Fw: Request for Oral Argument
Eskimo Whaler to: Eurika Durr 11/08/2011 03:13 PM

From: Eskimo Whaler <eskimo.whaler@yahoo.com>
To: Eurika Durr/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
Please respond to Eskimo Whaler <eskimo.whaler@yahoo.com>

| forgot to include vou on the original email  here 1 & forwarded copy to request ot
wgument to the board | did not wanl lo mdicale on myv imbial email that I cannot afford
to maii a certified copy to D.C. until my jersonal budget allows on December 7th. | hoj
thig iz functional in replacement of thal mailed copy 1 do not have the financial
resources of a law firm or a corporabion. and | hope [hal financial hmitalions do ne

exclude me from =submitting Lhis request to the FAB for oral argument | am embarrasse
lo say that T cannot afford to send il, but do not want the othe
lo be aware of my personal finances limilations

Thank yeu for vour conlinued palience.

Danmel Lum

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Eskimo Whaler <eskimo.whaler@yahoo.com>

To: "Vergeront.Julie@epamail.epa.gov" <Vergeront.Julie@epamail.epa.gov>; "Chris Winter
(chris@crag.org)™ <chris@crag.org>; "Tanya Sanerib (tanya@crag.org)" <tanya@crag.org>; Colin
O'Brien <cobrien@earthjustice.org>; "ejorgensen@earthjustice.org" <ejorgensen@earthjustice.org>;
David Hobstetter <dhobstetter@earthjustice.org>; "egrafe@earthjustice.org" <egrafe@earthjustice.org>;
‘Duane Siler' <dsiler@crowell.com>; 'Sarah C. Bordelon' <sbordelon@crowell.com>;
"tmendoza@crowell.com" <tmendoza@crowell.com>

Cc: "Fidis.Alexander@epamail.epa.gov" <Fidis.Alexander@epamail.epa.gov>;
"Coursen.David@epamail.epa.gov" <Coursen.David@epamail .epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, November 8, 2011 11:03 AM

Subject: Request for Oral Argument

|, Daniel Lum, hereby requesl an opportunity for oral argument Lo the Lnvironmenta
\ppeals Board regarding the air permils mwued for Lease sale 193

| believe Lhe FAB has erred by the issuance ol these permils and | believe the Board woul
benelil greallv by ora! argumenl al this stage of the permitling process  Here iz the basis
for mv requesl for oral argument:

1) The EAB is al a pivotal moment n hislory the decizion made regarding this specific

permil will have complete and permanent mpacts to an entire coastal subsistence culture.
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It ever Lhere were a situation where thal would occur, it is within these specific air
permits. The BEAB must discuss the cultuval impacls through the contaminalion/ change of

diel and the associated cultural impacts through those changes
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our food chain - our main food source, the Bowhead Whale i a giant filler feeder. When
we slarl getling contaminalion in our food source. whal will the EP A have us eat? Are
there studies done Lo understand the affects of impending food contamination, the cullural
affecls of a changing diet and whal will we replace our marine mammal food source with?
The BEPA has nol clarified if this impending (and acknowledged) amount of confaminants 1s
('(‘((f‘p1ul)i»‘ to Ingest. How will we eal? How will we know it 15 sale? Does the FAB
understand this?

2) The complete lack of demonslration of oil spill responze capability by the aw permil
applicanls 1s alrocious. The induzlry has mvested heavily m a fleet of zpill response
vehicles. and also louts its ability to effectively respond Lo various oil spill scenarios in the
ocean, in assoclalion to these air permil:  Bul thev have vel lo demonstrate thal

supposed ability Lo owr Inupial people, whose food zone they inlend to operate m.

Why does Lhe EPA give the industry a "fiee pas” to avoid forcig them Lo demonstrale
Lhetr zpill response capability? Wouldn't a clearer understanding of their true response
ability be beneficial for all? For a project of [hiz magnilude. spill response demonstration
must be a prerequisile’

. In other industries, for example the nuclear power industry, there are safeguards and rules
and regulations. | am sure that some type of proven containmenl is required by the EPA
In a nuclear reactor, in landfills oy in chemical plants  Why are vou allowing the oil
industry Lo bypass this important hurdle? 1f industry has all of the equipment. touls Lhal
it 15 functional - whal harm could come of them demonstrating thewr ability?

\[ler all these vears fighting for these permitz - why has Lhe n omplelely failed Lo
demonstrale, even once. thal they have coitainmenl ability? 1 propose to the EAB thal Lhe
oll mdustry has nol demonstrated their clean up ability because they simply have no
abilitv. '

Where are the practice drills?

Where are the reports thal show thev can respond?

Whete is the documentation thal shows thev actuallv can do whal they say?

[l is & gianl farce. A lie.

The EPA is being Lied to by the industry. They sav they can rezpond. We Know il. |
impossible. Wouldn't it be prudent and logical fo al the LEAST ask them Lo show us Lheir
safety nel before we expose our food zones lo them?

In conclusion, | a\'l\' the FAB to hold oral argument | am not a lawyer. [ am nol gelling
paid to do this, but [ have a sincere interest in the activilies that are going to alfect my
children and all our fulure generations

[ urge the FAB to hold oral argument on these issues  They must be addressed. The
finality of your decisions will have a permanenl impact on my ('llil(l ren, our cullure and
our complete way of life. You must hear oral arguments. You must hear it. Il you are a
fair and open minded board. you will give me the opportunily to u(l(hc'f«"" these issues, and
hopefully come Lo an understanding or conclusion to many open queslions

| am honored as a Uniled States Cilizen to be conlinued in thiz process
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Daniel James "[nulak” Lum

From: "Vergeront.Julie@epamail.epa.gov" <Vergeront.Julie@epamail.epa.gov>

To: "'Chris Winter (chris@crag.org)" <chris@crag.org>; " Tanya Sanerib (tanya@crag.org)™
<tanya@crag.org>; Colin O'Brien <cobrien@earthjustice.org>; ejorgensen@earthjustice.org; David
Hobstetter <dhobstetter@earthjustice.org>; egrafe@earthjustice.org; '‘Duane Siler' <dsiler@crowell.com>;
'‘Sarah C. Bordelon' <sbordelon@crowell.com>; tmendoza@crowell.com; Eskimo Whaler
<eskimo.whaler@yahoo.com>

Cc: Fidis.Alexander@epamail.epa.gov; Coursen.David@epamail.epa.gov
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2011 3:56 PM

Subject: Fw: Confirmation of Electronic Submission to CDX

Here 1s the confirmalion of the second (iling | mentioned.

lulie A. Vergeronl

Otfice of Regional Counsel
Environmental Prolection Agency

Region 10

1200 Sixth Avenue, ORC- 158
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NotReplv@epacdx.net
To ulie Vergeront/R10/USEFA/US@EPA
Date:  11/07/2011 04:36 PM

Subjecl:  Confirmation of Electronic Submission to (DX

CDX has received your file and will forward it to the Clerk of Lhe
Environimental Appeals Board. You need not file any olther copies ol vour
locument(s) wilth the Board. except in ceriam hmited circumstances tha
Care explained in the Board's Standing Orders of January 28, 2010, In
seneral, if the lenglh of your document or the combined page length ol
all vour exhibits exceeds 50 pages. vou must send by Us Mail or
deliver by hand, courier, or commercial delivery service to the Board al
identical paper copy of that document or set of exhibits within one
business dav of the date of electronic filing. Il you submit a pape

copy of anv document or set of exhibils, It musl be accompanied by a
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slened cerlification staling thal the paper copy 1 idenlical to Lhe

filed eleclronic copy, and 1t should be signed i blue mk For more
delailed information. please consull the Standing Order perlinent lo _
your appeal and the Board's websile, www epa.vov eab, in particular the
"Llectronic Filing" and "Frequently Asked Questions" web pages,

Received File: F: 'WORK /Shell Chuckehi Shell Discoverer Notice re
Submission and Cert. of Service |1 7- 11 pdl

Transaclion 1D: _35bcd3eh - 79M3-475{-9eda Bd3-hB832102

(Vee altached filer Shell Discoverer Notice re submizzion and Cert of
service |17 -1 .pdl)



