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Public Notice NWS-2007-1213

Comments received as of 11 Jan 2019:

1. 	4 Dec 2018, James Loran 	

2.	7 Dec 2018, Richard Mazzotta

3.	8 Dec 2018, Rick DeWitt

4.	9 Dec 2018, Rick and Roberta DeWitt

5.	11 Dec 2018, Marcia Radey

6.	3 Jan 2019, Ulrich Wilson

7.	8 Jan 2019, Jennifer Brown-Scott, USFWS, Washington Maritime NWRC

8.	9 Jan 2019, Charles Weller

9.	10 Jan 2019, Josh Peters, Washington State Dept. of Natural Resources   

10.	10 Jan 2019, Darlene Schanfald, Protect the Peninsula Future

11.	10 Jan 2019, Janet Marx

12.	11 Jan 2019, Karen Goschen, Port of Port Angeles



Additional comments received between 12 Jan 2019 and 5 Mar 2019:

13.	27 Feb 2019, Jennifer Brown-Scott, USFWS, Washington Maritime NWRC

14.	27 Feb 2019, Joseph Gaydos, Science Director, UC Davis, SeaDoc Society  

15.	27 Feb 2019, Jason West, Vice President, Friends of Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge

16.	1 Mar 2019, Brad Andres, Coordinator, U.S. Shorebird Conservation Partnership Council

17.	4 Mar 2019, Marcelle West

18.	4 Mar 2019, Al Bergstein

19.	4 Mar 2019, Kathy Duff

20.	4 Mar 2019, Linda Storm, EPA

[bookmark: _GoBack]21.	4 Mar 2019, Jan Wold







 


From: J Creek

To: Sanqguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)

Cc: J Creek

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dungeness Wildlife Refuge Proposed Oyster Farm By Jamestown S'Klallam Tribe; NWS-2007-
1213

Date: Monday, March 04, 2019 4:59:08 PM

ATTN: Ms. Pamela Sanguinetti

From: Jan Wold
P. O. Box 1340

Poulsbo, WA 98370

I am commenting on the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers Dungeness Wildlife Refuge Proposed Oyster Farm By
Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe; NWS-2007-1213 due to the devastating impact commercial shellfish have on the
environment.

The federal government is spending billions of dollars to restore Puget Sound habitat that is so important for
dwindling numbers of forage fish, salmon, marbled murrelets, eelgrass and numerous other species. Herring and
surf smelt populations continue to decline.

| have seen first-hand the destruction of nearby tidelands by a local shellfish farmer. The worst destruction has
come when he harvests the shellfish. The eelgrass that is so important for our natural system is raked up and
eliminated to plant shellfish. There seems to be no oversight by the state ofWashington Department of Fish and
Wildlife. The Army Corps has not done cumulative effects analysis to determine the additive impact of so many
commercial shellfish activities.

The new Army Corps Biological Assessment states as follows: "the proposed action may affect, likely to adversely
affect Puget Sound Chinook salmon, Hood Canal Summer Chum salmon, bull trout and their designated critical
habitat.” The Army Corps needs to take action to address the effects on these species.

Marbled murrelets (Brachyramphus marmoratus) are listed as a “threatened” species under the Rare and Endangered
Species Act of 1973. The species has been newly up-listed to “endangered” by the State of Washington and are
protected by law. Marbeled murrelets have been documented around portions of the Olympic Peninsula by the U. S.
Forest Service, Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife and by local residents. Marbeled murrelets exist
here owing to availability of the forage fish they eat and feed to their one annual nestling and because of the
proximity to old-growth forest nesting habitat. We should not further endanger their existence and habitat. The U.
S. Army Corps of Engineers needs to update the information and requirements in the permits to reflect the new
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endangered status of the marbled murrelet.

Our tidelands are a feeding ground for large quantities of local and migrating birds, some protected by law. The
western grebe is a state candidate for listing as endangered, threatened or sensitive. The common loon is a state
sensitive species. Both species occur on the Olympic Peninsula along with hundreds of other species. We should
not discourage their presence by threatening their food supply and increasing the amount of human disturbance in
the area.

The executive summary of the “Washington Department of Fish and Game for the Periodic Status Review for
Threatened and Endangered Species for the Marbled Murrelet in Washington (2016),” published in October of 2016
states the following:

"The marbled murrelet is a small seabird that inhabits near shore marine environment in western North America.
The distribution of murrelets in Washington includes the southern Salish Sea and the outer coast. The species was
listed as threatened under the U.S. Endangered Species Act in 1992 in Washington, Oregon and California and...
was subsequently listed by the Washington Fish and Wildlife Commission as threatened in 1993. ... Marbled
murrelets forage in the marine environment and may fly up to 55 miles inland where they nest and rear a single
young on large tree limbs in mature and old conifer forests. Murrelets prey primarily on a variety of forage fishes,
and sometimes on larger zooplankton. They exhibit strong site fidelity to nesting areas, appear to nest in alternate
years, on average, and have a naturally low reproductive rate.

... At-sea population monitoring from 2001 to 2015 indicated a 4.4% decline in the murrelet population annually,
which represents a 44% reduction since 2001. The 2015 population estimate for Washington is about 7,500 birds.

Sustained low juvenile recruitment has been identified as a main cause of the decline, ... A 20% nest success rate in
Washington for the period 2004-2008 was attributed to nestling starvation or adults abandoning eggs before
completing incubation, suggesting low prey availability. Human marine activities appear to influence murrelet
abundance and distribution in the Salish Sea. Declines in populations of forage fish species such as herring and
anchovy subsequently resulted in an increased use of lower trophic level, less calorie-rich food sources
(invertebrates). Ultimately, these changes to the marine food web may have influenced reproductive output. ...

The magnitude of the population decline indicates that the status of the marbled murrelet in Washington has become
more imperiled since state listing in 1993. Without solutions that can effectively address these concerns in the short-
term, it is likely the marbled murrelet could become functionally extirpated in Washington within the next several
decades. Therefore, our recommendation is to list the Marbled Murrelet as a state endangered species in
Washington."

The Marbled murrelet research paper titled, "Breeding Ecology of the marbled murrelet in Washington State, Five
Year Project Summary (2004-2008),” May 2009, by Thomas D. Bloxton, Jr. and Martin G. Raphael, USDA Forest
Service, Pacific Northwest Research Station, Olympia, Washington stated the following:





"...only one nest was apparently successful in each year from 2004- 2006, and in 2008, and none of the five nests
monitored in 2007 were successful. The majority of nest failures appear to be related to nestling starvation or adults
abandoning eggs prior to completion of the incubation period (or eggs failing to hatch after 40+ days). The low
observed rate of confirmed nest initiation in all years (2004 [3 of 27 adults], 2005 [8/40], 2006 [2/40], 2007 [5/32],
& 2008 [2/18]) and high rate of nest failure (80%) is possibly due to low prey availability at sea."”

The research article, "Marine Habitat Selection by Marbled murrelets (Brachyramphus marmoratus) during the
Breeding Season, by Theresa J. Lorenz, Martin G. Raphael and Thomas S. Bloxton, Jr., USDA, Forest Service,
Pacific Northwest Research Station, Olympia, Washington," states as follows:

"In particular, marine areas in close proximity to old-growth nesting habitat appear important for murrelets during
the breeding season and should be priorities for protection...the conservation of marbled murrelets may hinge on
protecting not only nesting habitat--the focus of conservation efforts to date--but also on foraging habitat.

Sand lance (Ammaodytes hexapterus) are considered an important prey of breeding marbled murrelets...They are
associated with fine gravel or sandy-bottomed coastal waters ...

Given the marine habitat selection we observed in this study, we suggest that marine areas that should be prioritized
for protection are those in closest proximity to large tracts of nesting habitat, with low human footprint, and near
sand or gravel beaches.”

The Puget Sound Factbook, 2015, states on page 74:

‘... that of the 39 most common bird species that overwinter in the Salish Sea, species that dive and eat schooling
forage or bait were 16X more likely to be in decline, suggesting a decrease in the quantity or quality of forage fish in
the Salish Sea.”

It further states, on page 76:

“In the last 40 years Pacific herring and surf smelt abundance has decreased 99% in Central and South Puget
Sound.”

The U. S. Army Corps of Engineers should not approve any commercial shellfish farming permits in areas used by
the endangered marbled murrelets. Gravel and sand tidelands that provide native eel grass and spawning areas for
sand lance and herring should be excluded from approval of any permits for commercial shellfish farming in those
areas that are being used by this endangered species for foraging and for feeding their single nestling.





Shellfish are touted as being important for cleaning the water of Puget Sound, but the extreme numbers found in
shellfish farms may in fact be cleaning the water of the very organisms that serve as the base of the food chain for
marbled murrelets, other birds, salmon and other species.

Winter storms can and do unseat large numbers of tubes, nets and other apparatus placed in the sand and on
tidelands by shellfish farmers. Much of this “farm junk” becomes a witch’s brew of deteriorating plastic and netting
that settles into deeper water where the “farmers” make no effort at recovery. It remains there as a deadly hazard,
ensnaring crabs and diving birds.

Marbled murrelets were up-listed at the close of 2016 to a state “endangered species” by the Washington Fish and
Wildlife Commission. We should not further endanger marbled murrelets and their food sources with shellfish
farming, tubes, nets, harvesting and planting disturbances.

A Peninsula Daily News article on August 5, 2016 features a story describing how scientists investigating the death
of 400 rhinoceros auklets who breed on Protection Island were likely starved because the size of the sand lance and
herring they eat had become too small to satisfy their dietary requirements.

| urge you to protect eelgrass and forage fish. The next listing phase for marbled murrelets is “extinct.” Surely, we
can begin to take some action to protect their food source prior to that occurring.

The U. S. Army is a primary national resource for protection of U. S. citizens, their waters and their interests. The
most modest of biological educations should provide its leaders with the knowledge that damage to eelgrass beds
and forage fish constitute some of the most serious damage that shellfish farmers can inflict on the near shore
environment. | hope we can trust the Army Corps to protect the environment according to its charge.

The Tribes in and around Puget Sound have taken many positive actions to protect salmon and the environment. In
this case | fear the attraction of short term profit has overtaken their usual very admirable long term vision.

Jan Wold

Jan Wold






From: Kathy Duff

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comment - Dungeness Wildlife Refuge
Date: Monday, March 04, 2019 1:28:38 PM

RE: Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe; NWS-2007-1213

I am writing to comment on the proposed oyster growing operation in Dungeness Bay. | am against the proposal for
the following reasons.

1. The location is in a very protected area between Graveyard Spit and the Dungeness Spit. This area is protected for
the wildlife that use the Spit and Bay. People are not allowed to even walk on that side of Dungeness Spit. It is
reserved for the wildlife.

2. While costly efforts are underway to restore salmon runs on the Dungeness River, this project will interfere with
eelgrass further complicating those efforts. Where does this make sense?

3. We as humans keep pushing wildlife out of their natural habitat for our development. The Dungeness Spit was
established as a wildlife refuge to mitigate some of their loss. But here we are trying to take some of that away and
introduce new hazards such as more plastic in their environment. Where does this make sense?

4. We know that the benthic organisms provide for a healthier bay and also serve as a food source. This project will
smother those organisms. Where does this make sense?

5. What happens when the oysters show evidence of disease and parasites? Would an emergency be declared and the
site be doused with toxic chemicals to control such problems? | would guess the answer is yes when the project
owner presents the dollar and cents lost to them if they do not treat. The counter argument will only be the lives and
viability of the wildlife — no dollar amount attached.

6. All the efforts to clean the bay were put forward as necessary for the restoration of the salmon. This project
counters that with the introduction of more pollution.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely,

Katherine Duff

960 Thornton Drive

Sequim, WA 98382
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From: M Milich

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Jamestown S'Klallam Tribe; NWS-2007-1213 Commercial Oyster Farm
Date: Monday, March 04, 2019 11:39:30 AM

Dear Ms. Sanguinetti:

In reference to the possible commercial oyster farm proposed in Dungeness Bay, ref Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe;
NWS-2007-1213, | want to state | am strongly opposed to such an operation for many reasons, some of which are:

1) This is an established wildlife refuge - key word being "refuge" - this level of commercial activity should not be
an option.

2) The area is an established location and home for many varied waterfowl, bird species and unique eelgrass, which
is due to its protected status as a wildlife refuge.

3) The level of proposed farm activity would present a great disturbance to the wildlife and native grasses due to the
constant activity on and in the water that currently does not exist at such levels.

4) The proposed location would negatively impact the experience of the 100,000 average annual refuge visitors with
the visual pollution plastic mesh bags, boats and workers in the area, which would also discourage the birds that also
attract visitors. Visitor numbers have been growing due to the unique experience of the refuge. Those visitors bring
much more local positive economic impact than this farm would. The farm could drive those visitors away.

5) Wildlife could potentially get trapped in the plastic mesh bags or ingest the plastic debris. The eelgrass could be
impacted highly by the bags on the bay floor.

6) Noise pollution from workers, boats, and equipment may scare wildlife, disturb visitors and neighbors on the
bay. Noise travels extremely in open water environments and can be very disturbing.

Please consider these points when considering this proposal.

Thank you.

Marcelle West
134 W Anderson Rd.
Sequim, WA 98382

360-797-1593
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From: Al Bergstein

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe; NWS-2007-1213
Date: Monday, March 04, 2019 12:20:26 PM

We are opposed to allowing any commercial aquaculture within the closed area of the Dungeness National Refuge.

Al and Megan Bergstein
Port Townsend, WA
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From: Brad Andres

To: Sanqguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comments on Dungeness NWR Oyster Aquaculture Permit
Date: Friday, March 01, 2019 11:58:11 AM

Attachments: USSCP Comments Dunaeness NWR Oyster Farm Permit.docx

Dear Pamela,

On behalf of the U.S. Shorebird Conservation Partnership Council, please find attached comments on the
commercial aquaculture permit for Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge.

Thank you,

Brad Andres, Coordinator
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers


Regulatory Branch


ATT: Ms. Pamela Sanguinetti


PO Box 3755


Seattle, WA 98124-3755








1 March 2019





Dear Ms. Sanguinetti:





We recently learned that the Army Corps of Engineers is considering issuing a oyster aquaculture permit in the Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge. The permit will be issued to the Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe for commerical production of oysters. We are concerned because the permit area is the most important section of the National Wildlife Refuge for migratory shorebirds and other wildlife. Single-day counts in this area have exceeded 4,000 individuals, and the total migratory shorebird population using this area may exceed 20,000 shorebirds. This level of use would qualify the area as a site of Regional Importance in the Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve Network. We understand that alternative sites for oyster aquaculture exist in Dungeness Bay that would have a smaller impact on shorebirds and other wildlife.





The U. S. Shorebird Conservation Partnership (USSCP) and its Council is a collective of individuals and organizations who are expert in the long-term conservation of the Western Hemisphere’s shorebirds.  USSCP representatives have extensive experience in shorebird conservation and include federal agencies, state agencies and non-governmental organizations. We work collaboratively to address shorebird conservation issues and propose solutions.  Accordingly, we are interested in the fate of Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge because of the important stopover habitat it provides shorebirds during their spring migration, and we ask that ACE consider alternative sites to accommodate the permit request for commerical aquaculture.





Sincerely,
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Catherine Hickey, Vice Chair


U.S. Shorebird Conservation Partnership
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FRIENDS OF DUNGENESS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
715 HOLGERSON ROAD SEQUIM, WA 98382

February 27, 2019

Ms. Pamela Sanguinetti

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch
P.O. Box 3755

Seattle, Washington 98124-3755

RE: Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe; NWS-2007-1213
Dear Ms. Sanguinetti,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed oyster farming operation within the
Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge.

Friends of Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge oppose the proposed location of the oyster farm.
The Refuge was created in 1915 to protect wintering grounds for migratory brant geese and to
preserve habitat for other birds. These protections have become more important as habitat for
wildlife decreases. We believe the location and level of the proposed aquaculture activity will
violate these protections.

Our specific concerns:

* The Refuge was established to protect wildlife. It was not established to conduct commercial
aquaculture operations with non-native species.

* The proposed aquaculture location within the Refuge is a high use area for waterfow! and
shorebirds, especially for winter foraging. The area also has eelgrass, which provides habitat for
forage fish and shellfish.

* The level of proposed activity would present a great disturbance to wildlife.

* The proposed location would negatively impact the view and experience of the 100,000 annual
Refuge visitors. In addition to the visual pollution, debris from the plastic mesh bags is a concern.

We generally support the Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe as they have worked with us, the Refuge,
and positively contributed to our community. We do not object to their commercial aquaculture
efforts, however, we do feel the proposed location, within the Refuge, is not acceptable.

Sincerely,
i e s e (‘\: i —

Jason West
Vice President
Friends of Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge







From: Joseph Karl Gaydos

To: Sanqguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe; NWS-2007-1213
Date: Wednesday, February 27, 2019 2:50:16 PM

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch
Attention: Pamela Sanguinetti

P.O . Box 3755

Seattle, Washington 98124-3755

Dear Dr. Sanguinetti,

I am writing to comment on the following permit proposal: Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe; NWS-2007-1213

While | completely support the Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe’s tribal treaty right to install a commercial shellfish
aquaculture operation for cultivation of oysters within the Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe’s cultural lands and historic
shellfish harvesting areas, | do want to point out that the proposed site is one of the highest use sites in the refuge for
shorebirds and waterfowl with high season daily counts likely nearing 20,000 birds. This includes one of largest
Brandt haul out sites in the state of Washington and critical wintering habitat and migratory stopover site for
shorebirds in the fall and winter. As important caretakers of the Salish Sea since time immemorial where tribal
treaty rights require healthy water for shellfish growing and harvest as well as healthy populations of waterbirds for
harvest, it is possible that the tribe is not aware of the importance of this site for waterfowl and shorebirds. |
encourage you to recommend they consider an alternate site where so many birds would not be disturbed by humans
tending to the proposed commercial aquaculture business. At a minimum, | recommend when installing, tending to
and harvesting the commercial shellfish they take every effort to minimize human disturbance to these birds during
critical spring and fall migrations as well as during the critical wintering season.

Sincerely,

Joe Gaydos

Joseph K. Gaydos, VMD, PhD

Science Director and Wildlife Veterinarian

SeaDoc Society

UC Davis Wildlife Health Center - Orcas Island Office

942 Deer Harbor Road

Eastsound, WA 98245

email: jkgaydos@ucdavis.edu <mailto:jkgaydos@ucdavis.edu>
phone: 360.376.3910

fax: 360.376-3909

Blockedwww.seadocsociety.org
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