons of our nenbership; and they have supported it
religiously over the years. 1'd be glad to answer any

guestions you m ght have.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Let ne ask you one. From
the briefings |I've had, and I'min the niddle of the
process, not at the end of the process. But fromthe
briefings 1've had, this -- well, it's been a 30-year
di scussion. It seens to ne each decade the situation
has changed. The rationale for the project and the
nature of the fishing situation has changed. And it
woul d help nme, especially as others come up, those of
you about their fishing in particular, you know, where
are we today on the point? 1Is it the safety of the
inlet that's driving people away? |Is it the depression
of the fish stock and the restrictions on fishing
that's causing -- help nme begin to understand, if you
woul d, you know, what the current dynamic is as
candidly as you can because we really need to factor
that in here. So, you know, start there.

MR. BOAEN: Well, | can't answer it froma
scientific point of view

MR. CONNAUGHTON: No. In fact, forget the
sci ence, you know. | -- you work with fishernmen and
you' ve got the Chamber of Commerce.

MR. BOVEN: Right.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Well, let's start at the
Chamber of Commerce. The change of services here that
are helping this area grow. | nean sonme would say it's

horrible, but, you know, it's neat. People are getting
nore access to the beauty of the Quter Banks. And,
agai n, you've got these trenmendous resource val ues
here. But, you know, where does fishing fit into that
overall balance in terns of the interest of the
Chanber .

MR. BONEN: Well, | can go back for just a



few minutes if you' d like.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: If y'all don't mnd, we're
going to eat up a little bit of time here.

MR. BONEN. Well, I"'msorry. | would go back
to the early -- the late "70's. As a County
Conmi ssi oner, we spent tinme in Washington trying to get
this project off dead center because we were | osing our
commercial fishing industry in this area. Understand
that many years ago at Labor Day, and we were talking
about this tonight, at Labor Day you could fire a
cannon down 158 Bypass and not endanger anybody's life
because the tourist season was over. However, we began
then our fishing season. And | taught school at a tine
when sone of our kids worked all night packing fish.
And spent hours just so that -- you know, so they could
make a living, so that famlies could nake a living.
It's very inmportant. We had two conmercial seasons,
touri st season, fishing season. Then in 1983 |
unfortunately, took the job of chanber president. At
that time we were called sonething else at that tine.
And the inlet closed up. | think we renenber that,
don't we, Moon? And our unenploynment rate went to 43
percent in January of that year. And fromthen on this
community has grown in the tourist side, but the
fishing, commercial fishing side has suffered greatly
because of that. | think Moon would agree with nme on
t hat .

And that's what has happened. We would I|ike
to see that commercial fishing return here, but it's a
dangerous inlet. 1It's a dangerous process going
through that inlet. And as you recognized today. And
so in order for us to have both, we have to have a safe
inlet. We nust protect our bridge. The bridge is of
crucial value to us here on the CQuter Banks. W could
probably |l ose, and | just guess, | don't want to cause
alarm here, but we could lose two to $300 million in
revenue just on Hatteras Island alone. Qur tourist
i ndustry, our gross retail sales in a year's tinme was
one billion dollars |ast year for a county that's only
30,000 in permanent population. So |I hope I answered
your question.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you. Thank you very
nmuch.

MR. BOVEN: Ot her than that, | will give
you this resolution. Thank you very much.

MR. CONNAUGHTON:  Thank you.

MR. BOLING Orin Pilkey.

MR. PILKEY: Counterpoint. I'mOrin Pilkey.
I"'mwith the programfor the -- to devel op shorelines
at Duke University. | wote a book called the Corps on

the Shore which is available for only $16. 95.
MR. CONNAUGHTON: Do you have a web address
for that?

MR. PILKEY: | studied Oregon Inlet, been
involved in it for 20 some years. |'ve gone out, in
and out of it alittle bit, not nuch. First, 1'd like

to point out first of all | think there's a



m sunder st andi ng of the role of science in this
controversy, and that -- we are -- we of science are
not trying to nmake the decision. W recognize that
this is a political decision whether the jetties wll
be built or not. W're trying to nake sure the
decision is made in the context of good science.

I"d like to note we're tal king about the

dangers of this inlet. And they are -- it is a
difficult inlet at times. And we are in favor of a
safe inlet as well. [It's inportant to point out that
the jetties don't nake an inlet safe. | have here an

article fromyesterday in the Ri chnond Ti nes Di spatch
about two people being killed and three being injured
slamming into a jetty at St. Pete Beach, Florida.
Because when you slaminto a jetty, it's a |ot

different than slamring into a sandbar, of course. So
-- and there's a wave defraction, wave refraction
problem And sone jetties, under certain

ci rcunstances, certain size boats can't get out or
can't get in because of the thrashing and rethrash of
the waves. | think sonebody said back here that | was
guoted as saying that | didn't know anything about how
to calculate long shore transfer of sand, and that's
quite true. Nor does the Corps of Engi neers, nor does
anybody else. W have to calculate -- |long shore
transfer of sand is a very difficult thing using

mat hemati cal nodels that in npst cases that we don't

thi nk work. We've published all these nodels,
criticizing the ones that are being used, particularly
the surf equation and sone of the others and the nopdel
Genesis. So | think as a part of the note that all the
nmeasures of success of the jetty system such as

i mprovi ng navi gation, whether they will work properly
and so forth are based on sand flow. And just down the
coast at Drum Inlet when the Corps tried to dredge Drum
Inlet and they cal cul ated what the sand fl ow woul d be,
and they were off by a factor of ten. There was ten
times nore sand than they expected so they did not keep
on dredging the inlet. This is just an indication of
how far we are from understanding sand flow. And the
weir, the weir is a very sensitive in ternms of sand
flow. And that's the part that | think absolutely will
not work, very little chance of that working,
especially for any long tine frane. So | think the

weir -- | think you can -- the WEIR jetty is not going
to work. Other than that, | think the sand transfer
systemin general is not going to work well. Wth that
"Il stop. | didn't have a chance to type this out.

MR. BOLING Rex Tillet, are you for or
agai nst?

MR. TILLET: For.

MR. BOLING All right. Come on up.

MR. TILLET: I"'mgoing to let this guy
speak for ne.

MR. BOLING Next on the list is WII

Et heridge. All right. Go ahead.
Woul d you pl ease state your name for the



record.

MR. M DCGETT: M. Chairman, | appreciate
this opportunity. | didn't know | was going to have
it, sol'malittle bit unprepared. But I'll ramble
about anyway.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: What's your nane? | want
to make sure we got your nane.

MR. M DGETT: My nane is Arvin Mdgett.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Oh, okay, there we go.
Thank you.

MR. M DGETT: I''m a nenber of the Oregon
Inl et Waterways Commission, but |I'malso a user of
Oregon Inlet. | have been for probably 40 years. Been

t hrough there thousands and thousands of tines. And
can tell you that we have to have a safe inlet there
for many reasons, not just for fish larvae. | don't
think these people know anynore than | do whether fish
| arvae is going to be hanpered or enhanced by the
inlet. And I'mgoing to tell you that | don't know
But | do know about some other things. | know about
water quality. | know about flushing the sounds.

know about a safety valve so that you don't create yet
anot her inlet somewhere else. And | know about safe
passage for people. Safe passage for people has kind
of got to be considered a little bit with the hazy
under st andi ng we have about fish larvae. | don't know
about that. But there are |ots of people who use that
inlet, not just the people who fish off the north bank
of the inlet surf fishing. | don't think their fishing
woul d be stopped all together. But we can't consider
all this in a selfish manner. W' ve got to think
about, in my opinion, the good to everyone overall

Li ke for everybody who fishes al ong that beach, just
for the surf catcher, there are four or five people
goi ng through that inlet where there has to be a safe
inlet for themto recreational use the resource.

think their needs could be considered. The inlet has
to be kept in one spot. \When they build a new bridge
one day, there's going to be a draw there for it to go
over. And boats and people of -- with very much

el evation have to cone under that bridge. The channe
has got to remain under that draw. So it has to be
arrested. Man can arrest things and nmake good out of
what sonme people would say, oh, just let it go. Let
Yel | owstone burn. | don't buy that kind of thinking.

I think that we can make it good for man. And all of
the things that people have pointed out, what would be
good for man? Not only just meking a buck, not only
just good for local people. Wy |ocal people in

general want this project. | tell you, | sit here
toni ght and I know because when someone cones up to the
podium if I don't know him | know he's against it. |

don't know that that's all together fair. Like

woul dn't go out to Yell owstone Park and tell them how
to manage the buffalo herd. But there are sonme people
here that have expertise in that. But as to having
expertise as to what to do about that inlet and



dredging, why -- and jettying an inlet, | really don't
thi nk they probably cane here because they' re getting a
green government check. And sonebody said, be a good
idea if you went.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Before you go; stay here,
stay here. You've gone in and out thousands of tines?

MR. M DGETT: Yes, sir

MR. CONNAUGHTON: And you know the boating
community around here. |I'ma boater. As | said, it
| ooks like a tough inlet to ne. It's not one | think
I"d probably take nmy ten year old out on w thout a nice
bi g boat and a good powerful engine. What's the --
you're using it, so, the safety factor, you ve made the
call there. But what's your take on the boating
community? The additional neasure of safety, what does
that do in terns of changing who uses the inlet? Are
we going to be drawi ng boaters out there who nmay be
getting a little bit in over their heads once they get
out to the other side of it? Wat's your take on this?
You' ve been here for a long tine.

MR. M DGETT: There are sone people who have
been over their heads a little bit this winter. Sone
of themare in the norgue right now. And they didn't
have a safe inlet to go back and forth through. O
course, they went when conditions were not good had
there been a safe inlet perhaps. But the snall boat,
the recreational boat, the fell ow who drove down from
Ral eigh to go fishing with he and four of his friends.
| like -- I'"Il go back to this again. I'd like to see
t heir needs addressed too. And I don't know whet her
I'"ve answered your question or not.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Well, one question is,
noted that actually the safety, by virtue of the Corps,
| don't know, the dredging. By virtue of, you know,
better boating practices and the like. But, you know,
the statistics of the last 15 or 20 years | ook a heck
of a lot better than the preceding 15 years. Wat's --
you know, again, you're here. That's why | really want
to hear fromyou all. What accounts for that? 1Is it
peopl e have just been scared away so it's only the nost
seasoned goi ng through and that's why we're seeing that
i mprovenent ?

MR. M DGETT: That's happened to sone
extent. Sone boats have been run away that mnight have
been here one tinme. Also the fish quotas have been cut
back to where they're not as many boats operating out
of the Wanchese area. The troll boat comunity is not
quite as active | don't think as it used to be. And
some of that relates to that inlet as well as other

things that I"'mnot -- | had better not go into because
| really don't know the issue. | don't represent
t housands and t housands of people. |It's easy to get

those big figures. All you' ve got to do is get
sonmebody to sign on the line like a county petition for
abandoni ng boot| eggi ng. You could probably get right
many people to sign that thing. But whether it's right
or not to do it, I don't know | do know about some



things, and | told you about those.

MR. CONNAUGHTON:  Yeah, | know. | appreciate
t hat .

MR. M DGETT: But the flushing of the sound,
the water quality and the safety valve thing has got to
be addressed. And it can't happen with a closed up
shallow, narrow inlet. Some other things will go to
pot that could have been helped if you jettied that
inlet and caused it to be deep. As for dredging,
people will say, keep right on dredging, keep right on
dredging. It is also expensive. If you' ve exam ned
the record like | know you have, over the course of 20
years there's been a |l ot of noney spent there on
dredging. And it is not being done -- although the
Corps is doing what they can, what they have to work
with, it is never really quite adequate and doesn't
al ways last. And sonetines you don't even get it at
all.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Okay. Thank you.

MR. M DGETT: We got to have a jettied
inlet.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: | hear you.

MR. BOLING  Marny Bergoffer.

MR. BERGOFFER: |'m Marny Bergoffer, Southern

Appl achin Biodiversity Project, Asheville, North
Carolina. We're up in the nmountains about eight hours
west of here. | drove eight hours to be here. Thank
you very rmuch for com ng.

MR. CONNAUGHTON:  Thank you for coming. A

man dressed for the weather. |Isn't this outrageous?
Decenber 12th, and | wanted to be in shorts and a tee-
shirt today.

MR. BERGOFFER: SABP is a snmall environmental
group. Qur mission is to protect public |ands and
t hreat ened and endangered species. | conme out each
year to vacation on Cape Hatteras. M parents own a
sai |l boat, and they sail up and down the east coast.
And | cone out to visit themonce a year. And |I've
been through Oregon Inlet on their boat. And | grew up
on Long Island, and I've sailed since |l was a little
kid. So I've got quite a bit of experience on the
water. W at SABP consider the inlet to be of nationa
i mportance because of the public |ands involved, the
fact that they're an internationally renowned fishery
t hat depends on the sound. One of our nmjor concerns
is the |l oss of wetlands and other threatened and
endangered species habitats. Recent studies have shown
that wetlands mitigation has been a conplete failure.
Illegal wetlands are also being filled throughout the
coastal area, and we're really concerned about the |oss
of wetlands in the coast. W're also concerned about
the probability of new inlets opening up. Wen | was
growi ng up on Long Island, Rich's Inlet on the south
end, south side of Long Island had another inlet open
up right next toit. And it caused quite a few
problems. It seens pretty likely that a newinlet wll
open since there's historical evidence show ng that



there have been up to a dozen different inlets between
Hatteras and Virginia in the |l ast 150 years. So it
seems the Corps hasn't really considered that with or
without jetties.

Wth respect to this gentleman's coment on

| et Yellowstone burn, | would point out that
Yel | owstone is doing great now, 12 years after that
burn. | think the sane woul d happen at Oregon Inlet if

we would just let it go. They'd have great fisheries
and a great environment to live in. Thank you.

MR. BOLLING Ckay. WII Etheridge. Are you
for?

MR. ETHERI DGE: For

MR. BOLLING Ch, he's for, yes.

MR. ETHERIDGE: MW nane is WII Etheridge. |
manage Et heri dge Seafood in Wanchese, North Carolina.

And if you've read M. Pilkey's book, | am one of the
four families that will benefit by jettying O egon
Inlet. 1'mnot exactly sure of the nunber of people
that have lost their lives at Oregon Inlet, but it's --
' m sure sonebody here could tell us, but I just --

UNI DENTI FI ED: Twenty-three (23).

MR. ETHERI DGE: -- canme back from a vacation
in Canada and found out we had | ost another nan here in
the nonth of Novenber. | |ike sone of the questions
that you're answering. | just want to tell you a

coupl e of experiences that | have had personally.
went to work one Christnmas norning just to make sure
that my ice machi nes were working properly. And as |

wal ked around the corner of nmy building -- it was a
real cold, windy day, and | heard a boat with a rea
| oud noise. And | |ooked out and it was the Coast

Guard and they were bringing a body. And | grabbed the
guy off of the Coast Guard boat and put himon a
stretcher, or laid himon nmy dock until the anbul ance
peopl e got there and put himon a stretcher. Another
day on a Sunday norning | went to the fish house to do
some work and sonebody says the LOS JOYCE is ashore
And | knew the guy that owned the LOS JOYCE very well
She's there now | don't know if anybody has showed it
to you today or not, but it's a hundred foot stee
vessel that was sunk. And | want to get into ny

di scussion with the -- | knew the guy. | called himon
the radio and | said, Walter, what can | do? He says,
the Coast Guard wants nme to get off the boat and

don't want to do it. Call nmy wife and ask her what |
should do. And | held a receiver froma radio in one
hand and a tel ephone in another hand. And it was a
pretty dramatic thing to me. And when | see these
peopl e cone here and everybody so far that spoke in
opposition for this project with the exception of one

has not been fromthis area locally. And it -- that
bot hers me sonewhat, but | do nake ny living fromfish.
And | do worry about the fish, and I want ny son -- and

he now has a daughter, and | want her to be able to
enj oy that resource and hopefully make their |iving
fromit if it's still possible. But I honestly --



their life just means so nuch nore to ne than a fish
does. And it kind of bothers me a little bit when
these people are here, and | guess the reason that
you're here, if | understand it properly, is because
NOAA has a problemwith the |arvae, and they are the
ones that invited you, not Senator Helns or not
Congressman Jones. |t was NOAA that got you invol ved
inthis. Do | understand that right?

MR. CONNAUGHTON:  NOAA i nvoked the fornal

process, and Senator Helnms and Senator -- and | have
the option of how | deal with the process. | thought
it was important to come down here. It |ooks like the

i ssue had conme to a point at which sone higher-1Ieve
attention was warranted. So that's why | cane.

MR. ETHERIDGE: Well, the thing | wanted to
tell you, all these other things that the |ady brought
up the fact that it wasn't cost effective, all of those
guestions have been answered. And we have a group of
peopl e here, the Dare County Waterways Commi ssion, they
have answers to all of these questions. And before you
make any kind of decision, I would inplore upon you to
get with these people, you know, because when sonebody
gets up here and says it's not financially feasible,
know that President Bush is going to worry about that a
little bit. But that's not even a question anynore.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: That's why | wanted to go
to the core because you're in the seafood business. |f
you take NOAA' s concern, NOAA' s concern is about the
larval fish getting back in, into the nursery, grow ng
up and creating -- and getting back out so a productive
fishery. Now, | assune, and, again, especially the
fishing community if you come up here, | assune we've
got common ground on the point that if that was a rea
threat -- the scientists said, guess what, by taking
this action we're going to elimnate -- you know, and
we had facts, and said, we're going to elimnate --
we're going to cut off the larval growh, we're going
to cut off the nursery and the fishing and the entire -

- and the fishery is going to coll apse; okay? | nean
if we knew that, | assunme that woul d be of great
concern to the fishing community here. Is that right?

MR. ETHERI DGE: Yes. Believe ne, it would.
MR. CONNAUGHTON: Yeah. GCkay. So that's why when
| say we need to take what NOAA is telling us
seriously, we need to | ook at the underlying science of

what they put forward -- |I'mnot going to second guess
it or anything right now It's their job to sort of
make their case. But if there's a there there, | want

to make sure that all of us, but especially the fishing
community is looking at the there that's there.

Because, again, | don't want any of us to be in a
situation -- that's one of the npost imediate
consequences to you all. And by the way, as a

recreational fisher, it would be an i medi ate

consequence to nme too because, you know, going out and,
you know, |I'monly getting naybe one, one every couple
of hours and only getting one every eight hours is not



a good idea. |If that's what's -- you know, if that's
what we're facing, we'd have bigger problens. So | do
want to make sure that we're all in the sanme pl ace

that we need to | ook at that particular point quite
carefully because that really is where there's a common
ground interest of concern. Now, we have the safety
issue, and | really appreciate your remarks with

respect to that. You know, but so, again, | know there
are passions, but that particular point is the one
that, you know, we want to be -- again, | want to be
sure that -- | really hope you all speak to that and

how you | ook at that. And the discussion concerning
that issue are really discussions of the last ten
years. They weren't a discussion 30 years ago or even

20 years ago. So, again, | want to nake sure we're
focused on that.
MR. ETHERIDGE: |'m probably not going to

make you happy by making this statenment, but | am
personal |y hel ping finance four |awsuits agai nst

Nati onal Marine Fisheries and their science. So, you
know, | have nore passion about that than | do about
Oregon Inlet.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: But the point, if the
science is no good --

MR. ETHERI DGE: But you heard Ms. Turek say
that National Marine Fisheries signed on to this
project, they were strong proponents of this project.
Wel |, there's sonething that happened. And | know |I'm
taking a lot of tinme. 1'Il get out of here whenever
you tell nme to

MR. CONNAUGHTON: No, no, this -- | want to
make sure we're both -- this is another one of those
i ssues.

MR. ETHERI DGE: There's sonethi ng happened in
the last eight or nine years where the direction of
Nati onal Marine Fisheries just did a 180. And | think
you probably know what it is or you know who is
responsible for it. And there is currently like a
hundred | awsuits agai nst National Mrine Fisheries.
And, you know, the thing | really wanted to get in to
you is the people leaving the fishing industry. There
is -- 1 wuld -- ny sonis a fisherman. He works for
me right now, but when the fish are available, he's
fishing. He'd rather fish than work at the fish house.
But my advice to himall the tinme is, son, you need to
find something else to do. You need to find another
vocation because if we stay, you know, your position
that you have, I'msure that if you stay there another
four years you'll be in front of a bunch of commerci al
fi sherman about what National Marine Fisheries is
doing. If we stay on the sane trend, and | have seen
sonme evidence that it's going to change, there would
not be a viable comercial fishing industry in the east
coast. It just would be nonexistence. Just to tel
you, at WIly Etheridge Seafood Conpany, | used to pack
fl ounders 365 days a year. You know what fl ounder is;
right?



MR. CONNAUGHTON: Ri ght.

MR. ETHERIDGE: W're down now, we -- with
i ncreased sizes on the limt of the size of the fish we
could catch, net sizes, quotas put on us, we' re down
now -- in 1998 the state of North Carolina caught the
nunber of pounds of flounders that the National Marine
Fisheries told themthey could catch for a full year
we caught it in nine days. So, you know, a thing that
I would Iike to -- and | really get ranbling bad, but |
can | ook you right in the face and eyes and tell you
t hat when you hear fromthe environnental comunity and
when you hear from Nati onal Marine Fisheries about
these fish stocks that are in such terrible shape,
that's just absolutely, totally not true. 1'm55 years
old. M dad, he would be here tonight if it wasn't for
his health. He's 80 years old. And we both would tel
you, and |'m sure just about anybody that fishes for a
living out here, recreational, charter boat guy or a
conmercial net fisherman or however he does it, there's
nore fish out there now than there's ever been in our
lifetime. The ocean is literally lined with fish. But
we have an agency that's out spreading the word around
that there's no fish. Wen the state of North Carolina
fisherman can catch what the federal government tells
themthey can catch in a year and we catch it in nine
days, there's sone kind of problem sonewhere.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you, appreciate it.

MR. BOLING  Chuck Rice.

MR. RICE: Thank you, M. Chairman. |
appreci ate the opportunity to be here. 1'm Chuck Rice,
the Executive Director of the North Carolina Wldlife
Federati on and represent the views of our
conservationists fromacross the state who have just
this past February in our annual neeting voted to adopt
a resolution that | have subnmitted as part of the
record. And then subsequently that resolution was
submitted to the National WIldlife Federation with the
same process al so being adopted. And throughout the
subm tted copy of our resolution are source references
for the data years, and |'ve included those with that.
And they include U S. Arny Corps of ENngineers
docunents, U.S. Coast Guard records and the opinion of
scientists based on their research. And the details
are included in the docunent.

One of the things I'd |like to nention is a
hi ghlight fromthat docunment is that jetty descriptions
starting with the 1999 DEIS fromthe Corps of Engineers
include a weir. For over two decades the CORPS stated
that a weir was an i nappropriate tool and woul d not
work. In the 1999 DEIS and the subsequent docunents
contain justification references to previous Corps
docunents that are referenced, and they are ni sl eading
or inaccurate references.

The safety issue resolution is an apparent
fact and there have been a change, unfortunately in
t hese nunbers since this docunent was created. But 21
of the historic 23 fatalities in or near the inlet



occurred before hopper dredgi ng began in 1983. The
rate of assistance calls to the U S. Coast Guard
station, Oregon Inlet are reported as over 200 per year
for their 4,000 square nile area of responsibility
whi ch enconpasses the treacherous area known as the
Graveyard of the Atlantic. There is no reason to
expect a reduction of assistance calls or inlet
fatalities if the jetties are built. |In fact, further
ri sk would be introduced by the potential for crashing
into the jetties, which there have been previous
exanpl es and, unfortunately, Pilkey offers another
conment al ong those lines tonight. The United States
Arny Corps of Engineers forecasts if the jetties are
built that during the comercial fishing season of
Oct ober through March, these vessels could not safely
use the 20 nmean water |evel channel, 20-feet nmean |eve
wat er channel 21 to 25 percent of the time. This would
project little, if any, inprovement over current
navi gability percentages with the shall ower channel
The Cape Hatteras National Seashore, the Pea Island
Nati onal WIldlife Refuge and the surrounding waters
represent vital and dynami c habitat for a variety of
marine and estarine creatures and plants. The
integrity and purpose for these public |ands should be
retained. They belong to all wildlife and the people
of North Carolina and the United States. And | would
add that many of the opponents' conments tonight we
woul d al so agree with me. And I'Il cut that short with
those highlights. Thank you very much for being here.
MR. BOLING M chael Street. Are you for or

agai nst ?

MR. STREET: What?

MR. BOLING M chael Street

MR. STREET: Am | for or against? [|I'm
neit her.

The position of the State of North Carolina
isin the record. M nane is Mchael W Street. |'ma
mari ne bi ol ogist fromthe North Carolina Division of
Mari ne Fisheries, Mrehead City. Been with the

di vi sion for about 32 years. | have done various
anal ysis of the fisheries, Oregon Inlet since the
"70's. | amthe actual author of five projections at

fishery | andings dating from'84 through '97 although
only two of them have ny nanme on them Two of them

have Ed McCoy's nanme. He's the director. | wote it;
he signed it. One of themhas Bill Hogart's nane on
it. | wote it; he signed it. And I've witten -- the
ot her two have ny nane on it. | amgoing to confine ny
comrents to comrercial fisheries |andings projections
through Oregon Inlet, period. |[|'ve initiated nost of

the fishery sanpling programs at the Division of Marine
Fi sheri es over the years, our fish house work, our
commercial and recreational statistics prograns, et
cetera. M current position is that |I'm Chief of

Habi tat Protection for the Division of Marine

Fi sheries. Statistics on the |andings come fromthree
time periods. One, first a voluntary National Marine



Fi sheri es service program which ended in 1977. This
was just calling people, getting sonme letters, sone
visits, and the numbers probably are accurate
reflections of the trends of |andings although the
actual specific anmpbunts may or may not be accurate. W
had a cooperative program between the North Carolina
Di vision of Marine Fisheries, National Mrine Fisheries
Service 1978 through '93. W had a total of five state
port agents, two federal agents who went into as many
of the fish houses as they could. Sone of them
woul dn't let themin. And actually copied records
provided. The various fish house owners here tonight
all participated in that program And we have nuch
better, nore consistent data. And from 1994 to the
present under the fishery reformact, the North
Carolina Fishery Reform Act, we have a mandatory trip
ticket reporting programwhich is the best in the
country. And we have very accurate statistics on
catch, effort, value, gear, things like that.

| really would like to say a little bit nore
There are two assunptions for |andings. One, vessels
can get to the fish, and, two, that there will be
vi abl e fish stocks for themto harvest. Under the
current federal and state and interstate prograns, fish
stocks are inproving. Many of the stocks that have
been over fished are viable or becoming viable, or wll
be viable over the next five to ten years. They are
recovering fromover fishing and there will be fish out
there to catch. The Division of Marine Fisheries and
our projections disagrees with the projections fromthe
Nati onal Marine Fisheries Service by significant
amounts. You're aware of that. And the reason,
think, is sinple. W assune that the feds, the
Nati onal Marine Fishery Services own fishery managenent
pl ans, the interstate plans and our state plans wll,
in fact, work and be successful. The National Marines
Fi shery Service according -- stated at neetings that |
have attended with National Mrine Fisheries people in
G oucester, Massachusetts; St. Petersburg, Florida have
stated they don't think their plans will work. So, in
summary, their stocks, the fishery managenent plans are
wor ki ng. The stocks are beconing healthy. And under
t hose pl ans under nanagenment, within the limts of
natural variation, it is likely, in ny view, that the
stocks will remain -- will be available for harvest.
Any questions?

MR. CONNAUGHTON: No. Thank you very much
Appreciate that.

MR. BOLI NG  Sidney Maddock.

MR. MADDOCK: Good evening. M nane is
Si dney Maddock, and I'd |ike to wel come you to Dare
County. | live on Hatteras Island in the Vill age of
Buxt on which is about 35, 40 miles south of the inlet.
And | also work for the Biodiversity Legal Foundati on.
I"m hoping that you will support the -- or issue
findings in support of the National Marine Fisheries
Service referral. 1'd like to hit several issues



specifically and also rely on the comments that we've
previously submitted to the Corps. A copy has been
submtted to CEQ You've heard about the inportance
the national inportance of this area to fisheries. 1'd
also like to suggest that the upland areas and the
adj oi ning wetl and areas have uni que nationa
i mportance. The barrier island ecosystens truly are,
froman ecol ogi cal perspective, critical. So I think
not only do you have issues that relate to sound areas,
but also areas that relate to the | ands nanaged by the
park service and the fish and wildlife service under
congressi onal mandates. This area may not have yet the
visibility of Yell owstone or Everglades National Park,
but | believe that it is just as inportant to the
Anerican public.

You asked the question about safety. [|'m not
a comrercial fisherman. | do windsurf. |[1've
wi ndsurfed in Oregon Inlet. And |I've also led bird
wal ks as a volunteer for the Fish and Wldlife Service
on Pea Island National WIdlife Refuge on severa
occasions. So I'mfamliar with the area. One of the
concerns is that the Arny Corps of Engi neer wetl and
del i neation -- excuse ne, the Arny Corps of Engineer
wet | and anal ysis does not include a wetland delineation
which is standard practice for anyone who wants to fil
wet | ands, including the Corps. |In the draft EIS they
said that no wetlands would be filled. And if you were
out there and took even the briefest sight visit, you
woul d see that that is incorrect. They now adnmit that
wetlands will be filled by the north jetty. They don't
give us a figure, nor do they tell us what the econonic

costs will be, or whether the nmitigation plan would be
appropriate and consistent with park service policy.

| also -- | want to nmention, there's been
sonme di scussion of Hatteras |sland and the residents on
Hatteras Island. | do live there. As a resident, |

fully accept and understand the risk that comes with
living on a barrier island. They' re one of the nost
dynam c areas you can pick to try to live. What
concerns me, though, is that rather than trying to work
with the forces that sustain these barrier islands, the

jetties are conpletely antithetical and will result in
i mpacts that | think will damage Pea |sland severely.
The Bonner Bridge was nentioned. It's widely

acknow edged that that bridge is reaching the end of
its lifespan. And --

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Were we on tinme? Wy don't
you concl ude real quick?

MR. BOLING  Sorry.

MR. MADDOCK: Okay. | hope you will 1ook at
a revised Bonner Bridge alternative that does not cone
ashore below the current bridge, which is the current
pl an, but, rather, in the Rondanthe or Waves or Sal vo
area as the Fish and WIldlife Service has urged. That
woul d sinultaneously inprove the reliability of the
transportation systemwhile at the sane tinme allow ng
natural inlet mgration and the renoval of the term na



groin. Thank you.
MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you.
MR. BOLING Tom Jarrett.

MR. JARRETT: |I'm Tom Jarrett. | didn't
bring any prepared statenments with nme here tonight, but
you have copies of them | was formerly with the Corps

of Engineers for 34 years and was the Chief Project
Desi gn Engi neer on the Oregon Inlet project. So the
docunents that | was involved in include the phase one
GDM the phase two GDM the phase one supplenment, the
phase two, second suppl ement and the nost inportant
docunent | think was the sand managenent plan

First of all, I would like to try to hit on
four main issues real quickly. There's obviously not
enough tine in three mnutes to cover themin detail
In terns of the sand nmanagenent plan, that plan was
devel oped as a result of a year-long effort with the
Department of Interior. And the docunment that was
produced was a cul mination of that effort. And at the
end the Departnment of Interior basically or generally
agreed that the sand managenent plan would work, with
one proviso that there had to be sone form of
guaranteed funding to assure that there was enough
noney to carry it out.

Secondly, in terns of the ability of the
Corps to predict what will happen and what woul dn't
happen, | was also involved in the Pea Island termna
groin design. And we nade predictions about the
performance of that particular structure, and those
predi ctions have, in fact, come true. At the tine the
debat e was going on, there were distractors saying that
there woul d be all kinds of things that would
negati vely happen to Pea Island. Those things just
simply didn't occur. But as a result of the termna
groin construction, the Pea Island Wldlife Refuge now
has 25 nore acres of pristine or at |east seabird or
shorebird habitat to manage. It's actually corded off
now to keep people off of it so the birds can actually
use that new 25 acres. In terns of |arval transport, |
don't know anythi ng about the critters. |[|'ve been told
that they just nove in fromoffshore and they're pretty
much everywhere in the water colony. But the deal with
the jettied inlet is that the sanme volune of water will
flow in and out of the inlet that flows in there now
So if the critters are out there, they're going to be
carried in to the inlet and out of the inlet in the
same nunbers, | would think, because the flowisn't
goi ng to change.

Finally, in terns of the channel depth of 20
feet, | think the analysis that was done back in the
econoni ¢ reassessnment, that analysis, which | did was
really done to show that 20 feet isn't too deep. That
even with a 20-foot channel, there are going to be
times, 20 - 25 percent of the tinme that it's -- there's
going to be too much wave activity in the inlet for
boats to safely navigate. They're going to actually
bang off the bottom That 20 or 25 percent really nore



or less corresponds to weat her conditions that they
can't use now. But in addition to that 20 - 25
percent, the channel depths that are achieved through
dredgi ng are nowhere near 20 feet. The Corps tries to
dredge it to 17 feet, but nost of the time that channe
depth is around 10 or 11 - 12 feet.

So the bottomline is that the sand
managenment plan, we believe, will work. W know it
wi |l work given proper funding. The larval transport
shoul dn't be an issue because the same vol une of water
is flowing in and out of the inlet. The dredging has
proven to be very expensive. It also has |arge
negative inpacts. W predicted if we get into
i ntensive dredging on the Inlet with a hopper dredge
that we woul d cause extensive erosion on Pea Island.
1983 we started extensive dredging. By '89 the north
end of Pea Island was gone and pronpting the termna
groin. And, finally, the channel depth of 20 feet is
not too deep. Thank you.

MR. BOLING Greg Kid.

MR. KIDD: Good evening, M. Chairman. MW
name is Geg Kidd. | amwearing a few hats here
nyself. | ama resident of North Carolina and felt
that it was worthwhile to drive all the way here from
t he Snmokey Mountains to express my concern about the
envi ronnental inpact of the proposed jetty. Also as a
t axpayer |'m concerned about what all the econonic
analysis that |'ve read suggest that this would be an
extrenely costly and unworthwhil e econom cally project.

And then finally, professionally, I'mthe
Associ ate Director of the Southeastern Regional Ofice
of the National Parks and Conservation Associ ati on.
We're the nation's only nenbership organi zation
dedi cated solely to protecting the national parks. W
represent over 400,000 nenbers across the country and
close to 11,000 nmenmbers here in the State of North
Carolina. NPCA strongly disagrees with the Corps
selected alternative of jetty construction because it
woul d violate the statutory directive of the park
servi ce by causi ng unaccept abl e environnmental harmto
the natural, cultural and recreational resources
protected by the national seashore. NCPA believes that
the final EIS is both Iegally deficient and
scientifically flawed. And, in fact, NCPA respectfully
requests CEQ to require the Corps to issue an
additional supplement to their EIS that fully discloses
t he ecol ogi cal and economi c costs to the project and
anal yzes all dredging alternatives that are consistent
wi th the managenent polices of the national seashore
and the wildlife refuge.

The National Park Service's Organic Act of
1916 directs the park service to conserve park
resources and val ues uninpaired and to provide for
their enjoynment by present and future generations. |If
constructed, the dual jetties and sand bypassing
operational requirements would permanently utilize 93
acres of the national seashore on Bodie Island. The



jetties will be located in an area of national seashore
that contains critical natural resources such as
wet | ands, maritime shrub conmunities and nesting areas
for threatened species such as Piping Plover and the
Logger head sea turtles.

The jetties would also significantly alter
prime opportunities for famly recreation such as
fishing, wildlife observation, beach activities, water
sports and an appreciation of the view of the Atlantic

Ocean. In short, the jetties would permanently inpair
park resources and val ues that would, therefore, be in
violation of the organic act. |In addition, the

Nati onal Park Service's 2001 managenent policies state
t hat noni npai rnment mandated in the organic is the
primary responsibility of the park service.
Significantly, Chapter 4 of the policies direct the
park service to recognize natural change as an integra
part of the functioning of natural systens. The
policies also require that the park service is to
protect flood plains and wetlands and to pernmit no net
| oss of wetlands within park boundaries.

Finally, the policies require the park
service to allow natural shoreline processes such as
erosi on, deposition, dune fornmation, overwash, inlet
formati on and shoreline mgration to continue wthout
interference. Ganting the Corps permission to
construct and operate the jetties and sand nanagenent
plan wi thin park boundaries would be inconpatible with
these policies. Thanks.

MR. BOLING  George Oiver. Are you for?

MR. OLIVER  For. Good evening, |adies and
gentl enen. Toni ght you have cone here to try and
resolve this, a new adm nistration. Most of the things
I was going to speak on tonight was said with ne too's
from Captain Meekins, M. Mdgett and ot her speakers.
| do like to comment on the safety issue of this inlet.
I"ve fished fromthe Canadi an border to Maine to
Beaufort, North Carolina. And 45 years |I'mon the

water. | fished recreational and comrercial in
different periods of nmy life. I1'monly down in this
area about two years. |'ve been every other place.

This is the worst inlet on the east coast |'ve ever
saw. And sonme conmercial fellows | know from ot her
ports said, where you live and where you noved, that
ain't noinlet. It's just a ditch. That's what it is.
There's an environnmental concern. There has been

t hey' ve kicked this around for years. | read about
this for years when | didn't live here. A few speakers
toni ght nentioned the dangers of the jetties, of
sonebody running into them Well, if you parallel that
with driving your autonobile on a two-I|ane hi ghway
through the Alligator River and run off the road and
ditch and hit a tree, you can say, well, you shouldn't
have had that highway there because sonebody is liable
to run off it. And if you're going to run into a
jetty, it's gross negligence or carel essness. You're
not putting a danger there, such as an autonobile on



t he highway. And anot her speaker had said, and | don't
want to ne too it, open this place up, let sone tide
out; you're going to have a bad hurricane here, and it
is really going to cause sonme damage to roll sone
eyebal | s because the water can't get out. And | as a
recreational fishernman at this stage of ny life, and a
retired taxpayer, | think | have the right to pursue ny
hobby, as addictive as it mght be for ne, to fishin a
pl ace where you can get a little nore safety, and get
an inlet with a couple of jetties. | don't want to run
-- 1"ve got one mnute. Okay. Coning down Point
Judi th, Rhode Island, breakwater, two entrances
jettied. Never heard anything wong about it in ny
life. Cone down to Montauk, surrounded by Montauk --
it's county park land all the way to Montauk Light, two
jetties. Been there for years. Plenty of fish. Not
much erosion, not nmuch buildup. Fire Island Inlet,
which is a national seashore, there's a jetty on one
side. They've had it there for years and years. It
didn't bring total collapse to anything. Gateway
Nati onal Park, Janaica Bay next to the entrance of New
York Harbor has a stone jetty a half a mle | ong when
they started it in the late "30s. All it did was build
up a little sand on one side, saved the inlet. W can
through it and there's plenty of fish. 1It's a pleasure
to see you, and | appreciate you com ng here. Thank
you.

MR. CONNAUGHTON:  Thank you very mnuch

MR. BOLING Is it John Newbol d.

MR. NEWBOLD: M . Speaker, thanks for
com ng, |adies and gentlenen. M nanme is John Newbol d,
a resident and taxpayer of Dare County. The jetty
i ssue has been going on now for nore than 20 years.
And in that time a |ot of nopney has been spent on
studi es, proposals, presentations, plans and neetings
just like this one tonight and the dog and pony show
they put on for you today. The answers and deci sion
has been to further study the issue over and over. And
the findings are the same, over and over. The jetties
will be expensive and dredging will still have to be
done after they're built just as it is now Jetties
will do harmto juvenile fin fish and other sea life.
Jetties can cause erosion to the south, on Pea Island
and already has in some places. Jetties will not
i ncrease additional fish landings. The land to anchor
the jetty systemon the north side will greatly inpact
and reduce the amount of recreational fishing area in
the national park system which has over a mllion
visitors each year. Wiy spend $100 million on
sonmething serving a few. Wy not spend it on a new
bridge at the inlet, sonething that would benefit al
t axpayers. Each new design that the Corps of Engi neers
gi ves us addresses objections of the previous design
which kind of tells nme they're not really sure of just
what shoul d be done. As a concerned taxpayer,
support the decision of the National Park Service and
U S. Fish and Wildlife not to cede their |land over to a



project that has far nore negatives than positives.
Congress has said no to funding this project six tines.
VWhat part of no is so hard for us to understand? Thank
you, sir.

MR. BOLING Cl arence Skinner.

MR. SKINNER: Good evening, M. Chairmn
Ni ce to have you here bringi ng CEQ down for our
benefit. | am Clarence Skinner, and | was born right
here in Dare County 70 years ago. |'ve spent nost of
ny life here. And |'ve spent a lot of time on the
wat er, but the people in the room here that have been
out in a boat with me will tell you I'mnot a waterman.
But | strongly support our seafood industry, and |I know
the econom c inpact of stabilization of Oregon Inlet is
a very positive thing. The return on the investnent is
obvious. And the safety concerns are high on ny mnd.

But | want to tal k about just three things
toni ght, and one of them has al nost been killed, and
"Il be very brief on all of them The first item
want to nention is there's probably never been a
project of this magnitude where the proponents had done
so much work to try and mtigate environmental
concerns. And | think you need to consider that very
heavily. When | think of just for exanple the weir
the sand bypass and shortening the jetties, the
proponents of this project have proven thenselves to be
good stewards. There's no doubt about it.

My second point, and this is the one that's
al nost been killed, and | certainly appreciate the fact
that other folks feel this way. Stabilizing O egon
Infet with the twin jetties is tantanount to buil di ng
us a pressure relief valve here on the Quter Banks.

And | won't go into great detail because it's been
covered well. But during periods of heavy weat her

hurri canes and so on, we're apt to get a bl ow out al ong
t he beach here. In the northern section, it wuld be a
di saster to comerce. In the southern section it could
be al so, no doubt, but it would also be a disaster to a
nati onal asset, our Cape Hatteras National Seashore
Park. W need to consider that safety valve effect and
the inmpact it will also have on water quality in our
sounds.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: By the way, on that point,
I've heard a | ot about that this evening --

MR. SKI NNER: Stop the clock

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Stop the clock. But on
that particular point, I've not heard that to the
techni cal presentations |'ve gotten, pro or con on that
particular point. So that would be one I think
collectively we should explore. Again, the way we get
to conclusion of this whole issue is to sort of knock
off itens that maybe sort of get us away fromthe
central issues. And if that's one we can knock off,
let's do that. Again, I'mnot going to prejudge it,
but I think we need a little bit nore of a collective
di scussion and understandi ng of that particular
technical issue. Okay? About the pressure relief



point. And we don't have to get into it tonight.
It's --

UNI DENTI FI ED:  That's going to be one of
those -- due to clarify, which issue are you referring
to?

MR. CONNAUGHTON: This is the pressure
relief. This is the pressure relief point, that the

jetties will inprove the ability to flush the water out
and do it in a way that's better than natura
processes. | don't want to say whether that's right or
wong. | think that one is worth a little nore
col l ective conversation. Okay? So -- all right.
Restart the cl ock.

MR. SKI NNER: Thank you very nmuch. 1've got

one nore point.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: G ve himten nore seconds;
give himten nore seconds.

MR. BOLING He's got a mnute.

MR.  SKI NNER: Stabilizing Oregon Inlet with
the twin jetties historically has been treated as a

| ocal issue. | hear tonight what | think is consensus
that folks really recognize the fact that it is a
national issue. | want to anplify just slightly and

i nform everyone here that we're dealing with an
international issue. And all you've got to do is |ook
at the tonnage of seafood that nmoves through Oregon
Inlet that eventually finds itself on the shelves of
t he Japanese seafood market and the millions of dollars
that represents, and you know we're dealing with an
i nternational issue.

But nmy three points, good stewardship, safety

valve, international. The twin jetty proposal to
stabilize the inlet is a project of significant

i nternational, national, |ocal significance, state and
| ocal. The project should be noved to conpletion as

soon as possible. Thank you.

MR. CONNAUGHTON:  Thank you very mnuch

MR. BOLING Is it Janmes Keen?

MR. KEEN: Yes.

My name is JimKeen. |'mthe current
presi dent of North Carolina Beach Buggy Associ ation.
We're an association of 4,670 nenbers. They tal k about
nunbers, you can get nunbers anywhere. But we are
dedicated only to Cape Hatteras National Seashore. W
don't work in New Jersey. W don't work in
Pennsyl vania. W don't work in Florida. W are
dedicated to this seashore. W probably represent,
when you take the famlies into concern, sonme 16,
17,000 people that cone here on a recreational basis.
They're fishernen, some of them Sone of them are just
birders. Sone of themare just beach lovers. |In fact,
we're all beach |overs or we wouldn't be a menber of
the organi zation. Oregon Inlet is the first access
point to the Cape Hatteras National Seashore beaches.
If these jetties are built, those beaches will be
cl osed as far as access. There will be no access to
Oregon Inlet. Yeah, you may be able to clinb over a



rock pile and take a | ook out on the inlet, but that
will be the extent of it. There will be no access.
They can say they'l|l put up no trespassing signs or

wel come signs. It doesn't nmatter; the access stil

will not be there. Recreational fishernen are, you
know, sometinmes | ooked upon with disdain by the
commercial industry. But we're not; we're all in the
same thing. | won't argue or tal k about larva
transport because | don't know about |arval transport.

I won't pretend to be an expert on that. But | do know
there are approximately or a good estimate of 1.6
mllion recreational fishermen in the State of North
Carolina. Now, that's a |lot of people, a |ot of
taxpayers. They don't all fish on Oregon Inlet. They
don't all fish Beaufort Sound, but they are here within
the state. And | think they have to be considered.

I won't get into the details of what happened
in Congress in the past years because you have that al
as part of the public record, and I'll respect the tine
limts that you've put upon us. But | have to ask,
like so many did, why is the Corps of Engineers so
adamant about building this project that froma

financial standpoint seens very ill-conceived. Well
the Corps of Engineers are builders; that's their job
You put nine mllion dollars on the table, and they'l

find something that absolutely has to be built. And
think we can recogni ze that anywhere.

Look to the Everglades in Florida. They did
dramatic work down there for the betternment of al
manki nd. The Corps of Engineers are now in Congress
asking for six billion to correct the nonunental
m st akes they nmade in the Evergl ades. W cannot have
t hose kind of m stakes made on the Quter Banks. Nature
is here. Nature has taken care of it all these years.
There is a linmt to what mankind can do. And | think

we'll have to respect that.

I have to ask for two things, though. One,
the time here for input is January -- excuse me --
yeah, January the 18th. | would like to ask that you

extend that to February the 18th. One, we're in the
m dst of a holiday season. And | think you' ve severely
limted the tinme of input by limting it until January
the 18th. Plus, with the mail service being what it is
i n Washi ngton right now, and the constraints that
you' ve announced in your release, you will take only
faxes and e-mails. Well, that's cutting out about 50
percent of the popul ation anyway. So pl ease consider
extendi ng your input time another 30 days so that the
average U.S. citizen can participate in this program
It is, after all, their |ands.

And, lastly, | just have to say that the
NCBBA agrees with the National Park Service, U 'S. Fish
and Wldlife Service. And we do not believe this |and
shoul d ever be conceded or given up for any comrercia
programs. Thank you.

MR. BOLING John Hooper.

MR. HOOPER: Thank you for com ng tonight.



"' m John Hooper. [|'mthe Conm ssioner from Hatteras

Island. And | want to -- actually, | want to say ny
Vi ewpoi nt has changed over the past 15 years about
Oregon Inlet jetty project. | see that -- | hear a |ot

of the environnentalists in here tal ki ng about we don't
want this and we don't want that. The biggest issue
see i s access to the national seashore and your
wildlife refuge. |If we don't stabilize the inlet where
we can put a bridge across it and get to Hatteras
I sland, | guess the environnentalists will have to
bring their kayaks and paddle over. | don't think the
inlet is ever going to stop noving south unless we
build a jetty there.

As far as the sand bypass goes, fromthe
Hatteras |sland perspective, it obviously is not
working now. The -- so | believe that the jetty system
will work better than the dredging that's going on
right now, and we need to get that sand on down the
beach and let that river of sand continue right on down
Hatteras |sl and.

As far as your fishing quality and the

| arvae, | have to wonder what woul d happen if the inlet
does close up. |It's either going to do one of two
things. |It's either going to kill all the fish in

there or the inlet is going to cut up sonmewhere el se
and create a hardship for any access to Hatteras
I sl and. Again, thank you for com ng tonight.

MR. BOLING M. or Ms. Beaulieu. Are you
for or against?

MS. BEAULI EU: Agai nst. Thank you again.

' m Susan Beaulieu. | amfrom Wst Arch Street in Kil
Devil Hlls. | don't have a lot of letters after ny
nanme. |'man artist and as such | rely on the beauty

of Pea Island for both subject matter and for
inspiration. However, in considering this construction

project, | would ask you to consider the w sdom of
Native Americans, who when they | ook at rendering a
deci sion consider the inmpact that it will have seven

generations hence. Seven generations ago, roughly 140
years ago, Oregon Inlet was 1,000 feet north of where
it is now. The beach is noving. Any attenpt to stop
them or di ssuade their progress is futile.
Undoubtedly, it will have devastating effects on Pea
Island. |'d ask you, please, not to tanper with
anynore the beach's march into the next mllenniumto
assure the survival of Pea |Island seven generations
from now and assure the survival of the fish population
that depends on it as well

The other thing, just inalittle bit of
housekeeping, | have a letter that | believe has been
submitted for the record. It is a letter froma Ph.D
in econonics, a Richard Seldon. And it was to the
Honor abl e Jesse Helns. And it was witten by a
gentl eman who describes hinself -- excuse nme, it's
Richard T. Seldon, Ph.D.. He wites to Senator Hel ns
as a staunch Republican and conservative econom st who
got his Ph.D. under MIlton Friedman at the University



of Chicago. Defines hinself as definitely not a tree
hugger and he has never belonged to the Sierra Club
In his letter he states that he is convinced that the
jetties should not be built, not for environnmental
reasons, but sinply because the benefits clainmed by the
Corps are nowhere near as large and are likely to cost
taxpayers. Bad economic deal even if we forget about
the environnment. He also wites that he can assure
with conplete confidence that the benefit and cost
anal ysis provided by the Corps is full of flaws and
woul d not be accepted as valid by few, if any,

pr of essi onal economi sts.

Also, in terms of the economics a letter from
Dr. Dougl as Wakerman to -- and this is a letter of the
11t h of Decenber, 2001 to the nenmbers of the Council on
Environnental Quality. The opening paragraph, despite
bei ng the nost studied projects in the history of the
U.S. Arny Corps of Engineers the net benefits of the
Oregon Inlet jetty project remain unknown. The
estimati on as conducted by USACE contains errors and
om ssions that render it invalid.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you.

MR. BOLING Dwi ght Whel ess

MR. WHELESS: M. Chairman, ny nane is
Dwi ght Wieless. |1've practiced law in Dare County for
34 years and for 22 of those years |'ve served as Dare
County attorney and represented the Board of
Conmmi ssioners -- County Commissioners in civil matters.
| just learned yesterday of this neeting and regret
that I was not able to spend the tine to review the
files as accumul ated over those years in order to give
you a nore in-depth and insightful analysis.

What to do about stabilizing Oregon Inlet was
one of the few problens which [asted the full 22 years
of ny termas Dare County attorney. That pales,
however, when you consider the others who nust use the
inlet for their livelihoods and for comerce w th whom
the problem has been with themfor their lifetines
|"ve attended many hearings about the inlet. On the
one side you have those who honestly believe that
stabilization will not only make the inlet safer, but
will inprove the quality of the sounds. On the other
you have those that oppose the project in the nane of
every species that has ever lived in the ocean or even
t hought about it. But they can produce little data, so
they want nore studies. | do not remenber one thing
certain that could be proven harnful to our environnent
by the stabilization. The project has been judged by
i nnuendo and suppositions. And you would think that
after all this tinme that sonme real-tinme data could be
produced about the harnful effect of stabilization.

But | believe there is only one thing certain, and

think the evidence of our experience will bear it out.
The inlet is sonetinmes dangerous. And if it is not
stabilized, nore lives will be lost there. And if the
inlet is stabilized, it will provide a consistently

wi der and deeper trough through which ocean and sound



wat ers can indeed mix, and that's going to be for the
betterment of both.

I was interested in Dr. Pilkey's coment in
whi ch he said that he was not an expert about sand
transferal and that was what he was referring to when
he had nmade the comment that he just wanted to cance
everything else he had said. And that's not so. And
think it's not intentionally that he nade the
statement. He just doesn't recall it because what he
had been testifying about, and | read fromthe
transcript, "W do have a | ot of understanding of how
| arvae conme into inlets fromstudi es by biol ogists.

And | gave you a thumbnail sketch of that. W know
that, and we know what is going to happen when you
build the jetties. W know how different that is from
coming in in shallow water along the shoul ders of an
inlet. So putting two and two together, we conme up
with hopefully four that indicates that in any event
it's alot different than the natural system And
there is a suspicion that because of the deep water
they are going to be in trouble. This is an assunption
t hat has not been documented to ny know edge. | am not
an expert on this, but to ny knowl edge it has not been
docunented as yet because it is very difficult to
quantify larval transport in the system"” And

appreci ated his honesty in later saying that he w shed
to cancel that out because he was not an expert in that
regard.

And another thing in some of the testinonies

t hat appeared, sone of the ridiculous things -- ny |ast
comrent -- ridiculous things that those who proposed
stabilization have faced. |In the discussion about the

need for transport of waters between the sound and the
ocean, Dr. Riggs said, "That is a serious problemin
North Carolina, and we have two choices to deal with
it. One, we clean up our waste and don't dunp as much,
or two, we blow the hell out of the barrier islands and
let it mx nore.”" What | would submit to you that the
nore reasonable solution is the stabilization. And
it's going to take care of many nore problens than it
ever woul d create.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Let ne ask you. You've
been struggling with this issue for sone tinme sort of,
well, 1 guess, one step renoved fromthe fol ks that are
nost i medi ately involved. | guess a couple of
questions. One is on this notion -- again, we've had
lots of talks -- I'"'mtrying to stay focused on the NOAA
referral issues which is, you know, this issue of the
| arval situation and the sand. |f sonebody put on the
table the scientific case on the larval transport that,
in fact, this was going to inpede it and could result
in a significant | oss of the access that creates the
productivity of the fishery, you know, coming -- take
that as an if. Please do not take that as a given.
That's what we're exploring, what's the risk of that?
That's what this issue is about. And how does t hat
weigh in the way you | ook at the future of the county



and the fishermen? You know, how would you take that
i ssue?

MR. WHELESS: I think that would be an
i nportant thing to consider in balancing the issues
which is what you're trying to do. But ny point is, to
ny know edge, even as of today, there has been no firm
data put on the table that can be submitted about that.

And everyone seenms to -- anytinme you say, | am an
environnentalist and | feel like this, everybody seens
to just junp at it, junp at the -- to the conclusion

that that's a good stand. Sonetines it's not. W can
be environmentalists, and we can also | ook at the other
side of these issues that are inportant to the | oca
econony and perhaps to the international econonmy. It's
a factor, but it's not on the table that | know of.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: The second question rel ates
to the broader set of issues which is, you know, the
future of the bridge, the highway, the predicted, you
know, fall back of the shoreline just through natura
processes. How have you struggled with that issue, and

then sort of what's your vision for -- | mean, yeah
this stabilization piece is one of several elenents.
You know, what's -- how have you | ooked at that issue

as you've struggled with it, that old bal ance of how
you plan for the future to accept sone of this
signi ficant natural change that's going to occur?

MR. WHELESS: Well, | think if -- how shal
| address this thing? | don't know that | have the
expertise. |I'mtrying to recall the studies that DOT

prepared when they proposed a new bridge construction
and how it devised a plan and how it had determ ned --
| renmenber one study that determ ned that the
stabilization of the inlet would be an asset in the

construction process of the new bridge. But | just
don't renenber the data. |It's been nine years since
retired fromthat. I|I'msorry. | wish | could help you
with that.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: That's okay. Thank you.
We have a couple nore left. |Is that right?

MR. BOLING Yes. Aubrey Wite.

MS. WHITE: Hi. |'mno one of any rea

si gni ficance.

MS. CONNAUGHTON: So aren't we all

MS. WHITE: |'mjust here today to present
another side. | do live in Dare County. And | am one
of the many nenbers of the Sierra Club that they refer
to. And | do have concern of this. | do use the
inlet. And | use it for recreational fishing. W use
it for -- we go down there and we spend time on the
beach down there. O course, | use Pea Island, and
woul d be appalled to know that | would not be able to
use these things. And | know that there are many
peopl e who I know and in this community who al so use
this recreation area. And |I'm sure whereas comrerci a
fishing is inportant and is inmportant to the econony,
so is tourism And this is also a big tourismplace as
well. And so if you are truly |looking for balance, I'm



sure that with all the very, very smart people in this
room you can find a balanced way to preserve both the

park, the refuge, while still having access by
comercial fishermen to the inlet w thout destructive
means. |'msure we can conme up with sonmething. Thank
you.

MS. CONNAUGHTON: Faith, hope; | love it.
Thank you.

MR. BOLING M chael Farroff. AmI|l far off
on that nane?

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Probably since no one
recogni zes it.

MR. BOLING That's ny best guess. Nunber 71
on the list if you recall where you were on the |ist
when you were signing in. Al right. 1'Il skip over
that and we'll nove on to Bill Goldey. |s there a Bil
Gol dey in here. kay, we nay be |osing people. J. J.
Frost, did you decide whether you wanted to speak?

MS. FROST: Thank you, M. Chairman. M nane
is Jenny Frost. And | do want to speak because |'m one

of those strange inports. [|'man environnentalist, and
I"'mfor the stabilization. 1've always been amazed
about the mi snomer of Oregon Inlet. It's a -- |I'm
asking, please correct the official records. It is, in

fact, an outlet as Captain Meekins said.

Secondly, everybody | ooks to this w thout
context, and then they look at it in the slight context
of north and south. And, in fact, it's got to be
| ooked at in the context of west to east.

And | want to say sonmething else which is
hi ghly confusing. As well as being an environnentali st
for stabilization, for years | sat on the Nags Head
Pl anning Board. And | have to tell people, you know,
we all look for our dollars in our fishing and our
hotel s and our notels as the beach and then the ocean
Wonderful to swmin, but, boy, it's really an eneny.
It is ny opinion that we also |look at this whole thing
fromthe ocean's point of view And then we ought to
ook at it fromthe river's point of view as Captain
Meeki ns says. And | think since we've done an awfu
| ot of damage al ready, while we do the next 30 years of
study, it mght help our econony -- and |I'I|l nention a
nation that did this in a mnute -- it mght help us
hunmbly to stabilize while we make that effort instead
of putting people at trenendous risk. Everybody is
very arrogant about a hurricane com ng through here;
it's never going to happen. Well, it is. And the
results are going to be absolutely devastating. So
let's have a jetty while we study.

And | did once work for a firmcalled
Unilever, NV in London when | was a kid. And it was so
i nteresting because |ike Dutch-Anglo and Dutch--

(i naudi ble) they were Anglo and Dutch. And they al ways
used to say to ne, you British are so arrogant. Don't
you know that Holland is below sea level. And we've
put up stuff and we've survived for centuries. So
think we need to put some jetties, sir, while we do our



next 30 years of study and | et the bureaucracies butt
heads. Because |I'mfor noderation. |'malso for the
beautiful State of North Carolina which is now ny hone.
And | don't see where a few puny jetties in this tiny

little outlet, and it is an outlet, sir. | |eave you
with that thought. It's an outlet, no inlet. Thank
you.

MR. BOLI NG Janice Lane.

M5. LANE: Hi. |[|'mJanice Lane, and | ama
resident of Kitty Hawk. And | have prepared notes only
because | babble when |'m nervous. The inmage of Pea
I sl and National Refuge for ne conjures up images of
mles of unspoil ed beaches, ponds filled with
shorebirds in the sumrertinme and waterfowl in the
wi ntertine and unsurpassed natural beauty rem ni scent
of how the Quter Banks used to be. 1've lived in this
area for nearly 12 years, and |I've seen a | ot of
changes in that tine. Since the term nal groin went

up, |I've seen not only Pea Island beaches shrink, but
beaches all along Hatteras Island. Did this goin have
an inpact? |'mnot a scientist, but I do know what

see. Highway 12 on Hatteras Island has had to be
rel ocated a couple of times since the groin went in due
to erosion problens.

In nmy early norning treks to see a sunrise on
Pea | sl and beaches, |'ve seen hundreds of charter
fishing boats cone in safely through Oregon Inlet and
returni ng home every evening. Rarely is there damage,
injury or death due to conditions of the inlet. And
don't nmean to dimnish the inportance of the lives |ost
because they were inportant |ives that were inportant
to people that lost them But |I would Iike to put
those in perspective. The nunber of |ives that are
| ost on the highways every year are trenendously nore
than what we see lost in the inlet, but we don't do
away with cars or roads.

The other thing I think you need to ask is
who does benefit fromthe stabilization of Oregon
Infet. And | think for nost of these citizens of Dare
County that answer would be no. And I'd like to see
you question who benefits and what their notives are
for getting these jetties in place.

The price tag on this project is an enornmous
anount of noney, tens of mllions of taxpayer dollars.
What people don't like to point out is the nmoney that
will continually need to be spent even after the
jetties are built. The sand bypass system the Corps
has designed to |l et the sand go through probably works,
but as far as I know, is untested. But it's also

driven by nmoney. |[If for sone reason Congress decides
they don't want to fund that, the sand will not go
through the inlet and Pea Island will slowly just

vani sh. And as soneone alluded, the New Jersey beaches
are a testanment to that fact. They don't have sand
bypass systens. And also the inlet will still need to
be dredged with the jetties in place. So we're stil
tal ki ng about spending mllions of dollars in addition



to the construction cost.

The other thing I've read about and you've
tal ked about tonight is the inpact on the fisheries
resources. And the very folks the jetties are supposed
to help woul d be nost harmed by their constructions in

ny belief. | know a |ot of these fol ks and they have a
hard way to make a living, and | don't want to nmake it
any harder on them And | really feel |ike we would be

cutting our own economic throats to allow this. This
has been a very long and enotionally charged issue for
many years. And | hope that people will set aside

enotions and | ook at this issue logically. | think in
the long run the jetties will harm nore than hel p, and
the cost will be trenendous in the process to the

t axpayers. Thank you.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you.

MR. BOLING All right. The last on the |ist
to speak is M ke Daniels.

MR. DANI ELS: Thank you. This is probably
the last place | thought 1'd ever be to conme back
again. |I'mfrom Wanchese, North Carolina, one of the
fish house boys. And the Lord has bl essed us and give
us a nice business. But we've been nessing with this
thing for 32 years. W' ve been through this thing for

32 years, the sane people, sane faces are here. You
know, used to, at one tinme I, you know, was -- |'d get
so upset that | would, you know, | would invite them

outside and fight them But that's passed, you know.
Maybe 1've grown up a little bit, you know. But, you
know, | don't dislike anybody, but you know, what
concerns ne is that, you know, we're the only people
that it hurts. W're the only people that's suffering.
We're the only people that can't go to sea. W're the
only people to have to nove to Norfolk, Virginia
because my boat can't get here. Not a one of you
people are hurt. W're the ones that are hurting.

And, you know, years | was really frustrated. | said,
this ain't right. W' ve been to Washington, trip after
trip. For 32 years we've been doing this stuff. And,

you know, and | say -- finally, | said, you know what ?
I don't think I'"'mconmng to anynore of these neetings.
But today | said, I'mgoing to come back. |'m not
giving up. | believe in this project. And | believe
in you people. | believe if you really saw what you
were doing to us, if you really saw how nuch you were
hurting. You see, | can't even get one of ny boats in
to go flounder fishing to get 7,500 pounds a week or
for ten days. | can't even get it here. | own the
boat. It's a $300,000 boat. | can't get it in
Wanchese.

We're not telling you people to quit riding
on the beaches. We're not telling y'all to quit
fishing. W want you to fish. You know, that's what
it's all about. W're not fighting one another. And
the merits on this project and they've net tine and
time and time again. For instance, ny nephew graduated
fromthe University of North Carolina. He's a |awyer.



| just want to tell you a story. He had for his -- to
graduate fromthe University of North Carolina to be a
| awyer, we are a commercial fishing famly. Do you
know t hat before he could graduate, he had to wite
against jettying Oregon Inlet. He talked to Dr. Pilkey
-- Billy Daniels. This is truth. He had to wite

agai nst his own famly's business to get out of the
University of North Carolina to be a |lawer. Thank the
Lord that he's not a -- you know, he got out of the

| awyer busi ness now.

But really, you know, this thing has been
studied. CGuys, it's been studied. W' ve been here.
You all know this. W' ve been through this whole thing
for like 32 years. |1'mtelling you, 32 years. |It's
time to get it over. It's atinme for you guys to help
us. W're not trying to run you off the beaches. M
| and, go fish, have a good tinme. Help us, okay? W
need to join together. This is the county. W |ove
one another. | don't dislike you people. At tines |
was ready to fight you folks. That ain't the answer.
We need to live, to learn to work together, you know.
God has changed ne. At one time | weren't like this.
Thank you, sir.

MR. BOLING Richard Johnson.

MR. JOHNSON: |'m Richard Johnson. |'mon
the Dare County Conmi ssioners, and John Robert was
supposed to have wote ny nanme down and forgot
evidently. But there are several issues I'd like to
address that |1've heard people talk about. And one of
them was a point that Arvin brought up. How many of
the people that are speaking, environmentalists, are
born and raised in Dare County. WII| you raise your
hand. How many environnentalists that spoke agai nst
the inlet was born and raised in Dare County. That's
what | thought.

They travel around the country speaking
agai nst projects in other people's neighborhoods. |

heard them from Ral ei gh, Chapel Hill, Mryl and,
everywhere, comng down here to tal k about our
environnment. | would suggest they stay honme and cl ean

up their owmn stormwater run-off and their own
probl enms, and we woul dn't have the dead water in our
sounds.

W all agree that the inlet is necessary
because if it closes there won't be any fish. People
say, well, if you let it close up another one will
come. Well | suggest to that fellowif his house burns
down, leave it burning and then |l et sonebody else build
hi m one and see how he feels. Sonme of these things are
ridiculous to ne. They say dredging is environmentally
friendly. Follow a dredge and watch the seagulls.

It's a snorgasboard. It cleans up everything off the
bottom Blows shells, fish, everything out. MIllions
of gallons at atine. A jetty would do a whole |ot

| ess harm Eighty-six percent of the land in Dare
County, 86 percent of the whole county is owned by the
Federal Government. We're talking about a few acres of



| and out of the whole county. It's not a lot.
Dangers cause fishermen to nove. You ask the
question, why is there less lives lost? If you put a

bi g ol d Dober man pincher in your front yard you' Il have
| ess conpany. If you put a fisherman goi ng through
that inlet, you'll have |less fishernen, because they

can't do it. Mkey addressed that well

We tal k about the cost of dredging. There's
never been a real cost of dredgi ng because the Corps
has done the best they could with what they had, but
t hey' ve never had enough noney to fully maintain that

inlet. The true cost of dredging will never be known.
If it was, it would be five tines what it is now
Fi shernen are environnentalists. You'll never see

a comercial fisherman catch the last fish of any
speci es because in his industry he's got to nmake a

certain anount of noney or he'll go out of business.
Now you'll see a party man go out and catch the | ast
Marlin. You'll see a guy stand on the beach and catch
the last Trout. You'll never see a commercia

fisherman catch the last fish

The National Park Service, the guy mentioned
that they are supposed to have uni npeded beaches. |
spoke to M. Bailey back there one day about it. |
said, if you all are supposed to have everything
uni npeded why did you, when you started |osing the
north end of Roanoke Island, put jetties out there.
Why did you secure it with rocks. It's easy, because
that one was there and this one, it's worth fixing.
Thank you.

MR. BOLING One nore |ate addition.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: By the way, is there anyone
el se who wants to speak that didn't sign up? Let's
make sure.

MS. BROWN: | was on it for last and Billy
Carl wanted to speak. | can still go |ast.
MR. CONNAUGHTON: | think we just have a

smal | nunber left to go.

UNI DENTI FI ED: There is someone in this
audi ence that has an awful lot of scientific
i nformati on that has not spoken, and | would like to
request that he speak. His nane is Carl MIler

MR. CONNAUGHTON: |'Il leave that to himto
decide as we wrap up here. And |I've got a few
gquestions to close with in a few m nutes

MR. BOLING Well, we're not calling
Wi tnesses but it just so happens that the | ast person |
had was Carl Ml ler.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Maybe there's sone
strategi c positioning going on there.

MR MLLER |I'mthe Carl MIller. | actually
did sign up, and | signed up not to speak
MR. BOLING | was told you wanted to speak.

You can sit down if you want.

MR. MLLER: Actually | jotted a coupl e of
notes, and | know they want to tal k about all the data
and all that, but we can exchange data or science any



time you'd like. | did just October 3rd, do a current
study across the inlet throat, and | will be able to
get a title prism and we can see whether the flow of
water in and out of the inlet is what it used to be.
So what effect the term nal groin has had.

I have five comments. Just things to

consi der, nothing about the data. First of all, when
the terminal groin was built the die was cast at Oregon
Inlet. 1t is no longer the natural inlet. Mn has

i ntervened, and the actions of the inlet and the
dynam cs of the inlet which have been going on for
hundreds of years are being influenced by man. And we
have to deal with that. As Tom Jarrett said nost of
the things anticipated are going as pl anned.

That's my second one. So far the Corps has
not had surprises. | have papers that | have witten
in the early '90s that projected what was going to
happen, and our data is showing us that is what's
happening. And | share my data with Professor Riggs
and Professor Pilkey anytine they request. And in fact
|"ve | ooked at things together with them

As far as opponents to the jetties, it just
occurs and I would like to offer the idea that everyone
who opposes the jetty on certain basis it would be nice
if we could find the cases where they supported a
jetty. Do they oppose all jetties in every |location?
George Aiver stood up here and gave a list of jettied
or stabilized inlets where there were projects where
the fishing in many cases he said actually got better
and is better. In my experience fromFlorida to New
Jersey where |'ve |looked at inlets is that in every
case that we've had a jettied inlet certain things have
happened but no one has said or docunented that the
fish stocks have actually gone down. So |I just offer
that as sonething to pursue in your investigations.

The other thing is jetties are not unique.
This stabilization of inlets is -- there's projects al
over the country. And we're not inventing the whee
here. We m ght not be able to predict sedinent
transport to Professor Pilkey's liking, but o and
behold, the ability to nmanage sand at an inlet is going
on and doing very well in Europe and in a nunber of
places in the United States. So, anyway, we're not
reinventing the wheel here by stabilizing the inlets.

The last thing that | have is that the
channel migration so that every time there has been a
structured inlet the channel mgrates toward the
structure. The Oregon Inlet channel is mgrating
towards the termnal groin. The ranifications of that
will be significant in many ways i ncluding
environnental ways as well as safety issues and things
like that. This is happening. The new bridge is to
account for some of that, but just because we put a
terminal groin there mother nature is still noving the
northern portion of Bodie Island down as it has for the
past hundreds of years. And the dynam cs of Oregon
Inlet are going to continue to change. And we're going



to have to keep an eye on that no matter what the
decision is.

And | ast, but not l|east, there was an
experiment that is on our website at the field research
facility where | work up in Duck. And that experinent
was called the co-op experinment. And Cheryl Ann
Buckman, the professor from Wods Hol e Cceanographic
was one of the first to deploy instrunmentation that was
automated to actually catch fish larvae. |t was al npst
like a player piano roll and it had adhesive and
formal dehyde that woul d preserve these things. And the
study was to | ook at how fish |arvae take advantage of
the salinity and water characteristics to perpetuate
theirself. Do they actually do that across the shelf.
And the result of the experinent was is they're not as
dunmb as they look. Quite frankly they have sone ways
to account for this sonmehow and they do take advantage
of the characteristics of the water. And it was
amazi ng how they were able to docunment this. So there
are sone studies that show that fish larvae will --
like | say, they're not quite as dunb as we think. As
sea turtles are they have these ingrained from
m |l enniuns of evolution the ability to perpetuate
theirsel f.

So I1'd just like to | ook at sonme of those
things and rai se sone of those issues that so far there
hasn't been any unanticipated effects fromthe term na
groin. So far the inlet response has been what's been
anticipated. And quite frankly now that the die has
been cast and the termi nal groin has been built, man
has intervened there, and the changes that are going on
at Oregon Inlet are not going to go away just because
we don't act today. Mther Nature is going to have the
| ast say at Oregon Inlet.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: Thank you.

MR. BOLING And then for last say it's
Mar sha Br own.

M5. BROAN: | think Billy Carl Tillett had
asked too.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: How many nore do we have?
Let's have hands up.

MS. BROWN: Just us, | think.

MR. BOLING Okay, Marsha, then Billy, then
we' re done.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: We should all be going out
to watch Monsters, Inc.; right? Mich nore
ent ert ai ni ng.

M5. BROAN: M. Chairman, |'mgoing to tel
you |'ve been sitting back there, and |I've been

wat ching you. And ny nane is Marsha Brown. | grew up

in Dare County. 1've lived on Hatteras Island with ny

husband and our daughter and grandson now for 11 years.
I"'ma realtor. 1've been a realtor for 20 years on the
Quter Banks. |'ve been President of the Civic

Association for three terns in Rodant he/ Waves/ Sal vo.
And | can tell you I've been sitting there watching you
and | ooking at your face and | think just from what |



see that you're a good person. |'mnot a snmoozer. And
by saying that | think that you're someone that has a

conscience. | just think that you do. And | really
appreciate that you're here and | appreciate that

you'll go back to President Bush and talk to him about
these things. | wish | could sit down with him because

I think he's soneone that cares about people and about
saf ety and about hard-working citizens in our country.

And | just want to tell you that | feel like if
everybody in this room-- | know how passi onate M key
is. | grewup with Mkey, went to school with himas

with many of the fol ks over here on this side. And
just have to tell you that it is a very passionate
thing; it's an enotional thing for us. Because | don't
know i f you have children, but if you do and you have
to watch them | ook and survey survival suits to go to
work with everyday, this would ride hone a | ot closer
to your heart.

One thing | want to tell you too is | have a
ot of faith in Carl MIller. W're not best buddies,
we don't eat together, but | respect himand I think
his opinionis vital. W've had himspeak at our Civic
Associ ati on nunmerous tinmes. He's been very convincing
to me that he knows what he's tal king about, and | have
faith in what he says.

My husband is the RWs Chief Operator, the
wat er plant operator at Rodanthe. He worries about
water quality fromthe inlet not flushing in and out to
ot her areas. | know these folks that are here that
have other opinions -- and I'mgoing to try to hurry.
| respect everybody's opinion. I'mlike Mkey, | like
to look at folks when | talk to them But you al
don't -- you really and truly are from other areas, a
ot of you. You're fromthe nmountains. | wouldn't go
and pretend to tell you how to plant your vegetation or
about rnudslides. These people that grow up on the
water and work it every day know what they're talking
about .

And 1'm hoping that you're going to
understand too that the Coast Guard cane to one of our
neetings one night and they couldn't nmake a rescue
because they couldn't get out. Now that's pretty darn
serious. And you know what, it wasn't conmercia
fishing, it was recreational. And a |ot of the
recreational fishernen that are going in and out of
there do not understand how serious it is, so their
life is in jeopardy. Therefore other conmercia
fishermen who are out there trying to meke a living are
junmping in to help themand then the Coast Guard is
risking their life to go out and help the folks in
troubl e.

So I"'mjust telling you that what these fol ks
are telling you is fromtheir heart. This is not
sonet hi ng that everybody needs to put off. And I can
tell you this, I'ma nother who | oves her son, but
there's no creature in the sea or on this land nore
i nportant that ny son's life or than these other folks



that work everyday to make a living. They support the
fish houses, they enploy people packing fish,
processing fish, driving trucks. There is a lot to be
consi dered here. And we need your help and we don't
need to keep being put off.

And | know | sound like |I'm about to cry
because it really makes ne feel that way. |It's a very
i mportant thing, and I'mreally, really happy that you
came. And | really, really hope, and | pray. Wen
talk to ny son every tinme | talk to himl don't know if
it will be the last. And | just ask that you really
consider it for the safety of everyone. Carl Mller
knows what he's doing. John Bone and Richard and al
these fol ks that live here and have been here for many,
many noons are telling you the truth. You've got to
listen. Please.

So, again, | appreciate it, and any of you
all that would like to come down and take a trip out
with my son, if you have the guts, |I'msure he'd be

glad to acconodate you.

MR. CONNAUGHTON:  Thank you.

MR, TILLETT: I'mBilly Carl Tillett from
Wanchese. |'ma nenber of the Oregon Inlet Waterways
Conmi ssion, current Chairman of North Carolina
Fi sheries Association. And if | knew what | was doing
I would have put ny nanme down in the mddle so
woul dn't have to sit so long. What |'d like to tel

you, |I'd like to speak to you froma little bit of
experience. | started going out Oregon Inlet when
was seven years old. O six years old maybe. | used

it full-time, depended on it full-time as a captain of
a fishing trawmer for 20 years. For the last 10 or 12
years |'ve kind of been on the |and on the business
si de.

|'ve been out of that place when | wondered

why. 1've been in it when | wondered how. How did I
make it. | remenber one time when | was a boy, |
probably weren't 10 years old. | renenber a little

boat fishing in the inlet turned over. Prettiest day,
just as flat. The sea was as flat as this floor. The
little outboard got over on the shoul der where there
was a breaker, flipped her over and a little three-
year-old boy was drowned. And we picked himup and
brought himin. | never forgot it.

I renmenber another tine going out on the
fishing trawl er there was an outboard turned over just
out of the channel. The tide was running out. There
wasn't nothing | could do. | couldn't help him There
was one man in the boat, on the bottom of the boat.

Al 1 could do was holler for him | said, stay put
buddy, sonebody will get you. There was three nore in
the water. They didn't make it. So, you know, |'ve
heard you speak to the part of you want to put this
toget her and that together, the fish | arvae versus the
safety. | have to say the safety comes first. The
Good Lord will take care of the fish larvae. And
think that if you put nore volune -- this is ny



personal opinion, if you put nmore vol une of water going
through that inlet with a jetty on each side of it, it
ought to do just as good as what it is now And it
stands a chance now of closing up. Now what woul d
happen to the fish larvae if it closed up where there
weren't but two foot of water across it. |It's getting
narrower by the minute. Every year it seens to get
narrower. So what woul d happen then to the fish
larvae. | think Mdther Nature will take care of that
intine to cone.

If you want to weigh it all together, help us
get some rocks.

MR. BOLING All right, that's it.

MR. CONNAUGHTON: First of all | want to
t hank everybody, in particular for actually your
respect for each other. You all stuck around to the
end, which | really appreciate in each of you. | just
really appreciate that. A few general comments then
"Il talk alittle bit about the process.

One, | heard a lot fromlocals with different
vi ewpoi nts, you know, folks fromhere. Now nmaybe they
weren't all born here, but there's a |lot of people who
clained this area as their home. So | heard a whole
m x of views, which just reinforces this is the reason
why we're here and the reason why |'m here and the
reason why this has been 30 years. This is a really
sticky situation. And hopefully we can bring it to
some closure. And | say hopefully because you know
these processes are really quite amazing.

And you've all lived through this a heck of a
Il ot longer than I have, and quite frankly for that
matter, than | will. And so the decision that cones
out of this process either way is -- Oregon Inlet and
the entire island system you know, is sonething you
all will be living and working with and dealing with
for sone tinme to come. So | just hope that you

appreciate that I'msensitive to that and really
appreci ate your com ng out here.

One nore time, |1've got to tell you | heard a
| ot of great information tonight. W' ve taken away
nore inportant questions than -- |'ve taken away nore

i mportant questions fromthis evening's two and a half
hours than even | took fromtoday's eight hours. So it
you' re wondering whether it was worth com ng out here,
at least fromwhere | sit it was worth it for ne in
terms of the additional insights that | was able to
gai n here tonight.

W have -- | also do want to note the folks
that came here at great expense and tine from outside
of this area | actually would hope that for those of
you that live here, | think it's inmportant to recognize
how much the fol ks that don't live here treasure what
you experience everyday and what you enjoy everyday.

So the reason for their conmtnent, even where they
have different viewpoints, although there are sone who
have shared viewpoints with you, | hope you appreciate
actual ly what you've got here. And that it actually



generates -- this location generates this |evel of
passi on even fromthose outside. Wat we see here is
what we typically see out in all the big western
battles. You don't get too nuch of this on the east
coast. And so what you do have here is a treasure and
so you shoul d recognize that. It may bring sone
anxi ety and sone annoyance and sone subsi ded anger
Fortunately subsided over tinme. But | do hope that you
keep that in mnd as we nove forward

W' ve got a process by which I'll be getting
back together with the agencies and talking to them
"1l probably get back with the Senator and the
Congressman as well. The conplicating factor in timng
is that Senator Baccus and Senator Edwards have called
for a GAO report. So we've got another report com ng,
and that's not going to be due out until March or
April. And they're being asked to comment on the Corps
envi ronnental inpact statenent, the npost recent one.
So |'ve got to ook at what we're doing in the context
of that additional data point so we're not tripping
over each other again. And so that affects -- that may
affect some of ny internal timng in trying to bring
this to the next stage of concl usion.

| think finally what | want to close on, and
then by the way don't take this wong, if sonme of the

fishernmen could stick around | just want to have a
little bit nore of a personal conversation with a few
of you. It's not to dimnish any of your other

Vi ewpoi nts but since at the end of the day | think we
can all appreciate that these are the guys that are

sticking their necks out on the safety side. | do want
to, if you don't mnd, just alittle nore tine. A
short amount of time. | knowit's kind of late. And

know you guys get up early.

In my run around fresh today there are a | ot
of resource values out there. And this project,
whet her it goes in or doesn't go in, those resource
val ues are pretty robust. And |I've heard across the
spectrumthis evening. So assertions of sort of
extremes that at |east fromny perspective don't bear
up froml w tnessed and don't bear up fromany of the
technical information |I've seen in terns of the
extrenes of what we're | ooking at here. So, again,
either way the decision goes | think we're in a bundle.
We've got a lot of resource values that are being
preserved and are going to be protected into the future
for future generations. And if we can knock the
extrenes off and again get our collective dial ogue

toward this core. | really appreciated the comrent,
we've got a long trek to ook at with respect to this
inlet. It's not a 10 year issue going forward. |It's

not a 30 year issue going foward. And we need to keep
that in mnd. And actually, by the way, that's what |
-- if you look at ny statutory authority and what the

President is looking for me to be doing, the additiona
piece | bring to the table is |I'm supposed to be

t hi nking 30 and 50 years ahead. And I'm going to be



bringing some of that to this discussion as well. So

agai n, thank you for your tine, | really appreciate it.
And pl ease send in -- if you left sonmething out, the

time was short, wite it in. |[If you can't fax it or e-
mail it just call Ted. You' ve got his phone nunber in

the Federal Register notice. The website is avail able.
Everything we're going to do is going to be on the
website so you can keep posted on what's being sent in
to us. W'Il post it right away. So drive safely as
you go horme or wal k safely as you go home. Thanks.
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