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Attachment 1 

Map of Projects Selected for Inclusion in 

Alabama’s Multiyear Implementation Plan 



 

ID  PROJECT     ID  PROJECT 

1 Aloe Bay Harbour Town Phases I, II, and III 
  

9 
Alabama State Port Authority Automotive Logistics/RO-RO 
Terminal 

2 Historic Africatown Welcome Center   10 Ambassadors of the Environment 

3 Redevelop Bayou La Batre City Docks   11 Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf Study 

4 Northwest Satsuma Water and Sewer Project   12 Innovating St. Louis Street:  Mobile’s Technology Corridor 

5 Mobile County Blueway Trail   13 Baldwin County ALDOT Capacity Improvements 
6 Water Distribution System Upgrades   14 Mobile Greenway Initiative 

7 Baldwin Beach Express I-10 to I-65 Extension ROW 
Acquisition   

15 Working Waterfront and Greenspace Restoration Project 

8 Mount Vernon Water Treatment Plant 
  

16 Planning Assistance - MIP Amendment Development (not 
designated on map) 
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Project Selection Process 
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*See Page 2

Project evaluations and analyses provided to Council for review and to provide context for project selection.

Based on Council review and guidance, Administrator prepares sample slate(s) of projects for the
development of the draft Multiyear Implementation Plan.

Appendix A

Process for Multiyear Implementation Plan Development
(As of December 6, 2016)

Projects move forward via Council members’ Requests for Evaluation (RFE).
A project requires an RFE from 4 Council members to move forward.

In depth reviews conducted on RFE projects by applicable subject matter experts.
Reviews will include project specific factors, as applicable, such as how the proposal:

Demonstrates benefit in relation to cost
Addresses short term vs. long term economic benefit
Demonstrates a need (impact of no action)
Demonstrates does not create adverse impacts elsewhere
Expands/promotes an existing industry or offers diversification
Demonstrates short or long term job creation (direct and indirect)
Demonstrates feasibility of success with measurable outcomes
Demonstrates budget reasonableness
Demonstrates post implementation sustainability
Addresses potential risks and uncertainties
Addresses penalties, requirements and status of environmental compliance
Addresses use of cutting edge technology for construction/implementation
Addresses readiness/length of time for completion
Demonstrates it is based on best available science
Addresses the evaluation and identification of outside funding sources

Additional Factors for Council Review:

Availability and timing of RESTORE funding
Potential for leveraging (funds and/or prior activities)
Geographic location
Disproportionately affected areas
Included in a strategic/comprehensive plan
Potential for funding from another source
Annual recurring costs
Scope of overall benefit to the community/region
Appropriate implementing entity
Ability to implement in phases
Other factors

Council approves slate of projects to be included in draft Multiyear Implementation Plan.

Administrator confirms projects submitted meet RESTORE eligibility* and focus area(s) as determined by the Council.

1



*Eligible activities as set forth in the RESTORE Act:

Restoration and protection of the natural resources, ecosystems, fisheries, marine and wildlife
habitats, beaches, and coastal wetlands of the Gulf Coast region

Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, and natural resources

Implementation of a federally approved marine, coastal, or comprehensive conservation
management plan, including fisheries monitoring

Workforce development and job creation

Promotion of tourism in the Gulf Coast Region, including recreational fishing

Promotion of the consumption of seafood harvested from the Gulf Coast Region

Improvements to or on State Parks located in coastal areas affected by the DWH oil spill

Coastal flood protection and related infrastructure

Infrastructure project benefitting the economy or ecological resources, including port
infrastructure

Planning assistance

22



Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council 

Multiyear Implementation Plan 

Project Evaluation and Selection Process 
(As of December 6, 2016) 

 
The Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council (Alabama Council) was created with the passage of the 
Resources and Ecosystems Sustainability, Tourism Opportunities, and Revived Economies Act of the 
Gulf Coast States of 2012 (RESTORE Act).  The 10-member Alabama Council consists of the following 
individuals: 

Governor of the State of Alabama, who serves as Chair 
Director of the Alabama Port Authority, who serves as Vice-Chair 
Chairman of the Baldwin County Commission 
President of the Mobile County Commission 
Mayor of the City of Bayou La Batre 
Mayor of Town of Dauphin Island 
Mayor of City of Fairhope 
Mayor of City of Gulf Shores 
Mayor of City of Mobile 
Mayor of City of Orange Beach.   

The Alabama Council is tasked with developing the State’s Multiyear Implementation Plan (MIP) for the 
RESTORE Act’s Direct Component and the State Expenditure Plan (SEP) for the RESTORE Act’s Spill 
Impact Component.  Projects to be included in the MIP and the SEP will be selected by the Alabama 
Council by majority vote. 

In May 2013, the Alabama Council selected the Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural 
Resources to serve as their Administrative Agent (Administrator), and in March 2014, a project 
submission portal was opened on the State of Alabama’s comprehensive coastal restoration website 
(www.alabamacoastalrestoration.org).  The public has been encouraged to submit project ideas for all 
funding sources related to the Deepwater Horizon oil spill to this portal.  All project suggestions entered 
in this portal and deemed complete are assigned a project number and become available to the public for 
online review.  To be deemed complete, a suggestion must include the information required in the fillable 
online project suggestion form as well as an uploaded budget outline. 

In December 2014, the Alabama Council developed and released for public comment a Draft Project 
Selection Process Framework for First Round MIP Development and identified priority “focus areas” as 
Infrastructure and Economic projects and related Planning Assistance.  In addition, the Alabama Council 
recognized the challenges and expense associated with performing detailed reviews on a multitude of 
project suggestions.  Therefore, the Council developed a process to move a focus area project forward for 
more comprehensive evaluation.  This process, called a “Request for Evaluation” (RFE), requires a 
minimum of 4 council members to request a detailed evaluation on a project.  Submitters for each RFE 
project will be asked to provide information necessary to conduct a detailed evaluation.  The 
Administrator will post a list by project number of all RFE projects on the website to inform the public as 
to projects moving forward for consideration.   
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Detailed evaluations on each RFE project will be conducted by applicable subject-matter experts.  
Reviews will include project-specific factors, as applicable, such as how the proposal: 

Demonstrates benefit in relation to cost 
Addresses short-term vs. long-term economic benefit  
Demonstrates a need (impact of no action) 
Demonstrates does not create adverse impacts elsewhere 
Expands/promotes an existing industry or offers diversification 
Demonstrates short- or long-term job creation (direct and indirect) 
Demonstrates feasibility of success with measurable outcomes 
Demonstrates budget reasonableness 
Demonstrates post-implementation sustainability 
Addresses potential risks and uncertainties 
Addresses penalties, requirements and status of environmental compliance 
Addresses use of cutting-edge technology for construction/implementation  
Addresses readiness/length of time for completion 
Demonstrates it is based on best available science 
Addresses the evaluation and identification of outside funding sources 

Summary reports on the project evaluations will be provided by the Administrator to the Alabama Council 
for review and to provide context for the selection of projects.  The Alabama Council will review the 
summary reports, or full evaluations if requested, taking into consideration the following additional factors:   

Availability and timing of RESTORE funding 
Potential for leveraging (funds and/or prior activities) 
Geographic location 
Disproportionately affected areas 
Included in a strategic/comprehensive plan 
Potential for funding from another source 
Annual recurring costs
Scope of overall benefit to the community/region 
Appropriate implementing entity 
Ability to implement in phases 
Other factors 

Based on the Alabama Council’s review and guidance, the Administrator will prepare a sample slate(s) of 
projects for inclusion in the Draft MIP.  The Alabama Council will review and approve the draft sample 
slate(s) and vote on individual projects to be included in the Draft MIP.  The Administrator will then prepare 
the Draft MIP for Alabama Council review, revision, and adoption.  After adoption, the Draft MIP will be 
released for public comment for 45 days.  At the end of the comment period, the Administrator will compile 
and summarize the comments and prepare a report for the Alabama Council.  The Alabama Council will 
consider the comments and have the Administrator revise the Draft MIP as appropriate.  After review of 
revisions, the Alabama Council will vote to approve the MIP, and the Administrator will submit the final 
document to Treasury for review and approval to submit individual project grant applications.   

Evaluations for projects selected for inclusion in the Draft MIP will be posted online in addition to the 
public comments received.  The final MIP will be posted online upon submittal to Treasury for approval.
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Attachment 3 

 

First Round MIP Development 

Call for Project Suggestions Announcement 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

 

Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council releases Project Evaluation and 

Selection Process 

December 6, 2017 ‐ The Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council (AGCRC) has released its Project 

Evaluation and Selection Process for Multiyear Implementation Plan (MIP) development for Bucket 1 of 

the RESTORE Act.  In addition, the AGCRC announced the focus areas for the first round MIP will 

be Economic and Infrastructure projects and related Planning Assistance.  

Click on the following links to review the project evaluation process documents: 

 Project Selection Process Framework 

 Project Selection Process Framework Description 

 Appendix A – Process for MIP Development 

In an effort to ensure your project suggestion is received in time for consideration by the AGCRC for 

potential first round funding under the RESTORE Act’s Direct Component (Bucket 1), please enter your 

project suggestion(s) into the Alabama Coastal Restoration Project Suggestion portal by January 13, 

2017.  If you have already entered your project suggestion on this website, it is not necessary to re‐

submit.  Go to www.alabamacoastalrestoration.org to enter a new project suggestion or to review 

project suggestions currently in the portal.  For information on the RESTORE Act, go 

to www.restorealabama.org. 

The AGCRC will hold a public meeting on Wednesday, January 25, 2017 from 2:00‐4:00 p.m. at the Five 

Rivers Tensaw Theater that will include an opportunity for individuals to provide public input on any of 

the project suggestions in the portal. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act, any person requiring special accommodations to 

participate in this meeting is asked to advise the ADCNR on or before January 19th by contacting Eliska Morgan at 

(251) 380‐7944 or eliska.morgan@dcnr.alabama.gov. 
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Morgan, Eliska

From: Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural Resources <aldcnr@public.govdelivery.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 19, 2017 11:02 AM
To: Morgan, Eliska
Subject: REMINDER - AGCRC Public Meeting set for Wednesday, January 25, 2017

  

   

REMINDER:  AGCRC TO HOLD PUBLIC MEETING 
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 25, 2017 

  

The Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council will hold a public meeting on Wednesday, January 25, 
2017 from 2:00-4:00 p.m. at the Five Rivers Tensaw Theater to present its recently released Project 
Evaluation and Selection Process for Multiyear Implementation Plan (MIP) development for Bucket 
1 of the RESTORE Act.  As the AGCRC previously announced, the focus areas for the first round 
MIP will be Economic and Infrastructure projects and related Planning Assistance.    
 
In addition, this meeting will include an opportunity for individuals to provide input on any of the 
project suggestions currently in the Alabama Coastal Restoration Project Suggestion 
portal.  To view the project suggestions, click on Alabama Coastal Restoration Project Suggestion 
Submittals.   
 
To review the previously released project evaluation process documents, click on the following links:

 Project Selection Process Framework 
 Project Selection Process Framework Description 
 Appendix A – Process for MIP Development 

 
Pursuant to the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act, any person requiring special 
accommodations to participate in this meeting is asked to advise the Alabama Department 
of Conservation and Natural Resources on or before January 20, 2017 by contacting Eliska 
Morgan at (251) 380-7944 or eliska.morgan@dcnr.alabama.gov. 

  

  

  















































 

 

 

Attachment 4 

 

RFE Projects Posted on 

AGCRC and Alabama Coastal Restoration websites 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



ID # Project Name Bentley Collier Craft Downey Elliott Kennon Ludgood Lyons Stimpson Wilson TOTAL

79
Aloe Bay Harbour Town (Town of 
Dauphin Island)

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8

84
Restoration of Cotton Bayou and 
Terry Cove Canals

1 1

98
Stormwater Quality Rehabilitation 
Project

1 1

100
Dauphin Island Sea Lab Research 
Building

1 1 1 3

103 Gulf Coast Wildlife Recovery & 
Interpretive Center: Phase I

1 1 1 3

107 Gulf Coast Environment Research 
Station

1 1 1 3

108 Expansion of Auburn University Shellfish 
Laboratory

1 1 2

128

Development of a sustainable 
groundwater management plan to 
support long-term economic growth in 
Baldwin County

1 1 1 3

155 Sanitary Sewer Construction Project 1 1 2

175 Historic Africatown Welcome Center 1 1 1 1 1 5

179
Conservation, Preservation and 
Protection of Hog Bayou, Mobile County

1 1

185
Low Pressure Sewer System to Replace 
On-Site Systems in Sensitive Riverine 
Areas

1 1 2

196 Mobile County Soccer Complex and 
Aquatic Center

1 1

198
Development for a Regional Strategic 
Plan for the Coastal Alabama Region

 1 1 1 1 1 5

201
Southeast Mobile County Sanitary 
Sewer/Oyster Reefs Protection Project

1 1 2

203 Using Off-Bottom Oyster Farming to 
Restore Alabama Oyster Reefs

1 1 2

211

Drainage and Sewer Infrastructure 
Improvements of Facilities along West 
Turner Rd and Dunlap Cir (City of 
Prichard)

1 1 1 1 4

212 City of Chickasaw Sewer Rehabilitation 
Project

1 1

213
Reuse Water System for the City of Foley 
and Blue Collar Country Sports and 
Entertainment Complex

1 1

215
Dauphin Island Wastewater Treatment 
and Outfall Improvements

1 1

216 Dauphin Island Water Supply 1 1

217
Planning for Economic Diversification of 
Bayou La Batre and Surrounding Area

1 1

218 Redevelop City Docks (City of Bayou La 
Batre)

1 1 1 1 1 1 6

219
CHARLIE DMMA Rehabilitation and 
Bayou Coden Maintenance Dredging

1 1

220
DELTA DMMA Rehabilitation and Bayou 
La Batre Maintenance Dredging

1 1

221
Enhanced Nutrient Removal at the 
Saraland Wastewater Treatment Facility

1 1

222 City of Saraland WWTF Upgrade 1 1 2

223 Northwest Satsuma Water and Sewer 
Project

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8

228 Mobile County Blueway Trail 
Development

1 1 1 1 1 1 6

236
Wastewater Reuse Project for the City of 
Daphne & the Eastern Shore of Mobile 
Bay

1 1 2

237 Safe Harbor Dock Facility (City of Bayou 
La Batre)

1 1 1 1 1 1 6

239
Biofiltration for Wastewater Corrosion 
Control & Elimination of Sanitary Sewer 
Overflows

1 1 2

241 Alabama Gulf Seafood Marketing 
Program

1 1 1 1 1 5

245 Baldwin Beach Express 1 1 2

247
Aloe Bay/Mississippi Sound Water 
Quality Enhancement Project (Town of 
Dauphin Island)

1 1 1 1 1 5

250
Promotion of Year Round Tourism 
Opportunities on Alabama's Gulf Coast

1 1 1 3

251
Spanish Fort Estates Erosion Mitigation 
and Battlefield Preservation

1 1 2

 Request for Evaluation (RFE) Submissions for First Round Multiyear Implementation Plan Development
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ID # Project Name Bentley Collier Craft Downey Elliott Kennon Ludgood Lyons Stimpson Wilson TOTAL

255 Extension of Effluent Force Main from 
Bayou La Batre WWTF

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8

256 City of Saraland Potable Water 
Expansion Project

1 1

257 Saraland Water Service Water Meter 
Upgrade and Replacement

1 1

260 Water Distribution System Upgrades 
(City of Bayou La Batre)

1 1 1 1 1 1 6

261 Collection System/Lift Station Upgrades 
(City of Bayou La Batre)

1 1 1 1 4

266 Perdido Watershed Access Improvement 1 1 2

272
Lillian Park Beach Habitat and Shoreline 
Protection Improvements

1 1 2

274 Mobile County Sediment Reduction 
Program

1 1

276 Grand Bay Sewer Service Project 1 1 2

277 Low Pressure Sanitary Sewer for 
Dauphin Island

1 1 2

278
Perch Creek Area Sanitary Sewer Trunk 
Line Cured in Place Pipe (CIPP) Project

1 1 1 1 1 1 6

287
Expansion of the Orange Beach Wildlife 
Rehabilitation and Education Center

1 1 1 1 4

291
Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
(Design/Permitting, Town of Dauphin 
Island)

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 7

296
Promotion of Year Round Tourism 
Activities on Dauphin Island with 
Emphasis on the Off-Season

1 1 1 1 1 5

310
Longevity, Stability & Water Quality 
Improvements, Bon Secour DMDA

1 1 2

313
Dauphin Island Bird Sanctuary Shoreline 
Restoration & Management

1 1 2

315
Baldwin County - Baldwin Beach Express 
I-10 to I-65 Extension Right of Way 
Acquisition

1 1 1 1 1 5

319 Mount Vernon Water Treatment Plant 1 1 1 1 4

320
Replacement of Substandard Facilities at 
the ADEM Coastal Office & Mobile Field 
Office

1 1 1 1 1 1 6

321
Alabama State Port Authority 
Automotive Logistics/RO-RO Terminal

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8

322 Ambassadors of the Environment 
Program (City of Gulf Shores)

1 1 1 1 1 5

324 Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf Study 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 7

325 Innovating St. Louis Street:  Mobile's 
Technology Corridor

1 1 1 1 1 5

327 Baldwin County ALDOT Capacity 
Improvements

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 7

328 Mobile Area Storm Water Mapping & 
Resiliency Planning

1 1 1 1 1 1 6

329 Mobile Greenway Initiative 1 1 1 1 1 5

330 Three Mile Creek Watershed 
Restoration

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 7

331
Fairhope Area Community-Based 
Comprehensive Land Use Plan 

1 1 1 1 1 1 6

332
Working Waterfront and Greenspace 
Restoration Project (City of Fairhope)

1 1 1 1 1 5

333 Southwest Coastal AL Resiliency and 
Stewardship Center

1 1 1 3
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Morgan, Eliska

From: Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural Resources <aldcnr@public.govdelivery.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2018 5:57 PM
To: Morgan, Eliska
Subject: AGCRC Public Meeting set for Wednesday, March 7, 2018

  

   

AGCRC TO HOLD PUBLIC MEETING 
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 7, 2018 

  

The Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council (AGCRC) will hold a public meeting on Wednesday, 
March 7, 2018 at 2:30 p.m. in the Five Rivers Tensaw Theater, 30945 Five Rivers Boulevard, 
Spanish Fort, AL  36527.  The purpose of this meeting is to report out on recent RESTORE 
activities, and it is anticipated the Council will vote on projects to include in Alabama’s First Round 
Multiyear Implementation Plan (Bucket 1) and First Round State Expenditure Plan (Bucket 3).   
 
To review the previously released project evaluation process documents for Buckets 1 and 3, as 
well as the lists of projects under final consideration, click on the following links: 

 Multiyear Implementation Plan (Bucket 1) Project Selection Process and RFE Projects 
 State Expenditure Plan (Bucket 3) Project Selection Process and RFE Projects 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act, any person requiring special 
accommodations to participate in this meeting is asked to advise the Alabama Department 
of Conservation and Natural Resources on or before March 5, 2018 by contacting Eliska Morgan at 
(251) 380-7944 or eliska.morgan@dcnr.alabama.gov. 

  

  

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or email address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems 
with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by Alabama Department of Conservation & Natural Resources. 
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Morgan, Eliska

From: Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural Resources <aldcnr@public.govdelivery.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 8, 2018 9:50 PM
To: Morgan, Eliska
Subject: AGCRC selects projects for inclusion in Draft MIP and Draft SEP

  

  

AGCRC Selects Projects for Inclusion in 

Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan and Draft State Expenditure Plan 

On March 7, 2018, the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council held a public meeting to vote on 
projects for inclusion in Alabama’s Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan (MIP) and Draft State 
Expenditure Plan (SEP).  Once developed, the draft plans will be released for a 45‐day public 
comment period.  

Click on the following link to view the meeting presentation and to learn more about the selected 
projects:  Draft MIP and SEP Projects.  

  

  

  

  

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or email address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems 
with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by Alabama Department of Conservation & Natural Resources. 

This email was sent to eliska.morgan@dcnr.alabama.gov using GovDelivery Communications Cloud on behalf of: Alabama 
Department of Conservation & Natural Resources ꞏ 64 N. Union Street ꞏ Montgomery, AL 36130 
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Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan

for 45-day Public Comment Period



 



 

 

 

  

AGCRC releases Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan 

for 45-day Public Comment Period 
 
April 19, 2018 - Today, the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council (Council) released its Draft 
Mulityear Implementation Plan (MIP) for a 45-day public comment period.  In a public meeting on 
March 7, 2018, the Council voted on projects to include in its “Bucket 1” plan, and yesterday, 
adopted the Draft MIP which, once finalized, will be submitted to the U.S. Department of Treasury 
for review and approval.  

The projects proposed in this plan are all located within the Gulf Coast Region and are consistent 
with the eligible criteria as stated in the RESTORE Act, and in accordance with the focus areas 
selected by the Council which include infrastructure projects benefiting the economy and 
corresponding planning assistance. 

“This is certainly an important milestone for the Alabama Council,” said Governor Kay Ivey.  “I am 
proud of the work they have accomplished since I became governor just over a year ago, and it was 
an honor to preside over the meeting yesterday in Spanish Fort when we voted to adopt this plan.” 

The Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council was created with the passage of the Resources and 
Ecosystems Sustainability, Tourist Opportunities, and Revived Economies Act of 2012 (RESTORE 
Act).  The 10-member council is made up of the Governor, who serves as chair; the Director of the 
Alabama State Port Authority, who serves as vice-chair; the Chairman of the Baldwin County 
Commission; the President of the Mobile County Commission; and the Mayors of Bayou La Batre, 
Dauphin Island, Fairhope, Gulf Shores, Mobile, and Orange Beach.  Former Congressman Jo 
Bonner serves as the Governor’s representative in her absence. 

To engage the public in its project selection process, in December 2016, the Council made a call for 
projects to be submitted in Alabama’s Coastal Restoration portal.  The Council used project 
submissions received through that process, along with projects previously submitted since the portal 
went live in March 2014, to select projects for further evaluation and ultimate placement on the 
Draft MIP project slate. 



The proposed activities for Direct Component funding in this plan have a total estimated cost of 
$192,416,759. 

The Council is now asking for public comment on this Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan until 
June 4, 2018.  Comments can be submitted online at agcrc@dcnr.alabama.gov or mailed 
to:  Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council, 118 N. Royal Street, Suite 603, Mobile, AL  36602. 

In addition, a public meeting will be held on Wednesday, May 23, 2018, where the Council will 
present the proposed plan and receive comments.   

 Date:  May 23, 2018 
 Location:  Five Rivers Tensaw Theater, Spanish Fort, AL 
 Time:  6:00 – 8:00 p.m. 

Comments received by the June 4 deadline will be reviewed and considered in preparing the Final 
Multiyear Implementation Plan. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act, any person requiring special 
accommodations to participate in this meeting is asked to advise the Alabama Council at least five 
days before the meeting by calling Eliska Morgan at (251) 380-7944. 

  

  

  

  

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or email address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems 
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Comment period open on $192 million in 
coastal grants 
Updated April 22, 2018 at 7:32 AM; Posted April 22, 2018 at 7:31 AM  

 
After the Deepwater Horizon disaster in 2010, workers tend absorbent boom placed on the Gulf Shores public beach to collect oil residue. The Alabama 
Gulf Coast Restoration Council is in the process of approving hundreds of millions of dollars in grants funded by corporate penalties from the disaster. 
(John David Mercer/Press‐Register File)  
Comment  

By   L aw ren ce   Spe c ke r  

lspecker@al.com 

After announcing its recommendation of $315 million in grants for Baldwin and Mobile counties, the state Recovery Council has now opened the 
public comment period for a large portion of them. 

At a meeting Wednesday, the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council approved a Multiyear Implementation Plan (MIF) summing up $192,416,759 in 
projects. They include several phases of development of Dauphin Island's Aloe Bay; a new Africatown welcome center; partial funding for an 
automobile‐handling terminal at the Port of Mobile; docks redevelopment and water system upgrades in Bayou la Batre; construction of a 
greenway along Three Mile Creek in Mobile; and $70 million supporting road improvements in Baldwin County. 

The money is being allocated under the federal RESTORE Act, which established a trust fund for penalties paid by companies involved in the 2010 
Deepwater Horizon oil disaster. The act also establishes five channels through which that money will be disbursed. The multiple channels were 
conceived as a way to balance the funding between various states and also between various priorities, such as economic development versus 
ecological restoration. 

At issue are two of those categories of funding, often referred to as "buckets," which are divided among the Gulf Coast states. In Alabama the two 
buckets are overseen by the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council (AGCRC). 



When the AGCRC announced its recommended projects in early March, the total of $315 million came from those two buckets. $186.6 million in 
"Bucket 1" projects ultimately will be evaluated and administered by the U.S. Treasury Department, while the $128.5 million in "Bucket 3" 
projects will be overseen by the federal Gulf Coast Ecosystem Restoration Council. 

The MIF released this week covers the Bucket 1 projects. The 45‐day public comment period opened Thursday and runs through June 4. It will 
include a public meeting from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. May 23 in the Tensaw Theater at the Five Rivers Delta Center in Spanish Fort. 

Comments can be submitted online at agcrc@dcnr.alabama.gov or mailed to the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council, 118 N. Royal Street, Suite 
603, Mobile AL 36602. 

Between the grant announcement in early March and this week's release of the MIP, the amount of money involved in Bucket 1 has grown from 
$186.8 million to $192.4 million. Eliska Morgan, executive director of the AGCRC, said the difference represents the council's overhead for 
administering the grants. 

The final listing also represents a slight consolidation of grants, with several Dauphin Island projects rolled into one. The grants currently up for 
public discussion are: 

1. Develop a business district with mixed‐use public facilities on Dauphin Island's Aloe Bay, and conduct a feasibility study on future use of the 
Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf Club ‐‐ $17.4 million. 

2. Redevelop the Bayou La Batre docks ‐‐ $21.7 million. 
3. Upgrade the Bayou La Batre water system ‐‐ $5.5 million. 
4. Upgrade water and sewer service in northwest Satsuma ‐‐ $1.8 million. 
5. Upgrade the Mount Vernon water treatment plant ‐‐ $1.5 million. 
6. Develop a Mobile County Blueway Trail, a water‐based trail system for kayakers and other recreational users ‐‐ $8.2 million. 
7. Acquire land for an extension of the Baldwin County Beach Express from I‐10 northward to I‐65 ‐‐ $11.7 million. 
8. Improve major roads in Baldwin County (ALDOT) ‐‐ $58.5 million. 
9. Build a Roll‐on/Roll‐off terminal (Alabama State Port Authority) ‐‐ $29.6 million. 
10. Build an "Ambassadors of the Environment" education and ecotourism facility in Gulf Shores ‐‐ $10 million. 
11. Build a Historic Africatown Welcome Center ‐‐ $3.7 million. 
12. Upgrade infrastructure along St. Louis Street in downtown Mobile, supporting the development of a technology corridor ‐‐ $6.1 million. 
13. Fund construction of a Mobile greenway along the course of Three Mile Creek ‐‐ $10 million. 
14. Upgrade and replace infrastructure at Fairhope's Municipal Pier and South Beach Park, replacing bulkheads with "as much sustainable and 

resilient shoreline as possible" ‐‐ $6.4 million. 

When the public comment period has ended, the AGCRF will finalize its MIP and forward it to the Treasury Department, which will conduct its 
own review before funding begins. 

"There will be a pretty hefty review process," said Morgan. "They will be looking at detailed procedures." 

The 10‐member AGCRC is made up of the governor, who serves as chair; the director of the Alabama State Port Authority, who serves as vice‐
chair; the chairman of the Baldwin County Commission and the president of the Mobile County Commission; and the mayors of Bayou La Batre, 
Dauphin Island, Fairhope, Gulf Shores, Mobile, and Orange Beach. Former congressman Jo Bonner serves as the Governor's representative in her 
absence. 

The process recently has been subject to criticism from Prichard Mayor Jimmie Gardner. Gardner has said that communities with a seat at the 
table fare well while those that don't, such as Prichard, have seen little benefit. 

Morgan has said that projects not funded in this round could still be funded in the future and that the council also hopes to find other sources of 
funding to augment that provided by the RESTORE Act. 

One quirk of the MIP is that it sets a single start date of May 2023 for all the projects. Morgan said that's not actually the date when work will 
start ‐‐ it's just a bureaucratic quirk of the process. 

"It's very hard to wrap your head around," Morgan said. "It was hard for all of us to wrap our heads around." 

The reality, she said, is that funding probably will begin to flow to projects late this year or in early 2019. By this time in 2019, some of them 
should be well under way. 



It has taken years to get to that point, and Morgan said that approval doesn't mean the grant winners simply get handed huge checks. They'll have 
to pay for the work step by step and manage a reimbursement process subject to detailed standards. In a sense "the hard work is just beginning," 
she said. 

Nor is the MIP truly final. Its allocations include one for future updates of the MIP itself. "We will be amending the MIP at some point," Morgan 
said. "It will be a living document." 

With the MIP governing Bucket 1 funds on its way to being finalized, that leaves tens of millions more in Bucket 3 funds yet to be settled. The 
process for that money will be similar. Later this year, probably in mid‐summer, the AGCRC will release something called a State Expenditure Plan, 
which is comparable to a Multiyear Implementation plan. 

Like the MIP, the State Expenditure Plan will be subject to a public comment period, final tweaking and then review at the federal level. But it 
won't be the Treasury doing the review, it'll be the Gulf Coast Ecosystem Restoration Council. 

Morgan said that because those Bucket 3 projects focus more on ecological restoration and water quality protection, they involve more detailed 
scientific review. 

"It's a marathon," Morgan said of the AGCRC's work overall. 
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• Smokey Otis & Mark Laborde: 7; Pappa
Rocco’s; Gulf Shores.
• Frankie G. On Piano: 6:30; Franco’s
Italian Restaurant; Orange Beach.
• Open Mic Karaoke: 5; American Legion
Post 99; Fairhope.
• Lefty Collins: 5; Lucy Buffett’s LuLus;
Gulf Shores.
• Open Mic w. John Henry: 5; American
Legion Post 99; Foley.
• John Lee Sanders: 6; The Lobby Bar at
Perdido Beach Resort; Orange Beach.
• Bowling Tourney: 7; Snapper’s; Orange
Beach.
• JW Karaoke: 6; Hub Stacy’s, Innerarity
Point.
• Karaoke:5:30; Tacky Jacks, Gulf Shores.
• Open Mic Karaoke w. John Henry: 5;
American Legion Post 99; Foley.
• Kiwanis Club of Big Lagoon: 7:30
a.m.; Perdido Bay UMC Activities Cen-
ter, 13660 Innerarity Point Road, Pen-
sacola, 850-867-5873 or 901-734-1066.
• GriefShare Support Group: For men
and women; 6-8 p.m.; Point Church,
13801 Innerarity Point Rd. Info: Shirley
Johnson, 601-278-6973.
• NAPA Pool League: 7:30; The Office,
Foley.
• Bingo: 10 to 2; Gulf Coast Elks Lodge
2782, Foley: 251-971-2782.
• Orange Beach City Council Meeting: 5
p.m.; City Hall; 980-INFO.
• Sonora Masonic Lodge: 7 p.m.; 202 E.
Jackson Street in Summerdale;
sonora635.com.
• Orange Beach Bridge Club: Tue. & Thur
at noon; Orange Beach Senior Center; vis-
itors and new members welcomed even
without a partner; 251-981-3440. 
• Orange Beach Library Children’s Story
Time: 10 a.m.; preschool; 981-2923.
• Southwest Branch Library Children’s
Story Time: 10:30 a.m.; preschool; 12248
Gulf Beach Hwy, Pensacola; (850) 453-
7780.
• Gulf Shores Kiwanis Club: Palmer Din-
ing Room at Craft Farms; noon; new
members and guests always welcome;
251-981-9999.
• Kiwanis Club of Foley: Noon on Tuesdays
at Ryan's in Foley; 251-968-6288.
• AA: Noon; Perdido Bay UMC Worship
Center, 13660 Innerarity Point Rd.,  (In-
nerarity Point) Pensacola.
• Al-Anon: Noon; Perdido Bay UMC Activ-
ities Center, 13660 Innerarity Point Rd.,
(Innerarity Point) Pensacola.

WED, MAY 16

WHAT’S HAPPENING

Rotary Steak Cook-Off May 11 in Fairhope
Fairhope Rotary hosts its Annual Steak Cook-Off from 7-10 p.m. on S. Bancroft St. in downtown Fairhope on May 11. Tickets

are $50 in advance and $60 at the gate and available at fairhopesteak.org or in advance at Baron’s Inn, Lyon’s Share and Piggly
Wiggly in Fairhope. More than 25 teams of grill masters, both amateur and professional, will grill rib eye steaks. The dinner event
includes "all-you-can-eat" steak, baked potato, tossed salad, wine, beer and soft drinks. Musical guests are The Krickets. In case
of rain, the Steak Cook-Off will be held at the Fairhope Civic Center.

Pictured: The Krickets are a female swamp folk group from Florida's Gulf Coast.  Produced by Ben Tanner of the Alabama
Shakes, they released their debut album 'Spanish Moss Sirens' in May of 2016.  Folk harmony-driven with an earthy acoustic in-
strumentation, the music is what Paste Magazine describes as "a truly stunning, one-of-a-kind sound." Recipients of the IMEA
Folk Artist of the Year award, the group originally came together to play a cancer benefit in honor of Cristina "Cricket" Russell.
Now, they are able to support the cause by donating a portion of every album sale to The Cricket Fund Beyond Diagnosis which
provides women's health services to the uninsured. Band members include Melissa Bowman (vocals, guitar, banjo), Emily Stuckey
(vocals, guitar, percussion, mandolin), Lauren Spring (vocals, guitar, fiddle, mandolin) and Katrina Kolb (bass).

Star Spangled Salute Festival May 19 at Bayou Grande Marina
As part of its Military Month, The Perdido Chamber and M.W.R. at Pen-

sacola Naval Station will host the Star Spangled Salute Festival on May
19 at the Bayou Grande Marina at NAS Pensacola from 3:30 - 8:30 p.m.
This Festival will be open to all active and retired military and DOD along
with their families. The festival will include games and activities, food
and entertainment for both kids and adults. The Perdido Key community
of organizations, businesses, and volunteers will be working together to
show appreciation to families so that they can enjoy a day together. For
more info, call 850-492-4660.

Dice Run For Simon Says slated May 12 at Perdido Sports Bar
Fire & Iron MC, Station 48 Pensacola will host its Station 48 Dice Run

on Saturday, May 12. Registration begins at 9 a.m. and kick stands go up
for the ride at 11 a.m. at the Perdido Sports Bar in Perdido Key. 
Cost is $15 per bike and $5 per passenger, with all proceeds going to the

Simon Says Run for Prostate Cancer Inc, The ride will take place in
Florida and Alabama (helmet required), and the event is open to everyone
that wants to take part and raise some money for a worthy cause. Stops
include Lillian’s Front Porch in Lillian, Doc Holidays in Foley, The Flying
Harpoon in Gulf Shores and The Flora-Bama Old River Grill. For more
info, call 850-723-3702. 

Bill Hargreaves Fishing Tourney Father’s Day Weekend at GLYC
The Grand Lagoon Yacht Club, located at 10653 Gulf Beach Hwy. in

Pensacola, will host the 48th Annual Hargreaves Fishing Tournament on
Father’s Day weekend, June 14-17, with a captains’ meeting schedule
Thursday, fishing on Friday and Saturday and the awards ceremony on
Sunday. This fishing rodeo is for all ages, and cash prizes are awarded.
The event benefits the local Ronald McDonald House. Tickets can be pur-
chased online at billhargreavesfishingrodeo.com.

Adult registration is $40, and children 12 and under can fish for free.
Tickets can be purchased at billhargreavesfishingrodeo.com or at the fol-
lowing outlets: Goin’ Fishin’ Bait & Tackle, Grand Lagoon Yacht Club,
Gray’s Tackle & Guide Service, Outcast Tackle & Marine and Perdido Ma-
rine Supply. The captains’ meeting is Thursday, June 15 at 6 p.m. at the
Grand Lagoon Yacht Club. Rules will be reviewed and hamburgers and
hot dogs served.
The rodeo starts at 12:01 a.m. on Friday, with the scales open from 5-8
p.m. that evening. The daily drawing for largest fish caught that day ($50)
will be a 8:30 p.m. The scales are open from 4-8 p.m. on Saturday, with an-
other 8:30 p.m. drawing for largest fish caught that day ($50).
On Sunday – Father’s Day, a fishfry will be held from noon ‘til 1:30 p.m.,
with the awards ceremony set to begin at 2 p.m. Awards will be presented
in categories that include King & Queen and Prince & Princess.

O.B. FIREFIGHTERS HAVE FILLED THE BOOT WITH $150K: For
19 years, Orange Beach firefighters have gathered community support in their boots
to raise money for the Muscular Dystrophy Association. During that time, the “Fill
the Boot” campaign for MDA in Orange Beach has raised over $150,000, according
to Angie Jordin, district director of the Muscular Dystrophy Association. During the
City Council meeting on Tuesday, May 1, Jordin presented two certificates of ap-
preciation to the Orange Beach Fire Department, who was represented by Fire Mar-
shal Craig Stephenson. Stephenson said this year’s campaign will take place around
the Fourth of July. “We appreciate MDA,” Stephenson said. “We try to do what we can
for them, as we do for a lot of others. It’s been fun and I think since I’ve been here,
which is 19 years now, I believe I’ve had a foot in it the whole time and it’s in my lap
now." Pictured: Stephenson and Jordin with certificates.





Alabama Department of Conservation & Natural Resour…

Subject: REMINDER:  Public comment deadline approaching for AGCRC's Draft
Multiyear Implementation Plan

Sent: 06/01/2018 08:58 AM CDT

Sent By: Eliska.Morgan@dcnr.alabama.gov

Sent To: Subscribers of Coastal Restoration Information (CIAP, NRDA, RESTORE, NFWF)

6,404
Recipients

Email

SMS

Facebook

Twitter

RSS

99%
Delivered

0% Pending

1% Bounced

18% Open Rate

1% Click Rate

Minutes Cumulative
Attempted

3 96%

5 97%

10 97%

30 99%

60 100%

120 100%

Email Delivery Stats

6,404 Total Sent

6,360 (99%) Delivered

0 (0%) Pending

44 (1%) Bounced

0 (0%) Unsubscribed

Delivery Metrics - Details

1,812 Total Opens

1151 (18%) Unique Opens

128 Total Clicks

82 (1%) Unique Clicks

7 # of Links

Bulletin Analytics



Attachment 7 

Public Meeting Sign-in Sheets and
Meeting Transcript including Public Comments



















Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council 
Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan 

Public Meeting 
May 23, 2018 

5 Rivers Delta, Theater 
6:00 p.m. to 8 p.m. 

 
COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Commissioner Frank Burt, Baldwin County 
Mayor Karin Wilson, City of Fairhope 
Mayor Jeff Collier, Town of Dauphin Island 
Director Jimmy Lyons, Alabama Port Authority 
Jo Bonner, Representing Governor Kay Ivey 
Commissioner Connie Hudson, Mobile County 
Mayor Terry Downey, City of Bayou La Batre 
Mayor Sandy Stimpson, City of Mobile 
Mayor Robert Craft, City of Gulf Shores 
Eliska Morgan, Executive Director, AGCRC 
 
COUNCIL MEMBERS ABSENT: 
Mayor Tony Kennon, City of Orange Beach 
 

6:17 p.m. 
 
MR. BONNER:  Governor Kay Ivey, represented by Jo Bonner, present.  Mr. Lyons is on his way, but we 
will let him sign in officially when he arrives.   
 
Mayor Terry Downey, Town of Bayou La Batre?   
 
MAYOR DOWNEY:  Present. 
 
MR. BONNER:  Commissioner Connie Hudson, Mobile County?   
 
COMMISSIONER HUDSON:  Here. 
 
MR. BONNER:  Mayor Jeff Collier, Town of Dauphin Island? 
 
MAYOR COLLIER:  Here. 
 
MR. BONNER:  Mayor Robert Craft, City of Gulf Shores? 
 
MAYOR CRAFT:  Here. 
 
MR. BONNER:  Mayor Sandy Stimpson, City of Mobile? 
 
MAYOR STIMPSON:  Here. 
 
MR. BONNER:  Mayor Karin Wilson, City of Fairhope?   
 
MAYOR WILSON:  Here. 
 



MR. BONNER:  Commissioner Frank Burt with Baldwin County?  
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  Here. 
 
MR. BONNER:  A couple of housekeeping matters.  First, we want to welcome to our first public 
meeting that she will be attending in her capacity of rolling back onto the council Commissioner Hudson 
from Mobile County.  Glad to have you back. 
 
COMMISSIONER HUDSON:  Thank you. 
 
MR. BONNER:  And as another courtesy we would like to ask everyone to please silence your cell 
phones.  If you want to use your cell phones, you are welcome to do so, but please at least turn them to 
silent so that we can keep this meeting on track.  We know everybody is busy, and we appreciate such a 
good turn out, and we will try to proceed as expeditiously as possible.  The meeting is called to order.  We 
do have a quorum.  And I think the first order of business would be a review of the March 7th, 2018 
public meeting transcript in minutes.  The council had an opportunity to review that.  And, if so, do we 
have a motion to either accept it --  
 
MAYOR CRAFT:  I make a motion. 
 
 MR. BONNER:  We have a motion.  Do we have a second? 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  I second. 
 
MR. BONNER:  All in favor, say Aye. 
 
THE COUNCIL:  Aye. 
 
MR. BONNER:  Opposed? 
 
 (No response.) 
 
MR. BONNER:  And we welcome the Chairman of the Recovery Council, and we will let him actually 
sign in as officially here. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  And I appreciate y'all being here.  If anybody thinks we don't need to 
build a bridge --  
 
(Audience laughs.) 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  I couldn't believe it after I came over -- I usually -- to avoid the tunnel, I usually 
come over the Cochrane Africatown Bridge, and I went over the bridge just fine and it just stopped and it 
was crawling all the way across.  And I looked over at the Bay Way, and it was backed up, too.  So, most 
everyone was late from Mobile to get here so we, again, thank you for being here. 
The next order of business is to let Eliska go through the draft Multiyear Implementation Plan 
presentations just to sort of set the stage before we start public comments.  Eliska? 
 
MRS. MORGAN:  Good afternoon or good evening.  For those who don't know me my name is  
Eliska Morgan.  I work with the Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural Resources and serve 
as the executive director for the Council and the Alabama Department of Conservation -- we serve as 
administrator for the council, so we are kind of their legs, and we do all of the background work for them.  



So, for those of you who may have been here on March 7th, this is going to seem very similar, because it 
is very similar, so bear with us as we go through this.  You'll see some familiar slides.  I think everybody's 
probably seen this before -- this is the Restore Act -- the breakdown of the Buckets for the funding that  
comes to the Gulf Coast states as a result of the oil spill, the civil fines.  We, tonight, are talking about  
Bucket One, which is the Direct Component -- which is the 35 percent that's divided equally among 
the Gulf Coast states.  For Alabama, this money will come in over 15 years so in year 2031, we will have 
received just over $374,000,000.  So, you may have all seen this flow chart before.  It's kind of what we 
live by as far as our project selection process that the council developed several years ago.  So, you may 
wonder “how did the council determine which projects will be included as the Multiyear Implementation 
Plan?”  Well, this is their project selection process, and we have been working our way through this one 
chart for quite some time.  So, this is where we began years ago -- we invite, inform and communicate 
with the public.  We've met with over 40 civic organizations, municipalities, and NGOs to educate them 
about our project portal, the various funding sources, the eligible activities, and telling them who the 
decision makers are for each of these funding sources.  The project suggestion portal went live in March 
2014, so as projects are submitted over the years, we review them for completeness and then post them up 
on the website for public viewing.  For this first round MIP development, the administrator, which is the 
ADCNR, we determine if the project has met the Restore Act criteria.  And then if it further aligns with 
the Council-selected focus area, which for this first round was infrastructure and economic projects and 
related planning assistance.  The administrator -- we prepared a spreadsheet as the project suggestions for 
the council to review, which included all of the projects in the portal.  But recognizing the challenges and 
expenses associated with performing detailed reviews on an unlimited number of project suggestions -- 
we had over 400 projects in our portal -- the council developed a process to move a focus area project 
forward for more comprehensive evaluation.  This process, called a Request for Evaluation or RFE, 
requires a minimum of four council members to request a detailed evaluation on a project.  So, what they 
were trying to do is bring the universe of 400-plus projects down to a more manageable number so that 
they could then conduct a detailed evaluation on them.  The council members submitted their RFEs for 
this first-round MIP, and there were 30 projects that moved on to the next phase.  The list of RFE projects 
were posted on the website, and project submitters for those projects were asked to complete detailed 
evaluation forms for our subject-matter experts to review.  And at this point we are about right in here in 
this process.          
 
(Indicating on power point map.) 
 
MRS. MORGAN:  So what factors were used to complete the technical review?  Our evaluators looked at 
this list:  

*What's the benefit in relation to cost? 
*What's the economic benefit?   
*Does it demonstrate a need?   
*Does it create adverse impacts elsewhere and does it offer diversification?   
*Does it create jobs?   
*What's the potential for success and can you measure that?   
*Is the budget reasonable, and once implemented, is it a sustainable project?   
*What are the risks and uncertainties, and what are the regulatory compliance requirements?   
*Will cutting-edge technology be applied?   
*What is the length of time for completion?   
*Is it based on best available science for those projects that are of a more environmental type?   
*And, lastly, are there any outside funding sources that could be tapped into to implement that project?   

 
So, once completed, the technical reports were provided to the council to review to help with their 
decision-making process.  As part of this review process, the following additional criteria were considered 
by the council: 



*The availability and timing of restore funding.   
*And was there potential for leveraging funds? 
*Where was the project located, the geographic location?   
*Was the project in a disproportionately affected area, meaning those who were on the front line of this 
oil spill? 

*Was the project included in a strategic or comprehensive plan?   
*And what was the potential for funding from another oil spill-related source?   
*Are there annual recurring costs and, if so, what are those costs?   
*What's the scope of the overall benefit to the community?   
*Who is the appropriate implementing entity?   
*And is there an ability to implement the project in phases, which was very important from the 
perspective of looking at how the funding would be coming in over a number of years.   

 
So, based on the council's review and guidance, the administrator prepared a slate of projects for inclusion 
in the draft MIP.  Once the council members approved the draft slate, they voted on individual projects to 
be included in the draft MIP.  This is where we are…about right here.   
 
(Indicating on power point map.) 
 
MRS. MORGAN:  Once the council member -- okay, they voted -- I'm sorry, I lost my place.  This 
occurred in a public meeting on March 7th, as some of you may have been here on that day.  The 
administrator then prepared the draft MIP for the council to review and adopt, which they did on April 
18th.  And the plan was released for the 45-day public comment period on April 19th.  This is where we 
are today.  With the deadline to submit comments approaching -- it's June 4th -- so a week-and-a-half 
away.  The comments will be compiled and summarized and then provided to the council for their review 
and consideration.  Based on feedback from the council, the administrator will incorporate any revisions  
and prepare the final MIP for adoption by the Council.  Once adopted, it will be presented to Treasury for 
approval to submit individual project grant applications, which is the end of the flow chart.  We are very 
anxious to get there.  So, before we get started going over the activities that are listed in the plan, I do 
want to mention these key points which we did talk about some of them in the March 7th meeting.  The 
council intends to distribute the Restore Act funds equitably between the two counties.  It may not be 
realized in the first round of the Bucket One and Bucket Three spending, but it will be achieved over time 
as amended plans are developed.  Viable projects that were not selected for the first-round funding will be 
eligible for reconsideration in amended plans.  There were 30 projects that made it that went through the 
RFE process, but one was pulled by the submitter, so 29 projects were evaluated for Direct Component 
funds by ADCNR and an external program management team led by Volkert Engineering and no projects 
were deemed ineligible.  The direct component funding amount listed for each activity in the Draft MIP  
include an additional three percent administrative fee for ADCNR.  So, the cost that you may have seen in 
the presentation on March 7th, they were lower than what was on the plan because that was the estimated 
project cost.  It did not include the administrative fee on top of that.  Project implementation will begin as 
soon as the Alabama MIP has been approved and individual project grants have been awarded by 
Treasury.  On the project matrix in the plan the start date -- all the start dates are listed as  
May 2023, and that is just a function of – really Treasury asked us to pitch it that way, because that's the 
point in time in which we will have the entire 196 million plus dollars to implement fully all of these 
projects.  They will be implemented in phases.  So as money comes in, phases will continue and be 
funded over time, so it's sort of just a function of the grant management.  So, we will now start with our 
first activity. 
 

DRAFT MULTIYEAR IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
SUMMARY OF ACTIVITIES 1-15 

 



Activity One:  Aloe Bay Harbour Town Phases I, II and III -- what we have here in parenthesis is who 
will serve as the subrecipient and actually manage the grant -- this project proposes to develop a business 
district along Aloe Bay to enhance economic and tourism opportunities for the Town of Dauphin Island.   
Phase I includes planning E&D, acquisition and permitting.  Phase II will establish cost and prepare 
construction documents.  And Phase III will facilitate the construction of the project.  In addition, as a 
separate task within this grant, a planning-level feasibility study of the Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf 
Club property will be developed to determine long-term economic sustainability for the facility as well  
as to inform alternatives for the best use of the property to enhance and compliment the Aloe Bay  
Harbour Town development.  This project actually was three different projects that were voted on by the  
council back in March.  But from the function of a grant management standpoint, it makes sense to  
put them together in the same grant, although the Isle Dauphin Club feasibility study will be a separate 
component of that grant.  It will be totally separate from that. 
 
Activity Two:  Is redevelop Bayou La Batre City Docks.  Mobile County will manage this project.  
Redevelopment of the Bayou La Batre City Docks project includes upgrades and repairs to the docks 
property with public space for the enjoyment of residents and tourists and a dock area where local seafood 
boats can sell directly to the public.  The first phase of the project will develop a feasibility study to 
identify best use options for the property and an assessment of long-term sustainability.  Phase II will 
include E&D and permitting.  Phase III will be dedicated to implementing the findings of the first two  
phases. 
 
Activity Three:  Water Distribution System Upgrades.  This is a project in Bayou La Batre and will also 
be managed by Mobile County.  The City of Bayou La Batre proposes to replace 86,000 tons of linear 
feet of two-inch water lines with six-inch or larger lines to improve water pressure and fire protection.               
This increased capacity will allow the City to be prepared for residential and commercial development 
and will result in lower insurance rates for residents due to more adequate fire protection.   
 
Activity Four:  Northwest Satsuma Water and Sewer Project, again, managed by Mobile County.  This 
project will extend water and sewer infrastructure under I-65 to provide potable water, fire protection and 
gravity sanitary sewer to households currently relying on individual wells and on-site septic tanks.  This 
project will improve water quality with the removal of approximately 100 septic tanks and will provide 
growth opportunities for the City of Satsuma. 
 
Activity Five:  Mount Vernon Water Treatment Plant, again, managed by Mobile County.  This project 
will include significant upgrades to the plant enabling the town to comply with ADEM and EPA 
minimum standards and regulations.  The current facility has long outlived its useful life and is 
experiencing frequent failures resulting in public health threats by impaired water quality.  These  
failures require constant repairs, testing, and monitoring by public work staff which is costly, time 
consuming, and provides only temporary solutions.   
 
Activity Six:  Mobile County Blueway Trail Development, again, managed by Mobile County.  This 
project proposes to develop and implement a comprehensive Mobile County Blueway Trail.  Using a 
consultant-led planning process, Mobile County will define the physical and programmatic elements of a 
water-based trail system.  This trail system will be designed to increase public access for the entire county  
while conserving and protecting coastal natural resources.  Phase I of this project includes a planning 
process to inform development of a Blueway Master Plan.  And Phase II includes implementation of the 
trail construction and a promotional media campaign.   
 
Activity Seven:  Baldwin Beach Express I-10 to I-65 Extension Right of Way Acquisition managed by 
Baldwin County.  This project seeks funding for Right of Way property acquisition to accommodate the 
proposed 24.5-mile Baldwin Beach Express Extension between Interstate 10 and Interstate 65.               



The proposed Extension will contribute to the overall resilience of the Gulf Coast and the State of 
Alabama by providing a corridor for economic development as well as a hurricane evacuation route.  
Regional economic recovery, tourism, industrial growth, and public safety are supported and enhanced 
through the completion of this project.   
 
Activity Eight:  Baldwin County ALDOT Capacity Improvements, again, managed by Baldwin County.  
The Alabama Department of Transportation, Baldwin County, and the cities of Spanish Fort, Daphne, 
Fairhope, Orange Beach, and Gulf Shores are cooperatively pursuing the completion of five major 
infrastructure projects long-needed in the Gulf Coast Region to reduce congestion and enhance access to 
and between the surrounding areas.  The project partners seek to leverage funding from the three major 
sources to add additional lanes to three major state routes in five separate projects totaling over 18 miles  
of capacity improvements.  I know this is somewhat hard to read with the roads, so we have some maps 
that are a little bit closer up that were provided by the county.   

*This is State Road 81 from County Road 64 to State Rode 104.  This is their Project Number One.   
*Project Number Two is US 31 from Westminster Drive to State route 181.   
*Project Three is State Route 180 East of the Foley Beach Express.   
*Project Four is State Route 180 West of the Foley Beach Express.   
*And then Project Five is State Route 181 from State Route 104 to County Road 32. 

 
Activity Nine:  Alabama State Port Authority Automotive Logistics/RO-RO Terminal.  This will be 
managed by the Port Authority, and this project will convert a derelict former Bulk Handling Facility into 
a state-of-the-art roll-on/roll-off Mobile Vehicle Processing Facility at the Port of Mobile.  The 
development of the facility will allow automobile and equipment manufacturers in Alabama and other 
neighboring states access to a more cost-effective deep-water gateway for exporting American made 
products as well as importing commodities and components that support those manufacturers creating 
jobs and improving the regional and national economy.   
 
Activity 10:  Ambassadors of the Environment to be managed by the City of Gulf Shores.  The City of 
Gulf Shores will construct a state-of-the-art facility utilizing the latest green building technologies on 
11.86 acres of City-owned property located adjacent to Gulf State Park.  The purpose of the Gulf Shores  
Ambassadors of the Environment Program is to create a sustainable-designed ecotourism program where 
participants can learn about the ecology, biodiversity, sustainability, and resource management of the 
northern Gulf of Mexico in order to promote conservation and stewardship of our natural resources.   
 
Activity 11:  Historic Africatown Welcome Center will be managed by the City of Mobile.  This phased 
project will include planning, engineering/design, permitting, and construction for the Africatown 
Welcome Center and tourism program.  The Welcome Center will provide the public with information 
about the Africatown community and the surrounding Gulf Coast Region in addition to providing a stand-
alone location for the preservation and viewing of historic documents and relics significant to the  
Africatown community.   
 
Activity 12:  Innovating Saint Louis Street:  Mobile's Technology Corridor will also be managed by the 
City of Mobile.  The project proposal includes the design and reconstruction of infrastructure within the 
Saint Louis Street right-of-way in the City of Mobile.  The planning, design, and reconstruction of 
existing utility, streetscape, roadways and storm drainage infrastructure would represent a significant 
milestone.  Comprehensively, this phased initiative correlates with broader objectives for fostering 
additional business development and economic revitalization opportunities within the corridor and 
surrounding area.                                                        
 
Activity 13:  Mobile Greenway Initiative also will be managed by the City of Mobile.  The Three Mile 
Creek Greenway Trail, once constructed, will provide a continuous 12-mile path for runners, walkers, and 



cyclists immediately adjacent to Three Mile Creek in the City of Mobile.  This phased project will 
reconnect neighborhoods with designated access along the Trail and includes artwork, which interprets 
the historic significance of Three Mile Creek.  Implementation of this project will create a more  
resilient environment while providing the opportunity to combine recreation, commuting, and culture. 
 
Activity 14:  Working Waterfront and Greenspace Restoration Project.  The City of Fairhope will manage 
this project.  This phased project proposes improvements to the shoreline and bluffs along the Eastern 
Shore of Mobile Bay in Fairhope, Alabama to insure its resiliency and sustainability.  The project will be 
located at the Fairhope Municipal Pier site, which includes the pier landing at the foot of Fairhope 
Avenue and the area to the south along the shoreline known as South Beach Park.  Phase I includes the  
development of conceptual plans, design, and engineering.  Phase II will be dedicated to implementing 
the findings of the first phase.   
 
Then our last Activity – 15 – is a Planning Grant to Amend our Multiyear Implementation Plan.  And the 
Department of Conservation will be the recipient of this grant.  The purpose of this planning grant is to 
develop an amended Multiyear Implementation Plan that will prioritize eligible activities for future Direct 
Component funds and to obtain broad-based participation from individuals, businesses, and organizations 
in the Gulf Coast Region of Alabama. 
 
The council's website is www.restorealabama.org.  If you go to this website under news and 
announcements, you can click on the announcement where our plan was released, so you can view the 
plan at this website address.  If you would like to e-mail comments, you can e-mail them to this address 
or you can send them via U.S. Mail to the address on the screen.  Please remember the deadline is June  
4th.  I'll come back to this screen during the comment period so it will be up there for a while.  As always, 
this is our Alabama Coastal Restoration comprehensive website.  This is where you can go to submit a 
project suggestion or to view project suggestions that are already in the portal.  And, please, if you do 
nothing else, sign up for our e-mail updates, so you can be notified when we have these types of meetings 
and when our final plans are released and any other information that comes out of our office regarding oil 
spill restoration.  So, Mr. Chairman, I think we can move into the comment stage.  I think you have some 
comment cards -- I'm bringing them to you. 
 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  All right.  This section of the meeting is reserved for public comments.  I have a 
number of people signed up – not that many quite truthfully, so when we get through, if time allows, if 
anyone else has a second thought during the course of the meeting, we will allow that.  We would like to 
restrict your comments to three minutes in order to give everybody here an opportunity to make their  
remarks and make their comments.  Eliska will be timing and giving you the eye sign if you get close to 
the minutes.  If you would, please, speak into the microphone.  We do have a court reporter here who  
is going to provide us with an accurate transcript of this meeting.  We started doing this several meetings 
ago, and we were trying to manage it ourselves, and we found this is a much better way to go.  So, the 
first speaker is O'Neil Robinson.   
     
(O'NEIL ROBINSON, Chairman of Saraland Water and Sewer Board) 
     
MR. ROBINSON:  It's good to see y'all again.  I'm from Saraland.  I'm the Chairman of Saraland Water 
and Sewer Board, and I'm here for Project 222.  I'll give you some information on our sewer system.  We 
have been working diligently to upgrade it, keep it going like we have been doing for the last three or four  
years.  About 18-20 months ago, we started a plan of smoke testing, on how to do and find leaks, and 
things that are going on.  Smoke testing might not be important to some people, but in the sewer business, 
it is.  On an average day, we do 1.52 million gallons of waste in the sewer plant.  If it rains, we do 



between 10 and 11 million gallons a day.  So, you see, we have a problem.  We have been in one 
subdivision now with 300-something homes for almost three months.  Our lift station, our lines, we are 
double checking them, and it's going to take us at least 18 to 24 months to get halfway through the city.  
I'm here to ask you to, please, help us support this project.  It's very, very important to our community and 
myself personally.  The time that the employees are putting into it and trying to make it better has been 
phenomenal.  We can't do without them.  That's all I have to say.  If you have a question you would like 
to ask me, I'd be glad to answer it. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Robinson.  
 
MR. ROBINSON:  Thank you, Mr. Lyons. 
 
(WYNELL BELL, Homeowner, Gulf Shores) 
 
MS. BELL:  My name is Wynell Bell, and I own a home on East Canal Drive in Gulf Shores.  And I was 
told this was not a question and answer session.  So, I apologize, mine are questions but at least they will 
be on record.  My first question was how and when will home and property owners, who live on East  
Canal Drive, be made aware of this project?  My second question was where should a request be made to 
see the detailed public records to show that they comply with regulations for the disbursement of Federal 
funds?  My next question, you mentioned best-available science.  In Section One of the application it says 
this project has been planned by professionals to national and national industry standards.  Who has those 
plans and where should a request be made so that we can see them?  My next statement or question as  
stated in Section H of the application, how was it determined that there would be no environmental 
impact during and for the construction of the expansion of Highway 180 for 3.4 miles West of the Foley 
Beach Expressway?  And finally, where can I find the detailed records that tell who, when, where and  
how the evaluation for this project was done?  And how was it determined that there would be no adverse 
impact?  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  I think your questions probably would be better answered by the project 
sponsor, who is Baldwin County, and they can probably answer most, if not all, of your questions. 
 
MS. BELL:  I'm sorry, what did you say?  Who? 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  The project sponsor is Baldwin County -- 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  May I say something, Mr. Chairman? 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Yes. 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  While we are the sponsor, ALDOT, Alabama Department of  
Transportation, is the one that is managing all of these projects, and there is where it needs to be 
addressed.  And Mr. Cooper will respond I know. 
 
MS. BELL:  And I have sent a request to ALDOT. 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  You sent it to him? 
 
MR. BELL:  No, not directly to him. 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  Well, if you would send it to me -- if you would send it to my cell phone by 
text message 709-0000. 



 
MS. BELL:  Thank you, Mr. Burt. 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  709-0000 if you send me a text message with those questions, I sure would 
appreciate it, and I will call Mr. Cooper.  He answers my calls.  He's a fine fellow, and I believe we can 
get the answers to your question. 
 
MS. BELL:  I appreciate it. 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  I will be glad to do it. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Next up is Riva Fralick. 
 
(RIVA FRALICK, Chapter Leader of Citizens Climate Lobby for Mobile Bay) 
                 
MS. FRALICK:  Good evening, elected officials.  My name is Riva Fralick.  Hopefully my voice won't 
shake as much as it did at the last meeting, and I'll try to really work on being coherent.  I'm the Chapter 
Leader of Citizens Climate Lobby for Mobile Bay.  I'm a member of the Sierra Club, and I'm also the 
head of the Environmental Action Committee in the Fairhope Unitarian Fellowship as well.  I just want to 
read a quick letter to y'all.  As of May 17th, Mobile had 11 days of 90 degree plus temperatures and hit 90 
degrees a month ahead of last years’ first 90 degrees temperature.  Two of the eligibility requirements of 
the Multiyear Implementation Plan are consideration of short-term versus long-term economic benefits 
and qualifying eligible activity based on best-available science and additional other factors.  Other than 
Activity No. 10, Ambassadors of the Environment, there is no acknowledgement of the climate crisis 
caused by the burning of fossil fuels.  These Greenhouse Gases are altering the chemistry of the oceans  
and contributing to sea level rise and more intense and frequent heat/drought/storms and flooding.  The 
Deepwater Horizon accident was a result of human activity in the fossil fuel industry.  Once BP money 
dries up, I hope you will consider passage of a statewide carbon fee and dividend (CF&D) on all fossil 
fuels produced in or passing through Alabama, the proceeds of which can be used to invest in the 
production of solar, wind, and other renewable energy alternatives and energy-efficient technologies and 
also clean up the Alabama Power Plant Barry coal ash pond.  Climate change is proven serious and a 
great threat to future generations.  Switching clean energy sources requires long-term foresight, planning, 
political courage and willingness to do what is right.  Alabama can be the State that takes this bull by the 
horns while we still have time to make a difference.  I ask you to consider this proposal of a long-term  
funding source, CF&D, and help keep Alabama green.  The economy, jobs, and the health and welfare of 
our residents depend on your leadership and will truly help us prosper this century.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Jessica Bibza?  Did I pronounce your name correctly? 
 
MS. BIBZA:  You did. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Okay. 
     
(JESSICA BIBZA, National Wildlife Federation) 
 
MS. BIBZA:  Hi there, good evening.  I'm Jessica Bibza, and I'm with National Wildlife Federation.  I 
think you may recall Jill Mastratotaro speaking to you before, and I'm the new Jill.  NWF supports the 
projects that restore the economy and the ecology of the region such as efforts that improve water quality 
and restore wildlife and other habitat.  In addition, as we face more and more severe storm and flooding 
events, we need to make our coastal communities more resilient.  Otherwise investments and traditional  



infrastructure could literally be washed away.  There is one project in your proposed MIP that does seem 
to deal with restoring green space, and that's the Fairhope Municipal Pier, Project No. 14.  Efforts such as  
this to soften, not harden shoreline, is going to make our coastal communities more resilient and 
sustainable.  And I really hope that future council plans and efforts will look to increase these types of 
coastal resiliency projects and to maintain living shorelines and having less seawalls and bulkheads and 
more natural habitat.  It's better for the community.  It's better for the environment.  And it's better for the 
people who work and live there.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  Walter Ernest? 
 
MR. ERNEST:  I don't have any comments. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Tom Williams, City of Satsuma? 
 
(TOM WILLIAMS, City of Satsuma) 
 
MR. WILLIAMS:  Good afternoon.  It's good to see all of you again.  I would like to take just a moment 
to thank all of the members of the council.  Some of you I have talked to, most of you individually.  But 
the City of Satsuma is very appreciative and we are grateful for your consideration of approving the 
northwest Satsuma Water and Sewer project.  We are ready to start on that as soon as funds are available.  
I'm in pretty good shape, but I just hope I live long enough to see some work started on this.  Construction 
cost and equipment and material continue to rise, so I did listen to Mrs. Morgan's comments about the 
funding coming forth.  But again, let me just take this opportunity to thank all of you for that 
consideration.  We are very appreciative, and we will, as soon as funds are available, put that project to 
work, and we will complete that.  Thank you so very much. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  Thelma Owens? 
 
(THELMA OWENS, Africatown Community Development Corporation) 
 
MS. OWENS:  Good afternoon.  I'm Thelma Owens, a member of the Africatown Community 
Development Corporation.  And I would just like to say that we are very, very humble that someone 
thought enough of our community to go out and see to us having a welcome center, something that is  
very much well-deserved, something that this community will cherish.  Because with the welcome  
center we have a lot of our history would go through there, people would take with them and share with 
others and more will come.  Once again, I just want to say thank you very much. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Ms. Owens.  Lister Portis? 
 
(LISTER PORTIS, Plateau Community) 
 
MR. PORTIS:  Good evening.  My name is Lister Portis and I am a proud resident of Plateau Happy Hill 
Magazine Point Africatown USA.  And I'm here to speak upon the tourist center in the Africatown 
Community.  And I would just like to thank you all for thinking enough of my community that we can 
now share the story of how we have overcome and how we have arrived and gotten to where we are 
today.  By having this tourist center our story can be taken all across the country and all across the world.  
You make it possible that we can put a tangible hand on our history.  There have been so many 
opportunities and so many chances when we have had to just think about what had occurred and what 
happened.  But now, the citizens of that area we have a tangible place where we will be able to go in and 
to display our history to tell our story.  With all of that being said and done, I would just like to also let 
you know that at the next meeting, can I retain the usage of my one minute and forty-two seconds? 



 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Portis.  Casi Callaway? 
 
(CASI CALLAWAY, Director of Mobile Baykeeper) 
 
MS. CALLAWAY:  It's good to see everybody today.  Hi.  I'm Casi Callaway, Director of Mobile 
Baykeeper, and I want to thank you all again for moving these projects forward.  We have definitely seen 
some projects that we really like.  We've definitely seen some projects that we don't dislike, which is fine.               
I think to kind of start on the worry, though, is we've got about 76 million dollars in the economic 
development projects with pot-one projects that look good.  They are the kind of projects that can move 
us forward.  Most of them have little to no environmental impact.  There are a couple that we are going to 
more formally comment on to say, please, be cautious.  Look at these projects holistically, look at these 
projects with what the environmental impact could be, and let's work together to find ways to mitigate, 
eliminate, and ensure that these projects do not cause harm to the environment.  We've got about 
$17,000,000 in parks and trails projects.  That is fabulous.  That's the kind of phenomenal thinking that 
we are really, really excited about.  And we want to see those go forward.  We have less than $9,000,000 
on water infrastructure sewer projects.  And we have $68,000,000 in road projects.  That is a serious  
challenge and a big concern of ours.  Especially when you look at the 50-some-odd million dollars and 
projects across.  I think one thing we really do want to understand is exactly where all of those are and 
where all the design of the impact statement process.  We have commented on many of those because we 
know they are going to cause significant impacts to wetlands, to water quality.  So those are projects that 
I'm not sure are going to be able to get a permit, and therefore get funded, so those are things we have  
to keep a good close look at.  And again, I think the thing we also have to just underscore is how are we 
building these projects and how are we looking at it moving forward.  We have a serious problem with  
the sewage treatment facility.  It had 26 million gallons of sewage spilled in 2017 alone.  We have oyster 
agriculture already closed this year for 52 days.  We need to invest.  And this is once-in-a-lifetime money 
that could help us invest in upgrading and protecting water quality.  So, we need you to lead on that issue 
as those projects move forward.  We are definitely grateful for what you have done with the projects for 
the vast majority look very good for the next five years.  But before it becomes year six, let's really make  
sure that we are investing in projects that are going to make sure that the reason people live here is the 
reason they will be able to stay here.  Water quality is important to every one of us.  Let's make sure we 
are investing in it.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much, Casi.  Karrie Quirin? 
 
MS. QUIRIN:  It's Quirin. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Quirin.  Okay. 
 
(KARRIE QUIRIN, Mobile Baykeeper) 
 
MS. QUIRIN:  I am Karrie Quirin.  I was rushed a little bit with the traffic on the causeway.  I'm here as a 
resident of Mobile, Alabama, and I have a question to ask.  But first I just want to speak as a member of 
the youthful community and just encourage you to include that type of thinking whenever you are 
planning this -- planning anything.  Think about what you want the future to look like for your children 
and their children.  And it's just a simple question:  I have been doing some research on these projects,  
and I can't really find more than maybe like two or three paragraphs about each.  Is there any resources 
besides the web site that can provide me with a larger amount of information on each project? 
 



MRS. MORGAN:  Once the plan is approved, then the entire project evaluation packet -- all of the 
information submitted by the submitters as well as the evaluation that our subject-matter experts 
conducted -- that will all be posted on-line, but it won't be posted until the plan is approved by Treasury. 
 
MS. QUIRIN:  So that will be after the comments? 
 
MRS. MORGAN:  Yes. 
 
MS. QUIRIN:  Okay.  That's all I have.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Vickie Howell? 
 
(VICKIE HOWELL, Move Gulf Coast CDC) 
 
MS. HOWELL:  Good evening, everyone -- everyone here.  I want to preface my comments by saying I 
do not officially represent Prichard or Africatown, but I do want to speak in reference to the project there.  
And first of all, congratulate the group for funding the Africatown Center and funding a project that 
boarders and that will impact the Africatown community.  But I also want to say, like I have before, to 
make sure that as these projects move forward that you consider the economic impact on these 
communities, because they are some of our most unserved communities.  And while the projects are 
great, what I want to focus on especially with my organization MOVE Gulf Coast -- MOVE stands for 
Making Opportunities Viable for Everyone.  Because we can have a welcome center but if the community 
itself is not stable, it will be a nice center in the middle of nowhere.  Because when it comes down one 
sees a community, a whole community.  And though the welcome center is great, there needs to be other 
things around there.  So, there were other projects that were part of the portal, that includes the Hogs 
Bayou project -- project 177 and 179.  They were also conservation projects, and they were also projects 
that will create jobs.  Because at the end of the day we want to create an economical sustainable 
community so people can live there and work there and have jobs there and they can live and raise their 
families.  Where they can also be proud to show off their communities to people who come from out of 
town.  Because there are people who certainly come because when (inaudible) it generates a lot of 
powerful (inaudible).  And when people come here, they are disappointed by what they see because it 
doesn't look like they thought it was.  And I know that was what happened to me.  Even though I'm from 
Mobile, I've lived most of my life in Birmingham.  So, when I came I was looking for this great 
independent place that was preserved by the slaves and their descendants, and it wasn't there.  So, I really 
wanted to think about how we plan for the future -- I know that these projects have already been pulled, 
and I may not have a written project.  But I want to look at how we move forward in terms of really 
building the community.  Because the other projects that were not funded included several projects in 
Prichard.  Project 177 and Project 210 the land acquisition especially along the part of Prichard you may 
not know called Africatown USA.  So, there's a project that I'm working on right now that would connect 
Africatown in Prichard to Africatown in Mobile.  There are some students that came up with an 
absolutely fabulous project and I will be happy to share it with you at a very soon date.  There is going to 
be a ribbon cutting, as a matter of fact on Saturday, June 16th, and we are going to show some of the slides 
and some of the ideas of the two students from Mississippi State, and they are fabulous.  And they most 
certainly need to be funded.  I'm hoping only $100,000, at best, for planning money, so we can make 
these things real.  Because at the end of the day, we want all of the communities to move forward, not just 
certain parts but all of them, especially the most vulnerable areas.  So, I'm looking forward to putting my 
comments in writing, and I have five seconds left.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Great.  Thank you very much.  This is all the cards I've got, and we've got some time 
left.  Is there anybody who didn't sign up that wants to speak?  If you are not comfortable speaking, I 
think Eliska has the address and the e-mail address where you can send your comments in.  And we will 



be addressing all the comments that are received both here tonight as well as those we get in writing.  And 
we certainly appreciate your comments and your interest.  We've got one more.  Okay. 
 
MS. ANTALON:  I wasn't going to speak. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Jackie Antalon? 
 
MS. ANTALON:  Yes. 
 
(JACKIE ANTALON, Operation Home Care) 
 
MS. ANTALON:  Operation Home Care.  Again, I want to remind you all why you are here.  How you 
got here.  It's from the work of communities that's not been represented, that are not being represented 
now by many of these projects.  The core tenant of the RESTORE Act is to empower, build local 
capacity, capability and resiliency of directly impacted communities.  Again, every time I come, I have to 
remind you that those communities closest to the next of (inaudible) are not being assisted.  They are not 
receiving any benefits.  We have given this council -- and I know it's a lot of new people here -- time.  We  
were told at the beginning well, we don't even know if there is even going to be any BP money.  We said 
the communities that's not directly impacted -- the communities that's directly impacted we appeal to the 
various members, but some of us are no longer here, that we needed the technical support to put our 
projects into the portal.  We were told we are going to get that, but we don't know if it's any money 
coming.  So, the money is here.  I'm here appealing to this council, again, to do what the public, who are 
directly impacted, to give us an opportunity.  It's past the early restoration.  We asked over and over again 
for technical assistance for poor community, poor community, poor when BP happened they are poor 
now, the city and the county barely have any -- isn't that right, Bayou La Batre?  So, the things is this, we 
were depending on you to be fair.  We were depending on you to come back to our communities once this 
money actually came about, and say okay, how can we work together?  How can we make this happen?  
What is your need?  Water quality is a number one needed.  A dime shouldn't be put on anything else.  
But water quality as I see it now because, what, this money is never going to be here again.  And these 
communities deserve good clean air and clean water.  If you don't do anything else, that will be your 
legacy that your community needs.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Okay, come on up.  If you would, please, identify yourself 
for the court report's sake, identify yourself, and if it's not an easy name to spell, please spell it. 
 
MR. ANDERSON:  I apologize.  I got here a little bit late.  I thought you had my card, but I can do that in 
a moment.     
 
(ERNEST ANDERSON, President, Organized Seafood Association of Alabama) 
 
MR. ANDERSON:  I'm Ernest Anderson.  I'm President of Organized Seafood Association and I'm also a 
seafood processor.  I'm a resident of Mobile.  But I have businesses located in Bayou La Batre and I have 
interest in Baldwin County so a lot of these projects I would love to be able to move forward and be able 
to keep up and be a part of.  But one of the things -- and I think I'm probably reiterating a lot of what's 
been said tonight, I'm just saying it in a different way.  But what I would ask the council moving forward 
is that the managers that as these funds move forward and has a lot of interest in it, I think the next part is 
the design.  And what I'm hearing tonight is a lot of folks wanting to have a lot of input in those designs 
of what's happening.  So, I would ask that you, I guess, reach out to those managers and those project  
managers to make sure that there is plenty of public input at least especially in the design so that the 
community and folks can make sure that they have input and will be happy with things.  I know a lot of 
the folks up here knows my passion is the seafood industry.  I'm interested in working waterfronts and 



also interested in, you know, ecological issues and those and also that none of these projects do anything 
to hinder or slow down our regrowth of our commercial fishing industry here in south Alabama that's so 
vital also.  So that's basically what I would ask.  Again, is just reiterate, reach out, and make sure that 
these managers know that there is a process there that they have public hearings, they have a process and 
let us put out before this happens as these things -- and if there is a process go ahead and put it together 
and put it out so people can start planning and being a part of these projects.  They are all great, but I 
think we can make them better.  So that's my main concern today.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Anybody else?  Avery?  Avery Bates. 
 
(AVERY BATES, Vice President of Organized Seafood Association of Alabama) 
     
MR. BATES:  Vice President of the Organized Seafood Association, long-time resident of the Bayou 
until the hurricane run me out.  But anyway, my three minutes, one of the things I wish would have been 
included in here is get the money for our outfall line, get it offshore, talk to the FDA, FDA says we reduce 
that pollution ring by two-thirds.  We need this outfall line extended out in the pollution factor.  We know 
it will work.  The Mayor knows it will work.  The groups, the Corps of Engineers is working on it and 
we've got -- I don't see nothing wrong with Bayou La Batre just throw the bucket with the pipeline out 
there and get the money from the Secretary of Treasury, if it's there, and all of our representatives say it's 
there.  Well, if it's there somebody go get it and put it into action, because we -- Troy right here at Five  
River Bay has had his beds closed, talking about off-bottom oysters, he's a great off-bottom oysterman, 
but he's had one of his areas closed to him.  So, we have had many areas in Fowl River Bay that would be 
reopened.  We need clean water, good clean seafood, and this has got to be done as fast as possible so 
these other projects will be enhanced for the dock and shrimp boat.  The shrimp we get has got to have 
clean water, the oysters we've got.  We've got the best oysters in the world right here at our fingertips.  
But this off-bottom thing is going well, y'all know that.  If you've ever been to some of our projects in  
Montgomery and eaten some of those oysters on the half shell, they are second to none.  So, keep in  
mind, we've got to have clean water.  Got to have water open so these people can work and many  
others can get into this and get our bottom straightened out.  Thank you so much, but keep in mind we 
want to keep our young people and the next generation of oystermen, so if you know anybody in that 
Treasury Department, tell them to send that money down here so we can put it to work and get our people 
out there working in areas that's now closed.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Just as a guidance, the outfall line is included in the Bucket Three.  We are going to 
be working on the State Expenditure Plan, and nonetheless, it will be put out some time soon.  So, it's 
included in that batch. 
 
MR. AVERY:  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Anybody else?  I think we've got plenty of time if I'm hearing this rain.  The way it 
sounds I'm not going outside.  Nothing else? 
 
MRS. MORGAN:  Mr. Chairman, the young lady who asked the question about seeing the full proposal 
for more information on projects.  If you have specific projects that you would like more information on, I 
feel certain that if you contacted the subrecipient, the City of Fairhope or the City of Mobile or Gulf 
Shores or any of these council members, I think they would be happy to share additional information  
with you about those projects.  I hope I'm not speaking out of turn. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  No, that's good.  I'm glad you were able to relay that information.  Anything else? 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  Mr. Chairman? 



 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Go ahead, Frank. 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  I may be out of order here if I responded to one lady who brought out a 
concern to so many of us here who are concerned about doing studies don't wait until after your project is 
due and then start doing the studies.  But I can only say that the 24.5 miles of Baldwin Beach Express has 
had every study done, every Federal permit, every interstate access permit, water access, we've done 
drilling and paid for it with Baldwin County taxpayer money.  It's sitting there ready to go.  All we need is 
a right-of-way and the money to build the project.  And so, we did get ahead and make the plan.  And I'm 
certain that ALDOT has done the same thing.  I've forgotten who brought this up about the road project, 
but the permits are in place on our side, and I hope they are over here.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Any other board members have any comments that they would like to make?  Jo? 
 
MR. BONNER:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I would just say this is exactly what the people in Congress 
and the people in the communities that were affected by BP on our horizon intended to have happen and 
that's for the public to come and have an opportunity to speak about projects that are presented to you and 
to our communities in our area.  There is one point made in the slide presentation that Mrs. Morgan did 
that I think is also worth repeating.  Viable projects that were not selected for first-round funding are 
eligible for reconsideration in amended plans.  We all know there is not enough money to do everything  
that we would like to do, but there is still a lot of money.  And we did hear, since the last time we met, 
some criticism.  We appreciate the comments tonight and the compliments, but we also appreciate the 
constructive criticism.  Some have said that we didn't fund a project that was important to a particular 
community or a particular individual.  That doesn't mean that that project isn't worthy and can't be 
considered in the future.  But I would point out, and it's very unfair to point out one person in a 
community as large as south Alabama, but this Council can never appreciate the full impact and value of 
the project if we don't hear from people who know it best.  The Mayor of Satsuma, Alabama, who is here  
tonight who has spoken, made every member of this Council -- and I've only been representing the  
governor for about eight months -- he made me aware of his project about three or four times.  Ladies and 
gentlemen, that's called lobbying.  There is nothing wrong with that.  That's what the people of Satsuma 
wanted him to do and other elected officials, county commissioners, mayors, and city council members 
and citizens-at-large have done the same thing.  But we are not mind readers.  If there is something that's  
important, or you know something that we need to know, the best way to do it is to follow Mayor 
Williams lead.  Let us know how these projects can have the most lasting impact, because that's what we 
all want, is not something that's going to be beneficial for the moment, but it's going to have a lasting 
impact, a positive impact for this region that we call our home.  So, Mayor, forgive me for calling you 
out, but thank you for doing what the people of your community wanted you to and that's contacting all of 
these members countless times and letting us know how important that system was for the people of 
Satsuma. 
 
MR. WILLIAMS:  Let me just say I appreciate you all talking to me all those times.  Thank you so very 
much. 
 
MR. BONNER:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
MAYOR WILSON:  Mr. Chairman, I want to say a couple of words about that as well.  If you have a 
project in the portal, now is the time to pull it out and redo it, make it better, collaborate with your 
neighbors.  I mean, there is so much opportunity, and there are so many funds still left because this really 
is the time to reevaluate it and make it better and look at these factors that we look at because that really  
does help you. 
 



MR. WILLIAMS:  Is there a process, a specific process in order to do that? 
 
MRS. MORGAN:  If you would like to remove a project you currently have in the portal  
to redo it in some way, then you would just need to contact me. 
 
MAYOR WILSON:  I just added a lot to your plate, sorry about that.    
 
MRS. MORGAN:  That's all right. 
              
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Eliska handles it well. 
 
MRS. MORGAN:  I don't know about that, but thank you. 
 
MR. ANDERSON:  It may not be the place or time, but I think I had a couple of seconds left.  I know it's 
political season and maybe a lot of these folks aren't aware of it, but in Bayou La Batre, I sat in the 
Mayor's office four mayors ago and the first phone calls were made to Eliska and some folks regarding 
this and brought us in and had a group.  But Mayor Downey, I want to thank you, because I think he had a 
task of being the fourth mayor in Bayou La Batre as this process went forward.  And for him to reach 
back and be able to actually pick out the projects that were in there, because a lot of them may not have 
been his, but he was able to reach in there and help us find the projects that we needed.  But I just wanted 
to mention that, I should have done that earlier.  But yeah, he had a task, like I say, coming in there and 
picking the projects that were all in there and putting his own stamp on it.  Thank you, Mayor. 
 
MAYOR DOWNEY:  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  The rain is slacking up, so I don't feel under pressure keeping 
you.   
     
MR. PORTIS (?):  I want to tell everybody you make out a life where you live.  I lived in Plateau for 35 
years.  I still go to Plateau and Wilson Avenue, all those.  I owned the Dairy Queen in Prichard.  It's a 
wonderful place.  And all the guys that we meet once a month they have hats “we are proud of Prichard.”  
I just want to let you know that was the best place and still is.  Thank you. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Any other board comments or council comments?   
 
(No response.) 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  No other public comments?   
 
(No response.) 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  I'll entertain a motion to adjourn. 
 
MR. BONNER:  I'll move. 
 
COMMISSIONER BURT:  A motion to second. 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Moved by Mr. Bonner and second by Commissioner Burt.  All in favor?   
 
COUNCIL:  Aye.  
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Project Organization Commenter
Primary Concern 
Statement

Comment Response
Plan 
Revised?

Northwest Satsuma Water 
and Sewer Project

Mayor, City of 
Satsuma

Williams, Tom
Commenter supports the 
Northwest Satsuma Water 
and Sewer Project

Good afternoon.  It's good to see all of you again.  I would like to take just a moment to thank all of the members 
of the council.  Some of you I have talked to, most of you individually.  But the City of Satsuma is very 
appreciative and we are grateful for your consideration of approving the northwest Satsuma Water and Sewer 
project.  We are ready to start on that as soon as funds are available.  I'm in pretty good shape, but I just hope I 
live long enough to see some work started on this.  Construction cost and equipment and material continue to 
rise, so I did listen to Mrs. Morgan's comments about the funding coming forth.  But again, let me just take this 
opportunity to thank all of you for that consideration.  We are very appreciative, and we will, as soon as funds 
are available, put that project to work, and we will complete that.  Thank you so very much.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
support for the proposed project, Northwest Satsuma 
Water and Sewer Project

No

Baldwin County ALDOT 
Capacity Improvements 
Project

Gulf Shores 
Homeowner

Bell, Wynell

Commenter concerned 
about the Baldwin County 
ALDOT Capacity 
Improvements Project

My name is Wynell Bell, and I own a home on East Canal Drive in Gulf Shores.  And I was told this was not a 
question and answer session.  So, I apologize, mine are questions but at least they will be on record.  My first 
question was how and when will home and property owners, who live on East Canal Drive, be made aware of 
this project?  My second question was where should a request be made to see the detailed public records to 
show that they comply with regulations for the disbursement of Federal funds?  My next question, you 
mentioned best-available science.  In Section One of the application it says this project has been planned by 
professionals to national and national industry standards.  Who has those plans and where should a request be 
made so that we can see them?  My next statement or question as stated in Section H of the application, how 
was it determined that there would be no environmental impact during and for the construction of the expansion 
of Highway 180 for 3.4 miles West of the Foley Beach Expressway?  And finally, where can I find the detailed 
records that tell who, when, where and how the evaluation for this project was done?  And how was it 
determined that there would be no adverse impact?  Thank you.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
concerns.  The Council will carefully monitor engineering 
and design of each project to ensure best practices, as 
well as regulatory compliance.  During the public hearing, 
Commissioner Frank Burt, Baldwin County's 
representative on the AGCRC, invited the commenter to 
send her questions to him and he would speak to ALDOT 
Director John Cooper for answers.  ALDOT provided 
written responses to Ms. Bell's questions, and they were 
forwarded directly to her email address on record (see 
MIP Appendix, Attachment 9). B8

No

Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I & 
II

Member, Africatown 
Community 
Development 
Corporation

Owens, Thelma

Commenter supports the 
Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I & 
II

Good afternoon.  I'm Thelma Owens, a member of the Africatown Community Development Corporation.  And I 
would just like to say that we are very, very humble that someone thought enough of our community to go out 
and see to us having a welcome center, something that is 
very much well-deserved, something that this community will cherish.  Because with the welcome 
center we have a lot of our history would go through there, people would take with them and share with others 
and more will come.  Once again, I just want to say thank you very much.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
support for the proposed project, Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I & II

No

Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I & 
II

Resident, Plateau 
Happy Hills

Portis, Lister

Commenter supports the 
Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I & 
II

Good evening.  My name is Lister Portis and I am a proud resident of Plateau Happy Hill Magazine Point 
Africatown USA.  And I'm here to speak upon the tourist center in the Africatown Community.  And I would just 
like to thank you all for thinking enough of my community that we can now share the story of how we have 
overcome and how we have arrived and gotten to where we are today.  By having this tourist center our story 
can be taken all across the country and all across the world.  You make it possible that we can put a tangible 
hand on our history.  There have been so many opportunities and so many chances when we have had to just 
think about what had occurred and what happened.  But now, the citizens of that area we have a tangible place 
where we will be able to go in and to display our history to tell our story.  With all of that being said and done, I 
would just like to also let you know that at the next meeting, can I retain the usage of my one minute and forty-
two seconds?

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
support for the proposed project, Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I & II

No
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Project Organization Commenter
Primary Concern 
Statement

Comment Response
Plan 
Revised?

Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I & 
II

Move Gulf Coast 
CDC

Howell, Vickie

Commenter supports the 
Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I & 
II, but would like to see 
additional projects funded 
in the Prichard/Africatown 
areas.

Good evening, everyone -- everyone here.  I want to preface my comments by saying I do not officially represent 
Prichard or Africatown, but I do want to speak in reference to the project there.  And first of all, congratulate the 
group for funding the Africatown Center and funding a project that boarders and that will impact the Africatown 
community.  But I also want to say, like I have before, to make sure that as these projects move forward that you 
consider the economic impact on these communities, because they are some of our most unserved 
communities.  And while the projects are great, what I want to focus on especially with my organization MOVE 
Gulf Coast -- MOVE stands for Making Opportunities Viable for Everyone.  Because we can have a welcome 
center but if the community itself is not stable, it will be a nice center in the middle of nowhere.  Because when it 
comes down one sees a community, a whole community.  And though the welcome center is great, there needs 
to be other things around there.  So, there were other projects that were part of the portal, that includes the 
Hogs Bayou project -- project 177 and 179.  They were also conservation projects, and they were also projects 
that will create jobs.  Because at the end of the day we want to create an economical sustainable community so 
people can live there and work there and have jobs there and they can live and raise their families.  Where they 
can also be proud to show off their communities to people who come from out of town.  Because there are 
people who certainly come because when (inaudible) it generates a lot of powerful (inaudible).  And when 
people come here, they are disappointed by what they see because it doesn't look like they thought it was.  And 
I know that was what happened to me.  Even though I'm from Mobile, I've lived most of my life in Birmingham.  
So, when I came I was looking for this great independent place that was preserved by the slaves and their 
descendants, and it wasn't there.  So, I really wanted to think about how we plan for the future -- I know that 
these projects have already been pulled, and I may not have a written project.  But I want to look at how we 
move forward in terms of really building the community.  Because the other projects that were not funded 
included several projects in Prichard.  Project 177 and Project 210 the land acquisition especially along the part 
of Prichard you may not know called Africatown USA.  So, there's a project that I'm working on right now that 
would connect Africatown in Prichard to Africatown in Mobile.  There are some students that came up with an 
absolutely fabulous project and I will be happy to share it with you at a very soon date.  There is going to be a 
ribbon cutting, as a matter of fact on Saturday, June 16th, and we are going to show some of the slides and 
some of the ideas of the two students from Mississippi State, and they are fabulous.  And they most certainly 
need to be funded.  I'm hoping only $100,000, at best, for planning money, so we can make these things real.  
Because at the end of the day, we want all of the communities to move forward, not just certain parts but all of 
them, especially the most vulnerable areas.  So, I'm looking forward to putting my comments in writing, and I 
have five seconds left.  Thank you.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
support for the proposed project, Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I & II.  At the time the Council 
began their review of projects for inclusion in this Draft 
MIP, there were over 300 projects in the portal.  Of those, 
4 were submitted on behalf of Africatown and 3 on behalf 
of the City of Prichard.  Phase I of the City of Prichard's 
Project #211 (W. Turner Rd/Dunlap Circle), which was 
moved forward by the Council for a detailed evaluation, 
will be funded under the Spill Impact Component (Bucket 
3) as part of a more comprehensive drainage 
improvement project to be implemented by Mobile County 
(Toulmin Springs and Gum Tree Branch).  As stated at 
the public meeting, although not guaranteed for funding, 
projects not included in this plan may be considered for 
funding in a future amended Multiyear Implementation 
Plan or by another DWH funding source. 

No

Not project specific 
comments

Mobile Baykeeper Quirin, Karrie

Commenter would like 
Council to focus on the 
youthful community and 
would like more information 
on the projects.

I am Karrie Quirin.  I was rushed a little bit with the traffic on the causeway.  I'm here as a resident of Mobile, 
Alabama, and I have a question to ask.  But first I just want to speak as a member of the youthful community 
and just encourage you to include that type of thinking whenever you are planning this -- planning anything.  
Think about what you want the future to look like for your children and their children.  And it's just a simple 
question:  I have been doing some research on these projects, and I can't really find more than maybe like two 
or three paragraphs about each.  Is there any resources besides the web site that can provide me with a larger 
amount of information on each project?

Yes, there will be more details published for each 
approved project.  Once the final MIP is approved by 
Treasury, we will post all project documents and detailed 
evaluations online at www.restorealabama.org.

No
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Plan 
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Not project specific 
comments

Operation 
Homecare

Antalon, Jackie

Commenter concerned 
about lack of outreach and 
supports water quality 
projects.

Operation Home Care.  Again, I want to remind you all why you are here.  How you got here.  It's from the work 
of communities that's not been represented, that are not being represented now by many of these projects.  The 
core tenant of the RESTORE Act is to empower, build local capacity, capability and resiliency of directly 
impacted communities.  Again, every time I come, I have to remind you that those communities closest to the 
next of (inaudible) are not being assisted.  They are not receiving any benefits.  We have given this council -- 
and I know it's a lot of new people here -- time.  We were told at the beginning well, we don't even know if there 
is even going to be any BP money.  We said the communities that's not directly impacted -- the communities 
that's directly impacted we appeal to the various members, but some of us are no longer here, that we needed 
the technical support to put our projects into the portal.  We were told we are going to get that, but we don't 
know if it's any money coming.  So, the money is here.  I'm here appealing to this council, again, to do what the 
public, who are directly impacted, to give us an opportunity.  It's past the early restoration.  We asked over and 
over again for technical assistance for poor community, poor community, poor when BP happened they are poor 
now, the city and the county barely have any -- isn't that right, Bayou La Batre?  So, the things is this, we were 
depending on you to be fair.  We were depending on you to come back to our communities once this money 
actually came about, and say okay, how can we work together?  How can we make this happen?  What is your 
need?  Water quality is a number one needed.  A dime shouldn't be put on anything else.  But water quality as I 
see it now because, what, this money is never going to be here again.  And these communities deserve good 
clean air and clean water.  If you don't do anything else, that will be your legacy that your community needs.  
Thank you.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
suggestions and concerns.  The Council's Project 
Selection Process was presented at a public meeting on 
December 6, 2016, and was subsequently posted online 
at www.restorealabama.org.  Following this process and a 
public vote on March 7, 2018, the Council selected 
projects to be included in the Draft Multiyear 
Implementation Plan.  The Council understands  providing 
opportunities for public review and comment is an 
important part of the process to develop the Multiyear 
Implementation Plan and has made extensive efforts to 
make the development of this plan accessible and 
transparent to the public, including notifying the public of 
its call for project ideas through the Coastal Restoration 
distribution list (over 4,400 signees at that time) as well as 
posting the announcement on the Council website; 
holding a public meeting on January 25, 2017 to receive 
comments on projects in the portal under consideration for 
funding; and providing the public with an opportunity to 
comment on the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan, 
both electronically and in writing, as well as at a public 
meeting on May 23, 2018.  It is important to note the 
Council has dedicated close to $100 million in water 
quality improvement projects in Alabama's Draft State 
Expenditure Plan, currently under development.

No

Not project specific 
comments

President, 
Organized Seafood 
Association of 
Alabama

Anderson, Ernie
Commenter wants to be 
sure public included as 
projects are implemented.

I'm Ernest Anderson.  I'm President of Organized Seafood Association and I'm also a seafood processor.  I'm a 
resident of Mobile.  But I have businesses located in Bayou La Batre and I have interest in Baldwin County so a 
lot of these projects I would love to be able to move forward and be able to keep up and be a part of.  But one of 
the things -- and I think I'm probably reiterating a lot of what's been said tonight, I'm just saying it in a different 
way.  But what I would ask the council moving forward is that the managers that as these funds move forward 
and has a lot of interest in it, I think the next part is the design.  And what I'm hearing tonight is a lot of folks 
wanting to have a lot of input in those designs of what's happening.  So, I would ask that you, I guess, reach out 
to those managers and those project 
managers to make sure that there is plenty of public input at least especially in the design so that the community 
and folks can make sure that they have input and will be happy with things.  I know a lot of the folks up here 
knows my passion is the seafood industry.  I'm interested in working waterfronts and also interested in, you 
know, ecological issues and those and also that none of these projects do anything to hinder or slow down our 
regrowth of our commercial fishing industry here in south Alabama that's so vital also.  So that's basically what I 
would ask.  Again, is just reiterate, reach out, and make sure that these managers know that there is a process 
there that they have public hearings, they have a process and let us put out before this happens as these things -
- and if there is a process go ahead and put it together and put it out so people can start planning and being a 
part of these projects.  They are all great, but I think we can make them better.  So that's my main concern 
today.  Thank you.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
concerns.  Each grant will outline specific tasks up front, 
as well as outline goals, objectives, and specific 
outcomes, including opportunities for public engagement. 

No
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Project Organization Commenter
Primary Concern 
Statement

Comment Response
Plan 
Revised?

Supports extension of the 
Bayou La Batre Outfall Line 
(not in MIP, Bucket 3 
project)

Vice President, 
Organized Seafood 
Association of 
Alabama

Bates, Avery

Commenter supports 
funding the extension of the 
outfall line in Bayou La 
Batre.

Vice President of the Organized Seafood Association, long-time resident of the Bayou until the hurricane run me 
out.  But anyway, my three minutes, one of the things I wish would have been included in here is get the money 
for our outfall line, get it offshore, talk to the FDA, FDA says we reduce that pollution ring by two-thirds.  We 
need this outfall line extended out in the pollution factor.  We know it will work.  The Mayor knows it will work.  
The groups, the Corps of Engineers is working on it and we've got -- I don't see nothing wrong with Bayou La 
Batre just throw the bucket with the pipeline out there and get the money from the Secretary of Treasury, if it's 
there, and all of our representatives say it's there.  Well, if it's there somebody go get it and put it into action, 
because we -- Troy right here at Five River Bay has had his beds closed, talking about off-bottom oysters, he's a 
great off-bottom oysterman, but he's had one of his areas closed to him.  So, we have had many areas in Fowl 
River Bay that would be reopened.  We need clean water, good clean seafood, and this has got to be done as 
fast as possible so these other projects will be enhanced for the dock and shrimp boat.  The shrimp we get has 
got to have clean water, the oysters we've got.  We've got the best oysters in the world right here at our 
fingertips.  But this off-bottom thing is going well, y'all know that.  If you've ever been to some of our projects in 
Montgomery and eaten some of those oysters on the half shell, they are second to none.  So, keep in mind, 
we've got to have clean water.  Got to have water open so these people can work and many others can get into 
this and get our bottom straightened out.  Thank you so much, but keep in mind we want to keep our young 
people and the next generation of oystermen, so if you know anybody in that Treasury Department, tell them to 
send that money down here so we can put it to work and get our people out there working in areas that's now 
closed.  Thank you.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
support for the outfall line project.  This project is included 
in the Council's Draft State Expenditure Plan, currently 
under development.

No

Not project specific 
comments

Director, Mobile 
Baykeeper

Callaway, Casi

Commenter concerned 
about environmental 
impacts and supports 
investment in water quality 
projects

It's good to see everybody today.  Hi.  I'm Casi Callaway, Director of Mobile Baykeeper, and I want to thank you 
all again for moving these projects forward.  We have definitely seen some projects that we really like.  We've 
definitely seen some projects that we don't dislike, which is fine.  I think to kind of start on the worry, though, is 
we've got about 76 million dollars in the economic development projects with pot-one projects that look good.  
They are the kind of projects that can move us forward.  Most of them have little to no environmental impact.  
There are a couple that we are going to more formally comment on to say, please, be cautious.  Look at these 
projects holistically, look at these projects with what the environmental impact could be, and let's work together 
to find ways to mitigate, eliminate, and ensure that these projects do not cause harm to the environment.  We've 
got about $17,000,000 in parks and trails projects.  That is fabulous.  That's the kind of phenomenal thinking that 
we are really, really excited about.  And we want to see those go forward.  We have less than $9,000,000 on 
water infrastructure sewer projects.  And we have $68,000,000 in road projects.  That is a serious challenge and 
a big concern of ours.  Especially when you look at the 50-some-odd million dollars and projects across.  I think 
one thing we really do want to understand is exactly where all of those are and where all the design of the 
impact statement process.  We have commented on many of those because we know they are going to cause 
significant impacts to wetlands, to water quality.  So those are projects that I'm not sure are going to be able to 
get a permit, and therefore get funded, so those are things we have to keep a good close look at.  And again, I 
think the thing we also have to just underscore is how are we building these projects and how are we looking at 
it moving forward.  We have a serious problem with the sewage treatment facility.  It had 26 million gallons of 
sewage spilled in 2017 alone.  We have oyster agriculture already closed this year for 52 days.  We need to 
invest.  And this is once-in-a-lifetime money that could help us invest in upgrading and protecting water quality.  
So, we need you to lead on that issue as those projects move forward.  We are definitely grateful for what you 
have done with the projects for the vast majority look very good for the next five years.  But before it becomes 
year six, let's really make sure that we are investing in projects that are going to make sure that the reason 
people live here is the reason they will be able to stay here.  Water quality is important to every one of us.  Let's 
make sure we are investing in it.  Thank you.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates the 
commenter's suggestions and concerns.  As part of the 
review process, the Council will ensure all activities in this 
plan are eligible under the RESTORE Act.  Each project 
was evaluated on its own merit and need with justification 
provided.  In addition, the Council will closely monitor the 
stringent regulatory compliance requirements imposed by 
Treasury.  It is important to note the Council has 
dedicated close to $100 million in water quality 
improvement projects in Alabama's Draft State 
Expenditure Plan, currently under development.

No
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Project Organization Commenter
Primary Concern 
Statement

Comment Response
Plan 
Revised?

Not project specific 
comments

Chapter Leader of 
Citizens Climate 
Lobby for Mobile 
Bay

Fralick, Riva
Commenter concerned 
about environmental 
impacts

Good evening, elected officials.  My name is Riva Fralick.  Hopefully my voice won't shake as much as it did at 
the last meeting, and I'll try to really work on being coherent.  I'm the Chapter Leader of Citizens Climate Lobby 
for Mobile Bay.  I'm a member of the Sierra Club, and I'm also the head of the Environmental Action Committee 
in the Fairhope Unitarian Fellowship as well.  I just want to read a quick letter to y'all.  As of May 17th, Mobile 
had 11 days of 90 degree plus temperatures and hit 90 degrees a month ahead of last years’ first 90 degrees 
temperature.  Two of the eligibility requirements of the Multiyear Implementation Plan are consideration of short-
term versus long-term economic benefits and qualifying eligible activity based on best-available science and 
additional other factors.  Other than Activity No. 10, Ambassadors of the Environment, there is no 
acknowledgement of the climate crisis caused by the burning of fossil fuels.  These Greenhouse Gases are 
altering the chemistry of the oceans and contributing to sea level rise and more intense and frequent 
heat/drought/storms and flooding.  The Deepwater Horizon accident was a result of human activity in the fossil 
fuel industry.  Once BP money dries up, I hope you will consider passage of a statewide carbon fee and dividend 
(CF&D) on all fossil fuels produced in or passing through Alabama, the proceeds of which can be used to invest 
in the production of solar, wind, and other renewable energy alternatives and energy-efficient technologies and 
also clean up the Alabama Power Plant Barry coal ash pond.  Climate change is proven serious and a great 
threat to future generations.  Switching clean energy sources requires long-term foresight, planning, political 
courage and willingness to do what is right.  Alabama can be the State that takes this bull by the horns while we 
still have time to make a difference.  I ask you to consider this proposal of a long-term funding source, CF&D, 
and help keep Alabama green.  The economy, jobs, and the health and welfare of our residents depend on your 
leadership and will truly help us prosper this century.  Thank you.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates the 
commenter's suggestions and concerns.  Please note the 
authority to impose a statewide carbon fee and dividend 
on all fossil fuels produced in or passing through Alabama 
is outside the purview of this Council.  We will, however, 
share your suggestion with the appropriate state officials.

No

Project #222 (not in MIP)
Saraland Water & 
Sewer Board

Robinson, O'Neal 

Commenter advocating for 
Saraland Water & Sewer 
Board Project #222 (not 
included in Draft MIP)

It's good to see y'all again.  I'm from Saraland.  I'm the Chairman of Saraland Water and Sewer Board, and I'm 
here for Project 222.  I'll give you some information on our sewer system.  We have been working diligently to 
upgrade it, keep it going like we have been doing for the last three or four 
years.  About 18-20 months ago, we started a plan of smoke testing, on how to do and find leaks, and things 
that are going on.  Smoke testing might not be important to some people, but in the sewer business, it is.  On an 
average day, we do 1.52 million gallons of waste in the sewer plant.  If it rains, we do between 10 and 11 million 
gallons a day.  So, you see, we have a problem.  We have been in one subdivision now with 300-something 
homes for almost three months.  Our lift station, our lines, we are double checking them, and it's going to take 
us at least 18 to 24 months to get halfway through the city.  I'm here to ask you to, please, help us support this 
project.  It's very, very important to our community and myself personally.  The time that the employees are 
putting into it and trying to make it better has been phenomenal.  We can't do without them.  That's all I have to 
say.  If you have a question you would like to ask me, I'd be glad to answer it.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
support for Saraland's Water & Sewer Board project.  As 
stated at the public meeting, although not guaranteed for 
funding, projects not included in this draft plan may be 
considered for funding in a future amended Multiyear 
Implementation Plan or by another DWH funding source. 

No

Working Waterfront and 
Greenspace Project

National Wildlife 
Federation

Bibza, Jessica
Commenter supports the 
Working Waterfront and 
Greenspace Project

Hi there, good evening.  I'm Jessica Bibza, and I'm with National Wildlife Federation.  I think you may recall Jill 
Mastratotaro speaking to you before, and I'm the new Jill.  NWF supports the projects that restore the economy 
and the ecology of the region such as efforts that improve water quality and restore wildlife and other habitat.  In 
addition, as we face more and more severe storm and flooding events, we need to make our coastal 
communities more resilient.  Otherwise investments and traditional infrastructure could literally be washed away. 
There is one project in your proposed MIP that does seem to deal with restoring green space, and that's the 
Fairhope Municipal Pier, Project No. 14.  Efforts such as this to soften, not harden shoreline, is going to make 
our coastal communities more resilient and sustainable.  And I really hope that future council plans and efforts 
will look to increase these types of coastal resiliency projects and to maintain living shorelines and having less 
seawalls and bulkheads and more natural habitat.  It's better for the community.  It's better for the environment.  
And it's better for the people who work and live there.  Thank you.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's 
support for Fairhope's Working Waterfront and 
Greenspace Project.

No
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Project Organization Commenter Primary Concern Statement Comment (verbatim) Response
Plan 

Revised?

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

 Richardson, Billy

Commenter concerned about 
the combination of the Isle 
Dauphine Beach and Golf 
Club project with the Dauphin 
Island Aloe Bay project which 
will be managed by the Town 
of Dauphin Island.

I am a property owner on Dauphin Island an in no way should Aloe Bay project be combined with 
Isle of Dauphine project.

Recipients of RESTORE Act funds must follow stringent federal rules and regulations, and 
not all submitters are eligible to receive and manage these funds.  To overcome this 
obstacle, the Council combined several projects under the management of organizations 
having experience administering federal funds, which also allows for some efficiencies.  To 
that end, Projects #79, 291, and 324 were combined into one grant to allow the Town of 
Dauphin Island to oversee and administer all three projects.  Each activity will remain a 
separate activity and the funds budgeted for each will be dedicated to that activity only.  Any 
changes to project activity will require approval by the Council.  The Council will monitor all 
activity to ensure funds are spent as approved, and specifically, that all three projects will 
be treated as separate tasks within one grant.  Finally, the Council believes the Aloe Bay 
Harbour Town development can economically enhance the long-term sustainability of the 
Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf Club and vice versa. 

Yes

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

Graves, Stan

Commenter concerned about 
the combination of the Isle 
Dauphine Beach and Golf 
Club project with the Dauphin 
Island Aloe Bay project which 
will be managed by the Town 
of Dauphin Island.

The Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural Resources a Multiyear project combines the 
Town of Dauphin Island’s Aloe Bay Harbor Town Project and the Dauphin Island Property Owners 
Feasibility study under activity #1: Phase I includes Dauphin Island Property Owners Association 
request for funding a planning-level feasibility study of the Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf Club to 
determine alternatives for the best use of the property to enhance and Town of Dauphin Island’s 
Aloe Bay Harbour Town development.  These projects should not be combined into a single entity 
as Activity #1, because they have nothing to do with each other.  As a property owner, member of 
the Dauphin Island Property Owners Association (DIPOA) and a former member of the DIPOA 
Board of Directors, I am OPPOSED to combining these projects into Activity #1. They should 
remain as separate identified projects as originally identified and as referenced below.  Also, the 
Dauphin Island Property Owner’s Association (DIPOA) project will ultimately require approval of its 
membership, because of the DIPOA’s Constitution.

Recipients of RESTORE Act funds must follow stringent federal rules and regulations, and 
not all submitters are eligible to receive and manage these funds.  To overcome this 
obstacle, the Council combined several projects under the management of organizations 
having experience administering federal funds, which also allows for some efficiencies.  To 
that end, Projects #79, 291, and 324 were combined into one grant to allow the Town of 
Dauphin Island to oversee and administer all three projects.  Each activity will remain a 
separate activity and the funds budgeted for each will be dedicated to that activity only.  Any 
changes to project activity will require approval by the Council.  The Council will monitor all 
activity to ensure funds are spent as approved, and specifically, that all three projects will 
be treated as separate tasks within one grant.  The project will follow all federal guidance, 
and the DIPOA will have input into the development of the feasibility study's scope of work 
and involvement throughout the life of the project.  Finally, the Council believes the Aloe 
Bay Harbour Town development can economically enhance the long-term sustainability of 
the Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf Club and vice versa. 

Yes

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

Colberg, Rich

Commenter concerned about 
the combination of the Isle 
Dauphine Beach and Golf 
Club project with the Dauphin 
Island Aloe Bay project which 
will be managed by the Town 
of Dauphin Island.

Hello, and thank you for receiving my comment.  Activity #1 of the plan has caused much confusion 
and concern among Dauphin Island Residents and Property Owners. The source of the confusion 
is the combination of the Aloe Bay Harbour Town project with the Isle Dauphine Feasibility Study. 
While there may be some degree of mutual economic benefit, it has never been the intent or 
expectation that the Feasibility Study's purpose is to " enhance and compliment the Aloe Bay 
Harbour Town development" The original application from Marc Whitehead of the POA makes no 
mention of Aloe Bay. In addition, the Isle Dauphine is not "walkable" from the Aloe Bay area. 
Residents and Property Owners do not see these projects as related, and do not understand why 
they have been combined into a single activity. While I understand that it is probably not the case, It 
appears to many that the Town of Dauphin Island will be managing what should be exclusively a 
POA project. These two projects may even have different administrators.  My comment is the 
respectful request that these two projects be defined, documented, and managed independently - 
even if the administrator is shared between them. This would go a long way toward alleviating the 
concerns I have heard from numerous people.   I would also like to be clear that this comment is 
not in opposition to any aspect of either project - only that they remain independent.

Recipients of RESTORE Act funds must follow stringent federal rules and regulations, and 
not all submitters are eligible to receive and manage these funds.  To overcome this 
obstacle, the Council combined several projects under the management of organizations 
having experience administering federal funds, which also allows for some efficiencies.  To 
that end, Projects #79, 291, and 324 were combined into one grant to allow the Town of 
Dauphin Island to oversee and administer all three projects.  Each activity will remain a 
separate activity and the funds budgeted for each will be dedicated to that activity only.  Any 
changes to project activity will require approval by the Council.  The Council will monitor all 
activity to ensure funds are spent as approved, and specifically, that all three projects will 
be treated as separate tasks within one grant.  The project will follow all federal guidance, 
and the DIPOA will have input into the development of the feasibility study's scope of work 
and involvement throughout the life of the project.  Finally, the Council believes the Aloe 
Bay Harbour Town development can economically enhance the long-term sustainability of 
the Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf Club and vice versa. 

Yes

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

AltaPointe Health 
Systems

Anonymous
Commenter opposed to the 
Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf 
Club feasibility study.

Activity #1: Aloe Bay Harbour Town Phases I, II and III.  Opposed against Phase I will include the 
development of a planning-level feasibility study of the Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf Club to 
determine alternatives for the best use of the property to enhance and compliment the Aloe Bay 
Harbour Town development.  This study will not benefit the sand dunes, Isle Dauphine which is on 
the National Historic registrar nor the beaches used by the locals and tourists.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's concern.  The Dauphin Island 
Property Owners Association Board, as the elected representative body for all Dauphin 
Island property owners, voted to submit this project to the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery 
Council for funding.  

No

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

AltaPointe Health 
Systems

Anonymous
Commenter opposed to the 
Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf 
Club feasibility study.

I oppose Activity #1.  Isle Dauphine Beach & Golf Club feasibility study.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's concern.  The Dauphin Island 
Property Owners Association Board, as the elected representative body for all Dauphin 
Island property owners, voted to submit this project to the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery 
Council for funding.  

No

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

AltaPointe Health 
Systems

Anonymous
Commenter opposed to the 
Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf 
Club feasibility study.

Activity #1.  Oppose Isle Dauphine feasibility study.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's concern.  The Dauphin Island 
Property Owners Association Board, as the elected representative body for all Dauphin 
Island property owners, voted to submit this project to the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery 
Council for funding.  

No
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Project Organization Commenter Primary Concern Statement Comment (verbatim) Response
Plan 

Revised?

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

Rogers, Mike
Commenter supports Aloe 
Bay Harbour Town Phases I, 
II, & III 

My name is Mike Rogers. I have been a full time and part time resident of Dauphin Island for over 
40 years.  I am very excited that Dauphin Island (DI) has received RESTORE funds to help make it 
more resilient to future catastrophes. Over the last 40 years I have seen many changes at DI. Many 
have been positive and many have been disasters.  I was very fortunate to spend a lot of time at DI 
prior to Hurricane Frederic.  I spent a lot of time at the Isle Dauphine Club where I learned to swim, 
sail and play golf. Hurricane Frederic was not only destroyed many buildings and parts of the 
maritime forest, it also destroyed a lot of peoples livelihood. With the bridge being gone, the Isle 
Dauphine Club began a slow decline. The membership dwindled and the Club was not able to keep 
up the facilities. This caused a tremendous loss of revenue for the Property Owner's Association 
but also was detrimental to all of the people that relied on the Club for a job.  I believe that most 
people that have property on DI appreciate it's reputation as a quaint fishing village and summer 
vacation spot. Over the years there have been a lot of ideas on how to improve DI without losing its 
cherished reputation. Unfortunately most ideas are shot down before they are fully vetted.  The 
result is that it is hard to make DI more resilient by thinking long term about what is best for its 
permanent and part time citizens.  I served in various capacities on the DI Property Owners 
Association (DIPOA). I watched as a small vocal group challenged any attempt to improve DI. I am 
a builder by trade and work with developers from around the country.  I believe that development is 
good if done in the proper way.  I am also an environmentalist have served on local and state non- 
profits such as Alabama Coastal Foundation and The Nature Conservancy. I believe that we have 
the opportunity to use the RESTORE funds to help make DI more resilient for future generations. I 
believe that the funds provide for a feasibility study for DIPOA property, in particular the Isle 
Dauphine. This is critical to moving beyond the impasse that has existed for too long. I want to 
thank those responsible for having the foresight to do a study.  We will never be able to stop 
disasters, but we can begin to act in a manner that is consistent with stewardship and best 
management practices. Let's put DI's best interest before our own and work to make it better for all.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Aloe Bay Harbour Town Phases I, II, & III 

No

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports Aloe 
Bay Harbour Town Phases I, 
II, & III 

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for economic development and infrastructure projects that will help 
promote Coastal Alabama as a regional tourism destination, bolster the growth and prosperity of 
the seafood industry, and will facilitate economic competitiveness.  Therefore, I want to express our 
support for using Direct Component funding for the Aloe Bay Harbour Town Phases I, II and III 
activity. CAP supports the ongoing effort by the Town of Dauphin Island to develop a business 
district along Aloe Bay with mixed-used public facilities, lodging, retail space and the completion of 
a feasibility study for Isle Dauphine Beach and Golf Club. This project will help area increase 
revenues from lodging, sales tax, ecotourism, and tourism activities such as the Alabama Deep 
Sea Fishing Rodeo. We encourage the Council to include this important project in its final MIP and 
would urge final approval by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Aloe Bay Harbour Town Phases I, II, & III 

No

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

Crozier, George
Commenter supports Aloe 
Bay Harbour Town Phases I, 
II, & III 

This project is the outgrowth of an Auburn University Landscape Architect M.S. thesis following a 
CZM studio taught at the Dauphin Island Sea Lab. It addresses the most significant needs of the 
community facing the inexorable onslaught of Relative Sea Level Rise. It reflects a deep 
appreciation of the assets of the island and a modern, sustainable approach to the future.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Aloe Bay Harbour Town Phases I, II, & III 

No

Aloe Bay Harbour Town 
Phases I, II, & III 

Mobile Bay 
National Estuary 
Program

Swann, Roberta
Commenter supports Aloe 
Bay Harbour Town Phases I, 
II, & III 

This project supports recommendations included in the Dauphin Island Conservation Plan (2007) 
and will be included again in the forthcoming Dauphin Island WMP to increase public access and 
preserve the community’s heritage and traditional uses of the natural resources of Aloe Bay.  This 
project addresses the following goals and objectives in the Mobile Bay NEP’s CCMP related to 
improving access to waterways:  ERP-3 Restore/Expand human connections and EPI-1.4 Create 
and support programs that expose more people to local waterways.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Aloe Bay Harbour Town Phases I, II, & III 

No

Redevelopment Bayou 
La Batre City Docks 
Phases I, II & III

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Redevelopment of Bayou La 
Batre City Docks Phases 1, II, 
& III

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for economic development and infrastructure projects that will bolster the 
growth and prosperity of the seafood industry, help promote Coastal Alabama as a regional tourism 
destination and will facilitate economic competitiveness.  I want to express our support for using 
Direct Component funding for the Redevelopment of Bayou La Batre City Docks Phases I, II and III 
activity. CAP supports the City of Bayou La Batre’s vision for the city docks including upgrades and 
repairs to the docks property, public space for the enjoyment of residents, and tourists and a dock 
area where local seafood boats can sell seafood directly to the public. This funding will create an 
infrastructure project that will promote local seafood industries, ecotourism opportunities, and local 
heritage and culture while providing an economic boost to the City. We encourage the Council to 
include this important project in its final MIP and would urge final approval by the U.S. Department 
of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Redevelopment Bayou La Batre City Docks Phases I, II & III

No
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Redevelopment Bayou 
La Batre City Docks 
Phases I, II & III

Mobile Bay 
National Estuary 
Program

Swann, Roberta

Commenter supports the 
Redevelopment of Bayou La 
Batre City Docks Phases 1, II, 
& III

This project addresses several goals and objectives established in the Bayou La Batre Watershed 
Plan related to improving public access and promoting the culture of the Bayou. Input gathered 
during development of the WMP indicated community concerns related to lack of access and 
preservation of cultural heritage in the watershed.  This project implements recommended actions 
set forth in the Bayou La Batre WMP: creation of more public access to the water, improvement of 
the city docks, supporting traditional uses of working waterfronts in the Bayou, and increasing 
economic opportunities related to working waterfronts-dependent industries while diversifying into 
other non-traditional sectors (e.g. cultural and eco-tourism).  This project addresses the following 
goals in the Mobile Bay NEP’s CCMP related to improving access and preserving/enhancing 
cultural assets:  ERP-3 Restore/Expand human connections and TAC-3: Conserve and improve 
working waterfronts and preserve fishing communities.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Redevelopment Bayou La Batre City Docks Phases I, II & III

No

Redevelopment Bayou 
La Batre City Docks 
Phases I, II & III

 Crozier, George

Commenter supports the 
Redevelopment of Bayou La 
Batre City Docks Phases 1, II, 
& III

This is indeed probably the most promising and grossly underutilized asset of the town. The 
proposed project incorporates and improves on some of the concepts proposed by the Urban Land 
Institute following Hurricane Katrina. The commitment to the seafood industry is more attractive 
than the ULI emphasis on recreational fishing but they are not mutually exclusive. The area 
desperately needs investment in the community and this should provide an impressive kickstart.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Redevelopment Bayou La Batre City Docks Phases I, II & III

No

Bayou La Batre Water 
Distribution System 
Upgrades

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Bayou La Batre Water 
Distribution System Upgrades

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure projects that will facilitate environmental sustainability 
and improve the overall quality of life for all citizens and businesses in Coastal Alabama.  
Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct Component funding for the City of Bayou 
La Batre Water Distribution System Upgrades activity. CAP supports the ongoing effort by the City 
of Bayou La Batre to replace undersized water mains with larger lines to provide adequate water 
pressure and fire protection for many areas within Bayou La Batre Utilities Board service area. With 
these upgrades, many residents will see a decrease in home insurance rates due to better fire 
protection near their homes. This increased capacity will also allow the City to be prepared for 
growth in residential, commercial and recreational developments. We encourage the Council to 
include this important project in its final MIP and would urge final approval by the U.S. Department 
of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Bayou La Batre Water Distribution System Upgrades

No

Bayou La Batre Water 
Distribution System 
Upgrades

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Bayou La Batre Water 
Distribution System Upgrades

Well justified.
The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Bayou La Batre Water Distribution System Upgrades

No

Northwest Satsuma 
Water and Sewer Project

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Northwest Satsuma Water 
and Sewer Project

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure projects that will facilitate environmental sustainability 
and improve the overall quality of life for all citizens and businesses in Coastal Alabama.  
Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct Component funding for the Northwest 
Satsuma Water and Sewer Project activity. CAP supports the ongoing effort to extend water and 
sewer under Interstate 65 via directional boring to bring potable water, fire protection, and gravity 
sanitary sewer to Northwest Satsuma households currently relying on individual wells and onsite 
septic tanks. These funds will ensure that approximately 100 homes in this area will no longer 
suffer from inadequate potable water and sewer infrastructure and that the City of Satsuma will be 
able to accommodate future commercial and residential growth. We encourage the Council to 
include this important project in its final MIP and would urge final approval by the U.S. Department 
of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Northwest Satsuma Water and Sewer Project

No

Northwest Satsuma 
Water and Sewer Project

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Northwest Satsuma Water 
and Sewer Project

Well justified.
The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Northwest Satsuma Water and Sewer Project

No

Northwest Satsuma 
Water and Sewer Project

Mobile Bay 
National Estuary 
Program

Swann, Roberta
Commenter supports the 
Northwest Satsuma Water 
and Sewer Project

This project is in line with recommendations that will be developed in the forthcoming Gunnison 
Creek WMP to reduce pollution loads in the watershed, including the removal of illicit discharges of 
untreated wastewater in the watershed.  The receiving water body of Gunnison Creek, Bayou Sara, 
has been negatively impacted by nitrogenous wastes, often associated with malfunctioning 
wastewater infrastructure. A reduction in up-stream inputs would be beneficial for the system.  This 
project addresses the following goal in the Mobile Bay NEP’s CCMP related to improving water 
quality:  ERP-1 Improve trends in Water Quality in priority watersheds with impairments discharging 
into priority fishery nursery areas.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Northwest Satsuma Water and Sewer Project

No
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Mount Vernon Water 
Treatment Plant Project

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Mount Vernon Water 
Treatment Plant Project

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure projects that will facilitate environmental sustainability 
and improve the overall quality of life for all citizens and businesses in Coastal Alabama.  
Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct Component funding for the Mount Vernon 
Water Treatment Plant activity. CAP supports the construction upgrades at the Water Treatment 
Plant enabling the Town of Mount Vernon to meet ADEM and EPA minimum standards and 
regulations, provide more reliable service, ensuring improved environmental conditions, and 
allowing for future growth. The present Water Treatment Plant has long outlived its useful life and is 
experiencing frequent failures, resulting in public health threats by impaired water quality and the 
creation of environmental issues and concerns. We encourage the Council to include this important 
project in its final MIP and would urge final approval by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Mount Vernon Water Treatment Plant Project

No

Mount Vernon Water 
Treatment Plant Project

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Mount Vernon Water 
Treatment Plant Project

Well justified.
The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Mount Vernon Water Treatment Plant Project

No

Mobile County Blueway 
Trail Development 
Phases I, II, & III

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Mobile County Blueway Trail 
Development Phases I, II, & 
III

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure and restoration projects that will protect sensitive 
environments, enhance access to outdoor recreation, and help promote Coastal Alabama as a 
regional tourism destination.  Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct Component 
funding for the Mobile County Blueway Trail Development Phases I, II and III activity. CAP supports 
the ongoing effort to develop and implement a countywide Blueway/Paddle Trail Master Plan that 
includes construction, trail management, and promotional campaign elements based upon a needs 
assessment, market analysis, and trail/recreation planning and design principles. This funding will 
develop and implement a plan that will increase and enhance the public’s access to local waters, 
and protect sensitive environments along the coast, and promote nature-based tourism. We 
encourage the Council to include this important project in its final MIP and would urge final approval 
by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Mobile County Blueway Trail Development Phases I, II, & III

No

Mobile County Blueway 
Trail Development 
Phases I, II, & III

 Crozier, George

Commenter supports the 
Mobile County Blueway Trail 
Development Phases I, II, & 
III

Following the completion of the Ron Jones (Chickasabogue Creek) Paddling Trail I suggested 9 
separate venues that would constitute a network of paddling trails so I am delighted to see the 
funding of this project. There is, however, a significant error in the proposal description. The 
Outdoor Industry Association report states that consumer/paddling spending in Alabama was $7.5 
billion not $75 Billion as stated. It’s only one decimal point but it’s significant. But it does not 
seriously diminish the value of the project. It’s a good one.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Mobile County Blueway Trail Development Phases I, II, & III

Yes

Mobile County Blueway 
Trail Development 
Phases I, II, & III

Mobile Bay 
National Estuary 
Program

Swann, Roberta

Commenter supports the 
Mobile County Blueway Trail 
Development Phases I, II, & 
III

This project supports recommended actions set forth in the following watershed management plans 
by increasing public access through establishment/promotion of Blueway trails:  Bayou La Batre, 
Fowl River, Dog River, and Three Mile Creek.  Increasing public access to waterways will be a 
recommended action in all future watershed management plans awaiting development throughout 
Mobile County.  This project addresses the following goals and objectives in the Mobile Bay NEP’s 
CCMP related to improving access to waterways:  ERP-3 Restore/Expand human connections and 
EPI-1.4 Create and support programs that expose more people to local waterways.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Mobile County Blueway Trail Development Phases I, II, & III

No

Baldwin Beach Express I-
10 to I-65 Extension 
Project

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Baldwin Beach Express I-10 
to I-65 Extension Project

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure and transportation projects that will facilitate economic 
competitiveness, environmental sustainability, and improve the overall quality of life for all citizens 
and businesses in Coastal Alabama.  Therefore, I want to express our support using Direct 
Component funding for the Baldwin Beach Express I-10 to I-65 Extension activity. CAP supports 
the ongoing effort to complete the 24.5-mile extension from I-10 to I-65, past the South Alabama 
Mega Site. This funding will allow for the acquisition of all right-of-way property necessary to move 
on to the construction phase of the roadway. We encourage the Council to include this important 
project in its final MIP and would urge final approval by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Baldwin Beach Express I-10 to I-65 Extension Project

No

Baldwin Beach Express I-
10 to I-65 Extension 
Project

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Baldwin Beach Express I-10 
to I-65 Extension Project

The hurricane evacuation need is well justified but the “corridor for economic development” is 
slipped in as a need and that should be of some concern. The unavoidable landscape alteration 
within the proposed “corridor” will further degrade ecological services as well as increasing local 
traffic unless the county is unusually vigilant in containing the costs of subsequent loss of water and 
habitat quality.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Baldwin Beach Express I-10 to I-65 Extension Project, with the noted exception to potential 
loss of water and habitat quality.  The Council will closely monitor the stringent regulatory 
compliance requirements imposed by Treasury.

No
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Baldwin County ALDOT 
Capacity Improvements 
Project

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Baldwin County ALDOT 
Capacity Improvements 
Project

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure and transportation projects that will facilitate economic 
competitiveness, environmental sustainability, and improve overall quality of life for all citizens and 
businesses in Coastal Alabama.  Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct 
Component funding for the Baldwin County ALDOT Capacity Improvements activity. CAP supports 
the ongoing effort by the Baldwin County delegation pursuing the completion of five major 
infrastructure projects adding additional lanes to three major state routes in five separate projects, 
totaling 18.31 miles of capacity improvements. These corridors have been identified for capacity 
improvements to reduce congestion and enhance access to and between the surrounding areas. 
Tourism and economic development are supported and enhanced through the completion of this 
infrastructure project. We encourage the Council to include this important project in its final MIP 
and would urge final approval by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Baldwin County ALDOT Capacity Improvements Project

No

Baldwin County ALDOT 
Capacity Improvements 
Project

Crozier, George

Commenter supports the 
Baldwin County ALDOT 
Capacity Improvements 
Project

The hurricane evacuation need is well justified but the “corridor for economic development” is 
slipped in as a need and that should be of some concern. The unavoidable landscape alteration 
within the proposed “corridor” will further degrade ecological services as well as increasing local 
traffic unless the county is unusually vigilant in containing the costs of subsequent loss of water and 
habitat quality.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Baldwin County ALDOT Capacity Improvements Project, with the noted exception to 
potential loss of water and habitat quality.  The Council will closely monitor the stringent 
regulatory compliance requirements imposed by Treasury.

No

Alabama State Port 
Authority RO-RO 
Terminal Project

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Alabama State Port Authority 
RO-RO Terminal Project

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure and economic development projects that will facilitate 
economic competitiveness, create jobs, and promote an environment in which businesses can 
prosper in Coastal Alabama.  Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct Component 
funding for the Alabama State Port Authority RO-RO Terminal activity. CAP supports the Alabama 
State Port Authority’s effort in converting a former Bulk Handling Facility into a state-of-the-art Roll 
On-Roll-Off (RO-RO)/Mobile Vehicle Processing Facility at the Port of Mobile. This funding will 
allow automobile and equipment manufacturers in Alabama and other neighboring states access to 
a more cost-effective deep-water gateway for exporting American made products, as well as 
importing commodities and components that support those manufacturers. This will help the nation 
compete in the global economy, creating jobs and improving the regional and national economy. 
We encourage the Council to include this important project in its final MIP and would urge final 
approval by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Alabama State Port Authority RO-RO Terminal Project

No

Alabama State Port 
Authority RO-RO 
Terminal Project

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Alabama State Port Authority 
RO-RO Terminal Project

Any recycling of infrastructure is a good thing.
The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Alabama State Port Authority RO-RO Terminal Project

No

Gulf Shores 
Ambassadors of the 
Environment Project

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Ambassadors of the 
Environment Project

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure projects that will raise environmental awareness, help 
promote Coastal Alabama as a regional tourism destination, and bolster environmental 
sustainability.  Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct Component funding for the 
Ambassadors of the Environment activity. CAP supports the ongoing effort by the City of Gulf 
Shores to construct a city-run facility that will house ecotourism programs to raise environmental 
awareness, promote stewardship, increase community resilience, protect natural resources, and 
preserve our quality of life. The Ambassadors of the Environment program will allow participants to 
take part in hands-on, interactive experiences that explore these principles and how they relate to 
terrestrial, aquatic, and human systems. We encourage the Council to include this important project 
in its final MIP and would urge final approval by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Gulf Shores Ambassadors of the Environment Project

No

Gulf Shores 
Ambassadors of the 
Environment Project

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Ambassadors of the 
Environment Project

I gather that the Ambassadors to the Environment program will be funded by the City of Gulf 
Shores and I would have liked to have seen that plan outlined to justify the infrastructure outlay. 
The Ocean Futures Society program appears to be largely integrated within the Ritz-Carlton hotel 
system and it is not clear how the affiliation with a municipality will work. The topics listed are 
wonderful and activities found on their web site are most impressive but qualified staffing and 
logistic support is not cheap.  This project would be much stronger in my mind if there had been 
some coordination between Gulf Shores and interests on Dauphin Island. This still achievable and 
would hope that there could be some discussion. For example, the aquarium on Dauphin Island 
after a scenic ferry ride across the mouth of the Bay past Fort Morgan could be incorporated into 
the AE program.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Gulf Shores Ambassadors of the Environment Project.  Suggestion regarding potential 
coordination with Dauphin Island noted and has been forwarded to the appropriate 
representative with the City of Gulf Shores. The City of Gulf Shores responded directly to 
commenter ensuring collaboration with the Dauphin Island Sea Lab, as well as other 
potential partners (see MIP Appendix, Attachment 9).

No
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Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I 
& II

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Historic Africatown Welcome 
Center Phase I & II

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure projects that help promote Coastal Alabama as a 
regional tourism destination and bolsters the preservation history and culture of our region.  
Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct Component funding for the Historic 
Africatown Welcome Center Phase I & II activity. CAP supports the ongoing effort to design and 
construct a facility that will serve as the Welcome Center for the Historic Africatown Community. 
Increased tourism, historic preservation, and economic development will be promoted and 
enhanced by the completion of this new facility. We encourage the Council to include this important 
project in its final MIP and would urge final approval by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Historic Africatown Welcome Center Phase I & II

No

Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I 
& II

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Historic Africatown Welcome 
Center Phase I & II

This is another great example of finally taking advantage of an enormously underutilized asset for 
the community. It will have a great impact on the people and an economic tourism plus as well. This 
could be marketed along with the new memorial in Montgomery.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Historic Africatown Welcome Center Phase I & II

No

Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I 
& II

Rogers, Mike
Commenter supports the 
Historic Africatown Welcome 
Center Phase I & II

To whom it may concern - I wanted to express my appreciation that the Africatown Heritage and 
Welcome Center was selected to be funded for the first round of RESTORE funds. Africatown is a 
cultural jewel not only to our city but our country.  The recent press around the potential discovery 
of the last slave ship Clotilde gave a sense of how important Africatown is to our country.  The find 
made international news!   It is important that this area continues to thrive so that present and 
future generations will know the history.  The community is very active in preservation and history 
and this funding will provide a shot in the arm to help provide facilities worthy of the location.  It will 
attract people of all ages and races and be an attraction that will help the local economy and bring 
further investment into this area.  Thank you for seeing this and selecting this project for funding!  

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Historic Africatown Welcome Center Phase I & II

No

Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I 
& II

Mobile Bay 
National Estuary 
Program

Swann, Roberta
Commenter supports the 
Historic Africatown Welcome 
Center Phase I & II

This project is in line with recommended actions that will be developed in upcoming watershed 
plans for the Lower Chasaw Creek Watershed related to the preservation and promotion of the 
cultural resources of the area.  This project addresses the following objective in the Mobile Bay 
NEP’s CCMP related to improving access and preserving/enhancing cultural assets:  ERP-3.3 
Create driving/walking/biking/paddling trails on historical, ethnic, and religious themes (Native 
American, African-American, Civil War, etc.) to encourage eco-heritage tourism around and on the 
estuary.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Historic Africatown Welcome Center Phase I & II

No

Historic Africatown 
Welcome Center Phase I 
& II

Africatown 
Community 
Development 
Corporation 
(ACDC) Board 
Members

Gary Cowles Allen 

Rentz

Commenter supports the 
Historic Africatown Welcome 
Center Phase I & II

We write in wholehearted support of the Africatown Community Development Corporation’s 
(ACDC) proposed project to plan, design, and build an Historic Africatown Welcome Center Phase I 
& II as part of your Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan (noted as Activity #11 at your May 23, 2018 
public meeting held at Five Rivers Tensaw Theater, Spanish Fort, AL), in cooperation with the City 
of Mobile who would implement the project. The Africatown Community Development Corporation 
(ACDC) was incorporated in 2013 as a domestic, non-profit, 501c3 corporation to preserve and 
protect Mobile’s African-American Heritage. The ACDC’s efforts have been in past years largely 
focused on reducing blight and beautifying the historic neighborhood, encouraging former residents 
to return home to live, and increasing the rolls and quality of education at the historic Mobile County 
Training School, the second oldest school in Alabama and the training grounds for many 
professional athletes. In January 2016 the City of Mobile released Africatown Neighborhood Plan, a 
model for improving the historic community. ACDC was engaged with the development of this plan 
and also in coordinating its efforts with neighboring businesses and industries along its border. We 
have had the honor and pleasure of working with the ACDC over the last few years and highlight 
below some of its successes that promise to make it an excellent partner in the development of a 
much-needed Welcome Center: In partnership with Alabama Power, the Alabama Department of 
Agriculture and other public and private partners, in 2015, the ACDC launched the successful 
Jake’s Lane Community Garden to serve as a social and education center and provide fresh 
vegetables for the Community, located in a “food desert.” The quantity and variety of fresh produce 
grows with each passing season along with the addition of commercial grade gardening equipment 
and, with the award of an ADECA Healthy Food Financing grant in February of this year, its 
members are preparing plans to develop a “MarketPlace” to sell excess produce within and outside 
their Community; In 2016, the ACDC developed the Africatown Business & Community Panel 
(ABCP) in collaboration with local businesses and industries operating or headquartered in the 
vicinity of the Community and the Port of Mobile to regularly meet and communicate about goals 
and activities.  (see MIP Appendix, Attachment 8 for full comments)

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Historic Africatown Welcome Center Phase I & II

No
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Innovating St. Louis 
Street: Mobile's 
Technology Corridor

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Innovating St. Louis Street: 
Mobile's Technology Corridor

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure and transportation projects that will facilitate economic 
competitiveness, environmental sustainability, and improve the overall quality of life for all citizens 
and businesses in Coastal Alabama.  Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct 
Component funding for the Innovating St. Louis Street: Mobile’s Technology Corridor activity. CAP 
supports the ongoing effort to implement the proposed St. Louis Street Technology Corridor 
initiative, facilitated through redevelopment of existing public infrastructure, is integral to promoting 
the objective of creating positive change within the City. The St. Louis Street project is currently 
reinforced by numerous public and private sector development programs which are either planned 
or underway within the Central Business District. Upon completion, the St. Louis Street 
infrastructure initiative promises to support long-term revitalization, and ensure economic 
sustainability of existing and future businesses within the Coastal Alabama Region. We encourage 
the Council to include this important project in its final MIP and would urge final approval by the 
U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Innovating St. Louis Street: Mobile's Technology Corridor

No

Innovating St. Louis 
Street: Mobile's 
Technology Corridor

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Innovating St. Louis Street: 
Mobile's Technology Corridor

Looks good. Certainly, infrastructure upgrades are overdue for downtown Mobile.
The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Innovating St. Louis Street: Mobile's Technology Corridor

No

Innovating St. Louis 
Street: Mobile's 
Technology Corridor

Mobile Bay 
National Estuary 
Program

Swann, Roberta
Commenter supports the 
Innovating St. Louis Street: 
Mobile's Technology Corridor

As stated in the Three Mile Creek WMP, excess water quality pollutants discharging to Three Mile 
Creek produce elevated nutrient and pathogen levels and low dissolved oxygen concentrations. 
This project would address the primary identified sources for these pollutants, stormwater runoff 
and failing sanitary sewer infrastructure, by reconstructing sanitary and storm sewer infrastructure 
in the lower reaches of the watershed.  This project addresses the following goal in the Mobile Bay 
NEP’s CCMP related to improving water quality:  ERP-1 Improve trends in Water Quality in priority 
watersheds with impairments discharging into priority fishery nursery areas.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Innovating St. Louis Street: Mobile's Technology Corridor

No

Mobile Greenway 
Initiative

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Mobile Greenway Initiative

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure and restoration projects that will protect sensitive 
environments, enhance access to outdoor recreation, and help promote Coastal Alabama as a 
regional tourism destination.  Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct Component 
funding for the Mobile Greenway Initiative activity. CAP supports the ongoing effort to develop and 
implement the Mobile Greenway Initiative a series of infrastructure projects designed to reconnect 
City of Mobile citizens and neighborhoods through cycling and pedestrian-oriented transportation 
options, create and enhance social and recreational opportunities, and develop a more resilient 
environment for both citizens and wildlife. This funding will allow for the development of the Three 
Mile Creek Greenway (TMCG) Trail which will provide a continuous, 12-mile path for runners, 
walkers, and cyclists immediately adjacent to Three Mile Creek from Langan Park in west Mobile to 
the Mobile River in east Mobile.  We encourage the Council to include this important project in its 
final MIP and would urge final approval by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Mobile Greenway Initiative

No

Mobile Greenway 
Initiative

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Mobile Greenway Initiative

This is a great project but the narrative left out one critical point – human health! This concern was 
the original motivation for the Mobile County Health Department to expand the trail beyond the 
bounds of Tricentennial Park. Dr. Bert Eichold identified the dire health condition of the African-
American community near the creek. Obesity, diabetes, and cardiac health were of great concern 
to him and “recreating” on or near the creek seemed like an obvious approach to addressing the 
problem. 

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Mobile Greenway Initiative.  Suggestion regarding narrative on human health benefits 
B51noted and added to project narrative.

Yes

Mobile Greenway 
Initiative

Mobile Bay 
National Estuary 
Program

Swann, Roberta
Commenter supports the 
Mobile Greenway Initiative

This project implements recommendations in the Three Mile Creek WMP to establish a multi-use 
Greenway/Blueway trail system along the course of Three Mile Creek.  This project addresses the 
following goals and objectives in the Mobile Bay NEP’s CCMP related to improving access to 
waterways:  ERP-3 Restore/Expand human connections and EPI-1.4 Create and support programs 
that expose more people to local waterways.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Mobile Greenway Initiative

No

Working Waterfront and 
Greenspace Project

Coastal Alabama 
Partnership

Blankenship, 
Wiley

Commenter supports the 
Working Waterfront and 
Greenspace Project

CAP supports the use of RESTORE Act funding of regional, collaborative projects that will have the 
greatest positive impact on Coastal Alabama’s economy and environment. Several of the proposed 
activities in the Draft MIP accommodate CAP’s initiatives and legislative agenda. Specifically, 
CAP’s support of funding for infrastructure and restoration projects that will protect sensitive 
environments, enhance access to outdoor recreation, and help promote Coastal Alabama as a 
regional tourism destination.  Therefore, I want to express our support for using Direct Component 
funding for the Working Waterfront and Greenspace Restoration Project. CAP supports the 
ongoing effort to improve to the shoreline and bluffs in Fairhope, Alabama, to insure its resiliency, 
sustainability, and to provide access to the city’s waterfront. This project will provide a necessary 
catalyst so the City can host waterfront tourism activities such as regattas, sailing events, and 
fishing tournaments. We encourage the Council to include this important project in its final MIP and 
would urge final approval by the U.S. Department of Treasury.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Working Waterfront and Greenspace Project

No
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Project Organization Commenter Primary Concern Statement Comment (verbatim) Response
Plan 

Revised?

Working Waterfront and 
Greenspace Project

Crozier, George
Commenter supports the 
Working Waterfront and 
Greenspace Project

“Working waterfront” has specific connotations within the context of coastal zone management and 
that conventional approach does not appear in the project which is really focused on South Beach 
Park. I think the project is misnamed but other than that is an excellent choice.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Working Waterfront and Greenspace Project

No

Working Waterfront and 
Greenspace Project

Mobile Bay 
National Estuary 
Program

Swann, Roberta
Commenter supports the 
Working Waterfront and 
Greenspace Project

This project seeks to implement practices that will be recommended during the development of the 
upcoming Fly Creek WMP, including: shoreline stabilization/enhancement using living shoreline 
techniques, reconstruction of stormwater and wastewater infrastructure, incorporation of low impact 
development techniques, increased and enhanced public access, and promotion of the area’s 
cultural resources.  This project addresses the following goals and objectives in the Mobile Bay 
NEP’s CCMP related to improving access to waterways and ecosystem restoration and protection:  
ERP-2 Improve ecosystem function and resilience through protection, restoration and conservation 
of habitats including beaches, bays, backwaters and rivers; ERP-3 Restore/Expand human 
connections; and EPI-1.4 Create and support programs that expose more people to local 
waterways.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Working Waterfront and Greenspace Project

No

Planning Grant to Amend 
Multiyear Implementation 
Year

Crozier, George

Commenter supports the 
Planning Grant to Amend 
Multiyear Implementation 
Year

Very sensible.
The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for the proposed project, 
Planning Grant to Amend Multiyear Implementation Year

No

Not project specific 
comments

Gulf Restoration 
Network

Whitehurst, 
Andrew

Commenter concerned about 
more money spent on road 
projects than sewer projects

It is a positive development that the Multi-year implementation plan contemplates water and sewer 
treatment upgrades, the Mobile Greenway Initiative, Mobile Blueways trail, and stormwater 
management.  In contrast to the positive MIP projects, there are listed projects such as the Baldwin 
Beach Express (project 7) and the various ALDOT road projects allocate $80M to roads, some of 
which will cause, through their construction, water quality problems, and altered drainage patterns. 
Roadbuilding is the single largest price tag in the MIP list. Some of these alterations will be 
temporary through construction, but some will be permanent. It is disheartening to think that the 
largest ticket items on a spending list using money that should be focused on restoration will 
instead build roads. It is positive that the second biggest amount other than spending for roads, will 
be for sewer improvements that will benefit Mobile Bay, its related estuaries and the rivers and 
creeks that flow into them.  Scaling back the road projects and focusing more money on improving 
water quality would be a better multi-year use of the funds. A better plan would fix real problems 
instead of creating new ones, and help prepare the region to be more resilient to storms, sea-level 
rise and the other challenges.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates the comment.  As part of the review process, 
the Council will ensure all activities in this plan are eligible under the RESTORE Act.  Each 
project was evaluated on its own merit and need with justification provided.  It is important 
to note the Council has dedicated close to $100 million in water quality improvement 
projects in Alabama's Draft State Expenditure Plan, currently under development.

No

Not project specific 
comments

Mobile Baykeeper Callaway, Casi
Commenter concerned about 
more money spent on road 
projects than sewer projects

The biggest issue among these selected projects is the uneven financial contribution between 
project types. For instance, $68,140,000 on roads vs. $8,566,700 on sewer projects.  Your 
documents cite that additional and widened roadways will decrease traffic congestion and air 
pollution in specific areas. These are the short-term effects, however, and we need to be using 
these once in a lifetime funds for long-term planning. The Baldwin County road projects will create 
impacts to following Mobile Bay Watershed waterways.  Roadways cause negative impacts on 
rivers and streams in the following ways:  more paved areas increase flood risk and water pollution 
because water cannot easily be absorbed into the ground; more vehicles result in more oil, 
pollutants, and litter running off into our waterways; in order to build the extension of the beach 
expressway, a great deal of open forest and/or farmland, will have to be bought and converted. The 
Council has noted these expanded roadways will “reduce carbon emission,” but with these 
farmlands removed and replaced with asphalt and vehicles, the opposite will occur; and more 
roadways often open areas to new development leading to additional water quality impacts.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates the comment.  As part of the review process, 
the Council will ensure all activities in this plan are eligible under the RESTORE Act.  Each 
project was evaluated on its own merit and need with justification provided.  It is important 
to note the Council has dedicated close to $100 million in water quality improvement 
projects in Alabama's Draft State Expenditure Plan, currently under development.

No
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Project Organization Commenter Primary Concern Statement Comment (verbatim) Response
Plan 

Revised?

Process City of Prichard Harris, Taikai
Commenter feels the AGCRC 
did not abide by the statute

I would like to know why the rules were not followed according to the statue of law on all decisions 
to be made by the council.  The rule states six votes.

The Council's Project Selection Process was presented at a public meeting on December 6, 
2016, and was subsequently posted online at www.restorealabama.org.  Following this 
process and a vote at a public meeting on March 7, 2018, the Council selected projects to 
be included in the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan.  This Selection Process included a 
requirement that a project proposal receive 4 "Requests for Evaluation" by Council 
members before progressing to the next stage.  Subsequently, under both the RESTORE 
ACT and the Process, a proposal thereafter had to obtain at least a majority vote (6 votes of 
the 10 member Council) in order to be included in the Draft MIP.  All projects included in the 
MIP received the required number of requests and votes (or more) at both stages in the 
Selection Process.  The Council has been and will remain committed to following all 
requirements of the RESTORE Act in connection with all of its actions.  The Council 
understands that providing opportunities for public review and comment is an important part 
of the process to develop the Multiyear Implementation Plan and has made extensive 
efforts to make the development of this plan accessible and transparent to the public, 
including notifying the public of their call for project ideas through the Coastal Restoration 
distribution list (over 4,400 signees at that time) as well as posting the announcement on 
the Council website; holding a public meeting on January 25, 2017 to receive comments on 
projects in the portal under consideration for funding; and providing the public with an 
opportunity to comment on the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan, both electronically and 
in writing, as well as at a public meeting on May 23, 2018. In addition, the Executive 
Director of the AGCRC has met with over 40 civic organizations, municipalities, and NGOs 
to educate individuals about the project portal, the various funding sources, the eligible 
activities, and to inform as to who the decision makers are for each of these funding 
sources. Of particular note, the AGCRC Executive Director met with City of Prichard 
officials on two occasions at Prichard City Hall to discuss DWH funding sources, eligible 
activities, and the decision-making process for each.  Please note Phase I of the City of 
Prichard's Project #211 (W. Turner Rd/Dunlap Circle), which was moved forward by the 
Council for a detailed evaluation, will be funded under the Spill Impact Component (Bucket 
3) as part of a more comprehensive drainage improvement project to be implemented by 
Mobile County (Toulmin Springs and Gum Tree Branch).  

No

Process City of Prichard Jackson, S.
Commenter feels the AGCRC 
did not abide by the statute

In reference to the Title 6 compliance, the citizens of Prichard feels that the spirit of the law was not 
met to the extent to see minority led and administered projects or outreach efforts prior to selection.  
Ms. Jackson, speaking for many citizens.

The Council's Project Selection Process was presented at a public meeting on December 6, 
2016, and was subsequently posted online at www.restorealabama.org.  Following this 
process and a vote at a public meeting on March 7, 2018, the Council selected projects to 
be included in the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan.  The Council understands that 
providing opportunities for public review and comment is an important part of the process to 
develop the Multiyear Implementation Plan and has made extensive efforts to make the 
development of this plan accessible and transparent to the public, including notifying the 
public of their call for project ideas through the Coastal Restoration distribution list (over 
4,400 signees at that itme) as well as posting the announcement on the Council website; 
holding a public meeting on January 25, 2017 to receive comments on projects in the portal 
under consideration for funding; and providing the public with an opportunity to comment on 
the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan, both electronically and in writing, as well as at a 
public meeting on May 23, 2018.   In addition, the Executive Director of the AGCRC has 
met with over 40 civic organizations, municipalities, and NGOs to educate individuals about 
the project portal, the various funding sources, the eligible activities, and to inform as to 
who the decision makers are for each of these funding sources.  Of particular note, the 
AGCRC Executive Director met with City of Prichard officials on two occasions at Prichard 
City Hall to discuss DWH funding sources, eligible activities, and the decision-making 
process for each.  Please note Phase I of the City of Prichard's Project #211 (W. Turner 
Rd/Dunlap Circle), which was moved forward by the Council for a detailed evaluation, will 
be funded under the Spill Impact Component (Bucket 3) as part of a more comprehensive 
drainage improvement project to be implemented by Mobile County (Toulmin Springs and 
Gum Tree Branch).  All projects included in the Draft MIP were approved by majority vote 
as outlined in Section 1603 of the RESTORE Act.

No
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Project Organization Commenter Primary Concern Statement Comment (verbatim) Response
Plan 

Revised?

Process Green, Kim
Commenter concerned about 
lack of transparency

During the course of planning and preparation for the decision on the MIP, why was there no 
transparency?  If you feel that there was transparency, please clarify so that the citizens of Prichard 
can understand your decisions.

The Council's Project Selection Process was presented at a public meeting on December 6, 
2016, and was subsequently posted online at www.restorealabama.org.  Following this 
process and a vote at a public meeting on March 7, 2018, the Council selected projects to 
be included in the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan.  The Council understands that 
providing opportunities for public review and comment is an important part of the process to 
develop the Multiyear Implementation Plan and has made extensive efforts to make the 
development of this plan accessible and transparent to the public, including notifying the 
public of their call for project ideas through the Coastal Restoration distribution list (over 
4,400 signees at that itme) as well as posting the announcement on the Council website; 
holding a public meeting on January 25, 2017 to receive comments on projects in the portal 
under consideration for funding; and providing the public with an opportunity to comment on 
the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan, both electronically and in writing, as well as at a 
public meeting on May 23, 2018.   In addition, the Executive Director of the AGCRC has 
met with over 40 civic organizations, municipalities, and NGOs to educate individuals about 
the project portal, the various funding sources, the eligible activities, and to inform as to 
who the decision makers are for each of these funding sources.  Of particular note, the 
AGCRC Executive Director met with City of Prichard officials on two occasions at Prichard 
City Hall to discuss DWH funding sources, eligible activities, and the decision-making 
process for each.  Please note Phase I of the City of Prichard's Project #211 (W. Turner 
Rd/Dunlap Circle), which was moved forward by the Council for a detailed evaluation, will 
be funded under the Spill Impact Component (Bucket 3) as part of a more comprehensive 
drainage improvement project to be implemented by Mobile County (Toulmin Springs and 
Gum Tree Branch).

No

Process Mobile Baykeeper Callaway, Casi
Commenter concerned about 
lack of transparency

We again ask that you open the project review process to public scrutiny and review -- even to the 
point of following the state’s Open Meetings Act.  The project selection process must also open up 
to true public review. Not having access to project information without contacting the applicant - 
which in several cases changed late into the 45-day comment period - is not a clear and 
transparent process. The public should be allowed to attend meetings when you are allowing 
applicants to present to Council. At a very minimum, every applicant should be allowed to present 
or NO applicants can present.

The Council understands that providing opportunities for public review and comment is an 
important part of the process to develop the Multiyear Implementation Plan. The Council 
has made extensive efforts to make the development of this plan accessible and 
transparent to the public, including notifying the public of their call for project ideas through 
the Coastal Restoration distribution list (over 4,400 signees at that itme) as well as posting 
the announcement on the Council website; holding a public meeting on January 25, 2017 to 
receive comments on projects in the portal under consideration for funding; and providing 
the public with an opportunity to comment on the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan, both 
electronically and in writing, as well as at a public meeting on May 23, 2018.  The Executive 
Director of the AGCRC has met with over 40 civic organizations, municipalities, and NGOs 
to educate individuals about the project portal, the various funding sources, the eligible 
activities, and to inform as to who the decision makers are for each of these funding 
sources.  The Council takes this responsibility very seriously, and will exercise its authority 
to obtain additional information needed to make an informed decision on a project under 
consideration and to do so in the most efficient manner.

No

Not project specific 
comments

Mobile Baykeeper Callaway, Casi
Commenter concerned about 
environmental impacts

Insist on zero impacts to the environment. Each project submitted must be built with the future in 
mind, meaning these once in a lifetime funds should be using the best materials, future thinking 
processes and the highest and best practices for environmental protection and resiliency.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's concerns.  The Council will 
carefully monitor engineering and design of each project to ensure best practices and will 
closely monitor the stringent regulatory compliance requirements imposed by Treasury.

No

Not project specific 
comments

Mobile Baykeeper Callaway, Casi
Commenter supports projects 
supporting the community, 
economy and environment

Mobile Baykeeper fully supports projects that connect, educate and engage people to our natural 
resources. The blueways, greenways and education projects meet the triple bottom line of 
supporting the community, economy and environment now and for future generations.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's support for blueways, greenways, 
and education projects.

No
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Project Organization Commenter Primary Concern Statement Comment (verbatim) Response
Plan 

Revised?

Process

M.O.R.E. (Making 
Opportunities and 
Resources 
Equitable)

Davis, Carletta

Commenter concerned 
minority communities not 
awarded/implementing more 
projects

Mobile-based M.O.R.E. is a collective of businesses, nonprofits and advocacy organizations in 
Alabama who organized a 501(c)3 to advocate for a fair portion of the $20.8 Billion settlement -- at 
least 25 percent -- for under-served majority communities in Alabama which is far from what is 
being proposed at this time.  We believe an equitable amount of these funds represent a game-
changing economic opportunity for our under-served communities that have been mired in poverty 
for generations. In the past decade alone, the wealth of families and businesses in our communities 
have been further decimated by natural and man-made disasters, from Katrina and other 
devastating hurricanes and tornadoes, to the housing market collapse, to the Deepwater Horizon 
oil spill. We have had multiple meetings with you ED and made multiple public comments to 
advocate this sediment to the Council.  Therefore, we are quite disappointed in the lack of outreach 
to the minority community prior to this council selecting the projects, we are also disappointed in the 
fact that the council has selected only 3% of the projected first round MIP amount to go to the 
minority community.  This council did not give adequate instructions to the minority community on 
how to directly receive funds.  To have a fiduciary agent will cost the project which will cause less to 
go to the project itself, so it is imperative for the recipient to be the implementer.  State and local 
officials will leverage public resources and private partnerships which is a much-needed strategy in 
underserved communities and one that has been proven to work.  We therefore are requesting that 
this Council take the time and engage the minority community effectively and in a wholistic way.  
Also, we request that the Council increase the number of projects that are in the minority 
communities in Mobile and Baldwin County, and that the instructions and preparations be done so 
that those communities control their own projects.  These proposed action plans will achieve the 
highest economic impact that help our communities need to recover from these disasters and 
generational poverty.  The plans include community revitalization models that enhance economic 
sustainability, build environmental justice awareness, and conservation.  So, we sincerely hope that 
our recommendation be taken seriously and are met will a willingness to work with the minority 
community for a fair resolution.

The Council's Project Selection Process was presented at a public meeting on December 6, 
2016, and was subsequently posted online at www.restorealabama.org.  Following this 
process and a vote at a public meeting on March 7, 2018, the Council selected projects to 
be included in the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan.  The Council understands that 
providing opportunities for public review and comment is an important part of the process to 
develop the Multiyear Implementation Plan and has made extensive efforts to make the 
development of this plan accessible and transparent to the public, including notifying the 
public of their call for project ideas through the Coastal Restoration distribution list (over 
4,400 signees at that itme) as well as posting the announcement on the Council website; 
holding a public meeting on January 25, 2017 to receive comments on projects in the portal 
under consideration for funding; and providing the public an opportunity to comment on the 
Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan, both electronically and in writing, as well as at a public 
meeting on May 23, 2018.  In addition, the Executive Director of the AGCRC has met with 
over 40 civic organizations, municipalities, and NGOs to educate individuals about the 
project portal, the various funding sources, the eligible activities, and to inform as to who 
the decision makers are for each of these funding sources.  Of particular note, the AGCRC 
Executive Director met with representatives from M.O.R.E. and the Growth Alliance Task 
Force on two different occasions totaling more than 5 hours to explain the Council’s 
process and the challenges associated with sub-recipient eligibility.  In a June 20, 2018 
Council work session, all comments submitted were reviewed.  During the discussion on 
this specific concern, the Council asked the Administrator to research the combined 
financial impact or benefit that all 14 activities (excluding the planning grant) in the plan will 
have on low-moderate income communities.  This analysis is based upon the U.S. Census 
Bureau census tract reference maps and takes into consideration only the tracts where the 
project will physically be implemented; it does not include the broader impact a project may 
have on a particular community or region.   This research indicates close to 40% of the total 
funding allocated in Activities 1-14 will be spent in low-moderate income communities.  
(Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri forecasts for 2018).   It is 
important to note that, although not guaranteed for funding, projects not funded in this First 
Round Draft MIP will be eligible for consideration in future rounds. 

No

Not project specific 
comments

Reuss, John
Commenter would like to see 
water quality improvement 
project in Magnolia Springs

My name is John Reuss. I live in Magnolia Springs at the Cold Hole in the Magnolia River. I am 
writing to comment on the Restore Grants reported by Lawrence Spector in the Mobile-Press 
Register.  My wife and I have lived on the Magnolia River Since 1994. During that time the creeks 
feeding the Cold Hole, and the Cold Hole itself, have become so silt laden that sand bars have 
developed. At low tide in the Winter the bottoms of the creeks and the River are exposed. In the 
Summer at high tide, especially with a West wind, the River covers my wharf and invades my lawn. 
After a heavy rain the runoff from North Foley, Summerdale and Robertsdale carries a flow of silt 
that will settle out on my wharf at a depth of an inch or more. These flows also carry septic overflow 
which is visually present and has an unpleasant odor. I believe that the septic overflow has 
sickened one swimmer and may have contributed to two dogs contracting stomach cancer.  While 
all of the projects on the published list are important, many are not conservation related. Whatever 
flows down the Magnolia River winds up in Weeks Bay, Mobile Bay and eventually the Gulf. This 
has an impact on both recreational and commercial fishing as well as recreational boaters and 
kayakers.  There doesn’t appear to be any representation for the Magnolia River on the Council. 
Yet the Magnolia River is used for fishing and boating by residents of many of the communities with 
projects that have been approved. So, my purpose in writing is to ask that when considering Bucket 
3 Projects The Council consider issues described above.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates the suggestion, as the Council welcomes ideas 
for future funding.  All ideas should be submitted to the Alabama Department of 
Conservation and Natural Resources Project Suggestion Portal, available at 
http://www.alabamacoastalrestoration.org.  Please note the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery 
Council was created with the passage of the RESTORE Act in 2012, and as such, there is 
no ability to change the current makeup of the Council.  That said, Council members would 
welcome any communication from the commenter to discuss projects of concern.  In 
addition, the Council has forwarded the commenter's correspondence to the Mobile Bay 
National Estuary Program, which recently completed the Weeks Bay Watershed 
Management Plan, to see if there are any opportunities for a restoration project as a result 
of that planning process.

No
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Project Organization Commenter Primary Concern Statement Comment (verbatim) Response
Plan 

Revised?

Not project specific 
comments

Graves, Caroline
Commenter concerned about 
the Mobile Harbor dredging 
project

My comments for the Alabama Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan,due by Monday, June 4, 2018.   
Do not redact my name.  Nobody was affected by the BP oil spill more than the people on Dauphin 
Island and south Mobile County were.  “Under OPA, injury assessment involves determining 
whether resources or their services were injured, and then quantifying the degree and extent of 
those injuries and services losses:  • Injury determination. To determine injury, the Trustees 
evaluated whether a pathway could be established from the discharge to the exposed resource, 
whether the resource had been exposed to oil, and the injury caused by that exposure. The 
Trustees evaluated not only the extent of injuries to natural resources, but also to the services 
those resources provide. They also evaluated injuries resulting from response activities, including 
fishery and beach closures, beach excavation, removal of oil from marshes and beaches, boat 
activities, and placement of protective boom”  Over the past 30 years, the State of Alabama has 
purposely let Dauphin Island's property erode away by Corps’/Ports’ dredging of the Mobile 
shipping channel.  Now, to add insult to injury, the Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Councilis head up 
by the director of the Port Authority, Jimmy Lyons, who is making the decisions for BP money going 
to Dauphin Island.  Mr. Lyons wants all of the BP money for the Mobile Harbor including $50 million 
dollars for a car roll-on, roll-off center.  This is ironic, when previously Mr. Lyons stated that the BP 
oil spill had no effect on the Mobile Harbor at all.  Is this part or an injury caused by the BP oil spill?  
What is so ironic is in 2000, the State of Alabama gave the Port Authority $100 million Dollars to for 
a massive expansion to the Port, and the money came from the Billions of Dollars oil/gas money 
from the off-shore gas pipelines that only go through and around Dauphin Island and the Port has 
not use one penny of the $100 million dollars to protect the adjacent shoreline of Dauphin Island 
from the erosion caused by the dredging.  The State gave the $100 millions dollars to the Port 
Authority, without requiring the Port Authority to follow Federal Laws to mitigate to the erosion to 
adjacent shoreline of Dauphin Island caused by dredging the Mobile Harbor Entrance Channel.  
(see MIP Appendix, Attachment 8 for full comments)

The Council acknowledges and appreciates the comments.  The RESTORE Act 
established the authority of the Alabama Council to select projects to be included in 
Alabama's Multiyear Implementation Plan and State Expenditure Plan.    The Council's 
Project Selection Process was presented at a public meeting on December 6, 2016, and 
was subsequently posted online at www.restorealabama.org.  Following this process and a 
vote at a public meeting on March 7, 2018, the Council selected projects to be included in 
the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan.  It is important to note that, although not 
guaranteed for funding, projects not funded in this First Round Draft MIP will be eligible for 
consideration in future rounds.  Moreover, the Council  welcomes ideas for future funding.  
All ideas should be submitted to the Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural 
Resources  Project Suggestion Portal, available at www.alabamacoastalrestoration.org.

No

Multiple projects Rushdan, Nashid
Commenter supports water 
quality projects over road/port 
projects.

I am opposing the use of Restore Fund for the following Projects.  Activity #7: Baldwin beach 
express I-10 to I-65 Extension, Activity #8: Baldwin County ALDOT Capacity Improvements, Activity 
#9: Alabama State Port Authority Automotive Logistics/RO-RO Terminal, Activity #10: 
Ambassadors of the Environment.  In my opinion there is a more critical need for water quality and 
water related infra-structure that these funds can be used for rather than the projects listed above.  
My recommendation is to use the following dollar amount between the Cities in Mobile and Baldwin 
County:  Use $80 millions for water quality in the Coastal Unincorporate area of Theodore, Grand 
Bay, Coden, St Elmo, Mon Louis, Heron Bay and Irvington. for North Mobile County Axis, Bucks, 
Chastang and Creola.  Use $20 millions for water quality in Unincorporate area of Baldwin County 
and Incorporate Daphne.  Use $9 millions for water quality in Prichard, Chicksaw, Saraland and 
Satsuma.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates the comment.  As part of the review process, 
the Council will ensure all activities in this plan are eligible under the RESTORE Act.  Each 
project was evaluated on its own merit and need with justification provided.  It is important 
to note the Council has dedicated close to $100 million in water quality improvement 
projects in Alabama's Draft State Expenditure Plan, currently under development.

No
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Project Organization Commenter Primary Concern Statement Comment (verbatim) Response
Plan 

Revised?

Multiple projects/process
Operator 
HomeCare, Inc.

Antalon, Jackie

Commenter supports water 
quality projects over road/port 
projects and is concerned 
about lack of outreach and 
public participation in the 
process.

Operation HomeCare Inc. (OHC) continues to express concerns with the effectiveness of the 
State’s RESTORE outreach, engagement, public participation and input in the decision making 
process. OHC has been active in the process and maintain relationships in the impacted historically 
underserved coastal communities since 2010.  Further, over the past three years these 
communities have expressed concerns about the lack of transparency and systemic barriers to 
engagement, participation and access to information during meetings held by the council.  We 
respectfully oppose prioritizing the use of RESTORE Act direct component funding for the 
following;  Activity #7- Baldwin Beach Express I-10 to I-65 Extension, $11,678,482; Activity # 8- 
Baldwin County ALDOT Capacity Improvements, $58,504,000l; Activity # 9- Alabama State Port 
Authority Automotive Logistics/RO-RO Terminal, $29,630,741; Activity #10- Ambassadors of the 
Environment, $10,040,702.  As an alternative $80M for Mobile County via collaborative activities to 
address water quality issues in coastal unincorporated communities such as Coden, Grand Bay, 
Mon Luis , Heron Bay, St. Elmo, Irvington, Theodore, Axis, Chastang, Creola and Bucks. Similarly 
$20M to Baldwin County to address water quality issues in coastal unincorporated communities. 
Also provide cities and towns such as Prichard, Chickasaw, Saraland, Daphne and other coastal 
community clusters a share of $9M.  Additionally, we have serious concerns to the draft MIP in fully 
funding projects that have been consolidated which may or may not meet initial regulatory 
compliance.  We urge you to be fiscally responsible with these limited funds.

The Council acknowledges and appreciates commenter's suggestions and concerns.  The 
Council's Project Selection Process was presented at a public meeting on December 6, 
2016, and was subsequently posted online at www.restorealabama.org.  Following this 
process and a vote at a public meeting on March 7, 2018, the Council selected projects to 
be included in the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan.  The Council understands that 
providing opportunities for public review and comment is an important part of the process to 
develop the Multiyear Implementation Plan and has made extensive efforts to make the 
development of this plan accessible and transparent to the public, including notifying the 
public of their call for project ideas through the Coastal Restoration distribution list (over 
4,400 signees at that itme) as well as posting the announcement on the Council website; 
holding a public meeting on January 25, 2017 to receive comments on projects in the portal 
under consideration for funding; and providing the public with an opportunity to comment on 
the Draft Multiyear Implementation Plan, both electronically and in writing, as well as at a 
public meeting on May 23, 2018.   In addition, the Executive Director of the AGCRC has 
met with over 40 civic organizations, municipalities, and NGOs to educate individuals about 
the project portal, the various funding sources, the eligible activities, and to inform as to 
who the decision makers are for each of these funding sources. As part of the review 
process, the Council will ensure all activities in this plan are eligible under the RESTORE 
Act and will closely monitor the stringent regulatory compliance requirements imposed by 
Treasury.  Each project was evaluated on its own merit and need with justification provided.  
It is important to note the Council has dedicated close to $100 million in water quality 
improvement projects in Alabama's Draft State Expenditure Plan, currently under 
development.

No
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From: Morgan, Eliska  
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2018 2:00 PM 
Subject: Follow up to RESTORE public Hearing on May 23rd 
 
Ms. Bell, 
 
As follow up to your comments at the AGCRC Public Hearing on May 23, please find responses below from Vince Beebe 
with ALDOT’s SW Region in Mobile.   
 
Regards, 
Eliska Morgan 
 
Eliska Morgan 
Executive Director 
Alabama Gulf Coast Recovery Council 

 
I pulled the EA on the SR‐180 (FBE to SR‐161) project and Wynell Bell was in attendance and provided a comment 
sheet.  Here are some responses: 
 
  *   How and when will the Home owners that live on East Canal Dr. be made aware of the project? 
The public comment period and public meetings were previously held in 2001 and no further meetings are currently 
planned for this project. 
 
  *   Where should a request be made to see the detailed public records to show that they comply with regulations for 
the disbursement of Federal funds? 
An appointment with ALDOT’s Southwest Region Pre‐Construction Section can be made to view the public 
records.  Please contact Mr. Vince Beebe, P.E. – (251) 470‐8334 
 
  *   Who has the plans and where should the request be made to see those plans? 
ALDOT Southwest Region in Mobile (1701 West I‐65 Service Road N, Mobile, AL 36618) can show current plans during 
the appointment. 
 
  *   As stated in Section H, How was it determined that there would be “no environmental impact” during and for the 
construction of the expansion of Highway 180 for 3.4 miles West of the Foley Beach Expressway? 
The Environmental document (EA Checklist) approved 4/10/03 by Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) can be 
viewed during the appointment to help answer these concerns. 
 
  *   Where can I find the detailed records that tell who, when, where, and how the evaluation for this project was done? 
ALDOT Southwest Region Office in Mobile. 
 
  *   How was it determined that there would be no adverse impact? 
Review of the Environmental document will help answer this question. 
 
I think a visit by Wynell Bell to discuss and review the layout and environmental document with us would be the best 
way to respond. 
 
Please advise as needed. 
 
Vince Beebe, P.E. 
ALDOT SW Region – Mobile 
Office – (251) 470‐8334 
Cell – (251) 331‐0213 
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