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Name: Mitchell, John W  
Address:  

USA  
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Organization: 

Nature Conservancy, Sierra Club & NPCA Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,14,2010 07:28:22 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: Dear National Park Service - I am writing to comment on oyster farming Point Reyes National Seashore Park.  

My own conclusion in observing oyster farming on Grays Harbor in WA, where I lived for 5 years is that it does little damage to the environment. However, 
there is a bigger principle here. As an American Citizen, I do not want commercial developments/operations in our National Parks.  

This needs to be the sacred rule. Once we go down this road it becomes more difficult to say no to the next business. This oyster farmer needs to start 
making plans to move his operations somewhere else on the coast out of the park. My expectastion is that you will support and enforce this course of action. 
Our National Parks need to remain undeveloped and wild.  

Thank you.  

john w mitchell  
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Name: Mills, Cliff A  
Address:  

USA  
Outside Organization: Unaffiliated Individual  
Received: Nov,14,2010 07:41:37 
Correspondence Type: Web Form 
Correspondence: Keeping the oyster farms open is good for the environment and the local economy.  

 
Correspondence ID: 3402 Project: 33043 Document: 36704 

 

Name: N/A, N/A  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,14,2010 00:00:00 
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Correspondence: The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act.  

The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use.  

The national parks are for the people, not for private profit.  

The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster operation on wilderness resources.  

 
Correspondence 
ID: 

3403 Project: 33043 Document: 36704 
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Correspondence: To whom it may concern I my family and many friends have been customers of this oyster farm at Point Rays ,Ca for many years. I believe the benifits far 
out weigh any enviromental or other problems. Our state and fed regulators should be working with local business promoting them and doing every thing 
they can to keep them staying in operation. when going out to point rays stopping at the oyster farm is part of the trip for many familys and would be a big 
loss for point rays and the area and economy. I also believe that this business is a good stewart of the enviroment since it depends on it for its lively hood. 
Thank you for letting me make these coments. Gerald McKay  
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Name: Bosque, Edward V  
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USA  
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Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,14,2010 09:13:11 
Correspondence Web Form 



Type: 
Correspondence: Drakes Bay Oyster Farm is an icon of Marin County. As a person who was born and raised in Marin, and who lived there for more than 30 years, I have 

many memories of driving to Point Reyes and ALWAYS stopping by the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm to pick up a local treasure of oyster for the evening BBQ. 
While I no longer live in Marin, I still visit frequently and head to the coast. The trip would not be complete without a stop at the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm to 
get some oysters for my mother who still lives in Terra Linda.  

The reason I mention this simple story it that it isn't really that simple! Local icons and history are fading from the canvas of our society. In addition to the 
economic benefits small businesses like the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm provide our towns, cities, counties, and state, small businesses provide owners who are 
community leaders and who are socially responsible. The Drakes Bay Oyster Farm is a model of how a business can work with environmental organizations 
to help create sustainable farming and use of our natural resources.  

I urge you to renew the Special Use Permit for the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm in order to allow them to continue to be a pillar of the community, provide jobs, 
model how sustainable farming can be done, and continue to be a part of the rich history of Marin County, a place I still and will always consider home!  

Thanks you for your time.  

Edward Bosque  
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Name: Marin, Mindy  
Address:  

USA  
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Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence: I support a renewable Special Use Permit for Drakes Bay Oyster Company. It benefits the economy, the food supply, local ecology, it is sustainable and 
has value both historic and social.  
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Received: Nov,14,2010 10:33:33 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: After visiting the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm, I was impressed by their operation and delicious oysters. I would like to see this operation be able to renew their 
special use permit, and continue growing and selling oysters in Point Reyes National Seashore. As a fellow aquaculturist, I know about the frustrations of 
dealing with government agencies and permit processes. Oyster farming has shown to be a sustainable way to harvest food from the ocean. I realize that 
oysters compete with other algae eaters, but I do believe that there is plenty of phytoplankton to feed all of the organisms who need it. Let's let common 
sense prevail here and let a truly valuable farm live on.  
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Park Service 

Theodore R. Edlin 

Re: Lunny's Oyster Farm 

I have had a second home in Inverness Park si nce 1977 and have had 
occasion to purchase oysters first from Johnson's and more recently from Lunny 
(Drakes Bay Oysters). I have followed the coverage in the Pt. Reyes Light for 
years now. I am a firm believer that oysters filter and clarify the water 
whether in Chesapeak Bay or Drakes BAy. The scientific evidence is 
conclusive. I have a B.S. in Physics and a J.D. and am familiar with the 
1 i terature .. 

While visiting the oyster farm recently it was clear that Lunny has 
cleaned up the operation-gotten rid of trailers and paved the road with oyster 
shells so it must the most calcium rich road in the country (my assumption). 
It also keeps down the dust and makes it passable during winter rains. 

In these hard times when the administration is supporting small business 
expansion it is inconceivable the the Park Service would not extend the lease 
for 15-20 years to encourage any owner to make capital improvements and 
recover the expenditures. This is far preferable to losing 30-50 jobs or 
more. Is the park service willing to hire these people if the lease" isn't 
renewed or extended? 

While the Cafe at Drakes Beach is enjoyable and I don't know the 
condition of its lease it seems that the cafe does nothing to clarify the 
bay and must contribute to pollution. If I had to choose I would definitely 
prefer the oyster farm for all the reasons cited. 

The Park Service should be a good neighbor to the community. I am told 
that deer ,are a protected species in Mexico. If true, why isn't the park 
service relocating the deer to Mexico, which is deer challenged" instead of 
slaughtering them with helicopter gunfire? I would appreciate a response. 

Thank you for your consideration and please renew the oyster lease. 

Sincerely, 

Yff~<2 --
Theodore R. Edlin 

cc Obama 
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28 Oct 2010 

DBOC SUPEIS 
c/o Superintendant, Point Reyes National Seashore 
1 Bear Valley Road 
Point Reyes Station, CA 94956 

Douglas W . James 
 

 

Dear Superintendant Muldo~n, 

I am writing in support of Drakes Bay Oyster Company (DBOC) and their 
effort 'to stay in business at Drakes Estero in Point Reyes National Seashore 
(PRNS). I am angry that a family business that has been on this site for 75 
years is being driven out of business by irresponsible, and dishonest 
behavior of scientists and management of PRNS. 

A panel of distinguished scientists from the National Academy of Sciences 
concluded that scientists and management of the Park are guilty of scientific 
misconduct. Apparently, PRNS falsified data regarding seal disturbances by 
boats from the oyster company. Their fraudulent conclusion was that the 
oyster company was responsible for seal disturbances that have led to a 
decline in pupping and the population of seals. 

1 

Another false assertion is that the oyster racks have led to a decline in the 
distribution of eel grass in the Estero. Such a decline would be detrimental to 
many juvenile marine species that depend on the estuary to complete their 
life cycle. However, satellite photographs have indicated that the distribution 
of eel:grass has INCREASED in the last decade. Furthermore, there is no 
evidence that juvenile marine species have been affected by the oyster 
operation. 
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The latest revelation of dishonest behavior by PRNS was recently reported 
in the Pt. Reyes Light (Oct 21,2010). Park management set up two 
automatic c~eras aimed at the estero in 2007. In 3 Y2 years some 250,000 
photographs have been taken and not one photo has documented an oyster 
boat disturbing seals. Furthermore, photos taken precisely when park 
scientists observed seal disturbance by oyster boats actually refute the 
observations. Indeed the boats were in the pictures, but the seals were still 
hauled out on the sand bar, unfazed. It also appears that the reason PRNS 
kept the existence of the camera system secret from the National Academy, 
Senator Feinstein, and the public is because they knew the photos would 
refute their fraudulent data. 

2 

I have kayaked in Drakes Estero. While I was careful not to disturb the seals 
it was physically impossible to stay 100 feet from them as they were curious 
and would swim up to me. I, of course, maintained distance from their haul 
out areas. On the day I was out there I observed three young people on 
Limantour Spit throwing rocks into the estero and disturbing the seals. It 
seems that the oyster company is being blamed for the unchecked behavior 
by park visitors including Kayakers not as careful as I am. 

DBOC has been an good steward of the Estero. Their mariculture business 
produces excellent quality protein with no input of fertilizers or chemicals 
and with minimal environmental impact. This is a local, sustainable 
business. They produce 50% of the oysters produced in California. The 
oysters perform environmental service for the estuary. Just one oyster filters 
50 gallons of water per day. By the year 2050 in order to feed the 9 billion 
people on the planet we will need much more local, sustainable food 
production. Our current distribution model will have to change because fuel 
will be too expensive to ship oysters and other food via jet around the world. 
In the meantime ifDBOC is driven out of business, we'll have to get our 
oysters from South Korea. No thank you! 

It is time the Park get with it. How about instituting programs to help local 
sustainable ranches and the oyster farm thrive? Why not educate the public 
visiting PRNC about envirohmental friendly, local, sustainable mariculture 
and ranching? This would be much more useful than a fantasy wilderness. 



3 

It is time to renew DBOC's option of remaining in their present location at 
the Estero. The process of approval has gone on for far too long. The 
PRNS's deplorable behavior and their legions of lawyers have driven DBOC 
to the brink of bankruptcy. Bureaucratic foot dragging will kill DBOC. I 
would like to see the Special Use Permit renewed as soon as possible. 
Furthermore, I would like to see PRNS held accountable, and liable for their 
behavior. DBOC is due an apology and restitution. 

Regarding the production of the EIS, I am deeply concerned that a conflict 
of interest exists. The firm preparing the EIS is run by former NPS 
employees. I am afraid that VHB, the Virginia based firm is just too cozy 
with the NPS to write an unbiased EIR. I think that the NPS will have too 
much influence on the conclusions of the study. I would prefer to have 
another entity that is further removed from the NPS write the EIS. 

Sincerely, 

?41 
. y mes, Ph.D. 
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Correspondence: I have learned that the National Park Service is deciding whether to protect the only marine wilderness on the West Coast or allow its commercial use. At 
stake is the future of Drakes Estero, an estuary within California's Point Reyes National Seashore that is considered the ecological heart of the park. The 
estuary is on track to receive full wilderness designation in 2012, but an oyster company would like to extend its operating permit, contrary to longstanding 
wilderness plans.  

This caught my attention as I am a West Coast native and live in Oregon. Decisions made regarding coastal areas in California may impact future decisions 
regarding Oregon's coastal areas (for better or worse). Further, the coast is one continuous ecosystem and effects are not isolated to one area.  

It is important to uphold the principle that national park wilderness is intended for wildlife and public enjoyment, not private commercial use.  

--The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. --The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. --The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster 
operation on wilderness resources.  

Thank you for considering this submission.  
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Correspondence: My family and I have enjoyed the National Parks for over 50 years. My grandchildren are just beginning to enjoy them. Please ensure that you continue to 
maintain the parks for the enjoyment and education of its citizens and not for use by private industry for their profit. Points to seriously take into 
consideration are:  

--The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. --The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. --The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster 
operation on wilderness resources.  

Regards, Ted Strand  
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Correspondence: DBOC SUP EIS c/o Superintendent Point Reyes National Seashore 1 Bear Valley Rd. Point Reyes Station, CA 94956  

Dear Superintendent,  

I am sorry we have not met yet, as I knew Don and Brannon Ketchum from working on a Coho Salmon Restoration Project in Pine Gulch Creek in Bolinas. 
My husband Dennis and I have an organic farm there. I am writing in reguards to pubic comment in favor of extending the renewable lease for Drakes Bay 
Oysters and support for the Lunny Family staying in the park.  

Kevin and Nancy are the kind of tenants I would hope the park would want. They have cleaned up the oyster farm and converted from conventional to 
organic grass fed beef. They really get the value of doing things in a sustainable way and help the Ag and community at large in such generous ways. They 
are very much part of the fabric of West Marin and what makes it so special. I believe when you start pulling on the threads the fabric falls apart and that is 
what most of the Ag. community feels the park is doing. We all need each other to survive here, including the park.  

Sincerely, Sandra Dierks  
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USA  
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Correspondence: I want the parks to be preserved as a pristine environment and do not welcome any alteration or development. If that means charging more to visitors so be 
it. There are lots of fund raising ideas, such as auctions - artists could contribute works representing animals found in the park and other ideas to raise 
money. Please keep the parks pristine and a safe place for the creatures inhabiting it and for our future generations to visit. The parks may evetually be the 
last frontier of wild land. Thank you. Fleur Palau  
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Name: Raper, Connie K  
Address:  

USA  
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Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,14,2010 19:14:55 
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Correspondence: We need your help on a very important issue that is brewing in one of our national seashores. The National Park Service is deciding whether to protect the 
only marine wilderness on the West Coast or allow its commercial use. At stake is the future of Drakes Estero, an estuary within California's Point Reyes 
National Seashore that is considered the ecological heart of the park. The estuary is on track to receive full wilderness designation in 2012, but an oyster 
company would like to extend its operating permit, contrary to longstanding wilderness plans.  

National Park wilderness is for wildlife and public enjoyment, not private commercial use. Please protect it. Thanks.  
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Name: Elliott, Lynn M  
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USA  
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Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,14,2010 19:20:59 
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Correspondence: We need your help on a very important issue that is brewing in one of our national seashores. The National Park Service is deciding whether to protect the 
only marine wilderness on the West Coast or allow its commercial use. At stake is the future of Drakes Estero, an estuary within California's Point Reyes 
National Seashore that is considered the ecological heart of the park. The estuary is on track to receive full wilderness designation in 2012, but an oyster 
company would like to extend its operating permit, contrary to longstanding wilderness plans.  

National Park wilderness is for wildlife and public enjoyment, not private commercial use. Please protect it. Thanks.  
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Correspondence: I am, and my entire family are lovers of seafood, particularlly oysters. It would be a shame to loose the local source of thid commodity. Additionally, we 
would be loosing local jobs for Californians and an important tourist atraction.  
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Name: Chen, Allan  
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USA  
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Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence: The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act.  

The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use.  

The national parks are for the people, not for private profit.  

The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster operation on wilderness resources.  
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Correspondence: I think it would be improper to extend the special permit. Point Reyes is a National Seashore and They knew the permit was limited when they started the 
Oyster Project. The land and seashore are more important that a commercial project. Stick with the original plan and DO NOT APPROVE A SPECIAL 
PERMIT! Thank You, Lesley Stansfield  
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Correspondence: I support the renewal of a special permit for the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm at the Point Reyes National Seashore. On a recent visit to Point Reyes, stopping by 
the oyster farm and eating fresh oysters was a highlight of my trip. There are numerous dairy farms within the park so the continued operation of one oyster 
farm adds an important element of diversity.  
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CHE  
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Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 02:06:05 
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Correspondence: Dear decision maker, as an infrequent traveler to the untied states I cherish your national parks. Therefore the top priorities in decision-making should be 
providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes Wilderness Act. . If the parks do not stay wild we will 
find other destinations to travel too. The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. . Many thanks 
for having read my comment. Regards, Monika Kamm Switzerland  
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Name: McIlwain, Tony D  
Address:  

USA  
Outside Organization: Unaffiliated Individual  
Received: Nov,15,2010 07:41:14 
Correspondence Type: Web Form 
Correspondence: Park over profit! Respect and adhere to the plan.  

 
Correspondence 
ID: 

3427 Project: 33043 Document: 36704 
 

Name: Lindsay, David R  
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USA  
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Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 09:10:03 
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Correspondence: Dear reader:  

I am a retired commercial fisherman. Point Reyes National Seashore (where I was an employee during the summer years ago) is a unique and wonderful 
place. I believe deeply in preserving and restoring (to its pristine and natural condition) all assets wherever and whenever this can be accomplished.  

Mariculture is not an activity that belongs in Drake's Estero. The Johnson Oyster Company, allowed to continue operation for a finite time after the 
formation of PRNS, was never compatible with the spirit of this natural wonder. It is desirable to end mariculture in Drakes Estero forever.  

Furthermore, the oysters that were farmed are not an indigenous species but necessarily have to be imported from Japan. This is an invitation to other 
invasive species and parasites.  

In conclusion, the people who propose continued oyster farming are only interested in the commercial benefits that they would enjoy if allowed to continue 
this un-natural activity. (The fact that they actually bought this business when they were fully aware that the activity was legally terminated reveals their 
agenda)  

NO commercial use of Drake's Estero; NO OYSTER FARMING!  
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Name: Schultz, Lindon  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 09:23:42 
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Correspondence: I support full protections for the coastal wilderness in Pt Reyes National Seashore and Drake's Bay under the 1975 Pt Reyes Wilderness Act. Protection of 
pristine natural areas should be a central prioriy of the NPS--not support of commercial use or development.  

Thank you  
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Name: Snitzer, Eileen  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 10:04:01 
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Type: 
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Correspondence: --The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. --The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. --The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster 
operation on wilderness resources.  
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Name: Pickren, Patricia A  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

National Parks Conservation Association Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 00:00:00 
Correspondence 
Type: 
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Correspondence: Please protect the only marine wilderness on the West Coast by saying NO to commercial usage. Please deny a special use permit for Drakes Bay Oyster 
Company for commercial harvesting and processing of shellfish at Point Reyes National Seashore.  

The top priorities in decision-making should be providing MAXIMUM protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act.  

The National Park Service should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use.  

The national parks are for the people, not for private profit.  

The National Park Service must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster operation on 
wilderness resources.  
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Name: de Angelis, Mino  
Address:  

USA  
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Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 11:01:14 
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Correspondence: Greetings, I am writing in support of the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm in Pt. Reyes National Seashore. I am a long time Bay Area resident, to me Point Reyes 
National Park is a National Treasure. Over the years I've used the Park in every which way imaginable. My children and now grandchildren have been raised 
to play on it's shores and hike it's trails. We frequently bring our out of town guests there and I've participated in various functions at the Park, everything 
from Christmas Bird Counts to the Mycoblitz mushroom survey conducted to inventory fungi found on the Park's grounds. I've also mountain biked, 
kayaked, stayed in the hostel, and probably walked every trail in the Park and if I haven't I'm sure my daughter and her husband and their daughter have. 
Spring time is not complete without a visit to see the wildflowers, nor are the educational moments with a visit to Pierce Point to witness the Tule Elk rutting 
or to Drake's Estero to see the leopard sharks and bat rays. I've also attended many a picnic/oyster feed at Heart's Desire. Pt. Reyes is very good at feeding 
the senses. The icing on the cake is the final sense, taste, that we enjoy with a final stop to pick up some oysters at Johnson/Drakes Bay Oyster Farm. If we 
aren't going to enjoy eating them there I usually call my family back home to see how many want to come to dinner and buy an amount appropriate for a 
family get together. It's a great conclusion to day out spent with all that nature has to offer. I also like to add that the idea of a sustaining small business 
offering a compatible method of living/working with nature is inspiring. Not only are the people who live in the area being offered a form of 'right livelihood' 
but the greater Pt. Reyes community is enhanced. It's really a marvelous combination that I hope won't curtailed. My family make-up is eleven members, I 
can tell you that we are all in agreement about this and hope that you make the right decision to include Drakes Bay Oyster Farm in our future. Thank you 
very much, Mino de Angelis  
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Name: Ryan, Kevin P  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

National Parks Conservation Association Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 12:09:37 
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Correspondence: These very important areas are precious and vital to the American people and all future generations of Americans. These areas should not be exploited by 
any type of commercial industry.  
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Name: N/A, N/A  
Address:  

USA  
Outside Organization: Unaffiliated Individual  
Received: Nov,15,2010 12:34:12 
Correspondence Type: Web Form 
Correspondence:  
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Name: Wheeler, Florence M  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 12:39:57 
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Web Form 

Correspondence: I lived in Sonoma County for 15 years, and always loved the oyster farm. It does not detract in any from the beauty of the Pt. Reyes National Seashore. I 
think you should allow it to continue to operate.  
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Name: N/A, N/A  
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USA  
Outside Organization: Unaffiliated Individual  
Received: Nov,15,2010 12:45:39 
Correspondence Type: Web Form 
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Name: N/A, N/A  
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USA  
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Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 12:58:46 
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Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: --The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. --The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. --The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster 
operation on wilderness resources.  
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USA  
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Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 13:36:46 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: I am a frequent visitor to Drakes Estero, an estuary within California's Point Reyes National Seashore, which is the ecological heart of the park. This estuary 
should receive full wilderness designation in 2012. I ask you to deny commercial operating permits to any businesses wishing to operate within this pristine 
and important estuary.  
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Name: Rada, Jr., Donnie K  
Address:  

 
USA  

Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 13:49:43 
Correspondence 
Type: 
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Correspondence: I am against the NPS declining to renew the lease for Drake's Bay Oyster Farm. The historic use of that land has been for agriculture and it should remain so. 
There is very little negative environmental impact, and it appears that the oyster farm may actually be beneficial to Drakes Estero. Also it is very important 
to consider that this is a sustainable, local food source - and their oysters are delicious! Also the oyster farm is a popular draw for tourists and visitors to Pt. 
Reyes National Seashore.  



Thank you for reviewing my comments.  
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Name: Izzo, Steven  
Address:  

 
USA  

Outside 
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Waterbar Restaurant Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence: To whom it may concern,  

I am writing this comment in support of a renewable Special Use Permit for Drake's Bay Oyster company so that they can continue to provide a source of 
local, sustainable seafood in Northern California. Furthermore the EIS committee needs to analyze my topic of concern which is the loss of a vital source of 
local sustainable food in Northern California. The loss of Drake's Bay Oyster Company would mean the loss of a wonderful source of local seafood. Their 
operation is sustainable and renewable and an important source of fresh local Oysters. The loss of this source of local Oysters will mean that Northern 
California will have to bring in seafood from farther afield. Fresh oysters also mean safe oysters, which is a key factor when considering the closure of a 
local producer of fresh seafood--namely Drake's Bat Oyster Company. Another important factor to consider is that Drake's Bay Oyster Company helps to 
preserve food diversity in the local marketplace. Please consider all of these factors carefully before closing Drake's Bay Oyster Company.  

I have been a restaurant manager for 25 years and the restaurant community counts on people like the Lunny's of Drakes Bay Oyster Company for fresh local 
fare.  

The NPS believes they can re-create the environment so that it is what it was before humans existed, which is not only impossible it does not make any 
logical sense whatsoever. I hope that the people of Drake's Bay Oyster Company are not going to be run out of business for someone's romantic notions of a 
pristine primordial past which is nothing but a fairy tale at best. Are we going to put all responsible farmers out of business for the same (lack of) reason. I 
for one hope not.  

Thank you for considering my comment,  

Steven Izzo Manager Waterbar Restaurant  
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Correspondence: While I live in Virigina, I know Point Reyes well. Such a BEAUTIFUL place! It should be used as a park, not for commercial purposes. We've lost, and 
keep losing, too many wonderful parts of the planet. Please... A PARK!  
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Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence: We eat oysters, but no commercial operation needs to be in the only marine wilderness on the West Coast. This estuary should be protected by wilderness 
status, not turned into an oyster farm.  
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USA  
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Correspondence: I am disappointed to learn that the National Park service is considering extending the commercial use of the Drakes Estero in the Point Reyes National 
Seashore. I think that the National Park Service should give priority to fulfilling the 1976 Point Reyes Wilderness Act. Please pay attention to the research 
which has shown that there are actual and potential adverse impacts on the environment from the commercial use of the Drakes Estero.  

The National Park Service has the responsibility of preserving national parks for us and for future generations. Please choose wilderness and wildlife over 
private commercial interests.  
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Correspondence: Dear Sirs, Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Point Reyes National Seashore. This is such a gem! That is why it is a National protected area, 
not just State. Please consider the following...  

--The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. --The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. --The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster 
operation on wilderness resources.  

I urge you to do what s right and protect this national heritage for generation to come. Don;t be the ones that let it fall into corporate hands on your watch or 
you will go down in history as the ones that let this treasure of the people go.  

Sincerely, Dianna  
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Correspondence: The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. --The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. --The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster 
operation on wilderness resources  
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USA  
Outside Organization: Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence:  
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Correspondence: I Think it is a very dangerous precedent to allow a commercial enterprise to exploit a national park. The park should be reserved for animals to live freely 
and for people to enjoy them. I am shocked that a company can even be considered as a use for a national park.  
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Correspondence: Re: Drakes Bay Oyster Company Special Use Permit:  

Continuing commercial operation of an oyster farming and sales facility within the Point Reyes National Seashore would be of grave concern.  

The primary project objectives are to best restore, preserve, manage and protect this unique and valuable natural area (Drake's Estero). As this area is 
potential wilderness, an ongoing commercial business should not be located there any longer than specified in the existing lease which terminates in 2012. 



The commercial nature of the Drakes Bay Oyster Company and it's continued existence within the Point Reyes National Seashore and within a potential 
wilderness area would have a negative effect on the valuable natural resource the National Park Service is mandated to protect.  

The unnatural and unsightly oyster-growing racks existing now constitute an oyster factory and are not in keeping with the natural character of the area.  

The entire operation may be already having a deleterious effect on the local wildlife. Scientific studies and reviews of these studies are contradictory.  

The existing business is operating under a Special Use Permit due to expire in 2012. The current owners were aware of this condition when they purchased 
the operation. Since this area has been under consideration as potential wilderness, issuance of a new Special Use Permit would to be counter to this 
intention.  

Please address the fact that the effects of continuing the commercial operation with the national park would be contrary to the project objectives.  

Thank you.  
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Name: Joffe, Hal  
Address:  

USA  
Outside Organization: Unaffiliated Individual  
Received: Nov,15,2010 19:40:24 
Correspondence Type: Web Form 
Correspondence: We absolutely support the extension of the Oyster Company lease...  

Cleaner water, a nutritous source of protein, shell poweder for liming our farm soil, jobs for locals, these are just some of the reasons.  

Please extend the Oyster Company lease.  
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Roots of Change Non-profit/Organization  

Received: Nov,15,2010 00:00:00 
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Correspondence: November 15, 2010  

DBOC SUP EIS c/o Superintendent Point Reyes National Seashore 1 Bear Valley Road Point Reyes Station, CA 94956  

To Whom It May Concern:  

I am writing in support of a renewable Special Use Permit for Drakes Bay Oyster Farm, which will allow the farm to make necessary building repairs and 
replacements. Further, I submit that my comments need to be analyzed.  

As the President of Roots of Change (ROC), California's largest network of sustainable food system activists, now numbering over 40,000 people, I have a 
deep interest and concern about the sustainability of human civilization due to food production practices. Humans are not currently producing food 
sustainably on land or water in most areas of the world. Whether in cropping systems, livestock or fisheries, we have not yet learned how to integrate food 
production with natural biological systems. A primary objective of my organization is to raise awareness and response to this fundamental challenge upon 
which the future of the planet rests.  

That is why I am writing you. AND, I am shocked and surprised that the National Park Service would be giving Drakes Bay Oyster Farm a difficult time. 
They are a model of human effort and desire to integrate food production and natural systems. We know that Drakes Bay Oyster Farm's operation on that site 
has had beneficial impacts, restorative impacts, following a period of environmental degradation caused by humans. Oysters are natural partner in the 
maintenance of clean water. The oyster farm has increased eelgrass growth, fish species diversity, and by its presence as a source of seafood, helped to lower 
impacts on wild fisheries suffering from over consumption.  

The existence of the sustainable oyster farming operation, which is Drakes Bay Oyster Farm, in the Bay Area is a model for communities around California, 
the nation, and the globe. Our planet needs more of these types of operations if we hope to provide healthy, nutritious seafood to future generations. Our 
planet needs more parks where sustainable food production coexists with nature. One of my favorite parks in the world lies near the city of Seville in Spain. 
On public lands, cork and pigs are harvested from that natural system. A dynamic equilibrium between humans, plants and animals has been established and 
is maintained by wise stewards practicing holistic management. I posit that with a new frame of reference, the Park Service could see Drakes Bay Oyster 
Farm in a similar way because its operators are doing the same, but in a water-based ecosystem.  

Finally, there is overwhelming community support for the Farm. The Farm provides a site for education and research, for communion, and conviviality, all 
important to community cohesion. It is imperative that the needs and desires of the community are included in any analysis, particularly when those needs 
and desires do not impinge on the ecosystem's sustainability. It is true that in some regions of nature, it is best not to have humans undertaking activities, but 
in this region, such a rejection of human activity is inappropriate and short sighted given the challenges before human civilization.  

Sincerely, Michael R. Dimock President Roots of Change  

mstedeford
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Name: Ackerman, Frank J  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Sierra Club Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 20:13:53 
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Web Form 

Correspondence: I often visit This area and enjoy The unspoiled beauty and quiet solitude. It is one of my very favorite places. The area clearly warents the maximum 
protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes Wilderness Act. Surely the long-standing wilderness designation should be 
upheld over commercial private use. And clearly Our national parks are for the people, NOT for private greed. Consider the science and not politics. I trust 
you will not allow the adverse impacts from the oyster operation on wilderness resources.  
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Name: Gordon, Rick  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
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Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,15,2010 20:16:24 
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Correspondence: Drakes Bay Oyster Company is an excellent local food source that serves all of us. It is very important to maintain our safe, local food supply.  

Shellfish cultivation is a nourishing, high protein source of food. The hatcheries in the Northwest are having problems with corrosive waters with low PH 
and are in decline. The BP oil spill has devastated shellfish cultivation on the Gulf Coast for a long time to come.  

Since the NOAA has restricted fishing along our coastline, many of our local fishermen have gone out of business and there is a decline in the ready 
availability of fish for people to eat anymore.  

Also at this time when food safety is a major issue in America, it is very important to support and promote small, local aquaculture and agricultural 
businesses that are managed in a sustainable way with care for the environment. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is an example of this.  

The oysters filter Drake's Estero's waters helping maintain its quality. It is good for the health of the Estero and for feeding us too as well as the visiting 
public to the National Seashore.  

We should be encouraging and promoting small businesses that are doing things right within and without the Park domains, ESPECIALLY AS PRNS HAS 
ALWAYS BEEN MANDATED AS ALLOWING SOME AGRICULTURAL USE.  

We are at risk of losing this important food for human health and survival.  

Please save this safe, nourishing food source and allow the Drakes Bay Oyster Company to continue past 2012 indefinitely.  
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Name: Hanft, Julie  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence: I fully support the issuance of a renewable Special Use Permit for the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm. The Farm should be able to rely on a continued existence at 
Point Reyes such that they can make improvements that will make it the state of the art facility it should be to teach people about the benefits of sustainable, 
local aquaculture.  

To the extent that there is a negative impact of the Farm on the Seashore, and I do not believe that there is any such impact, I think that is significantly 
outweighed by the ecological, economic, cultural, historical, and educational benefit of the Farm's activities.  

This is a family-owned business, owned by long-time residents of the Seashore who have shown their commitment to sustainable food production, not just 
with the Oyster Farm but with their organic beef ranch as well. Various experiments in the name of conservation have been performed throughout the world 
where the people with a sense for the place are excluded from the land and the ecological result is always negative. These people are a model for what food 
production is moving toward and we need to foster that initiative and commitment.  

If a valid analysis of its activities are performed, I have no doubt that such an analysis will produce results in favor of the Oyster Farm.  

Here is a preview:  



Ecologically Sound -beneficial to water quality -beneficial to eelgrass -beneficial to marine diversity -reduces pressure on wild fisheries  

Sustainable -low water use -low carbon footprint -local -model for sustainable aquaculture  

Educational -free tours to schoolchildren  

Historical & Cultural -Last oyster cannery in California -Continues historical use of resource used by Coastal Miwok and others  

Scientific & Community -Provides oyster shell for habitat restoration -Provides oyster shell for farm and garden use -Participates in local sustainability 
discussions and forums  

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.  
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Address:  

USA  
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HomeAloneInvestigations Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence: Gentlemen and women: Thank you for the opportunity to voice my opinion on this matter.  

I am aware of the history, the organizations and quite a few of the individuals involved in this question. I am without a doubt a strong supporter of the 
renewal of the special use permit for Drakes Bay Oyster Company. Two elements of this effort are most in my thinking: the biological aspect and the cultural 
aspect of this question. I graduated from Chico State University with a degree in Biology and have applied that learning to many things in my life. It is easy 
to apply to this question.  

The degree to which DBOC has not only met the letter of the law but has exceeded in maintaining an ecologically balanced environment speaks volumes in 
their behalf. No other industry, short of scrutiny of raw milk use, has more testing more frequently and with stringent benchmarks. To my knowledge, DBOC 
has continually kept the ecology at pristine levels. They are stewards of the land and seafront and need to be acknowledged as such. To claim that they are 
otherwise is simply manipulation of data and quite frankly calls into question the veracity of those making these negative claims.  

During travels to South Africa in the 1990s, I had the opportunity to visit a few national parks. One, in particular, Umfolosi, is a wildlife park that could not 
have existed without the involvement of surrounding population. Without allowing them to continue what they had historically done, such as gather grasses 
for thatch and basketry, clay for impliments, etc, they would have been without basic necessities. The managers of Unfolosi recognized the fact that 
neighbors, their livelihoods and historical use of renewal resources were important and an adjunct to the park. It was the first instance where I saw that a 
national park realized that it could be both a protection to the environment and its flora and fauna and at the same time value the cultural benefits brought by 
the continued involvement of neighbors and the land.  

It is no less so in this situation. DBOC continues to demonstrate sustainable practices and at the same time providing high quality jobs not only for 
themselves but for all of their employees. The tourist benefit cannot be discounted either. It is wonder that any agency would want to force a successful small 
business from such an historical enterprise.  

I urge you to extend the special use permit to DBOC, showing NPS partnership with their surrounding neighbors. Make the Point Reyes Peninsula a model 
of cooperation with its neighbors. Demonstrate the willingness to have ecologically and sustainably successful partners within boundries.  

Thank you.  

Patrick Laherty  
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Name: N/A, N/A  
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USA  
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NPCA Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence: This should be a simple matter. The National Park Service is charged with protecting special lands and places so that future generations may learn from and 
enjoy them. These special places are owned by the people of this nation. These lands, and in this case, waters, should receive the full wilderness protection 
and should not be turned over to commercial use for private profit.  
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Correspondence: DBOC benefits the state and local economy through the commerce gained from buying and selling oysters and from the employees who live and spend 
in the community.  

State Economy  

County Economy  

Local Economy  

- Jobs lost  

- Affordable housing lost  
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USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

GGNRA Volunteer Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence: Dear NPS, The Drakes Bay Oyster Company has been a major contributor for a healthy economy and environment in Marin County for many many years. 
Their closure would be a devastating mistake as the DBOC fosters a clean energy food source production for Drakes Bay, Marin County and thousands of 
visitors annually from the world over. The DBOC has been in existence long before Pt. Reyes was declared a "wilderness area". San Francisco was once a 
"wilderness area" too but closing San Francisco is of course totally non-sensical. As a GGNRA volunteer who holds the value and beauty of our Marin 
Headlands and understands the pertinence of either old farms or WWII Gun Battery's which were a part of our culture and history long before National Park 
Service decrees, please allow the DBOC the permit necessary for repairs and up-dates and a continuance of their pertinent and valuable operation of a natural 
food source.  
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Correspondence: --The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. --The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. --The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster 
operation on wilderness resources.  
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Correspondence: It may be a few years before I get to visit Drakes Estero, but this estuary should be remain on track for it's 2012 wilderness designation and that national park 
wilderness is for wildlife and public enjoyment, not private commercial use.  

--The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. --The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. --The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster 
operation on wilderness resources.  

Thank you for your consideration. Tim Nugent  
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Correspondence: Please help save Drakes Oysters.  

It is rare these days to be able to see where our food comes from.  

The historic and cultural value of such a resource is an important part of our heritage and our ability to appreciate how our ecosystems serve us. Seeing the 
direct connection to clean water and the food we eat is an important lesson for all of us to understand with all of our senses.  

Please preserve this unique resource.  

Thank you,  

Nicholas Boonin  
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Correspondence: Dear national Park Service,  

Please do not allow any commercial intrusion into the Drakes Estero in the Point Reyes National Seashore. National parks are not meant for commercial 
gain, that's what national forest are for...  

thank you for consideration of this matter,  

James McCurley  
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Address:  

 
USA  

Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  
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Correspondence: In regards to keeping open the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm, my family and I have had many pleasant memories of traveling to our coast line and getting fresh 
oyster from this farm. My family has enjoyed this simple pleasure that connects us to this community and the wildlife of the ocean. In my opinion the loss of 
this business by National Park Service would be a greater detriment to the community and the traditions of the area and the area's families. These comments 
should be used in a final analysis of the fate of this farm. Please let Drakes Bay Oyster Farm continue in its oyster farm form. We wish that a renewable 
Special Use Permit for the farm be permitted, which will allow the farm to make necessary building repairs and/or replacements.  

Sincerely,  

Steve Pomeroy  
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Correspondence: Hello,  

I am writing in support of keeping Drakes Bay Oyster Farm open. We have been going here for years & now bring our children to see where oysters come 
from & to get fresh oysters to eat. I can't understand why a natural, healthy source of food provision can be closed down like this. We need interesting places 
like this to show our kids where our food comes from. This is our history! We have been eating fresh seafood since the beginning of time! Why does the 
government feel the need to control everything?  

Please issue a renewable permit for this operation to be kept open.  



Please do what's right & keep this farm open!  
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Correspondence: I am writing to voice my disapproval that expanding a commercial oyster operation is being considered at Drakes Estero. --The top priorities in decision-
making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes Wilderness Act. --The NPS should 
prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the people, not for private profit. --The 
NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster operation on wilderness resources.  

Please, let's stop putting business interests above those of wildlife before there isn't any wildlife left.  

Sincerely,  

Deborah Brown  
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Correspondence: The EIS should consider:  

1) the impact of DBOC activities on the extant, native shellfish species, for example the various clams and cockles present in Drakes Estero. Do the DBOC 
nylon mesh bags that are staked over many acres of mudflats prevent or limit native clams from living and propagating in those areas? Has the native clam 
population been reduced as a result? Does the mass quantity of commercial, non-native oysters grown in the Estero take food and nutrients away from other 
species? Also, what beneficial impacts might result to extant shellfish species if the permit for DBOC is not renewed?  

2) the impact of the multiple, daily trips of DBOC motor boats on coastal erosion should be considered. The wakes and waves of these motorboat sorties may 
be increasing the rate of erosion on Estero shorelines, with undesirable consequences.  

3) In addition, the EIS should also consider the effects of chemically treated lumber used in the construction and maintainence of the oyster racks. Poisonous 
chemical may be leaching into the Estero with undesirable consequences.  

4) Whether invasive species (including the non-native shellfish grown by DBOC) resulting from DBOC activities should also be considered. DBOC 
activities may be increasing or spreading destructive, non-native species at Drakes Estero.  

5) Increased trafic and congestion resulting from a possible renewal of DBOC's permit should be considered. Increased traffic is dangerous and undesirable, 
for wildlife and people.  

6) The impact of DBOC motorboats operating on the Estero affects the ability of visitors to experience solitude and wilderness. The noise and sound of the 
motorboats should therefore be considered i relation to their impact on visitors.  
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Correspondence: Dear Decision-makers:  



I understand that the National Park Service is deciding whether to protect the only marine wilderness on the West Coast or to allow its commercial use. At 
stake is the future of Drakes Estero, an estuary within California's Point Reyes National Seashore that is considered the ecological heart of the park. The 
estuary is on track to receive full wilderness designation in 2012; because an oyster company in the meanwhile would like to extend its operating permit, 
contrary to longstanding wilderness plans, I urge you to consider the following:  

--The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act.  

--The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use.  

--The national parks are for the people, not for private profit.  

--The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster operation on wilderness resources.  

Thank you for taking into account these important points while you deliberate continued protection of Drakes Estero, the West Coast's only marine 
wilderness. I look forward to visiting this area and hope I will find it as pristine and beautiful as possible. You can make a difference for wildlife and visitors 
of Point Reyes National Seashore by giving it your utmost protection.  

Sincerely,  
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Correspondence: I support the issuance of a renewable special use permit for the Drakes' Bay Oyster Farm. It would be a real loss to citizens of the Bay Area to have this local 
source of seafood shut down, as well as a loss to the local economy, It is the last operating oyster cannery in California, so has significant historic value. The 
oysters we purchase from this oyster farm are always incredibly fresh and delicious. I hope these considerations will be duly weighed by the NPS in making 
its decision.  
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Correspondence: I am writing because I am one of many oyster farm supporters. I have been going to this oyster farm for years even before it was in another management. 
The place has just gotten better and a point of interest to go to when visiting Point Reyes. The topics that were all mentioned all are important to the 
community to which this oyster farm supports. I hope this oyster farm stays not only for the current generation but for our future generation to enjoy.  
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Correspondence: Leave the oyster farm alone. It is good for the estero and its ecosystem , creates jobs, brings people to the seashore who in turn patronize the local stores 
restaurants etc. Has been there longer than those very, very few who oppose it. Is being better fun now than ever through the great stewardship of the 
Lunny's. Plus where on earth can you find a better oyster? Back off and leave the local folks do our thing.  
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Correspondence: Dear Sirs, I would like to comment on the situation with the Drakes Estero Oyster Farm in Pt Reyes National Seashore. I have hiked and kayaked in and 
around the Estero many times since the early 1980s. I have always found the Oyster Farm operation a charming and unusual addition to the park. It seems to 



fit in with the wonderful combination of the wild and the rural that Pt Reyes offers. For me the idea that the NPS wants to convert the Estero to a 
"wilderness", presumably for the benefit of myself and other users, seems silly. If the only change would be taking the Oyster Farm away, that would not be 
an improvement, it would instead reduce the overall quality of being there. As for its impact on the ecology, I see far more marine life in the Estero than in 
any other environment in the area. I was shocked to read that the NPS had falsified scientific data to justify getting rid of the Oyster Farm. In my opinion the 
NPS should as much as possible partner with communities near parks. The Oyster Farm, although a small operation, is an important part of the economy in 
West Marin County, and it is a great example of the sustainable, localized agricultural movement that is associated with the area. As a frequent Pt Reyes user 
and supporter, and as a tax payer and voter, I support a Special Use Permit for the Oyster Farm, allowing them to make necessary improvements and repairs, 
and I urge that the other issues that I mentioned above be carefully analyzed. Sincerely, David Fitzgerald  
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Correspondence: I wish to voice my support for the issuance of a renewable special use permit for Drake's Bay Oyster Farm. I and my family have been frequent users of the 
Point Reyes National Seashore and customers of this farm for over 50 years. These are the best oysters to be found on the California coast, possibly the best 
on the west coast. The loss of this resource would be a tragedy to present and future oyster lovers. The oyster farm is a unique resource that supplies a 
uniquely superior oyster, and whatever good that phasing it out must be carefully considered against the harm of losing this unique resource.  

This location has been an important source of oysters for centuries. Its been a commercial oyster farm since the gold rush. On the basis of that history alone it 
deserves to stay. It is an educational resource for an interesting, but hard to study subject: how oysters and other seafoods grow. There is no other place in the 
Bay Area that provides as good hands on information on this subject. Its an important food source of one of the most nutritious foods available to man. They 
produce a lot of oysters which would have to come from at least 300 miles away if the Drake's Bay Oyster Farm should cease operations. In addition to being 
a superior food, the farm generates substantial employment, not only for those who harvest and sell the oysters but for the distributors and food sources that 
depend on them for the product.  

But the most important argument for a renewable special use permit for the Drake's Bay Oyster Farm is the quality of these oysters. How can you even 
consider depriving the Bay Area of such a splendid, nutritious gourmet food. That should be a federal crime!  
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Correspondence: To whom it may concern,  

I find it appalling that you are considering closing down the production of oysters at Drakes Bay. The Drakes Bay area is not just a park to enjoy in a pristene 
condition, but it is also a living place which includes people. The oyster farms have been a part of the history of West Marin just as much as the natural 
history. They produce a green product that is a rarity in Northern California. It employs over 20 workers who produce an entirely natural product.  

Over the last 50 years I have traveled to Pt Reyes, long before it was a park and National Seashore. I have been a ranger in the CSDP at Stinson and Mt. 
Tam. A park is more than just trees and a beach. It is also part of our society that needs respect, including the human presense. If Native Americans lived on 
the land, would you force them off because they don't fit in with the sterile and pristene vision of a park? No - they have a culture which cherishes the land 
and are part of it. Why then is a historic operation like the Johnson Oyster Farm any different? I see no difference between the presense of Native Americans 
on the land and the presense of a historic company. The Oyster Farm is a living reminder of how we have lived off the land. It is not fancy like making 
cheese or wine, but it is a part of the history of marin.  

It would be shortsighted to close it.  
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Correspondence: I strongly support the continued existence of the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm. It is a quintessential Northern California landmark and institution. When I first 
moved to the Bay Area from the East some 50 years ago, I stumbled upon Johnson's Oyster Farm on my first discovery tour of the natural beauty and magic 
of my new home. It has played an important part in my image of this area and my love of it. I have always made a point of introducing others to the Oyster 
Farm whenever they have wanted to get a true taste of the history and character of California and the Bay Area. I have included repeated visits to the Oyster 
Farm with my son from the time he was an infant until he had sons of his own who have also often visited the Oyster Farm with me. I truly hope that my 
grandsons, the eldest is in his second year at UC Berkeley, will also have the same opportunity to continue to enjoy the Oyster Farm when they have 
children. The closing of the Oyster Farm would be the death of an important part of our community and tradition. Whatever actions need to be taken to 
preserve and potentially enhance the Oyster Farm well into the future, hopefully on a permanent basis, should be supported and enacted. Sincerely, Edward 



Kirshner  
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Correspondence: when the lease is up in 2012 the property should be returned to its natural state.  
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Correspondence: The economy is in a bad state and the availability of local, organic seafood is almost non-existent. Keeping Drake's Bay Oysters thriving is of grave concern 
to me. I've visited the operation and am satisfied that the Lunnys are doing a wonderful job, both in terms of safe guarding our costal waters and the product 
they provide.  

It is important that their Special Use Permit continues.  

As the last working oyster farm in the state; I believe that Drakes Bay Oyster Farm not only keeps a local tradition alive, but also adds to the fabric that 
makes Sonoma County a vibrant place to live and helps the local economy alive with the revenues provided.  

Please allow Drakes Bay Oyster Farm to continue to make this possible for future generations.  
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Correspondence: Protect fishing areas for future generations Thank you  
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Correspondence: I am writing to you in support of a renewable Special Use Permit for the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm. Drakes Bay Oyster Farm is a valuable source of local, 
fresh seafood and provides environmental stewardship for the Drakes Bay ecosystem. I highly recommend that you grant them a special use permit which 
will allow the farm to make necessary building repairs and/or replacements that permit them to continue their environmentally responsible, sustainable oyster 
harvesting.  

As a public health professional whose research is in food systems and public health, I believe that Drakes Bay Oyster Farm is a model company that provides 
safe, delicious, local food while using sustainable methods that ensure that the bay will be healthy for generations to come.  

I moved to San Francisco from New Orleans, Louisiana- a place where seafood is an integral part of the culture and diet. When the Gulf of Mexico was hit 
with the largest oil spill in US history this summer, it was the oystermen who were the first responders to the disaster, as they have been stewards of the 
marine ecosystem for their whole working lives. Drakes Bay Oyster Farm has proven themselves to be responsible overseers of public health and the marine 
ecosystem, as they are the largest sampler of marine biotoxin data used by California Department of Fish and Game.  

It is clear to me that the impact of Drakes Bay Oyster Farm on the marine ecosystem needs to be analyzed further in order to make an informed decision 
about future marine management. Please allow Drakes Bay Oyster Farm to make the necessary modifications, and take more time to research this issue with 
more data.  

Sincerely,  

Tracey Patterson, MPH  
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Correspondence: I've been a customer of the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm for over 20 years. Please do not close this facility. They provide the only farm fresh oyster my family 
will eat. You will be destoying a family tradition of eating local oysters that are toxin free. The othe oyster farms localy in Tomalas Bay have had there 
problems and my family will not eat them. Please allow this family business to stay open. Thank you for your concideration. F Robert Washer  
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Correspondence: I have often visited this beautiful area. We need to preserve it from any exploitation and commercial use.  

 
Correspondence 
ID: 

3480 Project: 33043 Document: 36704 
 

Name: zigounakis, george m  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,16,2010 20:56:47 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: Dear Sirs,  

At a time when Americans are feeling pressure from out-sourcing, it seems important to retain our ability to feed ourselves locally and not depend on, say, 
South America for our beef or Asia for our seafood. In the case of this specific oyster farm it would be prudent to consider the overall benefit to us all and to 
consider case by case exceptions to a blanket policy directed at our precious wilderness areas. The fact that a local family (which has practiced responsible 
stewardship of our lands for generations) is operating an historic farm in an ecologically sound and sustainable manner should lead to a favorable decision to 
the present dilemma.  
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Correspondence: As one who a greatly enjoyed nature in Point Reyes National Seashore I would like to make the following comment: The commercial oyster operation in 
question is incompatible with its wilderness attributes. Even though a powerful politician has, for mysterious reasons, advocated for this operation, it is a 
mistake to sacrifice the wilderness value of this region.  
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Correspondence: Our national parks are supposed to be for the people, not for private profit. Wilderness represents an irreplaceable legacy we hold in sacred trust for future 
generations. The top prorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point 
Reyes Wilderness Act. * The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. * The NPS must consider 
the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster operation on wilderness resources.  

Thank you for consideirng my opinions.  
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Correspondence: Dear fellow human beings, the parks belong to the people, people need the parks as sanctuaries of God's Creation, where the works of humans are 
harmonious with, not dominant over Nature. There are dairy cows roaming the hills around Drake's Estero; their presence does not detract from the harmony 
of human interaction with Nature, nor does the oyster farm. Both are simple, even primordial examples of low-impact, high-value food production for 
humans. I find it very comforting to see this gentle evidence of human interaction/stewardship as part of the seamless web of life on this planet. It is an 
example of right use, in my opinion, to allow both these low-key food production operations coexisting with a pristine landscape of great historic 
significance and beauty. Pt. Reyes is one of my favorite places; I treasure a hike in the fog and roasted oysters fresh from the Estero. These are Very Good 
Things. Let them continue, for our childrens' sake. Maggie Siegfried  
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Correspondence: The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster operation 
on wilderness resources.  
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Correspondence: Pt. Reyes National Seashore is a wilderness and should remain so. Please do not allow a commercial enterprise to exploit this wilderness  
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Correspondence: Date: November 17, 2010  

To: DBOC SUP EIS c/o Superintendent Cicely Muldoon Point Reyes National Seashore 1 Bear Valley Road Point Reyes Station, CA 94956  

From: Kathy Voth  

Subject: DOBC SUP EIS Scoping Comment  

This letter is an invited comment as part of the scoping process initiated for the DBOC Special Use Permit EIS. I will also be submitting it in hard copy by 
mail to ensure that it is received.  

In addressing this matter, the National Park Service must first answer two very important questions.  

1. Does the National Park Service have jurisdiction over mariculture in Drakes Bay Estero? The NPS does not have jurisdiction beyond use of the shoreline 
facilities for Drakes Bay Oyster Company. In the Final EIS on Proposed Wilderness, April 23, 1974, the National Park Service acknowledged the State's 
rights, saying about the oyster farm on page 56 "Control of the lease from the California Department of Fish and Game, with presumed renewal indefinitely, 
is within the rights reserved by the State on these submerged lands." Correspondence from the 1990s indicates that both the National Park Service and the 
State of California agreed that the State has jurisdiction over mariculture in the Estero. In fact, in 2004 the California Fish and Game Commission gave 
DBOC a 25-year permit to 2029. The National Park Service's efforts to preempt state's rights in this matter are in direct conflict with Executive Order 13132 
of August 4, 1999. Further, President Obama's official policy on preemption, articulated in a May 20, 2009 presidential "Memorandum for Heads of 
Executive Departments and Agencies" provides that "preemption of State law by executive departments and agencies should be undertaken only with full 
consideration of the legitimate prerogatives of the States and with a sufficient legal basis for preemption." Since it appears Point Reyes National Seashore 
has determined that preemption is appropriate in this matter, I would respectfully ask to be provided with all of the required Federalism impact work 
associated with, and documenting the change.  

2. Is an Environmental Impact Statement required for the renewal of Drakes Bay Oyster Company's permit? Per NPS Director's Order 12, the NPS may issue 
a renewal of a Special Use Permit under a Categorical Exclusion and is encouraged to do so when no change in environmental effects is reasonably 
foreseeable, as would be the case here, given that no change in operation is proposed. The permit provided to Drakes Bay Oyster Company in 2005 was done 
under a Categorical Exclusion. Therefore, it seems reasonable that the National Park Service comply with CEQ regulations (Section 1500.4 (p) and Section 
1501.4 ) and Director's Order 12 (Section 3.4) that require the agency to reduce paperwork and use Categorical Exclusions appropriately. In 2007 and 2008, 
NPS also submitted SUPs to DBOC under categorical exclusions. Another reason for providing the SUP renewal under a Categorical Exclusion is that it falls 
under the Seashore's General Management Plan. GMPs are developed through an EIS process specifically so that the agency can function more efficiently 
and to cover many things that might otherwise require individual EISs. In this case, the management objectives in the GMP clearly cover the oyster farm 
stating as an objective: "To monitor and improve maricultural operations, in particular the oyster farm operation in Drakes Estero, in cooperation with the 
California Department of Fish and Game." (Page 2, 1980 GMP) Some of your staff may claim that the level of controversy in this matter precludes a 



Categorical Exclusion. Those claims are based on misconduct by current and former staff members. July 21, 2008 the IG found that the NPS has 
misrepresented science, and in My5, 2009 the NAS report. Specifically, in this case, the controversy was fomented by the NPS itself when it chose to 
misrepresent science and to use this misrepresentation to accuse DBOC of causing damage to the environment and to harbor seals. Indeed, in spite of a 
review by the National Academy of Science that found the NPS had misrepresented scientific findings, and in spite of the fact that over 250,000 photos show 
no evidence that seals are bothered by oyster workers, Point Reyes National Seashore continues to spread false science and has not apologized. This gross 
misconduct appears to rise to a level of capriciousness rarely seen and well within the precedent for judicial review under the Administrative Procedure Act. 
Your knowing and continued reliance on that science would appear to make you personally culpable. If there were legitimate information it would have 
made sense for the NPS to address it with DBOC before bringing doing what the NPS did in this case: bringing it to the attention of the public in public 
hearings and via the media, and in meetings and correspondence with state and national agencies. But in this case, the information NPS presented is false and 
therefore any ensuing controversy is artificial. Any NPS claim of controversy in this case is, therefore, an inadequate basis for requiring an Environmental 
Impact Statement.  

Beyond these questions, there are issues of process that must be redressed to ensure that you meet both the spirit and the letter of the law. These issues fall 
under the following categories: Purpose and Need, Notice of Intent, Public Involvement and Scoping as regulated by the Council on Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) first, Department of Interior policies, rules and regulations second, and NPS mandatory Management Policies (2006) and NPS Director's Orders.  

Purpose and Need The statement of Purpose and Need in the October 8, 2010 letter is inadequate per NPS Director's Order 12 because it provides no basis 
for public comment and therefore no adequate basis for scoping exists. First, the Purpose is supposed to describe goals and objectives the NPS intends to 
fulfill by taking action (NPS Director's Order 12). It can't be just a statement, such as the one in the October 8 letter that says, "we're doing NEPA because a 
public law says the Secretary has the authority to issue a permit and someone wants a permit." Regarding "Need," NPS Director's Order 12 states "Need is 
not a discussion of the need for NEPA or other regulatory compliance, but rather reasons why the park must take action at this time and in this place. 
Although CEQ describes it as "brief," the discussion of need may require several pages." Therefore, this section should provide the information necessary for 
the public to understand why the EIS is being prepared instead of a categorical exclusion, the history of oyster farming as part of the pastoral mandate for 
park management, and the management goals and objectives established in the current General Management Plan (GMP). Regardless of NPS work on 
revising that GMP, only the 1980 GMP objectives are in place and, thus, only those can serve as the basis for establishing a purpose or need for deciding this 
SUP. Further, any change in GMP management objectives, as might occur if a new GMP were to emerge, would require re-scoping the proposed action in 
light of the new management objectives. Given the lengthy, 14-year delay in development of the GMP any new document that is released that does not 
include the oyster farm will demonstrate further capriciousness. Notice of Intent According to CEQ Regulations Section 1508.22 "Notice of intent" means a 
notice that an environmental impact statement will be prepared and considered. The notice shall briefly: "(a) Describe the proposed action and possible 
alternatives. (b) Describe the agency's proposed scoping process including whether, when, and where any scoping meeting will be held. (c) State the name 
and address of a person within the agency who can answer questions about the proposed action and the environmental impact statement." The notice of intent 
provided in the October 22, 2010 Federal Register Notice does not describe the proposed action nor does it state the purpose or need. It references to the 
scoping letter as containing the purpose and need. The inadequacy of that purpose and need is evident, as is the inadequacy of the NPS failure to provide a 
purpose and need of any sort in the formal NOI. Furthermore, the NOI also fails to say when or where the scoping meetings will be held. It does state that 
public announcement of those meetings will occur at least 15 days prior to any meeting. Yet, the first public scoping meeting occurred just 4 days after 
publication of the NOI. The timeline of NPS announcements fails to meet CEQ, DOI or NPS requirements. As the following section of my comment makes 
clear, announcements that you and your staff made in early October are inadequate under law and policy because those announcements fail to meet 
requirements regarding publication in the paper or papers of record. In the case of Point Reyes, the papers of record include the Federal Register, where you 
failed to announce meetings, and regional papers, such as those in neighboring counties and the larger metropolitan areas, where no legal announcements 
appeared, Press releases, according to NPS Director's Order 12, are inadequate. Your reliance upon that mechanism again suggests arbitrariness, 
capriciousness, and possible professional misconduct given the prominence of that policy and the reasonable expectation that you and your staff know better.  

Public Involvement The initial efforts at public involvement are not consistent with the standards required by the CEQ and NPS Director's Order 12 in terms 
of timing or outreach. CEQ Regulations under section 1506.6 require that "In the case of an action with effects of national concern notice shall include 
publication in the Federal Register and notice by mail to national organizations reasonably expected to be interested in the matter and may include listing in 
the 102 Monitor. An agency engaged in rulemaking may provide notice by mail to national organizations who have requested that notice regularly be 
provided. Agencies shall maintain a list of such organizations." Since the NPS began its campaign against DBOC, they have often stated that this is an issue 
of national concern. Therefore it seems reasonable that the NPS would have mailed notices to national groups such as those representing mariculturalists, 
agriculturists, slow food and local food groups, and farm bureaus. The NPS failed to do so. In fact, DBOC was not even mailed the letter of October 8, 2010. 
Nor was DBOC notified of or given the press release of September 22 in spite of the fact that they met with the NPS on that day. These failures demonstrate 
the NPS bias against the oyster farm and agriculture in general. They also do not conform to NPS Director's Order 75A. Section VI 9 (a) states that the NPS 
will: "Keep active contact lists of interested, affected parties and groups-making sure to include those who may not agree with us, as well as our supporters," 
and "Work in partnership with state, local, and tribal governments, community groups, associations, park "friends" groups, and others to develop strategies to 
jointly sponsor, develop, and promote public involvement activities." CEQ Regulations in the section 1506.6 also require that, as part of the scoping process 
the lead agency shall: "Invite the participation of affected Federal, State, and local agencies, any affected Indian tribe, the proponent of the action, and other 
interested persons (including those who might not be in accord with the action on environmental grounds), unless there is a limited exception under Sec. 
1507.3(c)." Again, Point Reyes National Seashore did not invite the participation of state and local agencies. The timing and manner of announcing the EIS 
are also not in accordance with Director's Order 12 that requires that the Notice of Intent be published before scoping can begin and that meetings must be 
announced 15 days in advance. In this case, the first open house was held 4 days after the Notice of Intent was published. Press Releases are not considered 
an adequate form of announcement for meetings because inclusion in the media is optional. Therefore, the September and October press releases prior to the 
NOI publication do not serve as adequate announcement of upcoming meetings. I have already addressed the fact that the October 8 letter was not mailed to 
a wide enough audience.  

Scoping Based on the information provided to participants in the scoping meetings in poster form and as handouts, the National Park Service demonstrates 
an effort to bias the information it gathers by selectively providing background information, thus abrogating its duty to provide for an open and objective 
process. For example: ? The "Background" Poster cites Public law 94-567 as the reason that oyster growing and wilderness are not congruent. However, that 
law does not address either the oyster farm OR potential wilderness status and what is required to move from potential to wilderness status. True background 
in this case would have acknowledged information from the 1974 Final EIS on Proposed Wilderness, committee meetings and public testimony indicating 
that all parties involved at that time meant for the oyster farm to continue in concert with wilderness designation. Those materials also cite the NPS 
Management Polices. Today these management policies state: "The established use of motorboats, snowmobiles, or aircraft does not make an area ineligible 
for wilderness. The nature and extent of any impacts on the environment and on eligibility, and the extent to which the impacts can be mitigated would need 
to be addressed in subsequent wilderness studies, along with the possible need to discontinue the use." (Section 6.2.1.2) Providing information on the true 
scope of NPS Management policies is critical for proper scoping. ? The poster on Wilderness again misstates the requirements for potential wilderness by 
saying that non-conforming uses must be removed before the area can become full wilderness. As indicated above, this is untrue. This repetition of 
misinformation is very damaging to the scoping process. To give the public a broader understanding of how this Park Unit flexibly implements Wilderness 
policy, it might serve the public well to understand how Muddy Hollow went from potential wilderness to wilderness even though it contains underground 
utilities and NPS Management Policy states: "Lands containing aboveground or buried utility lines will normally not be considered as eligible for wilderness 
designation, but they can be considered as eligible for "potential" wilderness designation if there is a long-term intent to remove the lines. No new utility 
lines may be installed in wilderness, and existing utility lines may not be extended or enlarged except as may be allowed pursuant to section 1106 of the 
Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (16 USC 1133(c))." ? The poster showing the map of the area and potential wilderness boundaries is 



misleading without seeing the Estero's broader context which shows a patchwork of wilderness and non-wilderness. The Sunset Trail and Estero Trail are all 
on a large area of non-wilderness, there is a large area of non-wilderness providing motorized access to Limantour beach with a hostel, an environmental 
center and a developed parking area, a long stretch of Limantour beach is also non-wilderness, as is the cherry-stemmed Stewart trail and associated camping 
areas. Failure to share this information during scoping might lead public participants to assume that the conflict between wilderness, potential wilderness, 
and non-wilderness is greater than it is, based on what seems to be this Park Unit's ability to comfortably manage the different designations. ? You provide 
selected information about the Park's Enabling Legislation to support what seems to be the staff's desire to support wilderness (based on media interviews in 
the past). But this doesn't provide a full picture of the enabling legislation. Section 6 (b) states: "The Secretary may permit hunting and fishing on the lands 
and waters under his jurisdiction within the seashore in such areas and under such regulations as he may prescribe during open seasons prescribed by 
applicable local, State, and Federal law. " Given the nature of what's being considered here, it seems appropriate for the public to have this information. ? 
The poster on Objectives omits one of the key management objectives in the Seashore's current and legally binding General Management Plan. According to 
the GMP your management objectives include: "To manage seashore activities in pastoral and estuarine areas in a manner compatible with resource carrying 
capacity. "To monitor and improve maricultural operations, in particular the oyster farm operation in Drakes Estero, in cooperation with the California 
Department of Fish and Game." Again, given the topic of this scoping, omitting these objectives is a serious deficiency, provides the public with inadequate 
information for their comments, and indicates a willingness on the part of the National Park Service and those involved in this EIS to cherry-pick 
information for their own purposes. This demonstrable pattern of distortion by your staff is stunning in its egregiousness and in the legal vulnerability it 
creates for you and your agency. ? While the NPS provides background on wilderness, it provides no background on DBOC beyond the fact that it exists. 
How is the public to assist in scoping without a history of the farm, the number of people who visit and the services the farm provides such as interpretation 
and education? Given the importance the NPS places on preserving "unimpaired the natural and cultural resources and values of the national park system for 
the enjoyment, education, and inspiration of future generations, it is also useful for the public to know that you have over 250,000 photographs that show that 
the oyster farm operates in the estero according to requirements and does not disturb harbor seals. At a minimum it would be helpful for participants to know 
that the oyster farm facilities are not in potential wilderness. Most importantly of all you must disclose that California Fish and Game have jurisdiction for 
the mariculture permit, not the NPS.  

Methods of gathering scoping information seem designed to dampen participation in the process. Those who provided information during the Open House 
meetings were required to give their information to an NPS staff member to write on flip charts. They were not permitted to write on the flip charts 
themselves and they were not required to leave their name or contact information. At the same time, those of us who respond outside of the Open House 
meetings are warned "Before including your address, phone number, e-mail address, or other personal identifying information in your comment, you should 
be aware that your entire comment ? including your personal identifying information ? may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in 
your comment to withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so." This language, 
along with the fact that Open House participants did not have to give their names suggests that we can only speak our comments to you, which can be 
uncomfortable, or that we are in danger if our names are released. In both cases, the process is discouraging to anyone not sharing the NPS's goals and 
objectives and it contains inadequate administrative record to show comments gathered during open houses are actual public comments, as opposed to false 
comments inserted by your staff members, staff members whose pattern of misconduct and distortion is already demonstrable and evident.  

To address the problems you have created to date in this process the following must be done:  

1. The EIS must be limited to the area of DBOC operations over which the NPS has jurisdiction ? the buildings and facilities on the shoreline of the Estero. 
2. A new and adequate Purpose and Need must be developed. 3. A new Notice of Intent must be prepared and publish in accordance with the appropriate 
regulations. 4. Public involvement must be conducted that includes notification to national mariculture groups, slow food and local food groups, state and 
local agencies and elected officials, and media in neighboring counties and throughout the state. 5. New scoping meetings must be organized with posters 
and handouts that remove the bias presented in the initial open house meetings.  

Thank you for your attention to these very important and serious matters.  
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This letter is an invited comment as part of the scoping process initiated for the DBO 
Permit EIS. I submitted it electronically via the Point Reyes National Seashore websr,.,~~r.=~":.":",=,-1 
submitting it in hard copy here to ensure that it is received. 

In addressing this matter, the National Park Service must first answer two very important questions. 

1. Does the National Park Service have jurisdiction over mariculture in Drakes Bay Estero? 
The NPS does not have jurisdiction beyond use of the shoreline facilities for Drakes Bay Oyster 

Company. In the Final EIS on Proposed Wildemess, April 23, 1974, the National Park Service 
acknowledged the State's rights, saying about the oyster farm on page 56 "Control of the lease from the 
California Department of Fish and Game, with presumed renewal indefinitely, is within the rights 
reserved by the State on these submerged lands." Correspondence from the 1990s indicates that both the 
National Park Service and the State of California agreed that the State has jurisdiction over mariculture in 
the Estero. In fact, in 2004 the California Fish and Game Commission gave nBOC a 25-year permit to 
2029. 

The National Park Service's efforts to preempt state's rights in this matter are in direct conflict 
with Executive Order 13132 of August 4,1999. Further, President Ohama's official policy on 
preemption, articulated in a May 20,2009 presidential "Memorandum for Heads of Executive 
Departments and Agencies" provides that "preemption of State law by executive departments and 
agencies should be undertaken only with full consideration of the legitimate prerogatives of the States and 
with a sufficient legal basis for preemption." 

Since it appears Point Reyes National Seashore has determined that preemption is appropriate in 
this matter, I would respectfully ask to be provided with all of the required Federalism impact work 
associated with, and documenting the change. 

2. Is an Environmental Impact Statement required for the renewal of Drakes Bay Oyster Company's 
permit? 

Per NPS Director's Order 12, the NPS may issue a renewal of a Special Use Permit under a 
Categorical Exclusion and is encouraged to do so when no change in environmental effects is reasonably 
foreseeable, as would be the case here, given that no change in operation is proposed. The permit 
provided to Drakes Bay Oyster Company in 2005 was done under a Categorical Exclusion. Therefore, it 
seems reasonable that the National Park Service comply with CEQ regulations (Section 1500.4 (p) and 
Section 1501.4) and Director's Order 12 (Section 3.4) that require the agency to reduce paperwork and 
use Categorical Exclusions appropriately. In 2007 and 2008, NPS also submitted SUPs to DBOC under 
categorical exclusions. 
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Another reason for providing the SUP renewal under a Categorical Exclusion is that it falls under 
the Seashore's General Management Plan. GMPs are developed through an ElS process specifically so 
that the agency can function more efficiently and to cover many things that might otherwise require 
individual ElSs. In this case, the management objectives in the GMP clearly cover the oyster farm stating 
as an objective: ''To monitor and improve mariculturaI operations, in particular the oyster farm operation 
in Drakes Estero, in cooperation with the California Department of Fish and Game." (Page 2,1980 GMP) 

Some of your staff may claim that the level of controversy in this matter precludes a Categorical 
Exclusion. Those claims are based on misconduct by current and former staff members. July 21,2008 
the IG found that the NPS has misrepresented science, and in My5, 2009 the NAS report. Specifically, in 
this case, the controversy was fomented by the NPS itself when it chose to misrepresent science and to 
use this misrepresentation to accuse DBOC ci causing damage to the environment and to harbor seals. 
Indeed, in spite of a review by the National Academy of Science that found the NPS had misrepresented 
scientific findings, and in spite of the fact that over 250,000 photos show no evidence that seals are 
bothered by oyster workers, Point Reyes National Seashore continues to spread false science and has not 
apologized. This gross misconduct appears to rise to a level of capriciousness rarely seen and well within 
the precedent for judicial review under the Administrative Procedure Act. Your knowing and continued 
reliance on that science would appear to make you personally culpable. 

If there were legitimate information it would have made sense for the NPS to address it with 
DBOC before bringing doing what the NPS did in this case: bringing it to the attention ci the public in 
public hearings and via the media, and in meetings and correspondence with state and national agencies. 
But in this case, the information NPS presented is false and therefore any ensuing controversy is artificial. 
Any NPS claim of controversy in this case is, therefore, an inadequate basis for requiring an 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

Beyond these questions, there are issues of process that must be redressed to ensure that you meet both 
the spirit and the letter of the law. These issues fall under the following categories: Purpose and Need, 
Notice ci Intent, Public Involvement and Scoping as regulated by the Council on Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) first, Department of Interior policies, rules and regulations second, and NPS mandatory 
Management Policies (2006) and NPS Director's Orders. 

Purpose and Need 
The statement of Purpose and Need in the October 8, 2010 letter is inadequate per NPS Director's 

Order 12 because it provides no basis for public comment and therefore no adequate basis for scoping 
exists. 

First, the Purpose is supposed to describe goals and objectives the NPS intends to fulfill by taking 
action (NPS Director's Order 12). It can't be just a statement, such as the one in the October 8 letter that 
says, "we're doing NEPA because a public law says the Secretary has the authority to issue a permit and 
someone wants a permit." Regarding "Need," NPS Director's Order 12 states "Need is not a discussion of 
the need for NEPA or other regulatory compliance, but rather reasons why the park must take action at 
this time and in this place. Although CEQ describes it as "brief," the discussion of need may require 
several pages." Therefore, this section should provide the information necessary for the public to 
understand why the EIS is being prepared instead of a categorical exclusion, the history ci oyster farming 
as part of the pastoral mandate for park management, and the management goals and objectives 
established in the current General Management Plan (GMP). Regardless of NPS work on revising that 
GMP, only the 1980 GMPobjectives are in place and, thus, only those can serve as the basis for 
establishing a purpose or need for deciding this SUP. Further, any change in GMP management 
objectives, as might occur if a new GMP were to emerge, would require re-scoping the proposed action in 
light of the new management objectives. Given the lengthy, 14-year delay in development of the GMP 



any new document that is released that does not include the oyster farm will demonstrate further 
capriciousness. 

Notice of Intent 
According to CEQ Regulations Section 1~.22 "Notice of intent" means a notice that an 

environmental impact statement will be prepared and considered. The notice shall briefly: 

"(a) Describe the proposed action and possible alternatives. 
(b) Deseribe the agency's proposed scoping process including whether, when,and where any scoping 
meeting will be held. 
(c) State the name and address of a person within the agency who can answer questions about the 
proposed action and the environmental impact statement." 

The notice of intent provided in the October 22, 2010 Federal Register Notice does not describe the 
proposed action nor does it state the purpose or need. It references to the scoping letter as containing the 
purpose and need. The inadequacy of that purpose and need is evident, as is the inadequacy of the NPS 
failure to provide a purpose and need of any sort in the formal NOI. Furthermore, the NOI also fails to 
say when or where the scoping meetings will be held. It does state that public announcement of those 
meetings will occur at least 15 days prior to any meeting. Yet, the first public seoping meeting occurred 
just 4 days after pUblication of the NOI. 

The timeline of NPS announcements fails to meet CEQ, DOlor NPS requirements. As the following 
section of my comment makes clear, announcements that you and your staff made in early October are 
inadequate under law and policy because those announcements fail to meet requirements regarding 
publication in the paper or papers of record. In the case of Point Reyes, the papers of record include the 
Federal Register, where you failed to announce meetings, and regional papers, such as those in 
neighboring counties and the larger metropolitan areas, where no legal announcements appeared, Press 
releases, according to NPS Director's Order 12, are inadequate. Your reliance upon that mechanism again 
suggests arbitrariness, capriciousness, and possible professional misconduct given the prominence of that 
policy and the reasonable expectation that you and your staff know better. 

Public Involvement 
The initial efforts at public involvement are not consistent with the standards required by the 

CEQ and NPS Director's Order 12 in terms of timing or outreach. 
CEQ Regulations under section 1506.6 require that "In the case of an action with effects of 

national concern notice shall include publication in the Federal Register and notice by mail to national 
organizations reasonably expected to be interested in the matter and may include listing in the 102 
Monitor. An agency engaged in rulemaking may provide notice by mail to national organizations who 
have requested that notice regularly be provided. Agencies shall maintain a list of such organizations." 

Since the NPS began its campaign against DBOC, they have often stated that this is an issue of 
national concern. Therefore it seems reasonable that the NPS would have mailed notices to national 
groups such as those representing mariculturalists, agriculturists, slow food and local food groups, and 
farm bureaus. The NPS failed to do so. In fact, DBOC was not even mailed the letter of October 8, 2010. 
Nor was DBOC notified of or given the press release of September 22 in spite of the fact that they met 
with the NPS on that day. 

These failures demonstrate the NPS bias against the oyster farm and agriculture in general. They 
also do not conform to NPS Director's Order 75A. Section VI 9 (a) states that the NPS will: "Keep 
active contact lists of interested, affected parties and groups-making sure to include those who may not 
agree with us, as well as our supporters," and "Work in partnership with state, local, and tribal 



governments, community groups, associations, park ''friends'' groups, and others to develop strategies to 
jointly sponsor, develop, and promote public involvement activities." 

CEQ Regulations in the section 1506.6 also require that, as part of the scoping process the lead 
agency shall: "Invite the participation of affected Federal, State, and local agencies, any affected Indian 
tribe, the proponent of the action, and other interested persons (including those who might not be in 
accord with the action on environmental grounds), unless there is a limited exception under Sec. 1507.3 
(c)." Again, Point Reyes National Seashore did not invite the participation of state and local agencies. 

The timing and manner of announcing the EIS are also not in accordance with Director's Order 
12 that requires that the Notice of Intent be published before scoping can begin and that meetings must be 
announced 15 days in advance. In this case, the first open house was held 4 days after the Notice of Intent 
was published. Press Releases are not considered an adequate form of announcement for meetings 
because inclusion in the media is optional. Therefore, the September and October press releases prior to 
the NOI publication do not serve as adequate announcement of upcoming meetings. I have already 
addressed the fact that the October Sletter was not mailed to a wide enough audience. 

Scoping 
Based on the information provided to participants in the scoping meetings in poster form and as 

handouts, the National Park Service demonstrates an effort to bias the information it gathers by 
selectively providing background information, thus abrogating its duty to provide for an open and 
objective process. For example: 

• The "Background" Poster cites Public law 94-567 as the reason that oyster growing and 
wilderness are not congruent. However, that law does not address either the oyster farm OR potential 
wilderness status and what is required to move from potential to wilderness status. 

True background in this case would have acknowledged information from the 1974 Final EIS on 
Proposed Wilderness, committee meetings and public testimony indicating that all parties involved at that 
time meant for the oyster farm to continue in concert with wilderness designation. Those materials also 
cite the NPS Management Polices. Today these management policies state: 

''The established use of motorboats, snowmobiles, or aircraft does not make an area ineligible for 
wilderness. The nature and extent of any impacts on the environment and on eligibility, and the extent to 
which the impacts can be mitigated would need to be addressed in subsequent wilderness studies, along 
with the possible need to discontinue the use." (Section 6.2.1.2) 

Providing information on the true scope of NPS Management policies is critical for proper scoping. 
• The poster on Wilderness again misstates the requirements for potential wilderness by saying that 

non-conforming uses must be removed before the area can become full wilderness. As indicated above, 
this is untrue. This repetition of misinformation is very damaging to the scoping process. 

To give the public a broader understanding of how this Park Unit flexibly implements Wilderness 
policy, it might serve the public well to understand how Muddy Hollow went from potential wilderness to 
wilderness even though it contains underground utilities and NPS Management Policy states: "Lands 
containing aboveground or buried utility lines will normally not be considered as eligible for wilderness 
designation, but they can be considered as eligible for "potential" wilderness designation if there is a 
long-term intent to remove the lines. No new utility lines may be installed in wilderness, and existing 
utility lines may not be extended or enlarged except as may be allowed pursuant to section 1106 of the 
Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (16 USC 1133(c»." 

• The poster showing the map of the area and potential wilderness boundaries is misleading without 
seeing the Estero's broader context which shows a patchwork of wilderness and non-wilderness. The 
Sunset Trail and Estero Trail are all on a large area of non-wilderness, there is a large area of non
wilderness providing motorized access to Limantour beach with a hostel, an environmental center and a 
developed parking area, a long stretch of Limantour beach is also non-wilderness, as is the cherry
stemmed Stewart trail and associated camping areas. Failure to share this information during scoping 



might lead public participants to assume that the conflict between wilderness, potential wilderness, and 
non-wilderness is greater than it is, based on what seems to be this Park Unit's ability to comfortably 
manage the different designations . 

• You provide selected information about the Park's Enabling Legislation to support what seems to 
be the staff's desire to support wilderness (based on media interviews in the past). But this doesn't 
provide a full picture of the enabling legislation. Section 6 (b) states: ''The Secretary may permit hunting 
and fishing on the lands and waters under his jurisdiction within the seashore in such areas and under such 
regulations as he may prescribe during open seasons prescribed by applicable local, State, and Federal 
law. " Given the nature of what's being considered here, it seems appropriate for the public to have this 
information. 

• The poster on Objectives omits one of the key management objectives in the Seashore's current 
and legally binding General Management Plan. According to the GMPyour management objectives 
include: 

''To manage seashore activities in pastoral and estuarine areas in a manner compatible with 
resource carrying capacity. 

''To monitor and improve maricultural operations, in particular the oyster farm operation in Drakes 
Estero, in cooperation with the California Department of Fish and Game." 

Again, given the topic of this scoping, omitting these objectives is a serious deficiency, provides the 
public with inadequate information for their comments, and indicates a willingness on the part of the 
National Park Service and those involved in this ElS to cherry-pick information for their own purposes. 
This demonstrable pattern of distortion by your staff is stunning in its egregiousness and in the legal 
vulnerability it creates for you and your agency. 

• While the NPS provides background on wilderness, it provides no background on DBOC beyond 
the fact that it exists. How is the public to assist in scoping without a history of the farm, the number of 
people who visit and the services the farm provides such as interpretation and education? Given the 
importance the NPS places on preserving "unimpaired the natural and cultural resources and values cl the 
national park system for the enjoyment, education, and inspiration of future generations, it is also useful 
for the public to know that you have over 250,000 photographs that show that the oyster farm operates in 
the estero according to requirements and does not disturb harbor seals. At a minimum it would be helpful 
for participants to know that the oyster farm facilities are not in potential wilderness. Most importantly of 
all you must disclose that California Fish and Game have jurisdiction for the mariculture permit, not the 
NPS. 

Methods of gathering scoping information seem designed to dampen participation in the process. Those 
who provided information during the Open House meetings were required to give their information to an 
NPS staff member to write on flip charts. They were not permitted to write on the flipcharts themselves, 
and they were not required to leave their name or contact information. At the same time, those of us who 
respond outside of the Open House meetings are warned "Before including your address, phone number, 
e-mail address, or other personal identifying information in your comment, you should be aware that your 
entire comment - including your personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at 
any time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying information from 
public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so." This language, along with the fact that 
Open House participants did not have to give their names suggests that we can only speak our comments 
to you, which can be uncomfortable, or that we are in danger if our names are released. In both cases, the 
process is discouraging to anyone not sharing the NPS's goals and objectives and it contains inadequate 
administrative record to show comments gathered during open houses are actual public comments, as 
opposed to false comments inserted by your staff members, staff members whose pattern of misconduct 
and distortion is already demonstrable and evident. 



· . 

To address the problems you have created to date in this process the following must be done: 

1. The EIS must be limited to the area of DBOC operations over which the NPS has jurisdiction -
the buildings and facilities on the shoreline of the Estero. 

2. A new and adequate Purpose and Need must be developed. 
3. A new Notice of Intent must be prepared and publish in accordance with the appropriate 

regulations. 
4. Public involvement must be conducted that includes notification to national mariculture groups, 

slow food and local food groups, state and local agencies and elected officials, and media in 
neighboring counties and throughout the state. 

5. New scoping meetings must be organized with posters and handouts that remove the bias 
presented in the initial open house meetings. 

Thank you for your attention to these very important and serious matters. 
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Correspondence: For years my family and I have visited the Pt. Reyes National Seashore and its surrounding environs. They are the most inspiring of natural habitats. I have 
notice upon visitation the commercial clam/oyster operations while viisiting. And I know there have been issues with those businesses operating there. I am 
not someone who wants to take away a livelihood from others. But I also have a strong belief that we must save our natural habitats.  

My position is this:  

1) If allowing an oyster company to extend its operating permit is detrimental to the environment, that extension should be denied.  

2) If mitigating actions are taken by the oyster company to NOT adversely affect the local environment, then the extension should be considered and even 
allowed. The determining factor being the good health of the natural habitat.  

3) If there are other factors involved which make the national parks NOT want this business venture within their boundaries, then those factors should be 
disclosed.  
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Correspondence: I support the renewal of the special use permit for the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm. It makes good sense to keep this business going in the location which it has 
occupied for many years. The public expects it to be there and does not do anything but contribute to the economy of the area.  

It fits in the area as does all of the dairy and cattle operations that exist in Point Reyes. The shell fish farm has a small imprint on the land and contributes 
greatly to the ecology and economy of the area.  

Common sense must prevail in your decision in this case. No matter how you look at this situation, good sense does not suggest that the environment or the 
ecology would be improved by canceling the special use permit for the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm.  

Your truly,  

William M. Rogers  
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Correspondence: Good afternoon -  

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments.  

I would like to urge you to grant a renewable Special Use Permit for Drakes Bay Oyster Farm As a frequent park visitor who is a supporter of maintaining 
our precious natural resources, I still believe that the activities of this seafood farm are in keeping with our larger goals of preserving our ecosystem. In the 
big picture, it is very important that we eat locally as the carbon footprint of importing canned oysters more than offsets any small gain from closing down 
this historic business.  

Please consider and analyze carefully the following points which I can only mention briefly. Generations of school children have visited this farm and been 
taught the value of sustainable practices. Those practices alone should convince you to grant the Special Use Permit as this farm has actually helped to keep 
the bay clean and has supported its biodiversity. As a business it is very important for the local economy. The last oyster cannery in California really should 
not be shut down, especially when they have made every effort to give back more than they take.  



It seems to me that the Park Service will not improve its reputation if it does not make an exception for this small, beloved local institution. It is one place 
that we love to take visitors! After enjoying an amazingly fresh picnic on the bay, we often go on to visit more of the park. It would be too sad to go to 
Drakes Bay and have to say, "This is where we used to come for fresh oysters until Drakes Bay Oyster Farm was shut down by the Feds."  

I hope you will do everything in your power to save the oyster farm!  

Thank you for your consideration.  
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Correspondence: --The top priorities in decision-making should be providing maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act. --The NPS should prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. --The national parks are for the 
people, not for private profit. --The NPS must consider the peer-reviewed research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster 
operation on wilderness resources.  
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Correspondence: As a frequent visitor to national parks, including Point Reyes, I am opposed to expanded commercialization in the parks. One of my frequent observations 
over 40 years of visiting parks is that commercial enterprises in national parks almost always negatively impact the natural environment. This is allowed 
(wrongly I believe) in some parks even when the enterprise provides no service to the park and may use or degrade the parks' resources in its operations.  

For-profit operations in natinal parks should be tightly regulated, and reduced when possible. Your top priorities in decision-making should be providing 
maximum protection of wilderness resources and giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes Wilderness Act. This should happen particularly if private 
enterprises have operated under a longstanding mandate to cease, but have not done so.  

National parks are for all of the people of the US. They are not for private profit.  

Thank you.  
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Correspondence: "Successful conservation, by its very nature, must be a partnership between the American people and their governments. The more the Department can 
empower people as stewards of the land, the more effective we can be in our conservation mission. Farmers, ranchers, hunters, anglers, and landowners were 
the first and are often the best conservationists. We can achieve more by working with them as partners, capitalizing on their knowledge of the land, than by 
telling them what to do."  

Dept of the Interior  

Having been raised by an avid organic garden and an early environmental fresh water fly fisherman, I am very aware of how imperitive guardians of our 
lands and waters are. It is in this vein that I believe that Drakes Bay Family Farms should be granted a renewable special use permit for the farm to continue 
to make upgrades and repairs as necessary.  

We can learn so much as a society by watching, learning and reaping the benefits of experts in an area......asking, not telling, the most enviromentally 
responsible way to approach sustainable products. It is through these guardians of our national parks, greenways, waterways and forrests that we can learn to 
work together for the common good and not continue on the current path of raping and pillaging our natural wildlife and resources for greed.  

I have a young daughter who will never know the pleasure of digging oysters or trying flies and catching rainbow trout with her Papa nor the amazing soft 
touch of her Nana's hands, stained from tomato plants....but I can try, as her Mother and a professional Chef to promote the most sustainable practices to 
keep this world that she will inherit some day, a place that her Grandparents will recognise.  



Thank you for your ear...and for a responsible vote on my daughter Lucia's behalf.  

Very Sincerely,  

M'Lisa Kelley Executive Chef Seneca Center for Children and Families  
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Correspondence: To Whom It May Concern:  

We need Sustainable Farming on our lands and waters. What can be more  

noble than to sustain us with ecologically sound farming by providing  

us with Food ( oysters ) Jobs ( for the local community ): We know from  

where the Food is produced and we know the people that produced it.  

Sincerely  

James Felling  
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Correspondence: In addition to examining the impacts of the oyster farming operation upon the natural and cultural resources of Drake's Estero, the EIS should examine the 
impacts of the oyster farm on the feasibility of establishing a Wilderness Area at this location, and whether the extension of the lease would set a precedent 
for land use decisions within the National Park system.  

There are still policy reverberations from the decision to dam Hetch Hetchy within Yosemite National Park to provide a domestic water supply for San 
Francisco. Would extending the lease impact the principle that national park lands are set aside for resource protection, not to be used for private gain, no 
matter how noble the cause.  

The authorizing legislation for Point Reyes National Seashore in 1962 provided for a 50-year lease for the oyster farm, and called for Drake's Estero to be 
restored, becoming a wilderness area after the lease expired. The Lunny's knew, or should have known, that these conditions existed when they purchased 
the oyster farm.  
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Correspondence: Please grant Drakes Bay a Renewable Special Use Permit. Oyster cultivation is one of the glories of this area, and as opposed to almost every kind of 
farming, oysters actually clean the water rather than pollute it. There are so many reasons to support this excellent business: ecological, financial, cultural.  

Best, Robert Gluck  
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Correspondence: Keep Drake's Bay open and farming oysters.  
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Correspondence: Regarding Drakes Bay Farm:  

Please consider the value that Drakes Bay is providing the public. With sustainability in the minds of so many people, this is a great resource. Their food is 
always clean. Our household has vegetarians in it that depend on non-meat sources of protein. This fills the need. Because it is sustaining a food source, the 
water quality also needs to be kept up. This is another upside. Please consider a renewable special use permit for them.  

thank you,  

Jody Mills  
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Correspondence: Ladies & Gentlemen:  

Please accept the following as my comment regarding the scoping letter:  

Wilderness  

There is solid archeological evidence of seasonal native Indian communities around and on Drakes Estero for as long as 2000 years. Native shellfish 
harvesting has been carried out during that time. This area has not been "wilderness" in any sense of the word for that period of time. Continuing the oyster 
cultivation/harvesting operation simply carries on that history in today's biological environment.  

In contrast, converting the area to "wilderness" ignores this history, and destroys a cultural tradition extending back as much as 2000 years. This is entirely 
inconsistent with the mission of the National Park Service, which is "?to promote and regulate the use of the...national parks...which purpose is to conserve 
the scenery and the natural and historic objects and the wild life therein and to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means as 
will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations."  

Geological/Water/Marine Estuary Resources  

All actual evidence establishes that the oyster cultivation and harvesting operation assists in promoting and improving these resources. It is scientifically 
established that oyster growth actually benefits water quality substantially and directly through the filtering action of the oysters, and promoting natural 
eelgrass growth. There is evidence that the presence of oysters and the associated equipment used to support their growth increase fish life biodiversity.  

The operation provides the opportunity for close water quality and marine biotoxin monitoring. Drakes Bay Oyster Oyster Company provides the largest 
number of samples for this data to the California Department of Fish and Game. These samples are necessary for decisions relating to public health.  

Finally, the National Park Service has had the responsibility for supervising and monitoring the oyster operation for now nearly 50 years. No reliable 
observations or credible evidence gathered by the Park Service, or any other person or agency acting on behalf of the Park Service suggests that these 
resources have been degraded in any way by the oyster operation.  

Terrestrial Resources  

I have lived in this area for nearly 40 years, and am very familiar with the oyster cultivation/harvesting operations under both Charlie Johnson & Sons, and 
Kevin Lunny. I knew Charlie Johnson well, and know Kevin Lunny somewhat. However, it is evident from direct observation that Lunny's operation has a 
much smaller environmental footprint. Altogether, Lunny conducts the operation in a much more environmentally aware and environmentally responsible 
manner.  

The overall site of the oyster land based operations has been carefully upgraded, with many temporary structures having been removed altogether. Once 
again, there is no evidence that the terrestrial resources are being in any way degraded by the oyster cultivation/harvesting operation.  

Species of Special Concern  

Evidence collected by the National Park Service establishes unequivocally that the oyster operation does not in any way disturb the local elephant seal 
population. Further, after nearly 50 years of opportunity to monitor local species, the National Park Service has produced no credible evidence of disturbance 



to, much less threat to any other species.  

Further, it is clear that at one time there were abundant native oysters growing and propagating in Drakes Estero. Ongoing research by the current operator of 
the oyster operation could well lead to re-establishment of the native species. This is certainly consistent with Park Service policy of re-establishing native 
species where possible (e.g. Tule Elk)  

Floodplains/Floodzones/Wetlands  

Land contours and natural drainage have not been affected by the current or previous oyster operations. There is no basis for suggesting the oyster operations 
in any way affect floodplains, floodzones, or wetlands. In nearly 40 years of direct observation of the wetlands near the oyster operations, I can attest there 
has been no observable change.  

Soundscapes  

The operation of Drakes Bay Oysters has a very low, very local, and only intermittent sonic impact. There is no evidence suggesting otherwise. Nor is there 
evidence suggesting that the local, low level and intermittent sounds from the production process adversely affect anything.  

Cultural resources & Visitor Resources  

Commercial oyster cultivation in Drake's Estero goes back nearly a hundred years. The current operation, Drakes Bay Oyster Company is the lineal 
descendant of the first such operation, and as such represents the oldest such operation in California. It is also the last operating oyster cannery in the state. 
Of the over 2 million people visiting Point Reyes National Seashore, a significant number come because of, and to visit the oyster farm. The historical 
significance of its continued operation is evident.  

Since Kevin Lunny took over the operation, he has offered interpretive tours of the facility to school groups and local non-profits. His employees are 
knowledgeable and eager to answer questions, and provide information about mariculture. He has also encouraged research projects at all levels, from 
secondary to university and beyond.  

Socioeconomic Resources  

Drake's Bay Oysters employs roughly 25-30 workers in its operations, providing housing as well to a number of these. Further, it produces approximately 
500,000 pounds of high quality protein each year, with no lasting environmental impact. Eliminating the operation makes neither economic nor 
environmental sense.  

The local community enterprises cannot offer employment to these workers. Therefore, not only will their taxes be lost, they will start receiving 
unemployment payments, increasing government costs. These workers support local businesses with spending for their daily needs. Local businesses, 
already under considerable stress from the economic recession, will be stressed further. Some may fail because of this, and because of the loss of revenues 
associated with losing the visitors who come to the region because of the oyster operation.  

Further, the local housing supply has been limited for decades, and cannot expand to provide housing for the displaced workers, some of whom, along with 
their families have been in the community for more than 25 years. They will have no choice but to leave the area. Removing the children from the local 
schools will result in reduction of state payments to the local schools, significantly affecting the ability of local schools to carry out their mission.  

It is well accepted that local food production and distribution has both significant environmental and economic benefits. Drake's Bay Oysters are sold only in 
California, and primarily in the Bay area, eliminating the economic and environmental costs of long distance transportation. Replacing the 500,000 ponds 
annually of high quality protein with any other protein could only be done at a much higher environmental and economic cost.  

Park Policy and Operations  

As noted above, and for the reasons specified above, closing Drake's Bay Oyster Company and turning the small land area involved into something called 
"wilderness" is simply inconsistent with the mission of the National Park Service. It will not be possible for the Park Service to preserve the historic and 
environmental character of this area without operating the oyster cultivation/harvesting/canning business itself. Kevin Lunny's Drake's Bay Oyster Company 
has proven to be a responsible and efficient steward of this land and water, and should be allowed to remain in operation there. The lease should be extended 
to at least coincide with the lease from the California Department of Fish and Game.  
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Correspondence: Dear Superintendent, As a former resident of and frequent visitor to the bay area I am deeply concerned about the proposal for commercial oyster operations 
at the Drakes Esteros, along Drakes Bay at Point Reyes National Park. It is my opinion, that the issuance of a commercial permit is a direct threat to the 
unique ecological system, natural and unspoiled beauty that makes Point Reyes a destination for visitors from all throughout the United States seeking to 
share the solace and natural environment that Point Reyes is so famous for. Commercial fisheries and oyster operations are well known to severely and 
adversely impact the environment in which they operate, polluting and spoiling the natural resources with untold future consequences. Historically the effect 
of commercial ventures in national refuges and or parks have proven disastrous both environmentally and economically. Often when the profits extracted 
from the natural resources are no longer viable, the state and national park system are left with the unsavory task of cleaning up behind these failed business 
that leave behind scars that remain well after the business operations leave the site. It is not in the public interest to allow short term profit at the expense of 



long term damage to the environment that our children and our children's children should enjoy. It is simply a decision that is clear cut, no commercial 
ventures should be allowed under any circumstance in pristine natural parks, these shoul remain natural and pristine as our treasured heritage for future 
generations.  

Sincerely,  

Daniel Boyanovsky.  

 
 




