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[image: image1.jpg]manner, like a state liason. there have been special rules made at secret
meetings to disquallify some fishermen in the past please spell them out
clearly in the EIR as those that do not get a job must recieve lost catch
compensation.

otherwise a few fishermen get all the mitigation outlined in the agreement
while others have no recourse when displaced. the two are supposed to work
together | think, some fishermen get jobs others are compensated for their
catch potential otherwise there is no sense of fairness.

the committee is not fullfilling their obligations outlined in the
agreement as | have told you in the past. It is discriminatory in nature.
and will never treat my buisness fairly without better state oversight and a
nonfishing liason to deter fraudulent activity like that we saw dureing the
last installation and 2 inspections.

Thanks for the opertunity to comment please do the right thing in the final

EIR and address these issues, provide contact information and claims process
for lost catch, provide a honest state liason with nothing to gain to

distribute jobs and monitor agreement as well as oversea and administer
provisions outline within the agreement.

Thanks, Brian Stacy F/V MARJA 805-440-0180
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<DIV>comments on draft EIR for at&amp;t 2009 cable installation at =
montana deoro landing sight. Dear Scott, there are obvious impacts that
have not been addressed in the draft EIR/ agreement between cable co.
and fishermen.</DIV>

<DIV>&nbsp; first | would say it is a interesting angle to say that all =

of the impacts are mitigated through measures outlined in&nbsp;&nbsp;the =
"agreement”, It has no monitoring/enforcement!</DIV>

<DIV>&nbsp;</DIV>

<DIV>#1. The state needs to be more proactive in distribution of =

mitigation for impacts of cables to local fishers like myself and =

provide a liason. | will reidentify the issues for the final EIR.</DIV>
<DIV>&nbsp;</DIV>

<DIV>when they do not comply with the agreement they create impacts that =
rise above the "significant” level.</DIV>

<DIV>&nbsp;</DIV>

<DIV>&nbsp;In the draft EIR they point to the "agreement” repeatedly as =

a mitigation measure or mitigateing circumstance. it is not being =

applied evenly or fairly and needs state monitoring and administration =





RESPONSE TO COMMENT SET 9:  BRIAN STACY, LOCAL FISHERMAN 
9-1 
The significance criteria used in the DEIR to categorize impacts are based on precedence and our assessment indicates that no significant impacts to the fishing industry are expected from the proposed actions.  In addition, the existing Cable Operators’-Fishermen’s Agreement, provides additional measures to reduce potential construction- and operation-related effects, and establishes methods by which fishers can apply for compensation for loss of gear and/or revenue as a result of cable placement and operation. 

Discussions with the Liaison Officer for the Central California Joint Cable Fisheries Liaison Committee and a re-read of the Agreement suggest that the claims process is clearly described in the agreement.  For further questions on the claims process please contact: 

Chris Kubiak

Liaison Officer; Central California Joint Cable Fisheries Liaison Committee
525 Harbor Street Morro Bay, CA
Phone: 805.771.9638; Fax: 805.771.9637
email: fiberfish@sbcglobal.net; website: www.slofiberfish.org
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