I. Listing of Open-Ended Responses

Appendix I lists the open-ended responses for Q12, which asked respondents, “Please provide a
brief comment that helps us understand why you chose [ Answer to Q10] as your most preferred.”
Q10 first asked respondents, “Which program is your most preferred?”” A listing of all the
responses to Q12 are provided in Tables 1.1 and 1.2 for the ANES and FFRISP panels,
respectively. Note that all of the responses are conditional on what respondents chose as their
most preferred program in A10. As such, their responses to Q10 are also included in each of the
tables below. Also note that responses are presented as they were typed by the respondents.

Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred

program Response

Current program Per household, $75 is alot of money for a project.

This project could be adopted by a University or Volunteers. It does not need to be
overseen by the Federal Government.

Full program Proctecting coral reefs particularly by preventing overfishing is a very responsable
thing for us to do. Additionally repair ship damage while not as important should be
done with perhaps a fee for boating or shipping in or around the Hawaiian Islands.

Full program It accomplishes what is necessary

Full program The cost now is nothing compared to what it will be in the future when the coral reefs
begin to die off and the sea life is gone. It will be more costly in the end.

Current program I'm an environmental scientist, and am aware of the many problems existing in the
world today; however, due to the current administrations unbridled spending, which is
damning to our economy, I must decline support of additional spending plans of any
kind

Full program I don't think anything is more important than the balanced function of nature. If we
can pay for the coral reefs to come back sooner(10 vs 50yrs), maybe we won't have to
pay as long to get things right again.

Current program I chose this program because we are strapped now with Federal tax. the poor are
suffering everyday and the goverment is cutting those programs.

Current program Coral reefs are important. If local fishermen devistate the fish population, there will
be less fish. With less fish there will be less fishermen. With less fishermem there will
be less damage and more fish will reproduce until there is a natural balanc

Full program It seems like the best program to help the environment. I'd like to see it save 100
percent of the reefs however, not just 25 percent.It also pays for repairs from ship
accidents.

No-fishing zones The additional 24% protected by no fishing zones will balance the length of time

program needed for recovery to injury. The cost of policing and recovering the cost of reef
repair, which is likely not maliciously done, outweighs the benefit of an earlier
recovery
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

The no-fishing zone will help the fish replenish themselves protect the reef from boat
accidents and nets. Repairing the reefs is not cost-effective.

Current program

i BELIEVE THAT gOD CREATED THE CORAL REEFS AND IF THEY NEED
TO BE REPAIRED MORE QUICKLY, HE WOULD DO IT. wE DONT NEED TO
SPEND MONEY ON SOMETHING THAT CAN REPAIR ITSELF.

Current program

There are more pressing matters to deal with than to increase spending on this.

Full program

Even though $245 is a lot of money for something I will never see, the cost goes for
the betterment of the whole world. Of course, if you start adding elephants, and grassy
wetlands, and seals and eradication of the emerald ash borer, each at $245, the ch

Current program

I really don't see coral reefs as a big problem for the average mid-western citizen.

Current program

Our taxes are going out the window now with all of the government programs being
implemented by the new administration. I am not sure how we are going to afford the
bailouts, we need to figure out how to cut government instead of always increasing
the siz

Ship repair program

Ideally I thing the complete program would be best!! I just think that citizins would
have a hard time paying an additional $110 per year for this. If economic times were
different and so many people wern't struggling right now, I think I would respond

Current program

I pay taxes in my state to cover our issues and programs.

No-fishing zones
program

I want to do SOMETHING but I don't want it to cost ME too much.

Full program

the faster the recovery, the faster job,nature and recreational recovery

Full program

This is the best option. I think the cost could be decreased by makeing the shipping
persons pay the cost for damages

Full program

We need to protect the eco system for current and future generations. $100 is not a
huge amount when it covers a whole year. If there was a way to protect say 10%
instead of 25% and fix 2-3 acres instead of 5, that would still help, but decrease the
cost.

No-fishing zones
program

The ship damage is so small compared to the no fishing zones. Start with one step,
then go to the other one later.

Americans don't want to be taxed so much at one time

No-fishing zones
program

with the no fishing zone, you can keep the fishing down and the reef has time to repair
it's self.

Current program

Although protecting the reefs are important the money spent on this right now is
money that should be used for putting Americans back to work and healthcare for the
unfortunate.

Full program

It is important to the environment and for continued improvements that we reduce the
current damage to the coral reefs and also help fix the existing damage.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program Response
Ship repair program  Would like to have chosen the full program but could not due to the economy. I think

the government should stop bailing out poorly run & failing banks & corporations and
start bailing out the environment!

Current program

We are already being highly overtaxed

Full program

I believe we have a responsibility to protect the natural world, especially in those
cases where we humans are so clearly the destroyers. Doing so will also provide jobs,
perhaps some of these jobs to the fisherman. There is still so much we still don't

Current program

everything going smooth. i suppose

No-fishing zones
program

best bang for the buck

Full program

the full program may be more costly but! do we really have a realistic choice

Current program

Tired of paying taxes for SOCIALIST PROGRAMS that don't or won't work without
federal armies and take over.

Full program

Hawaii is unique among the states.
we fought for it now protect it

Current program

I'm already taxed to death! I surely wouldn't choose even more!!!

Ship repair program

It is affordable

Current program

I'M SO TIRED OF THE LIBS TRYING TO FUCK THE AMERICAN PUBLIC
OUT OF OUR HARD EARNED MONEY TO SAVE SOMETHING RIGHTNOE
THAT GIVEN SOME TIME WILL COME BACK.

No-fishing zones
program

Like most retired people, we are on a budget. I would like to see something done to
save and preserve the coral reefs but, I feel I am limited in how much I can help

No-fishing zones
program

I believe the State government should impose recreation or user tax increases before
seeking federal funding beyond that which the National monument status requires.

Current program

I don't feel it is that important. There are more important things to spend our tax
dollars on.

Full program

The oceans are the cradle of life. If we destroy the oceans we have destroyed the
ability for life to survive on earth. Just that simple.

No-fishing zones
program

I feel over fishing much more dangerous to reefs and fish than ship accidents.

Full program

IT IS VERY IMPORTANT TO PROTECT THE CORAL REEFS FROM BEING
DSTROYED

No-fishing zones
program

The additional cost versus benefit does not make sense for every house hold. If the
ship repair program can be implemented via fines/charge backs to those who damaged
it rather than tax payers, it would be better. Public should not pay for private damage

No-fishing zones
program

I believe we should "help" our world so there is always plenty, not deplete and go
looking for another place to destroy.

Ship repair program

It would help to repair little of the damages
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

balance of costs to natural repairs

No-fishing zones
program

I puts the reef moving forward rather than continuing to decline

Current program

cost

No-fishing zones
program

If I were confident the coral repair program would double as an educational program,
I would support it. The 25% no-fishing area will improve fishing in a relatively short
period richly repaying the expense.

No-fishing zones
program

no

No-fishing zones
program

If the reefs are worth preserving, the selected program is the more cost-effective.

Ship repair program

I thought $75 & $45 was a little high per household especially since we are both
retired. What does Florida do?

Current program

i think we pay enough in government. taxes and all.

Full program

i have grandchildren i hope that for them there will be beautiful places left for them
and their children to see,learn and to protect

Current program

The federal government is putting my grandchildren in debt. It's insane to talk about
more spending.

Full program

Because our need to fish and sail boats are not more important than preserving nature.
We are going to have to sacrifice for the good of the planet.

No-fishing zones
program

I do not make much money because I am recovering from a broken neck and might
need more surgery and have other medical problems. I am severely underemployed
because of this. Would wish that we could take some money away from the military
and use it for en

No-fishing zones
program

This cost less and has high impact. The repair cost should come from shipman.

Current program

As my previous statement indicates I do not trust the government to finish a program
once it starts. It would have to have a nonrenewal clause before I would consider it.

Current program

We need food on our table more than the coral reefs need repaired. Our federal
government needs to stop spending so much.

Full program

gotta save the earth

Current program

do to state of economy families really can't afford it

No-fishing zones
program

Increases marine life; damage done from ship wrecks is miniscule compared to entire
acreage of reefs; don't want taxes to increase to double of this program

No-fishing zones
program

IT IS THE BEST FOR ALL.

Full program

I firmly believe that the environment must be protected and that includes coral reefs
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I feel the small number of acres repaired under the ship damage is not worth the extra
dollars.

Full program

Here in Calif. the fishing for cod is in terrible shape due to over fishing.Our salmon
are in bad shape for the same reason. Do not let this happen in Hawaii to. Close down
fishing to 50% and pay a little more.

No-fishing zones
program

Minimal money added, improved result for coral reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

As I stated earlier, I lived on Oahu and have visited since. It needs protection!

No-fishing zones
program

probably because of the cost.

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zones should also cut down on damage to the reefs.

Full program

AS I said, we need to protect what we have, and it takes too long to repair itself

Full program

Ecosystems do not exist in isolation so if you help preserve the coral reefs the benefits
climb up the food and environmental chains.

Current program

reef repair is not worth my $35

25% no fishing zone makes sense, but I think State of HI should bear the most cost,
not the US tax payer, so $45 is too much. Among the options, pay nothing suits me
the best. I don't mind pay, say $10, but not $45

No-fishing zones
program

it will help do about half way which of what needs to be done

Current program

I feel the current program is adequate in relation to the overall acreage of the reefs.

Current program

I think there are silly programs that could be cut in order to spend on the coral reefs
rather than adding to the taxes I pay

Current program

The current economy is terrible. My husband was laid off of his job of 14 years. For 3
months now, he has been unable to find a job. I am not employed; I take care of my
aging parents. We cannot afford more taxes!

Full program

I just feel that in general we must do everything that we can to protect all facets of the
environment. It is so important to our future.

Full program

Should we not manage and protect the earth's contribution to our well being?

Perhaps we should focus on repairing nature, rather than support the stupid war in
Iraq, as an example of wrong-headed governmental action.

Current program

With the economy in its current state, along with the issues we have as a country with
poor healthcare, city infrastructures on the decline, etc., we do not need to be
spending money on additional government programs. [ appreciate the need to preserve
ou

Full program

what help them help all of us
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Reef repair only affects a small % of the damaged reefs and you can't charge the
actual ships/owners that caused it.

While it would be nice to be able to repair the impact of 'no-fishing zones' is greater.

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zones will help the coral reef and fish populations. The ship repair only
covers a very small percentage of the coral reef, so does not seem as necessary.

Current program

$$

No-fishing zones
program

Most benefit for the money.

Ship repair program

The cost of the program is more acceptable

No-fishing zones
program

I believe overfishing is a huge problem; not convinced reef repair is a priority

No-fishing zones
program

I am a Small fish and can pay and can pay a small fee to HELP!!!

No-fishing zones
program

cost

No-fishing zones
program

that would benefit more people.

Full program

its worth the cost to protect the reef

No-fishing zones
program

I don't believe that Hawaii cannot recover costs from ship injuries. It doesn't have to
be an all or nothing situation.

No-fishing zones
program

Has the quickest impact for least amount of money. If this program is proven
effective, people may be willing to go for the full program.

Full program

Restoration of these reefs is important to not only the ecology but the economy as
well

Current program

not important in overall current economy

Current program

these costs should be borne by the state of Hawaii in the form of user fees for fishing,
snorkeling, etc.

Current program

Why should a person in Illinois who never takes a vaction, works 2 jobs pay even
more taxes. Increase the taxes to go there. I have a nice yard and no taxes help me.

Full program

the amount of money for a year does not sound like alot of money for what it does

No-fishing zones
program

For a minimal household cost, enforcing the no fishing zone helps the majority of the
coral reef ecosystem to rejuevenate itself. Although, the repair of boating accidents is
important it is relatively small percentage of the reef that is effected and the

Full program

More protected; injuries last less time.

No-fishing zones
program

Overfishing has been sited as the main cause of damage to the coral reefs both by
your information and other sources. Damage by ocean-going vessels cannot be
controlled, is less of a threat and cannot be compensated for adequately.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

I never met a tax that [ would not pay if it had a result of improving a situation. I
believe we are obligated to support such improvements and government is obligated
to do as much as possible to eliminate waste or ineffective programs.

No-fishing zones
program

I'd like to repair also, but $185 is a lot of money. The last $15 should be paid by
visitors to Hawaii only. There is a lot of taxes on tourism. Let that pay for the repair
program.

No-fishing zones
program

increased fish population. Less money from household

No-fishing zones
program

I think the no fishing zones is a good starting program and can be expanded if it
provides a viable means to protect the coral reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

Provides protection and growth to the reefs but is not the most expensive program

Full program

The benefits far exceed the costs relating to preserving the reefs for future
generations.

Current program

We have to be very careful abour spending our limited resources.

Full program

I think the reefs are worth 185 of inceased tax as long as it can be assured that the
money will get the correct results

No-fishing zones
program

i live in illinois, 1 will probably never see a coral reef. i think the people who will
enjoy the coral reefs should pay for the majority of the cost.

Current program

I'm not sure how much money it would take, but, the best program should be adopted
but USING THE FUNDS AND TAXATION OF THE STATE INVOLVED. as a
Florida resident I would, of course, be paying more taxes----but they would not be
from Fed Income Taxes.

Current program

its free

Full program

Nature needs to be protected, once it is gone it is gone. 200 dollars is a small price to
pay for the beautiful and much needed coral reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

WEII if there is a no fishing zone than the amount of ship damage should also
decrease if the reeds are trully monitored.

Full program

Protection of reefs is a necessity for long term health of the sea life in the area. Repair
is not as important, but I feel these costs could be recovered if the required effort and
laws were implemented.

Current program

It's not specified whether the program's cost would be per month, or year, etc.

Current program

The additional programs seem to be expensive scams which will be costly to police
and maintain while making minimal differences. Human habitation brings human
distruction. There is already a coral reef "sanctuary" in place near Hawaii, That is
enough.

Full program

This ecosystem is important to the Hawaiian islands and therefore to the ecosystem of
the world. If we let these areas die, which they possibly will within the 50 years that
are needed for much of the area to repair itself,they will very likely be gone fo
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

I gave you my ideas on the changes, & how I'd go about implementing them, in the
previous comment boxes. If I'm limited to your choices, then I prefer the Shipping
Accident Repair program instead of the increase in the No Fishing Zone.

Full program

The cost to our environment and our way of life is higher if we do not do the
maximum to protect these waters.

Ship repair program

has incremental value at least incremental cost...might also help to benefit fish, etc

Full program

Increasing marine life, plus 5 acres repaired (injuries last about 10 years
), plus natuaral repair (50 last years) for free.

Current program

It seems that the state of Hawaii makes the most money off of this resource and
therefore should pay for the corrections.

Ship repair program

It seems like a good alternative, and is less costly per household.

No-fishing zones
program

I wish we could afford the full program but given the current state of the econmy and
the huge deficit we are incurring I don't think we can afford the additional money for
the full program. But I am reluctant to maintain the status quo as I feel the pro

Full program

This is important to help preserve The coral reefs

Full program

only way to save reefs

Full program

We have an obligation to future generations to preserve and protect our natural
heritage.

Full program

the reefs need repair, and nature takes too long to do it and the fish do not re-
populate....thus affecting fishing....

Full program

Loss of the coral is permanent. Damage to the fisheries and the ocean may not
conserve the earth for our grandchildren.

Full program

because it will restore all reefs quicker but it shouldnt cost tax payers

Current program

my choice is made due to current economics stopping activity around reef till the
economy gets better would work for me and mine

Ship repair program

cost/benefit ratio

No-fishing zones
program

Containing the cost of the program while getting the most return for the dollars spent.

Ship repair program

Taxes are what help to pay for needed things. If everyone doesn't pay their fair share
these reefs in time will be in jeopardy.

No-fishing zones
program

This program protects the coral reefs and increases marine life.

Current program

No increase in taxes

Full program

It is a small cost, the repairs are quicker and more complete, and allows the reefs to
return to their previous balance in the ecosystem

No-fishing zones
program

If we take from the environment, we should "give" to it or take care of it so that it can
continue to provide more for us. While there will be short-term limitations, it seems
that in the long-term, it will help to have placed a program in place. The No
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

we are payping for too much pork as it is. Who is going to help our retirement....fund
social security for our kids...help our kids through school....enough is enough!

Full program

it is a minimal amount of money to spend per person for maxium good

No-fishing zones
program

I feel the "no fishing" rule would have the biggest affect on the larger issue; however
as I stated previously, I do beleive those who we know injure the corals should pay
the cost to repair those areas they have injured, which may mean we can only repair

Full program

It is crucial for our Earth to protect the coral reefs and our oceans.

Full program

it seems necessary to adequately protect marine life.the feds would be the only entity
capable of carrying out the program.my main concern would be the cost,as most
federal programs usually wind costing more than originally intended.hawaii most pay
thier

Current program

IPAY EHOUGH TAXES ALREADY SUPPORTING OTHER GOV PROGRAMS
IF WE KEEP PAYING FOR OTHER PEOPLES PROBLEMS WE WILL BE TAX
POOR & THEN WELL NEED THE TO SUPPORT US

Current program

Other programs are far too expensive.
Any costs to preserve coral reefs should be borne solely by Hawaiins.

Full program

I think something needs to be done for both programs for coral reef health.

Current program

I guess because of the taxes, I'm a senior and life on a fixed income, I would love to
vote for $300. but have to settle for less. I truly feel the reefs should be protected and
no fishing area upholded

Current program

I have a hard enough time right now making ends meet. I don't want to pay anything
more than I'm already paying

Full program

partial repair is insufficient and full repair is not that much more costly

Current program

I think that the reefs are protected enough already and money should be spent
somewhere else.

Full program

The corral is beautiful and should be restored.

Full program

I believe it's important to protect the coral reef ecosystem. The additional costs
wouldn't be excessive for my family, though I would hope any tax imposed for reef
protection/repair would be progressive.

No-fishing zones
program

Similar to our local freshwater conversation allocation

Current program

CANNOT AFFORD ANY ADDITIONAL TAX AT THIS TIME TO HELP WITH
THE REEFS.

No-fishing zones
program

If 25% area is left unfished the fish population will have a chance to grow. Fishing it
all now will cause more problems down the road. We should be responsible keepers
of the earth and leave something for our grandchildren. As for the repair of coral

No-fishing zones
program

This topic is dull as dishwater tome; I'm having trouble concentrating, and frankly, I
"guessed" which one I might prefer.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

So that future generations can have something and help to repair the damages that our
generation has caused. we cannot keep destroying things without trying to rebuild.
Too much moiney is spent on things that are not worthwhile

No-fishing zones
program

it is the one that is moderate in price, allows more fish to be caught because of the
increased fish population in the no fish area,spreading to the fishing area. I would
prefer the full program, but the cost may be high for the average family.

Current program

Let Hawaii take care of her properties. Render to Caesar, etc.

Full program

I feel $100 is an acceptable expenditure for my household to help with the problem,
which I believe is inter-related to other environmental issues as well. (However, I
recognize not all households would be able to pay $100 per year without sacrifice.)

No-fishing zones
program

I'd really like the last column but not the price tag

Current program

Times are hard right now, people need all the money they can get just live, I
understand that it could effect the cost of buying fish...However a gov program
normally has too much fluff built into the price of the program. I trust the free market
system t

Current program

As I stated before we need to stay out of certain ecosystem type evolutions.

Full program

See Discover's "Planet Earth". Such beauty should be restored at any cost.

Full program

That approach makes the most environmental and economic sense

Full program

We have to protect the environment. We are losing too much to carelessness and there
will be no corel reef in the future if this continues.

No-fishing zones
program

Competition for tax money is high. There are other programs that I would like to see
in place before we expend to much on this kind of program. A few dollars here and a
few dollars there adds up to a lot or dollars. My selection gives us some improveme

Full program

as i commented earlier. we must be willing to sacrifice today in order to protrect
tomorrow. if this eco system goes under where will we be?

Current program

The environment is one of my top priorities. | think that the coral reefs are important,
but I would rather spend my money on programs that help clean up the air we breathe
and the water we drink. Although, I vaguely remember that the coral reefs have som

Current program

my second choice would be to make 25% of the coral reefs into no-fishing zones but
the reason I did not choose that option was because I felt $170 per household per year
was too high a price to pay, especially since there are already 400,000 acres of cora

Full program

i melieve the marine layer life is just a inportant to us, it is the fishes home, we have
destructed so much of other naimals habitats for our own gain

Current program

Corals reefs are fascinating but I don't think that tons of money should be invested in
to repairing them unless all the sudden they're getting extinct.

Full program

Protecting the enviorment for myself and my children is important to me. But what
insurance would the taxpayers have that the monies collected by the goverment be
used elsewhere.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

The economy is so bad and many people are struggling just to pay for basics, so
though not my real choice, it is the most reasonable choice to make right now.

Full program

$160 per year is a small amount to protect our future in the enviornment. We spend
much more on fighting wars around the world.

No-fishing zones
program

because it seem to be alright

Full program

To me it is worth me personally paying $300 a year to protect the coral reefs and
repair. For someone on a limited income, they would not feel the same, but becuase |
know I can afford that a year, | am moderately comfortable with my answer.

Ship repair program

Reefs are in serious trouble!

Current program

We are retired and on fixed income.... all our taxes are going up. All food, medical
and energy costs are going up while our income barely stays the same. We have no
room for an additional tax or levy for programs and find when programs are supplied
with

Full program

I guess you could say it is one way I can contribute to a worthy and vital cause among
so many worthy and vital causes. I feel I would be doing something important for my
fellow man, sort of like making a church contribution.

Full program

We need to protect the coral and increase the wildlife who live there.

No-fishing zones
program

cost/benefit justifies that program.

No-fishing zones
program

How essential is the fishing? What are the consequences of an enlarged protected
zone? What are the other advantages of the coral reefs? etc.etc......

Based on available info ,I felt my choice represented the beat value for the cost.

Full program

we need to protect our natural resources our existence depends on it.

Full program

I don't really have a reason because I don't know nothing about coral reef

No-fishing zones
program

(1) Why is only a 25% offered as an option and not, say 12.5%? (2) it occurs to me
that there may be regions where ships TEND to scratch out a reef over & over (say
due to preferred shipping areas; or currents). If a particular area (say 1 acre) is repa

Full program

Because, in the long run, the Full Program would benefit the people economically
more so than the other programs.

Full program

While I felt that we should support Education with additional money. Saving the coral
reef would further educational programs and $ 265 is just a drop in the bucket.

No-fishing zones
program

5 acres is so small of an area. the no fishing program is more protection for the
money.

Full program

If you are going to do something you might as well spend the money and do it right.

Current program

Considering the current US Budget deficit and current spending plans by the Obama
administration we do not need any more Federal spending
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Less fishing helps the natural fish population, reduces the number of ships in the area
that cause accidental damage, and puts more of the cost on the tourists that are there in
the first place instead of the general population through increased taxes.

Full program

For it to cost only $10 per month more in taxes to protect the reefs, I feel it's worth it.

No-fishing zones
program

To give nature a chance to do what it can to repair itself.Most of nature is designed to
survive if given the chance to do so.

Full program

My contribution is a small amount to protect what I believe is a must do prpgram to
keep Hawaii in the beautiful state it is in. The same holds true for us Floridians. "Save
the Everglades"

No-fishing zones
program

You would be spending 14 dollars a month to help out a place you live or may want to
visit, when you break it down that is something we can do without getting the
government involved and possible paying more.

No-fishing zones
program

I would be willing to help with coral reefs via tax $$, but not ship related coral reefs
that are compromised.

Current program

Would possibly choose $170 additional tax program in different economic
environment.

Current program

Perhaps we could sell some of our stock in GM to fund this program. Perhaps we
could prioritize this program against

all others to decide its relative importance. Why is raising taxes the only
alternative?

Ship repair program

quicker repairs

Full program

It is my belief that protecting the coral reefs and our ecosystem is much more
important than the $2 a day I spend on coffee.

No-fishing zones
program

It is the best balance of use and protection and it provides a good balance of cost to
the tax payer and protection of the reefs.

Current program

USA does not need to spend more tax dollars at this time on a program of this type
versus human emergency needs in these times of a horrid economy.

Ship repair program

at this time we need to do somthing but not go over board till we can aford it

Current program

I have yet been able to see any government programs that are not wasteful and ill
conceived.

Full program

Taking time to do things right in the long term means that we all need to sacrifice. If
our country and its citizens had been responsible from the beginning in matters of
protecting the environment and the economy we would not be facing the situation of

Full program

I don't think the cost is disproportionate to the benefits of repairing the reefs.

Full program

Seams the best option in the long run

Current program

I FEEL WE HAVE MORE IMPORTANT PROBLEMS
THAN CORAL REEF REPAIR!

Full program

If we want a beautiful planet to live on, we hve to become better stewards of our
planet-Earth.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

provides the most protection at what I feel is a relatively modest cost per household

No-fishing zones
program

Possibly with less fishing in the No-Fishing zones that will reduce ship and boat
damage to the reef.

Full program

it is for a great cause and would create a healtheir enviroment and would benefit all
the people in the future and it would not cost each tax payer that much more per year

Full program

Because I believe saving the coral reefs is very important to Hawaii and its ecosystem.

No-fishing zones
program

less tax dollars, but believe we need to something to help

Current program

The few pennies alloted to protect the great lakes are given because of the value of the
fresh water therein, a commodity that benefits the nation as a whole. I also do not
believe that the 12 foot wide scar left by a ships hull impacts a very large area,

Current program

Again, federal vs. local $$$'s and % of reefs and already 400K acres of federally
protected reefs.

Ship repair program

Once the coral reefs are gone the eco system will we gone, we need to do something

Current program

I am all for protecting our coral reefs but not at the expense of increased federal taxes.
Get rid of other wasteful goverment programs and use that money instead.

Ship repair program

Willing to pay some but not all in this very tight economy.

Current program

We are being taxed to much and these program need to find other ways to be funded.
Such as a tax for those who are fish in that area.

No-fishing zones
program

This program represents a moderate cost to the american taxpar while also protecting
the coral reefs.

Full program

This is just not for the United States, but for the whole planet.

Full program

it is important to keep our eco system in tack.

No-fishing zones
program

It was a toss up between this and the full program. I liked the idea of 25% being
protected.

Ship repair program

We are already over taxed. Most of the programs are filled with corruption and few of
the dollars actually end up where they were designated to go in the first place.

Full program

It will be cheaper in the long run than doing nothing. What will the fishermen do if all
the fish are gone?

No-fishing zones
program

The cost to taxpayers is the biggest reason I chose the No-Fishing Zones program. I
believe the ones who cause the accidents should pay for the damage to the coral reefs.

Full program

Seems very important to curtail damage to the reef now. Continuing damage to reef
could be irreparable.

No-fishing zones
program

no reason

Full program

I do not want to see our ecosystems destroyed. All things in the natural world are
linked to one another. I believe that these coral reefs serve an important purpose for
people. More education about our natural world should be undertaken in addition to
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

The only alternatives were add'l tax payer money only therefore i had to vote none.
Fees should come from commercial fishing, sport fishing fees, snorkeling fees, etc
instead of the entire US tax base. If its becomes more expensive, then the end users

Ship repair program

reef repair should not be a burden to all tax payers.

Ship repair program

because the curreent administration ha already spent more money then we an afford
and taxes are already to high.

Full program

I believe that the coral reef's are a pretty aspect of the ocean and if we let them die,
then what else will we decide is not important anymore and let it die also.

Current program

We are broke

Current program

I don't care to be bothered about some slight damages to coral reefs in Hawaii. There
are greater things that need to be taken care of.

No-fishing zones
program

I think we should do something but the full program is too expensive for many
people. The program I chose seemed to be more moderate.

Full program

We do a lot of destruction on our world. It has to stop somewhere.

Current program

We need less government, not more. God will fix the reefs!

Current program

no additional cost

Ship repair program I think we are being taxed enough for the programs we have in place now. I don't
know if I can afford that muchmore. I live pay check to pay check as it is now.
Ship repair program It was the option that provided some action to repair the reef at the lowest cost to me.

No-fishing zones
program

This has a greater overall effect with the least amount of spending.

No-fishing zones
program

Prefer the full program but cost is very high per household.

Full program

If we set a goal to protect the ecosystem surrounding the Main Hawaiian Islands; that
goal needs to be decisive and firm. Any other alternative is simply putting a band-aide
on the problem. The $245 yearly tax increase is not cheap, but this problem dem

Current program

I think asking the Federal Goverment, the people of the entire United States, to
finance an issue that is so far removed from the purposes of government (safety and
roads) is wrong. Please have the people that will benefit most directly from solving
this

No-fishing zones
program

Federal taxes are already burdonsome; the "no fishing" zone is a reasonable
compromise between being overtaxed and underreefed.

Current program

My taxes are already too high. The government is already wasting trillions of dollars
on unneeded programs (chiefly its foreign follies and empire building.) Shut down the
war department (or even just curtail it moderately) and plenty of money will becom

No-fishing zones
program

protects more without paying too much

Full program

It's is only $125/year and the govt. wastes a lot more of my tax dollars than that on
less worthy causes.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

since I don't live in Hawaii I do not get to see the wonders of coral. I do beleive that
scuba divers and boater can pick up part of the fees instead of it all becoming the
burden of the tax payer

Full program

protecting ecosystems is very important

Current program

There is no need to increase my taxes. Charge fees to the commercial and recreational
fishing industry. That puts the costs where they belong.

Full program

i always feel that in all things that need fixing just as with a surgery if u want the best
results in the long run u need to fix the whole package or u will be back later for
further repairs

after the job is completely done correctly u may only have to p

Full program

Neither of the other programs offer a good solution for the reefs, and do not do
enough to solve the problem. If you are going to do something, make sure it is
beneficial, not just a bandaid.

Full program

It seems tje best program to repair the damage before more damage which would be
even more expensive to correct.

Full program

Because it is most needed.

Current program

I am not concerned with the Coral Reefs around Hawaii. I believe that the STATE
government should be responsible for maintaining this system, NOT the Federal
government.

Full program

Our Oceans are to important not to take as much action as needed

Full program

We have to change our behaviour of taking from the planet and give nothing back in
return.

Current program

the reef repair is almost laughable in scope. the earth is a lot tougher than us little
humans perceive it to be. the overfishing can be a problem, but the cost of TRYING
to enforce overfishing laws seems to outweigh the overall benefit.

No-fishing zones
program

well it just seems to me that fish will be caught and thats what i would be wanting but
my mind would be open to another plan'

No-fishing zones
program

I would like the $125.00 program but you have to realize that we all do not have extra
money. Much of our extra money goes for medical bills.

Ship repair program

Minimal amount of tax increase

No-fishing zones
program

By having a no fish zone. The boating traffic would be reduced,there by reducing
potiential reef accidents in those areas,if the no fishing zones are in an area that has
high or moderately high traffic.

Current program

Although I do think the reefs are important to our ecosystem, I don't think these
programs would make enough of a difference to justify the cost. As you pointed out,
ship accidents affect a very small portion of the reefs. I say let the reefs repair them

No-fishing zones
program

We need more fish.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

U.S. Has bigger problems to deal with,
It should be up to nato

No-fishing zones
program

I would rather the sea animals live longer and repopulate.

Full program

I feel this is minimal cost for coral reef protection and something that definiately
should be done!

Full program

If we break it we need to fix it. There are numerous long term advantages to repairing
and protecting the reefs. We have to think long term.

Full program

we need to protect the coral reefs

Full program

Coral Reefs are one of nature's most spectacular areas, and we are all much the poorer
if they decline. The monetary cost is well worth saving the reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

actually don't want to pay more taxes at all- we don't even live there- so Hawaii
should have the accountability- but 75 per YEAR is not too bad

Current program

At this time too many oher demands on our tax dollar.

Ship repair program

I think my choice represents a good compromise.

Current program

The government shuld stay out

Full program

We need to protect the fish and coral reefs so our children and their children will be
able to enjoy the oceans.

No-fishing zones
program

protect the riffs and nature will do the rest

Full program

That's the program that would repair and protect the reefs. That's a small amount to
pay annually to protect the good.

No-fishing zones
program

Cost to each household

Full program

The coral reefs are a national treasure and we should preserve them for future
generations.

Full program

Even with prsent research we don't know how much our lives depend on this part of
the ocean being healthy. Also 100 dollars does not buy much today..but this seems
like a very good way to spend it.

No-fishing zones
program

eventually repair on their own if protected

Current program

I believe that the enforcement costs of no-fishing zones appears to be very high. Also,
the state should put in more funding. They could possibly have a tax on snorkeling,
etc. that could help them fund this.

Full program

Reef MUST be protected as much as possible.

Current program

I beleive that we ( as American taxpayers) should not have to continue to higher taxes.

Full program

The program is a good start. East coast fisheries were lost for lack of govt. protection

Ship repair program

no comment
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

It's a compromise between doing very little at no cost, and doing allot that will cost
allot.

Full program

If we don't take a drastic effort to preserve our nature wealth today, when will it start
and who will do it. The present is the right momment to start.If not, it will we all gone
before we know it. Our children will only find and see these treasure in th

Ship repair program

I somehow cant believe that of the hundreds of millions of us taxpayers that the added
cost per household will still be over $100. Thats ridiculous, the government should be
able to find a way to do more with less perhaps through partnering with nonprofit

No-fishing zones
program

It seems like the best value for the money spent and should help protect more of the
resource

Full program

Protecting the ecosystem as best we can is the only way to secure a reasonable future.
Yes it will cost money now but its money in the bank of the future.

Full program

The oceans and all they hold are most important. Protecting the environment and
limiting overfishing and coral degradation is needed for future generations

Current program

The only effective solution would be the full program.I would not like to pay the
additional tax to repair a problem that has little or no effect on those in the other areas.
Those who caused the problem should pay to fix it.

Current program

my like of knowledge

No-fishing zones
program

The cost should be shared between the taxpayers and the companies that damaged the
reefs. I think a taxpayer burden near $100 will not be widely accepted.

No-fishing zones
program

Whatever it takes to fix this problem! We are ruining all of our natural wonders in this
country. What will be left for our children?

Current program

Doesn't cost anymore.

No-fishing zones
program

I think it would benefit to build the marine life back, and the coral reef will come back
on it's own, it just takes longer.

Full program

marine life is protected.the people can still fish outside the protected zone

Current program

our taxs are high enough & our current president plans on raising them even higher.

Full program

I saw a lot of the destruction in the Florida Keys in the mid 1970s.

Full program

Steps taken to help the environment will benefit the quality of life on this planet for
all. Perhaps there will be no life left at all if we do not recognize and make necessary
changes to preserve this planet.

Ship repair program

It seems right to me. To protect the reef.

No-fishing zones
program

Least number of tax dollars - greater benefit to reefs

No-fishing zones
program

Because if there are less boats FISHING then there stands to reason there will be
LESS BOAT DAMAGE to the reefs

Full program

Quicker recovery + more fish = more efficient

Current program

Full program

I think it is very important to protect our environment
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Ship repair program

It's a good but cheap way to help out.

Full program

It is important to protect our reefs and fish in these areas. I've been to Hawaii many
times and would like to continue to enjoy its beauty while protecting the natural
habitat of sea life. After all, it is the 50th state!

Ship repair program

It had some repair at a medium cost.

No-fishing zones
program

There are many other ecosystems in our country (and world) that need protection and
repair. Funding all of these projects at the top level is typically not feasible for most
people. The No-Fishing Zones Program protects a larger area of habitat. And, b

No-fishing zones
program

I prefer the environment to be kept at their natural state with no human intervention.

Ship repair program

There should be more cost to those who use the fishing areas

Current program

No cost

No-fishing zones
program

seems the total ecosystem can support itself w/o the accelerated program. not enough
info to be sure

Current program

The cost. I am disabled. If I were still working, and certainly in principle, I would
love to see the Coral Reefs proected fully. I do not have the income to support my
choice.

Full program

At a household cost of $110 per annun, the benefits far outweigh the cost. As our tax
money has the potential to be forever mismanaged, why not mismanage in a manner
that will improve the environment, ecosystem and most importantly, the beauty of the
pla

Current program

I would love to chose the full program, however I can't afford to pay any additional
taxes due to poverty.

No-fishing zones
program

cost to me - the reef still repairs itself, just takes longer to do so on it's own - for now,
I'd rather not pay to repair, just to prevent

Full program

the time line is very important to improve the coral reefs.

Current program

While I value the beauty of the reefs, my personal current financial situation would
not be able to support this burden for something that I may never experience. In 5
years | may feel differently.

Current program

throwing money at natures in balance is not always the right fix. Just make
adjustments to mans activity

Current program

TOO MUCH GOVERNMENT EVERYWHERE...

No-fishing zones
program

I really dont care AT ALL about this subject I just think we should probally do
something to try to protect some of the reef. I've seen it and it pretty if nothing else let
the future generation see it.

Current program

1 see no need to pay for something i will never see or enjoy...let the people that visit
pay..

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to be the most practicle.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

Reef resources take a long time to recover. and will continue to decline. In the long
term, fishing resources will recover to support MORE, not less fishing. (based upon
the information provided in this survey)

Full program

Because the enviroment is one of our most precious gifts

Current program

we are taxed on so many things already. I honestly don't think we could afford
anything else.

No-fishing zones
program

It sounds like the quickest and least expensive way to enhance the coral reef system.

Full program

I felt that $200 plus wasn't a huge amount to help preserve the coral reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

I think intervention to improve the levels of fish is more critical than repairing the
coral.

No-fishing zones
program

none

No-fishing zones
program

we need to heal reefs first

Full program

I care about protecting and enhancing ecosystems everywhere. The coral reefs seem
especially valuable as they are such a small part of the earth.

Current program

I can not afford an increase of any knid

Ship repair program

would like to help but not too much

No-fishing zones
program

This option will not only protect the reefs, but will have a direct beneficial effect on
the fishing industry. Absent such a program, sport and commercial fishing may
disappear. No brainer. On the other hand, there isn't money to do everything.

Ship repair program

realizing something must be done, but not willing to spend as much from my
household income.

Full program

we should do the very best we can.

Full program

Our ecosystems need to be repaired as soon as possible to benefit the whole planet.

Current program

i don't have the additional money to spend on coral reefs in hawaii. i have a hard
enough time supplying for my family and myself

Full program

Coral Reefs should be saved and protected. The full program provides the better
options to do this.

Full program

over 12 months 100 dollars can make a large difference

Ship repair program

economic reasons

Current program

It's just too expensive for the average citizen

No-fishing zones
program

I think the no Fishing-Zone is preferably because it will reduce extinction to the coral
reefs, and prevent broken coral reefs from shipment.

Full program

because we should be doing all we can to help and a $100 a year does't seem like that
much and if we don't do anything we are destroying the future
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Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

If we are to protect the ocean floor we have to do more and spend more.
In the long run all the people and ocean species benefit.

Current program

These are tough economic times. Even a small tax increase will continue to hurt our
economy as a whole. I belive lower spending at this time is the answer to recovery.
Once our economy recovers, these programs can be looked at again. Until then, I thi

No-fishing zones
program

No-Fishing Zones seems to produce the most results with the least amount of money.
I think there should be a "No Ship Zone" where the reefs are in more shallow water.
The rate of return on the rebuilding reefs seems too slow and generally I have a probl

Full program

i feel they need the help

No-fishing zones
program

sound is not right for my rig

comes in one sentence segments

i have 56k system

everything was understanable just broken into small segments

No-fishing zones
program

Based on the information provided, I feel that this is the best plan.

Full program

The environment needs to be fixed and saved. The people are the ones that have
destroyed this, therefore they are liable to pay for its repair

Current program

Spend it on crumbling infrastructure and health.

No-fishing zones
program

Fish population will rebound

Full program

There has been too much damage for too many years. It is time, nearly past time, to
take steps to correct and protect. Nothing is free. And since everything is connected in
the natural world, humans and human activities are the cause...the damage is the e

No-fishing zones
program

The greater no fishing zone the better chance of the fish naturally helping out with the
ecosystem of the coral reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

Think $75 extra a year for taxpayers is enough to pay. Would preferably like the
whole program, but money is tight, I assume, for the average individual or family.

Current program

I am not familiar enough with coral reefs to make judgement.

Full program

It should be considered investment for future generations.

Current program

WE DO NOT HAVE THE MONEY. TAXES ARE TO HIGH AND UNDER THE
CURRENT ADMINISTRATION THEY CAN ONLY INCREASE WITH THE
PROGRAMS THAT ARE BEING PROPOSED AND THE BAIL-OUTS THAT
KEEP COMMING OUR WAY LIKE THEM OR NOT.

No-fishing zones
program

It's in the middle.

Full program

My family can cut back on other areas that are not as important as the World's Eco-
system. We can wait one more year to buy new furniture, carpet, re-decorating a
room, ect.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

It came down to doing nothing or doing it right. To pick a program that only addresses
part of the problem is wasteful. Do it right or not at all.

Ship repair program

times are tough with the economy but I feel we still need to contribute

Current program

I'm actually not much interested in this topic

Full program

The cost is minimal compared to the eco protection provided by the funding.

No-fishing zones
program

I am so afraid of what Obama has done in office in such a sort time. Our taxes are
already going sky high due to all his new programs. Although I consider this project
(saving the reefs) far more important than the majority of Obama's stimulus projects, |

No-fishing zones
program

repairing a few zones are of no significance long term.

Within this gross information, some eco scientists should decide the details on the
where and what, but with the $170 limit

No-fishing zones
program

The impact is greater for the no-fishing program at a lower cost compared to the reef
repair program and would mean less overall expense on an annual basis to the tax
payer than if I chose the full program.

Ship repair program

the price is reasonable

Current program

I think the businesses that rely on the reefs should pay for their repair/protection. Why
should I have to pay more taxes so they can get richer??? After all, they'll just call us
"suckers"

Full program

I would rather spend $245 a year to make sure that my children have coral reefs and a
healthy planet then have everything depleted and have nothing for my kids. The fish
and the ocean can't protect themselves from the boats and the fishermen.

Current program

Not enough information on current funding provided and its use. How about bigger
fines to ship owners for damage and commercial no fishing zones.

Full program

ignoring or inadequately protecting the environment will be more costly for future
generations(global effect) Enforcement and repair will provide jobs.

No-fishing zones
program

The cost to taxpayers

No-fishing zones
program

It sounds like the option that would make the most significant improvement. I do
think, however, that the state of Hawaii should fund more of this and leave less for the
taxpayers.

No-fishing zones
program

Simply cost v benefit. What is broken, is broken. I dont want to pay for damages in
the past but would like to do my best to prevent future occurrences.

Current program

I think our tax dollars should go to education

Full program

im all for marine life and protecting the coral reefs.

Current program

private business can fix reefs. there are plenty of fish and i need my money

Full program

I think it is the right way to go.

Current program

This is not a program that is important enough to raise taxes. We are paying too many
taxes now, including all the extra taxes we are forced to pay for all those who cannot
pay taxes. We need a national sales tax that inc ludes everybody and that might b
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

appears to provide the most benefit for the cost

Current program

Taxpayers are taxed to excess right now. I am sure that there are plenty of areas that
our good politicians could make cuts to take care of the coral reef problem. It is
unfortunate that politicians are generally no longer "For the People" & only look to

Full program

I think we need to do all we can to restore the damage done to the earth.

Current program

Due to the economy and the bail-out programs, the government needs to hold down
spending and taxes.

Full program

I don't think any of these progroams deals with prevention of future damage,

but the full program would be most beneficial to the environment - thus humans - in
the long run. they need to develop a better plan.

Full program

I think it is important to give full attention to the coral reef problem because otherwise
we will be with out such beauty.

No-fishing zones
program

I really don't know,

Current program

we don't need any more taxes

No-fishing zones
program

Something should be done and the restricted fishing option is the most cost effective.
The US taxpayer should not bear the cost of repair.

No-fishing zones
program

Taxes, over all are too high. I feel good to protect all of area away form main islands,
and some arount tourist areas. Let state repair around tourist areas as states make
money from tourist areas...

Full program

The other programs didn't do enough to repair what damage was done. If there were
another one that could repair a damaged coral reef that weren't so expensive, that
would be more preferred.

Full program

Not taking care of our marine life in the oceans affects us all - it is appalling to see the
damage done to our coral reefs, the pollution and garbage strewn in our oceans. We
should all become aware of how much we are destroying our beautiful earth by

No-fishing zones
program

It doesn't seem that the repair program will have much of an effect, so it hardly seems
worth it. The no-fishing program would have more of an impact, based on the
information you provided.

Full program

none at this time

Ship repair program

$35 A YEAR IS STILL OKAY BY EACH HOUSEHOLD EVEN WITH THE
RECESSION.

Full program

Minimum cost for maximum results

Full program

While I hesitate to support another tax increase, it seems to make sense when the facts
are provided.

Ship repair program

it increases taxes slightly and still is working to repair the reefs
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Most preferred
program
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Current program

If these are important issues, they must be solved by figuring out how to do so with no
additional general fund tax money. Federal spending is already uber excessive. Work
smarter... there should be no additional monies provided!

No-fishing zones
program

The ecosystem needs to be protected.

Full program

because if we don't who will protect the planet

No-fishing zones
program

because it will allow the reefs to recooperate and repair themselves with out a major
financial burden to an already suffering house hold.

Current program

This not anything I think the paxpayers should have pay.

No-fishing zones
program

most benefit for fewest dollars

No-fishing zones
program

Seems worth it to protect additional area for the cost. While I agree it's important to
rebuild the reefs, the cost seems too high for the benefit. I'd prefer to spend money to
prevent the damage in the first place rather than to spend money fixing the

Full program

JUST LOOKED LIKE THE BETTER PROGRAM..

Current program

I beleive Hawaii should bear the added costs.

Full program

Protecting the coral reefs benifits everyone. the ecosystem of the ocean is very
intertwined, and no one part can survive if another part is harmed so we need to do
everything we can to protect the whole rather than just parts.

No-fishing zones
program

The tax burden isn't as great. the coral will repair itself even though it is relatively
slow. lastly, if there are designated passes for boats they won't damage the corals,
which seems like a more logical solution to redirect boat traffic as opposed to

Current program

Per household the amount could be less.

Current program

not sure if the extra money would be used correctly

Current program

Chosen this program because of cost.
other programs would mean a tax increase.

Full program

Basically, the health of the oceans and its ecosystems would cost me $10 a month. I
feel this investment is necessary across the globe to ensure the health of our planet. If
people gave up their cigarettes, Frappacino's, etc, then they would easy have e

Current program

we are taxed to death here in chicago. let pres. obama take less trips with and without
his family so we can pay for these programs.

Full program

I believe in the preservation of our lands and seas

No-fishing zones
program

Although it would be ideal to have the full program in place, it seems that, given the
funds required, the most important issue is to allow the health and quantity of marine
life to restore itself to its natural level.

No-fishing zones
program

Just $$. Not enough to help everything

Current program

This survey is entirely outside my ability to participate. My knowledge about topic is
minimal.
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Most preferred
program
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No-fishing zones
program

I would rather save the fish then the small amount of the coral reef. The reef can
repair itself but the fish can't reproduce itself.

No-fishing zones
program

The reef will have a chance to repair itself and in the long run the fishing outside of
the protected area will increase. It only makes sense to give back to an area that gives
us so much.

No-fishing zones
program

It would provide the most benefit for our tax dollars.

After seeing the impact of that program we could revisit the second plan of repairing
the damaged reefs.

Full program

because we have to do all we can to protect our land and shores encluding the coral
reifs. This is for our grand children. They should be able to enjoy what we are taking
for granted now.

No-fishing zones
program

The Coral Reefs are so beautiful and should be protected ---- but throwing money at
problems has not proved very successful in recent years.....

Current program

no

No-fishing zones
program

There will always be some kind of damage done to the reefs, whether it is ship made
or natural. [ think it is damage repair is a little excessive.

No-fishing zones
program

I really prefer no-fishing and no boats, but the cost would be too much. But these
coral reefs are a natural happening and man continues to destroy them.

they will have to fish elsewhere.

Full program

without marine life it will throw the whole ego system off so we need to preserve the
system.

Current program

There is no reason to increase taxes on every American tax payer for the purposes
stated.

No-fishing zones
program

Believe it is best value for tax dollars spent and provides greater good for
environment

Ship repair program

Those who damage the reefs should be fined heavily. This deterent should increase
the desired result without huge tax expenditures. Focus on enforcement.

No-fishing zones
program

Fish is part of a healthy diet.

Current program

I think it should be the responsibility of the state of Hawaii and its people who control
their waters and what is done in them and provide for its repair and upkeep.

Full program

We have only one world and we have failed miserably to protect it. Nature can rebuild
if we give it a chance before it is too late.

Full program

I feel it is urgent and necessary to have the full program. Time and expense should not
be spared in order to save our coral reefs. The future generation would be able to reap
the benefits and enjoy the beauty and bounty of the sea. It just calls for som

Current program

the federal government is large enough already,also hawaii is old enough to take care
of its own natural resorces.

Current program

I have no money for the coral reefs
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

first two do nothing to help, last is too costly

Full program

We need to be more aware of our eco-systems and how they benefit us before it is too
late.

Full program

Like so many other environmental problems facing the earth I feel that we are in a
race against time and that we might soon be reaching a tipping point (where it
becomes too late to do anything to stop the decline of the global ecosystem). I have
always f

No-fishing zones
program

Taxpayers most affected by the impact of status quo should pay for the cost to
improve the commercial, recreational and environmental interests. Commercial and
recreational users should pay more taxes.

Full program

Would like to see the coral environment restored to its previous state as soon as
possible.

Full program

I really think that we need to save the environment and wildlife

Current program

I feel we need to help, but with the way things are right now, i don't feel funds are
avaliable.

No-fishing zones
program

Seems a waste of time to repair the reefs if there is such a decrease in fishing. It seems
if we increase the fish to areas outside the no fishing zones, the boats/ships will go
there and protect much of the reef from injury. The full program is just to

No-fishing zones
program

To starty a program the position I choosed provided help for half thr taxes that we
need to pay.

No-fishing zones
program

Easiest to implement with quicker results.

Full program

Just sound better

Current program

While sympathetic to the plight of the reefs, I feel the local economy should support
the repair and maintenance of the reefs.

Current program

Keep the Gov. OUT

Full program

It covers both the declining habitat from overfishing and helps to restore reefs
damaged by ship accidents.

Full program

A minuet cost amount for work of project.

Full program

because it protects so many acres and helps rebuild some that have been damaged

No-fishing zones
program

It appears to be the most cost-effective option, most return for the money without
costing tax payers too much more. The other options cost more. The ship repair is
expensive and does not appear to give as much return on the dollar as no-fishing
zones. In

Ship repair program

As a scuba diver the reef is one of the most amazing underwater sights.

No-fishing zones
program

with no-fishing there will be less damage to reefs
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program Response
Full program The way I look at it you need to do both or there really is no balance to the

echosystem

Full program

IT DOES THE MOST GOOD FOR THE ENVIRONMENT AND IS NOT THAT
MUCH MORE COST THAN THE OTHER $200 vs 110.

Current program

doing more than the current plan sounds very good, but that's a lot in federal taxes to
each household in the country for just one program in America. there are so many
areas of spending waste causing trillions of dollars of debt. as good as this prog

Full program

we are wasting too many of our resoures and need too conserve and maintain them

Full program

Protecting ALL of the planet's ecosystems is priority one.

Full program

1 would not mind paying 200 per year

Current program

I feel there things like highway & bridge repairs that are in greater need the tax
money.

Ship repair program

It seems necessary to do something to repair the coral reefs rather than do
nothing and maybe they can also tack on

higher fishing restrictions and help also

in this way

No-fishing zones
program

The $75 cost per household would be affordable and provide some action to help the
problem.

No-fishing zones
program

because if there is not any fish the eco system will not survive and in the near future a
new process for making coral will be produced for faster recovery

Full program

We HAVE TO take action to protect the ocean, glad to see that our govt. is
considering it. WE are retired, we can afford this 'Full Program' option, I know that
many families could not agree as we can.

Ship repair program

We cannot fix everything that happens to nature due to the over population of
humans. At this point, we can try to fix a little as we go and better manage what we
have. No one has enough money to fix it all, yet we cannot afford to ignore the
situation

Current program

no knowledge of current program

Ship repair program

some additional action needed but taxation is way out of balance already

Current program

Unfortunately the taxes in this country are too high and under the present
administration they are not going to go down so I would not support any increases in
the taxes on the American People.

Full program

i like fish and like to eat too....if we can bye the gas at 4.86 a gallon i think we can pay
a small amount now and watch it grow it will have somthing down the road,,,,or take
the pople that have 1,000,000 and tax them more and give the ones that are sle

No-fishing zones
program

Most logical with largest long-term benefits.

Full program

WE NEED TO PROTECT THE ECOSYSTEMS>

Ship repair program

It would help somewhat and I feel the full program is just too costly at this time.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program Response
Full program The reefs need everything we can do for them. But with money as tight as it is right

now, the reef repair cost is what gives me pause. Absolutely go ahead with the no
fishing zone. But then again, if ship companies will pay for the reef repair when the

Current program With the current Administration spending money for bailouts instead of helping
hungry and starving children and human beings with families that have lost their jobs,
I think the money should be spent to help the economy more than going to repair coral
ree

Ship repair program  The repair concept indicates to me that correctional action will be taken more quickly
than the others.

Full program I chose the full program because both can work and both should be carried out in
order to help replenish the marine life (fish) and maintain jobs (commercial fishers,
scuba/snorkeling tours, etc.). Bermuda has a program similar to the no-fishing zone

exce

No-fishing zones I think there should be an answer to this problem that is not so expensive to everyone

program in the US. I want fish and reefs protected but I want clean water, mountains not
stripped mined and animals not endangered too. There has got to be ways to fix
problem

Current program because of no money out of pocket

Current program I am opposed to an increase in federal taxes to pay for this program. I beleive it

should be a state responsibility.

Ship repair program  None

Current program It's not the tax-payers problem in Ga. what happens in Hawaii.

Current program Americans are over taxed aiready.

Full program It not that great of a cost for such a cause.

Current program that is a huge cost for all taxpayers. there should be a less expensive way to do this.

Current program Taxes already too high not in favor of increasing taxes.

Full program Coral reefs are an environmental concern that must be protected. I have seen damage
in Florida and the Caribbean. It is, unfortunately, a problem that multiplies too fast.

No-fishing zones I think the cost of repairing reefs should fall on individuals and companies that boat

program around the islands. It should not be passed on to the public. Paying to implement a no

fishing zone appears to be the lesser of all evils and will help replenish the p

Current program I believe in saving nature, however, in weight of other items, protecting wildlife and
nature is less important than other items such as helping those struggling - especially
for the cost.

No-fishing zones After reviewing the cost of both programs it is clear that the No Fishing program is

program definitely needed and will do the most good for the money. The Coral Repair
program, however, is too expensive for the minor good achieved. I agree with the
argument th
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

I think the destruction of the oceans is a very pressing problem. This is a worthwhile
investment in the future of our oceans, and it has concrete results.

Full program

Provides a safe and stable habitat for fish and the continue life of coral reefs

Full program

I currently have enough money to cover the extra cost to me per year. I don't consider
myself an environmentalist, but I view this full program as a good way to protect and
CONserve our resources.

Full program

no

Current program

I have never seen a coral reef,however Environment should be protected. I would like
to hear suggestions of incentives or fines or volunteer service as well as taxes as a
solution.

Full program

That is the problem now doing things half ass. Lets try whole ass and get things done.
/whole a-- is the cheapest in the long run. If it is not done now it will still have to be
done later.

Full program

because i think we need to protect the enviroment some things need to stay and be
maintained for the earth. we destroy to much in nature we keep taking and not putting
anything back. before long there won't be anything to enjoy.

Current program

the costs are way too high.

Current program

I believe the enviornment is important,but, other programs need attention first.

Ship repair program

not too expensive and will take 10 years not 50 years.

Full program

what takes save reef

Full program

preservation of the environment is essential in maintaining the quality of life for
everyone.

Current program

I am already paying too many taxes and, from what I understand, Obama's
administration will be adding more!

No-fishing zones
program

Ideally, I would like to be able to say yes to the highest tax increase program. But in
the present economical situation, and living entirely on social security, that would
cause undue hardship on our household.

Current program

economic times

Full program

the full program costs more, but in the long run, the reefs will come back to life faster

Ship repair program

at least some acres would be repaiared, and in less time

Full program

No fishing zones protects the most coral, but it is only an extra $15 dollars to upgrade
to the full, so why not do that to fix the ship damage as well.

Full program

We are stewards of the environment and have an obligation to preserve it for future
generations. The coral reefs are a national treasure that, once lost, cannot be
recovered.

No-fishing zones
program

Short-term pain for long-term gain.

Full program

Because if we don't start protecting/repairing now...there will be little left for our
grand children and future generations.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

the damage should be repaired by whoever caused it. limit activities that cause
damage even if not popular with the local population. stop govt spending!

No-fishing zones
program

More acres of coral reef protected at a less expensive option.

Full program

The long-term prospect for making environmental improvement is appealing. The
relatively small increase in taxes to pay for it would be worth the benefits accrued.

Full program

living on these islands means there is a responsibility to the environment that you live
in. $300/year is a small price considering the long term benefit.

Full program

I take a proenviormental stance on most issues.

No-fishing zones
program

The cost of the full program reflects adding the reef repair program, with a relatively
small area of reef actually benefitted. The cost of the reef repair program given
current economic conditions is not warranted.

Full program

It Just Needs To Be Done To Protect The
Enviroment. $145.00 Won't Make Or Break Anyone.

Current program

with the current budget deficit, I believe I'm already about $4,500 in debt to the
Government

Full program

Seems to be the best results for the money spent.

Full program

I believe we need to protect our resources. however [ know that our federal
government could and should reduce sending by cutting programs that are not needed.
Example--education cost. I have seen TV shows were a principle has turned a school
around witho

Full program

we need to protect our envioroment for our future we don't understand what can
happen to our ecosystems if we don't do anything now

Ship repair program

the pace for repair seems faster and can create more fish

Ship repair program

It's a hard decision, so I made a compromise. I like the idea of the ships repairing what
they destroy.

Current program

The state needs to control it's own destiny. Why shoud an lowan taxpayer pay for the
problem not reacted to by the state?

No-fishing zones
program

Charge the boaters for water usage with a boat lisc. There are probably other options.
What is done in F1? A lot of missing information

No-fishing zones
program

feel this is the most efficient option-- creating no-fishing zones would increase the
marine-life and this may help those areas injured by ships, and would cost less than
putting both options into place

Full program

We can not ignore the declining fish populations now because of short term costs if
we are to find a long term solution to the problem. If we don't do everything we can,
commercial and recreational fishing will continue to decline.

No-fishing zones
program

Actually, I would prefer the Full Program, if it entailed a re-employment program for
the fishers who will be temporarily unable to harvest in the no-fishing zones. I'm not
willing to pay aditional taxes for reef repair if there is no provision for employ
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program Response
Ship repair program  We live on a fixed income and there are so many programs local, state and nationwide

that require participation.

Current program

The American taxpayer cannot pay for all social problems. Each state probably has
significant eco-issues that could use federal tax dollars. I also suspect if managed by
the federal government, the proficiency of the program would probably be over-spent

No-fishing zones
program

Seems to have the most impact on everyone involved.

Full program

To help the planet earth!

Full program

I believe it to be the best

Ship repair program

The extra cost when there are many problems in the USA at this time.

No-fishing zones
program

It was moderate in costs, yet seemed to cover the most for the cost.

Current program

There has to be a better way to find a solution. We can not be taxed everytime we
have to protect our envioment.

No-fishing zones
program

The extra cost of the ship repair project is large, and the acres affected are a very
small fraction of the area protected by increasing the protected area by a factor of 25.
Besides, it is possible to add the ship repair program in the future if desired

Full program

Both programs are needed for the health of the planet.

Full program

Extreme control should be done to insure the money collected for the program be
spent for repairing and transplanting the reefs only and not to benefit private
companies out to "Save our Coral" and privately benefit from our tax money!!!

No-fishing zones
program

Seems more efficient. Responsibility to citizens is determined before events. People
will know they can't fish somewhere. The ship repair is a burden put on all by the
accidents/mistakes of a few, which seems less fair.

No-fishing zones
program

The program seems the most effective. I think repairing ship damage won't be
necessary if we can increase the coverage of protected zones.

No-fishing zones
program

It makes the most sebnse to me. I fish and scuba dive and, although I'd hate to see
more taxes being taken from me, I am strongly aware of the drastic changes in the
ecosystems that have occurred over the last 20 years. We as humans have taken, and
now we

No-fishing zones
program

Less economic impact to my household while supporting a larger ecological goal.
Reef replacement should be a user shared cost item.

Ship repair program

to take care for nature

Full program

Natural resources that arer not replaceable should be preserved

Full program

For not that much money per household, a lot can be done to protect the coral reefs. |
would be willing to do that.

No-fishing zones
program

With the no-fishing zones in the protected area , there will be fewer or zero boat
accidents that destroy the coral.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

I think our environment is being damaged way too much and we should do all that we
can to protect it.

Current program

Why should someone in Texas pay for problems in Hawaii? Let Hawaii pay for their
own problems. Significantly increase the cost of a boat and a fishing license in Hawaii
to pay for these problems. Increase taxes on tourists than come to Hawaii, especial

Current program

Having economic hard times. Cannot afford to pay more taxes.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to provide the most bang for
the buck.

Full program

We must protect the oceans and marine life for future generations. Otherwise, our
oceans will die.

Current program

We should have no added cost of government except to lower the population (number
of people)!

Current program

This is not a program the Federal Government should be involved in. This a state
issue and the state should have the freedom to address in the way they prefer. I live in
New Jersey, we need to repair our beaches...My taxes should go there.

Current program

I don't knopw as said previously am not interested

No-fishing zones
program

Because it seems to do the most in terms of preseveration/restoration for the least
amount of money. I would love to contribute the $265 for the full program, but other
issues of equal importance would also need support and funds are limited.

Ship repair program

Additional tax cost

Full program

IF and I stress IF my money really goes to the marine life, I do not have a problem
with it. BUT my faith in this really happening is minimal.

No-fishing zones
program

The simplest way to expand the marine life. I don't understand why the reef repair
cost is $35 and the 25% protection is 170, why is the far right only 185?

Full program

I would preferred the full program because it does the most, I am retired and live on a
fixed income but for the future we sometimes have to make sacrafices

No-fishing zones
program

I support maintaining a healthy environment over repairing a damaged one.

Full program

I believe we need to start investing more into our natural habitat as we are destroying
it more and more each day and without it we would not exist. It seems the most
important thing the government should invest in.

Ship repair program

Less cost to people in general

No-fishing zones
program

it seems like the best choice because "you get the most bang for your buck" and seems
the most fair to all taxpayers.

Current program

I personally don't want to spend any money for something I don't unerstand!

Full program

if protection isn't now it may be too late in the future

Full program

you have to stop people from over fishing areas and you have to protect the coral and
help it heal it's self, because with out coral you have no fishing zones any way
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

I believe that "we" have done and/or allowed the damage and we should have to pay
to help to repair it. Again, my real beef is why don't we see and care in the first place
so that we are not always having to pay for damage that has been done. Do I want to

No-fishing zones
program

the govt should make an appeal to marine biologists to get the reefs repaired.
volunteer work does wonders in other areas, so why not here?

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zone will allow the fish population to increase, and cut down on the
shipping accidents.

No-fishing zones
program

Seems a place to start at least.

Full program

It is the way we take care of our land (farmland) for our great-grandchildren in the
future. BUT Hawaii is the responsible PARTY --- repair of coral is SHIP owners
responsiblity not taxpayers -- no-fishing zone is Hawaii and 10-25% taxpayer. To me
that

Full program

PLEASE SEE MY PREVIOUS COMMENT -1 BELIEVE THAT I HAVE
EXPLAINED THE BASIS FOR MY DECISION IN THAT COMMENT. ALSO, I
FEEL THAT IF WE EXAMINE THE MONEY GIVEN AWAY BY THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT FOR ABSOLUTELY RIDICULOUS REASONS AND
RIDICULOUS PROGRAMS AND ALL O

Ship repair program

Reef repair will provide some much needed employment 50 years is too long to wait
for repair.

Current program

This should be up to Hawaii to pay for this. Goveernment spending is already out of
control and getting worse. Defense systems, terrorist control, education, health care
and MANY other things are more important than the protection of more corral reefs!

Current program

The amount of money will be spent can do a lot to protect our environment. I would
prefer spending it else where.

No-fishing zones
program

fair cost . increase marine life

Current program

the economy is is still struggling right now and althhough this is an important topis to
revisit, there are more pressing issues needing attention

Current program

I don't believe that the Fed. Gov. needs to be involved with more programs. I think
money should be spent on more important programs like education, health, and roads.

Full program

For me, I feel $100/year is a reasonable price to pay for enhancing and restoring
marine ecosystems. My only question is would the program be unending, or would
there be a decreasing cost over time to a phase out?

No-fishing zones
program

Easiest one to enforce. 50 years to repair is only and educated guess but still a guess.

Full program

The cost is $6.25 per month. Such an increase is less that what I waste each month. If
limits are put on favorite projects of congressional people then monies would be
available at no increase. This project would be of much greater value than some of't

Full program

Without the coral reefs the whole cycle of life is in jepordy
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

we have more important programs that needs our attention rght now.

Full program

Because it's necessary to sustain our ocean, which sustains us

Full program

If you are going to do a program do the one that gets the job done!

Current program

i feel that i dont live there and i shouldnt have to pay . plus i believe in mother nature
and it will take care of its own

Current program

Coral reef protection is not of interest to me. Spending less money and having enough
for living in retirement is. The less the government spends the more I will have.

No-fishing zones
program

Accidents happen, caused by both man and nature, and nature is designed to react to
that, so I don't feel as great a need for reef repair. Also, despite the successes that have
been seen in Florida, history shows that man interfering with nature, however

No-fishing zones
program

cuz it doesnt cost as much and the reef live longer before they get damaged in 50 yrs

Full program

the first option did't provide enough protection. And if your'e going to pay $175, why
not $215 and do the job right.

Full program

We vacation to Hawaii several times every year & understand the importance of
protecting the reefs.

Current program

I believe this is a local and not a federal issue. I am aware of the costs of hotels,
resorts, food and plane tickets to Hawaii. It is cheaper for my family to fly to Europe.
I am very surprised that Hawaii is asking other states to solve this local issue

Ship repair program

Something more needs to be done, but my household is not willing to commit more
tax money personally than I have already indicated.

Full program

I feel it is most important to recover the reefs while protecting them at the same time.

Current program

The taxpayers are overloaded right now with all the bailouts etc. This spending can
wait until our economy improves.

Full program

I certainly CAN afford $185.00 per year in Fed taxes even living entirely on Soc Sec
as our total income. It will benefit everyone and should definitely be put into effect
immediately. Thank you for asking my opinion!

Full program

It does both repair the reef and protect the no fishing zone.

No-fishing zones
program

I am leary of Federal programs to fix something based on suppositions of the type
presented.

No-fishing zones
program

This is the least expensive way to protect the reefs. I feel more can be done by taxing
all boats that use the waters around the reefs, so more funds can be available for reef
repair.

Current program

taxpayers do not need to pay for this

No-fishing zones
program

Provides the best benefit for the costs.

No-fishing zones
program

No-Fishing zones would have a bigger effect than repairing ship accidents- [ am
willing to pay more in taxes to save a piece of nature that effects so much
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred

program Response

Full program We have to protect the enviorment and the earth's resourses for our children and
grandchildren.
9

No-fishing zones
program

Ship repair program

Current economic climate makes me favor a less expensive program; hopefully, the
future will loosen more money for

funding.

No-fishing zones
program

It provides long term benefit to a national treasure. Rebuilding the 5 acres of corral
reef each year should be sustained by the boat and ship owners who use these waters
and actually have the potential for doing the damage.

Current program

I am not against taking care of the reefs but the cost should be born by the people and
the State of Hawaii.

Full program

I think that the oceans are over utilized and need to be managed aggresively to protect
and enhance a valuable resource

Full program

It would only be about $6.25 a month. I appreciate the coral reefs and love fish to eat!

No-fishing zones
program

the no fishing zone program has no other source of revenue to support it, while the
repair program can be supported somewhat by fining the ships that cause damage.
This seems to me to be a way to protect the reefs while avoiding increasing taxes as
much a

Ship repair program

I'm willing to do *something* to help protect reefs but ultimately, private enterprise
who fish the areas should step up and do more.

No-fishing zones
program

It is important to beging doing more. It is probably not reaonable to believe many
people are interested in more expensive plans.

Current program

not sure

Current program

I am a Dairy Farmer. I am 1/2 owner of the farm and I have not had a raise since
1999. We are not getting paid enough to cover the bare expences necessary to operate
the farm. My salary has been cut in half and I can't afford to pay any more taxes.
Benefi

Full program

Life is sacred. We are but caretakers... not "owners", and surely not "Gods".

Current program

I can definitely see where something needs to be done to improve and protect the
coral reefs, but I can not afford more in taxes, as I am on a fixed income.

Full program

because it has more interesting.

Current program

With the increased living costs in the world today, and being retired and living on a
fixed income, I would not be in favor of increasing taxes.

Current program

$75 is way too much for American tax payers to pay for this program.

Full program

Reef accidents probably happen in the same areas and it would be necessary to repair
these areas to have continous habitat and not isolate and possibly destroy other areas.
teh no-fishing zones are the most effective recovery agent but I think both are v
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

cost to individuals

Full program

I dont see much of a difference between paying 170 and 185 and truly something does
need to be done and I dont believe just fixing the reefs without preserving the
environment makes much sense.

Current program

I CAN'T AFFORD ANY MORE TAXES FROM THE SPEND HAPPY CLOWNS
IN THIS ADMINISTRATION!

Full program

Protecting marine life is extremely important to the environment.

Ship repair program

It is the only one i like

No-fishing zones
program

It provides sufficient protection for the coral reefs at a cost that is not too high.

Full program

Our oceans are in trouble from a number of things, most of which are caused by
human carelessness,greed, and sometimes just plain ignorance. It is time people
stopped thinking of themselves and helped mother nature out a little.

No-fishing zones
program

It would seem this would be sufficient at the time.

No-fishing zones
program

this will the fish to grow to its proper size and not allow ships come through the reefs

Full program

Nature deserves our collective full protection.

Full program

no

Full program

is the best way to keep life in the ocean, how will you feel if you lose your house and
there's nothing you can do? that's how this creatures feel like too they're living things.
we destroy they're homes and also eat them. shame on us.

Current program

Because this item is something that I do not in anyway want to pay for. This program
is not important to me or anyone else for that matter and should not cost us a penny.

Full program

I believe we need to protect the reefs for future use and enjoyment. If this allows more
fish caught outside the reefs it doesn't affect those that rely on fishing for a job.

Full program

Leaving the coral reef for future generation use is more important than the cost of the
program.

Ship repair program

IT'S BETTER DO SOMETHING, THAN NOTHING. I JUST DO NOT TRUST
THOSE WHO GO INTO MANAGING THIS PROGRAM TO DO WHAT THEY
SAY THEY WILL DO. IT'S JUST A JOB TO THEM. NOT LOVE FOR THE
EARTH.

No-fishing zones
program

The info. you provided seemed to make it clear that the most cost effect approach/
max benefit is the one I chose.

Full program

Looks like it provides the most repair at the least amount of cost per household.

Ship repair program

It's the least expensive, but still provides a positive outcome versus doing nothing at
all.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to be the most helpful, yet costs the least amount for taxpayers.

Full program

Our planet is already in trouble. We can't let her continue to lose life force.

Full program

My tax dollars went too much into government welfare program which supports too
many undeserved person. Reduce welfare spending can easily cover the cost of your
program.

Ship repair program

i like a lot of americans have a fixed income. i would like to do more but my income
wont let me.

Ship repair program

inexpensive

Current program

I am retired and live on a restricted budget, with no additional income.l can not afford
any additional taxes.

No-fishing zones
program

We waste huge amounts of tax money on political Pork spending. I see no hope to
correct this in the near future. It is a waste to spend on $$$ on the global warming
farce. This is a good program and there should be monies taken from the wasted
spending fo

Current program

cannot afford it

Full program

we must protect our environment at some positive level.

No-fishing zones
program

Doing nothing is wrong - but raising taxes in this economy is also wrong. Not a real
good solution.

No-fishing zones
program

reefs will repair themselves over time

Current program

this is normal way the goverment thinks throw more money

Full program

$100 is a small price to pay. We need to protect our environment.

No-fishing zones
program

I believe the fee for repairs shoudl come from a fund that all who own a boat that
utilized the area being discussed whould have to pay into on a regular basis. Not
something that all tax payers should pay for.

No-fishing zones
program

MOST EFFECTIVE IN MY OPIOION

Full program

First I believe there IS enough money for this program. Secondly, I believe that the
companies must pay the for the full cost of repair. Our priorities are not in order
especially when the previous administration squandered through greed billions and
comp

Current program

Although it seems worthwhile, Americans are overtaxed and the money is wasted at
an alarming rate by the federal government. I wouldn't willingly pay another nickel
for these incompetent idiots to spend on anything.

Full program

I love MOther Earth

Current program

no

No-fishing zones
program

need to protect for the future but there are many other ways to spend money - just ask
Washington, they are spending, spending , spending right now
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I believe the No-Fishing Zones Program is beneficial to the entire ecosystem and will
better our economy by providing more fish over time.

Ship repair program  The repaired reefs would help to increase marine and coral life at a quicker rate.
Full program Long term benefits, environmental and likely economic, out weigh immediate costs.
Ship repair program it helps with rebuilding of coral reefs and availible money

Ship repair program  better to repair some damage then to allow everything to sit as it is we need to start

somewhere

Full program

It is the best program to do the job to protect coral reefs.

Current program

Again, I feel that this is mainly a special interest project and that once some more
federal funds are applied, there will be even less access to the coral reefs for
recreation and fishing. On the one hand, protections should be in place but not at the

Full program

Besides the fact that there are few areas in the United States w/coral reeefs, (besides
Florida,) we should invest in keeping the the coral reef habitat as healthy as possible.
Investments in the eco-system are difficult to measure over a

short period of

No-fishing zones
program

The added cost for protecting the 5 acres does not seem worth it. However, to really
be sure, it would help to know how much that extra amount would buy in some other
programs, such as science research or reducing the social security deficit that is comi

No-fishing zones
program

It makes the most sense in protecting the wild life of the coral reef. Although the
repair program is incrementally only a small increase it isn't needed and doesn't seem
to me to give very much benefit. plus if you reduce the number of ships in around t

Full program

We must do all we can to preserve our natural resources and the environment.

Full program

We have damaged the natural environment enough. It is time to do some repairing.

Current program

Shipping tarrifs or taxes on those DIRECTLY benefiting from the program or causing
the problem should be the solution.

No-fishing zones
program

I think there are many benefits to the no-fishing zones, but do not see much of a
benefit to repairing 5 acres per year.

No-fishing zones
program

This seems a nice, less expensive alternative to helping the ecosystem recover.

Full program

Quality of life upon this planet is suffering due to human actions, including over use
and neglect.

Restoration of natural environments are more than pretty - they allow diversity of life
forms to flourish and help restore all forms of life in the ocean,

Full program

my children and so on and so forth nee those areas of natural resources they may have
cures or disease there

Full program

I feel it is important that we keep our world in good condition for our grand children

Current program

any burden on the tax payer is to much.

Full program

its worth saveing
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred

program Response

Current program We could not afford $200 extra a year in taxes. Money is extremely tight for so many
people right now. I think that the reef no-fishing zones and repair are very important,
but can't afford to fund it.

No-fishing zones Ideally, the full program would do the most good but realistically the average

program American family probably cannot bear the additional $300 cost. There are so many
other worthy environmental causes that also need attention. Any increase in taxes will
need t

Ship repair program  of course...less cost to MY household!!!!

Ship repair program  It's only right to do something to preserve our planet. Doing nothing about it is
immoral. We should do all we can to preserve the beauty of nature.

Current program There going to do what ever they want , no matter what I say or type.

Full program Having snorkeled in these waters, I want my children to see them in their most
vibrant, beautiful state. The oceans need to stay well to keep our world balanced.
Coral reefs are an important ecosystem.

Full program We have to begin to pay what is necessary to keep our earth healthy. For too many
years we have not truly paid the full cost of our actions.
Full program I see the value in protecting the coral reefs whether or not I live there or visit there

often. If we do not make plans today to protect our planet, tomorrow may be too late.
The money is worth it to me.

Full program As the population grows so does the demand for food. The full program would help in
keeping up with the demand for fish products. It will also help in maintaining heatlhy
environment which will sustain coral. Plus need to look at maintaing the proper wa

No-fishing zones no particular reason

program

No-fishing zones no fishing on boating more protestion

program

No-fishing zones seems the most cost effective at this point in time

program

Full program I think it is very important to correct the damage we have done to the natural world in

which we live. The full program was the only one that helped both with the
overfishing problem as well as the injured coral reef problem. Both of these issues
would no

Current program I think with the current economic down-turn, it would be a major strain for the
average american family to pay more in federal tax dollars in order to save coral reefs
around the Hawaiian Islands.

Current program cost. I would prefer to increase the no fishing zone as my second choice. the no
fishing and rebuilding would be even better-but cost has become very important to me

310



Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

It brings systemic change. I am concerned about cost, and so the repair seems to me to
not add enough value, especially on top of the no overfishing. I'd still be curious
whether for $44 we could do 10% no overfishing and get impact, even if more
limited.

Current program

While I agree that action should be taken, I think the burden should be on the local
government, not the federal taxpayers. I believe the federal actions currently taken in
the Northern Hawaiian Islands are more than adequate.

Full program

$135 per year is a small amount to pay in light of the benefit received. Please note that
I am an avid SCUBA enthusiast.

No-fishing zones
program

Most effective use of money

Full program

Because is going to protect everything, not only a portion.

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zones seem to be the best at both preventing further damage and renewing
what is there. If not done, the reefs will continue to decay and disappear eventually.
Whereas the repair program while it makes the renewal of the coral quicker, doesn'

Ship repair program

The government is taxing us more than we can afford as it is. We will also have to pay
for Obama failed bail out programs. We have to pick our fights, the middle income
can only keep paying more than its fair share for so long.

No-fishing zones
program

its seems better for the whole in the long run & having more safe zones will help
reduce the amount of boating accidents the cost is doable

Full program

I think proactive efforts to preserve reefs around the main islands would have a long-
term trickle-up effect on both local fishing jobs and environmental health.

Current program

Because there other programs did not offer a better alternative for the price.

Full program

If you dont protect and consever you will not have nothing in the future. You need to
repair coral so fish could reproduce

No-fishing zones
program

I see this option as an reasonable compromise with the benefits of the increase in the
no-fishing zones and the attendent increase in costs/taxes being acceptable.

No-fishing zones
program

As far as cost, it seems to be more important to have the no fishing ban, as opposed to
the smaller amount of damage that ships cause. The cost is too great with both
measures.

Current program

I do not think this is a matter for the federal government - it is Hawaii's land/water and
should be cared for, paid for and use allocated by the people of Hawaii.

No-fishing zones
program

Increasing tax cost play a major role in my decision,not that I think this is the best
solution.

No-fishing zones
program

Implement the no fising program, monitor and make changes

Full program

As a scuba diver and snorkeler on vacation, the experience of observing first-hand the
fishlife and coral should be kept available for generations.

Full program

do it
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Preservation for the future. Hawaii's economy. Fear of overtaxation.

Ship repair program

Because I do not have a lot a money to help the Reef repair program

Current program

The federal Gov. can't keep spending money, the taxpayers can't keep losing their
wages to the thieves in Washington DC. Let the local gov., citizens,and busineeses
that are related take care of their own unique situations.

No-fishing zones
program

i think it is important to protect the reefs but i don't see why it matters that damage is
repaired in 10 rather than 50 years, so long as the ultimate result is the same.

Full program

i feel it is the best suited for this to repair and protect and fas reaction gets better
results sooner

No-fishing zones
program

I chose no fishing zones with no repair as my choice because without no fishing zones
the coral reefs will never recover but with only 5 acres damaged by shiprecks with
75,000 protected, I feel that's a low enough number. Try to get more money from the
sh

Ship repair program

The program tha costs the most is the best - but the cost is too high.

Current program

This is a Hawaiin State issue. The economy is terrible right now. I wouldn't expect
Hawaiians to pay for conservation of our cactuses in Arizona. People are hurting
financially now- BIG TIME, This is not the time for special interests and government
bure

Full program

It is important to recognize what has happened to the ecosystem and have the courage
to take measures to remedy it. A bit of belt tightening now will provide a better
system faster. If the system continues to decline as is known now there is a chance of

No-fishing zones
program

I feel that this program will allow more development of the reefs and more fish to
grow. If there is no fishing, wouldn't there be less damage to the reefs?

Full program

As with all of natures beauties and usefulness, if it is not cared for it is lost. This
problem has progress this far only because man did not start caring when he should
have.

Full program

Life comes from the ocean.
We need to sustain the ocean in order to continue the existance of humankind.

No-fishing zones
program

I feelthis will give the biggest return in the shortest amount of time. There should be
alternative ways of paying for the coral repair.

Ship repair program

Importance of livelyhood for commercial fishermen. Reef repair would help restore
coral and provide jobs while not severely penalizing commerce.

No-fishing zones
program

limiting fishing is unlikely to have unintended consequences - commercial fishermen
will have the greatest economic impact - but if the fish population increases in ten
years it would be advantageous to the commercial fishermen.

Full program

Current is too minimal for long-term repair. Full program is needed because the
problems need to be addresses aggressively.
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Provides an increase in fish that spills over into the fishing zones thus helping
commercial fishermen.

Current program

less money

Full program

Our planet is in enough trouble as it is. Anything to improve conditions is preferred.

No-fishing zones
program

the improvement in marine life

No-fishing zones
program

I receive no benifit from these programs. So I feel that people who benfit from this
should pay the larger part of the cost. We as tax payers pay too much taxs fo
govement progams now. We pay for welfare and other govement programs now.

Current program

No-fishing zones
program

It seems more realistic than the full program

Full program

Do something positive now to ensure a lifetime of coral reefs.

Full program

I DONT LIKE ANY OF THE IDEAS PRESENTED. A TAX INCREASE IS A
LAST EFFORT. I WILL PEARSONLY LOBBY CONGRESS TO SEE THAT
THOSE THAT DO THE DAMAGE MUST PAY THE COST.I AM ABOUT 95%
SURE THAT THESE DAMAGES ARE ALLREADY COVERED UNDER
PRESENT TORT LIBILITES LAWS.

Full program

It doesn't make sense to me to not repair the damage, although I think if possible the
person responsible should pay.

Current program

No comment.

Current program

I am completely feed up with goverenment using part of my tax money to run
programs that have no benifit to me or my family.

Full program

$130 / year will not make a huge difference in my life. However, this assumes no

other programs will be funded with additional taxes. If very many such programs

were added, I would probably feel very stretched and frustrated, especially if [ am
being ta

Full program

The coral reefs on this planet are among the most diverse areas for life. Our actions
are reducing diversity in all areas. We need to change this by instituting programs
such as described here.

Ship repair program

The reef project should have been brought to life, way before asking for more tax
money,,from the tax payers. There is becoming to much emphasis on needs for taxes
to increase, to many reasons "Now" that have been descovered.

No-fishing zones
program

Let nature repair the damage.

No-fishing zones
program

there is no right answer. if less fishing is allowed it would decrease ship accidents and
leave a window of preservation for our future generations to consume and enjoy for
many years to come.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

WE need to fix what we as humans have destroyed.

Current program

I'm from MI. we don't have jobs here,because of auto industry gone.

Full program

not alot of money to protect the reefs, they are very beautiful

Full program

We must do everything we can to protect the environment. But those who use it and
damage it should be the ones to pay for it. There are environmental issues all over the
world and each person should help in their own areas.

Current program

this is not a government involvement issue

Current program

DON'T WANT TO PAY ADDITIONAL TAXES

No-fishing zones
program

The cost is less.

Ship repair program

spend the money on the repair, instead of spending money on drugs for the people that
never heal. the reels would in time.

Full program

Both made sense to rebuild this ecosystem more quickly

Current program

this is almost as ignorant as it gets. The government, which is always running in the
red and cannot make an intelligent decision on most things wants to now stick its nose
in this part of our environment. Too bad it does not care for pre-born children

Full program

We need to fix this planet. I really believe Hawaii should fix this mess they created
without federal help.

Current program

I feel the current program protects enough of the reefs, fishermen need to make
aliving.

Current program

We are currently unemployed and are already in the 38% tax bracket.

Full program

The Beauty of nature is transcendental

No-fishing zones
program

Cost seems very high

Full program

If the cost per year is only $150. per year it is minimal for the the program with the
greatest benefit

Current program

I don't believe I have enough information to conclude that it is the Federal
Governments responsibility to do more from the general tax base.

Current program

cannot afford any more taxes right now

Full program

because it helps take care of the problem

Full program

we need to protect out enviroment.. we are detroying the planet and as in inhabitants
we are charged with protecting it and fixing the problems we cause.

No-fishing zones
program

To repair an acre or so is relatively expensive for the benefit. The area would repair
itself eventually.

Full program

I'love to fish and if you dont protect there habitat people like me wont get to enjoy all
that fishing has to offer. I will pay a little more to protect the sport of fishing for my
kids.
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Reducing the fishing will also help minimize the ship damage to the reefs and is not
introducing potentially unfriendly coral artificially into the reefs. Cost per household
is minimal for saving something so important.

Full program

The cost is not that much and i think it is the best program possible . you pay for what
you get

Full program

The reef system is a vital part of the ocean ecosystem...

Current program

again knowledge and not money. restrictions would work fine. just like planting a
crop rotate.

Full program

I just think it is the right thing to do. The cost of the program should be graduated so
the wealthier taxpayers should pay the bulk of the extra taxes.

Current program

It is the only program that seens not to want to increase federal household taxes,
which 1 am against

No-fishing zones
program

It seems it would be the most cost effective plan while protecting marine life.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to strike a balance of ecological, and financial needs

No-fishing zones
program

The Cost/Benefit consideration for the reef repair not not provide and adequate return
on investment (my opinion).

No-fishing zones
program

Reducing overfishing seems like a reasonable approach.

No-fishing zones
program

It does something rather than nothing but costs the lest, (other than 0 spent on
changing nothing.) Hawaii should cover most of the expense to save their reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

no fishing zones appears to be the most effective and most economical plan to make a
difference.

Full program

we can greatly reduce foran aid ,and take care of our own needs

Current program

not willing to pay more taxes

Current program

money to be spend on other thing more important

Current program

Our household, with the state of our nation's economy, is not able to give up $75-200
with of taxes right now for this program.

Ship repair program

Cost, I would prefer the full program but other federal programs regarding health and
human services are more important

No-fishing zones
program

seem like a reasonable cost benefit approach. The 5 repaired acres of 300,000 acres of
coral seems expensive on a relative basis.

Full program

Coral reefs and the sea life that lives in them seem to be an important resource both
biologically and economically. $100 a year seems is a small price to pay so that
visitors can continue to enjoy the reefs and people can continue to make their living f

No-fishing zones
program

Increasing the amount of no-fishing zone area would seemingly result in less boat
damage longterm anyway.
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Currently my household is run on a tight income schedule. I like the other programs
as well and would like to do more, but I don't think financially my household income
can support that.

No-fishing zones
program

because at this time the economy is in a sad shape & families are having a hard time
feeding themselves.

No-fishing zones
program

with less fishing there will be less damage

No-fishing zones
program

The increase from no-fishing zone to ship damage repair seems extremely steep. [
would support it if the cost didn't seem so high...multiplied by each household that
seems to be quite an expense. I do support having ships pay for their damamge.

No-fishing zones
program

I think this program will be the program that will be supported in our current times.

Current program

I refer again to the fact we , the tax payer are burdened enough with over spending by
the gov't alternative solutionsneed to be found

Full program

I think its a win win for coral, marine life, fishing etc.

Ship repair program

compromise - mid range

Current program

If Hawaii people wont to save their coral reefs they should pay for it themselves.

No-fishing zones
program

Moderate cost with slow but eventual regrowth of ship damaged reef.

Full program

we can protect our corral life better before its to late

Current program

Money spent on other programs will not be available to address other issues, such as
eduation and health care, which I feel are more important.

No-fishing zones
program

I think letting nature take care of itself the way it intended without man over doing
everything like we do for the almighty dollar will be best.

Current program

I believe the State of Hawaii should be allowed to handle the problem instead of the
Federal Government.

Full program

the cost per year is small for the tax payer and would help to improve the
environment.

Full program

I think it is important to protect this valuable habitat. $245 per household does not
seem like too much money to protect a sensitive habitat that cannot be moved or
created somewhere else.

Current program

It is the least costly to US taxpayers.

No-fishing zones
program

I thank the country is in a terrible debt situation now and we do not need any more
debt added to the budget.

No-fishing zones
program

Loss due to ship accidents not significant enough to justify the cost.

Full program

Having visited the Hawaiian Islands and seeing the beautiful reefs and knowing how
important that is for the tourists and how important the fishing business is to the
islanders, both must be protected.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

I feel there are more important things to spend our tax money on.

Current program

this island belong to Hawaii people, they need to take care of there island themself

Ship repair program

cost to people

Current program

I am for anything that doesn't generate an additional cost to tax payers.

No-fishing zones
program

cost

No-fishing zones
program

It is the most cost effective method of improvint the health of the HI corral reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

With a knowledge of how the Federal Gov spends money and mandatory $ amount
required I felt the no fishing was best. I really can't afford any more taxes, My state
wage is about 50% of the federal wage for exactly the same job. Federal money to
State m

Full program

pres obama and our government can increase our spending x4 in 3 mths on bailouts
w/out any plans for payback...at least this money spent would go for some benefit!

Full program

There are very few, if any, environmental programs I do not support. The Earth has
taken care of life on this planet since the Big Bang. The Human Race should have
been taking care of our planet all along, but we have not. It is past time for us to mak

Current program

tired of taxes

No-fishing zones
program

Reefs will regenerate in time, marine life needs more immediate help.

Full program

I'm all for what helps the enviroment and wouldn't like for the fish and other sea life
to be gone someday.

Full program

I have seen first hand the decline of the reefs over the last 20 years

No-fishing zones
program

I think that if a portion of the coral reefs are protected at a cost that people will tend to
take better care of what they have rather then spending more money. If the coral reefs
aren't protected even after a smaller fee is imposed on the public then t

Full program

we need to do all we can to protect our environment.... it's that simple..

No-fishing zones
program

With the Northwest section protected, believe that the Main Islands should be
protected from overfishing but that ship damage should be paid for by whoever
caused the damage, whether by company or insurance which could be required of all
ships entering po

Current program

other things more importent.

No-fishing zones
program

It's important to look at the whole effect of losing the coral reef. The loss of fish, and
the sea creatures. It is all interconnected.

Full program

protect and preserve

Full program

man upsets the balance of nature...man must realize the consequences of what he is
doing; cease those behaviors; repair damage if possible and prevent future imbalances
and destruction

Current program

More government control, puts people out of work and we are taxed enough as it is.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

We as tax payers already pay out to much.

No-fishing zones
program

I didn't choose the full program, because unless ships stop coming to HI, there will be
a constant maintanance of the repairs, year after year.

No-fishing zones
program

The most pressing problem right now is the decreased number of fish. Possibly in the
future the reef can be repaired, rather than throwing the whole charge at us now, when
our taxes are already going to increase to repair the economic system.

Current program

State and contributions from residents of Haw. can pay for it.

Full program

I really want them repair, I'm just not sure if we should foot the bill. I support the
restoration of the reefs. I believe the govern of the reefs are essential. The current
protected acreage will not alleviate the current ravish of the corals. Even as

Current program

I don't want to pay more taxes and the Federal government does not have the money
to increase spending. Just like a household, if you don't have the money, you make
spending adjustments.

Current program

Don't want to pay any more taxes.

Full program

Even though our taxes would go up I strongly believe that money should be spent to
save the coral reefs.

Current program

I believe the state of Hawaii should make and pay for which program they prefer. It
should be the states decision to decide which they prefer, fishing, tourism, or
preserving the environment.

Current program

cost to taxpayers

No-fishing zones
program

While it is more expensive than fixing the coral, I believe the no fishing zones
program would be the most effective for the money.

Full program

I have been to Hawaii and it is the one place in the US that is not comercialized and I
would like it to stay the way it would be if we were never there in the first place.

Ship repair program

I think this reasonable to protect our beautiful reefs

Full program

I put a high value on protecting coral reefs and marine environments. Beach vacations
are the ONLY type of vacation that I ever go on. I'm a certified SCUBA Diver. I've
seen coral reef decay first hand. It's very important to me to do anything I can t

Current program

Fix encoms , Low & midel class are tax to much ,inserince up , gas up ,state and local
bugites a shambels. those tax's are gowing up. JOBS ,ECNOMEY. HELOE CAN
YOU SEE US NOW.

Full program

It is important for us to protect our planet, in all ways, in all areas. It is part of our
responsibility to our future generations.

Full program

It would make sense to try to restore as much as possible of the coral reefs for future
benefits. Why can't the gov't review & cancel some obsolete programs to make room
for new ones.

Current program

American people don't have the extra money to pay extra taxes for something that we
will not benefit from by not living in that state. We're taxed enough.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

The amount listed is a small price to pay to restore human damage to the reefs. If we
lose the reefs, there will be major catastrophic ocean changes.

No-fishing zones
program

Still some protected with little cost from me and repairs did not seem too productive
anyway.

No-fishing zones
program

you get the most bang for your buck

No-fishing zones
program

As the marine life grows the reefs will repair their selves naturly

Full program

I wouldn't notice $110 missing and it would help protect the fish.

Full program

A coral reef is an entire world of its own. I don't think $200 to help preserve them is
asking too much.

Current program

sPEND NO MORE MONEY

Full program

This would cost me about $12 monthly and that is little to protect an ecosystem in
danger.

Current program

Because it cannot be an ethier or choice all possible alternatives must be explored.I'm
not against the programs just the way funding is proprosed.Many tourists come to the
islands.Useage is the leading factor of the deteration of the coral reefs.A foot p

Current program

people that damaged this reefs should pay for them not taax payers that never go there

No-fishing zones
program

you get the most bang for your buck so to speak. however, i still think to get everyone
on board with a program like this, you should change the 25% to 10%or 15% in the
beginning of the program.

Current program

our taxes are high enough already

Full program

Protecting and maintainig the earth's ecosystems is important even if we may never
visit that part of the world. I leve in the Great Lakes water shed. Twentyh percent of
the world;s freshwater is here but most of the world will never visit here.

Full program

AGAIN I BELIEVE WE NEED TO TAKE CARE OF THE REEFS BECAUSE
THEY ARE A PART OF OUR FOOD SUPPLY IF WE DON'T TAKE CARE OF
THE THEN WE WILL RUN OUT OF FOOD.

Current program

I don't know

Current program

I have very little travel or "investment" in Hawaii waters.

No-fishing zones
program

I think with the no fishing I would get the biggest effect for cost-the ship accidents are
hard to find the guilty party and I may be held to more cost and it sounds like
accidents will continue to happen

Ship repair program

so we dont pay any more taxes but protectthe program in place

Full program

There will be more fish in the ocean.

No-fishing zones
program

As indicated before the cost of the reef repair may be allocated through additional
surcharges and taxes related to marine activities both individually and commercially.
In regards to the increase in the no fishing zone, a more the adequate portion is sti
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

Natural resources should be protected at all costs. We have only one planet and we
should be more responsible in taking care of it.

Current program

MN State and federal taxes are already through the room! Our family cannot afford
more taxes, despite the fact I believe God's creation and the eco system need
protection.

Full program

Feel we need to do all we can to help the environment.

Current program

It requires no tax increase or borrowing, and employes no additional bureaucrats

Current program

national debt is too high now.

No-fishing zones
program

I felt it was better than doing nothing. I was not convinced that repairs could be
enfoced or sustained as easily

Current program

I don't want to pay additional taxes to fund this program

Full program

Right or wrong, I feel my tax dollars support all manner of programs that are
unnecessary and/or waste countless dollars paying overinflated prices for items to run
these programs, ect.

No-fishing zones
program

it seems like the most doable at this time

Ship repair program

I feel this would lessn furthr loss as we learn more of what is critcal to protect the
ocean without too much cost financially.

Full program

The last option is the most hopefuland I think we had better start acting responsibly
toward our planet.

Current program

People or companies that damage should be found and made to pay. The average tax
payer should not have to pay at all for anothers ignorance.

Ship repair program

It depends on the damage and who responsilbe.

Full program

Without a comprehensive approach to repairing the damages done to the reefs, they
will continue to decline; we may only be slowing that decline by this approach, in any
case.

No-fishing zones
program

25% is reasonable and I have witnessed the decline in sea life in Hawaii over the
years.

No-fishing zones
program

fish can be caught further away from the reef and maybe they can find a different
route to travel back and forth and not go near the reefs and not have a many boat
accidents to the reefs

Full program

Coral Reefs are an amazing and beautiful part of the world that which have existed
way before humans arrived. It would be unthinkable not to prevent more damage to
such a wonderful living ecosystem. There should not be a price tag associated with
regulati

Current program

Cannot justify taxes for a program like this when there are so many other urgent
things that need the money

Full program

Why not protect 100%??
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

It is important that we protect our coral reefs and stop over fishing. The reef repair is
maybe not as essential, but we should try to ensure that the area of reefs is not
declining from year to year. Especially if man is responsible for the damage, we

Full program

coral reefs are vitally important to the ocean's ecosystem and thus we should do
whatever we can to protect them because once they are destroyed they won't be
coming back and it will be a tremendous loss to the environment.

Current program

SAving the reefs is very important, but when ever the Federal Government gets
involved the wasted money is incredible. The idea that it will cost each American
household anywhere from $95 on up with what, nearly 200 million households in the
US, a year is

Current program

State of Hawaii should provide the money to take care of the coral reefs

No-fishing zones
program

It makes sense to protect from overfishing, as it is likely to pay off in the long run
with more fish in the future. The cost to do both programs is too much and those who
live in the area and use the area need to be willing to solve that problem without

Ship repair program

As with most people, adding extra taxes to our current tax woes doesn't help us. I'm
sure this is important, but most can't afford anymore taxes added on to what we
already pay!

Current program

As I said above, think Hawaii should pay for its coral reef repairs as the other U.S.
states do. Hawaii alone will reep the rewards from tourists, etc.

Ship repair program

no

Full program

I feel we need to act now to ensure our worlds future. I hope we leave our children &
grandchildren the rightkind of mesage!

No-fishing zones
program

no-fishing is 25% for $170
versus 5/300000 (very small percent) for $95

Full program

Program costs will be worth the protection of the reefs for later generations.

Full program

Because I'm a scuba diver and the protection of the reefs is very important to me.

Full program

nature made it - man destroys it . I think if nothng history has shown once somethng is
gone it is lost forever.

No-fishing zones
program

given the status of our economy. As much as [ would like to help with more I must
consider my yearly income and taxes paid.

Current program

there are more important isses I would rather see my money spent on, even though I
do see the benefits of trying to protect these coral reefs.

Full program

I think the program is important. I also think that alternatives to expensive federal
programs can eventually be found that may reduce the tax burden without negatively
impacting the effects on the reefs.

Current program

people need to learn to leave things alone.

No-fishing zones
program

The shipping companies should be held accountable. All companies that want to use
that body of water should pay a service fee.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

Government should not spend money on coral reefs, or limit people's use with no-
fishing zones. Government needs to stop wasting its people's money on "NOTHING".

Full program

$135 is not that much money to fix this problem and I would have no issue paying it.

No-fishing zones
program

In a time of recession and historic job loss, the cost of the No-Fishing Zones, per
household, is moderate when compared to the Full Program, and the impact of No-
Fishing is greater (and more immediate) when compared to the Ship Accident Repair
proposal.

No-fishing zones
program

Cost boaters causing reef damage should pay for that, collect what money you can and
use it to repair what you can-the cost for 5 acres seems HIGH per tax payer

A no-fishing zone would protect those areas and wildlife would benefit

No-fishing zones
program

The cost is not so high that it would effect my budget. The total package would.

Current program

the government is spending to much money already

Full program

It's important, but I still beleive that the costs incurred from ships accidents to repair
the damaged reefs should be on the shipping company.

Full program

Beacuse it seems to be the most effective

No-fishing zones
program

As I understand it, it would be a much more effective use of our tax dollars to protect
the coral reefs.

Current program

People are taxed to heavily now. With the economy so bad. The state of Hawaii needs
to allocate money itself for protection and rehabilitation of their coral reefs. It is very
important, but I don't feel every taxpayer in America should pay for it.

Current program

iam on a fixed income and careful about adding expenses to my life.

No-fishing zones
program

I am willing to pay less than $100. I hope that with the no fishing zones program that
fewer ships would damage the coral reefs.

Full program

This is a very minimal amount to pay to protect the coral reef for our children and
grandchildren to enjoy.

Full program

Need to keep repairing the damage to the enviornment. Reckless actions don't fix
themselves.

Current program

can't afford more taxes.

Current program

nonc

Current program

I do not live in Hawaii. Add that 135 on the tourism tax.

Full program

We, the Government, give approximately 200 Million each year to several countries
in Africa; i.g. Chad, and they have not improved one bit. Only the war lords see the
money. If we can WASTE money like that we can surely spend money on something
forUS't

No-fishing zones
program

Like the idea of protecting and encouraging more fish. Ship damage seems minimal
and often ships are sunk to help reefs grow and establish themselves.

No-fishing zones
program

easy soution
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program Response
Ship repair program  Fishing and shipping should pay all the cost for incresing non fishing areas and

restoring the reefs.

Full program

$145.00/year is a rasonable price to pay to protect the eco-system for future
generations.

No-fishing zones
program

It increases the amount of fish to be caught

No-fishing zones
program

When we have more fish and damged zone should able to recover faster

No-fishing zones
program

more acres protected

No-fishing zones
program

We must protect the coral reefs and I thought that people in general would find it
easier to support the No Fishing Zone program. When you ask too many things people
tend to not do anything even though they may support one thing.

No-fishing zones
program

allow the coral reefs and fish to multiply and re-establish themselves

Full program

It would increase more fish. It would help the enviornment. Everything is like a cycle.
If we break a cyle then thing start dying and out of order.

Full program

I believe NOT doing the maximum to protect the coral reefs will be far costlier in the
long run for both recreational users of the area as well as commercial users. The
commercial fishing and tourism industries both rely on the healthy ecosystems in
hawai

Full program

The first two plans were meaningless and the last plan was only $10 more a year than
the next choice.

No-fishing zones
program

because $300 a year is a LOT, but what $170 a year can do to help the environment is
a LOT too.

No-fishing zones
program

There would be more no fishing zones. Let the boaters that damage the reefs pay for
the repairs. Put a tax on boaters.

Full program

Nature needs all the help it can get in regard to human damage.

No-fishing zones
program

TO IMPROVE MARINE LIFE

Full program

b/c the health of the oceans is imperiled and efforts to restore coral focuses energy in
an area that needs our full attention. The oceans are becoming so acidified the corals
and other shell creatures are in danger of dissolving. I would rather my tax do

Current program

Surely there are more alternatives to solve this problem. I am very concerned when
we offer to give our government more money to throw at problems.

No-fishing zones
program

Gives the most impact per dollar spent.

Ship repair program

the cost
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

I think you are taking the wrong direction on this. The fishermen who want to fish in
the area should pay and the ships who use the area (dock in the area) should pay for
damage. I buy a fishing license each year to pay for costs of the program which wo

Full program

It is my impression that the coral reefs are an absolute, essential component to all life
forms and it reflects another way to foster an ecological balance in our waters which
has been seriously damaged over the years

Full program

we need to preserve and repair our coral reefs for future generations to enjoy

Ship repair program

no comment

Current program

I am strugling as it is now. I would love to help but don't think I can

No-fishing zones
program

Prohibit commercial fishing,which does the most harm. This will allow the system to
grow naturally. Perhaps prohibit a greater percentage.

Ship repair program

helps repair damage in less time

Current program

no comment

Full program

For my economic circumstances, $215/year extra (< $20/mo.) seems pretty cheap to
protect what I consider a very important resource.

No-fishing zones
program

The expense of reef repair does not seem justified at at cost of $115.00 per year times
approximately 111 million households in the U.S. If the reef can repair itself in 50
years and about 5 acres each year are damaged, then only at most, 250 acres would

Current program

JUST FORGET THE WHOLE THING!

No-fishing zones
program

I feel that program would best serve the Hawaiian coral reefs without adding too
much of a tax payer responsibility.

Full program

I have only heard a little about the impact of coral reefs on marine life and our
(humans) lives as well, but I understand that it is a large impact, and I know the
importance of preserving and conserving nature. While there is a doubt in my mind as
to wh

Full program

when you do more you get more

No-fishing zones
program

larger no-fishing zones will allow the reproduction proces to be more naturally
fulfilled.

Ship repair program  The cost was in the middle range and would allow for reef repair that would aid in
faster recovery time for reef injury.
Ship repair program  Tax increase to my household

Current program

no more tax increase

Current program

We face many many more tax-spending issues than this. Our wages sre worth less and
less, and actually CUT 10% this year. We can't afford all this, we live paycheck to
paycheck and barely manage monthly expenses.

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zone will bring about population increases in marine life, also less trafic in
these areas might result in less coral damage, in this area.In the mean time local govt.
can pay for the coral repair and study the no fishing zone impac on coral da
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

I pay more than my fair share in taxes every year. I am not willing to pay additional
taxes until something is done about the current government and it's out of control
spending.

No-fishing zones
program

will benifit future gen.with moderate cost

Current program

Money.

Current program

There are so many expenses our country needs to pay towards. $110 a year per family
for just that one need is a lot of $

Full program

I am not fearful of new taxes. I think we need to look
at the big picture.
however, I have more income than most. and no dependents that I need to support.

Full program

because there is no reason, why not to use all resources available, to curb this
problem.. our earth should be top priority

Ship repair program  The cost is something I could afford and it is doing some good that is helping the
efforts in some way.
Ship repair program  Cost impact. Do not like the idea of having to travel further to fish.

No-fishing zones
program

reasonable compromise. perhaps other areas of greater cost could be reexamined to
provide assistance.

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zone- To me it would be the coral reefs to have a better chance to increase
in the animal life. the ecosystem would have a better increse in life . I am sure the
noaa will have other changes in the next 10-=yrs.

Full program

It seems like the best solution

Full program

you still need marine life as it also helps our enviroment and the coral reef provide
protection for smaller fish and it is also a food source

No-fishing zones
program

What prompted/stimulated this survey instead of comparable survey for other
geographical regions of similar concern ?

Current program

put a 1%tax on the tourest people I can't afford any more money from my household

Full program

We are only Visitors on Earth.

Ship repair program

With the economic decline of our country, these tax dollars can be put to better use in
an economic stimulus plan or other program that will help those who are suffering.
The reef program is a worthwhile cause but a luxury most of us can not afford during

No-fishing zones
program

For $45 it seemed to have a better payback than the repair option. Most people will
not want to pay the $130 for the full program and the proposal would fail. I did not
realize the programs would cost us that much.

Full program

Seems like the way to do this is all or nothing

Current program

Cost savings, the frequency of visits to Hawaii, and subrogaion should be sought out
from the ships ins co.

Full program

it helps to increase marine life and shorten time of repair
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

It's Hawaii's problem. People that live in desirable areas should pay higher costs - they
get a better return in quality of life. They have beaches, climate, scenery, better leisure
time choices and sports options - many more things than someone in the

No-fishing zones
program

minimize taxes

Ship repair program

My previous comments indicate my interest in doing "something" to aid the program
but I cannot do or commit to do something that for our standard of living would put
additional hardships on my family

Current program

Not that I don't care about the coral reefs, but it bothers me that someone like me has
to help foot the bill for things like damage caused by someone else, or by an industry
that continues to misuse and overfish the waters.

No-fishing zones
program

To save and enhance marine life.

Full program

I am a scuba diver, and know from seeing other sites where coral reefs have been
destroyed, that if you wait too long to help in the recovery of the reef, it cannot be
done. It seems like a VERY reasonable cost to taxpayers to make these improvements.
F

No-fishing zones
program

No comment.

Current program

don't care

Current program

Now is not the time to increase spendding on programs that may hinder the jobs of
people in need. How many people are you willing to see go hungry to repair coral
damage? It appears that the existing programs are working to perserve the other
islands alre

Current program

We are already paying way too much taxes in this country.

Illinois is one of the highest tax states in the country. They are hiking up the income
taxes again very soon.

Current program

As I said earlier, We are being TAXED ENOUGH right now-Although I do care
about the natural environment that GOD gave us...

Current program

Again - bad timing now to be asking for money when our country is struggling with
larger issues.

Current program

because we need all our household money to live on. Our tax dollars are more
important for other things that the coral reef program. Example, health care for elderly
& others.

Ship repair program I feel it is a good alternative to help start the repair of the reefs without too much
stress on households.
Ship repair program  This one seems to be a happy medium that is neither the least expensive nor the most

expensive. I really don't feel that most Americans would miss that amount of money
over a years time.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

I think environmental issues are very important, however, in these tough economic
times my household can't afford any additional tax burdens. Especially ones that
benefit a particular state. Sorry.

Current program

We don't have enough money to pay for all the programs right now. How can we, in
this current economy, commit to spending more of OUR money???

No-fishing zones
program

cost

No-fishing zones
program

I think the cost are way off, if it cost $95 per house hold, per year it would be billions
of dollars.

I chose the fishing protection brather than reef repare because i feel the reef repair was
not worht hth cot / benefit.

Ship repair program

I can afford. It may not fix the problem but the problem didn't occur over night.

No-fishing zones
program

Ideally, I would love to do the whole thing, but realistically I must choose the
program I feel will do the most good for the $$ T can afford.

Full program

Environment is an important investment to me

Current program

sounds like a good plan

Full program

Because money spent will likely have the biggest positive result and would likely
eliminate additional dollars needed later if it is done in half measures. Quite honestly
grow some balls and make a goddamn decision and stop pandering

Full program

The reefs are priceless resources that must be protected at all costs

Full program

In the long run, the Full Program will benefit our children and grandchildren. We may
live to see it, but we owe our children the ability to see this type of marine life.

Ship repair program

I can participate at the cost level and hope that repairs will aid in most areas

Current program

IF 5 acres/year are destroyed and it takes 50 years to restore itself, a maximum 250
acres of 300,000 acres is destroyed or under various stages of recovery at maximum
destruction or 8/10,000s of the coral reef,e.g., there is no risk to the destruction of

No-fishing zones
program

I believe it is the most workable program and one thatwould show results very
quickly.

Current program

Private donations should be collected for these types of projects, not taxing people
more.

Current program

The citizens and business of this country are always looking to the government to bail
them out of everything. As citizens we do have to take responsibility for our own
actions; such as ship owners paying for the damage they cause to the ecosystem. Also,

Full program

I believe the coral reef system has a significant impact on the environment and we
need to do all we can to protect it.

No-fishing zones
program

this program will help all of the reef be restored to it's natural state over time; as well
as ship scars heal more quikly.

No-fishing zones
program

the no fishing program seems the wisest choice
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred

program Response

Full program For the amount the Full Program would cost, this is little hardship on my part for a
program that will do so much good to the Hawaiian ecosystem.

Current program The state of Hawaii should be financially responsible for any program that directly
and solely benefits the state.

No-fishing zones if you slow amount of fishing you will decrease the amount of boats therefore

program hopefully reduce ship/boat damage to reefs - its aplace to start

No-fishing zones The best value for the dollar spent.

program

Ship repair program It is the least out of the pocket for taxpayers

Ship repair program  If you protect 25% more of the Hawaiian waters, fishermen will then over-fish in the
remaining 74% of the waters and the 25 % won't really make much of a difference. If
you repair the reefs then you have a better chance of collectively helping the ecosyst

Ship repair program  IDONT HAVE BUT I THINK THAT IT WOULD BE GOOD

Ship repair program  The amoubt of money yearly and 10 years.

No-fishing zones Cost

program

Full program for a little bit more money more area will be saved

Full program Many people pay high taxes for things they have no idea about. This would actually

be something worth spending the money on, and it's proactive. At least for me it
would make me feel better about myself, knowing I'm helping out our environment.

No-fishing zones I wonder if there might be alternative ways to reduce ship accidents that typically

program occur.

Full program once the coral and fish are gone it would coast much more to bring them back then to
maintain them now

Full program i am a scuba diver and earn a good living

Current program I believe the state of hawaii should pay to limit fishing.

Current program No one in right mind would agree to pay more taxes to the fed. Would this even be

necessary if you stopped giving up foreign aid to countries that don't need it and
sustaining and unsustainable global empire? Of course not. The fed doesn't have our
intere

Full program Doing nothing means eventually the coral reefs will disappear. $160 spread out over
one year averages less that 50 cents a day. It will ensure the Hawaiian Islands stay
healthy and beautiful for future generations to enjoy.

Full program It offers the highest protection and the cost per year is not that high per family

Current program The goverment should foot the cost of this repair. It is their lack of regulation that has
lead to the unwise destruction on the coral reef. They should foot the bill at NO cost
to the tax payer living in the United States and not Hawaii.

Full program Offered the most protection available
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

If the no fishing zones are increased then reef damage should be declining in at least
those areas.

Ship repair program

keep the beauty in Hawaii and 50 yrs is a long time with out repair.

No-fishing zones
program

I feel it would benifit the reefs more than the full program and would be reasonable to
the tax payers

Current program

The American tax payer cannot pay for every states problems. Small states, like my
own, has it's own problems to deal with. We pay enough taxes. The government
should not expect the us to try to fix every problem.

Current program

I pay enough taxes.

No-fishing zones
program

I just really dont understand it

Current program

We can't afford any new taxes at this time.

Full program

because it protects the coral reef and it gives it treatment

No-fishing zones
program

Over fishing is a problem all over the world, if it is checked then mother nature can
still recover. Go after the people who exploit our natural resourses and not the rest of
the population.

Full program

Get done and move on

Current program

With all the other problems in the states - war, crime, education - we should put our
money toward those situations.

Current program

I don't think tax payers should have to pay for this.

Current program

I really don't want my taxes to go up any, will people in Hawaii vote to improve the
eco-system in ND if we need help here? It seems selfish, but I think that is most
people's nature.

Current program

BECAUSE OF THE COST INVOLVED

No-fishing zones
program

By choosing no-fishing zones, there would be less to repair from damage by ships.

Full program

hawaii, and coral reefs, are wonderful natural areas that "progress" seems to be
irrepairably f*ing up. they are worth saving within reason "as are"--however, access to
the public needs not be limited, such as can happen w/ caves(understandably)

Full program

We have to think to the future and saving this ecosystem is a step towards that; we
cannot just think about money fishermen are making now; man is nature's greatest
barrier and cause of extinction in species and I don't want to be a part of more damage
to

Current program

Family and friends are out of work at this time.

Current program

This program is too removed from me. There are more pressing problems closer to my
home.
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I chose the No-Fishing Zones Program as

my most preferred because the sooner the fishing is stopped the faster the coral reefs
can repair themselves, and bring back the healthy coral life. Also, no-fishing zones
means no boats which can damage the coral

Current program

the waste with these type programs and the current financial condition

Full program

Must maintain coral ecosystem

No-fishing zones
program

more would be protected, in which i find to be important. The more we are able to
protect the more we can preserve and manage the beauty of the ocean waters.

Full program

for $75.00 ( hopefully per year ) the cost is well worth it for the benefits. We spend
much more for a dinner nite out. So eat home one of those nites.

Current program

There are probably better ways to fund this program than by taxing citizens on the
other side of the world. Why not tax the recreational and commercial fishermen? Why
not tax the ships and boats that come and go from the Hawaiian Islands?

Full program

we have been neglecting our environment for a long time if we were on top of this
from the beginning we wouldn't need these extensive programs

Full program

while I don't like to spend my tax money to help areas that I may never visit, it is for
the betterment of everyone across thne country

Current program

can not afford any higher taxes

No-fishing zones
program

biggest bang for the buck

Full program

i believe that many of the earths most beautiful natural wonders are slowly being
destroyed and we need to do all that we can to keep these things safe for future
generations to enjoy

Full program

Congress needs to do something to protect the coral reefs. They should go thru and
eliminate some of the stupid things they are spending our money on.

Current program

no more government waste......we can't afford it.

No-fishing zones
program

Believe reef repair could receive funding from levy on all ship/boats utilizing the
USA territorial waters surrounding the State of Hawaii. Those responsible for the
damage should foot the bill for repair.

~$150 per taxpaying household in the US is a

Ship repair program

Middle of the road

No-fishing zones
program

I feel it is important to maintain more coral reefs instead of the current 1 %.

Ship repair program  I'THINK THIS IS THE BEST WAY
Ship repair program  This questionnaire is patronizing.
Ship repair program I like them all, but money is a factor

I am not at all opposed to paying taxes for worthwhile goals. I believe in the
maximum utility of social programs.

Full program

330



Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I believe fishing causes the greatest harm to the largest area - as opposed to the
shipping accidents, which is much milder in comparison.

Full program

It makes the most sense. Spending the money now will save money in the future.

No-fishing zones
program

As it may hurt the fishing industry at first, the fish will return in larger quantities.
Meanwhile, if the areas continue to be overfished, the quantities will continue to
decline, eventually hurting the fishing industry permanently. $75 a year doesn't se

No-fishing zones
program

It makes sense to protect more of the reefs (from future injury/fishing) but it is really
expensive to inforce it!

No-fishing zones
program

It's better than the current program and costs the least for taxpayers

Full program

I believe we have to work on many fronts to repair damage to our environment that
has been caused by greed of human beings. When we start spending our money on
Mother Earth and her children rather than bombs and war, the entire planet will be
safer and mo

Ship repair program

have you ever seen a coral reef

Full program

it gives the most protection

Current program

don't want to pay $110/year for other choice

No-fishing zones
program

No fish zone will help maintain and increase fish life ect. It would also be the natural
way in maintaining the coral reef versus "man made" repairs.

No-fishing zones
program

I would actually prefer the Full Program but didn't because of costs. i can imagine
there are many other environmental-type programs in this country that need our
support. There is a limit to my financial support.

Full program

Restoring the reefs is most important to our ecolgical system and has many benefits
for the enfironment

No-fishing zones
program

best taxpayer dollar for overall result

No-fishing zones
program

Based on John Stuart Mill's and Jeremy Bentham's "Greatest Happiness Principle":
The greatest happiness for the greatest number. Five acres of repair in the grand
scheme of things is not that much acreage. If it could be accomplished by collecting
from

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to offer the most protection for a reasonable amount of money.

No-fishing zones
program

if there is no fishing there are no boats and there would be no accidental injury to the
coral.nature would take care of the situation.

No-fishing zones
program

it is at least a start to helping with saving the coral reefs

Full program

minimal cost vs most benefit

No-fishing zones
program

Doing something is better than nothing and do not want to continue on the current
path. The cost does seem rather high just to enforce this program.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I think that the percentage damaged by ships is insignificant, but a no-fishing zone
would be beneficial and have a substantial effect.

Current program

The govt is spending money they don't have. They are taxing us to death. My pension
is half of what I worked hard for. It would be nice to improve the corral reefs but the
govt has messed any chance of improvement

Full program

Corral reefs form a basic ecosystem that underpins life and biodversity in the coeans.

Full program

I believe that the ecosystems of the ocean and coral reefs are important to the survival
of aquatic live, thus are important to everthing outside the oceans. I would also like to
have my children and great grandchildren be able to experince the beauty of

Full program

The reefs are very impotant on many levels. This area must be protected and that
protection will come at a cost that [ am willing to help with...

No-fishing zones
program

no fishing zone makes the reefs stronger and should also decrease the amount of boat
damage to reefs. a healthier reef sould recover faster from remaining boat strikes

Current program

no taxes added to my current ones. If if | have to pay more taxes I may as well quit
work

No-fishing zones
program

I would hope that measure would cut down on the number of ships in those areas as
well, extending the benefit of the program

Current program

I personally could afford the $200 top protection effort, but what about all the people
right now who are struggling to get by? The economy needs to improve before we can
ask people to commit to this. Maybe a very rich celebrity would throw some money a

Current program

i am for the full program, but no at a cost to myself. the government nexts to cut
internal spending, and bank bailouts and use the tax money for the right things. taxs
are already to high and the only people making out are the politians.

No-fishing zones
program

becaus the coral reefs will repair itself in time and maybe by extending the no fishing
zone less ships and vessels will come in destroying the coral reefs

Full program

would like the areas protected and repaired

No-fishing zones
program

seems that cost of ship damage of reefs is not done by those who do the damage.In
other words, I think the ships responsible for the damage should pay not others.

Full program

$15 a month... People waste more than that on crap they do not need (sodas,
cigarettes, junk food, etc...) I have no problem with taxes as long as I know that tax
money is being spent on something important like the environment.

Ship repair program

Not as costly and decreases the repair of the reefs from 50 years to 10 years.
That's a significant difference.

Current program

My tax money should not be used for coral reefs in Hawaii. There are other more
important uses for my taxes.

Current program

I was bamboozled into the CURRENT PROGRAM choice... I commented earlier on
severe penalties for violation of the 25% no fishing zones. Flooding the area with
useless FEDS is NOT the answer...........
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

It seems that this should be a state issue rather than a matter for the federal
government. Any of these programs suggested will increase my federal tax obligation.
While I would very much like to protect the coral reefs, I simply cannot afford to pay
mo

Current program

already pay enough taxes for things that do not really have anything to do with me or
the area i live in

Full program

We have to start repaifring our environment instead of continuing damaging it. The
coral Reef eco systen is part of our environment. I can forgo $75.00 of spending a
year.

No-fishing zones
program

If money weren't so tight, I would have chosen the full program. However, I believe
protecting 25% of the reef and allowing it to return to its natural state is important
because it will allow that many more people to enjoy the true nature of a coral ree

No-fishing zones
program

The no fishing program is the one I believe will help preserve and strengthen the coral
reefs for the least cost, thereby getting more support. We have other much more
pressing issues and I was looking for an alternative to the nothing approach.

Current program

I agree with no fishing zones but instead of 25% how bout 10% until our economy
gets better. It's a start somewhere.

No-fishing zones
program

most bang for the buck.

Full program

The amount of tax money spent did not seem like a whole lot, and programs to protect
and repair the enviroment are important to me.

Current program

no cost shown

Ship repair program

All our household can afford in this horrible recession and HIGH gasoline prices.

Full program

To paraphrase Will Rogers, protect coral reefs, they ain't makin' 'em anymore.

Full program

After consideration, I have decided that my limited income would still be sufficient to
allow this extra tax. Although I will not live long enough to see the improvement, it is
time to start the healing process for the planet.

Current program

Although I understand the seriousness of this program, I also think there are far more
programs needing our help, i.e. healthcare or poverty.

Full program

If we do not save and increase what we have now eveything else will also go.

Current program

I am not willing to pay for Hawaii's coral reef program. Despite the fact that [ agree
with the full program I am not willing to pay for it. My household cannot be expected,
along with others, to take care of the problems of everyone.

Obama wants to socia

No-fishing zones
program

This one offers the biggest bang for your buck and is money well spent. The damage
repair is wasted money, as 50 years for natural regrowth is a small amount of time
with the big picture of life on earth.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Most easily-implemented action, most immediate and maximum result without high
cost; use current laws to force companies to pay for damages or equip ships with
safety devices.

No-fishing zones
program

Price. Ship Damages should be paid by the shipping industry and the cost to the
shipping industry paid by higher cost to the consumer.

Current program

no money now for food! I need the extra not taken out of taxes

Current program

I dont want to pay a dime that is not my problem

No-fishing zones
program

cost effective for the amt. of protection provided to the reefs. more palatable than the
higher cost option!

Current program

I don't believe the people should pay for it, cut spending in not needed programs and
use the money from that

Full program

I believe we need to preserve our planet's ecosystems.

No-fishing zones
program

It could easily and quickly be implemented (given funding), it would cover a much
larger area than is currently covered (creating a bigger impact), and I believe the coral
reefs need protection.

No-fishing zones
program

to protect the coral

No-fishing zones
program

more balanced between environment and commercial uses

Full program

This environmental situation is critical.

I am one of this indviduals that takes the tack that we do not pay enough taxes.If we
are able, we should fund these programs.

Ship repair program

There isn't mich known about the Reef Repair Programs to give an equal amount of
study.

Full program

I think protecting and repairing the coral reefs is worth the extra taxpayer costs. |
think it is very important to have a good ecosystem in the coral reef areas around
Hawaii.

Ship repair program

cost and reef repair

No-fishing zones
program

I believe that if we keep fisherman out of the area, the reefs and fish will recover
naturally.

Full program

My household consists of two adults. Our income is a combination of social security
and teacher retirement for one of those adults. There is also a small income from
teaching piano lessons. However, I believe so strongly that we need to restore our ree

No-fishing zones
program

I am willing to aid in this effort, but I cannot afford the $ in the full program. I feel it
is more important to improve the overall health of the reef systems by limiting fishing
than just fixing damaged coral.

Current program

it has work so far /
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

We cannot ignore fragile ecosystems just because they are not in "our" backyard. The
destruction of an ecosystem effects all other ecosystems. We have a responsibility to
take care of this earth for future generations.

Current program

1 think it would be best for all involved.

Current program

I think the current program will work if the right poeple is running the program.

Current program

I don't want to pay any more in taxes.

Full program

i feel we need to help preserve our earth now so it is here for our kids and their kids to
see its beauties.

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zone enforcement would help regenerate and protect several thousand
acres of reef, far more then would be damaged or repaired under the more expensive
program.

Full program

I feel it is a minimal amount to pay in extra taxes to keep,what I believe is an
important ecosystem,"healthy".

Full program

Its too important the cost should be spread out though the year not all due at once.

Current program

It should be the ships,and the states project.

Current program

that seems like way too much money to me that could be spent on programs to help
the people of the US

No-fishing zones
program

in my opinion, damages done by overfishing and fisherman trawling the ocean floor
are a lot graver than reef damages done by ships.

No-fishing zones
program

ultimately, everything gets fixed - it just takes a little longer and takes less from my
bank account.

No-fishing zones
program

The No-Fishing zone will allow the ecosystem to repair it self.

Full program

For the cost it is the best plan. I spend more than that amount per year on items that
won't last and benefit others.

No-fishing zones
program

Marine life would be increased and more fish would be caught outside the zone.

Current program

govt pisses away enough money, no need to raise taxes

No-fishing zones
program

The no fishing zone seems to give more protection for dollar than the complete
program.

Current program

cost

Full program

The amount paid in one year seemed acceptable & helpful.

Full program

Just seems like best for the protection and rebuilding

No-fishing zones
program

PEOPLE WILL NOT DISTURB THE REEFS.

No-fishing zones
program

we need to protect the fishing zones so that we will increase the wildlife(fish and live
coral) to help the ocean and its inhabitants
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Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

One has to maintain all manner of things from buildings, infrastruture, our health and
that should include the health of ecosystems the support the natural order of our
existence that relies on sources of the oceans bounty of food and recreation.

Ship repair program

Because it's a start. Also in the future there may be more efficient and economical
ways to accomplish the overall goal of extending no-fishing zones while at the same
time repair the reefs as accidents occur.

No-fishing zones
program

Even though I would love to protect I also have to consider my family and the toll the
economy has already taken with another huge hit it would devistate us.

Current program

we can bairly feed the family and i think that the ships that damage the coral reefs
should pay to have it fixed. If it is that big of a deal why don't they put up no fishing
signs and boatings signs. we are unemploied and these democrates are worried abo

No-fishing zones
program

If there are 125 million households in the U.S., at $110 each simply to enlarge and
then enforce no-fishing areas, that would be almost $14 billion EACH YEAR. That
would buy a really big enforcement fleet. I presume requiring insurance to pay for
reef dam

No-fishing zones
program

it just seems to be the most logical way of restoring the reefs naturally

Full program

It will be the best one for the protection of the food chain.

Ship repair program

I have gone snorkeling in coral reef areas and it is a beautiful site. As explained from
this questionnaire, there is more to coral reef that meets the eye. I would like my kid's
kids to be able to see the beauty of coral reefs like I have

Full program

I lived in Hawaii as well as growing up on the Gulf of Mexico. I am very marine life
oriented and would not hesitate to pay to keep the coral reefs in their natural state.

No-fishing zones
program

Provides a more active solution without the a very expensive price tag.

Full program

I think it is very important to protect our oceans. With out this precious
ecosystem,there is no fish. I believe that $75.00 is a small price to pay.

No-fishing zones
program

Because what's $45 a year? I don't know how it works, but I would imagine that
fisherman would take quite a bit out of the reefs, since it's their job. I'd rather there be
a limit, than to repair reefs.

Current program

There are serious health and welfare and safety issues which must be taken care of
first.

No-fishing zones
program

Cost. No fishing zones need to be inforced so there is an expected cost. Reef damage
by ships should be charged to the operator.

No-fishing zones
program

The No-fishing zone program is more cost effective and enforceable.

Full program

To protect and repair the damage we have caused.

Current program

Our economy is in a shambles. The federal government is spending us into oblivion. It
won't matter what the coral reefs are like in 50 years, if our economy is not fixed in
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

The cost benefit is far greater with this program. A much larger area than 5 acres per
year is affected for a reasonable cost.

Ship repair program

If the information is true, the Reef Repair program is beneficial for the future.

Current program

Man's just going to have to learn from their mistakes, and pay the price for their
actions. These aren't the last, and we can't continue floating every ship in the harbor --
especially in these financially challenging times.

No-fishing zones
program

with a no fishing zone u would then prevent the reefs from getting damaged and then
yet preventing anymore cost to the taxpayer for having to pay for anymore funding to
build more reefs

Ship repair program

Appears to be a middle of the road program. Resonable and helpful

Full program

I have stated before, that the coral reefs are part of a ecosystem the reaches far beyond
the mainland of hawaii. I think that the Full Program will repair the damage sooner
plus a larger area even though tax payers will be paying more money. Man is the

Current program

Currently we cannot afford anything which will cost the taxpayers more.

No-fishing zones
program

The reefs need more protection and I find it real hard to believe that it will cost
$135/year/family for the repair program. Someone is definately inflating some #'s to
benefit from this.

Full program

If our generation is the one screwing up the world then why shouldn't we be the ones
who fix it. I am not in favor of having our grandkids fix the things that are being
screwed up in our genteration.

Current program

i feel the money they would ask for is far and beyond the nessesary need. i am very
very skeptical of any more taxes of ANY kind ever being used right and the money
really being in line with the need

Ship repair program

The cost was the main issue

Full program

We must accept the repsonsibility for being good stewards of mother earth

No-fishing zones
program

I am willing to pay a little more in taxes to improve the health of the coral reefs but [
think the government should greatly reduce it's wasteful spending of our taxes so that
more money can be spent on environmental projects as opposed to ridicules bo

Ship repair program

It sounded like a good program without to much money taken from taxpapers.

Ship repair program

As I am retired and on a limited income I chose one of the least expensive even
though I though it didn't do enough to save the reefs.

Current program

t learn more abot the state.

Full program

The most important objective to me is the restoration of the largest area of natural
habitat as possible. Without this habitat, the rest of the conversation is moot.

Full program

We have to start to protect the Earth so that my kids and their kids can see all of its
beauty.

No-fishing zones
program

i think i didnt understand the question i dont think prohibiting fishing is a good idea

Ship repair program

Because of personal costs! Can't afford to pay more at this time !
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Most preferred
program

Response

Ship repair program

It would only take 10 yrs to repair

No-fishing zones
program

future of our grandkids

Current program

it seems everything depends on the tax payer.

No-fishing zones
program

Would provide a greater improvement per $ spent.

No-fishing zones
program

Increasing 'no fishing' zones will increase the health of the coral reers, somewhat
offsetting the affect of damage from ships when considered as a percentage of damage
to the total amount of healthy coral.

Full program

Coral reefs are an important natural resource. I suspect the additional tax cost per
household you indicate is not correct.

No-fishing zones
program

it makes the most sense to me

Full program

damage to environment by human activity is extensive around globe; mankind must
be more responsible. USA is biggest culprit and financially most able to offset
damage and provide leadership internarionally.

Current program

I feel that the United States has enough bigger problems trying to get the economy out
of this recession. More tax dollars puts a bigger stain on all Americans, including
hawaiian residents.

Current program

$110 dollars a year seems quite expensive when multiplied out for every taxpaying
household in the U.S. T would be happy to pay up to an additional $20-30 per year
maximum.

Current program

this program is not on my list as things i worry about.

Current program

can not afford for my taxes to raise i am already working for near nothing

Current program

California children in public schools are ranked 48 nationally. I spent thousands of
dollars to educate my children in private schools.....coral reefs in Hawaii are not very
high on my list of priorities. How about research for cancer or Alzheimer's Dis

Full program

I feel that it is vitally important to protect the coral reefs and the population of fish. In
the long run, the preventive measures will benefit everyone. Nothing is free and so we
have to sacrifice a couple of hundred dollars each year to protect our e

Full program

We should do are part to protect the coral reefs.

Current program

I really dont think it would cost each american household that much money for 25%
of the reefs to be protected. If it does then I would have to say that the money is being
misused and most of it probably is not even going to the coral reefs.

Current program

This program in its current state may need to be abandonded by the gov't to save
dollars not represented as additional spending. If I looked at a budget, Nat'l parks
would probably be one of the first things I would consider leaving in place. But not ad
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Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

The Fed is spending us into so much debt I am not sure we will ever recover. As
stated before the Fed. does not manage money well at all. When do we say ENOUGH
is ENOUGH? If we ran our homes like the Fed runs the government we would all be
bankrupt.

No-fishing zones
program

the fish will grow larger

Full program

We must take responsibility for the damage we are doing to our enviroment. If we
lose the coral reefs we may never get them back. All of us know the decline in our
quality of life due to this loss

No-fishing zones
program

more protection

Ship repair program

because if the coral reefs are not repaired fish would leave also tourrist.

Current program

Tired of taxes constantly going up

No-fishing zones
program

Ship damage is small, and the coral will come back. there is not justification to spend
other peoples money. The no-fishing program will help repopulate, and that will put
some money back into the tax payer pocket when fishing improves in the future

Current program

We are talking about coral reefs in Hawaii. Can't see that I will be going there in the
near future. I would rather the goverment spend more money on education and health
care or providing funding that would pay teachers more money.

Ship repair program

you would be doing some thing to help but not to out spend our selves

Full program

More fish in the long run. That is what the fishermen actually would benefit from the
most.

No-fishing zones
program

the no fishing zone allows the fish to remain in a protected area regardless of
whatever happens in the other areas.

Ship repair program

this would allow some repairing to the ocean by man which is some what faster than
the ocean repairing itself

Full program

the weakest link of our environment is the early warning of the disaster that may come

No-fishing zones
program

It provides a solution without costing me as a taxpayer much more money.

Full program

The cost is less than a dollar a day over a year period and we can afect a change with
it. Soon will not be able to reverse it no how much money we have for it.

No-fishing zones
program

If people can see the impact of the no fish zone they may be willing to change jobs
from fishing to snorkleing or scub trips for visitors.

No-fishing zones
program

no comment

No-fishing zones
program

It seemed to be more effective in the long-term; I am willing to pay more in taxes to
improve natural resources, which are of instrinic value to me.

Full program

The cost between the partial program and the full program was not that much so why
not go all the way to save that environment
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Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

The taxpayers cannot continue to pay more and more taxes

Full program

it is important for each of us to understand what we have done to the earth and the
oceans.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems the most cost efficent program and is more controlable than hunting down
ship owners.

No-fishing zones
program

The no fishing zones would protect a much larger area.

Full program

see previous comment

Full program

This makes good judgement to save the fish and other animals,but they need to watch
out for greedy people.

Full program

I really not sure but I feel that something has to be done or there want be anything for
anyone in the years to come.

Current program

less money for tax payers

No-fishing zones
program

Most of the benefit for little more than half the cost; ship owners should be taxed for
repairs, not general public. If ships are commercial, they can pass costs on (or try to)

Full program

I believe the full program is necessary for ensuring that these ecosystems are
maintained and potentially restored. The tax liability is a small price to pay to ensure
that these coral reefs and ecosystems are not lost forever. Our planet is more importan

Full program

I believe we should do everything possible to preserve our environment, whether it is
above or below ground. I want my grandchildren & future generations to enjoy the
earth & feel our generation should do what we can to make sure they inherit a clean
ear

No-fishing zones
program

Managing the fish population will be critical for future fishing needs and benefit both
the fishing industry and the reef. Technology over time may make damage to the reef
less server and it will grow back in 50 years.

Current program

not a tax payers problem

Current program

With the economy down & health care so expensive, I don't think most taxpayers
would want 145more taxes to pay each year for the Hawai coral reefs.

Current program

I do not mind paying more taxes if is going to help mankind. Right now, with the
economy the way it is : It is taking all a make and then some just to get by. We are
overtaxed as it is.

Full program

I feel money spent on the reef and the fish helps the whole planet

Ship repair program

With current economic conditions that is what i would be willing to support at this
time.

Current program

I feel that there is a vast expanse of coral reef in the pacific and protecting a small
amount just to make a few people feel better about our existance on earth is not worth
the expense.

Current program

Feel that paying more taxes is unacceptable.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

Many acres are already protected and we have too large a federal deficit and our taxes
are already going to skyrocket under the present administration.

No-fishing zones
program

The cost is reasonable and provides a good cost vs. benefit balance. the full program
is too much during these hard economic times.

Current program

DONT WANT HIGHER TACES

Full program

I feel if we don't do what we can now to regenerate renewable resources to sustain us
in the long term than it will cost us more either to replace those resources if that is
even possible or try to fix them when we have no other alternative and it would ¢

Full program

Seemed like the best one!

Full program

Extra tas dollars is worth protecting the environment

Ship repair program

moderately priced yet provides services

Current program

I have very little confidence in any endeavor we entrust too our government when any
money is involved. Greed has been and will continue to be our failure to properly
respond to a problem. In this case, inaction is better than action.

No-fishing zones
program

130 additional cost is substantial for one household.

Ship repair program

I can't afford the best It is the best that I know I can pay for. Everyone wants a BMW
but not every one can afford one, and I am not willing to to get into debt and not be
able to help my family if the need be.

Current program

the whole reason for choosing the current program is to keep the tax level where it is.
I do not want to pay more taxes.

Ship repair program

I'm not sure myself why I chose this because I'm not a swimmer and no very little
about the ocean depths.

Full program

Protects marine life.

Current program

I'm an older gentleman on a very fixed income with many many health care costs. |
really don't have any extra money to be saving coral reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

I would like to protect the coral reefs, but I think we are already spending tooooo
much money = higher taxes.

No-fishing zones
program

Our taxes are high enough. The no fishing zones wil help protect the reefs. The reefs
will repair themselves even if it takes 50 years.

Full program

Because coral reefs are dying and I am an ex-diver who wants future divers to enjoy
what [ have enjoyed. If this will help, I don't mind paying.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems like a worthwhile project, while the addition of the reef repair following
shipping damage would result in little additional benefit. It's too bad there aren't a
range of percentages to choose from, however; is 25% the value at which the decline

Full program

I do not agree that the "current program" costs nothing. In fact I believe that would be
the most costly program in the end. How is the death of a beautiful and productive
resource that can never be revived to be compared to a relatively small monetary ex
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Most preferred
program
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Current program

We are overtaxes as it is. The most important thing is people, not marine life. I think it
is going to take more than what humans can do to throw off the eco-system so badly
that it destroys our life.

Full program

I would like to see money spent fixing what is clearly broken

Current program

i can see the need for repair but i am living on social security and need no more taxes.

No-fishing zones
program

We need to first spend our money with controlling/protecting the area first. It doesn't
make any sense to replace coral when the activity level is still high.

Current program

I would be in favor of increasing the no fishing zone... I am not in favor of repairing
the coral reefs 5 acres at a time(I think the cost for this outweighs the benefit!!)...But
overall in the country right now the Federal Government has more than they c

Full program

Our planet will ultimately cease to exist unless we take responsible action to aid the
environment.

No-fishing zones
program

Because of the amount of increase of fish caught in 10 years

Current program

More study should be done before adding more taxes to everyone. Other solutions to
solve the problems.

Ship repair program

cost was the deciding factor.

Current program

low cost to tax payer

Full program

My household is not going to be individually taxed for these programs. It's up to the
federal government to allocate where taxes are spent. I would advocate this program
and hope the government would cut out some of its wasteful spending.

Full program

I LOVE THE BEAUTY OF NATURE AND THE DIFFERENT KINDS OF LIVING
SPECIES, ANYTHING TO HELP OUT THE SURVIVAL OF THESE TWO
THINGS IS WORTH IT TO ME, AT ANY PRICE.

No-fishing zones
program

NO FISHING ZONES MAY PREVENT FURTHER DAMAGE TO REEFS DUE TO
FEWER SHIPS IN THOSE AREAS. THESE REPAIRS SHOULD DEMINISH
OVER HE YEARS AND THE ADDITIONAL TAXES ONLY BECOMES A
SLUSH FUND FOR POLITICIANS

Current program

If the economy was better I would have checked off yes.I am concerned with keeping
my morgage paid and our other bills paid. Cost of healthcare is so high now I don't
take home enough as it is.

No-fishing zones
program

LIMET the fishing and in time it will get better

Current program

Because this administration has chosen to create a 12 trillion dollar debt, we don't
have the money to take care of coral reefs. See the admin to find out why I don't have
any tax money left.

Full program

To have a positive global impact, now and in the future, for less than 30 cents a day is
a no brainer for me.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

$135.00 per year is nothing compared to the long term benefits that it will provide. I
am very happy enjoying the Florida Keys.

Full program

As previously stated - prevention is the most important action to take whether it's for
your health, continued well-being or to do nothing and ultimately suffer disaster.
Procrastination is the greatest cause of all human ultimate destruction.

No-fishing zones
program

to me it sounds like the best for evryone concerned

Ship repair program

I wish I could afford to pay more but my husband had been laid off from his job
because the plant has closed and I am unable to work

Full program

I would be willing to help pay for this but still feel that the ship owners and fishermen
should be held greatly responsible. If you use it or abuse it then you should take care
of the damages.

No-fishing zones
program

Think it is best program but may also would suggest using fines paid by owners of
ships damaging coral to be used for coral repair without added money. Also may want
to have no navigation areas in areas where coral is easily harmed by ships.

No-fishing zones
program

Over fishing is something that does not self repair without intervention while coral
damages do. Additionally, the areas identified as no-fishing zones could also overlap
some of the areas that have damage; therefore, the damage could repair while the fi

Current program

I already typed my reasoning for choosing the present program. Sorry about the coral
reefs, they are beautiful and I am sure to those who fish ,dive and snorkel appreciate
them more than I do. [ am a person of lower means and cannot afford to take care o

Full program

It is important to sustain and repair this ecosystem for future generations.

No-fishing zones
program

it was the cheapes way to do something that would help the reefs

No-fishing zones
program

I selected the option regarding increasing the no-fishing zones because it will
naturally allow nature to correct the problem more expeditiously than if nothing is
done. Also, it is not too expensive on a yearly basis. If people will need to be hired to

Full program

I am willing to pay more so that the Federal government can afford to take a
leadership role in protecting the environment. This is our habitat--if it is gone, we are
gone. The cost is worth it.

Current program

How were the costs estimated? I am leery of government spending programs that
usually end up costing more than originally projected. Spending should be covered
within the federal and state budgets. I believe I am taxed heavily enough. As it is,
taxes wi

Full program

Because this program makes the most progess in repairs and maintenance which is
desperately needed.

No-fishing zones
program

It has the possibility of sharing the
cost with other countries.

Full program

I am in favor of saving our environment and are willing to pay more to do so.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

The Full Program is the only one that will enhance and protect these coral reefs to the
highest degree out of the four choices. My idea is to increse no-fishing zones and
make these ships fish farther out where they cannot damage the reefs in the first pl

No-fishing zones
program

Every year Mother Nature gives and takes away. An apple tree produces better if
pruned, a few acres every year are allowed to go through a death and birth process, |
believe the health of the entire system would benefit

Full program

I would prefer that my tax dollars are used for this program over a lot of other
programs. But, I would hope that boaters in Hawaii would somehow pay for the
boating repairs. Maybe a port tax or registration / insurance fee.

Current program

nocomment

Current program

We have enough government spending as it is. Let nature take care of itself.

Full program

we need to repair our reefs at whatever cost it demands

Full program

My money is currently being spent on activities that I see of feel offer no benefits to
the future. I strongly feel this will be a positive outcome for the future generations.

Full program

the islands should be protected

No-fishing zones
program

I am more interested to see protection of the coral reefs and an increase in marine life.
If it declines any further it would greatly affect tourism and the enjoyment of fishing.

Full program

I think that americans can afford $110.00 per year to save the coral reefs

Full program

I believe that our oceans are what run our world and thier health is of the greatest
importance in our responsibility to our planet.

Full program

we need to save this beautiful planet for future generations

Full program

I beleive we need to take care of our planet. Commercial fishing needs to be protected
and one way to insure future crops is to protect the nurseries now.

Current program

If our economy was in better shape, I would go for the full blown program. However,
with everything/everyone suffering to some extent, right now I believe it needs to stay
as is.

Full program

$100. dollars spread out over a year is not that much more than what is being taken
out now. And it doesn't make since to do the 25% no fishing if you don't make repairs.

No-fishing zones
program

I think that if this was tried and evaulated each year to see if natural reef repair was
happening because there was less fishing and a healthy reef system this might be
enought in the long run. If this program was put in effect and there was still reef |

No-fishing zones
program

WE CAN'T DO BOTH SO LETS DO THE MAIN PROBLEM BUT I WOULD
STILL HAVE THE BOATERS PAY FOR DAMAGE DONE TO THE CORAL
REEFS

Full program

$75.00 a year sounds like a reasonable amount to help protect and restore the coral
reefs around Hawaii. I also feel that both programs need to be implemented, not one
program over the other.
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

The federal Govt would be protecting the coral by not allowing fishing. The coral reef
over time would recover. There continues to be alot of coral reef acreage. Americans
would not have to spend alot each year for these results to happen.

No-fishing zones
program

it protects 75000 acres

No-fishing zones
program

Keeps fishermen out of water, thus protecting echosystem.

Full program

I feel the full program will help maintain our coral reefs because if you just do some
programs it will not help.

No-fishing zones
program

Most cost effective

Full program

Someone has to do it.

Full program

We spent the money in crap we dont need, so better help the earth

No-fishing zones
program

sometimes househoold money is not spent very wisely so better the government take
it and put it to some use whether it be for coral reefs or health care

Full program

Protecting our environment is more important to me than $75

Current program

There are a lot of issues in the US that are more critical and in need of enchancements
over this one.

Full program

I believe firmly in restoring the earth for my grandchildren and future generations. |
have been driving a Hybrid car for four years, recycling for 10 years, and recently
purchased a battery powered lawnmower. I do what I can.

Current program

While the protection of the reefs are important, I feel that at this time there many more
important programs that should be funded first.

No-fishing zones
program

The no fishing zone would limit boat traffic and therefore boat damage.

Full program

I think it is most important to give back to nature and save the environment but I also
thought that the tax amount shown wss within reason.

Full program

My previous comments should explain. This is an extremely difficult decision for me.

Current program

I am a working person that is still on a fixed income. I feel that the citizens in that
area should put more money into that to correct that promblem. I am quite sure that
there are more important things that needs our funding than this situation

No-fishing zones
program

This program sets aside the largest percentage of no-fishing zones, yet does not cost
taxpayers too much annually.

Current program

I do not want to pay more taxes.

No-fishing zones
program

it is a step in the right direction.

Full program

Even tho it would be additional money from my household, I believe the benefits far
outweigh the cost.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program Response
Ship repair program I was thinking about the cost in taxes, and how the Reef Repair Program would cost

less. However, if they repaired the reef, it would provide a more suitable environment
for marine life. This might help alleviate declining marine life.

No-fishing zones
program

It was mid-way in expense and protection.

Full program

the reefs need protection and who knows how long they have gone already. plus it is
probably going to all kinds of red tape in the government. it has to be done ASAP.

Full program

In the scheme of things, $110 a year is not that much to preserve a threatened
ecosystem.

Current program

This is a bad time to increase Federal taxes. I can afford to pay the $150 for the full
program but too many families cannot.

Full program

I believe that we have a responsibility to preserve unique ecosystems for future
generations of wild life and human life. $A fee of 150 bucks per year (though you
neglected to say for how long... infinity?)is a small price to pay to hold on to a rare
envi

No-fishing zones
program

it is cost effective. I would like to spend $45 for the better future. Repaire seems to be
expensive.

Full program

The relative cost difference is small between the small protection and higher
protection program, The best positive effect at the beginning of restoration/protection
would give a better outcome in the end.

Full program

Cues God put man in charge of the earth, He made it betifull. We've messed up big
time. We should do what we can to protect and take good care of God's wonderful
green earth. Besides the Bible says that if we are faithful in the little things, He'll ma

Current program

It is of no charge to us and there are many other things in the world to worry about
then coral reefs. Maybe im just not understanding the total benefit of how they make
our lives better.

No-fishing zones
program

The small percentage of gain from the other programs.

Full program

145.00 is not that much. and it is proctecting something that we will want to keep
years from now.

No-fishing zones
program

best option for me--however i feel it will be unpopular with state of economy

Current program

hawaia should pay for this program

Current program

With the current economy as it is right now, I dont feel that the coral reef in Hawaii is
my main concern. If the outlook for my childrens future was different [ would feel
differently. But at this time I feel that more concern should be put on protecting

Full program

less than $15.00 per month, a bargain.

Full program

We need to realize that nothing is done without cost. Years of fishing and neglect has
brought us to this point.

346
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I want to preserve the envioroment

No-fishing zones
program

Most of the damage from ships [ would assume are in areas used by ships and this
would concentrate the damage to specific areas. These areas are probably where most
of the fishing takes place. By banning fishing in 25% of these areas, the damage will
be

Current program

Cost ~ Everything cost wise to live has gone way beyond anything a household can
bear. Overfishing in these areas will decline as the cost to operate a boat becomes
excessive and only the very rich will be able to fish and afford fuel and maintenance.

Fi

Current program

There are many other necessary problems taxpayers should be spending their money
on.

Full program

If the problem is not resolved now, it will further erode and cost more in the future.

No-fishing zones
program

1 think we should protect more of the coral reef than we do currently. I also believe
that ship owner should pay to repair damage coral reef that they caused.

Current program

That is $45 out of my pocket, for damages caused by others. Not my problem

No-fishing zones
program

A good fix at a reasonable cost with less invasion of the coral reef ecosystem.

Full program

The environmental impact of the Full Protection program is the best thing for the
environment of the entire planet let alone the Hawaiin Islands. The future preservation
of this planet must be effective for future generations.

Current program

I just feel the are better things for my tax dollars to go to rather than for Coral Reefs in
Hawaii

Ship repair program

The repair will enhance the recovery if damage done by human concerns. The support
of the fish and wildlife in the area is irrelevant if the base coral reef continue to
disentigrate.

No-fishing zones
program

See previous remarks. I would support an alternate method of repairing the reefs, ie
through private boat owners paying a license fee

Full program

The coral reefs are important to the ecosystem. If allowed to be over fished and not
repaired, they will eventually disappear.

No-fishing zones
program

I am willing to help the environment, but I think that the fisherman and people who
use it should pay to take care of it. I live in the forest, I pay for programs to help my
forest and they have recently increased the fees for entrance to our state park

Full program

The cost of the program does not put an overwhelming burden on my finances and it
will do the most to help protect and repair the reefs.

Full program

I chose the full program because if we do not protect our ecosystem now it will not be
here for our children and so on. Also our government spends money on so much
CRAP it would be nice for them to help something that is worthwhile.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

People can't always control for Boating accidents. Steps do need to be taken to protect
and improve the quality of the reefs.

Full program

o be certain, additional taxes will be a difficult thing for me and many others. I also
am aware of how much of my tax money goes to "out there " types. The environment,
especdiall what this is present, is more important to me. We are stewards of God's cr

Full program

$200 a year to save important parts of our environment for our children's and the
worlds future seems worth doing even for someone like me who is now unemployed
and will have to watch where my money goes. It is cheaper to save then to try to
restore when

Full program

unique ecosystem needs attention

Full program

The More We Protect The Better Off We Are In The Long Run!

Ship repair program

its the most logical thing to do to protect the coral reef and our oceans

No-fishing zones
program

Without going the full plan, the no-fishing plan saves more of the coral reaf.

Full program

it seems like the best way to help protect and save the reefs

Current program

I can't afford $95 increase in taxes, but I would gladly pay $50 to protect the marine
life

Full program

We must protect our precious natural resources. Once wiped they are gone for ever.
This is a better investment than many of the places our tax dollars go.

No-fishing zones
program

more fish and marine life protected,

Full program

I was leaning towards option 2 only but the cost increase is so low that I'd go for
option 4.

Ship repair program

I belive the industry that is causeing the damage should pay for all the repairs.

Current program

The cost per year is high and the country is deeply in debt. The economic situation is
s0 sensitive to every new initiative or enhanced effort. People are still losing their
homes and the repair of the coral reef is hard to justify when you see the face

Full program

I believe that if we don't protect the oceans, mankind cannot survive.

Current program

don't need any more taxes during thisn economic time

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zones will benefit the reef as well as have the potential to increase tourism
which will increase state revenue. The cost is moderate. A $200 increase is too much.
Maybe ships should be required to have technologies that allow them to naviga

No-fishing zones
program

i FEEL THAT IF WE PROTECT THE REEFS FROM OVERFISHING, IT WOULD
HELP BALANCE OUT THE DAMAGE FROM SHIP ACCIDENTS

No-fishing zones
program

From the information provided, no-fishing zones can have a significant impact on
coral reef restoration. I am not convinced of the value of ship damage repair; a
preventive program could have more benefits long term if it were feasible. I also feel
that

Current program

Have no interest in this subject matter and don't feel necessary to pay for this
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

This is by far the most cost-effective program, as it can be expected to improve the
ecosystem around all of the coral reefs around the main Hawaiian islands for less than
the cost to repair an infinitesimally small portion of the coral reefs from ship da

No-fishing zones
program

This option appears to provide the most return on investment.

No-fishing zones
program

most cost effective way to preserve the most reef area

Full program

It doesn't seem like the Reef Repair Program would make that big of a difference. The
full program is only $25 more than the No Fishing Zones program so that seems
worth it.

No-fishing zones
program

While it would be nice to have both programs, the most urgent seems to be protecting
the marine life in the no-fish zones. It may take a long time for the damaged areas to
be restored naturally, but in the economic times we are in it would be most likely

Full program

I believe that humans are responsible for repairing the damage they have caused the
earth and that we cannot put this off any longer. I would prefer to pay only $75 or
$95, but those programs don't fully address the problem. I also think that fishing comp

Ship repair program

There are a lot of things my taxes need to pay for that are higher priority

No-fishing zones
program

I'm thinking that if more of the reef is in a no fishing zone, less boats would be in the
area to cause potential damage to the reef, taking the percentage of damaged reef
down.

No-fishing zones
program

we should learn to only take what is necessary and not over fish areas. in addition I
believe we should "pay as we go" so those who want to fish or cause damage should
be paying additional costs to offset what the govt(us) spends the govt(us) should not b

Current program

Given the current economic recession, my household cannot afford an increase in
taxes, much less to pay for coral reef protection in Hawaii. I'm already concerned
about how taxpayers like myself are going to be asked to pay for Obama's Economic
Stimulus

Full program

we need tp protect the coral reefs from further destruction

Full program

As I stated before I think there are other federal programs that should be done away
with and this program only costs $2 a week to maintain an amazing habitat for sea
life!

Current program

Although this is a nobal project it is an inappropriate use of the US taxpayers money.

Full program

i think we should protect reefs and do some repair as we can

No-fishing zones
program

Why the $170 what is the action to be done?

Current program

I don't really know anything about this stuff. It doesn't really interst me.

Full program

Coral is so slow to grow that expensive measures to protect them are justified, and
they are irreplaceable.

Full program

we need to ensure we have fish in the future. wehave our oceans to protect our reefs.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

$185 is not much to keep the oceans ecosytem in place.

Current program

Just a guess.

Full program

Just seemed like a the best choice

No-fishing zones
program

I feel it would be the easiest to implement.

No-fishing zones
program

Seems like the most cost effective method and doesn't cripple fishing industry.

No-fishing zones
program

we cannot afford a huge increase in federal taxes right now. we would choose the
more aggressive protection program if we could.

Full program

coral reefs need to be protected by the Federal Gov - they are national treasures - the
cost is nominal for these reefs - protect them and repair them

Full program

Because I can afford it and it's for a great cause....but I'm not sure less well-off
families should be asked to

help with the "repair" part.

Full program

Becaue we waste so much money for things that are not as important as saving the
coral reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

because I'm an advocate of protecting the natural enviroment as much as possible

Current program

The costs associated with the other choices are outrageous. With todays technology to
think spending this much money per taxpayer per year is outrageous. Try getting
someone with some business sense to come up with better alternatives. Not
acceptable.

Full program

It seems relatively inexpensive to gain the most benefit to the coral reefs through a
combined program which likely will have synergistic effects.

Current program

Hawaii should deal with this problem without the federal money. They should come
up with their own program that they can fund.

No-fishing zones
program

we need to protect the ecosystem

Current program

because the coral reef will always have activities going on such as ships and fishing
and really theres no way to damage the whole reef is there?

Current program

taxes

Ship repair program

$35 isn't so much to pay each year but I'm still not sure of my choice..

Full program

I chose the Full Program because it is very important to protect the coral reef and its
ecosystem. I do not mind paying for this program. Our children will benefit from our
sacrifice.

Current program

with todays economy it is hard to pay more taxes

Full program

i choose the full program because it has all the options and can do more than the other
two alone. the current program is not acceptable.
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I am currently unemployed. The economic stability is uncertain and I can't afford an
extra $200 missing from my income.

No-fishing zones
program

I feel as a it is only partially the responsibility of the nation to support these programs,
and Hawaii's responsibility for the rest. I feel protecting the area etc. is good for
national taxes etc. and the state can come up with a program for repairing t

Full program

Protecting the coral reefs around the world is extremely important. Since the
difference between the No Fishing Zones program & the Full Program is less than
$50, I support the Full Program to help do our utmost to protect the coral reefs.
Although I pref

Current program

While I agree that the option to increase the no-fishing zones to 25% seems to have
short and long-term advantages, I'm not sure the American taxpayer needs to pay that
cost. Are there ways to generate that revenue from the commercial fishermen, tourists

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zones should also lower accident damage to the reefs

Full program

to solve all the coral reef and fish prooblems.

No-fishing zones
program

I really prefer a better hybid program. L.E. 20% no go zone and a 2.5% repair rate.
However, I made my choice because it appears that the no go zone provides more
bang for the buck. Even though it cost more, funny. I tend to think that government
money

Full program

The coral reefs show the amazing crreativity of God and His purposeful design.

No-fishing zones
program

i think its a good idea

Ship repair program

it provides some support

No-fishing zones
program

need for fish is important and dont want to spend $300 . make a new program. 15% no
fishing and 2 acres repair reefs.

Full program

we need to start protecting the earth now or our children will pay the price later

Current program

I believe there are a lot more important things that are in need of government funding
then the coral reef. Fish are in danger in their own environment with other predator
fish

No-fishing zones
program

Cost and how will they repair the ship damage? Will that repair cost more damage to
the coral reef? You don't say how the repair is obtained..

No-fishing zones
program

Even though there is no repair, I feel it is the best solution. More fish outside of the
coral reef zone and 25% more protection, while keeping the cost of tax dollars to a
more economical number. And still the coral reef is repairing itself only it wil

Current program

I'm already taxed enough and o one helps me repair my land due to drought and storm

No-fishing zones
program

I think that would be the easiest to implement.
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I would like the full program because I am concerned about the environment. There
are many other programs that the government may want to increase taxes for. This is
just one.I think there are other ways to raise money to protect the reefs than to
increase

Full program

It sounds like it is going to do the most to protect and correct. I selected Moderately
Sure of my decision because I'm concerned the money would be used correctly to
accomplish the program goals.

Full program

I feel that the reefs are an important part of our environment and should be preserved
and repaired

No-fishing zones
program

Seems to make sense for the future of commercial fishing and the future of the jobs
that come with it.

Current program

No increase in taxes.

Full program

Recovery would be in 10 years instead of 50.

Current program

That is an amazing amount of money (135/300 PER HOUSEHOLD). I am against
interfering by repairing the reefs. If left alone, nature will repair itself. I can see
increasing some no fishing zones. But it can be accomplished through posted signs,
notifyi

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to make the greatest difference with the least cost to taxpayer.

Full program

It seems a small cost per person to help repair and maintain the health of our
ecosystem. If we don't began to take care of our ecosystem we will eventually have no
potable water, food to eat, temperate climate to live in etc.

Current program

The money would be better spent on health issues.

No-fishing zones
program

As per my earlier comment. The amount of benefit seems much, much greater,
relative to the amount that has to be spent.

Current program

We are paying too much taxes and that's enough.

Current program

the money should come from those who benefit from such enterprises that are causing
the damage, ie: fisherman and boaters that use the area

No-fishing zones
program

somewhat cost effective
every tax supported program wants more of the pie

Full program

I have been to hawaii. We have to look at long term not the short term solution. From
what [ have seen here I prefer your full program!

No-fishing zones
program

It is the biggest bang for the buck.

No-fishing zones
program

The additional cost to each household is moderate and the benefits are great

Full program

we need to do more to protect our ecosystem

Full program

It our world. We need to make sure that we are taking care of it. I'm sure that I benefit
from these coral reefs in some way.
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Most preferred

program Response

Current program know nothing about this subject.

Ship repair program  As I mentioned before, native Hawaiians fish-snorkel style-spear fishing and I think,

culturally they need access to that. The reef repair program allows some fishing and
helps the reef renewal through the repair program and is not as extreme as either ot

No-fishing zones
program

I feel that this gives the most benefit for the cost, and protection for the reefs is
definitely needed.

Ship repair program

Less expensive but still provides some help

Current program

Choicing one of the other plans would increse spending and lose jobs at the same
time. It is more important to save jobs than the coral reef

Ship repair program

seemed like the best idea

Current program

cost too much

No-fishing zones
program

If it were a 3 year fix, I probably would have chose the $145.00 plan. I feel something
needs to be done to protect it, but I'm not comfortable spending that year after year.

No-fishing zones
program

By supporting the no-fishing zones option, there is a greater chance of more plant and
animal life in the coral reef ecosystem. I didn't choose the ship repair option or the full
program, because the reef WILL eventually repair itself. The fish populati

No-fishing zones
program

Most cost effective

Current program

I am sympathetic about the problems of the coral reefs. The coral reefs are beautiful
and very beneficial also, but at these times, it is difficult to accept any further tax
deductions.

No-fishing zones
program

i the government should take a more active role in protecting the reef systems but i
don't the financial burden should fall soley on the taxpayer

Full program

People cause the problem people should pay for the progam

No-fishing zones
program

Seemed to be most cost effective way of helping increase marine life. Ship repair
fixes too little too slowly.

Full program

Coral reef preservation is important for the worlds oceans.

Current program

The added cost should be raised by private donations, not manditory tax increases, or
the goverment should reallocate current taxes to pay for the new programs from funds
that are spent on other special interest that are less important.

No-fishing zones
program

economically that would be the best....how much can the american people keep giving

No-fishing zones
program

I would like to see more fish but I feel that we should seek another source of revenue.

Current program

Because federal programs are unending and while this may be a worthwhile project I'd
rather see the money spent on health care. I know people who work for NOAA the
good ones are great and the bad ones are never fired
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I like to bring the ecosystem to a balance. Right now according to the information
given, fishes and other marine life are reduced due to overfishing. Give it some time
to recover then we can adjust so it is not a permanent issue that will affect jobs

Current program

It is not a time to add federal programs that will add more burden to the taxpayers.

Current program

Cost effective

Current program

NOT INTERESTED AT ALL IN PAYING ANYMORE TAXES

Full program

125 dollars is not alot of money to give to coral reefs

No-fishing zones
program

I think that will help enough but not hurt my pocket book to much with the way the
economy is I barley get a pay ck as it is..

Full program

to sustain the ecological climate of Hawaii

No-fishing zones
program

to keep boat traffic down

Full program

I believe in providing a living planet to future generations. I'd rather have fewer
"things" and a viable ecosystem that sustains future generations. It's all a matter of
priorities.

Full program

We should do anything within our power to protect the world' s oceans

Full program

best value and most benefical

Current program

until our country recovers from the current status we need to put this program on
HOLD, hopefully soon we can re-look at these types of programs.

No-fishing zones
program

not too much money for us to help the reefs

No-fishing zones
program

It has the best cost to benefit ratio.

Full program

We could lose these reefs forever if we don't start protecting them, we already do
enough to harm the enviroment.

No-fishing zones
program

no fishing=no damage by boats

Current program

Taxes are too high now

Current program

1 will most likely never visit,most of the people in the us will not visit. we would be
paying for something we will never see.

No-fishing zones
program

I would prefer to select both the no-fish and the coral reef repair program but the cost
seems too high for each taxpayer yearly.

No-fishing zones
program

because no zones have been repaired

Full program

the no-fishing is a must, and I'd prefer 30 or 35% over the 25%. The reef has to be
repaired. Losing 5 acres a year, with a recovery of 50 years, means less reef, fewer
marine life, and worsening conditions for the remeainder of the reef causing further d
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred

program Response

No-fishing zones We need to have ongoing programs to protect the natural "wonders" that we have.

program Many people travel to Hawaii for recreation which provides income for the people
who live there.

Full program It will make the most impact.

Full program $75 is a small price to pay to restore the important resource of Hawaiian coral reefs.
Furthermore the future recovery of the fishing resources will provide some additional
tax base.

Full program I chose the full program because marine life would multiply and also damage the has
been done by the shipwrecks will be repaired and extended for up to 10 years.

Full program The Coral Reefs are part of the balance to our earth's system. We don't want to be out
of balance, do we?

Full program it is very nice would like to see it someday god put it here lets do something right for

once and take care of it trying to do this the right way may our leaders in country how
to use brain in away that help us all not just them

Full program Adding $75 to my tax debt is not that much of a big deal. Americans in the Northeast
spend more money than that each year going to Dunkin Donuts or Starbucks every
day. I think that we need to do something to protect the coral reefs and the fish
because

Full program I believe that humans need to take a more active role in preserving our planet. I have
learned in my biology class and my US history class that sometimes the extinction of
some of our life forms has long lasting and negative impacts on the earth. Someti

Ship repair program  because ofthe taxes being $55,the othertaxes was high.

Full program I definitely support the no-fishing zone program, but I was somewhat unsure of the
repair program, especially given its higher cost. Ultimately, however, I would feel less
guilty as a human and a tourist if I knew there was a program in place to repair d

Current program Primarily because of the economic climate of our country right now. It seems that our
government is willing to throw our tax dollars to companies as so called subsidies,
that are mostly ending up as bonuses for the morons who broke these companies to

star

Full program I believe in preserving the beautiful wild places that we are so fortunate to have in the
United States, including the coral reefs of Hawaii. Preserving these reefs is well worth
the money.

No-fishing zones Work on future plans rather than repairing former damage

program

Current program i am tired of always being taxed

No-fishing zones less fish to catch -less boats to damage

program

Full program the earth needs our help. 265 is not that much spread over one year.

Current program We have other needs for the money in this country that are more important at this
time.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

If people have to pay to protect the reefs from overfishing and damage, perhaps they
would then take better care with recycling and dumping in the oceans as well.

Full program

itmakescent

Full program

things will continue to decline until measures are taken

Ship repair program

I can't afford to be tax much more!

Full program

I belive it is importain to protect the ecosystem of the coral reefs.

Full program

a lot of our world can learn from this

Ship repair program

I feel that the increase in fish growth is very important for fishermen and tourists.

Full program

IF WE DO NOT IMPROVE THE ENVIRONMENT AROUND US, BEFORE LONG
THE ENVIRONMENT MAY NOT BE ABLE TO SUPPORT US!

Full program

This can turn into a more serious problem if we do not take the double attack
approach. Without the coral reefs there will not be enought food. My understanding is
that the sea provides most of their nutrition and venue for jobs and exports.

No-fishing zones
program

My choice protects the majority of the reefs being considered for added protection.

No-fishing zones
program

the coral reef repair program only affects a small are but at a fairly significant cost
compared to no fishing zone program

Full program

I believe the environment should be saved for future generations. They need to see the
environment in it natural habitat not in an aquarium or textbook.

Full program

both are needed to protect a vital natural resource, and caafrd theextra $185.

Full program

If you are going to repair and restore this ecosystem, do it right. WHY BOTHER TO
DO IT HALF WAY OR PARTIALLY? THAT IS ABSURD TO EVEN CONSIDER.

Full program

The amount is small for a large benefit to the coral reef ecosystem.

No-fishing zones
program

i love the reefss, and would like them to be around for my kids and grandkids

No-fishing zones
program

fishing as recreational is not mandatory

Current program

I feel as if I pay enough taxes already. If it came out to a few dollars a month, that's
one thing. Also, this is important, but is no way directly related to me. This problem
was caused mostly by the inhabitants of the Main Islands. Wouldn't they want to

Full program

in my opinion, we've been selfish enough for far too long with our mass consumption

Current program

No-fishing zones
program

You can deplete any naturall resorse It would to be foolise to destroy something as
valuabe for greed

Ship repair program

It's a cost effective compromise.

Current program

I don't want to spend any money on this

No-fishing zones
program

if a no fishing zone is created,there will be less ships in the area to cause damage.

356



Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred

program Response

Full program preservation ad reparations are necessary

Ship repair program  cheapest. economy is bad here now, unfortunately, money is to tight to expend that

much. but it is important....

Full program

Reefs need to be repaired and do we really need all this fishing ?

No-fishing zones
program

ship damage is a small percentage of the reefs. no fishing will allow the sytem to get
back to normal.

Ship repair program

starting to repair small amount of acreage

Ship repair program

With economy today, I chose the Reef Repair Program because it does help save the
coral reef and helps repair it a little also. Although I feel that this is a very important
cause for the future, I would like to see more money put into the health care sy

Full program

it will do the most to protect nature

Ship repair program

only now, in these hard times would I say that this issue is only worth $35 to me.
There must be some common ground between $35 and $175-185. How about 15%
acreage?

Current program

I Have no comment at this time.

No-fishing zones
program

let fish populations thrive ,witch will take a while ,this will inturn let the reif start to
repair itself

No-fishing zones
program

cost and use of tax money

Full program

because it inportant to thje planet erath where we live at im this age and time it will
help us in the long run for the humane race.

Full program

The oceans are VERY important to our survival. They take care of us and we should
take care of them!

Current program

I don't need any more tax assessments.

Full program

The whole ecosystem could be completely thrown off if something drastic is not done.
These reefs and marine animals are here for a reason.

Full program

$200 per year is a small price to pay to avoid destroying more of the planet's
ecosystem, and to repair the damage that has already occurred.

Full program

The cost is not prohibitive and the importance of maintaining the coral reefs in as
pristine a condition as possible is paramount

Full program

1 fill it is needed to the the under sea world.

No-fishing zones
program

THE REPAIR TO SHIP ACCIDENTS IS ONLY 10 YEARS AND ONLY 5 ACRES
A YEAR IS COVERED. FOR THE EXPENSE OF APPROX $100.00 TO DO THIS,
IT WOULD SEEM NOT THAT MUCH REPAIR WOULD BE FAR-REACHED
OVERALL.

Current program

It doesn't cost anything extra

Current program

Because we have to many bills to worry about paying more.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

While I do feel protecting the environment is a worthwhile cause, there are other more
important programs that need to be put in place and that will require additional
taxpayer funding. Taxpayers are just not able to help with everything.

No-fishing zones
program

Greastest potential for increasing coral life, for the least amount to the taxpayer.

No-fishing zones
program

It would show a far greater benefit to all involved, in the long run. There is, however,
no reason that it should cost so much to just keep people out of a zone. Enforcement
could be paid for by fines to violators.

No-fishing zones
program

the results will be visible in a short time and I feel I can afford an additional $45 but
not $100

No-fishing zones
program

25% of coral will be protcted, giving opportunity for increasing marine life in general,
and specifically reduce overfishing, which will benefit in several areas.

Full program

The cost to taxpayers on an annual basis seems minimal compared to the benefits.

Current program

I think the government is doing enough spending bailing out people who can't control
their own spending in the first place.

Ship repair program

Its important to repair the reefs and not have them repair themselves in 50 years!

Full program

BECAUSE I THINK THAT MARINE LIFE IS VERY IMPORTANT TO OUR
ECOSYSTEM. NOT HAPPY ABOUT HAVING TO HELP FOOT THE BILL.

Current program

Due to our present economy I don't think there is much room to expand programs till
we get the economy stable.

Current program

money

No-fishing zones
program

The No fishing program is the most cost effective in terms of dollars spent and most
impact for those dollars

Current program

the cost doesn't out weigh the benefits signficiantly more

No-fishing zones
program

Don't believe the additional money to include ship repair is justified by the size of the
area affected.

Ship repair program

something has to be done, and soon

No-fishing zones
program

Decline of fish populations is a certainty as of now,i.e.,Fla red snapper;shipping
accidents are unknown quantity

No-fishing zones
program

so life is increased and that life can do the natural repairing.

Current program

More pressing issues of the main populace, need to be addressed. Also see my
previous comments.

Current program

I feel we are already paying enough money out of our pocket as tax payers, the
economy is very stresseful now in these days to be adding more money out of our
pocket.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems like the most cost effective and most likely to succeed.

Full program

The Coral Reef area needs to be enlarged and the repairs need to be made to it as well.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I think the most important thing we need to do now is protect our marine life. I see the
value of correcting ship damage; however, our economy is not at a place that we can
do both.

Ship repair program

doing something to help without that much more increase in cost

Current program

the tax amount

Current program

I cannot aford higher taxes

Current program

it is very hard to desire less spending for me and more taxes paid by me. I think the
coral reefs should be protected and repaired, but I also believe there is not enough
immigration personnel protecting our borders, but when do the costs stop. It just

Current program

present economic conditions

Full program

the only reson we are here is becouse of the earth how can you put a price on that.

No-fishing zones
program

Increased taxes might be proposed to pay for health care and that's important too

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to protect the larger areas and perhaps do the better good for the money
spent; also it seems the more likely to get support from the broader public, in my
opinion.

No-fishing zones
program

It appears to provide more protection than repair of the reefs and, of course, the costs
are much less.

Ship repair program

ijust feel that that would be the best

No-fishing zones
program

it will cost me the least in order to help out a little. At this time, the economy sucks so
bad that this would be all I am willing to help out with.

Full program

you either care about mother earth or you don't. what's worse? this or the rain forest
being destroyed?

Full program

For once I would like my tax dollars to go for something I believe in.

Current program

it just sounds better i guess

No-fishing zones
program

It provides a greater benefit for the amount of tax dollars spent.

No-fishing zones
program

I feel that if no fishing is allowed in the region, damage to coral reefs due to ships and
the like will decrease accordingly. In other words, no fishing will decrease the traffic
of ships in the area.

Full program

It protects the reefs and helps to rebuild them.

No-fishing zones
program

its the least amount of money spent without spending zero dollars

Full program

The Full Program protects and restores, giving the most benefit to the marine life and
human enjoyment.

I do NOT believe, however, that the cost of $185 per household each year forever is
necessary. The government does not need to raise our taxes. They

Ship repair program

It won't cost that much and would help regeneration faster.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

no fishing zones would lessen the amountof accidents in the area requiring less repair.
the cost is less then half of the full program. it may take longer for the coral to repair
itself but eventually the repair would occur. i also think that the state

Full program

We need to repair what we destroy or eventually we will be left with nothing as we
will surely damage it faster than it can repair itself.

Full program

I think we have a moral obligation to future generations to preserve natural resources.

No-fishing zones
program

It's more cost-effective; ship repair program is prohibitively expensive for benefits
provided.

No-fishing zones
program

More bang for the buck

Current program

can't blood from a turnip... Pay to many taxes now

Ship repair program

i thought it was a ok program.

Full program

If you do not do something, the reefs will no longer exist. The more you do to protect.
The more you will have them. You can't wait 50 years to rebuild a reef. The boats that
tear up the reefs should be responsible to finx them.

Full program

Whatever cost is required to repair human damage to the natural environment is o.k.
by me. Hopefully then we would spend less on war! Also climate change is
exacerbating all environmental conditions.

No-fishing zones
program

The fishing will recover to usable levels in 10 years and will maintain itself thereafter.
The repair option is a continuing drain and needs a more preventative solution rather
than a fix it solution.

Current program

i would love to be able to choose the progam that expands the no fishing area
protecting the reef and helps repair the damaged areas however, $175.00 a year i
cannot afford. i would be able to afford $75.00. prices are getting higher, my salary is
not. t

Full program

Coral reefs are a delicate and important ecosystem that affect not only marine
environments, but also those on land. The balance of nature needs to be protected;
when humankind causes damage, humankind has an ethical responsibility to repair
that damage

Full program

What is Hawaii doing about their own reefs??and secondly the US cannot take care of
the world although we have assisted in messing it up throughout the centuries. Hawaii
needs to step up and take care of their own reefs and get out of this capitalistic m

Full program

I think that coral reefs are fragile and important part of ecological system.In this day
of minimal environmental support vs enormous military expenditures I vote for the
environment hands down.

Full program

more protection

No-fishing zones
program

I feel it is the best option for protecting the marine life.

Current program

Current program.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

The Northern reefs are already protected.

Current program

We have many other enviromental issues to address first.

No-fishing zones
program

Theoretically--All should be done to protect the reefs, however financially in
individual households $150 is a large amount of a family's income especially when
there are so very many programs that are important to all of us. If it was the only
program n

Full program

I think it's important for the Islands.

My family really enjoys going there. We should protect this for future generations.
My son has lived since August of 2008, and loves it. Also the federal government
could cut somewhere else to pay for some or all

No-fishing zones
program

It is the most far-sighted approach. If we protect the coral reefs now then we will see
great improvement in a few years and everyone will benefit including commercial
fisherman who make their living on the water. Although I wish I could choose to

suppo

Full program

It just needs to be done!

Current program

Ther eis a program in place; I cannot afford to pay any add'l for something I do not
actively use nor support. It is what it is.

No-fishing zones
program

WE ARE ALREADY OVER TAXED, $45 PER HOUS HOLD SEEMS LIKE
ALOT. HOW MUCH TOTAL IS THIS?

No-fishing zones
program

More acres will be protected in the proposal. The repair should be done by the
shipping industry who does the damage. Paying $55 extra per year for repair of only 5
acres doesn't sit well with me.

Current program

We are on a fixed income.

Full program

we must protect the environment

Current program

Surely this survey was developede before Obama decided to quadruple the debt.

Full program

It is a cause worth supporting and the ecosystem needs help.

Ship repair program

Repairing the reef would probably invite other marine life, thus increasing the amount
of marine life in the area.

Full program

25% is really not enough, but is a good start. I am willing to pay more to get more
areas protected and restored now. How can we allow the damaged reef to go untreated
to wait 50 YEARS? That would be totally irresponsible and ignorant

Full program

This country has a habit of helping every Tom Dick and Harry all around the world
and our people are paying the price. I think it is time for this country to do something
to help the upcoming generations so they may have some of the beauty the ones in the

Current program

this is another bill americans just can't afford property tax, school tax, the price of gas,
the price of food is steadly going up and these are the necessities we have to draw the
line somewhere. more and more of our money is going to things that just do
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

The protection of our natural resources needs to be addresssed more stringently than it
is currently & after this program is implemented it can be reviewed again for
effectiveness & cost

Full program

Though I don't like the cost, this program is the most beneficial.

Full program

Once the coral reefs are damaged, we won't be able to get them back. It is worth it to
me to save the coral reefs.

Ship repair program  this program would still be able to help out with the reef repair , which still would
more then likely to have the fish to start moving back in to the reef again......
Ship repair program It would help the coral reef, but seems to put the costs to the businessmen more under

their own control. (Paying for accidents rather than being limited on ocean access.)

Full program

realizing the small cost to me as a taxpayer i think the benefits out weigh the costs if
the cost is accurate.

No-fishing zones
program

Most return for the dollar. Repair is nice but the area is small compared tothe total.
Make resonsible ship owners pay when they can be identifed; they are insured for this
type of accident.

Current program

I don't think the reef repair program has a significant impact and, if necessary, any
costs for that program should be handled by direct costs to commercial shipping in the
impacted areas (e.g. insurance). I would like to see more no-fishing zones but th

Current program

I prefer the program for $170 but I expect it to cost $15 per year not $170. $170 per
household to protect the no fish zone? Something is wrong with that program. I don't
believe the Feds can do anything efficiently. That is the problem.

Current program

Tax payers are suffering enough we have not more monies to pay for taxes

The government need to fix more immediate problems with America and maybe this
can be fixed later

No-fishing zones
program

Cheaper cost

Full program

We need to save our land and seas, and even though I don't live in Hawaii, this really
affects all of us.

Full program

If the difference is only $50 per year, the full program makes the most sense. Why
would you choose to help only a little? As a general thought, I'm not usually a
condoner of federal government programs like this because so many politicians use it
for the

Current program

no taxpayer monies

Full program

This is a very important resource. I have been diving/snorkling for 30 years and the
reefs are dieing. We need to take care of this resource before it is gone.

Current program

I opted for the current program because other means to raise this money that involve
the need for governmental and private sector workers to think harder and smarter need
to be researched.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

Our environment and the ecosystems that make up our environment are very
important. I believe each Americans duty is to preserve the delicate balance between
the ecosystems we inhabit.

Ship repair program

It was the least expensive

Full program

because it protects ur marine life and coral reefs and the repair takes 10 nyears instead
of 50 years

Full program

At some point the fish will be gone. There will be no need for fishermen. Animals that
feed on the fish from the coral regions will then disappear. The ecosystem will be
completely off kilter.

Current program

Because it is time that someone said enough, everyone wants money for something.
For those who care about the coral reefs let them pay. California, cares about
everything and is bankrupt,(I will give you an IOU if that works) its time to draw
some lines i

No-fishing zones
program

seems to make the most sense based on information provided

No-fishing zones
program

The reefs would improve with a lower cost than the full program.

Current program

no cost

Current program

I don't believe the Coral Reefs are in as much peril as the govt. would have us believe;
plus I don't believe ANYTHING our govt. tells us anymore. All they want to do is
invent more ways to separate us from what little money we have. The IMPOSTOR in
th

No-fishing zones
program

I believe that the increased no-fishing zone is the best federally sponsored program of
the four. The state of Hawaii should look into alternative methods of fund raising to
repair the coral reef than taxpayer money.

Full program

as a environmentalist : ifeel that we can not spend enough money on protecting our
planet

Full program

I am totally for protecting and repairing the ecosystems for generations to come.

No-fishing zones
program

I want to help the coral reefs but my family also has other needs and I am not sure we
could afford to pay much more in taxes.

Full program

I preferred the Full Program because I have heard that 70% of our oxygen comes from
the ocean. This would help not lower our amount of oxigen.

Current program

The current administration will bankrupt

the taxpayers with new spendind programs we will not get a chance to vote on. We
cannot agree to fund any new or more expensive programs. We could save enormous
amounts of money with cuts to our federal budget.

Full program

We only have one planet. If we do not take care of it, then our kids will suffer. I can
afford $20 a month if T had to.
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Table 1.1. Why ANES respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Itcosts less than the 245 dollar one and theway the Feds boof money I do not wantto
contribute to their corruption

Current program

The residents of Hawaii and those who visit the state, and therefor may directly
benefit from healthier reefs around the main islands, should bear the full cost of this
maintenance. This is not something the residents of the rest of the US should be burde

Full program

the amount of money to pay for a full program is worth it to me

Ship repair program

50 years is too long of a recovery period.

Full program

we loose nature we loose the world God gave us

Full program

If things aren't taken care of now, they won't be there later. Trying to be pro-active
rather then re-active.

Current program

none

Full program

It worth protecting the coral reefs.

Current program

We do not need any more tax increases

Current program

The coral reefs have been there for hundreds of years. Another 10 to 15 years won't
make that much differance. in the mean time I believe there are more important issues
the goverment should spend OUR money and there time on.

Current program

we can not afford more taxes

Ship repair program

It had a 10 year recovery plan and was still very affordable.

Full program

I figured that you really could not do one without the other. I would thingk each effort
by itself would be a waste. If you're going to do it... DO IT RIGHT!!! You get what
you pay for...

No-fishing zones
program

i think it will be too difficult to get ship/boat owners to pay for repairs. Plus they will
repair themselves slowly.

Current program

More government intervention in the reefs is not the solution. More government
intervention in the reefs will have injurious unforseen consequences to the wildlife.

Current program

I don't feel we are able to keep spending more and more $$$$$ on federal programs.

Full program

if we do nothing for the coral reefs around the hawian mainland we lose everything
including the fish.

No-fishing zones
program

iam not a fishing type

Current program

i think enough is being done already; or perhaps if a different program was issued, it
would be better in which the tax budget was less than $15 or $20 only for increasing
the no-fishing zones

Current program

The government is spending enough money on similar programs. [ would like for
them to spend money on finding cures for diseases and helping homeless people.

Current program

I chose the current program because it does not affect me as a taxpayer more so it is
not a nation wide program and safer too.

No-fishing zones
program

Ship accidents are a small percentage and could be controlled with markers and no
ship zones instead
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Most preferred
program

Response

Ship repair program

Taxes

Full program

I think it is worth it to try and restore the environment back to a similar environment
before people started ruining it

Ship repair program

it seems to be the most sufficent way to solve the problem

Current program

I DO NOT FEEL THAT THE BENEFIT OF THESE REEFS SHOULD BE PAYED
FOR WITH FEDERAL FUNDS. HAWAII SHOULD FOOT THE BILL—THEY
ARE THE ONES PROFITING FROM THE REEFS.

Full program

most beneficial to the reefs

No-fishing zones
program

most benefit for moderate cost

Full program

In the final analysis my choice would be the most preferantial and would eventually
cost less when those people who would be most reponsible would follow the law and
procedures to make sure not to put the coral reefs in danger.

Full program

The costs still seems minimal compared to the benefit.

Current program

Hawaii should be taking care of their reefs without US Gov assistance.

No-fishing zones
program

this is an easy solution, that doesn't require expensive solutions. the cost is only for
enforcing this rule.

Ship repair program

because coral reefs are very important tothe survival of the ocean sea life.

Full program

without help reefs will be gone

Full program

the costs pale in comparison to the costs we all pay when their are no USA coral reefs.

besides i would rather pay more for reefs then for ILLEGAL WARS, WARS ON
DRUGS OR FIGHTING ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION!
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

$$$

Full program

$135/yr is nothing,for what can be done to heal the reefs per person,we will profit in
the end.

Full program

$150 dollars a year isn't too much to pay in order to get the eco system in better shape.

Current program

$185 sounds steep for all household to pay. Find another payee and i gladly support
the most green program

No-fishing zones
program

$200 a year is a lot of money. It seems like in this economy you have to make hard
choices

Full program

$215 sounds like a lot of money to me, if I am going to pay the government that much
extra every year I do not think that coral reef rehabilitation is the most important issue
on my list. On the other hand something does need to be done, so that left the next
option where at least some of the reefs are protected.

Full program

$25 more is nothing conpeared to $1000 spent on houseing market

No-fishing zones
program

$300 per household for a full program is alot of money for just one program benefiting
only one area. Higher fees for Commercial and sport fishing and a enviromental fee
for ships entering the harbors would make the persons profiting from and causing the
problems shoulder more of the responsibility.

No-fishing zones
program

$75 dollars a year seemed like too much. I chose 2 acres instead of 1 because that
would cost only $10 more than the 1 acre.

Ship repair program

5 acres are repaired and it less federal taxes coming out of my income

No-fishing zones
program

75 seems to be a reasonable amount to spend and for me to pay. I waivered, though,
between the full program and the no-fishing zone. The repair program really doesn't
have the short or long-term impact.

No-fishing zones
program

A little expensive,but probably worth it

Full program

Again this is a no brainer. If Hawaii wants to fish then they need fish. Without repair
and at LEAST 25% no fishing areas they won't have fish!

Current program

again we need to repair this country we can not afford to repain coral reefs when
people are dying and homeless

Current program

Again you can't feed the people in the next town, when your struggling to feed your
own family.

Full program

All natural habitats are vital to human life in one way or another and were created by
God. Humans have no right to destroy any of these environments much less not do any
repairs that we can

Full program

All things in life that are worth any value usually have a price tag attached.

Full program

Although I agree in the 'Full Program' there is no need for any added taxes.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

Although I do feel we need to protect. Again i bring up the fact that at this time we can
not afford this. Our educations system is failing, and many families are out job because
of budget. I think that adding this to our yearly spending will greatly hurt some
families. I think that this program shoud be held at bay for now.

No-fishing zones
program

Although ship injuries cause damage to the ecosystem, the coral reefs eventually repair
themsleves. There are relatively few ship injuries.

Current program

As a Michigan resident I enjoy the lakes and streams locally. Hawiians need to learn to
take care of their own waterways.

Full program

As a scuba diver I feel it is necessary to protect the oceans.

Ship repair program

As a sport fisherman, goverment has already taken away fisheries that I used to fish
and I haven't heard that there has been any increase in fish in those areas.

Current program

as 1 have already stated we are an overtaxed nation paying for lazy people that vote for
politicians that are only interested in getting rich

Full program

as 1 said before we need to protect our oceans and corals as much as possible if this is
what it takes then so be it, and maybe these peoplewho make 100.000 ayear maybe
they need to to donate some of their cash for this cause.

Current program

as I said in my last remark, I do not feel that the taxpayer should have to carry that
load, we allready carry a lot,the federal government could also come up with another
lottery to help cover the cost of the reefs, as long as the people get some financial
satisfaction out of it. And instead of putting out so much money to other countries,
LET'S TAKE CARE OF OUR OWN COUNTRY FOR A CHANGE.

Full program

AS LONG AS THEIR PREPARING THE REEF

Full program

As presented the 'Full Program' indictes a quicker recovery time, with a larger area of
maintenance. Of course the question would be 'who is really responsible for the the
cost?'........ It would seem as if the shipping companies would open to creating
insurance,contributions than fines.....a ah ..ahmmm....ahh.er......why me? I live in
Florida.

No-fishing zones
program

As the reefs will heal eventually, repairing them dosen't seem as vital to their survival.

No-fishing zones
program

At least no more damage will be done in these areas

Full program

At the current rate of ship scarring there will be 250 total acres of damaged coral reef
every year (5 acres x 50 years). This seems somewhat significant, I would expect that
most scars appear again and again in the same areas. To save money I would suggest
only repairing areas with significant scars and ignoring the very small scars. I think the
no fishing zone are more crucial than repairing the scars. I would be curious to find out
if the rate of scarring is expected to increase.
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Most preferred
program Response
Ship repair program At this point in my economy, I do not have the resources to pay for someone elses

greedy chosen way of life. I do feel that something should be done about the coral;
however I think that the law should be looked at. I would like to add, I am willing to
contribute some of my savings to save a precious piece of our World. We should be
ashamed at the treament that we show to ocean. Do these fishermen think that we can
just order up a new food source. What is wrong with these LAWS??7?

No-fishing zones
program

at this time it seems like a good starting point without too much cost to the tax payer,
see how this works and then add repairs if needed

No-fishing zones
program

because

Current program

because all the progragms cost money expect that one and right now no one can afford
that but the rich people of the world

Full program

Because at $11 per month its important to protect the coral reefs.

Full program

Because even if it costs the tax payer a little more, it's worth it.

No-fishing zones
program

Because I believe that we can't continue letting the coral reef around The United States
decline. However, I believe that there are many federal programs that can be cut or
reduced to help pay for the cost required.

Current program

Because I explain before if we are not reaching to obtain out off the industries who
benefit the most of this waters for monetary help, why would the tax payer always
have to pay the consequences!!

Current program

Because I feel I am taxed too much already. and the federal government needs to step
out of programs. The government are too heavily involved and thus we are spread too
thin.

Ship repair program

Because i feel it not only protects the reef but doesnt spend to much money to repair
the reef.

Full program

Because I said so. Now do it!

Full program

BECAUSE I THINK IT IS NEEDED.

Current program

Because I think the people that travel to Hawaii every year should pay a tax on their
plane ticket and fishers should pay a higher licensing fee. Increasing the fisher's boat
licensing or commercial licensing should serve the purpose of raising money while
also creating barriers to entry. In Hawaii specifically, I guess it would also help me to
know how much commercial fishing contributes to the Hawaiian economy. Also, all of
the tourism companies that use the ocean can donate or charge a higher amount of fees
for the snorkel cruise or dinner cruise, or parasailing. People who do not want to go to
Hawaii or will not be able to go to Hawaii will not want to pay an additional $45 to
$100 per year for a luxury they will not enjoy.

Current program

because i think there is more important things

No-fishing zones
program

because i think this the natural way to recovery corals
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Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

because if the reefs of the world are happy, [ am happy. Our reefs are a good place to
start.

No-fishing zones
program

Because is reasonable for everibody.

Current program

because it has no federal tax impact on citizens.

No-fishing zones
program

because it is important

Full program

Because it is important to ehlp preserve the coral reefs

Full program

Because it is needed to restore a healthy echo system in the coral reefs

Ship repair program

Because it is the most affordable for most households.

Full program

Because it offers the most FOR the coral reefs at a very reasonable price to the
taxpayers.

No-fishing zones
program

Because it provides a better overall solution and still keeps cost down for the average
family.

Current program

Because it seems effective, so why change it?

No-fishing zones
program

Because it still allows people to fish but at the same time have more control of the area

Ship repair program

Because it was a moderate amount of money to each household in this time of
problems and yet it does something.

Full program

because it will protect the fish and wild life that surround the coral reef

Ship repair program

because it will repair the coral reefs by acres

Full program

Because it would do the most and I'd rather my tax dollars be spent on that than other
things.

No-fishing zones
program

Because it would increase the amount of fish is the are as well as protect the coral
reefs in that area. This increase in fish size and amount would also help the fishermen
outside the protected area to be able to continue to work. I love nature and would hate
to see the ocean life extinquished because we do nothing to protect the reefs

No-fishing zones
program

Because it's the cheapest way to go for my money and at the same time it's helping.

No-fishing zones
program

because no fishing zones will help the coral reefs and sea life to increase and it won't
seem like a burden to the tax payers.

Current program

because of being on a fixed income I am unable to pay anything more in taxes if
offered the choice

Current program

Because of our state of ecconomy, I do not want to spend any more of our house hold
expense.

Ship repair program

because of tax reasons

No-fishing zones
program

Because of the general decline of the fish population and how the food chain is
affected caused by overfishing and I think this is a good start and maybe down the line
start doing he repairs.
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Because of the statement I wrote earlier. If ships had passages similar to truck
shipment, they would not destroy all of the reefs, their shipments would only be
delivered in certain sections of the islands.

No-fishing zones
program

because the cost was affordable

Ship repair program

Because the federal government should pay for the program, not the people, or make
the people who damage it pay.

Current program

because there will be 0 federal taxes

Ship repair program

because without reef there wouldn't be any beaches and fishing

Ship repair program

Because, in this time of "Ressesion" I am not sure what I would be able to afford. I
would say more if I new that I could afford it.

No-fishing zones
program

being from maine i love the ocean so we must try to protect it

Current program

BEING FROM TENN. I DO NOT WANT TO SEE MY TAX MONEY GOING TO
SAVE SOME FISHMAYBE SOME FARM LAND BUT NOT FISH.

No-fishing zones
program

Benefits of enforcing expanded No Fishing Zones are clear. Even if jobs are lost in the
short term, failure to act will cause job loss anyway. Five acres of ship damage each
year is relatively small compared to the total 300,000 acres and will reheal themselves,
just more slowly. I'd rather let nature do the repair - she makes fewer mistakes than
humans!

No-fishing zones
program

Best bang for the buck.

No-fishing zones
program

Best return for the money spent

No-fishing zones
program

best use of money for most impact

Full program

best way to recover

No-fishing zones
program

By increasing the no fishing zone,you allow increase in sealife,thus repopulating the
area. This can go a long way. The economy is not good now so I think spending
further money would be a strain. Maybe there should be a docking zone and no boat
zone to allow regrowth.

Current program

cannot afford higher taxes

Current program

can't afford additional expense in current economic conditions. Once an expense is
started we have no guide to when expensemay decrease or mre likely increase.

Current program

Can't afford the other programs.

Ship repair program

cause it was the interesting

Full program

cause you can protect teh reefs better

Ship repair program

cheapest option short of nothing
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

Commercial or private ships or boats should not be within the No-Fishing Zones.
Therefore, no need for repairs. The No-Fishing Zone protects 75,000 acres, while the
Ship Repair Program repairs 5,000 acres

Full program

common s€nse

Ship repair program

Coral reef seams to be an inportant matter to me

Current program

Coral reefs are beautiful and great for the environment, I personally cannot afford any
more taxes.

No-fishing zones
program

cost benefit of no fishing zones is better. The ship repair program seems proportionally
too expensive

No-fishing zones
program

Cost effective.

No-fishing zones
program

Cost is fair and to only repair 5 acres does not seem worth the extra expense

Ship repair program

Cost per family.

No-fishing zones
program

cost to benefit ratio

Current program

Costs should be paid for by increased costs to visitors to the islands using those
facilities(fishing,snorkeling etc.)

No-fishing zones
program

Declining fish and marine life effects more areas of Hawaii's economy from tourism I
would think.

Ship repair program

Do not know just how much help is really needed

Current program

do not that much about it

Current program

does not cost me anything

Ship repair program

Does something but costs the least

No-fishing zones
program

does something without costing me too much

Current program

dont have one

Current program

Don't need any more taxes to pay

Full program

dontno

Ship repair program

Due to my research I find this to be the best alternative.

No-fishing zones
program

economics, low income level

Current program

Education and other programs need more funding. If my house hold taxes are to be
increased I would prefer the money be spent in areas other then coral reef protection.

Full program

Ending the continued destruction of the environment (coral reefs or otherwise) in
unacceptable.

Full program

Environment is more important than any single person's priorities. A ruined
environment is a ruined future, and there is no price on preserving the future.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

Even with 50 years for reefs to repair themselves, at a rate of 5 damaged acres per
year, less than one tenth of 1% of reef would be damaged. As for the fishing, the
citizens and politicians of Hawaii need to determine how best to use the ecosystem,
trying to balance protecting the reefs against the costs both in money spent, and
economic ramifications. Basically, Hawaii should control this issue, not the Federal
government.

Full program

every thing that helps is my thought's

No-fishing zones
program

Expanding no fishing zones will have its own ecological benefits and restore the reefs
and wildlife and benefit fisherman in the long run. I believe the ship damage is
minimal.

Current program

Federal tax dollars no state programs could be used much more effective. As far as
repairing the damaged coral instead of working solutions to help reduce boating
accidents is democratic federal government stupidity

Full program

feel ships should help fix the area they caused problems with and believe no fishing
zones would be better for people living in those areas in years to come

No-fishing zones
program

feel that is enough

No-fishing zones
program

Fewer ships would be in the area and hopefully less damage would occur, making it
less necessary for repairs. In addition, it is less cost per household.

No-fishing zones
program

fish life is important

No-fishing zones
program

fishing companys can make man made reefs elsewere, were they can catch fish:like a
fish farm. I do this myself in the waters of maryland with old christmas trees.

No-fishing zones
program

fishing decline is at a crisis level. 5 accidents a year seem like not so much given the
size of the area. I would prefer a tax on dock fees or such to target boat users of this
area, rather than a federal tax for the boat users damage.

Full program

for current and future protection.

No-fishing zones
program

for the time being protecting the wildlife in the zone is the least expense to the
taxpayer - at the same time doing something to replace some of the ecosystem.

No-fishing zones
program

Full program best, but too costly. Seems the no fishing would have the biggest impact.

No-fishing zones
program

future generations should be able to view the coral reefs

No-fishing zones
program

gets stuff done without taxing the most money

Ship repair program

good to repair and cost less

Current program

have no funds to assist Hawaii's coral reefs

Current program

having to pay extra is a hard pill to swallow especially right now when the economy
has been slow
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Most preferred
program
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Current program

Hawaii ahould pay to protect and repair the reefs. Hawaii reeps the benifits of the
reefs.

Current program

Hawaii thrives on tourism. For Hawaii to remain a popular destination for people, the
state should become responsible for the preservation of it's reefs and fish population.

No-fishing zones
program

Helps more than the repair program but does not cost as much as the full program

Full program

Helps the environment, and coral reefs are a very important part of Earth.

Ship repair program

how is the persentage made up

Full program

how many accident those hawaii have

Full program

I agree however I do not agree that someone in West Virginia or New York should pay
for this. Again this should be a state funded program NOT a Federal program

Current program

I always seem to pay higher taxes for something i never benefit from, so who's helping
me! Their own state should be responsible for concerns.

No-fishing zones
program

I am concerned about declining fish populations, it is an issue that I have some
familiarity with. I am unfamiliar with coral reef repair and I don't have enough
information to judge whether it is worth the cost. The coral reefs do repair themselves,
so it is not a total loss and therefore seems less threatened. I am a bit unclear as to why
the damage is occurring and wonder if something could be done to prevent the damage
in the first place (this may appear ridiculous to someone who knows more, but it does
reflect my current knowledge).

Current program

i am not informed enough

Current program

I am not opposed to protecting the reef. I am opposed to higher taxes. The federal
government wastes so much money on unneccsary and/or ineffective things; they
should redirect some of the funds already in play to protect the reef.

Current program

I am tired of being Taxed and my wage stays the same

Full program

I beleive if something can be save we should do i best to do it.

Full program

I believe $300.00 a year is a small price to pay to protect and repair these natural
wonders.

Full program

I believe alot of effort should be put into this program and money.

Ship repair program

i believe it's the most important for many reasons saving us from globle warming
possibling finding curses for things we never thought possible and my list goes ono
and on

Full program

I believe natural beauty should be protected. It is a good investment.

Full program

I believe that $135 a year is a small price to pay to protect the coral reefs and living
things that are such a large part of the cycle of life. As humans, we are the ones
destroying we should be the ones to repair.
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program
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Full program

I believe that coral reefs must be maintined and saved from overuse by people. I think
$75 is a very small amount. Overfishing has to stop everywhere. Not just Hawaii.
People who say that without it they have no way to make a living better go back to
school.

No-fishing zones
program

I believe that increasing the No-Fishing Zone will itself reduce some of the 5 acres of
coral damaged annually.

No-fishing zones
program

I believe that it is better for repair to the natural eco system be from a natural source
rather than man made. I believe that if people try to repair we may inadvertently cause
issues damage unintended.

Current program

I believe that the islands should increase taxes on the people visiting and making
money there

No-fishing zones
program

I believe the most can be done for the money spent and will offset repair to ship
damaged reef.

Current program

I believe the state of Hawaii is perfectly capable of creating and implementing its own
programs and policies to meet the goal of protecting and restoring the state's coral
reefs. The federal government need not intervene.

No-fishing zones
program

I believe there should be a separate program for damage and repair of coral which
would include law enforcement and responsibility placed on those doing harm to the
reef.

Full program

I believe this is a valuable asset and should be protected

Full program

I believe we must do everything possible to protect our world especially many of these
beautiful and important areas. We want other generations to have the use of and
enjoyment of this type of natural beauty.

Full program

I believe we must go with the most efficiant program

Full program

I believe we need to repair the coral reefs as well as increase marine life.

Full program

I can afford the 75 bucks, so for me I think this program is worth it.

Full program

I can afford to reduce household expenditures by $25 a month in order to
maintain/repair the coral reef ecosystem.

Full program

I can alot about Hawaii and its natural resources...I'd pay much more to protect it.

No-fishing zones
program

I cannot believe it would cost that much for each houshold to protect and repair the
reefs. Lots of jobless people right now would do it for less than expensive contractors.

No-fishing zones
program

I can't afford more taxes, but I think less fishing is imperative.

Current program

i cant pay taxes as they are!

Ship repair program

I choose the Reef Repair Programme because I believe after readin g all the
information that, that programme would be the one best for all concerned.,

Current program

I choose this one because I have been laid off, If I was rich , I think that I could have
choosen somehting where I can pay 300, But I bet if there weree to be a fund raiser
you will raise millions.
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Most preferred
program Response

Current program I chose the current program because I feel we must solve some of our problems in
different ways then just going to the tax payer. | am not sure that the only way to fix a
problem is to is to create a bigger Federal program and tax more. Whoever is
proposing this project needs to start thinking out of the box. The tax dollar is not the
best solution to every problem. Whatever happened to American enginuity?

Full program I chose the full program because it has the greatest positive impact on safeguarding
and maintaining healthy coral reefs in Hawaii at only a minimal cost for me as a
taxpayer.

No-fishing zones I chose the no-fishing zone program only because it would allow possibly more fish

program population to increase and decrease the injuries to the coral reef. I feel it's the best of
all choices and helps ease the frustration of all parties involved. No one would really
get a better deal than the other.

No-fishing zones I chose the no-fishing zones program as the best of the choices even though I thought

program it wasn't a good choice because it increases the fish production by more than it needs
to be increased at the expense of fishermen's jobs. In principle I prefer the option
because it requires short term losses for long term gains. This would be true in a less
ambitious version of the same option. I can imagine other ways of solving the injury
from ships problem that wouldn't involve asking taxpayers for more money. Also,
$110 seems manageable, whereas over $200 seems like it might hurt people less
fortunate than myself. I want to promote the health of the ocean because I consider it
our greatest resource. That's why I wouldn't leave our current policy in place.
Somehow I suspect this survey doesn't really have anything to do with coral reefs per
se but with the underlying principles it draws upon.

No-fishing zones I chose the No-Fishing Zones program because it proved to be the most ecologically
program and economically sound choice.

Ship repair program I chose the slower one because I would like to see that we ALL participate. $130 per
household is a burden to many families. With the slower program, we will be more
willing to carry these costs; and the costs are really imperative to saving an
IMPORTANT part of our environment. No part of our environment should be
forgotten if we are to survive and enjoy our planet for many years to come.

No-fishing zones I compared the estimated costs with the possible benefit by looking at the number of

program acres affected. My first choice was the no-fishing zones program, but the full program
was a close second.

Current program I disagree with any kind of tax raise

Current program I do not live in Hawaii, and this is a State issue, not a Federal issue. If Hawaiians want

to pay more to protect their coral reef, then they should vote for it and have it passed at
the state level.

Current program I do not want to pay out of my pocket for the current program
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Current program

I don't believe the indigent, elderly and those working people who struggle to put
meals on the table and pay bills would like being accessed $245 a year for the coral
reefs. Let the travel councils, fishing companies , and leisure tax from those who have
money for such extravagence as travel in todays world pay to keep these reefs in
pristine condition ( which is the way I think they should be!)

Current program

I dont care about the coral reefs ill never see them and we are all taxed enough already

No-fishing zones
program

I don't have an outstanding intrinsic connection to the coral reefs, but I do appreciate
the genetic and biologic diversity as well as commerical and social assets such an area
offers. It also seems more sustainable to curb fishing in the area rather than repair a
small amount of the reef each year.

Current program

i dont have money for something i have no interest in

Current program

i dont know i just liked it

Current program

i dont need to pay any more in taxes

No-fishing zones
program

I don't really understand all of this stuff and this is not important to me

Ship repair program

i dont think that taxpayers should pay for this program! or any of the four programs,
but i do think that the ships that cause the damage should pay for it to be repaired

Full program

I don't think the $160 per year is that big of a deal based on my household income. I'd
rather spend the money on something that helps the environment vs. helping other
countries we are at war with!

Current program

I don't think the Fed Gvt should be responsible and I don't think taxing everyone is the
answer. Hawaii has a legitimate need to protect and repair the reef systems, as does
Florida. I feel that if people were made aware of the issue and ASKED to contribute
(donate) that most people will donate some money. some more than others. Based on
what money is donated the organization tasked with doing the work can determine
how to best use the money. If they misuse or waste the money, we voluntary donors
can decide if there is a better alternative to donate our money to. If the Gvt take the
money there is no accountability and no choice.

Current program

i don't think the taxpayer should pay such a price. with the economy the way it is.
People can barely live from day to day, or paycheck to paycheck. How much more can
the government take from us. The bale out big companies and foreigner. but not your
u.s. citizens

Full program

I don't want to wait for 50 years for my grandchildren to see the coral reefs---
especially if they are not protected now, they will all be gone.

Full program

I expect to have grandchildren. Everything I can do to preserve any part of the planet
at current stages is really important, more important than anything other than health
care that I spend money for.

Full program

I favored the full program because I believe it is very important to protect and
maintain marine life and its ecosystems
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No-fishing zones
program

I feel it is not too much money for a great gain. The ship wreck is expensive for 5
acres/year. If you protect 25%, hopefully, the ship wrecks will decrease as well. I do
feel, they should fine when a ship wreck is found and the owner of the vessel is
indentified. You then can repair those damaged reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

I feel like it would do the most good in the long run. And we need to get funds from
ships to repair the damage they cause, However we need to control our own over use
of natural resources.

Current program

I feel like more emphasis should be placed on funding education in the United States
rather than trivial matters such as this.

No-fishing zones
program

I feel somewhat responsible for the aid to this program, however I feel the state of
Hawaii should take more responsibility because it affects them more.

Full program

I feel that it is more important to restore and preserve this earth that we have been
blessed with. It was money that drove people to destroy it, so money should be what is
used to restore it.

Full program

I feel that the coral reefs need to be protected and restored

Current program

I feel the cost of the program would be too much for everyone; it should be affordable
if you expect EVERYONE to pay. People visiting and boating taxes like I mentioned
above could cover the majority of the cost. I think at the cost you had listed that you
would have no chance of passing that nationwide. Some people will never visit or can't
afford to travel there and will not be willing to pay $100.00.; doesn't seem like a lot
but a lot of Americans live paycheck to paycheck and would not vote for the this. I
would vote on a $25.00 a year tax.

Full program

I feel the madness has to be stopped somewhere and if it has to start with me and my
generation then so be it. But, I also feel that the federal government should start doing
more than it is doing to not only save the coral reef, but other natural resources.

No-fishing zones
program

I feel the program should be funded by the state not Federal funds but I also feel it is
important to protect the coral reefs to some extent

Full program

I figured the federal government is going to tax me for things anyway, maybe it will be
nice for a change on something I think is important or something I actually have a
choice on.

Full program

I fill that it is the most preferred for me

Full program

I have a passion for the ocean it was hear well before any of us were and the money
spent is important to me

No-fishing zones
program

i have never thought about this issue. after reading about it, this seems to me to be the
best answer

Current program

1 have yet to learn about it and i am curious on the subject.

Full program

I just think that you should do what you can to preserve the natural beauty of life.

No-fishing zones
program

i just thought that 75 dollars a year was a bit much

Current program

i know nothing abouthow to care or repair the reefs
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No-fishing zones
program

I like the no-fishing zones because 25% of the coral reefs are protected. I like the idea
of a larger amount of area protected.

Full program

I live in northern California 20 min. from the ocean. When I was a child, there was
very little ocean wildlife. In the last 15 years, | have seen populations of geese,
pelicans, seals, sea lions, dolphins and otters increase. I believe in preserving wildlife
in other areas for future generations. I actually would prefer a no overfishing, no boats
on coral reefs program to the full program you discuss here!

Full program

i love to here about coral reefs at hawaii

Current program

i need the money to take care of my kids

Full program

I now donate approximately $2000 to a variety of charities. I consider protecting the
reefs around Hawaii as a sort of charitable donation. If I find that paying $200 more in
taxes is negatively affecting my financial status, I can shift money from some fringe
charities I now contribute to. I would do this by weighing the impact I think the
charities have against the impact I think the reef protection and restoration would have.

Ship repair program

i picked the repair progam, because it helps some, due to the econemy, people just cant
pay more right now.

No-fishing zones
program

I prefer no fishing zone for recreational use, but still open for commercial use. I
believe program is best alterative to protect more at a lower cost.

Full program

I prefer the full program because it is only $130 for the whole year. Divided by 12 is
really nothing and you are saving a great deal of the environment!!

Full program

I prefer the No fishing program, but decided that the extra cost was not that much
more for the full program and the full program would benefit the coral reef ecosystem
in both ways.

Ship repair program

i really don't know

No-fishing zones
program

I think funding no fishing zones could help better with less effect on the common
household. The state of Hawaii i think can think of more cost efficient ways to
repair(ship accident)in the reefs by using recyclable materials like other countries do.

Current program

I think it can be done with fund-raising, eco-groups and tourist fees. I don't think the
only answer is to raise taxes.

No-fishing zones
program

I think it is important to try to preserve and increase the amount of the natural coral
reef eco system, and the no fishing zones seems like the best way, and 25% is a fair
amount.

Current program

I think it should be the decision of the individual to contribute to certain programs than
have to pay more taxes. We are already taxed enough. The government just needs to
stay out of our lives.

No-fishing zones
program

1 think it will be more successful

Ship repair program

I'THINK IT WILL HELP THE REEF RE PAIR, AND IT DOES ABOUT THE
SAME AS TH OTHERS WITHOUT PAYING SO MUCH...
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I think it's fair. Every taxpayer could be responsible for protecting from fishing but I
feel the boat owners of any seaworthy craft should be responsible for any damage they
might do.

Full program

I think its important to improve our environment. I can afford $185 annually to help
improve the corral reef and I think most people can as well.

Ship repair program

I think its important to keep these coral reefs safe.

No-fishing zones
program

I think it's important to protect the area. It would be helpful to have the full program,
but the money issue keeps me from picking that one.

No-fishing zones
program

1 think its wrong to continue to fish there i also think that Man should leave the ocean
alone all toghter let it heal natrually on its own

Full program

I think that doing all we can to traffic the area around reefs and limiting fishing will
help greatly

Full program

I think the corel reefs should be protected in as many ways as possible and the cost is
not too high to help achieve this

No-fishing zones
program

I THINK THE NO FISHING ZONE IS BETTER BECAUSE I THINK IT HELPS
THE MOST ACREAGE AND IT'S THE CHEAPEST.

No-fishing zones
program

I think the no fishing zones will in itself, reduce damage to reefs. Also, the cost of
damages should be paid by those who do the damage.

Full program

I think the only way to properly repair the reefs is the full program...

Full program

I think they need to be repaired

No-fishing zones
program

I think they need to have the no fishing zone percentage higher to maintain the good
fishing for years to come. There is so many acres of reef that I don't think 5 acres a
year will hurt it

No-fishing zones
program

I think they should find a way to make the shipping companies pay when they injure
the coral reefs. I think there is a possible way.

Ship repair program

I think this is a never ending problem. You cold pump all kinds of money to fix these
problems and it would never end. Since the Northwest Islands are protected and are
thriving that will have to be the area saved. With all the traffic in and out of the
Hawaiian Islands there is not enough money to protect them.

Current program

I think we need to conserve finances at this time instead of spending more & more -
instead of taxing households use some of the surplus that was spent on all the
"gadgets" in the news this week before fiscal budget ends!!

No-fishing zones
program

I think we need to do something, but the cost is high. more needs to come from the
commerical fishng industrry

Full program

I think we need to do what we can to help the situation.

Current program

I think we spend more money in places that i dont feel is needed, so why change it.

No-fishing zones
program

I think, in the long run, this would benefit everyone. Maybe, other measures could be
put in place to reduce the number of ship accidents.
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

I understand the importance of protecting coral reefs and was prepared to select the
25% no-fishing zone until I saw the cost. I would much prefer to spend that amount of
money on education and health care for those who need it.

Ship repair program

1 want the eco system and marine life to thrive

Ship repair program

I want to have something done, but the current economic situation in my household
cannot handle much of an increase at this time. My wife is losing her job and we live
in a county with an 11% unemployment rate.

No-fishing zones
program

I want to protect what the earth provided to a certain extent, not at the expense of jobs
and human cost. As far as the damage done by ships, I think it's ok to let the the reef
heal itself.

Current program

I want to see the the problems fixed, but right now cant see how I can afford the extra
money. | also think that I could come up with another program that would be closer to
me if  "had" to up the money for something. I would like to see something done about
the reef problems though.

Ship repair program

I was basically looking at the amount paid by tax payers. With the economy the way it
is, this money used can be put to good use in so many other areas. We are currently
dealing with a large percentage of homelessness in the U.s and other countries.

No-fishing zones
program

I weighed the costs and benefits, taking into consideration the number of acres
protected v. occurrences of ship accidents that cause injuries to the reefs.

Full program

i will prefer a clean waters,then eating fish

Full program

i wood like my kids to see them in my life time

No-fishing zones
program

I would like the ecosystem to become healthy, but do not want to burden families at
this time when the economy is so bad.

Ship repair program

I would like to change my survey to full

Current program

i would like to help out this program but monies for me at this time is hard

No-fishing zones
program

I would like to see coral repair also, but chose the program that was the cheapest cost
to my household because at this time, it is difficult to imagine paying more for
something that I will not see in the near future. THis choice allowed low cost, but also
some type of help.

Full program

I would like to see some of my tax dollars actually go for something worthwhile and
important for once. We pay a huge amount of taxes due to be small business
owners.....it would be nice if a portion of those taxes went to a cause like saving the
planet for my children and grandchildren. The problem isn't just how much we pay in
taxes but how that tax money is spent. I think a reorganization in tax spending is a
good idea.

Full program

I would like to see the ecosystem brought back to as close to normal as possible, but
would like to know about more possibilities .
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

I would like to see the marine life numbers increase, but don't feel like the repairs
program is necessary for this to occur. In this time of economic crisis, I don't wish to
voice approval for increasing anyone's taxes unless it is absolutely necessary. The
increase in marine life nos. would help the commercial fishermen in the future.

Ship repair program

I would like to see the reefs get healthy at a minimal cost.

No-fishing zones
program

I would opt for a scaled down version of the full program if it were available.

Ship repair program

I would prefer the Full Program. However, due to the cost I chose the reef repair
program. Based on the amount of my annual federal taxes, the cost for this one
program seems extremely high.

Current program

I would rather give my money to help our schools.

Full program

I would rather spend money on the coral reefs than in the bail out of GM and Chrysler.

Current program

I wouldn't want to pay that much each year for it. I did not see in the presentation any
concrete evidence. I only saw a sketch of what they think it will look like in 10 years.

No-fishing zones
program

I'd pay as little as possible, but pay something to help the sitatuion.

No-fishing zones
program

Ideally I would favor a program designed by the federal government to prevent
overfishing and repair coral reefs but funded in part by taxes AND a special program
to create funds another way like an educational/work program.

Full program

If 75.00 a year from every taxpayer would get the reefs back like they were in only
about 10yrs, it is worth it. That is less than 7.00 a month to be able to show our
grandchildren how beautiful the reefs are and educate them on the benefits that they
give to our planet.

Full program

If I could help to save nature for a small amount I definitely would feel that it is money
well spent. Afterall, how much of my tax money is going to projects that I don't know
or even care about????

Ship repair program

if it boost economy and improve our inviroment at the same time, i dont see why we
are not funding this, and stem cell reserch

Full program

If nothing is done the problem will become greater and take more funds to fix in the
future, choosing either partial option will only fix part of the problem. The problem is
known, the cure is known, it would be irresponsible not to do more to protect the coral
reefs. The benefits are for more than just residents of Hawaii.

Full program

If the condition of the reefs continues to worsen at the present rate, they will son be
gone forever and fishing as well as their beauty and the lives of many creatures will
never be replaced

Current program

If the coral reefs break-down, they will evolve into something else. This is what
happens in the world. Bottom line:I can't afford an extra $300 per year.
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

If the information that has been given to me is correct and unbiased, then I would
choose the No-Fishing Zone program because it will inevitably help the Hawaiin
people without restricting too much of the fishing areas. To include replacing damaged
coral reef, it would cost more money for taxpayers and fisherman....and it's only a
small percentage of the acreage that gets damaged.

No-fishing zones
program

If the reefs are protected,they will repair themselves because they are a living system.

Full program

If we can't do this for our eco system then we are just jeperdizing our future.

Full program

If we continue to just put a bandaid on the problem, it could be detrimental to other
forms of marine life and if it works for Hawaii and the positive outcome is quicker,
then other areas of the world experiencing the same problem may look at this more
seriously and can justify to their people using Hawaii as an example of the success of
the program.

Full program

if we do not protect our oceans we will not have any

Ship repair program

If we don't repair the reefs and prevent overfishing, the consequences to future
generations will be monumental. commercial fishermen can go elsewhere or find other
employment, we can't replace extinct coral

Full program

If we dont start takeing better care of our mestakes we will have no wonderfull things
to injoy. It seems like a lot of money and is but some day Id like to take my fameily
there some day and if its mostly destoryed that would be horrable.

Full program

if we keep destroying the corral reefs without repairing them the ocean will be in bad
shape as we know it.

Full program

IF YOU CHOOSE TO LIVE ON A ISLAND' YOU SHOULD EXPECT HIGHER
TAX'S. THE REEFS BRING LIFE TO THE ISLANDS. THATS WHY PEOPLE
CHOOSE TO VACATION THERE.

Full program

If you protect the reefs you should want to repair them too. Only doing part of the job
still makes leaves the ecosystem out of balance.

No-fishing zones
program

Ik think these are valuable properties which should be preserved in a larger amount,
because we may not always have them.

Full program

I'm an outdoors person and believe we should do everything possible to protect our
enviroment

No-fishing zones
program

Im for marine life.

Current program

i'm really not sure myself. i don't really understand it but am trying to learn about it.

Current program

I'm sick of spending dollars that don't help me. Where is my program?

Full program

importantforcoanandfish

Full program

In a year I am willing to give up $100 to a program that has such far reaching effects. I
know that people with tight money issues would not choose it and I would understand.
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

in favor of the 25% no fishing and for $3.00 more per month it is well worth repairing
the reefs as much as possible.

Ship repair program

increase life and reef to regenerate

No-fishing zones
program

increase marine life

No-fishing zones
program

Increase the no fishing zone and chose not to fix ship accidents. Not too many ship
accidents a year. Are the ship accidents from fishermen?

No-fishing zones
program

Increasing taxes to cover costs for environmental protection is an acceptable tax
increase for me. Increasing taxes to cover costs for damages caused by a specific
incident and a specific individual is not. Those costs should be recovered from the
responsible party or parties.

Current program

It a state problem.

No-fishing zones
program

It appears that is the one that gets the most bang for the dollars spent. Also , always the
program will always cost more than originally planned. It never fails when the gov't
starts a program. Plus the costs will escalate and will not be controlled..

Full program

It appears to have the biggest impact in the shortest amount of time.

Current program

it cost the less

Ship repair program

It does require some tax money to repair these ecosystems in which we have
contributed to damaging and I believe that we should be responsible in the costs of
repairing. The program I choose is the one that would fit my budget. I would of loved
to pick the full program however.

Current program

it doesn't cost me anymore taxes than i already pay

No-fishing zones
program

it encourages new growth

No-fishing zones
program

It got the most results with the least amount of money

Full program

it help more than the othere 3 programs

Full program

It helps to recover as well as replenish the sea

Full program

It is $110 a year to help balance the eco system. It's a good investment that if truly
honored should pay dividends.

No-fishing zones
program

It is a reasonable cost with a fairly high impact.

Full program

It is clear to me that the full program is the optimal choice for restoring the Hawaii
coral reefs to their pre-pollution condition. $130 is a small price to pay for doing that.

Full program

it is important

Full program

It is important that alternative sources of food be developed in the Hawaiian islands
this will spur just such an effort. Many of the fishing jobs will return when the reefs
recover.

Full program

IT IS NEEDED TO CHANGE THE WAY CORAL REEFS ARE PROTECTED
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program Response
Ship repair program it is not that important for use to be worrying about it so much. yet i feel as if it should

have some sort of attention. america has much more to worry about.

No-fishing zones
program

It is the best way for a reef to recover, but I still think this should focus on commercial
fishing. Recreational fishing can be managed.

Ship repair program

it is the cheapest and eventhough i dont leave there i think it a part of the world that we
need to wory about. i think we all should play a part of getting a better world for our
kids.

No-fishing zones
program

It is the cheapest option and with no fishing zones, less ship wrecks and activity should
be a byproduct.

Full program

It is the most beneficial to the coral reefs in Hawaii and hopefully the long term effects
would out weigh the cost per household...

Current program

it is very expensive to do relatively nothing

Full program

it is very important to maintain the reefs for the future. we are always destroying our
inviorment and it is time to step up to the plate, and maintain and repair the damages
we have caused to our planet that we have caused. so it will be there for the future
generations to explore and learn.

Full program

It just maks sense, and it's cheaper in the long run. The difference in dollars is too
small if considered cost/benefit

No-fishing zones
program

It makes more economic sense

Full program

it most reliable and it also fixes some damages.

No-fishing zones
program

it protect more area of protection than the current one but need to add more repiar area

No-fishing zones
program

It protects a larger percentage and also provides for more fishing in other places.

No-fishing zones
program

It protects more area and hopefully reduces the amount damage caused by ships.
Therefore, we might not need the extra money for repair. That being said I feel the
federal government wastes most of our tax dollars as it is and I am confident a regular
tax paying citizen with common sense could find the money elsewhere in the federal
budget without the need for additional taxation.

No-fishing zones
program

It protects most of the coral reef at a cost Americans can afford

No-fishing zones
program

it protects the future for our growing families because it will greatly improve our eco-
system

No-fishing zones
program

It protects the most area for the smallest amount of money. I think that the full $245 is
a small amount, but [ am unwilling to earmark more monies toward the reefs until
more money is spent on education.

Full program

It provides the most direct and comprehensive benefit to the reef in both repair and
"restocking" of natural wildlife.
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

It seem logical to preserve Gods creation rather than destroy it.

No-fishing zones
program

it seem ok

Current program

it seem to be the most logicaly one

Ship repair program

it seems like a good amount of money to help the program, $ 200 seems a little high...

No-fishing zones
program

It seems like it will do the most good. Lacking a numerical estimate of the anticipated
total gain or loss of reef under the proposed plans makes this hard to know for sure. I

thought it sounded more effective before I saw the tax increases and then the fact that
the tax increase was less for that plan cemented my decision.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems like it will help the reefs tremendously and it is a little cheaper than the full
program

Full program

it seems like it would make the most difference in maintaining and improving the
reefs. $300 sounds like a lot of money for something you may not be able to see, but i
think we need to do what we can to preserve the environment. Maybe I may not get to
Hawaii to see the reefs, but I would like for them to exist for my children or
grandchildren.If you look at it as a monthly amount of $25 it doesn't seem like so
much. it would also give me more incentive to go to see it.

Ship repair program

It seems like the answer for everyone. A $35 increase is much easier to absorb, the
injured areas are repaired, not completely but it is at least something and there will still
be the no fishing zones.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems like the best answer for the comparative cost. However, it still seems quite
expensive and unrealistic. $170 per household when there are several million
households? That sounds excessive.

Current program

It seems like the job is bing done, there are sensiive ecosystems all throughou the US
and the money needs to be spread around. I live in the New England coastal zone and
am more concernec about our eco systems, over fishing and over clamming. There are
no resources curently avaialable to protect against our problems. Not as beautiful as
the Hawaiian coral reefs but equally important.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems like there will be less ships in the area so there probably won't be as big a
need for reef repairs.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems likely to be effective to reduce degradation of marine life.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems the easiest to make happen

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to be broad yet affordable.

Full program

it seems to do the most good.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to have the quickest benefit at the least cost.
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to help with damage via protection for the future and is thus uninvasive.

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to protect more fish and it's only costing the tax paper an extra 75 dollars a
year. | don't think that repairing the coral reef is really that beneficial

No-fishing zones
program

It seems to provide the largest overall benefit for the money involved. Although I'm
not sure any increase in taxes is good at this point in the economy, I do believe this is
the right thing to do long term

No-fishing zones
program

It seems you get the most for your extra money with this program.

Ship repair program

It significantly reduces the amount of time for the reef to recover & cost less than
protecting 25% of the reef.

No-fishing zones
program

It solves a problem that nature will never solve on its own. Control of over- fishing is a
necessity if fishing is to remain a viable source of food. Cost of regulation of any
industry should generally be borne by that industry and in this case passed on to
people who eat seafood. If the industry becomes non-competitive that is just too bad.
The tax payers can pick up the cost after the industry is gone.

Ship repair program

It was the program I thought was both helpful for the reef, and helpful for the taxpayer.

Full program

It will be something of good use.

Current program

it will coast me no money. i am single and almost never use the system but i pay a lot

Full program

it will give all parties involved a fair chance to utilized the ocean and protect the coral
reefs.

Ship repair program

It will give the area a chance to repair itself and not be as costly as the full program.

No-fishing zones
program

It will give the fish time to build back up and naturally help the reefs! And humans
don't need all that space just to fish!

No-fishing zones
program

It will have the most impact over time. It's a tough decision because it will put many
fisherman out of work until fish population is increased

Ship repair program

it will help repair damaged reefs without increasing the no fishing zone

No-fishing zones
program

It will increase fishing in the area eventually, and the coral reef will always repair
itself. Five acreas out of hundreds of thousands is not really that much. Plus the cost is
not that high.

Ship repair program

It would be nice to pick the full program but with the economy the way it is at this
time, some people cannot afford higher taxes. We should start by repairing what is
damaged first then later talk of protecting more reef when the economy gets better and
more households could afford to pay more taxes.

Current program

it would cost alot of money for these programs that we do not have.

Ship repair program

It would help a little and may be affordable for tax payers. It is better than no help at
all.
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

It would protect 25% of the coral reefs, which in turn would increase fish and other sea
life, also it would be less taxes paid.

No-fishing zones
program

It's a compromise.

No-fishing zones
program

Its a good start for reef protection and the results can be studied and analyzed over a
period of time to determine how effective the program is/was. It does not increase the
tax burden as much as the full program, but it does provide a good value (in reef
acreage terms) compared to the Reef Repair program. I am not for any type of
taxation, but when your state livelihood depends on tourism soooo much, I think its
imperative that one of the main, natural tourist attractitions stay healthy and vibrant for
generations to come.

No-fishing zones
program

It's a good start, with best bang-for-the-buck option. Frankly, I'd like to see these types
of options/choices with other aspects of our lives. "I'll take less crime for $200, Alex."
Ha!

No-fishing zones
program

Its a program that allows us to help with the coral reef problems to some extent, and
increase the amount of fish in the ecosystem for future dependencies of local fishing
while increasing our taxes to about 6 dollars a month, a tax that is some what
affordable.

Full program

It's a small price to pay yearly to keep the coral reefs protected and to increase marine
life. Our childrens' children may never see this beauty if we have to wait 10-50 years
for repairs and increased marine life.

Full program

its easy kick them father from shore

Full program

It's in order to protectour ocean life.

No-fishing zones
program

It's less costly to protect the system from injury than to repair it.

Full program

Its not a lot of money per year and help to save the reefs

Full program

It's not a lot of money to pay per year.

Full program

It's only $100 a year so that is $8.33 a month added on. This money is going to
something productive and to actually help the environment. It is the same cost if
someone were to purchase a meal from a fastfood restaurant once a month, which as
Americans usually occurs a lot more then that. So giving up one whopper meal a
month to help sace the coral reefs is reasonable.

Ship repair program

its still helping the coral reefs but still leaves some money for other projects.

Full program

It's the most beneficial although costly to taxpayers
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

It's the right thing to do. If we destroy our environment, we should correct it. The
reason I'm slightly unsure is that $170 per household is a significant amount of money
- considering the number of items elsewhere in this country that we ALSO need to be
taking care of. I can imagine similar cases being made by several other environmental
causes, where we have made mistakes that need correcting. And it just seems like
more money per household than needed to correct the problem without further
eduction on the public's behalf.

Current program

its working a little is the amount you pay is that for there state or every state

Ship repair program

Itt seems to be the most reasonable of all

Current program

I've never been to a coral reef so I will not see the value of having to pay for
something I've never experienced!

Current program

less cost from my pocket; most taxpayers will never go to Hawii. Funds should come
from fees charged to tourist.

No-fishing zones
program

Less expensive than the full program and if there's no fishing there it removes the
ships that cause the damage and marine life will flourish.

Ship repair program

less money

Current program

LESS MONEY FOR OTHER PROGRAMS THAT ARE MORE IMPORTANT

No-fishing zones
program

Less tax and more fish in the future.

No-fishing zones
program

lest cost with more results

No-fishing zones
program

Let nature heal on its own and spend less money. We have no money to spend as you
can tell by the devastating effects on the economy. If there is a "no fishing zone
program" The reefs should be able to heal on their own. To reflourish a good amount
of sea-life back into these reefs it is going to take about 50 years anyway.

No-fishing zones
program

liked it

Full program

looks like the best for everyone

Full program

Many American are relunctant to pay additional taxes if they feel the "won't be able to
spend the money in theor households" as the audio suggested, In the long run it's easier
to pay for the protection plan now to provide jobs, protect the environment, and restore
the fishing industry at the same time. Moreover, many people visit Hawaii and
appreciate the natural beauty and resources of the state. By improving the natural
balance the its resources, local and federal governments increase the chances of more
tourism to the state; therefore more funding from state revenue.

Full program

marine life would return sooner because reef would return sooner.

No-fishing zones
program

mediocre taxes for a better ecosystem

Full program

money not seen before hand won't hurt but will help a worthy cause.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

money is tight. if fisherman have no soul ,why blame me.

No-fishing zones
program

money was the only reason. my real preference would be the most comprehensive. i
would suggest raising fees on boat and ship registrations.

No-fishing zones
program

More bang for the buck to limit fishing than repair ship damage

No-fishing zones
program

More bang for the buck.

Current program

More money should be spent on healthcare instead of Coral Reef activities.

Ship repair program

most affordable for myself, and is doing something to help coral reef life...instead of
doing nothing

No-fishing zones
program

most bang for the buck. as stated earlier, a mix of "pool" funds,ship owner fines, and
as a last resort,few taxpayer dollars should be used to do repairs to reefs. dive clubs???

No-fishing zones
program

Most cost effective and a more "permanent” solution to the primary issue.

No-fishing zones
program

most cost-effective for the benefits.

Ship repair program

Most could not afford the complete repair, so a partial repair would be in order

No-fishing zones
program

Most people cannot afford to pay higher taxes at this time.

Ship repair program  Most people cannot afford to save the coral reefs at this time. They are worried about
saving their homes and not losing their jobs. The program I chose is a start in the right
direction for at least some improvement in the future.

Ship repair program  mostly to balance the eco system

Current program

My economic situation is such that I can't afford another taxing. Maybe in the future
I'll change my mind.

No-fishing zones
program

My family is on a very tight budget right now and I cannot commit to anything further,
however the right answer is obviously the most costly. It is imperative that the
ships/boats are restricted from the reef in order for it to have a chance at rebuilding
itself- with or without the added "help". There really is no point in spending the money
to repair the reef from damage caused by boat accidents if the boats will continue to be
allowed in the reef. The reef will continue to die off as well as be destroyed by the
boating accidents.

Full program

My household can afford $160 per year in additional taxes. I want my children to have
the opportunity to see the coral reefs of Hawaii. Hawaii and the coral reefs are a
national asset and treasure worth preserving.

Current program

n/a

No-fishing zones
program

Natural processes will repair the reef Limit the fishing and there will be less ships to
damage reefs, and more fish to balance the ecosystem.

Full program

Nature shouldnt be harmed and what has been done to harm it should be fixed.
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

need to protect all of our enviroment

Full program

needs to be done

Full program

neither of the programs provides full protection. There will still be 75% sising allowed
and only 5 acres of reef repair. But at least it's something.

Ship repair program  no
Ship repair program  no
Ship repair program  no
No-fishing zones no
program

Ship repair program  no
Ship repair program  no
Current program no
No-fishing zones no
program

Current program no

Current program

NO COST, BETTER FOR THE ECONOMY

Current program

no extra cost

No-fishing zones
program

no fishing protects a greater percentage than the repair program. The ships causing
damage should be held more accountable for repairs. Or different ways to raise money
for repairs.

No-fishing zones
program

No Fishing zone would have more square acreage impact

No-fishing zones
program

No fishing zones can protect the reef because no boats and fisherman can be where the
reef is.

No-fishing zones
program

No Fishing Zones would be easier to "police" and enforce. It is helping the issue some
at a low cost to tax payers

Current program

no more taxes??

Current program

No new federal government programs; no new per capita expenses; no new
bureaucracy; no additional intrusion into our lives. The coral reelfs are geologically
transient phenomena, as are the fish and the other species that live on the reefs. let
them live or die or evolve as nature allows.

Current program

NO reason

Current program

No Tax increases.

Full program

no...

Current program

nocomment
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

No-fishing zones would have great impact on the coral reef ecosystems as a whole.
Although reef repair has value, it's lower overall ecosystem impact does not seem to
justify the cost. Money would be better spent preventing ship accidents in the first
place.

Full program none
Current program none
Ship repair program  none
Full program none
Ship repair program  none
Ship repair program  not at all

Current program

not interested in tax increase

Current program

Not real sure about all the programs.

Full program

Not Really

No-fishing zones
program

not shure why

Ship repair program

not sure

No-fishing zones
program

not sure

No-fishing zones
program

Not sure because I really didn't like any of them 100 %.

Ship repair program

not sure the public would accept paying more, when in fact the majority of the U.S.
population will probably never visit the coral reefs of the Hawaiian Islands.

No-fishing zones
program

Not too high of a cost, seems to have a higher impact than the ship repair

Current program

notsure

Full program

Ocean impacts are one of the most serious and egregious violations of our
environment caused by human irresponsibility and we should be willing to chip in to
help repair the damage.

Full program

Once again, | am a willing American when it comes to spending money on our
environment. That is all I think I need to say about that. Hello....we won't be able to

No-fishing zones
program

Other options available to reduce ship accidents: bonding of commercial/private ships,
mandatory insurance, coast guard/navy patrol, designated shipping lanes, etc.)

Full program

Otherwise the seas will be destroyed

Current program

Our country waists a lot of money on stupit programs. The people who fish and play in
these waters should take responsible actions for the corrals.
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

Our taxes are high enough and so is the federal budget. If repairs need to be made the
fishing industry, which includes people who make their living from the coral reefs and
people who pleasure fish should pay for the repairs to protect the coral reefs. Revenue
can be generated by increases license and other fees already associated with their
business or hobby.

No-fishing zones
program

OVER FISHING SEEMS TO BE A PROBLEM

No-fishing zones
program

Overfishing seemed to be a problem, and with no-fishing zones, those waters will be
protected.

Current program

Paying more taxes

No-fishing zones
program

Pleases both economy and environmentalists. Its a good compromise

Full program

preservation of the reefs is important

Full program

Preserve as much as possible. Build fish farms for the fishermen to work so everyone
wins. Don't over think it just do it!

No-fishing zones
program

probably would do the most to protect for the cost

Full program

Program seems worthwhile. Taxes often go to much less useful/desirable programs
and entities that we have no choice in.

Full program

protect as much of the planet we can for our grandchildren

No-fishing zones
program

protect our natural resources

Full program

protect the enviroment

Ship repair program

protecting nature - I am ok with pay 50 cents a day for it

Full program

Protection of coral reefs and all other ecosystems is of tantamount importance to all
organisms on Earth.

Full program

Protection of the ecosystem protects the existence of the world. It would be nice to put
the money into areas that are not damaged and force boats into the damaged areas.

No-fishing zones
program

Protects sea creatures and helps us get some to help us survive, both by giving us
something to eat and money to get other resources to help us survive.

No-fishing zones
program

Protects the reef eco system allwoing marine life to thrive. Attempting to recover
funds for ship strikes will be difficult and could cost more than the recovered worth

No-fishing zones
program

provides most cost effective program

No-fishing zones
program

put tax on ships and boats in that water - whoever enters that part of the water

Ship repair program

reasonable cost
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

reef coral aren't that important to me and just wasting money on something that can be
used on something more useful like on charities or childeren with cancer or childeren
who are struggling to get fed not on coral reefs.

No-fishing zones
program

reefs will grow back and i have seen no fishing zones working. the damage should be
charged to the owner of the vessel that caused the damage.

Current program

Refer to the input I gave before. Don't charge the households, charge the fishermen
who get violations, the watercraft owners at registration time, this includes all boat and
ship owners.

Current program

right now I feel the government should be concentrating on righting the economy and
job loss of the American people and this situation with the coral reefs could be
revisited at a later, more stable time.

Current program

right now my husband is laid off and i can't find a job. we have 6 kids and are
struggling to just try to pay our bills. having to pay more taxes would make it even
harder for us to stay afloat. we are barely afloat now

Full program

right thing to do

Full program

rotecting the coral is very important. i would need further information about what
would be done to prevent future ship/boat injuries.

Current program

save tax money

Full program

save the reef and fish its up to us to protect it.

Current program

Save the starving kid in the inner city, the world is far from perfect. If your going to
solve all the worlds problems start in the continental US, when all is well and perfect
we can then set our goals on coral in Hawaii,moose in Alaska, and the rediculous
minnow in California.

Full program

saving the coral reefs and their eco-systems benefits us all. the responsibility is ours to
preserve them for future generations.

Full program

Saving the natural beauty and health of the Earth, and all inhabitants, is more
important in my opinion than a few dollars extra each month.

No-fishing zones
program

seem good

Ship repair program

seems like a good alternative.

No-fishing zones
program

Seems to be the most cost effective.

No-fishing zones
program

seems unnecessary to replace areas injured by ships;with new no-fish rules, there
should be less damage

Full program

Simply put, I value life over money, and I wouldn't mind spending $125 to save a
large piece of nature.

Current program

Small percentage of reefs being damaged

No-fishing zones
program

so that we can perserve our fish and the coral in the reef
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

So that you would have more living fish

No-fishing zones
program

Some effort made to preserve coral but due to current economy, taxpayers need to
have every possible dollar funneled back to their household. Too many people are
without jobs to increase taxes too drasticly.

No-fishing zones
program

some personal cost but not to high, overall agree with this program

No-fishing zones
program

Something must be done. Economically, times are tough, So,I have chosen the most
comprehensive plan

Current program

sounds like an excuse to raise taxes

Full program

sounds the best

No-fishing zones
program

Supply more fish which would increase commercial fishing and jobs.

Current program

Tax payers can't handle more taxes now. Maybe later when people are back to work.
Who pays for enforcement of the current program?

No-fishing zones
program

Tax the users and those that can negatively impact these issues. This is similar to
charging for airport usage. Useage taxes ought to cover these costs.

Current program

Taxes are already high. My needs are bigger than coral reef in Haiwaai.

Current program

taxes are bad all ready

Current program

taxes are out of hand, no more

Current program

Taxes in America are out of control.

Current program

Taxes was $0

Full program

that was the only avaiable option that sounded somewhat reasonable.

Ship repair program

thats the one i prefer

Current program

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE ARE ALREADY TAXXED ENOUGH AND THE
PROGRAM SEEMS TO WORK

Current program

the american taxpayer has enough expense of his own at these hard times to afford this
program but maybe if things pick up in the econmoy. it should be considered.

Current program

The American taxpayer is over-burdened. Nature will repair itself, it will just take
longer than it would if there were new steps taken to address it.

No-fishing zones
program

The amount of damage done by ship wrecks is not enough to justify the expense. |
imagine implementing the no-fishing regulations would reduce the amount of boat
traffic and thereby reducing the amount of damage done by ship wrecks.

Full program

the amount per year is reasonable

Current program

The answer is in my previous comment

Full program

The area is one of such outstanding natural beauty that it must be preserved. I have
snorkeled and taken a small submarine dive in Mauii and was very aware of the lack of
acquatic life in the area due to the reef conditions. This area must be available for our
descendants to enjoy, preferably in a better condition than they currently are!
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

the audio is not working, it says it downloads and then it will say getting media. I think
that the ideas are good to help the reefs but again this is not a federal issue but the
states

Current program

The average household or taxpayer can barely make ends meet as it is. I would prefer
to protect 25% of the reefs without the repairs to the Sacres. I dont want to have to pay
taxes to do so. Everyday my family is forced to give up something or do without
something in order to pay our bills. It all started with the outragious gas & oil prices. It
has ruined our economy to the point that average people are worried about everyday
life. We can not worry about coral reefs. Sacrifices are being made daily. I'm afraid the
coral reefs are the least of our worries.

No-fishing zones
program

The benefits are obvious. With the ship repair program, I do not have enough
information on this program to say yes. I would like to see long term data as well as
repair methods. It is always better to protect and preserve than it is to do nothing.

Full program

The coral reef is very important for our environment and the cost to society will be
beneficial.

Current program

The coral reefs around the other islands are doing fine the way they are.

Current program

the coral reefs have survived for many years on their own, the future preservation of
the world in a whole would be a more natural way of preserving everything...

No-fishing zones
program

the cost

Full program

The cost is little compared to good it will do.

Full program

The cost is not that great per house hold per year. It that is all that would be required
from each house to protect the reefs than I feel it would be worth it to help out. More
taxes for more benefits to the people.

No-fishing zones
program

The cost is reasonable and there will fish outside of the zones to be caught.

Full program

The cost to my household for the year is economical compared to the damage.

Current program

The cost to visit Hawaii is not affordable, and the taxed funds should come from the
tourist and not from those who could never afford to go there.

Full program

The Earth is worth it.

Full program

The ecosystem of the Hawaiian Islands is a natural treasure for the US and we should
all pay some share to protect and improve the natural beauty

Current program

The federal Government and the state of Hawaii both have a responsibility to create a
program that DOES NOT dip into our pockets. I really feel that something should be
done to protect the coral reefs, however, the Gov, wastes so much of our tax dollars
now, they need to find more responsible and efficient ways to address these real
problems.

No-fishing zones
program

The full one would be great but that is too much money in taxes

Full program

The full program is better to protect coral reefs and marine wild life.
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

The full program is most beneficial. Even though it cost more money in the short run,
in the long run, it will provide more jobs and therefore raise more taxes for the federal
government. In the process it will preserve the environment and increase the
availability of seafood for better health.

Full program

The Full Program should elimitate the problems we having.

Full program

the full program will help the most.

Full program

The full program will maintain the coral reef eco system. This in turn will provide
more fish for jobs and tourism. In the long run the $160 will help repair a broken eco
system, protect our environment, stimulate the economy with more fish in the non
protected area. With more fish there is more fishing, more production and more tax
money generated to promote other programs and reduce my taxes.

Full program

the full program would offer more protection andrestoration.

Current program

the goverment takes enough of our money i dont live there i live in delaware i dont
think they would want to pay for the protection of chickens in delaware so let the
people who live in that state have a state tax to cover it unless i will get a trip out there
dont tax me

Current program

The government already takes approx. 40% of my households income because of
taxes. I don't want to give the government anymore of my money. The government
needs to spend money more wisely.

Full program

the investment will produce revenue in fishing (after the ecosystem has a chance to
recover) and tourism.

Ship repair program

the invironment for fieh

Full program

the longer yiu wait to make repair the bigger mess u have

No-fishing zones
program

The long-run benefits of the no-fishing zones may be enough to help sway the public's
opinion in support of the program as well as out weigh the short-run sacrifices.

No-fishing zones
program

The no fishing option sounds like a win-win situation. The reef repair sounds like
pork. Both cost estimates sound too high.

Full program

The ocean is always in a fine balance and I feel that this is one of our major areas we
lack in environmental causes. I think improving the reefs are not only good for the
environment, but also good for tourism and overall health of the Hawaiian Islands.

Current program

the people who make their living off the coral need to take care of their problem.

Ship repair program

the program shows concern for the eco system to continue to grow with the help of all
people who live an do not live there.

Full program

the proposed price for the premium support is relatively inexpensive for my income
range.

Full program

the reef are vital perhaps I am more passionate about this because I have lived there
and have seen their beauty.

Full program

the reef deserves to be protected and if its not people will loose their jobs anyway over
time but 1 dont think it is fair for all of hawaii to pay for it
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Most preferred
program

Response

Current program

The reef repair program although cheaper has less of an impact than the overfishing
program. However, the ovefising program will add too much cost to Federal taxes.
Therefore neither option is optimal for me. The most expensive program adds more
than I am comfortable paying to help repair the coral reef ecosystem.

Ship repair program

The Reef Repair Program seems the most cost-effective, and it also seems that no-
fishing zones in such a large area would be hard to enforce

Full program

The reefs are an invaluable environmental treasure that we can not sit back and let die
out. We need to be proactive to maintain and nourish our water ecosystems to prevent
their extinction.

Full program

The reefs are important. $300.00 per household seams high. I would hope we could
find ways to solve this problem without spending this much money.

Ship repair program

the refs need to be saed,simple as that

No-fishing zones
program

The repair program appears meaningless in size, and repair will happen by itself
eventually (no permanent damage is done)

No-fishing zones
program

The ship damage is the smaller percentage, and where possible, the ship owners or
state should pay.

Current program

The ships that use it and damage it should be the ones to pay for the repairs whatever
the cost.

Ship repair program

The tax cost is low and there are benefits for the reef.

Current program

The total cost for the whole program is not given...only the cost per household; how
many households are there in the U.S.? I do not trust groups which play creatively
with costs; how much is currently spent on the reefs?

Current program

the usa has real maters to adress,then a damaged spec on the oceon ottom that will
repar itself in 50 years,if we damage larger percent then it can naturaly repair,then
action might need taken,at this time we need to put our money in our health care,and
create jobs,tax forein imports,stop waisting money on thngs with 0 return

No-fishing zones
program

The value is greatest. Long-term effects hold more value and will give the biggest
return on investment.

No-fishing zones
program

There are many areas in the world that are over fished. This seems the best area for
reliable enforcement of nofishing as it is the U.S.

Current program

There are more important issues currently that need to be addressed before this coral
reef program should be talked about.

Current program

There is already too much federal spending. Taxes are too high already

No-fishing zones
program

there is plenty of reef available for species to thrive. if more is protected from fishing
the creatures will be more plentiful and there will be a healthier ecosystem

No-fishing zones
program

There will be a larger area protected and more fishes will be caught in the areas
outside the protected zone while keeping the cost of protecting the environment low
for the Federal Government and the taxpayers

397



Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

They can build up naturally and sustain itself naturally. When you try to repair it it's
just going to continuously get damaged and won't really help much.

Current program

They should know it will fix it self so leave it alone.

Full program

they should protecet our fishes

No-fishing zones
program

think that is the program

Full program

This is a issue that needs immediate attention and major funding. WE need to save our
coral reefs.

Full program

this is needed before we lose something for our grandchildrens children to see--once
gone it can never be replaced

No-fishing zones
program

This options seems to do the most to improve the situation with the cost to the
household falling within a moderate expendature.

Full program

This program goes furtherest in protecting the coral reefs and the cost is less than
$1.00 a day.

Current program

this program makes the most sense for society

No-fishing zones
program

This program seems to have the biggest benefit.

No-fishing zones
program

This program seems to have the greatest impact on the environment in the shortest
period of time.

No-fishing zones
program

This seems more cost effective. I believe in protecting the ecosystem but spending an
extra $35 dollars a year for only five acres of repairs is not something I am willing to
do.

No-fishing zones
program

This seems to be the program that will give the most "bang for my buck". It will be
econmically advantageous for all in the longrun as well as being ecologically
responsible.

Current program

this should be picked up by the stste of Hawaii

No-fishing zones
program

this will help the fish matting population

No-fishing zones
program

This would repair naturally with not to much money. I think the full program is the
best, not sure that the taxpayer needs that extra burden.

Current program

Those are extremely high taxes on my personal income for an area that I may visit
once every 30 years.

Current program

Those who are privileged to live in these areas must protect and teach the future
generations to protect their resources.

Full program

Time to stop coral dlamage; wait it may be more costly later
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Most preferred
program

Response

No-fishing zones
program

To be honest - [ was shocked at the cost per household. I really believe in protecting
our environment - but we have so many other needs in this country. $170 per
household seems very steep to me. I felt protecting the fish to be the priority over
rebuilding the reef quicker. Maybe there could be a preventative campaign for boating
accidents injuring the reef.

Full program

to do one without the other negates the one you have done. do it all and preserve what
we have.

No-fishing zones
program

To have some protection to the coral reefs at a low cost.

Full program

To insure that fishermen have jobs far into the future it would seem to me that coral
reef protection is a necessity.

Ship repair program

to keep for future

Ship repair program

To keep marine life you have to kelp nature. BY reparing the reefs is the only way.

Full program

To preserve a system that I have yet to see so that my grandkids may go in the future is
worth 130 dollars. We waste so much money on other trivial things.

Full program

to preserve marine life.

Ship repair program

TO PROTECT FISH AND MARINE LIFE, THE SEA

Full program

To protect the coral reefs and continue the environment clean up

Full program

to save and help to rebuilt the damage in ten years and also save a lot of money on
taxes that a family can afford to pay theirs bills on taxes.

Full program

To say nothing of the importance of keeping plants and animals alive, healthy and in
continuance, it is in the best interests of the people who use the reefs and the tourist
economy of Hawaii. No reef, then diminished recreation, food and beauty from that
source. Government is the only agency that can deal with this issue properly.

Current program

Too many people in this country need health care (insurance), people are homeless
right now--the whole dismal financial picture. When that improves my choice could
change. Right now it has to be people over environment.

Full program

Two hundred dollars in the scheme of things does not seem to be very much and it
seems the full program is the best option we have. It's not just now that we need to be
concerned about - we are stewards of this planet!

Full program

two-hundred dollars does not go far in today's world. One can throw that amount away
on most anything. We can not afford to use our dollars only for consumption. If money
alone is what is needed to focus on the things that matter most and to attempt to
reverse the harm done to our planet then let us all work and tithe to that end.

Full program

want to save it

Full program

we all need to start giving up a little to fix the years of abuse our environment has
suffered at our hands

Full program

We are always building and destroing the planet. It's time we start taking care of the
earth.
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Most preferred
program

Response

Full program

We are dangerously close to destroying the natural resources and plant and animal life
of our planet. And I've already seen, 10 years ago, diminished reef life off Maui. We
have to save and restore what we can.

Current program

we are getting laid off everywhere cannot afford to bills must less more taxes...

No-fishing zones
program

we are in debt to far now as a country. Stop spending money like water and we will
have some to spend on things like this.

Full program

WE are the Keepers of the only Earth we have.

Full program

We are willing to pay $110.00 a year, but we do concern the financial capability for
other people. We will greatly support this program. We believe all of this effort will
benefit to our next genration.

No-fishing zones
program

We belive in leaving a better world to the next generation. r.f.

Full program

We can't let the underwater eco system fail.

Current program

WE do not need more taxes.

Full program

We have got to start reversing mans negative impact on our planet.

Current program

we have more important things to spend government money on.

Full program

We have to protect the reefs for our future generations, so the fishing industry can
continue to maintain for years to come.

Full program

we have to start somewhere cleaning up what we have destroyed. I want things to be
here for years to come, we need these things.

Ship repair program

We have to start somewhere to protect what we can.

Ship repair program

We live on a VERY limited buget and don't have a lot to repair reefs as much as I
would preferr.

Current program

We must get out of additional spending.

Full program

we must protect them

Current program

we need the money here and job here.let work on helping the little people

Full program

We need to do everything we can to restore all parts of the environment that have been
damaged by humans.

Full program

We need to do more for the ecosystem

Full program

we need to look at the future.we have destroyed enough. if we don't start repairing the
damage we've done we will not have a future. this includes all of our natural resources

No-fishing zones
program

We need to make an impact on reducing commercial fishing,but not to locals.reduce
the fishing we reduce the boat traffic reducing damaged coral.

Full program

We need to protect our environment!

Full program

We need to protect the coral rrefs for hawaiis beaty we need to tourism to keep hawaii
beatiful
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Most preferred
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Full program

WE NEED TO PROTECT THE THINGS WE HAVE NOW SO THEY WILL BE
THERE FOR OUR KIDS AND THEIR KIDS AND THEIR KIDS. IF WE DONT
START NOW WE MAY NEVER START OR WE MAY BE TOO LATE TO DO
ANYTHING ABOUT IT. $100 A YEAR DOESNT SEEM THAT MUCH TO
PROTECT THE REEFS.

Full program

We need to start becoming respectful and responsible stewards of our enviroment. It's
.30 cents a day, you can't buy a cup of coffee for that but you could help feed more
people with the replenishment of fish in the ocean.

Full program

We need to stop the damage to the reefs ASAP in order to prevent further damage to
the eccosystems.

Ship repair program

we need to.

Full program

we only have one planet!

Current program

we pay enough taxes and have issues pertaining to the united states people whom i
think shoudl come first

Current program

We the American people do not need to pay any more taxes at all.

Current program

well put together

Current program

We're in a recession. With worries on government taxing my health insurance, rising
fuel taxes, and my paycheck shrinking due to less people shopping I don't believe I'll
have the money to pay to help the coral reef's off Hawaii. I believe the coral reef is
important but Hawaii might be stuck with the bill.

No-fishing zones
program

What about the injury to taxpayers' wallets from Obama's outrageous spending? How
long will it take to pay the debt off? I bet it's longer than 50 years. Preserving our coral
reefs are a priority, but how are people able to enjoy them and appreciate them enough
to act if they don't have the money to travel to an expensive place, such as Hawaii.

Full program

whatever it takes to increase marine life and to prevent for natural life to be able to live
without danger

Current program

when am i ever really gonna go see the coral reefs. plus the feds take enough money
from us

Full program

When compounded - once the reefs are gone - they are gone. I believe Hawaii should
pay due to tourism monies.

Full program

When you consider the cost for the entire year and the help that it would provide it
seems like an okay proposal if we are being given all of the facts.

No-fishing zones
program

While I would be willing to pay $100 for the full program, this cost seems very large
for the average US taxpayer who is not likely to visit Hawaii. Health care for all is a
higher priority for me.

Ship repair program

While I would like to see more done-the fact remains that we are already paying a lot
in taxes every year and simply cannot afford to fund everything

No-fishing zones
program

whoever made out this form omitted one column $0 dollars to the taxpayer and 25%
reef protection, and reef repair. if the goverment can use may tax dollars to bail out the
auto industry the goverment can do the same for the reefs.
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Most preferred

program Response

No-fishing zones why continue to repair ship damaged reefs when they continue to get damaged. let a

program few ship go down and use them for fish habitat and keep the shipping lanes open.

Full program Why not...we can do it all, right. If I had to choose between this and other specific
programs then my answer might be different.

Current program Why should I pay for this? Does hawaii pay for anything to protect Colorado wildlife
or to preserve things in other states?

Current program With the current economy, it's very hard to add more spending to a very small budget
where we have to choose what to do/buy because the money is not enough.

Current program with the economic downturn it is already too hard to pay the bills. Stopgiving so much
federal money to support and insure immigrants and there would be more federal
money to take care of our environment and ecosystems. We should also stop spending
money to "fix" other countries and worry about fixing our own country and helping
hard working tax paying Americans.

No-fishing zones with the economy as it is now it would be hard to take all that money away from other

program programs

Current program with the recession our country is in at this time ,we cannot afford to take on any
more.There are too many things in life more important at this point in time. Sorry, but
true.

No-fishing zones with the size of the area why not keep 25 percent no fishing a move the area every so

program many years to build it back up

Full program WOULD LIKE GRAND KIDS TO BE ABLE TO SEE THE REEFS

Full program you are also helping huminaty

Ship repair program  You are doing something to help, but not limiting sport fishing. Commercial fishing
should be limited!

Current program you haven't stated the overall anticipated costs. and why is it when people are

obviously hurting financially and the country is in a financial crisis that government
wants to tax us yet even more. Instead charge lots of fees for recreational use of those
areas, license fees, boating fees, docking fees, tax recreational water gear like water
skis, scuba gear and so on. People who don't use those areas should not have to pay for
the abuse of those that do. The answers cannot always be taxes. When does it end?
When we're taxed to the point we have nothing left to live on or to put away for our
future? HELLO!
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Table 1.2. Why FFRISP respondents chose their most preferred program

Most preferred
program Response
Current program You provived only one funding source option (Federal Taxes). There are other funding

sources: The overfishing issue could be addressed by commercial fishing fees or
increases. That way the source of the problem is taxed not US. Such fees are used to
fund the management of other fish habitates. Fees for commercial boating operation in
the area of concern can be used to generate revenue to facilitate the reef repairs.
Allocate the cost of the repair to the entitities that caused the damage. For recreation
divers, permit fees could also be estblished to help repair the reefs due to Scuba Diving
impacts. I am not interested in spending $1 more of our Federal (tax) money on any
program (unless it is for the direct defenc eof our country) until the national debt is
retired and the US once again owns its financial assets and we have gotten our house
in order. Then, and only then, can we fund such optional projects.
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