From: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)

To: BrownScott, Jennifer

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: Public Comments #2
Date: Monday, July 6, 2020 7:33:21 AM
Attachments: 20200520 Baker comment.pdf
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From: Norman Baker

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dungeness wildlife refuge
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2020 6:16:41 PM

Dear Miss Sanguinetti;

Putting and oyster farm in endogenous wildlife refuge is simply wrong. I recognize and value our indigenous
peoples and their right to hunt and fish in their usual accustomed places. But, in this instance they are abusing treaty
rights. The Dungeness wildlife refuge is there for their benefit as well as ours and it is not for their use as an
industrial oyster farm. It is there for wildlife.

Norman T Baker, PhD

3789 Lost Mountain Rd.

Sequim, WA 98382

ntbakerphd@gmail.com <mailto:ntbakerphd@gmail.com>
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From: Marjie Fields

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] opposition to oyster farming in Dungeness Wildlife Refuge
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2020 9:58:34 PM

Commercial shellfish farming is not an appropriate use of a wildlife refuge.
This special place for birds, salmon and other fish is also a major human attraction.
Don’t let it be spoiled.

Marjorie Fields

Edmonds WA
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From: Josey Paul

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Opposed to oyster farm in Dungeness Wildlife Refuge: Reference Case #: 2007-1213
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2020 6:16:58 PM

Please accept this comment Re: Reference Case #: 2007-1213

I am opposed to allowing a commercial oyster farm in the Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge.

At a time of rapidly declining salmon, sea birds and other wild life -- and when so much of our nearshore is already
degraded -- it is not acceptable to inflict further damage.

Sincerely,

Josey Paul
Joyce, Wash.
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From: D

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Reference Case #: 2007-1213.
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2020 11:44:17 AM
Attachments: Dungeness Wildlife Refuge letter oyster bed 2020.pdf
Pamela,

Please see attached comments,

Thank you,

Deb and Gil Avila

Top News - Sponsored By Newser <Blockedhttps://www.newser.com/?
utm_source=part&utm_medium=uol&utm_campaign=rss_taglines_more>

*  Nation Has a New Spy Chief
<Blockedhttp://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3132/5ec6cb9cc0f8c4bIcObadst02vucl>
* Trump Is Scrapping Treaty With Russia on Surveillance
<Blockedhttp://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3132/5ec6cb9cdb9ef4b9c0badst02vuc2>
* China Is Making a Big Move on Hong Kong
<Blockedhttp://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3132/5ec6cb9d232b4b9c0badst02vuc3>
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May 21, 2020

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch

Attention: Pamela Sanguinetti
P.O. Box 3755

Seattle, Washington 98124-3755
Reference Case #: 2007-1213

Dear Pamela Sanguinetti,

The industrial shellfish operation immediately adjacent to the
Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge, dedicated in 1915 as a
REFUGE for black brant and other migrating seabirds that feed on
eel grass, poses significant potential harm to the eel grass.

As stated by the Department of Interior letter, “The shores and
tidelands in this area provide some of the most important wildlife
habitat and supports the highest density of waterfowl and shorebirds
within the refuge....These shorelines also support one of the largest
Brandt haul out sites in the state of Washington....Shorebird
densities are highest within the action area and the adjacent lagoon
on Graveyard Spit.”

Also, stated in EELGRASS HABITATS ON THE U.S. WEST COAST:
STATE OF THE KNOWLEDGE OF EELGRASS ECOSYSTEM
SERVICES AND EELGRASS EXTENT, “Via the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management Reauthorization Act (M-SA),
federal agencies are required to consult with National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries on the effects of
authorized actions on essential fish habitat (EFH), including
measures that can be taken to avoid or minimize adverse impacts to
eelgrass.” And, “The Washington State Department of Fish and
Wildlife (WDFW) designated seagrass meadows as habitats of
special concern (WAC 220-110-250) via its statutory authority
relating to construction projects in state waters (RCW 77.55.021)".







This project, in this specific location, poses significant potential harm
to the eelgrass. “Despite various levels of protection within the
waters of U.S. West Coast states, eelgrass systems and the
ecosystem services they provide are threatened by numerous
human activities, such as land runoff and eutrophication, dredging,
boat grounding and anchoring, introduction of non-native species,
construction of overwater structures, and aquaculture” (Duarte 2002;
Thom et al. 2011; Cullen-Unsworth and Unsworth 2013).

“Policies that manage habitats tend to consider eelgrass as “static”
and do not take into consideration the changes in eelgrass habitat
that occur naturally over time. In the Salish Sea, it is estimated that
the extent of eelgrass meadows will expand or contract by 4-5
meters annually” (Washington Department of Natural Resources
2012)

In summary, Washington State realizes the huge impact of eelgrass
and has taken steps toward it's protection. “Washington Department
of Natural Resources (WA DNR) facilitated development of a multi-
agency strateqgy for protection and restoration of eelgrass”
(Washington Department of Natural Resources 2015). An industrial
shellfish operation in the Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge is an
obvious threat and contradicts this protection and restoration.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Gil and Deb Avila
440 Marine Drive
Sequim, Washington 98382

















From: Diane Jones

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge
Date: Friday, May 22, 2020 4:08:16 PM

I am opposed to turning parts of the Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge for use as industrial commercial

aquaculture.
Diane Jones
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From: Joel Rogers

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] About the Dungeness Case#2007-1213
Date: Friday, May 22, 2020 4:07:39 PM

Dear Pamela: Case #: 2007-1213 I, Joel Rogers, long-time Puget Sound writer and photographer, not to mention an
environmentalist, oppose the idea of the 34 acre oyster farm within the Dungeness National Wildlife Refuge. The
fact that we all must now send these many letters to you opposing an idea that seems unthinkable is a sad tale. Get
some backbone and protect the Refuge.

Thanks

Joel W. Rogers - joel@joelrogers.com <mailto:joel@joelrogers.com> - Blockedwww .joelrogers.com
<Blockedhttp://www.joelrogers.com> - 206 849 4186 - 3035 Sheridan St - Port Townsend, WA 98368
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From: Jan Stewart

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Case # 2007-1213 Dungeness Wildlife Refuge
Date: Friday, May 22, 2020 9:21:53 PM

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

Here are my comments:

Recognizing the importance of the fertile habitats, President Woodrow Wilson established the Dungeness National
Wildlife Refuge on January 20, 1915 as a refuge, preserve, and breeding ground for native birds. While migratory
birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, they face many obstacles during migration: pollution,
shooting, lack of nourishment, fragmented and damaged habitat—including from industrialized shellfish operations.
This oyster operation would be yet another bird barrier.

Today the graceful arch of Dungeness Spit continues to protect nutrient-rich tide flats for migrating shorebirds in
spring and fall; a quiet bay with calm waters for wintering waterfowl; an isolated beach for harbor seals and their
pups; and abundant eelgrass beds for young salmon and steelhead nurseries. The 5.5 mile-long spit is one of the
longest in the world and attracts visitors from around the world.

The proposed industrial shellfish operation would introduce 80,000 (beginning with 20,000) toxin-coated black-
plastic bags of oyster spat,. Grown to a certain size in the plastic bags, the oysters would be spread out along acres
of the Refuge beach to grow to commercial size. The “on-bottom bags” would be stretched across acres of benthic
life, changing the foraging habitat essential to the birds. Rows upon rows of bags would be “nailed” to the ground by
metal stakes sunk one foot into the benthic life.

The plastic attracts and leaches toxic chemicals. It can break down into microplastics in the bird foraging area with
the potential for their ingestion of the plastic. They and others can get caught in and under the bags.

To access the bags oyster operation workers will walk through the Refuge bottomlands to clean off algae from the
bags, empty, distribute them along the beach and harvest them, further damaging the bottomland ecosystem. This
too will impact the salmon and forage fish ecosystem.

Don’t let this pristine site be turned into a corporate money-maker. Remember, the citizens of the United States own
the site and pay for its upkeep. Please don’t put the ecosystem of this Refuge, teeming with wildlife, at risk from the
proposed 34 acre industrial operation of non-native oysters. This would be a significant environmental impact with
devastating effect.

Sincerely,

Jan Stewart
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From: Bob Triggs

To: Sanguinetti, Pamela A CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Reference Case #: 2007-1213
Date: Friday, May 22, 2020 1:49:32 PM

I am utterly opposed to any kind of shellfish farming or aquaculture operations of any kind in the Dungeness Bay
waters.

Bob Triggs
Port Townsend, WA
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