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Friendsof Glacier Bay
Celebratesits 25" Anniversary!
by Melanie Heacox

A Friend of Glacier Bay is not just someone who
paystheir annual membership fees, but someone who
hasfelt the great healing silence of Glacier Bay, who
has breathed in the wide expanses, worn the fog and
rain likeashawl, heard liquid birdsong over still
waters, smelled the tides, and returned home

renewed, knowing that wildness can be a breath of
fresh air for the heart and soul. That’swhat it means
tobea“friend” of Glacier Bay. If over theyearsyou
have also contributed (letters, time or funds) to help
usinour mission to “protect ecological intactness and
opportunitiesfor solitude” in Glacier Bay, then please
accept our thanks and congratul ations on being part
of our 25-year history. Our membership is spread
around theworld (but mostly inAlaska) and it’stime
now to look back and reflect on the past quarter
century.

Many good people have given much since our
inception back in 1979. But rather than list the many
names who have helped along the way, let’sfocus on
some of the goal's and accomplishments over this past
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quarter of a century. FOGB has been activein
working towards establishing carrying capacitiesto
keep Glacier Bay wild, reducing/capping motorized
vessel use, offering comments on the Bartlett Cove
infrastructure so that it does not grow until it eclipses
peace and quiet, maintained an ongoing dialogue with
local communities, including the Tlingit peoplefor
whom Glacier Bay isahomeland, and co-sponsored
three science symposiathat forwarded the dial ogue of
sciencein the park.

And in 2002 FOGB co-sponsored (along with the
GustavusArts Council and the National Park Service)
asuccessful Wild Animal Festival - Year of the Bear,
where we joined our neighbors from Juneau, Hoonah,
and Bartlett Cove to celebrate and learn more about
the bears around us. We hope to offer similar
gatheringsin the future to encourage understanding
of —and stewardship towards— Glacier Bay National
Park & Preserve.

Although we are largely a Gustavus-based
organization, we are also acommunity of far-flung
individualswho maintain an abiding interest in—and
commitment to — Glacier Bay National Park &
Preserve. We' ve debated our vision for the park.

WEe' ve given endless hours to conversations and
discussions with ourselves and with park staff (of
course, we are sometimes both). We' ve provided
local input on the issues of the day, and maintained a
seat on the board of the Southeast Alaska
Conservation Council (SEACC) on aregular basis.
WEe' ve provided input to a series of superintendents
viaour own expertise as people with alonger history
connected with Glacier Bay than park staff sometimes
have, though a connection miniscule when compared
with that of the Hoonah Tlingit.

In looking to the future (and embracing the
technological age), werecently initiated an on-line
computer “listserve” for members’ to access
information and feedback in hel ping the FOGB Board
make determinations. Also, we are entertaining the
creation of a paid position to increase membership,
write letters to the NPS to influence policies, bird-
dog important emergent issues, write position papers/
action alerts for the membership, and pursue grant
opportunities. Please see article on page 19 and
consider if this might be a good opportunity for you
to become more involved. But whatever your
decision, the fact that you’ re reading this newsletter
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means that you have given your time to a place we
hold in high regard. Here's hoping that in the year
2004 you will find yourself againin Glacier Bay and
have the opportunity to experience the solitude and
ecological intactness that FOGB has worked for 25
yearsto preserve. Thank you for your dedication.
Happy Silver Anniversary!

TIESTO THE PAST,
CONNECTIONSTO THE FUTURE

GLACIER BAY SCIENCE SYMPOSIUM
2004

In celebration of our 25 years of membership, we are
proud to announce FOGB’sinvolvement in the
Glacier Bay Science Symposium, planned for the last
week of ctober, 2004.

FOGB Board member Bill Brown attended the
Science Symposium steering committee meeting in
Juneau Oct. 1, 2003. The Science Symposium isan
initiative of the NPSregional officeand BRD
(Biological Research Division). Therewill beaseries
of symposiums at three major campuses. Juneau,
Anchorage, and Fairbanks. Thefirst symposium, set
for the last week in October, 2004, will bein Juneau,
called the* Glacier Bay Science Symposium.” The
Anchorage symposium will deal with scienceinthe
SW of AK; the Fairbanks one will deal with arctic
parks.

The Glacier Bay Science Symposiumisthefirstin
this series, organized around devel oping research
planswithin the parks, with interdisciplinary input.
Wayne Howell, park cultural anthropologist, ison
the steering committee, and instrumental in seeing
that awide range of issues are addressed at the
symposium.
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The Glacier Bay Science Symposiumwill take place
at UAS campus and Centennial Hall. 100 students,
including Gustavus and Hoonah highschool science
students aswell as university students, plus 200



scientists and interested folks from Gustavus and
Hoonah are expected to attend.

Thanksto Bill and Wayne'sinput at the steering
committee meeting, there will be a FOGB-sponsored
panel including Bill Brown speaking on early to
recent research in Glacier Bay, Greg Streveler
speaking on the transition of research into
management; Wayne Howell speaking of social-
cultural issues; and Sandy Milner, speaking on
baselineterrestrial and aquatic research.

Therewill be 2 days of presentation of science
papers. On day 3 there will be an executive
committee meeting of scientiststo conceptualize
modes of integration leading to basics of aresearch
plan for Glacier Bay National Park. Hopefully
someday aresearch database will come out of this

Symposium.
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NPSand HUNA HERITAGE FOUNDATION
INITIATE UNIQUE LEARNING PROGRAM
by Wayne Howell

Anyone who has spent any timein Glacier Bay knows
that the place possesses special intangible qualitiesthat
have away of getting under one’sskin - that vast sense
of time and spaceintertwine with the human element to
produce an almost spiritual quality. None know this
more so than the Hoonah Tlingits, whoseintimacy with
Glacier Bay ismeasured on the scale of iceagesand is
manifest in the myriad waysthe Hoonah clansrelate to
themselves and to their ancestral landscape.

Over thepast several yearsNPS staff and Hoonah elders
have been working together to identify those placesin
Glacier Bay which are the anchors of special stories,
songs, eventsand spiritual qualities. Intechnical jargon
we call these places Traditional Cultural Properties
(TCPs); to a Tlingit they are At.oow (owned things)
and can be represented by the place itself, or a story,
song or crest design depicting that place. Yet as we
have come to |earn about these special placeswe have
also come to recognize that much of the critical
knowledge about them is not being passed along to
future generations. For example, very few of the kids
today know that the crests represented on their dance
regalia actually refer to places in Glacier Bay, or that




certain ceremonial activitiesat every potlatchin Hoonah
actually hark back to Glacier Bay.

Beginning in fall of 2003 Huna Heritage Foundation
(the heritage branch of Huna Totem Corporation),
Hoonah City Schools and the NPS initiated a seminar
involving Hoonah high school students and Hoonah
elders. The seminar in September involved a partial
day of classroom instruction in which the entire High
School was treated to a history lesson by Chookaneidi
elder Lily White and Takdeintaan el der Ken Grant, who
is also an NPS  employee).

The following day a select group of students
accompanied Kaagwaantaan elder Frank White and
Takdeintaan elder Ken Grant to the ancient settlement
of K’axnoowoo (Grouse Fort, also known as
Groundhog Bay). NPS employees Fawn Bauer and
Wayne Howell also participated in that outing. The
students heard the history of the Kaagwaantaan Clan

POEMS BY NORA DAUENHAUER
KELP

Ribbons of iodine
unrolled by fingers
of waves.

SECOND WINTER

Mountain peaks
on a windy day,
my wet fingers
steaming in winter.

FLYING HOME

The sight of

Cape Fairweather

and Glacier Bay

beneath me

warms my spirit.

North Pacific to Icy Strait,

the sea floods me with its glow,
and memories of youth
shimmer on the mind.
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Photograph by Fritz Koschmann: mussel shell
beach

astold by Frank White, then took atour of aportion of
the Groundhog Bay archaeological site, where the
students were able to identify the remains of a clan
house. The students, under the supervision of theelders,
also burned afood offering to invite the ancestral spirits
to a feast on the beach to culminate the outing.

The following day NPS in cooperation with Allen
Marine chartered a catamaran to take 90 people from
Hoonah, young and old, to Margerie Glacier, where
Chookaneidi elders Lily White and Mary Rudolph
conducted a ceremony for the ancestral spirit that
resides in the park’s glaciers. The 3-day seminar
generated much enthusiasm among students and elders
alike, so much so that we are already planning aseminar
for spring of 2004 to Dundas Bay where we hope to
learn more about the ancient site of Xaknoowoo and
the sacred stories that relate to Mount Fairweather.

NPSand SEALASKA HERITAGE INSTITUTE
COLLABORATE TO SUPPORT
TLINGIT LANGUAGE PRESERVATION

by Wayne Howell

In 2003 the National Park Service and Sealaska
Heritage Institute (SHI) began a collaborative effort
to support Tlingit language preservation effortsin the
two Tlingit communitiestraditionally associated with
Glacier Bay National Park and Preserve, Hoonah and
Yakutat. Concerned that the number of fluent
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speakers of the Tlingit language has dwindled steadily over the years as elders pass on and Tlingit isno longer
taught in the home, SHI, under the direction of Dr. RositaWorl, hasin recent years initiated a robust program to
reverse that trend. In September 2003, SHI initiated atwo week-long total emersion Tlingit language school at
Glacier Bay lodge. The school involved about 10 fluent speakers of Tlingit and twice that number of beginning
and intermediate speakers. The students and teachers spent much of their time participating in traditional
activities such as carving, basket weaving and food gathering, all the while conversing in Tlingit. The group also
held focused classroom sessions on Tlingit grammar, and held evening sessionswhere Tlingit songs were taught.

Theideaisto increase the language competency of the beginning speakersto that of intermediate, and that of
intermediate speaker to master. Eventually it is hoped that the students will become teachers back homein their
communities. Many of the participants were from Hoonah or have Hoonah ties. Funding for the total emersion
school came from agrant administered by the Administration for Native Americans. The school will continue for
two more years. NPS provided logistical support and guided outings throughout the course of the school.
Bartlett Cove's gumboots (shaw, pronounced shaoo) were abig hit, as was a sweat house on the beach near the
dock.

In 2003 SHI and NPS also collaborated to support alanguage program in Yakutat. With funding provided by
NPS, SHI has established a Master/Apprentice program in Yakutat. This approach couples amaster Tlingit
speaker with a beginning student for about 10 hours per week of intensive instruction in spoken Tlingit. The
intent of this one-on-one program isto systematically elevate the speaking competency of the beginner to that of
master. The program will continue in 2004.

Photograph by Wayne Howell: “Nora Dauenhauer and student Lilly Hudson split spruce
roots.”
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DECLINESIN HARBOR SEAL NUMBERS

IN GLACIER BAY NATIONAL PARK, ALASKA,

1992-2002
ELizABETHA. MATHEWS!

GRrey W. PENDLETON?

tUniversity of Alaska Southeast
11120 Glacier Highway
Juneau, AK 99801
Beth.Mathews@uas.al aska.edu

2Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Division of Wildlife Conservation
P.O. Box 240020
Douglas, AK 99824
Grey_Pendleton@fishgame.state.ak.us

Above: Seal counters Beth Mathews and
Grey Pendleton in Johns Hopkins Inlet

Glacier Bay has had one of the largest breeding
colonies of harbor sealsinAlaskaand it isthe only
placeinAlaskawhereregulations prohibit subsistence
hunting of harbor seals and where vesselsare
restricted from seal breeding areas. Since 1992, up to
6,200 sealsonicebergsin aglacial fjord (Johns
HopkinsInlet) and at terrestrial sites have been
monitored annually with counts from shore and aerial
photography, respectively. We estimated popul ation
trends using models that control for environmental
and observer-related factors. We detected steep
declinesin non-pup sealsintheglacial fjordin June
(-39% in 8 yrs; -6.8%/yr) and August (-64% in 11
yrs, -9.6%/yr) and at terrestrial sites (-75% in 10 yrs;
-14.5%lyr). The annual rate and absolute magnitude



of the declinesin Glacier Bay exceed any documented
harbor seal declinein Alaskawith the exception of
Tugidak Island. From 1994 to 1999 pup countsin
the glacial fjord did not change while pup proportions
increased (5.4%/yr), suggesting that sealsin Johns
Hopkins Inlet are not food limited. The proportion of
pups bornin glacial fjords (34-36%) ishigh relative
to terrestrial sites throughout the harbor seal’s range.
In addition, closeto 2/3s of all harbor sealsin Glacier
Bay useice habitat for breeding, suggesting that
glacial fjordsare preferred breeding habitat.

The cause or causes of the declines are not known,
but sealsin GB do not appear to be spending more
timeinthewater. Human disturbance may explain
some of the differencesin rates of decline within GB,
but disturbance is not considered a major cause of the
decline. Increased mortality, possibly dueto
predation, isthe prevailing hypothesized cause of the
declines, although redistribution of seals out of
Glacier Bay and changesin prey availability or quality
during the period of the decline also need to be
examined. A better understanding of the seasonal
movements of sealsis also needed to determineif
there are impacts on this population that occur
outside of Glacier Bay.

SEAL ROOKERY
by Nora Dauenhauer

Under its brown fur
the beach twitches to life.

NEW MAINTENANCE FACILITY
at BARTLETT COVE

by Robin A. Dalton, PE.

GLBA Park Engineer

The new Maintenance Facility for Glacier Bay
National Park & Preserveis anticipated to be
completed by mid-January 2004. This$3.9 million
project broke ground on December 7, 2002 by
Dawson Construction of Bellingham Washington to
accomplish site grading. Thiseffort wasfollowed by

awinter shutdown. Work attempted to commence at
the end of March 2003, but due to about 2-feet of
frost in the ground, work could not commence until
the end of April when the frost was gone. Dawson
Construction utilized local labor to ahigh degree on
thisproject. The new facility has approximately
20,600-square feet of space containing the various
shops, office space and storage space. The work-bay
and supporting parts, battery, wash equipment and
lube oil rooms are within the East half of the building.
Thework bay includes 7 stalls for working on
vehicles and boats, a 5-ton capacity bridge crane, an
exhaust hose reel system for vehicle exhaust removal
and radiant floor heating. The West half of the
building contains new office space for maintenance
staff, the plumbing/el ectrical shop, carpentry shop,
and storage. The carpentry shop also has radiant floor
heating, anew dust collection system and a paint
room. The Parks maintenance staff hope to begin
move-in to thisnew facility in late January 2004.

Once maintenance movesfrom the existing
mainenance shops located by the inner cove, the old
shop will be coverted into office space for the
Rangers and others. Thiswork has been in the
planning stages and is anticipated to commence and
be completed in 2004.

The Dry Bay project plansfor 2004 are to improve
the existing quarters there, improve the wastewater
treatment system, improve the campground and
haul scrap metal and garbage out.




SEAWEAD: SE.AK WILDERNESS
EXPLORATION ANALY SISAND DISCOVERY:
Natural History Symposium in Gustavus a
Success by Cheryl Van Dyke, “TIDINGS’ Fall 2003

COASTAL MAPPING ISCOMPLETE (mostly)
by Phoebe Vansel ow, Coastal Biotechnician

SEAWEAD held their first Point Adolphus Natural
History Symposium on May 19, 2003. It was a great
success. About 40 people attended the day-long
event. We learned a great deal about the humpback
whal es and marine ecology around Point Adol phus.

Thefirst half of the day was dedicated to speaker
presentations. Dena Matkin presented on Orca
natural history; Lisa Etherington presented results of
Glacier bay oceanography research; Suzann
Speckman presented information on whale-prey
dynamics; Jan Straley presented humpback whale
natural history; and Bob Christensen, MiaGrifalconi,
and Chris Gabriele presented results from the
SEAWEA D humpback whale and human interaction
studies of 2002 and 2003.

The second half of the day included a Point Adolphus
sitevisit aboard awhale watching vessel. Thefield
trip was outstanding. The weather was perfect, the
tideswere big (providing clear examples of many of
the processes discussed during the morning
oceanography presentation), and there were |oads of
whales to boot! If you would like to see electronic
examples of the information presented at the
symposium visit our website at www.seawead.org/
symposium.html.

The symposium wasfinancially supported by the
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation and Alaska
Discovery’sDollars-a-Day for Conservation program.

2003 wasthefinal field season of the Coastal Resources
Inventory and Mapping Program. We finished
“coastwalking” al the coastlinein Glacier Bay National
Park using the protocol employed over the last seven
years. The fina field season’s focus was completing
the unmapped shoreline between Pt. Carolusand Taylor
Bay (creating a continuously-mapped shoreline from
the park boundary in Excursion Inlet to the west shore
of Taylor Bay), and tackling the remaining protected
areas along the outer coast of the park: Dicks Arm,
Graves Harbor/Murk Bay, Torch Bay, and Dixon
Harbor. The current protocol is more appropriate for
less wave-exposed shores and will not be used on the
more exposed, homogeneous shoreline of the outer
coast.

Over the course of the program (1997-2003), over 950
miles of coastline in Glacier Bay National Park were
mapped, plustherelatively short coastlinesof Klondike
Gold Rush and SitkaNational Historical Parks. During
low-tide “windows”, teams of two walk the coast and
divide it into segments based on changes in substrate
and slope. For each segment, the team records
characteristics of surface substrate, streams, and a
variety of special features, including offshore kel p beds
and seabird colonies. They then conduct a biological
survey, pace a transect that captures information on
vertical zonation, and take digital images of the segment.
The precise boundaries of the segments are drawn on
aerial photo enlargements of the coastline. After data
processing, al of thisinformation can be accessed via
an easy-to-use database that allows one to “walk the
coast” and display for any segment its exact location,
an infrared aeria photo, ground photos showing what
the beach actually looks like, plus all of the data that
hasbeen collected. Theinventory and mapping program
resulted in over 6,000 segments!

This year, we mapped the areas along the outer coast
and Cross Sound based off of theM/V Nunatak. Besides
amazing scenery (and weather!), we had many wildlife
highlights. We saw a sow brown bear and three brand
new cubs playing on the beach in Thistle Cove. We
were amazed at the diverse and abundant intertidal life

Photograph by Fritz Koschmann: “Nunatak”



that wasreveal ed during thelow tides on exposed shores,
especially themouth of Torch Bay. We had two daysin
Graves Harbor and Murk Bay with virtually no swell
and could see for miles across the flat ocean. We had
several wolf sightings, with arelative abundance of very
creamy-colored wolves. On one morning, most of us
were treated to a chorus of howling from two different
areas. We also saw at |east eight separate brown bears
inthe course of aday in onerelatively small area. Fern
Harbor quickly became one of our favorite anchorages,
the view is spectacular. We saw quite a number of sea
otters hauled out just east of there—araresight. There
were also, of course, the humpbacks, Pacific Loons,
thrushes, river otter tracks, toads, and all of the other
things that made usfeel lucky to be out there. Besides
all of this, we learned how to get in and out of the skiff
onto slippery, kelp-covered boulderswith asmall ocean
swell —no small feat. After all of this adventure, we
also mapped the salt chuck channel and lake in North
Passage, with irises blooming around us and one
aggressive moose.

Part of the summer was spent revisiting previously
mapped areas to fill data gaps and reshoot pictures.
Whilethiswas hectic and required alot of pre-planning
to maximize efficiency, it was atreat to skiff and kayak
around Glacier Bay for a couple weeks. My favorite
night of the summer was spent camping inthe Bearddee
Entrance listening to the humpback whales breathing
and vocalizing al night long.

Along with other park staff, the coastal mapping team
was interviewed and coastwalked-on-camera for the
Hawaii KidScience program, which creates educational
programs that are broadcast to schools throughout the
country. Since then, we have just been plugging away
at data processing and closing out the program.

At this point, the field and data processing protocols
and the coastal database are being finalized and will
continue to be available for distribution to interested
parties. Theremaining outer coast shoreline still needs
to beinventoried and mapped using amethod of remote
sensing, likely aerial videography. Creating the public
version of the database is now becoming a focus and
will hopefully be onlinein the next year or two, allowing
other researchers, oil spill responders, and the general
public easy access to the data with the ability to focus
on what interests them most.

For more information, see the articles in the last two
editions of the Oystercatcher at http://
fogb.homestead.com/Oystercatcher.html, and visit our
webpage at http://www.nps.gov/glba/lnDepth/learn/
preserve/projects/coastal/index.htm.

May the coast be with you!

Photograph by Fritz Koschmann:
Johns Hopkins Inlet and Reflection

MIGRATION
by Judith Aftergut

A woman | know went north fishing,
writing songs, wearing red rain gear.

We had planted a garden before she left.
Spring arrived at each hidden cove

as she did.

The night of her leaving

was soft as pale silk curtains,

the house beneath the big dipper,
the harvest abundant that year.
She returned with a different spirit.

| went north the following summer,
seeking remnants of her presence,

a name in a log book.

| have not found her in these changing
inlets




FALLS CREEK RESPONSE

TO FERC No. 11659-002 Falls Creek
Hydroelectric Project and L and Exchange
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Friends of Glacier Bay (FOGB) isalocal
environmental organization, founded in 1979,
whose mission is dedicated to “ preserving
ecological intactness and opportunitiesfor
solitude in Glacier Bay”. One of our main
purposes is to work with the National Park
Service to ensure that park management
strivesto maintain the natural environmentin
apristine condition.

The Falls Creek Hydropower Project proposal
isphilosophically very difficult for our
organization. Because our missionisto help
protect “ecological intactness and
opportunitiesfor solitude”’, we have many
concerns about the environmental impact of
this project. At the same time, we recognize
the benefits of aclean source of electrical
power for thiscommunity with areductionin
fossil fuel importation, consumption and
pollution.

Below it will be noted that both preservation
and social issuesfavor the no action
aternative. Therefore, Friendsof Glacier
Bay stands opposed to the Falls Creek
Hydropower Project.

Our concernsto FERC:
A. Preservation | ssues:

1. Stream Flow: It isnot clear that thereis
enough water in the stream to significantly
reduce our community’sreliance on diesel
power. (Studies show that there will NOT be
enough stream flow to eliminate diesel power
year round). It is not clear that enough power
will be generated by this hydro project to

bal ance the economic and environmental
costs.

2. Continued Fossil Fuel Consumption and
its Transport: We are concerned about the
hazards of continuing to transport diesel fuel

over the rich waters of Icy Strait. Yet,
recognizing that hydroelectric is now the only
practical aternativeto diesel generationin
Gustavus, as acknowledged in the 100th
Meridian analysis, we predict that there will
eventually be something workable; leading
contendersinclude tidal power or hydrogen
(fuel cell technology) using surplus
hydropower elsewherein the region.

3. Habitat Loss:

Because thereis no way to permanently
restrict access to the native allotments once a
road is built to them, and because thereisno
way to permanently “lock up” the state land
once it istransferred out of the park, we must
assume that these developmentswill
eventually lead to lossof critical wildlife
habitat, including:

a) Fish Habitat:

With hydropower, there will be loss of 14% of
Dolly Varden in the creek abovethefalls.

b) Bear Habitat:

This hydroel ectric project may bethe only
reasonabl e near-term alternative to burning
fossil fuel for electricity. But thereisagrave
risk that the hydroel ectric project will
eventually cost the bearstheir prime meadow
habitat because there is no way to guarantee
that vehicular access can berestricted in the
long term. If the land isremoved from the
park and aroad built right to the boundaries
of both native allotments, they will eventually
be devel oped to the detriment of the meadow
habitat. The two negative factors of fossil fuel
consumption versus prime habitat loss are
almost equally undesirable. Conversely, the
preservation of the habitat or using renewable
energy seem equally desirable, but they are
clearly mutually exclusive.

If we are thinking only about the next 10 (or
even 20) years we might discount both the
risk of habitat loss and the likelihood of
finding something better than hydropower.
But as we look farther into the future it seems
both become morelikely. Given enough time



they both approach certainty, making the
choice clear. Put another way, the long-term
risk of losing bear habitat from hydroelectric
devel opment seems much greater than the
long-term risk of not finding other suitable
alternative energy. In amuch more devel oped
Gustavus 30 years from now, we could easily
be using neither hydro nor diesel for
electricity and be quite relieved that we made
the right choice in keeping the bear habitat.

4. Precedence: Asa*Friends of Parks’
organization, we are especially concerned
about the precedence thislegidlative removal
of wildernesslandsfrom aNational Park will
have in the future for this and other parks.

B. Social |ssues:

1. Economic feasibility: Isthis project
economically viable enough to benefit the
residents and businesses of Gustavus, and will
the park be able to pay the costs of hooking
into the system? If not, how will this affect
costs to the local consumers? The current
contradictory and elusive economical
information on this project is of great concern
to our organization. An under-funded project
that could not be constructed or completed
with the best of engineering and
environmental considerationswould be
unacceptable. Gustavus Electric hasto obtain
public funding or theland transfer will be
denied. Rates may even belower if public
financing isalarge enough component and if
the Park Service becomes a customer, but this
will not affect the typical PCE-subsidized
ratepayer at al. It behooves usto help FERC
reasonably define ‘feasible” and to make sure
that definition isactually met, but these
considerations are not as important as the
ecological considerations.

2. Local Social Factors:

The nativeinhol dings adj oining the project,
whose ownersinclude generations of land
stewardship at the mouth of Falls Creek, are
not eager to live with a hydro-electric plant
upstream approximately I/4 milefrom their
home.

Many local folks used to hike or ski several
timesayear up Falls Creek to thefalls. Given
the concerns of the inholding owners, and the
concerns of Beartrack Inn about the increased
traffic crossing to the falls project during the
5-year study work, thisareaisno longer
welcoming to local users. With a hydropower
facility there, park hikers cannot expect
“opportunitiesfor solitude” with apipeline,
road and generator, next to potentially

devel oped privateinholding lands made easily
accessible by the hydro project.

NOTE: If thisproject ispermitted, it is
imper ative that vehicular road access
should be off-limitsto the public, and that

the“Corridor Alternative” should be
chosen.

Comments about the DEIS

Erosion of the wilderness preservation system
isacumulative impact, with negative
ecological factors. The possible effects on the
traded state lands, adjacent native allotments,
and adjacent tide lands must be most
thoroughly examined. For example, could the
state land be sold and devel oped? Thereisno
way that anyone can guarantee otherwise and
this needs to be made obvious. Could the
native allotments gain road access through the
project area? The road would go right to the
boundaries of both parcels, opening up the
possibility of inholder development which
would have significant negative effectson
wildlife using the adjacent tide flats. Those
effects need to be examined in detail.

The real costs of the Park tie-in need to be
addressed, as do the costs of road upgrade/
mai ntenance.

In conclusion, with al these considerationsin
mind, Friends of Glacier Bay stands opposed

to the development of this hydro project.
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BACKCOUNTRY PLAN ON BACK BURNER
UNTIL DENALI PLAN ISCOMPLETE

One year ago, the Oystercatcher opening letter and first
articleshighlighted the long-awaited Glacier Bay
National Park and Preserve Backcountry Management
Plan. The plan’simplementation will describe all uses
and management of the backcountry in Glacier Bay for
the next two decades or more. Announcements
concerning the plan were forthcoming. A park website
link was being set up for input. Scoping meetings were
to happen in Gustavus, Hoonah, Yakutat, Elfin Cove,
Juneau and other local communities that might be
affected by management decisions.

None of this has happened. The Glacier Bay National
Park planning process must await revisionsto the Draft
Backcountry Management Plan for Denali National
Park and Preserve, which was released for review in
2003. The state of Alaska expressed major concerns
with elements of the Denali draft. NPSrealized the
same concerns would be raised for 4 other plans
scheduled to be prepared over the next several years.
The Regional Director decided to wait until these
concerns are addressed and the Denali plan is accepted
by the state before Glacier Bay or other parks run into
similar issues.
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For thefirst timein Alaskan park wilderness history,
the Denali Plan proposed distinct management areas
and defined management prescriptionsfor areas of
the park. Management areas could have unique
purposes, alow for different recreationa
experiences, be maintained in specific conditions
over time, and have different levels of
administrative presence. For example, an area
defined as“pristing” might permit less human
activity but also have less NPS presence than
another area. Thetype or level of recreational
activity acceptablein one areamay not be
acceptablein another. Some areas may be managed
asecological baselineswith no human activity at all.

The broader issue of public access, the definition of
“traditional activity”, and userightsin Alaska
wildernessispolitically volatileat thistimeduein
part to ongoing court cases and the Denali draft
Backcountry Management Plan. Interpretations of
what ANILCA intended are being debated.
ANILCA specifically alowsfor accessfor
traditional purposes. However, “traditional” was
not defined in the text and is still under discussion.
For those of you with ahandy copy of ANILCA,
thisisdiscussed in Section 1109 through Section
1111. You can find a copy of ANILCA at the
Gustavus Public Library, the NPSlibrary, or in



Backcountry Planner Allison Banks' officein Bartlett
Cove.

In response to the planning process, Banks says,
“WEell, this past year has been somewhat frustrating,
intriguing, and achallengefor me. The
postponement of our Backcountry Plan/EIS actually
came at aconvenient time, asissue scoping inlocal
communities had barely started. | feel thereisnothing
more frustrating for stakeholders than to be
interrupted during good discussions and worksin
progress. Some biological and sociological research
that will benefit the plan process will have achanceto
finish beforethe BMP needsit. Thisisall tothe
good. Denali NP sdraft backcountry plan istesting
new ground in Alaskawilderness management, but
the resulting agreements, improved working
relationships with concerned groups, and a better
educated public may help our own process go a bit
more smoothly. Thismight be called the silver lining,
| know, but we are all cloud experts here in Southeast
Alaskacountry, aren’'t we?’

Backcountry Planner Allison Banksinformsusthat by
Spring 2004 the planning update will be emailed,
posted on the park’s website, sent to community post
officesfor display, and copies sent to those who
request them.

In the meantime, she isworking to revise and update
theAlsek River Visitor Use Management Plan
originally signedin 1989. Managing theAlsek River
involvesworking with thefive Canadian jurisdictions
who share responsibility for river issues. These
include Kluane National Park and Reserve (Parks
Canada), Tatshenshini-Alsek Park (BC Parks),
Champagne-Aishak First Nations, and Yukon
Territory Department of Renewable Resources. One
change from the previous plan will beto include
management of recreational use onAlsek Lakeinthis
process. The Park areathrough which the Alsek and
Tatshenshini flow include only afew camping areas
at present. Banks does not expect a change in the
level of use. She does envision the planning steps of :
1) issue scoping, which will happenin 2004; 2)
development of alternative courses of action; 3) draft
plan for publicinput; 4) Environmental A ssessment;
5) or possibly an Environmental Impact Statement if
there are significant controversies or impact findings
during the assessment.

Elsewhere in the Backcountry, the human-bear
interaction dataanalysisis complete awaiting thefinal
report by USGS bear specialist Tom Smith. USGSis
planning moreinvestigation into bear-human
interaction behavior this next summer. TaniaLewis
and Nat Drumheller completed their second year
measuring human impactsto shoreline campsites
around the Bay. A draft report on their findings
should be available before spring.

Next summer, the Pacific Northwest Coop.
Ecosystem Studies Unit of the University of
Washington and the park will be conducting avisitor
survey to gather sociological information on use of
wildernessin the park. It will be designed to measure
how satisfied visitors are with the conditions and
experiences available under current management, and
will assist the Backcountry Management Plan/EIS
process. So, visitors might be met by asmiling staffer
holding aclipboard and survey or may beinterviewed
personally about their visit and expectations of the
Glacier Bay backcountry.

USGS, Biological Resources Division completed the
first year of field collection for the Ground Nesting
Bird Assessment. John Piatt of BRD Alaska
Biological Science Center isin charge of this
assessment.

2003 Teachable Moments
A Summary of I nterpretive
Activities
at Glacier Bay National Park &
Preserve
by Kris Nemeth, Chief of Interpretation

Personal services continue to be the centerpiece of
our interpretive and education program at Glacier
Bay. 1n 2003, we provided interpretive services and
original programsto over 359,640 visitors at Bartlett
Cove, on cruise ships and tour boats, and in the
visitor center at Yakutat. We also provided 16
educational outreach programsreaching 1,224
studentsin Southeast Alaska.
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Education and Outreach in 2003:

e Dzantik’| Heeni Junior High: On April 18,
120 students from Dzantik’i Heeni Junior
High traveled from Juneau to Glacier Bay on
two large catamarans. Five park employees
joined them for their journey into the bay to
provide avariety of programs on such topics
as park issues, park management, bears,
glaciers, marine mammals, and reading the
landscape. Other agency people from Juneau,
aswell aseldersand cultural specialistswere
also onboard to make thisamulti-disciplinary
learning experience for the students. Special
ceremonies were performed when the boats
entered Glacier Bay and when they reached
the glaciers. The students had been studying
Glacier Bay for the past semester in their
science, history and English classes, and
raised over $8000 to make thistrip possible.

* Gustavus Sudents to Dundas Bay:
Park staff hel ped facilitate educational
field tripsto Dundas Bay for both
junior high and high school students.
Located on the southern boundary of
the park, Dundas Bay has arich
cultural history, both pre- and post
European contact, and israrely visited
by students.

Photograph by Fritz Koschmann:
Supervisory Park Rangers for Division of Inter-
pretation: Rosemary Salazar and Ingrid Nixon
-- up Bay on the SERAC

Gustavus Junior High Trip: Gustavus
School’s sixth-, seventh-, and eighth-grade
students boarded the M/V Taz along with
several park employeesfor the educational
boat trip. The park’s cultural specialist, Wayne
Howell, shared hisknowledge and experience
in the Dundas Bay area. Because of the
group’s small size, students were able to travel
to shore and explore the natural and human
history of the area. A highlight wasatrip to
Buck Harbison’s cabin where the group found
everything in placejust it had been when the
hermit lived there in the early 1960s.

Gustavus High School Trip: Thisjoint
venture between the National Park Service
and Gustavus School used the M/V Seller as
abasefor thisovernight trip for high school
students to Dundas Bay. Gustavus and Glacier
Bay National Park cultural and natural history
experts were onboard to make this place come
alive participants. They visited and learned
about an historic Tlingit fort site that was
occupied for over 800 years, re-articulated the
bones of a moose that they determined was
preyed upon by awolf, and read aloud
traditional Tlingit storiesand legendsfrom the
Dundas area.

e Juneau Sea Week: For the past 10 years,

Glacier Bay park staff has participated in
Juneau School District’sannual SeaWeek
celebrations. Working within the established
Sea Week curriculum, the park’s education
specialist presented avariety of different
educational programsfor all first-grade
studentsin the district.

e Seacamp: The park in collaboration with

Chatham School District’s 21st Century
Grant, sponsored a new educational
opportunity this summer for local children
from nineto 11 yearsold interested in learning
about the marine environment. The camp
offered five activity-filled days of exploring
and learning which included an Icy Strait boat
trip, marine mammal programs, fish printing,
coastal plant studies, boating safety, intertidal
walks, beach hikes, sand castle building,
games and songs.



» Explorer Booklets: The park worked with the

Alaska Natural History Association to create and
distribute four-color Explorer Ranger booklets to
cruise ships. The booklets are used in the NPS
Junior Ranger program for teenage cruisers
interested in learning more about the park and
Southeast Alaska.

e Junior Ranger boat trip with Gustavus School:

Park staff joined Gustavus School kindergarten
through second-grade students for atrip into the
bay aboard the M/V Baranof Wind. Over the
course of the full-day excursion, the park’s
education specialist guided students through
activitieswhich complemented their classroom
studies on topics such as habitats, explorers, and
glaciers.

e Hoonah Sudent Interns; Park staff hosted two

Hoonah High School student interns for two
weeks. These internships were part of aHoonah
City Schools program called “ School to Work.”
The program’s goal isto provide select students
with work experience in aschool setting that will
ultimately help them develop job skillsand
prepare them for life after school. The students
gained a broad overview of park operations, and
had the opportunity to work with each divisionin
the park. Both students are also part of Hoonah
School’s Native leadership group and under the
guidance of their teacher, Gordon Greenwold, are
working with the park to devel op clan-approved
designs for the house screen, house posts and
totem poles for the proposed Huna Tribal House
in Bartlett Cove.

e Hoonah High School Heritage Wor kshop and

Boat Trips: Park personnel in partnership with
Huna Heritage Foundation and Hoonah City
Schools participated in threeincredible days of
cultural programsfor high school studentsin
Hoonah. The activitiesinvolved aday in the
classroom with a select group of high school kids,
and two days of field trips. Onefield day was
spent with more than 30 people at Groundhog
Bay under the direction of the leader of the
Kaagwaantaan Clan who has spiritual and family
tiesto the site. Groundhog Bay is the most deeply
stratified archaeol ogical sitein theregion with
deposits that date back 10,000 years. The second

field day spent on acharter vessel included 90
Huna people from Juneau and Hoonah ranging
from students and Native eldersto corporate
leaders. The group journeyed to the Margerie and
Grand Pacific glacierswhere the Chookaneidi
Clan conducted a ceremony to commune with the
ancestral spirit Kaasteen. It was adeeply moving
set of daysthat provided for atruly unique
educational opportunity for all involved.

e Underwater Video: A 28-minutefilm, Glacier

Bay: Beneath the Reflections, was distributed to
cruise ships and began showing in the Visitor
Center in Glacier Bay Lodgein high-definition
format. Thefilm exploresthe complex and
dynamic marine ecosystem few park visitorswill
ever see and clearly showstheinextricably linked
marine and terrestrial environments, and the
unexpectedly varied and abundant marinelife
under watersfed by melting glaciers. Thefilmisa
cooperative project with Panasonic, Pace
Technologies, USGS, USFWS, Alaska Natural
History Association and the Challenge Cost Share
Program.

Awards:;

e Freeman Tilden Award: A bright shining star in

AlaskaNationa Park’sMedia, Ingrid Nixon won
the Alaska Regional Freeman Tilden Award for
her performance in four National Park movies,
local productions and publications. Her work on
filmsincluded Glacier Bay: Beneath the
Reflections, Alaska National Park: Treasures of a
Great Land, When Dinosaurs Roamed the
America and Leave No Trace in Gates of the
Arctic.

e 2003 Telly Award: The underwater video “Glacier

Bay: Beneath the Reflections” won a 2003 Telly
Award for non-broadcast media.

e USGS Shoemaker Award: The underwater video

“Glacier Bay: Beneath the Reflections’” won the
USGS Shoemaker Award for Communication
Product Excellence in the Audiovisual category.
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Comingin FY 2004

« Glacier Bay E-field Trip: In March 2004,
students around the globe will havethe
opportunity to take an electronic field trip to
Glacier Bay to learn about marine mammals.
Kidswill work through an interactive website
about marine mammalsin the park and have
the opportunity to ask park staff questionsin
real time.

« Tour Vessel and Bartlett Cove Junior Ranger
Booklet: For the 2004 season we anticipate the
debut of anew Junior Ranger booklet aimed at
kidsvisiting Glacier Bay on tour boats or
spending timein Bartlett Cove. Kidswill havethe
opportunity to learn about Glacier Bay asthey
complete avariety of activities and earn a Junior
Ranger badge.

FRIENDS OF GLACIER BAY
Meeting Minutes by KB
10-20-03

GustavusLibrary

The meeting was attended by Lynne Jensen, Melanie
Heacox, Bill Brown, Kate Boesser, Kim Heacox,
George Jensen, Lewis Sharman, Phoebe Vansel ow,
John Scheerns, and Karen Platt.

Mission Statement

Friends of Glacier Bay wasformed in 1979. Inits
bylaws and Mission Statement is found our intent to
stand for “ecological intactness and opportunitiesfor
solitude.” Kim shared the beauty of aweeklong trip
he and Melanie recently made to Adams Inlet.

Board

We have been without a president for ayear. Board
members for 2002-03 have been Melanie, Kate, John,
Heidi Robichaud, and Hank. We need to vote in new
or continued members for John, Heidi, and Hank’s
seats.

Vessel Management Plan

Melanie spoke of the board’s response to the Vessel
Quotaand Operating Requirements; Final
Environmental Impact Statement Executive
Summary. Friends asked for Park Alternative #4 with
seven additional points. However, the Park chose
alternative #6, with anincrease in local use of Bartlett
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Cove and apossible increase of cruise ships, contrary
to Friends' concerns. In addition, 13 points within
the document contradicted themsel ves, begging
attention. Two issues Friends did address which are
thankfully included in alternative #6 are quotas for
Dundas Bay and ayear-round speed limit of no more
than 13 knots for cruise ships.

Lewisand Kim voiced that FOGB mission of intent
for “ecological intactness and opportunitiesfor
solitude” are not being best considered by the Park
chosen alternative. John pointed out that 85% of
respondents to the original plan werein favor of
reduction of cruise ships. Hewastold NPSfelt it
wasn't an adequate cross-section of public opinion.
Lewis pointed out that according to NEPA,
“substantive comments must be considered,” which
does not mean they count numbers.

It was noted that our expenses are double our
income. If we move to an on-line Oystercatcher,
expenses would be considerably less each year. We
have addresses for 147 folks who have been members
of FOGB, but only received money for 3 familiesand
10individualsin 2003. We have not had a
membership drivein someyears.

The son of Elizabeth Lawrence wants to know what
we'll do with the Lawrence estate $ from hisfamily’s
estate. He himself took nothing from the estate, but
gave al to non-profits according to the will. 1n 2002
Dave Bohn suggested putting it in our endowment
fund, which would lock up the money and only allow
use of theinterest.

FOGB Relinquishing Computer

Kate read aletter stating that after creating 2
Oystercatcher newsdl etters (plus the upcoming issue),
obtaining $500 from a GCA Youth “ACT” grant for
use of the computer, Fritz setting up awebsite,
paying for computer upgrades and maintenance, that
the 5-year old Gateway computer and printer be
givento Kate and Fritz. Thiswas unanimously
approved of. A memo recognizing thistransaction
will be created.

Kate offered to continue to help with newsletters, and
to help set up alistserve with the Gustavus Library



for more active ongoing communication between
members on current FOGB issues. Thiswas
unanimously approved of .

FOGB Paid Position

Kim offered information on the Denali Citizens
Council, similar to FOGB, and itsrecent acquisition
of apaid position to boost recognition, dues, interest,
issues. It was pointed out that the Land Legacy,
Clinic, and Library have donewell with apaid
employee.

The person in this position writes letters to the NPS
toinfluence policies, bird-dog’simportant emergent
issues (of which there are usually less than adozen
each year), and writes alert position papers for the
membership. S'he looks up grant opportunities, and
writes grant proposal's as necessary.

It was pointed out that “non-response is tacit
approval”, and that it is time for FOGB to become
more active and indeed respond to issues. After some
discussion, we agreed that John will meet with those
who' ve attended this meeting and work with the
board to come up with job description guidelines for
apaid position for FOGB. Thiswill be presented at
the January 2004 meeting of FOGB, to be held after
mid-January.

SEACC

Bill Brown shared information after attending a
SEACC meeting as arepresentative of FOGB. He
spoke how Tongass issues strongly affect Glacier
Bay, and that SEACC’swork is*“mostly damage
control by way of litigation” in “out of balance”
assaults on land protections. We voted unanimously
to send $1000 (double our usual $500 per year) to
SEACC. We aso voted unanimously to support cost
cutting where possible, support where necessary for
travel and housing when needed for Bill Brown to
continue to work as a FOGB representative to
SEACC meetings. Thereare usually 3 meetings each
year.

Note: For information on “Out of Balance, the
Systematic Unraveling of Tongassland Protections’,
call SEACC 907-586-6942.

“GLACIER BAY SCIENCE SYMPOSIUM 2004”
(See pages 2-4 of the newsdletter)

GLACIER BAY PARK CURRENT ISSUES

|. Backcountry Management Plan has
been put on the back burner. Only the Denali planis
going forward.

2. Vessel Management Plan: A preferred
alternative was chosen by the Park. FOGB input was
not considered, and input isno longer helpful.

3. FallsCreek: Katetook noteson the
“Sierra Club’s Economic Report on Falls Creek”,
given after ahike up Falls Creek at ameeting at the
Annie Mae Lodge, Gustavus, on Oct. 12, 2003.
These were available at the meeting and have been
sent to all present, and will be used to formulate an
article for the Oystercatcher.

At the Annie Mae meeting, the first
spokesperson was Eric Cutter, author of Economic
Analysisof Falls Creek Hydro Project. Present from
the Sierra Club were Irene Alixicose, Jack Hession,
Richard Hellard, Cliff Lobaugh, Dick Myron, and
Jennie Purchel.

The Park Service EIS draft should be ready
early November. Hearingson EIS on Falls Creek will
happen in December 2003 in Gustavus, Hoonah, and
Anchorage. Therewill also be anindependent review
of the economics regarding the regul atory
commission and the Park Service.

The economic study done for the Sierra Club
by Eric Cutter will be available asa 30 page email
soon. Eric, who worked at a utility company for ten
years, iSnow an economist.

We agreed to look up what “position
statements’ FOGB has made in the past and consider
those in responding to the Falls Creek issue in the
December hearings.

Board MembersElected

Kate Boesser and Melanie Heacox will continue to be
on the board. John Scheerens, Bill Brown, and
George Jensen were unanimously voted as board
membersaswell. A president will be chosen from the
board members soon.

We adjourned into a starry cold Gustavus night.
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Financial Satement- FY 2003 (1/1/03 - 11/05/03)

EXPENSES:

Postmaster: Box Rent: $44.00

Oystercatcher: $711.00; Postage/Freight: $107.00
Printing: $604.00

Bank Fees: $15.00

Reimburse Lawrence Estate: $575.00
Gustavus Land Legacy: $15.00

SEACC (S.E. Alaska Conservation Council)
donation: $1,000.00

Travel: Bill Brown to SEACC and Symposium:
$197.00

TOTAL EXPENSES = $2,557.00

INCOME:

Elizabeth Lawrence Estate: 27,570.00
Membership Dues: $211.00

Interest from Savings Account: $ 82.00
Interest from Endowment Fund: $ 645.00
Alaska Discovery $-A-Day Program: $ 100.00
Member donations: $ 190.00

TOTAL INCOME = $ 28,798.00

ACCOUNT BALANCES:
CheckingAcct: $ 3,213.00
SavingsAcct: $ 37,661.00
Endowment Fund: $ 21,428.00

MEMBERSHIP:

LifeMembers: 9 couplesand 15 individuals (2 are
deceased)

2002 paid members: 7 families, 9 individuals, 1 new
Lifemember

2003 paid members: 3families, 10individuals

FOGB Board Members:
2002-2003 = Hank Lenter, John Scheerens, Heidi
Robichaud, K ate Boesser, M elanie Heacox
SPECIAL REPORT
ON ELIZABETH LAWRENCE ESTATE:
Summary of giftsfrom the estate:
January, 2002 = $ 9,581.03
February, 2003 = $ 8,634.00
July, 2003 = $19,162.00; October, 2003 = $ 349.00
Reimbursement to estate:
2003= <-$575.00>
Total amount of estate gift to FOGB = $37,151.03
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Friends of Glacier Bay

Position Opening

Administrative Coor dinator

Scope of Work and Responsibilities:
TheAdministrative Coordinator isprincipally
responsi blefor maintaining a continuing
communication flow between the Friends of Glacier
Bay board of directors, membership, the National
Park Service, and associated environmental groups.
Specific dutiesand responsibilitiesinclude:
Monitoring FOGB open forum web site and
compiling membership opinions
Disseminating pertinent information to
membership on atimely basisthrough use of
e-mail, mail-outs, newsletters, etc.
Regular communication and interaction with
local and regional NPS personnel regarding
pertinent issues and information
Regular interaction with FOGB board
members regarding issues, NPS plans and
intentions, and FOGB membersinpuit.
Write and distribute position papersto
appropriate agencies or individual s based on
board of directors input.
Explore opportunitiesfor continued increase
inmembership.
Grant writing —explore possibilitiesand
opportunities for grants and contributions that
will assist FOGB activities.
Genera administrative choresasoutlined by
the board of directors.

Salary: $20.00 per hour
Hours. approximately 10 — 15 hours per week

Skills and Experience Required:
Strong verbal and written communication
skills
Ability to work independently, and
cooperatively and effectively with the public,
FOGB board of directors and membership,
NPS personnel
Grant writing experience hel pful



Familiarity with or willingnessto learn
assorted computer programs and e-mail
systems

Occasional travel may berequired.
Familiarity with Glacier Bay National Park
and associated issues.

How to Apply:

Please forward a cover letter, resume, and writing

samplesto:

Friends of Glacier Bay

P.O. Box

Gustavus, AK 99826
Questions may be directed to:
John Scheerens
johnscheerens@hotmail.com
907-697-2798

WILDERNESS EXPLORATION, ANALYSIS &
DISCOVERY: SEAWEAD

SEAWEAD founded its research, monitoring and
natural history efforts on the marine and terrestrial
ecosystems of Northern Chichagof Island, specifically
at Point Adolphus and Mud Bay. These sites are
located in Icy Strait, just south of Glacier Bay
National Park in northern southeast Alaska.

In recent years we have expanded the geographic
scope of our brown bear habitat use studiesto include
siteson Baranof Island, Admiralty Island and the
mainland. 1n 2003 we worked with Discovery
Southeast to aid in the development of their rapidly
expanding use of GIS, providefield support for their
Taku river amphibian habitat surveys, and provide
web development support.

Our brown bear studies began with atwo year pilot
project (summers of 2000 and 2001) on northern
Chichagof Island. We devel oped methods for
mapping habitat characteristics (primarily vegetation
and anadromous qualities) and signs of itsuse by
bears. Bear use was surveyed and monitored through
mapping ‘ perennial’ bear sign (trails, scratch/rub
trees, bedding areas, digging areas) and ‘ ephemeral’
bear sign (scat, carcasses, bed activity, and digging
activity). The purpose of the mapping was to provide

ecological context for studying changesin bear
behavior when interacting with humans at important
feeding areas, and to further our general
understanding of brown bear patterns of habitat use.

Whileworking on Baranof Island in 2002 werefined
the bear sign mapping techniques and greatly
advanced our use of GPS technology for spatial
accuracy and productivity. Thiswork was also done
as acomplement to an observational study of bear and
human interactions. Results of the habitat use
mapping appear to indicate correlation between bear
trail density and measures of bear activity like scat
concentration, salmon- carcass concentration, and
observational data. This suggeststhat bear trailstell
us alot about where the bears are most active. Kind
of ano-brainer...

During fall 2003 we will integrate the datafrom this
seasons effort with data from 3 other sitesto consider
correlations between trail density and habitat features
like plant communitiesand fish availability. If these
correlations prove significant they will suggest that
bear trails can help define what habitats are important.
That would be hot news and could lead to awider use
of mapping bear sign for habitat conservation.

We look forward to strengthening our relationship
with Discovery Southeast on our way to improve both
organization’s research and education efforts.

Our hope is that the Point Adolphus/Mud Bay
Patterns of Use Study can serve as a case study
analysis of human ecology and itsrelationship to the
wild landscape. The purpose of the case study isto
work toward integrating the long-term sustainability
of multiple useswith conserving an environment
where we and the wildlife can thrive. Although itis
not unique in southeast Alaskato find humpback
whales feeding on herring, or brown bears grazing on
sedges, or sportfishers casting in therivers, or
campers seeking solitude, or cruiseships sightseeing
the Inside Passage, or local people hunting and
gathering, itisrareto find all these overlapping
activitiesin the concentrationswefind at Point
Adolphus and Mud Bay. The unique character of this
study area demands attention, and lendsitself to
cooperatively devel oping astrategic model which will
have application and significancefar beyond thisone
locality.
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Southeast Alaska Wilderness Exploration, Analysis&
Discovery
PT. SOPHIA CRUISESHIP DESTINATION

Point Adolphusis approximately 20 milesfrom
Alaska’'s newest cruise ship destination at Pt. Sophia,
Hoonah. Thefirst ship is scheduled to anchor in May
2004. Three cruise shipswill pay 33 visitsin 2004,
and more visits are anticipated in 2005 (Juneau
Empire 7/16/03). Whale watching and bear viewing
aretwo of the excursions that will be available for
visitors, according to Johan Dybdahl of Pt. Sophia
Development Corporation. Point Sophia
Development Co. isajoint venture between Huna
Totem Corp. and Koma Sales Co. in Juneau, and is
devel oping and marketing the Pt. Sophia destination.

Pt. Sophiawill provide the first new Alaskan cruise
destination in many years. SEAWEAD isinterestedin
cooperating with researchers, business people,
conservationists and Icy Strait residents who are
interested in monitoring and planning for the changes
to come. The baseline data generated by
SEAWEAD's past effortsin Icy Strait provide an
excellent context for ecological considerationsand a
unique opportunity for adaptive planning. If you are
interested in pursuing astudy or have some planning
ideas, please contact usviaemail at
info@seawead.org.

Photographs by Fritz
Koschmann: TOP: Pt.
Sophia theater; ABOVE:
Renovating the Cannery;
LEFT: Framing of restaurant
and other tourist facilities



Above: Hoonah workers renovating the Pt.
Sophia cannery building and dock

Excerptsfrom
Wilderness Camp Impacts Report:
Assessing Human Impacts
On the Shoreline of Glacier Bay

by Tania M. Lewis and Nat Drumheller,
Resource Management

The park has committed to preparing a Backcountry
Management Plan. To accomplishthistaskitis
necessary to identify actual and potential ecological
and social impacts from human recreation and
determinethe carrying capacity of Glacier Bay’s
backcountry.

The shoreline of Glacier Bay supports the park’s most
sensitivewildlife habitat and productive biological
resources, including plant speciesin varying stages of
succession, black and brown bears, moose, wolves,
coyotes, river otters, mink, harbor seals, nesting

birds, boreal toads, spawning salmon, and molting sea
ducks.

In this study we attempted to assess the current state
of human impactsin Glacier Bay’s backcountry. We
did thisby examining site specific humanimpactsin
areas of suspected usein Glacier Bay. We identified
campsites and noted potential ecological impacts
from campers at those campsites. We also recorded
social impacts and assigned each site arating based
on the intensity of these social impacts.

Crews walked the beach surrounding high use areas
and determined the boundaries of the survey areas.
Boundarieswere delimited by geographical
constraints such as sheer walls, talus, or dense
vegetation.

Of the 134 surveyed areas, 105 (78%) contained one
or more established campsites. In 29 survey areas
(22%) no established campsites were found.
Evidence of potentially sensitive specieswas
observed in 134 survey areas (100%). Two hundred
and sixty-eight campsiteswereidentified. Seventy-
four percent of the sites contained rock rings, 28%
had footprints, 22% had trash, 16% had trailing, 9%
had supratidal fire pits, while 5% or less sites
contained intertidal fire pits, human waste, structures
and firewood.

I mpacts Parameters

Theland in Glacier Bay isrising over aninch per year
from glacial rebound. The campsitelocations
continually change over timein Glacier Bay. Because
of this, camper impacts to vegetation and substrates
are probably less obviousin Glacier Bay than in more
static environments.

Long-lived impacts persist over time, and therefore
were weighed more heavily than short-lived impacts
inthefinal impact rating. Trailing wasfoundin 41
sitesand trailswere most commonly seen between
main sites and satellite sites, and from the intertidal
zone to heavily used sites. The most worn trails
occurred in the northern portions of the bay near the
glacier and outwash areas, such as McBride Glacier
Inlet, Topeka Outwash and Johns Hopkins Inlet. Fire
pits above the intertidal zone were found in 22 sites,
whichisonly asmall proportion of the campsites but
isstill surprising considering that backcountry visitors
are asked to build firesonly in the intertidal zone to
reduce impacts to the terrestrial zone and so that tidal
action can wash away thefire evidence.

The most common short-lived impacts observed were
rock rings, footprints, and trash.. The number of
structures built and left in the backcountry was
surprising, as was the number of sites near which we
found human waste above the intertidal zone. The
human waste was most often found in areas of high

use and/or near large sites. 21



Recommendations

Further research

We recommend that specific sites be continually
monitored for camper impacts and results compared
to the results of this study. A random selection of
sitesof differing impact ratingsin different portions
of the bay should be repeatedly examined as
indicators of therelative condition of the
backcountry.

We also recommend that further studies be conducted
on the distribution and abundance of severa sensitive
species aswell asthe effects on human disturbance on
these species.

Seasonal Closures

We recommend that in the future, areas of concern be
considered for seasonal closures to protect shore-
nesting birds, harbor seal haul-out areas, important
bear habitat, and den sites of terrestrial predators
such asriver otter, wolves and coyotes.

Education

Continuing education in “no trace” camping ethics
will help keep human impactsin Glacier Bay low.
Educating backcountry users on bird nesting
behavior, nesting habitat, and the importance of
avoiding nesting birds would help reduce nesting
disturbancefor birds. We also recommend expanding
the current camper education to include detailed
information of animal sign and key habitatsto watch
for when selecting campsitesin order to minimize
impacts on animals. It isimportant to include
boaters, aswell as kayakers, in this education effort,
as people from boats often go to shore for the day
without the benefit of the extensive backcountry
orientation that is given to kayakers who will be
camping.
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Photographs by Fritz Koschmann:
Above: Gustavus atsunset: Henrietta House’s
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