





Pages 30 and 31, Section 5.2 Hazard Mitigation:

3rd paragraph: "Local source" of fill is too vague. Fill material should be from
an already approved fill source or from an already otherwise disturbed site. The
ERA should ensure that relatively undisturbed habitat areas are not exploited
sources of fill. Also, rev-~~tation efforts should include native shrubs if these are
naturally part of the site’s noral components and the disturbed area is extensive.

4th paragraph: A number of birds of p ' (raptors) nest in the trees associated
with the military sites. Cleanup activities at these sites need to be timed
appropriately so that the nesting cycle of these birds is not disrupted. Moreover,
nest trees are at a premium on the North Slope. Thus, the trees themselves
should be protected from harm due to cleanup activities.

Sth paragraph: Who will perform the semi-annual survey? Can the ERA commit
any future site landlord to these surveys?

10th paragraph: This paragraph is narrowly written in regard to its focus on only
threatened and endangered species. All wildlife species, and especially those
identified by the Washington Department of Wildlife as a Priority Species, should
be considered when attempting to minimize the impact to wildlife by cleanup
activities.

Pages 31 and 32, Section 5.3 Waste Removal: The same comments, in regard to
fill source, raptor disturbance, and Priority Species, discussed for Section 5.2
above apply here as well.
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