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Milena Viljoen 

From: Jacob Sheppard [jacob_colin@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2005 1:29 PM

To: msrp@noaa.gov

Subject: Support letter for MSRP Alternative 2

Page 1 of 2

5/19/2005

To the trustees of the Montrose Settlements Restoration Program: 
  
I am writing to lend my full support to dedicating Montrose settlement funds to 
restore damaged natural resources according to the outline of Alternative 2.  
Alternative 2 is an example of a carefully planned, scientifically sound 
disbursement of the limited money available for the conservation and restoration of 
sensitive and highly threatened marine habitat.  I support this Alternative, the 
Preferred Alternative of the MSRP draft restoration plan, for three reasons:  
  
1) It will provide crucial and otherwise sparse funding to restore seabird 
populations in habitat that has been dramatically degraded by decades of abuse by 
human activity.  The tragedy of DDT and DDE poisoning in seabird populations is 
just one in a series of hits these animals have recently taken, including the 
introduction of invasive predators on their isolated island breeding grounds, the 
flood of plastics and other debris into the marine environment, entanglement in 
fishing lines and hooks and disturbance of their nocturnal habits by brightly lit 
fishing boats, offshore oil structures, and coastal development. 
  
2) It will employ restoration techniques that have been proven to lead to 
significant and permanent increases in seabird numbers, and consequently, 
measurable benefits to the marine environment of the region.  Social attraction, 
non-native predator elimination, and habitat enhancement are all tried-and-true 
conservation strategies that have already proven themselves valuable. 
  
3) It recognizes the unfortunate need for restoration triage � while the 
charismatic Bald Eagle is still struggling to regain a foothold in the Southern 
California Bight after sustaining nearly half a century of DDT and DDE poisoning, 
its prospects of beginning to thrive within the next half-century are low � the 
levels of residual DDT in the environment are still too high to allow for a self-
sustaining Bald Eagle population in the region.  The cost of sustaining the 
population artificially, therefore, would outweigh the long-term conservation 
benefit especially when compared to the conservation benefit that would result from 
dedicating the same funding amount to proven seabird restoration techniques.  The 
Bald Eagle is clearly still a candidate for restoration efforts, but the costly 
maintenance of an eagle hacking program in a habitat still known to contain high 
levels of DDT and DDE is simply not a wise use of conservation funding that is 
limited and uncertain.  Such an effort would be much more likely to succeed if it 
were delayed until the contaminant levels in the area have decreased to levels 
amenable to Bald Eagle survival. 
  
In summary, I urge you to support the preferred Alternative 2, the scientifically 
sound alternative with the greatest per capita restoration benefit. 
  
With respect, 
  
Jacob Sheppard 

__________________________________________________ 
Do You Yahoo!? 
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Milena Viljoen

From: Marie Ferguson [tatazina@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2005 3:14 PM
To: msrp@noaa.gov
Subject: Montrose Restoration Project

To Whom It May Concern,
With respect to the distribution of funds/moneys for
the Montrose Restoration project, I am in favor and
support of alternative 2 for the following reasons:

 1)Alternative 2 provides money to restore seabird
   populations to regions
   impacted by the Montrose DDT releases.

 2)The seabird restoration actions proposed
   by the council are all techniques proven to result 
   in increases in seabird populations.

 3)These actions will result in permanent,long term   
   and measurable benefits to seabirds- species that  
   are important members of the marine and            
   terrestrial ecosystems of the Southern California 
   Bight.

 4)These seabirds also are a significant
   part of local eco-tourism and provide wildlife   
   viewing opportunities for large numbers of tourists
   and residents alike.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact
me via e-mail. Thank you!
Sincerely,
Marie Ferguson



Milena Viljoen 

From: Josh Donlan [cjd34@cornell.edu]

Sent: Sunday, May 22, 2005 3:07 PM

To: msrp@noaa.gov

Page 1 of 1

6/6/2005

Dear Montrose Trustees and Support Staff; 
  
I have researched and published extensively on the ecology of island ecosystems including the islands off the Pacific 
Coast of the Baja California Peninsula, the Galapagos, Hawaii, Austrialia and California’s Channel Islands.  The long-
term damage caused by the careless dumping of DDT by the Montrose company is an environmental tragedy.  The 
settlement and subsequent draft restoration plan represent a huge opportunity to redress these wrongs.  I commend 
you for the quality of the research and analysis that went into the draft restoration plan and lend my fullest support to 
the preferred option- number two.  This is without doubt the most efficient use of the money presented and will have 
the biggest short-term and long-term conservation benefit for the resources impacted by the DDT spill. Removing 
introduced mammals from islands is, put simply, one of out most powerful conservation tools in stopping extinctions 
and restoring ecosystems. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Josh Donlan 
 
 
C. Josh Donlan 
Department of Ecology and Evolutionary Biology 
Corson Hall, Cornell University 
Ithaca, New York 14853 
Voice: 607.227.9768 
Voice: 607.254.4269 
Fax: 607.255.8088 
http://www.eeb.cornell.edu/donlan/donlan.html 
 
 
 
 













DUPLICATES 
 

The following letters are exact duplicates of others received, either signed by 
different names, or sent in on separate letterhead. The 146 duplicates of the 

postcard (see above) are not included. 


















