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region to offshore drilling.  Thus, the entire NAB OCS Planning Area and North Pacific Right 
Whale critical habitat area would be included in the AINMS, to permanently exclude oil and gas 
leasing, and to impose more stringent shipping safety protocols (e.g. measures to reduce whale-
ship strikes and oil spill risks).  The AINMS would facilitate designation of other critical habitat 
in the region, as appropriate.  And, as discussed above, the Aleutian Islands NMS would be 
nominated by the federal administration as a PSSA in the IMO process, to better manage transit 
shipping through the region.   

As discussed, the AINMS will complement the existing fishery management regime of the 
NPFMC and NMFS, by enshrining the existing habitat and species protections in regulation, and 
encouraging additional fishery management measures that will augment species and habitat 
protections in the region.   

In addition, the AINMS will complement the Alaska Maritime National Wildlife Refuge 
(AMNWR) management of seabirds nesting on the Aleutian Islands, by protecting foraging 
habitat, reducing invasive species, and reducing marine debris. 

Consideration 6.  Potential commitments or partnerships to aid conservation.  

Alaska Native Tribal governments in the region will be important co-management partners, as 
will the Alaska native marine mammals co-management commissions. 

The Alaska Maritime National Wildlife Refuge (AMNWR) of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
is responsible for managing much of the land area contained within the proposed AINMS, and 
will be an important partner in AINMS management.  While the management goals for the 
AMNWR call for protection of foraging habitat for seabirds which nest on the Aleutian Islands, 
the USFWS has little authority to actually do so.  The AINMS will provide such capability.  

The NMFS Alaska Regional Office and the NPFMC will also be important partners.  These 
fisheries management organizations will be encouraged to work with the AINMS to implement 
more effective fishery management protocols in the region in order to enhance marine ecosystem 
recovery and sustainability. 

The State of Alaska and local governments will also be important governmental partners in the 
development and operation of the AINMS. 

Consideration 7. Community-based support for the nomination.  

The nomination will facilitate a wide-ranging discussion among community organizations, 
governments (including Tribal governments), industry, and the public regarding the proposed 
designation of the region.  The several Alaska-based and national marine conservation and 
science organizations joining as co-nominators indicate broad initial support.  

Several other local and regional organizations are still formulating positions on this nomination. 
We believe that its publication on the NOAA National Marine Sanctuaries website will greatly 
enhance public review and comment on the nomination.   
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We are confident that the AINMS nomination will attract support from the national and Alaska 
marine conservation community, the national and Alaska environmental community in general, 
shore-based commercial fishing organizations, and hopefully the Alaska Native tribal 
organizations in the region.  Importantly, we are confident the nomination will attract significant 
support of the American public – the co-owners and co-managers of the federal waters and 
resources of the region.  

It is also expected that any proposed federal restrictions in Alaska will attract opposition. As 
example, the 1980 Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) attracted a great 
deal of political opposition in Alaska, but today is viewed by many as an important federal 
management decision that has significantly aided Alaska’s economy.  We expect the AINMS 
designation to experience a similar political evolution. For example, we are aware that some 
business interests in the region oppose making permanent the NAB/Bristol Bay OCS withdrawal 
and the species and habitat protections, as well as the proposed expansion of trawl closures.   

As stakeholders review and consider the nomination, it is likely that additional conservation 
management measures will be suggested, and we urge that all such suggestions be seriously 
considered in final designation.  In order to capture this additional stakeholder input, the 
nominators will file supplemental support material later this spring summarizing the results of 
the outreach generated by the nomination process.   

______________________ 

 
Cc. William Douros 
West Coast Regional Director 
NOAA Office of National Marine Sanctuaries, 
99 Pacific Street 
Suite 100F 
Monterey, CA 93940 
william.douros@noaa.gov 

B2 AI NMS Nomination 
February 2015



!(

!(

Nunivak
 Island

B e r i n g  S e a

Unimak I .

P A C I F I C O C E A N

157W

R u s s i a

Attu I .

Adak I .
Atka I .

Unalaska I.

Umnak I.

A L A S K A

Pribi lo f 
Is lands

Rat Islands

Kodiak 
Is land

Andreanof  Is l ands

Nome Anchorage

17
0E

170W
18

0W

 60N

 55N

 50N

 45N

160W

16
0E

150W

 40N

Aleutian Islands National Marine Sanctuary Proposed Boundaries

0 150 30075 Nautical Miles

B2 AI NMS Nomination 
February 2015




