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Correspondence Type: Web Form 
Correspondence: We support the Drakes Bay Oyster Company harvesting oysters.  
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Correspondence: I was a customer of the Johsons for a long time and hope to be one of Drakes Bay in the future. My wife used to paint scenes on the inside of the oyster 
shells and I still have some unpainted ones. Based on this background i want to submit the following comments: I strongly support the issuance of a 
Renewable Special Use Permit for Drakes Bay Family Farms which will allow the farm to make necessary building repairs and/or replacements. Further, I 
wish to inform the EIS committee that my comments need to be analyzed. The oyster and shellfish farm needs protection as much as or more than the 
environment, as it is probably the only one left free of pollution where you can safely consume raw oysters and other delicacies. This is true especially since 
the Gulf debacle, where millions of gallons of oil in the marshes is going to damage that area for the predictable future. The East coast is also polluted where 
even in Maine we had hospital waste and needles come up on our beach. Oyster bivalves have a naturally occurring food source and filter the seawater of 
sediment and excess nutrients resulting in cleaner ocean water. In addition they positively affect the abundance of fish and invertebrates the surrounding 
ocean waters. This type of shellfish operation requires clean, unpolluted water and therefore combined with the local job base, for whom it is vital, strongly 
influences the local communities actions on environmental issues. There are a large number of supporting technical papers covering related issues on 
Ecology, Food, Economy, Public Health, Cultural Value and Historic Value without me belaboring the facts. Therefore, I wish to ask you for and strongly 
support the Issuance of a Renewable Special Use Permit for the Drakes Bay Family Farm in the best interests of all of us including the Point Reyes National 
Seashore. Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely, Thornton Opie  
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Correspondence: The Drakes Bay Oyster Farm, because of both its commitment to education and the uniqueness of the farm (including the State of California's last operating 
oyster cannery and the region's only oyster seed setting hatchery), is a popular educational resource for many university, high school and elementary schools. 
Several colleges currently include trips to DBOF as part of their marine biology course work. DBOF has also partnered with a number of post-graduates in 
their work concerning Drakes Estero. This EIS must investigate the positive effects of the educational value to schools and students provided by DBOF.  
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Correspondence: I am a 53 year old resident of West Marin, and was born and raised in the San Francisco Bay Area. I have been visiting Point Reyes since I was a child, and 
still spend quite a bit of time hiking out in the area where the oyster farm is located. I am writing in support of Kevin Lunny's permit to operate the oyster 
farm being extended, as I feel that the farm is well integrated into the West Marin landscape, and the Lunny family acts as a respectful steward of this section 
of the coastline. The farm also serves as a great part of the fabric of West Marin's great produce and food production, as it has for decades. Thank you very 
much Steve Kopp  
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Correspondence: I have experienced the degradation of the environment by commercial interests in Florida over the last 40 years. Our grandchildren deserve to have 
preservation in the areas that have taken vision and effort to preserve. Commercial interests quite often come into areas that are important to the future and 
wish to reap benefits for individuals instead of for the general good. Keep this area free of commercial use. California, like Florida, is constantly needing to 
see the vision of the future for the brader good.  
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Correspondence: I am writing in support of the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm. I believe they should be granted a renewable special use permit which will allow the farm to make 
necessary building repairs and/or replacements. The farm is a model of sustainable fishery; it employs community residents in a time of far-reaching 
unemployment; it offers ecological benefits to water quality and increased fish diversity. The farm is also of historical value and is a wonderful place to visit 
and buy/eat oysters!  
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Correspondence: I think the lease on Drakes Bay Oyster Company should be renewed indefinitely for future generations to enjoy. It seems despite "scientific" studies there is 
no evidence that oyster farming in any way damages Drakes Bay. Furthermore the little mollusks are little filters improving the water quality.  

Thank you for your consideration on this matter.  

Margaret Elliott  
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Correspondence: Drakes Bay Oyster Farm provides many benefits including sustainable food supply,amazing opportunity for travelers to enjoy a very interesting natural 
resource, and jobs for the area. What can be better than that? Please renew Drake's lease! Signed: Richard J. Cusick  
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Correspondence: I am writing in support of DBOC to support a renewable special use permit for the farm. I have visited the farm on two occasions, enjoyed myself 
immensely, and would be greatly saddened if it was not there in the future. I see little reason to deny the coninued farming of oysters in Drakes Bay. The 
farm has been operating for many, many years and as far as I can determine, has only been beneficial for all concerned. As the lsat operating oyster cannery 
in California, it would be tragic to let such a tradition disappear. There are beneficial impacts to water quality, i.e., the cleaning and clarifying effects of 
oyster farming. In addition, there is increased fish diversity from the habitat provided by the oysters. There are other benefits from a decreased carbon 
footprint as DBOC markets only locally. I hope you will take a long and hard look at the beneficial facts in arriving at your decision; I very much hope I am 
able to visit the DBOC in the coming years and enjoy their wonderful oysters. Sincerely, Michael Redmond W.  
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Correspondence: Our family has lived in the SF Bay area for over 110 years. We value our local businesses and USA produced foods and goods. I am urging the NPS to 
extend the renewable Special Use Permit for Drake's Bay Oyster Company (DBOC). We have been customers of both of the oyster companies for many 
years. We hope you will reevaluate and allow DBOC to continue this valuable enterprise, which we believe enhances the ecology of the bay and coast. We 
support the farm and allowing them to make necessary building repairs and/or replacements.  



Areas which need to be analyzed are:  

Ecology Beneficial impacts to water quality: cleaning and clarifying effects of oysters' filter feeding-  

Almost no fresh water used in operation  

Ecological services offered by shellfish  

- increased eel-grass growth  

- increased fish diversity from habitat provided by oysters & equipment  

- restoration of an historic baseline ecosystem  

Beneficial impact to wild fisheries: DBOC's farmed shellfish reduce harvest pressure on wild fisheries.  

Carbon footprint to import replacement oysters would increase because DBOC markets 100% to San Francisco Bay Area  

Food  

Loss of a Local seafood source  

- Food Safety Concerns: DBOC's policy of only marketing locally means the food is the freshest possible  

- Preservation of Food Diversity  

- Food Security Concerns  

Economy  

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  

Public Health  

Largest sampler of marine bio-toxin data used by CDFG in making public health determinations  

Cultural Value  

Free interpretation services offered (tours)  

- To school groups  

- To local non-profits  

Partnerships  

- With graduate students and scientists on research projects  

- Generations of visitors  



Historic Value  

- Last operating oyster cannery in State  

- Continuing long-standing tradition of oyster cultivation  

Social Value  

Donations from farm  

- Oyster shell for habitat enhancement  

- Oyster shell for native oyster restoration  

Sustainability  

-Model of sustainable fishery  

Please allow Drakes Bay Oyster Company to continue remain a part of what makes the San Francisco Bay area such a great place to live. Most sincerely, 
Linda Androws  
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Correspondence: I am writing to encourage you to extend the permit for the oyster farm. Although I no longer live in the Marin County area, I grew up in that area and have 
hiked, ridden bikes, and camped at Pt. Reyes National Seashore hundreds of times. I have hike the Estero Trail many times and the views across the bay 
headwaters to the oyster pens was something I always stopped to look at. Yes, the oyster farm is a commercial intrusion, but it is a very minor intrusion. 
None of this area is pristine, untouched wilderness. Almost all of the Pt. Reyes/Tomales area has been farmed, grazed, or altered by humans at some point in 
time. As long as the oyster farm acts in an environmentally responsible manner I see no reason why it should not continue. I encourage you to allow it to 
remain.  
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Correspondence: To Whom It May Concern:  

I truly support the renewable special use permit for Drake's Bay Oyster Farm. I have been there several times during visits to California (usually, it's one of 
our mandatory stop spots) and have always enjoyed not only the oysters, but watching other customers - even families - come to learn about, or enjoy, the 
oysters offered and the teachings about how the oysters are grown and harvested. It is a learning experience for anyone who visits, and they have certainly 
done more for the area - hiring staff and producing excellent, fresh product - than many others who open a business. The historical aspect of the cannery is 
also important; the oysters are fresh when canned, not shipped elsewhere, which is really important to those who look for quality in their food. I certainly 
hope the government supports this business, and that I can look forward to visiting DBOC often when I come to California in the future. Sincerely, Barbara 
Griggs  
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Correspondence: I fully support renewal of use and occupancy permits for Drakes Bay Oyster Company.  

The Point Reyes Seashore area is the wonder that we all enjoy, specifically because of the partnership between commercial, residential and political 
interests that have made it possible. Ranchers, locals, business and tourists all make a significant contribution to this landscape.  

We are building a local economy based on sustainability and environmental health that is a model throughout the world. We will continue to flourish to the 



degree that we maintain that balance. This is a far more sustainable model than a picture postcard place that people can look at but never fully use.  

We cannot return this area totally to a pristine natural state. How far back would you go? There is no intention to bring back the bears, or the Miwoks for 
that matter. People, living in balance with nature are part of the natural landscape. This is worth cultivating and preserving.  

Drakes Bay Oyster Company represents an outstanding example of stewardship and benefit to the community and should be nurtured and supported.  
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Correspondence: I believe the lease to the Lunny family should be extended. The analysis of the effect of the oyster farm on marine life offered by the Seashore has been 
sharply criticized as inaccurate, and there is no evidence that the business is a detriment to the seashore, local inhabitants, or the local evonomy.  
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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.  

National park wilderness is for wildlife and public enjoyment, not private commercial use - please consider this when making development decisions.  

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.  
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Correspondence: Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a vital link in our local food chain here in Northern California. Their practices are sustainable, and the Lunny family has 
gone to great lengths to use ecologically sound practices. The family prescence on that penninsula is historic, they provide a vital service -fresh oysters are 
an excellent and affordable protein source. Their oyster business is fascinating to visit, and brings many people in to the park, and hence attracts revenue to 
the numerous local business along the route.  

Their respect for the land and their positions as stewards needs the support of our National Park System. They MUST be allowed to stay in business, and for 
that, their contract must be renewed. Oysters clean the water, and ecological and water quality studies prove their work there has had an overall positive 
effect upon Drake's Bay. Please renew the contract. This is of vital importance to the Bay Area who will local food in the event of a national disaster.  

Ellen Josephy  
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Correspondence: I am writing to show my support of DBOC and it's continued use into the distant future.  

I have lived now for over 50 years along Tomales bay and have seen the many changes that have taken place, I am not pleased to see businesses close and 
valuable tax generating ranches shut down. Our local schools need both the people and the jobs in order to stay open.  

As a board member for the MCFB I am very involved with protecting ranching and farming in Marin, I consider mariculture in this same catagory.  

For years we have been reading about this push by PRNS to close DBOC, much of the science behind this arguement has turned out to be false or 
manufactured; apparently to justify this closure. As the truth has been revealed recently regarding this matter, more and more of the public are outraged. I 
am one of many.  

Not only does the true science show that DBOC is not detrimental to the environment, but that it is also beneficial.  

Our whole economic future as a world power is now in question, sustainable renewable and eco-friendly businesses need to go on, DBOC is a local and a 
valuable producer of food that cannot be replaced.  

Please make sure that the EIS is fair and unbiased and that it sticks to the facts, any false information pertaining to the EIS should not be used.  
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Correspondence: I am a wildlife biologist with over 30 years of experience. I live in Point Reyes Station. As a consultant, I work mainly with birds and also with exotic 
species in the Point Reyes National Seashore and the neighboring Golden Gate National Recreation Area. Through my work as well as my interests in 
terrestrial and aquatic life and as a hiker, birdwatcher, horseback rider, kayaker, scuba diver, and tide pooler, I am deeply familiar with the Point Reyes 
National Seashore.  

It was the intent of the hard-won Wilderness Act to protect the land, biota, and the diminishing area of our seashore and natural areas. The Wilderness Act 
specifically states that it is the National Park Service's responsibility to protect and preserve the wilderness character of the area. It also says that no 
commercial enterprises shall be located within any wilderness area designated by the Wilderness Act.  

The concept of extending the Drake's Bay Oyster Company's lease is not compatible with the intent of the Wilderness Act or with the National Park Service's 
duties to preserve and protect wild areas. It is therefore inappropriate for a commercial enterprise to continue to operate within an area that is designated to 
return to wilderness when its lease expires. Further, it is unjust and unfair for a private, for-profit business to operate on land that belongs to me - to all of us.  

People are currently very interested in raising local food. Given this zeal for sustainable agriculture, I am concerned that the value of preserving and 
protecting wild places like Drake's Estero will be marginalized or forgotten. The Drake's Bay Oyster Company touts itself to be a provider of locally 
produced protein. Oysters are a luxury item, not a source of protein that most people eat on a daily or even weekly basis to nourish themselves or their 
families. If people want to purchase oysters from this area, there are two other local oyster operations where locals and visitors can go to purchase oysters. 
Neither of these is situated in an area that is designated by law to become wilderness.  

Ultimately, I do not feel that the National Park Service should have to provide scientific justification for choosing whether to renew or not renew the oyster 
company's lease; wilderness and the natural world sustain us in ways that cannot be studied or measured. The discussions and the decision about whether to 
preserve wilderness are far beyond science or business; wild places must be preserved for their own innate value and for the value of the native biota within 
them, for their natural beauty, and for the opportunity they provide for us humans to remain connected with the natural world. There is precious little 
wilderness remaining, and what is left should be protected and preserved. That's why the Wilderness Act was passed, and that's why it should be upheld and 
honored in the face of threat by Drake's Bay Oyster Company.  

From a naturalist's and biologist's perspective, there are many questions that should be addressed in relation to the continued operation of the Drake's Bay 
Oyster Company. Some of the questions that occur to me follow:  

Has anyone considered that the oysters being grown in Drake's Estero are taking up native plankton that is then shunted out of the ecosystem and into human 
diets rather than staying in the system as a basic and vital part of the food web in Drake's Estero?  

Has anyone looked at the use of the Estero by birds and considered impacts on them from the noise and disturbance related to operation of a commercial 
mariculture business?  

What about disturbance to eel grass beds in the Estero that support black brandt, a bird species of special concern in California? The black brandt is a species 
of small goose that is closely tied to, and dependent on, eel grass in coastal bays. They are present in this area during spring and fall migration as well as 
during the winter. Brandt have declined in numbers along the California coast due to hunting pressure and to a decrease in the amount of eelgrass on which 
they forage. What about direct impacts to the geese themselves? Flocks of black brandt have traditionally rested and foraged in Drake's Bay. I think they 
would be susceptible to disturbance resulting from the presence of employees and boat traffic associated with operation of the oyster company.  

Has anyone considered the effect of importing and introducing "seed" for growing the non-native oysters that are farmed in Drake's Estero? Can it be 
absolutely guaranteed that whatever is imported is free of exotic species that could be invasive, problematic, and expensive and/or impossible to eradicate or 



control?  

I strongly believe that Drake's Estero should revert to wilderness when the Drake's Bay Oyster Lease expires on November 30, 2012. Thank you for 
considering my comments.  
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Correspondence: My family supports the fact that Drakes Bay Oyster Company should be issued a renewed Special Use Permit for the operation of farming and canning 
oysters at Drakes Estero. The reasons to continue operations as they are presently far outnumber any reasons for a Wilderness Area. What about the history 
of aquaculture at this site - of West Marin Ranching? What about the many improvements the Lunny family has made to their oyster facility and their plans 
to continue improvements? What about the jobs and housing the DBOC provides? What about the amount of food DBOC contributes to California? And 
what about the benefits to the ecosystem?  

DBOC is continuing an industry that has been here for a hundred years! If the National Park Service reclaims the lease then what about the lives of all the 
many families who work and live here? One cannot ignore the historic impact of farming and aquaculture in West Marin. DBOC is the second largest 
employer on the Pt Reyes peninsula. I think the impact to the community were it gone would be devastating not only to the livelihood of those who work for 
and live at the farm but to the detriment of all local businesses who rely on tourism. DBOC is open to the public, it's an educational facility graciously 
provided by the owner and enthusiastically promoted. DBOC is one of the great destinations on our coast.  

Environmentally, oyster aquaculture has been used to clean contaminated water ways throughout the world. As a crop, oysters are not polluters they are 
cleaners, and actually create a desirable aquatic environment. Their sustainability requires no feeding, no fertilizer, and no chemicals - they are ecologically 
friendly. Why would you want to eliminate this positive resource? Many other waterways are in the process of establishing oysters for all their positive 
ecological attributes. Not to mention the fact that Lunny submits more water and oyster meat sampling than anyone else for California's testing.  

DBOC provides food for the private sector as well as the wholesale market throughout the Bay Area, which is around 5 million people. They produce 
500,000 lbs of consumable product a year on only 150 acres of water bottom. The equivalent of ranged cattle produced on land would be on 30,000 acres of 
grassland; where in the Bay Area would you find 30,000 acres of grass grazing land? If this oyster resource is gone it would be replaced by another resource 
which would come from Oregon, Washington, the east coast, or the Pacific Rim, by plane, train or truck. And as it is a perishable product it has to be 
transported by refrigeration which is even more costly. The transportation and preservation of the product to be brought from its source into the Bay Area 
would leave a huge carbon footprint. How ecological is that? Grow local, buy local, and stay local; save the environment.  

The government, as it seems, on its present course of action of non-issuance of a use permit to DBOC is out of step. In an environment of unemployment and 
housing woes and food shortages it is going out of its way to displace and unemploy people in this local. The owners and employees of DBOC are doing a 
service to all of society, "stewards of the land and sea" they are!  

The Wittman Family: Steven, Cathy, Yuri and Steve  
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Correspondence: Public parks belong to the people and should not be used for private profit. This is especially true with the advent of global warming and the stress that will 
place on all species, especially marine life already heavily compromised by overfishing and pollution.  
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Correspondence: Public lands and waters are vital as pockets of refuge for wildlife, especially in face of global warming. Private profit from public lands is inappropriate, 
especially when or where it interferes with the natural processes.  

Please stay with the original plan to return Point Reyes oyster beds to natural processes.  
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Correspondence: 21 November 2010  

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

RE: Comments on the NEPA process for the proposed Drake's Bay Oyster Company lease extension.  

1. I am aware that the lease is for about 1600 acres of Drake's Estero, while oyster beds occupy only a small portion of that area. What will be the impacts of 
expansion of mariculture should the Lunny's decide to utilize the full lease area? Can or should the "footprint" of the oyster operation be limited?  

2. I am aware that Section 124 of Public Law 111-88 enables the Secretary to extend a 10 year lease. What will happen after the proposed 10-year 
extension? Is it economic and practical for DBOC to continue for just 10 years or is further extension planned? Are the various impacts of the "more than 
10-year extension" alternative being considered? This seems to be an important issue.  

3. I am aware that Congress designated Drakes Estero as "potential wilderness", and that the area will not become wilderness until the non-conforming 
oyster farm use is terminated. Does this extension and/or creation of wilderness leases have a precedent elsewhere in the Wilderness System? What is the 
significance (to NPS, USFS and BLM) of setting this "commercial farming in potential wilderness" precedent?  

4. Privatization and leases of public lands resources often restrict public access and limits recreational opportunity.  

5. What are the impacts of DBOC on Drakes Estero native flora and wildlife populations?  

Thank you for attending to my concerns.  

Tom Gaman  
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Correspondence: Re: Drakes Bay Oyster Farm  

Gentlemen,  

We would like to express our support to grant a renewable Special Use Permit for the farm, which will allow the farm to make necessary building repairs 
and/or replacements.  

This farm has been a source of joy to our family for a least a decade and we encourage you to analyze all aspects of the farming in order to allow it to 
continue to operate.  

Thank you.  

Gary & Lynne Cutlip  
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Correspondence: Dear Sirs/Madams,  

--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  

Dale Ellis  
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Correspondence: I would like to state that I support allowing Drakes Bay Family Farms operate under their renewable Special Use Permit for the farm, which will allow the 
farm to make necessary building repairs and/or replacements.  

I believe that their operation has little impact on the environment. Oyster farming actually increase the viability of Ell Grass and some fish species with little 
or no effect on marine mammals and other wild life. In fact visitors to the Point Reyes National Seashore have a far greater impact on the environment. Not 
renewing Drakes Bay Family Farms operational permit would be like banning visitors from the National Seashore. As a concerned citizen I believe oyster 
farming like other farms is a compatible use with the National Seashore and is valuable to the local Economy and community while providing sustainable 
food to the area. Simply put lose the Drakes Bay Family Farms it would have adverse effects to the region and its ecology.  
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Correspondence: I grew up in Pt Reyes and was a regular user of the Point Reyes National Seashore for horseback riding, bicycling, hiking, camping and going to the beach. I 
used to go to Johnson Oyster Co with my father and I am an avid oyster consumer. I have lived many places since I left for college, but still come back 
frequently (several times a year) to the area and invariably use the park during any visit. I have met people around the US and abroad who value to the Point 
Reyes National Seashore, and I realize how surprised all these people would be about this nearly inexplicable controversy about the extension of the DBOC 
special permit. As I have followed this controversy over the years I find myself initially surprised (like my friends) and now suspicious of the process by 
which a progression to wilderness status of a sparkling gem (the estero) within the center of the Pt Reyes National Seashore has been hijacked by a 
commercial operation in the name of "sustainable" aquaculture or history or a few local jobs. The Park belongs to all US citizens and its value will only 
increase as coastal development continues and it is protected as a wilderness area. This is consistent with the stated mission of the Park Service and the initial 
designation of the estero as potential wilderness. There are oyster beds appropriately in the Tomales Bay, consistent with the use of motor boats and other 
development; the estero is an inappropriate place for commercial cultivation of oysters involving motor boats and related activities. The value of the estero 
and the wilderness status to US citizens greatly exceeds the value of the commercial operation in terms of jobs, or the less convincing historic precedence of 
the oyster beds.  
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Correspondence: DBOC SUP EIS c/o Superintendent Point Reyes National Seashore 1 Bear Valley Road Point reyes Station, CA 94956  

I am writing this letter in support of renewing the lease of the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm.  

1.The scientific evidence recently revealed in the Point Reyes Light shows without doubt that the Oyster Farm doesn't harm the seals in the area. The 
photographs taken by the park service over a period of time shows that kayakers disturb the seals NOT the Oyster Farm.  

2. Since the NPS took over the Point Reyes Peninsula in the 1960's our world has changed drastically. Not only is it important to maintain wild places, It is 
extremely important that well managed local farming be supported as an example to other small communities that they can sustain themselves with high 
quality agriculture and food supply.  

3. I am a local person whose family has been in West Marin since the early 1930's. How sad to lose the ranches and farms that were so prevalent and 
important in the area. The human culture of the area was much more stable and balanced as a community years ago. True, we have more wild areas but the 
integration of the area is reduced every time we lose one more farm, ranch, fishing operation. Can't we be an example to the rest of the world on how to 
integrate wildness with human beings with modest, sustainable operations and structures?  

PLEASE allow the Oyster Farm to continue working!  
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Correspondence: TO: National Park Service Nov. 21, 2010 Point Reyes Seashore Park, CA 94956  

Subject: Renew Drakes Bay Oyster Company's Lease For 10 More Years  

Reasons to renew DBOC's lease:  

Detailed analysis proves DBOC's operation does not harm the environment including seals and other wildlife.  

The NPS distorted scientific information to justify not renewing the lease. DBOC produces a healthy substantial food source in significant quantities.  

Two years ago the NPS convened a panel of scientific expert who issued a report a year ago to conclude DBOC's operations do not harm the environment.  

The NPS convened a public meeting in Pt. Reyes Station on 10/26/10 to make the public aware about DBOC's lease renewal, etc. but the owners were not 
allowed to present their own information to prove the public benefits from its operation without harm to the environment.  

At the 10/26/10 meeting (see #6) a senior NPS Ranger, John DelOsso said to me and another persons that the NPS has spent "over 10 million dollars" on 
analyzing DBOC's operation. Other than this disclosure the public has not been made aware of this huge expense of public funds in an attempt to defeat 
DBOC's lease renewal.  

It is well known the NPS did not make public photos it had taken over many months that proved DBOC's operation does not harm or upset seals or other 
wild life.  

When I asked the appropriate NPS spokesperson a week ago if it would put in their final report all the letters to the editor that have been printed over the past 
two years she failed to acknowledge rmy request. Therefore please include all letters that have been printed in newspapers that supports the lease renewal in 
your final Special Use Permit Environmental Impact Statement (SUPEIS) report on this matter.  

Lastly, please advise me where the NPS has required any other business n California to go through the SUPEIS process during the past ten years. Why did it 
allow the public only one month to review the data and make comments about it? Standard public policy allows the public at least 60 or more days to 
comment on an equivalent EIR report. Where else has the NPS hosted three biased public meetings within a three day period on such a matter the public had 
only 30 days to comment on while it allowed itself 20 more months to decide on denying or approving the lease? This rush/delay process comes across as 
suppressing public comment while giving the NPS an unnecessarily long time (1.5 years) to decide on it behind closed doors.  

Please consider this letter as a request under the Freedom of Information Act to make available to me all letters, memos, advisory reports, internal 
communications, etc. that concern DBOC's operations, its present lease, and renewing it for another ten years.  

Sincerely,  

Gerry Coles  
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Correspondence: Historic significance: Drake's Bay Oyster Company is keeping a long standing tradition of farming shellfish in the Point Reyes area alive. As the last 
operating oyster cannery in California it is important to weigh the historic value of this farm as a significant part of the National Park.  

Economic: The Drake's Bay Oyster Company plays a vital role in the economy of West Marin by providing jobs, producing a viable protein source of food 
(oysters) and housing for the employees. The employees of the company help to produce a product that brings income to the region, employs people, houses 
them and in turn those employees and their families play a vital role in the local economy.  
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Correspondence: I believe it is in the public's best interest to approve a renewable Special Use Permit for Drake's Bay Oyster Company, a family-owned business that supports 
the ecology of Drake's Estero; provides affordable housing and a livable wage for its workers; contributes revenue to the local, county and state economies; 
supplies fresh oysters to the local community; retains a working, environmentally friendly business that exemplifies best practices in sustainable fishing, 
preserving the historical heritage of west Marin County; educating school children and others touring the area to see responsible, local role models in the 
oyster farmers. I urge you to analyze the above factors before arriving at a decision. When you do, I know you will agree with me that the Drake's Bay 
Oyster Company benefits the Point Reyes National Seashore, contributing socially, economically and culturally to the greater community. What better 
example is there for the National Park Service than the outstanding qualities exhibited by Drake's Bay Oyster Company to sustain people, sustain the 
environment, contribute financially to the area and improve the welfare of the region? Please approve the renewable Special Use Permit so my children and 
grandchildren can appreciate the harmonious relationship of people living, working and preserving the best of Point Reyes National Seashore. Thank you!  
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Correspondence: I strongly support Drake's Bay Oyster Company's request for renewing the special use permit.  

Based upon the scientific data shown and the lies that the National Park Service management and researchers have tried to propagate I have totally lost faith 
in their ability to make decisions that are unbiased and in the best interest of the park and the common tax payer. There are almost seven billion people in 
this world and aqua culture certainly has to play a role in feeding them. This valuable resource has been in Drakes Estero for over 50 years. Hopefully it can 
continue to exist for another 50.  
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Correspondence: The scoping of the Drakes Bay Oyster Company Special Use Permit Environmental Impact Statement should consider the following items:  

1. Cultural/historical influence of oyster-use for sustenance starting from Native Americans to present. This would include an examination of the nutritional 
benefits of the oyster food source in comparison with other protein sources and their environmental impacts.  

2. The scoping should include how the operations are compatible with the Marin County General Plan updated in 2007 that identified sustainable practices.  

3. There is a direct quantifiable benefit to the state and local economy that needs to be fully laid out. This would include the State, County and Local 
Economy.  

4. The scoping document needs to identify mitigations appropriate to offset any impacts of the operations.  
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Correspondence: I am not in favor of extending the lease for Drake's Bay Oyster Farm. Although I am a strong supporter of local and sustainable food production, I am 
concerned about the way this effort to extend the lease has come about and the precedent it could set nationally. I support a national conversation about the 
appropriateness of agriculture and mariculture in sensitive and wilderness-designated areas for future policy-setting.  
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Correspondence: I strongly support Drakes Bay Family Farms attempt to obtain a renewable Special Use Permit for the farm, which will allow the farm to make necessary 
building repairs or replacements.  



Having read most of the published articles and literature (pros and cons) about the farm, I believe it is in the best interest of the Park Service, the American 
Tax Payer and the Estuary to continue the operation for decades to come.  
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Correspondence: November 20, 2010  

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

Dear Superintendent Muldoon:  

We are writing to voice our strong support for issuance of a renewable Special Use Permit for Drakes Bay Oyster Company (DBOC) to continue its oyster 
operations in Drakes Estero. DBOC has a proven track record as a responsible steward of the marine and estuarine resources in Drakes Estero. They have 
demonstrated a clear commitment to honor the mission of the National Park Service in "?extending the benefits of natural and cultural resource conservation 
and outdoor recreation throughout this country and the world". DBOC is an exemplary partner for the Point Reyes National Seashore.  

We are requesting that the following issues be analyzed in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that is being prepared in connection with DBOC's 
application for a Special Use Permit: ? Environmental Oyster cultivation has a beneficial impact on water quality and biodiversity. At the same time, it 
provides an environmentally responsible and sustainable source of seafood. The EIS should be informed by the science of oyster cultivation and scientific 
data available from a broad range of sources. It should reflect a fair and balanced study. ? Visitor Experience/Recreation Oyster cultivation in Drakes Estero 
is a valued historical tradition that has been enjoyed by generations of families. This tradition, begun long before the creation of the Point Reyes National 
Seashore (PRNS), offers an opportunity for park visitors to learn about this important form of mariculture while enjoying the stunning vistas of the Estero.  

DBOC, in cooperation with PRNS, has the potential to provide a unique educational experience for park visitors that relates to responsible management of 
the park's natural resources. This includes education on the harbor seal population and habitat and restrictions pertaining to kayak access during harbor seal 
breeding season. ? Socioeconomic Resources The presence of agriculture and mariculture within PRNS provides tremendous economic benefits to the local 
economy as well as valuable food products. DBOC alone employs 35 people and provides affordable housing to a subset of those employees. The families 
behind DBOC and local ranch operations within the park provide a vital link for PRNS to the local community. Additionally, they provide a unique model 
for PRNS to inform and engage visitors on new approaches to sustainable agriculture. ? Wilderness The EIS should not be framed as a decision on 
wilderness. It is a decision on the continuation of a Special Use Permit by a family who has been a responsible steward for PRNS with a demonstrated record 
of performance. The cultivation of oysters in Drakes Bay Estero preceded the creation of PRNS and should be allowed to continue.  

We sincerely hope that the preparation of the EIS will be conducted in a fair and balanced manner by the PRNS and National Park Service. The decision on 
the issuance of a Special Use Permit for DBOC, and the process that is followed to arrive at that decision, has broad implications for our local community 
and the larger constituency of the National Park Service.  

Sincerely,  

Maureen Cornelia & Peter Sheremeta  
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Correspondence: Dear Superintendent Muldoon, Regardless of environmental impact, I support conversion of Drakes Estero from potential wilderness to full wilderness status 
in 2012 rather than extension of the operations of Drakes Bay Oyster Company for an additional 10 years. I believe this was the initial intent of Congress and 
those that helped craft the Point Reyes Wilderness Act. There are few if any estuaries on our coast that have been left to the wild - to the eelgrass, the masses 
of invertebrates, the bat rays, the leopard sharks, the black brandt, the black-bellied plovers, the sandpipers, the peregrine, the harbor seals. The least we can 
do is return this one estuary back to itself. Or must we leave our mark of humanity everywhere that we go? Oyster farming has had a good run in Drakes 
Estero, but it is time for the estuary to be left to its own, wild peace. Please do not extend the Drakes Bay Oyster Company for an additional 10 years. Thank 
you for yor consideration.  
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Correspondence: First, despite the caveat of public law 111-88, section 124 (2009) which stipulates that "Nothing in this section shall be construed to have any application to 
any location other than Point Reyes National Seashore; nor shall anything in this section be cited as precedent for management of any potential wilderness 
outside the Seashore" I would like to urge NPS to remain vigilant in considering impacts to wilderness and potential wilderness in alternative action 
strategies since any exception to the wilderness act not "provided herein" could still result in legal precedents that could help private interests (e.g., mining, 
logging, or hospitality industry) justify commercial development in PRNS as well as other parks.  

In short, the top priorities in decision-making should be to provide maximum protection of wilderness resources and give full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes 
Wilderness Act by prioritizing the long-standing wilderness designation vision over commercial private use. The NPS must also consider the peer-reviewed 
research that concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster operation on wilderness resources.  

Furthermore, in evaluating the no action and alternative strategies NPS should consider the following:  

1. The frequency and intensity of the activity related to oyster operation particularly in its effects on the sand bars included in the CF&G lease (i.e., OB, 
UEN, UEF). Among others, these activities include boat traffic, boat paths, pedestrian traffic and pedestrian paths. Also of interest are these activities 
patterns (e.g. many short trips vs. few long trips) and characteristics (e.g., noise level). DBOC should be able to provide this information.  

2. The effect of DBOC diversification in production (i.e., clams, scallops, etc).  

3. The effect of DBOC potential increase in production levels (from the current 250,000 Lbs to 700,000 Lbs historical high in 1985).  

4. The effect of increased tourist traffic if DBOC maintains a sales outlet (store) in the park.  
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Correspondence: To Whom It May Concern:  

I am writing to comment on the breadth and purpose of the Drakes Bay Oyster Company (DBOC) Special Use Permit (SUP) Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS). I understand that the intent of the scoping process is to solicit public comment in identifying impact topics for analysis. A number of impact 
topics specific to this particular situation should also be included and analyzed in this EIS that may not be routinely studied in a typical EIS. While the 
National Parks Service (NPS) has initially identified a list of impact topics, such as wilderness, geological, water, estuarine, terrestrial, etc., several other 
community based topics must also be included.  

An analysis of the impact on local food resources, the local rural economy, as well as local sustainable agriculture are three important topics that should be 
included in the EIS. First, the potential loss of DBOC as a significant local food resource is notable for several reasons: food safety (shellfish freshness), 
local food security/ availability as well as preservation of food diversity. DBOC sells 100 percent of its shellfish locally. The loss of this resource would have 
both a quantitative and qualitative impact. Next, the impact on the vitality of West Marin's rural economy through DBOC commerce, job opportunities, and 
employees living and spending locally must also be addressed. Lastly, an analysis of the impact on local sustainable agriculture is critical in comprehending 
the actual value of DBOC as a model sustainable fishery.  

It is my opinion that DBOC is an extremely valuable local agricultural resource and exemplary environmental steward, such that I am wholly in support of a 
renewable SUP for the commercial oyster operation. Only a renewable SUP will allow the farm to make necessary repairs and capital improvements. The 
NPS's own objective of "managing natural and cultural resources to support their maximum protection, restoration, and preservation" could not find a more 
strident, earnest, and suitable partner than Drakes Bay Oyster Company. I trust that the EIS and furthermore, the Secretary of the Interior will ultimately 
come to that same conclusion. Thank you for this opportunity to submit comments.  

Sincerely,  

Andrew Brait, Partner Full Belly Farm  
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Correspondence: I am a resident of Point Reyes Station, near the boundary of the park, and I am NOT in favor of extending the oyster farming lease in Drake's Estero. The 
owner knew of the upcoming lease expiration when he bought the business, and has been using what I feel to be inappropriate political pressure to attempt to 
gain the extension. The Estero should return to wilderness as planned, in my opinion; this would provide the most benefit to the greater public.  



It's not as though this will deprive the area of local oysters, as there are two other operations in nearby Tomales Bay.  

Thank you for considering my views. I will leave my contact information blank, as this has become a sensitive issue in my community and I do not wish to 
inadvertently alienate any of my neighbors.  
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Correspondence: Date: November 21, 2010  

To: DBOC SUP EIS  

From: Jeffrey A. Creque, Ph.D.  

Subject: Drakes Bay Oyster Company (DBOC) SUP EIS Scoping Comment  

This letter is an invited comment as part of the scoping process initiated for an EIS allegedly required prior to issuance of a Special Use Permit (SUP) for 
continuation of oyster farming operations by DBOC in Drakes Estero, Point Reyes National Seashore (PRNS).  

In addressing this matter, the National Park Service (NPS) must first answer two critical questions.  

1. Does the NPS have jurisdiction over mariculture in Drakes Estero?  

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

The answer to both of these questions is clearly "NO."  

1. Does the NPS have jurisdiction over mariculture in Drakes Estero? NO. The NPS does not have jurisdiction over mariculture in Drakes Estero. In the 
Final EIS on Proposed Wilderness, April 23, 1974, the NPS acknowledged the rights of the State of California were retained by the State at the time of 
transfer of the waters of the Estero to the Federal government, stating 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 the NPS and the State of California agreed that the State has jurisdiction over mariculture in the Estero. In 
2004 the California Fish and Game Commission gave DBOC a 25-year permit to continue maricultural activities to 2029. NPS 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." PRNS appears to have determined that preemption is appropriate in this matter, however, this determination is invalid due to the 
failure of NPS to conduct required Federalism impact work associated with such preemption. If the required Federalism impact work has been done, all 
documentation associated with that effort must be provided to the public as part of the EIS scoping process.  

2. Is an Environmental Impact Statement required for the renewal of Drakes Bay Oyster Company's permit? NO. In 2009, Congress explicitly passed 
legislation enabling the Secretary of the Interior to issue a SUP to DBOC for continued operation, "notwithstanding any other law." This act of Congress 
precludes any alleged necessity for an EIS prior to issuance of that permit. Even if Congress had not expressed its clear intention in this matter, per NPS 
Director's Order 12, the NPS may issue a renewal of a SUP under a Categorical Exclusion and is encouraged to do so when no change in environmental 
effects are reasonably foreseeable, as would clearly be the case here, given that no change in operation is proposed. The California Department of Fish and 
Game (CDFG) permit provided to DBOC in 2005 was issued under a Categorical Exclusion under the State's strict CEQA guidelines. In fact, environmental 
review has already been completed under CEQA, and it is reasonable to demand that the NPS comply with CEQA 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, clearly indicating the NPS agrees with State of California findings under CEQA. 
Further, in 1998, PRNS conducted its own Environmental Assessment of a new 12,000 square foot oyster processing and mariculture interpretation center, 
proposed by then-PRNS Superintendent Don Neubacher to replace the existing dilapidated 1,200 square foot on-shore facility, which resulted in a Finding of 
No Significant Impact (FONSI). Further, the SUP renewal falls under the Seashore's General Management Plan and therefore is appropriately treated as a 
Categorical Exclusion. GMPs are developed through an EIS process specifically to cover many decisions that might otherwise require an EIS. In this case, 
the management objectives in the PRNS GMP explicitly 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).  

The proposed EIS is thus redundant, unnecessary and in clear violation of the Intent of Congress.  

NPS staff may claim that controversy in this matter precludes a Categorical Exclusion. Claims of controversy are based on misconduct by current and former 
NPS staff. July 21, 2008 the Inspector General of the Department of the Interior found that the NPS had misrepresented science pertaining to the impacts of 
mariculture in Drakes Estero, and this conclusion was echoed in the May 5, 2009 National Academy of Sciences (NAS) report on this matter. Controversy 



surrounding this issue was fomented by the NPS itself when it chose to misrepresent facts and to falsely accuse DBOC of causing damage to the 
environment and to Harbor Seals. In spite of the NAS 2009 conclusion that the NPS had misrepresented scientific findings, and in spite of the fact that over 
250,000 NPS photographs show no evidence that seals are disturbed by oyster farm activities, PRNS continues to spread false information regarding oyster 
operations in the Estero. While this gross NPS misconduct falls well within the precedent for judicial review under the Administrative Procedure Act, it does 
not constitute a legitimate basis for denying a Categorical Exclusion for continuation of over eighty years of oyster farming in the Estero. If NPS were in fact 
in possession of legitimate information regarding harm to the ecology of the Estero, NPS should have immediately shared these concerns directly with 
DBOC before raising the issue in public hearings, before the media, and in meetings and correspondence with local, state and national representatives and 
agencies. However, because the information NPS presented has been shown to be false, any alleged controversy is artificial and any NPS claim of 
controversy is therefore a fraudulent basis for requiring an Environmental Impact Statement.  

Beyond these questions, there are issues of process that must be redressed to ensure that NPS meets 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), Department of Interior policies, rules and regulations, 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. The Purpose is supposed to describe goals and objectives NPS intends to fulfill by 
taking action (NPS Director's Order 12). It cannot be simply a statement, such as the one in the October 8 letter, which 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 must provide the information necessary for 
the public to understand why an EIS, rather than a Categorical Exclusion, is being prepared, the history of oyster farming in the Estero and its position within 
the pastoral mandate for PRNS management, and the management goals and objectives established in the current General Management Plan (GMP). 
Regardless of ongoing revision of that GMP, only the 1980 GMP is in place and only those objectives within the 1980 GMP can serve as a basis for 
establishing a purpose or need. 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 14-year delay in development of an updated PRNS GMP, any new GMP document 
that may be released that does not include the oyster farm will further demonstrate capriciousness on the part of NPS. Notice of Intent According to CEQ 
Regulations Section 1508.22, "Notice of intent" means a notice that an EIS 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 the scoping letter as containing the purpose and need. The inadequacy of that purpose and need is evident, as is the NPS failure to 
provide a purpose and need of any sort in the formal Notice Of Intent (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 makes 
clear, announcements NPS 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 NPS failed to announce 
meetings, and regional newspapers, 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. NPS reliance upon press releases again suggests arbitrariness, capriciousness, and possible 
professional misconduct given the prominence of that policy and the reasonable expectation that NPS staff are obliged to act in accordance with both the law 
and NPS policy. Public Involvement Initial NPS efforts at public involvement do not comply with 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, it has 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, food security, slow food and local food groups, and farm bureaus. The NPS failed to do so. In fact, not even DBOC was 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 NPS bias against the oyster farm and the agricultural community 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, PRNS did not invite the participation of state and local agencies, despite the clear interest of those 
agencies in this matter. PRNS must invite the participation of state and local agencies in the EIS process. The timing and manner of announcing the EIS are 
also not in accordance with Director's Order 12, which requires 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. A Notice of Intent must be republished and a new scoping process initiated not less than 15 days 
following publication of that NOI. Scoping Based on the information provided to participants in the scoping meetings in poster form and as handouts, the 
NPS 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. Background information must 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. NPS 
Management Polices 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 noted above, this is untrue. This misinformation must be eliminated from the scoping 
process. To give the public a broader understanding of how this Park Unit flexibly and arbitrarily implements Wilderness policy, NPS must explain how 
Muddy Hollow went from "potential wilderness" to "wilderness" even though it contains underground utilities and NPS Management Policy explicitly 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 and must include the Estero's broader 
geospatial context, which includes a patchwork of wilderness and non-wilderness areas within the PRNS. 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. This 
information must be made available during scoping to avoid misleading the public into believing that the conflict between wilderness, potential wilderness, 
and non-wilderness is greater than it is. ?NPS must avoid providing selected information about the Park's Enabling Legislation to support what seems to be 
its staff's desire to support wilderness at the expense of other public uses. For example, Section 6 (b) of the enabling legislation 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 is clearly appropriate for the 
public to have this information. ? The poster on Objectives must include relevant key management objectives in the Seashore's current and legally binding 
General Management Plan. According to the GMP, PRNS 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 PRNS GMP objectives is a 
serious deficiency, provides the public with inadequate information upon which to base their comments, and indicates a willingness on the part of the NPS 
and others involved in this EIS to selectively provide information to further their own objectives. ? While the NPS provides background on wilderness, it 
provides no background on DBOC beyond the fact that it exists. NPS must provide the public with a legitimate history of the oyster farm, the importance of 
the farm to the State of California's aquaculture program, the number of people who visit and the services the farm provides, including interpretation and 
education and sustainable food production for the San Francisco Bay Area. 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," this information must be 
provided to the public. The public must also be informed of the fact that PRNS has 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, participants must be informed that the oyster farm on-shore facilities are 
not located within potential wilderness. Most importantly, NPS must disclose that the California Department of Fish and Game, not NPS, has jurisdiction 
over the DBOC mariculture permit, and that any effort on the part of NPS to regulate or truncate State rights in this matter are patently illegitimate.  

To address the problems 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 on-shore buildings and facilities. 2. A new and 
adequate Purpose and Need must be developed. 3. A new Notice of Intent must be prepared and published in accordance with the appropriate regulations and 
a new scoping process initiated. 4. Public involvement must include 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.  

Data Quality Considerations in the Preparation of the proposed EIS.  

The 2009 National Academy of Sciences report on the impacts of mariculture in Drakes Estero is the most comprehensive review of existing scientific 
information on the question of environmental impacts of oyster cultivation in Drakes Estero and must provide the scientific basis of any EIS. A paper by Dr 
Ben Becker, an employee of the NPS, has been extensively quoted by the NPS, however, Becker's paper uses data points based on observations by Park 
volunteers that have been proven to be erroneous by NPS time/date stamped photographic evidence revealed subsequent to the publication of Becker's paper. 
Use of that paper or of its discredited data would undermine the integrity of the entire EIS process. Becker's paper therefore cannot and must not be used as a 
source of information on oyster farm impacts on harbor seals.  

An extensive review of the impacts of oyster mariculture on Harbor Seals in Drakes Estero, including a detailed review of Dr Becker's data and conclusions, 
has been conducted by the Marine Mammal Commission (MMC), and a draft comprehensive report is expected to be released within the next six weeks (by 
year end, 2010). A final report is expected by the end of February, 2011. The EIS process cannot proceed without this MMC report, and cannot ignore its 
findings. The MMC involvement, at significant taxpayer expense, was invited by the Sierra Club and the National Parks Conservation Association. The 
MMC report, upon its release, must immediately be incorporated within the body of any EIS pertaining to this matter.  

Food Security and Sustainable Food Production for the San Francisco Bay Area  

Any consideration of environmental impacts of continuing or removing oyster cultivation in Drakes Estero must recognize the fact that DBOC produces 85% 
of the commercial shellfish produced within the San Francisco Bay Area and thus constitutes a critical component of the region's food supply and food 
security. Elimination of the roughly one half million pounds of highest quality protein produced from the Estero each year would require its replacement 
from other marine or land based sources at much lower conversion efficiencies, resulting in a cascade of environmental impacts that would be difficult or 
impossible to mitigate. Among these would be the significant carbon and other greenhouse gas costs associated with other forms of protein production, 
processing and transportation. For example, replacing DBOC-produced marine protein with comparable shellfish would require imports from as far away as 
Mexico or Korea, resulting in not only increased transportation-associated greenhouse gases, but in significant risks to public health associated with long-
distance transport of imported perishable foodstuffs from countries whose food safety practices may or may not comply with US standards. Further, 
importation of significant quantities of marine protein from outside the United States would further deepen the existing US shellfish deficit. The United 
States already consumes an inordinate percentage of global resources, and to gratuitously increase that percentage in an arena where we have the clear 
potential to increase our self-sufficiency, when global demand for protein is projected to double within the next two decades, is both morally and 
ecologically indefensible. Indeed, when a global perspective is applied to the issue of sustainable shellfish production in Drakes Estero, it is clear that the 
environmental impacts of eliminating that production far exceed those, if any, associated with its continuation. Any EIS purporting to evaluate the 
environmental effects of retaining shellfish aquaculture in Drakes Estero MUST consider the regional and global consequences of failing to do so. The 
question of shellfish aquaculture in Drakes Estero MUST be viewed within the context of global marine ecological condition and trend, including the 
collapse of virtually every commercial fishery worldwide and the accelerating acidification of oceans globally.  

The widespread recognition of shellfish aquaculture as a truly sustainable alternative source of marine protein, and the fact of the doubling of human demand 
for protein by 2030, suggest that the most important question this EIS must consider is how to significantly increase shellfish production in Drakes Estero in 
the near term while continuing to maintain the Estero's ecological integrity into the foreseeable future.  

Thank you for your attention to these critically important matters.  

Jeffrey A. Creque, Ph.D.  
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Type: 
Correspondence: TO: National Park Service Nov. 21, 2010 Point Reyes Seashore Park, CA 94956  

Subject: Renew Drakes Bay Oyster Company's Lease For 10 More Years  

(this is a corrected version of another email sent you under the same subject, please replace it with this version)  

Reasons to renew DBOC's lease:  

Detailed analysis proves DBOC's operation does not harm the environment including seals and other wildlife.  

The NPS distorted scientific information to justify not renewing the lease. DBOC produces a healthy substantial food source in significant quantities.  

Two years ago the NPS convened a panel of scientific expert who issued a report a year ago to conclude DBOC's operations do not harm the environment.  

The NPS convened a public meeting in Pt. Reyes Station on 10/26/10 to make the public aware about DBOC's lease renewal, etc. but the owners were not 
allowed to present their own information to prove the public benefits from its operation without harm to the environment.  

At the 10/26/10 meeting a senior NPS Ranger, John DelOsso said to me and another person that the NPS has spent "over two million dollars" on analyzing 
DBOC's operation. Other than this disclosure the public has not been made aware of this huge expense of public funds in an attempt to defeat DBOC's lease 
renewal.  

It is well known the NPS did not make public photos it had taken over many months that proved DBOC's operation does not harm or upset seals or other 
wild life.  

When I left the appropriate NPS spokesperson a question on her telephone answering machine asking if their final report would have all the letters to the 
editor that have been printed over the past two years she did not answer my question. Therefore please include all letters that have been printed in 
newspapers that supports the lease renewal in your final Special Use Permit Environmental Impact Statement (SUPEIS) report on this matter.  

Lastly, please advise me where the NPS has required any other business n California to go through the SUPEIS process during the past ten years. Why did it 
allow the public only one month to review the data and make comments about it when andard public policy allows the public at least 60 or more days to 
comment on an equivalent EIR report? Where else has the NPS hosted three biased public meetings within a three day period on such an matter of great 
significance when the public had only 30 days to comment on it while 20 more months was allowed to decide on denying or approving the lease? This 
rush/delay process comes across as suppressing public comment while giving the NPS an unnecessarily long time (1.5 years) to decide on it behind closed 
doors. Something smells fishy here and it isn't DBOC. The NPS is fouling up a process that should be fair and open, not a back-alley sordid way of 
processing what really is a no-brainer.  

Please consider this letter my request under the Freedom of Information Act to make available to me all letters, memos, advisory reports, internal 
communications, etc. that concern DBOC's operations, its present lease, and renewing it for another ten years.  

Sincerely,  

Gerry Coles  
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Correspondence: as a consumer, a chef/buyer, and local resident of Marin county, i would like to support a renewable special use permit for drake's bay oyster company. as a 
lover of eating oysters, i appreciate and value and the diversity of flavors that each oyster has to offer. the oysters from drakes bay oyster co. are unique 
because of where they are grown. oysters are like wine, in that their flavor is developed by the environment in which they grow. this environment, the 
estuary, is home to no other oyster, and that is why the drakes bay oyster is special and unique. as a chef of a local restaurant i urge you to analize some long 
term effects that the farm has contributed to and would continue to do so in the future. the first is the economic contribution the farm has given to the 
community. rural areas that lose their ability to make a living result in not only economic disparity but also social problems as well. drakes bay oyster co.'s 
contributions to oyster restoration and habitat has and would continue to be important to our bay area and the native oyster. drakes bay oyster co. is also the 
last oyster cannery in CA. as a chef i value the artisan qualities of something made or grown locally. losing the cannery would mean losing that locally 
crafted product and chefs would be forced to buy oysters from out of state or even from other countries. lastly, as a proponent of sustainable fisheries, i urge 
you to analize the effects that drakes bay has not only on the oyster farm as a model of sustainable fishery, but also the examples they set for other fisheries 
to emmulate so our oceans will have fish for generations to come. as a resident of marin county i take great pride that oysters come from "our Backyard" and 
are grown by our friends. not only does it impact our local economy, but it attracts and enriches others who visit marin and the point reyes national seashore. 
the tourism attraction can be measured but the ability to enrich and better lives is not as easy to measure. drake's bay oyster company has been enriching the 
lives of locals and visitors alike for generations and it is for this reason that i support you consideration in granting them the renewable special use permit so 
that they can continue for generations to come. respectfully, parke ulrich  
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Correspondence: Alliance for Local Sustainable Agriculture - ALSA PO Box 1316 ? Pt. Reyes Station, CA 94956 ? 415-663-8618 ? alsamarin.org ALSA Board: Lynnette 
Kahn, Marshall - President Jeffrey Creque, Ph.D., Petaluma Jo Ann Stewart, Olema Donna Yamagata, Inverness - Secretary Webster Otis, Stinson Beach 
Elizabeth \, Bolinas Michael Greenberg, Inverness - Treasurer Peggy Rathmann, Nicasio John Wick, Nicasio Date: November 21, 2010 To: DBOC SUP EIS 
c/o Superintendent Cicely Muldoon Point Reyes National Seashore 1 Bear Valley Road Point Reyes Station, CA 94956 Sent via electronic mail From: 
Jeffrey Creque Subject: Drakes Bay Oyster Company (DBOC) SUP EIS Scoping Comment This letter is an invited comment as part of the scoping process 
initiated for an EIS allegedly required prior to issuance of a Special Use Permit for continuation of oyster farming operations by DBOC in Drakes Estero, 
Point Reyes National Seashore (PRNS). This letter has also been submitted electronically via the Point Reyes National Seashore (PRNS) website to ensure 
that it is received. In addressing this matter, the National Park Service (NPS) must first answer two critical questions. 1. Does the NPS have jurisdiction over 
mariculture in Drakes Estero? 2. Is an Environmental Impact Statement required for the renewal of Drakes Bay Oyster Company's permit? The answer to 
both of these questions is clearly "NO." 1. Does the NPS have jurisdiction over mariculture in Drakes Estero? NO. The NPS does not have jurisdiction over 
mariculture in Drakes Estero beyond the use of the shoreline facilities for Drakes Bay Oyster Company. In the Final EIS on Proposed Wilderness, April 23, 
1974, the NPS acknowledged the rights of the State of California, rights retained at the time of transfer of the waters of the Estero to the Federal government, 
stating 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 the NPS and the State of California agreed that the State has 
jurisdiction over mariculture in the Estero. In 2004 the California Fish and Game Commission gave DBOC a 25-year permit to continue maricultural 
activities to 2029. November 22, 2010 DBOC SUP EIS Page 2 NPS 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." PRNS appears to have determined that preemption 
is appropriate in this matter, however, this determination is invalid due to the failure of NPS to conduct required Federalism impact work associated with 
such preemption. If indeed the required Federalism impact work has been done, we request that all documentation associated with that effort be provided to 
us and to the public as part of the EIS scoping process. 2. Is an Environmental Impact Statement required for the renewal of Drakes Bay Oyster Company's 
permit? NO. In 2009, Congress explicitly passed legislation enabling the Secretary of the Interior to issue a Special Use Permit to DBOC for continued 
operation, "notwithstanding any other law." This act of Congress precludes any alleged necessity for an EIS prior to issuance of that permit. Even if 
Congress had not expressed its clear intention in this matter, 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 clearly be the case here, 
given that no change in operation is proposed. The California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) permit provided to DBOC in 2005 was issued under a 
Categorical Exclusion under the State's strict CEQA guidelines. In fact, environmental review has already been completed under CEQA, and it is reasonable 
to demand that the NPS comply with CEQA 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, clearly indicating the NPS agrees with State of California findings under CEQA. Further, in 1998, PRNS conducted its own Environmental 
Assessment of a new 12,000 square foot oyster processing and mariculture interpretation center, proposed by then-PRNS Superintendent Don Neubacher to 
replace the existing dilapidated 1,200 square foot on-shore facility, which resulted in a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). The proposed EIS is 
therefore redundant, unnecessary and in clear violation of the Intent of Congress. Further, the SUP renewal falls under the Seashore's General Management 
Plan and therefore is appropriately treated as a Categorical Exclusion. GMPs are developed through an EIS process specifically to cover many decisions that 
might otherwise require an EIS. In this case, the management objectives in the PRNS GMP explicitly 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). November 22, 2010 DBOC SUP EIS Page 3 NPS staff may claim that controversy in this matter precludes a Categorical 
Exclusion. Claims of controversy are based on misconduct by current and former NPS staff. July 21, 2008 the Inspector General of the Department of the 
Interior found that the NPS had misrepresented science pertaining to the impacts of mariculture in Drakes Estero, and this conclusion was echoed in the May 
5, 2009 National Academy of Sciences (NAS) report on this matter. Controversy surrounding this issue was fomented by the NPS itself when it chose to 
misrepresent facts and to falsely accuse DBOC of causing damage to the environment and to harbor seals. In spite of the NAS conclusion that the NPS had 
misrepresented scientific findings, and in spite of the fact that over 250,000 NPS photographs show no evidence that seals are disturbed by oyster farm 
activities, PRNS continues to spread false information regarding oyster operations in the Estero. While this gross NPS misconduct falls well within the 
precedent for judicial review under the Administrative Procedure Act, it does not constitute a legitimate basis for denying a Categorical Exclusion for 
continuation of over eighty years of oyster farming in the Estero. If NPS were in fact in possession of legitimate information regarding harm to the ecology 
of the Estero, NPS should have immediately shared these concerns directly with DBOC before raising the issue in public hearings, before the media, and in 
meetings and correspondence with local, state and national representatives and agencies. However, because the information NPS presented has been shown 
to be false, any alleged controversy is artificial and NPS claim of controversy is therefore a fraudulent basis for requiring an Environmental Impact 
Statement. Beyond these questions, there are issues of process that must be redressed to ensure that NPS meets 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), Department of Interior policies, rules and regulations, 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. The Purpose is supposed to describe goals and objectives NPS intends to fulfill 
by taking action (NPS Director's Order 12). It cannot be simply a statement, such as the one in the October 8 letter, which 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 an EIS, rather than a Categorical Exclusion, is being prepared, the history of oyster farming in the Estero and its position within 
the pastoral mandate for PRNS management, and the management goals and objectives established in the current General Management November 22, 2010 
DBOC SUP EIS Page 4 Plan (GMP). Regardless of ongoing NPS work revising that GMP, only the 1980 GMP objectives are in place and only those 
objectives can serve as a basis for establishing a purpose or need. 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 14-year delay in development of an updated 
PRNS GMP, any new GMP document that may be released that does not include the oyster farm will demonstrate further capriciousness on the part of NPS. 
Notice of Intent According to CEQ Regulations Section 1508.22, "Notice of intent" means a notice that an EIS 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 the scoping letter as containing the purpose and need. The inadequacy of that purpose and need is 
evident, as is the NPS failure to provide a purpose and need of any sort in the formal Notice Of Intent (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 makes clear, announcements NPS 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 NPS failed to announce meetings, and regional newspapers, 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. NPS reliance upon press releases again 



suggests arbitrariness, capriciousness, and possible professional misconduct given the prominence of that policy and the reasonable expectation that NPS 
staff are obliged to act in accordance with both the law and NPS policy. Public Involvement Initial NPS 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." November 22, 2010 
DBOC SUP EIS Page 5 Since the NPS began its campaign against DBOC, it has 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, not even DBOC was 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 the agricultural community 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, PRNS did not invite the participation of state and local agencies, despite the clear interest of those agencies in this matter. The timing and 
manner of announcing the EIS are also not in accordance with Director's Order 12, which requires 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. Scoping Based on the information provided to participants in the 
scoping meetings in poster form and as handouts, the NPS 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: November 22, 2010 
DBOC SUP EIS Page 6 "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 noted 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 and arbitrarily implements Wilderness policy, it would serve the 
public to explain how Muddy Hollow went from "potential wilderness" to "wilderness" even though it contains underground utilities and NPS Management 
Policy explicitly 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 mis- leading without including 
the Estero's broader geospatial context, which includes a patchwork of wilderness and non-wilderness areas. 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 logically 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, if arbitrarily, manage the different designations. 
?NPS provides selected information about the Park's Enabling Legislation to support what seems to be its staff's desire to support wilderness at the expense 
of other public uses. But Section 6 (b) of the enabling legislation 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 is clearly 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, PRNS 
management objectives include: November 22, 2010 DBOC SUP EIS Page 7 "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 PRNS GMP objectives is a serious 
deficiency, provides the public with inadequate information upon which to base their comments, and indicates a willingness on the part of the NPS and 
others involved in this EIS to selectively provide information to further their own objectives. This demonstrable pattern of distortion by NPS staff is stunning 
in its egregiousness and in the legal vulnerability it creates for PRNS and NPS. ? While the NPS provides background on wilderness, it provides no 
background on DBOC beyond the fact that it exists. How is the public to participate in scoping without a history of the oyster 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," this information 
must be provided to the public. It would also be useful for the public to know that PRNS has 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 on-shore facilities are not located within potential wilderness. Most importantly, NPS must disclose that the California Department of Fish and Game, 
not NPS, has jurisdiction over the DBOC mariculture permit. PRNS methods of gathering scoping information seem designed to dampen participation in the 
process. Participants at the Open House meetings were required to provide their comments to an NPS staff member, who then transferred that information to 
flip charts. Participants 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 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 seems to suggest that individuals are at risk if their names are released. In both cases, the 
process is discouraging to anyone not sharing NPS goals and objectives, and it includes inadequate administrative record to show comments reportedly 
gathered during open houses are actual public comments, as opposed to false comments or edited summations by NPS staff, whose misconduct and pattern 
of distortion in this matter is already demonstrable and evident. To address the problems 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 on-shore buildings and facilities. 2. A new and adequate Purpose and 
Need must be developed. 3. A new Notice of Intent must be prepared and published in accordance with the appropriate regulations. November 22, 2010 
DBOC SUP EIS Page 8 4. Public involvement must include 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. Data Quality Considerations in the Preparation of the proposed EIS. The 2009 
National Academy of Sciences report on the impacts of mariculture in Drakes Estero is the most comprehensive review of existing scientific information on 
the question of environmental impacts of oyster cultivation in Drakes Estero and must provide the scientific basis of any EIS. A paper by Dr. Ben Becker, an 
employee of the NPS, has been extensively quoted by the NPS, however, Becker's paper uses data points based on observations by Park volunteers that have 
been proven to be erroneous by NPS time/date stamped photographic evidence revealed subsequent to the publication of Becker's paper. Becker's paper 
therefore cannot and must not be used as a source of information on oyster farm impacts on harbor seals. Use of that paper or of its discredited data would 
undermine the integrity of the entire EIS process. An extensive review of the impacts of oyster mariculture on Harbor Seals in Drakes Estero, including a 
detailed review of Dr Becker's data and conclusions, has been conducted by the Marine Mammal Commission (MMC), and a draft comprehensive report is 
expected to be released within the next six weeks (by year end, 2010). A final report is expected by the end of February, 2011. The EIS process cannot 



proceed without this MMC report, and cannot ignore its findings. The MMC involvement, at significant taxpayer expense, was invited by the Sierra Club 
and the National Parks Conservation Association. The MMC report, upon its release, should immediately be incorporated within the body of the EIS. Food 
Security and Sustainable Food Production for the San Francisco Bay Area Any consideration of environmental impacts of continuing or removing oyster 
cultivation in Drakes Estero must recognize the fact that DBOC produces 85% of the commercial shellfish produced within the San Francisco Bay Area and 
thus constitutes a critical component of the region's food supply and food security. Elimination of the roughly one half million pounds of highest quality 
protein produced from the Estero each year would require its replacement from other marine or land based sources at much lower conversion efficiencies, 
resulting in a cascade of environmental impacts that would be difficult or impossible to mitigate. Among these would be the significant carbon and other 
greenhouse gas costs associated with other forms of protein production, processing and transportation. For example, replacing DBOC-produced marine 
protein with comparable shellfish would require imports from as far away as Mexico or Korea, resulting in not only increased transportation-associated 
greenhouse gases, but in significant risks to public health associated with long-distance transport of imported perishable foodstuffs from countries whose 
food safety practices may or may not comply with US standards. November 22, 2010 DBOC SUP EIS Page 9 Further, importation of significant quantities 
of marine protein from outside the United States would further deepen the existing US shellfish deficit. The United States already consumes an inordinate 
percentage of global resources, and to gratuitously increase that percentage in an arena where we have the clear potential to increase our self-sufficiency, 
when global demand for protein is projected to double within the next two decades, is both morally and ecologically indefensible. Indeed, when a global 
perspective is applied to the issue of sustainable shellfish production in Drakes Estero, it is clear that the environmental impacts of eliminating that 
production far exceed those, if any, associated with its continuation. Any EIS purporting to evaluate the environmental effects of retaining shellfish 
aquaculture in Drakes Estero MUST consider the regional and global consequences of failing to do so. The question of shellfish aquaculture in Drakes Estero 
MUST be viewed within the global context of marine ecological condition and trend, including the collapse of virtually every commercial fishery worldwide 
and the accelerating acidification of oceans globally. The widespread recognition of shellfish aquaculture as a truly sustainable alternative source of marine 
protein, and the fact of the doubling of human demand for protein by 2030, suggest that the most important question this EIS must consider is how to 
significantly increase shellfish production in Drakes Estero in the near term while continuing to maintain the Estero's ecological integrity into the foreseeable 
future. Thank you for your attention to these critically important matters.  
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Date: November 21,2010 

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

From: Jeffrey Creque 

Subject: Dr:akes Bay Oyster Company (DBOC) SUP EIS Scoping Comment 

This letter is an invited comment as part of the scoping process initiated for an EIS allegedly 
required prior to issuance of a Special Use Permit f(;)r continuation of oyster farming operations 
by DBOC in Drakes Estero, Point Reyes National Seashore (PRNS). This letter has also been • 
submitted electronically via the Point Reyes National Seashore (PRNS) website to ensure that it 
is received. 

In addressing this matter, the National Park Service (NPS) must first answer two critical 
questions. 

1. Does the NPS have jurisdiction over mariculture in Drakes Estero? 

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

The answer to both of these questions is clearly "NO." 

1. Does the NPS have jurisdiction over maric]..llture in Drakes Estero? NO. 
The NPS does not have jurisdiction over mariculture in Drakes Estero beyond the use of the 
shoreline facilities for Drakes Bay Oyster Company. In the Final EIS ,on Proposed Wilderness, 
April 23, 1974, the NPS acknowledged the rights of the State of California, rights retained at the 
time of transfer of the waters of the Estero to ·the Federal government, stating on page 56, 

"Control of the lease from the California Department ofFish and Game, with presumed 
renewal indefinitely, is within the rights reserved by the State on these submerged lands." 

Correspondence from the 1990s indicates that the NPS and the State of California agreed that 
the State has jurisdiction over mariculture in the Estero. In 2004 the California Fish and Game 
Commission gave DBOC a 25-year permit to continue maricultural activities to 20f9. 
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NPS 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." 

PRNS appears to have determined that preemption is appropriate in this matter, however, 
this determination is invalid due to the failure ofNPS to conduct required Federalism impact 
work associated with such preemption. If indeed the required Federalism impact work has been 
done, we request that all documentation associated with that effort be provided to us and to the 
puplic as part of the EIS scoping process. 

2. Is an Environmental Impact Statement required for the renewal of Drakes Bay Oyster 
Company's permit? NO. 

In 2009, Congress explicitly passed legislation enabling the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue a Special Use Permit to DBOC for continued operation, "notwithstanding any other law." 
This act of Congress precludes any alleged necessity for an EIS prior to issuance of that permit. 
Even if Congress had not expressed its clear intention in this matter, per NPS Director's Order 
12, the NPS may issue a renewal of a Special Use Permit under a Categorical Exclusion and is .. 

----~e~HnW\:lfa~e so .. ¥hen no shange-ill-0nvifenmental-effects is-fe-asenably-fereseeable, as-woold----
clearly be the case' here, given that no change in operation is proposed. The California 
Department ofFish and Game (CDFG) permit provided to DBOC in 2005 was issued under a 
Categorical Exclusion under the State's strict CEQA guidelines. In fact, environmental review 
has already been completed under CEQA, and it is reasonable to demand that the NPS comply 
with CEQAregulations (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, clearly 
indicating the NPS agrees with State of California findings under CEQA. Further, in 1998, 
PRNS conducted its own Environmental Assessment of a new 12,000 square foot oyster 
processing and mariculture interpretation center, proposed by then-PRNS Superintendent Don 
Neubacher to replace the existing dilapidated 1,200 square foot on-shore facility, which resulted 
in a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). The proposed EIS is therefore redundant, 
unnecessary and in clear violation of the Intent of Congress. 

Further, the SUP renewal falls under the Seashor~'s General Management Plan and 
therefore is appropriately treated as a Categorical Exclusion. GMPs are developed through an 
EIS process specifically to cover many decisions that might otherwise require an EIS. In this 
case, the management objectives in the PRNS GMP explicitly cover the oyster farm, stating as an 
objective, "To monitor and improve maricultural operations, in particular the oyster farm opera
tion in Drakes Estero, in cooperation with the California Department of Fish and Game" (Page 2, 
1980 GMP). 
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NPS staff may claim that controversy in this matter precludes a Categorical Exclusion. 
Claims of controversy are based on misconduct by current and former NPS staff. July 21, 2008 
the Inspector General of the Department of the Interior found that the NPS had misrepresented 
,science pertaining to the impacts of mariculture in Drakes Estero, and this conclusion was echoed 
in the May 5, 2009 National Academy of Sciences (NAS) report on this matter. Controversy 
surrounding this issue was fomented by the NPS itself when it chose to misrepresent facts and to 
falsely accuse DBOC of causing damage to the environment and to harbor seals. In spite of the 
NAS conclusion that the NPS had misrepresented scientific findings, and in spite of the fact that 
over 250,000 NPS photographs show no evidence that seals are disturbed by oyster farm 
activities, PRNS continues to spread false information regarding oyster operations in the Estero. 
While this gross NPS misconduct falls well within the precedent for judicial review under the 
Admini~trative Procedure Act, it does not constitute a legitimate basis for denying a Categorical 
Exclusion for continuation of over eighty years of oyster farming in the Estero. 

IfNPS were in fact in possession of legitimate information regarding harm to the ecology 
of the Estero, NPS should have immediately shared these concerns directly with DBOC before 
raising the issue in public hearings, before the media, and in meetings and correspondence with 
local, state and national representatives and agencies. However, because the information NPS 
presented has been shown to be false, any alleged controversy is artificial and NPS claim of con
troversy is therefore a fraudulent basis for requiring an Environmental Impact Statement. 

--------f'B\t'ew;yomi these questffins,there are issues of prooess-that-mu-st be redressed-to ensur.e-that 
NPS meets both the spirit and the letter of the law. These issues fall ,under the following 
categories: Purpose, and Need, Notice ofIntent, Public Involvement and Scoping as regulated by 
the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), Department ofInterior policies, rules and regula
tions, 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. 

The Purpose is supposed to describe goals and objectives NPS intends to fulfill by taking 
action (NPS Director's Order 12). ·It cannot be simply a statement, such as the one in the October 
8 letter, which 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 an EIS, rather than a Categorical Exclusion, is being prepared, the history of 
oyster farming in the Estero and its position within the pastoral mandate for PRNS management, 
and the management goals and objectives established in the current General Management 
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Plan (GMP). Regardless of ongoing NPS work revising that GMP, only the 1980 GMP 
objectives are in place and only those objectives can serve as a basis for establishing a purpose or 
need. 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 14-year delay in development of an updated PRNS GMP, any new GMP document that 
may be released that does not include the oyster farm will demonstrate further capriciousness on 
the part ofNPS. 

Notice of Intent 
According to CEQ Regulations Section 1508.22, "Notice of intent" means a notice that an 

EIS will be prepared and considered. The notice shaH 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 e.nvironmental 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 purpo~e or need. It references the scoping letter as 
containing the purpose and need. The inadequacy of that purpose and need is evident, as is the 
NPS failure to provide a purpose and need of any sort in the formal Notice Of Intent (NOI). 
Furthermore, the NOI also fails to say \,rhen or where t-he-sooping meetings will-bs-hel4--It-do&.es~---
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 NO!. 

The timeline ofNPS announcements fails to meet CEQ, DOlor NPS requirements. As the 
following makes clear, announcements NPS 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 NPS failed to announce meetings, and regional newspapers, 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. NPS reliance 
upon press releases again suggests arbitrariness, capriciousness, and possible professional 
misconduct given the prominence of that policy and the reasonable expectation that NPS staff are 
obliged to act in accordance with both the law and NPS policy . • 
Public Involvement 

Initial NPS 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." 
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Since the NPS begat?- its campaign against DBOC, it has 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, not even DBOC was 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 the agricultural 
community 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, PRNS did not invite the participation of state and local 
agencies, despite the clear interest of those agencies in this matter. 

. , 

--------I-The-timffig-aOO-mann~tincing the ElS-are-also no~ in-accoffiaflei-wi-th-9ireeta·1'-"-s----
Order 12, which requires the Notice ofIntent 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. 

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

and as handouts, the NPS 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: 
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"The established use of motorboats, snowmobiles, or aircraft does not make an area 
ineligible for wildefuess. 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 ofNPS 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 noted 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 and arbitrarily 
implements Wilderness policy, it would serve the public to explain how Muddy Hollow went from 
"potential wilderness" to "wilderness" even though it contains undergtound utilities and NPS 
Management Policy explicitly 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 iQ. 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 113 3( c))." 

• The poster showing the map of the area and potential wilderness boundaries is mis
leading without including the Estero's broader geospatial context, which includes a patchwork of 
wilderness and non-wilderness areas. The Sunset Trail and Estero Trail are all on a l~ge 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 logically 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, 
if arbitrarily, manage the different designations. 

·NPS provides selected information about the Park's Enabling Legislation to support what 
seems to be its staff's desire to support wilderness at the expense of other public uses. But 
Section 6 (b) of the enabling legislation 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 applic~ble local, State, and 
Federallaw." Given the nature of what's being considered here, it is clearly 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, PRNS 
management objectives include: 
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"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 ofFish and Game." 

Again, given the topic of ~his scoping, omitting these PRNS GMP objectives is a serious 
deficiency, provides the public with inadequate informatioOn upon which to base their comments, 
and indicates a willingness on the part of the NPS and others involved in this EIS to selectively 
provide information to further their own objectives. This demonstrable pattern of distortion by 
NPS staff is stunning in its egregiousness and in the legal vulnerability it creates for PRNS and 
NPS. 

• While the NPS provides background on wilderness, it provides no background on DBOC 
beyond the fact that it exists. How is the public to participate in scoping without a history of the 
oyster farm, the number of people who visit and the services the farm provides such as interpreta
tion 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," this information must be provided to the public. It would also 
be useful fqr the public to know that PRNS has 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 on-shore facilities 
are not located within potential wilderness. Most importantly, NPS must disclose that the Califor
nia DepartmenrofFisinmd-tlame, not NP~jurisdittmn over the DUoe-mariculture permi . 

PRNS methods of gathering scoping information seem designed to dampen participation 
in the process. Participants at the Open House meetings were required to provide their comments 
to an NPS staff member, who then transferred that information to flip charts. Participants were 
not permitted to write on the flipcharts themselves, and they were not required to leave thei~ name 
or contact information. At the same time, those 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 seems to 
suggest that individuals are at risk if their names are released. In both cases, the process is 
discouraging to anyone not sharing NPS goals and objectives, and it includes inadequate 
administrative record to show comments reportedly gathered during open houses are actual public 
comments, as opposed to false comments or edited summations by NPS staff, whose misconduct 
and pattern of distortion in this matter is already demonstrable and evident. 

To address the problems to date in this process, the following must be done: 
1. The EIS must be limited to the area ofDBOC operations over which the NPS has 

jurisdiction - the on-shore buildings and facilities. 
2. A new and adequate Purpose and Need must be developed. 
3. A new Notice of Intent must b~ prepared and published in accordance with the 

appropriate regulations. 
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4. Public involvement must include notification to national mariculture groups, slow food 
and local food groups, state and local agenCies and elected officials, ~d media in 
neighboring counties and throughout the State. 

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

Data Quality Considerations in the Preparation of the proposed EIS. 

The 2009 National Academy of Sciences report on the impacts of mariculture in Drakes Estero is 
the most comprehensive review of existing scientific infonnation on the· question of environmen
tal impacts of oyster cultivatIon in Drakes Estero and must provide the scientific basis of any EIS. 
A paper by Dr. Ben Becker, an employee of the NPS, has been extensively quoted by the NPS, 
however, Becker's paper uses data points based on observations by Park volunteers that have been 
proven to be erroneous by NPS time/date stamped photographic evidence revealed subsequent 
to the publication of Becker's paper. Becker's paper therefore cannot and must ~ot be used as a 
source of information on oyster farm impacts on harbor seals. Use of that paper or of its 
discredited data would undennine the integrity of the entire EIS proce~s. 

An extensive review of the impacts of oyster mariculture on Harbor Seals in Drakes Estero, 
including a detailed review of Dr Becker's data and conclusions, has been conducted by the 

----~Ntf,farine Mammal Commission (MMC), amra draft comprehensive report is expe-cteOtooo----- - -
released within the nextJSix weeks (by year end, 2010). A final report is expected by the end of 
February, 2011. The EIS process cannot proceed without this MMC report, and cannot ignore its 
findings. The MMC involvement, at significant taxpayer expense, was invited by the Sierra Club 
and the National Parks Conservation Association. The MMC report. upon its release, should 
immediately be incorporated within the body of the EIS. 

Food Security and Sustainable Food Production for the San Francisco Bay Area 

Any consideration of environmental impacts of continuing or removing oyster cultivation in 
Drakes Estero must recognize the fact that DBOC produces 85% ofthe commercial shellfish 
produced within the San Francisco Bay Area and thus constitutes a critical component ofthe 
region's food supply and food security. Elimination of the roughly one half million pounds of 
highest quality protein produced from the Estero each year would require its replacement from 
other marine or land based sources at much lower conversion efficiencies, resulting in a cascade 
of environmental impacts that would be difficult or impossible to mitigate. Among these woul? 
be the significant carbon and other greenhouse gas costs associated with other fonns of protein 
production, processing and transportation. For exa,mple, replacing DBOC-produced marine 
protein with comparable shellfish would require imports from as far away as Mexico or Korea, 
resulting in not only increased transportation-associated greenhouse gases, but in significant risks 
to public health associated with long-distance transport of imported perishable foodstuffs from 
countries whose food safety practices mayor may not comply with US standards. 
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Further, importation of significant quantities of marine protein from outside the United States 
would further deepen the existing US shellfish deficit. The United States already consumes an 
inordinate percentage of global resources, and to gratuitously increase that percentage in an arena 
where we have the clear potential to increase our self-sufficiency, when global demand for protein 
is projected to double within the next two decades, is both morally and ecologically indefensible. 
Indeed, when a global perspective is applied to the issue of sustainable shellfish production in 
Drakes Estero, it is clear that the environment~l impacts of eliminating that production far exceed 
those, if any, associated with its continuation. Any EIS purporting to evaluate the environmen-
tal effects of retaining shellfish aquaculture in Drakes Estero MUST consider the regional and 
global consequences of failing to do so. The question of shellfish aquaculture in Drakes Estero 
MUST be viewed within the global context of marine ecological condition and trend, including 
the collapse of virtually every commerci,al fishery worldwide and the accelerating acidification of 
oceans globally. 

The widespread recognition of shel~fish aquaculture as a truly sustainable alternative source of 
marine protein, and the fact of the doubling of human demand for protein by 2030, suggest that 
the most important question this EIS must consider is how to significantly increase shellfish 
production in Drakes Estero in the near term while continuing to maintain the Estero's ecological 
integrity into the foreseeable future : 

Thank you for your attention to these critically important matters. 
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Correspondence: I wish to voice my support for the continuation of the permit for The Drake's Bay Oyster Co. to grow and harvest oysters. I support clean aquaculture that 
produces high quality food with minimal impact on the environment. I also support family farmers and I have seen the Lundy family make extraordinary 
efforts to safeguard the Drake's Bay ecosystem.  
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Correspondence: I wish to enter my firm support for the continuation of the Drakes Bay Oyster Company. I have lived in Marin County for over 52 years -- before Point 
Reyes National Seashore was established. I am an advocate for a healthy environment and for the right of citizens to pursue their legal interests. We NEED 
this industry. The oysters clean up the water; they are harvested when the time is right; they then facilitate employment for the workers, an income for the 
owner, and food for the purchaser. It's a splendid example of beneficial aquaculture. The myth of "wilderness in the water" is just that -- a myth. It's a line 
drawn on a map. I believe that the Drakes Bay Oyster Company is more important than arbitrary lines on paper. Lines can be re-drawn. I strongly endorse 
the extension of the operating permit for this company. Thank you, Connie Berto (  
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Correspondence: I am writing to support the approval of a renewable Special use Permit for Drake's Bay Oyster Farm ("DBOF"). This will enable the farm to make necessary 
building repairs and replacements, which in turn should allow DBOF to continue operating as a sustainable fishery that exemplifies best practices of the 
industry and illustrates historical continuity with our farming past.  

I strongly urge the EIS Commission for the Park Service to consider and analyze the cultural and historic value of the oyster farm. After all, the Point Reyes 
National Seashore was created to preserve the unique environment of this area -- which I have been visiting for over 50 years with my family, and where I 
have lived (in Inverness) for 8 years. DBOF is the last operating oyster cannery in California. Along with the dairy operations on the Point Reyes Peninsula, 
it is a living demonstration of a historical fact -- that the incredibly beautiful land here has been farmed to produce needed food supplies, both before and 
after it became part of PRNS. We do not want to lose this source of a beneficial seafood in a sustainable operation which also contributes to our local, 
county, and state economies.  

The DBOF is a living example for visitors -- not just tourists, but including school groups, local non-profit organizations, and locals like myself who go out 
there for a sense of renewal in a still-operational historical setting -- of how such a working cannery can function to supply nutritious food without damaging 
the environment, how it actually has a beneficial impact on the water quality of Drake's Estero, how it supports the local economy by providing jobs and 
housing, etc. A living illustration of how the past continues into the future is so much more valuable and educational than the relics of what once was but is 
no more!  
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Correspondence: I am a lifelong local resident and frequent park user. I am writing in support of issuing the 10 year Special Use Permit to the Drakes Bay Oyster Company 
for their continued operations within the Point Reyes National Seashore.  

As a long time hiker in the Drakes Estero area, I am familiar with the Johnson's (now Lunny) oyster operation and have no problem with it from either an 
aesthetic or ecological standpoint.  



I have long been puzzled by the disparity between the furor raised over the oyster farm and the apparently automatic approval of the ongoing cattle grazing 
within Point Reyes National Seashore, and especially around the Estero. The ecological effects on the Estero from the cattle operations seem to me far 
greater, particularly the nutrient inflows. I appreciate that the legal permitting details may be quite different, but from a purely environmental impact 
standpoint the oyster operation looks trivial to me compared to the cattle grazing. In my opinion, neither the cattle grazing nor the oyster farming poses a 
significant practical, ecological or aesthetic problem.  

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.  

Respectfully,  

Scott Bowman  
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Correspondence: Drakes Bay Family Farms is an important part of our local food system. As the last operating oyster cannery in the state, Drake Bay Family Farms has a 
valuable historical, cultural, and social value. Drakes Bay Family Farms is committed to protecting and conserving the Point Reyes National Seashore. As a 
sustainable fishery, they provide other oyster canneries in the United States with an important model.  

In his essay, "Are You an Environmentalist or Do You Work for a Living?", Richard White highlights the fact that most "Modern environmentalists often... 
equate productive work in nature as destruction." But as White explains, "Most humans must work, and our work-- all our work--inevitably embeds us in 
nature, including what we consider wild and pristine places." Successful conservation plans should not exclude human work but instead, encourage farmers, 
ranchers, and fishermen to do their work responsibly and sustainably.  

I support a renewable Special Use Permit for Drakes Bay Family Farms, which will allow them to make necessary building repairs and or replacements.  
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Correspondence: Dear Sir of Madam, Drakes Bay Oyster Farm has been a local intuition for years. I never fail to stop by there when I visit my uncle in Petaluma. As far as I 
can see, the reasons for denying them a renewable special use permit do not come close to the reasons for granting it. Please issue the permit. Sincerely  

Bruce Montgomery Linda Stephenson  
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Correspondence: Greetings, My family and I have been visiting the Point Reyes area for years, and one of the high points of our visits have definitely been the visit to Drakes 
Bay Oyster Farm. We are always assured of the high quality and wonderful taste of the oysters we purchase there. I am originally from N. O. Louisiana and 
have recently been appalled by the loss of wild sea food as a result of the Deepwater Horizon Oil well tragedy. I hope you recognize the importance of clean 
diverse food sources on our planet. DBOF is a shining example of how to manage resources and provide clean food to their community for now and into the 
future. However if they are shut down and the Drakes Bay estuary is developed into anything other than what it is we will be left with more McMansions 
that only a few wealthy and privileged citizens will enjoy, or far worse more strip malls and condos possibly with for lease signs in the windows. We must as 
a people look farther than our wallets and portfolios to keep some things as they are. Preservation and conservation of natural resources are family values. I 
implore you to do the right thing and save this priceless food resource for my my family visits as well as all other citizens of your community and future 
visitors to the Point Reyes area.  

Sincerely, Louis B. Smith  
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Correspondence: Note: The following letter was also submitted via regular U.S. mail  

November 22, 2010  

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

Dear Superintendent,  

I am writing to comment on the Drakes Bay Oyster Company Special Use Permit EIS.  

Issues I think the EIS should address are:  

1. Wilderness a. Describe fully the history of the wilderness designation at Point Reyes National Seashore as a context for the situation presented by Drakes 
Estero b. If criteria of wilderness includes that it be 5000 acres, and Drakes Estero is less than 3000 acres, how can this be wilderness? If the reason is 
because there is other wilderness at Point Reyes National Seashore, please address how a single wilderness can be fragmented and discontinuous. c. Please 
address how will the park manage recreation in this area to maintain the wilderness character? (ie. Hiking, kayaking, etc.) d. How can Drakes Estero be 
deemed wilderness with the agricultural activities and associated run off adjacent to it? Please analyze the watershed that empties into Drakes Estero, 
specifically the effects of manure and other agricultural-based effluent. e. Please address degree of uniqueness of Drakes Estero in terms of what other 
similar estuaries are in public land trusts?  

2. Special Use Permit and Reservation of Use and Occupancy a. I don't understand the distinction between an SUP and RUO. Please clearly define what a 
SUP and a RUO are and provide the significant terms and text from the SUP and RUO for Drakes Bay Oyster Company in the EIS. b. Please make the SUP 
and RUO for Drakes Bay Oyster Company public minus any information protected by the Privacy Act. If the NPS truly wants to engage the public in this 
issue, it needs to make these documents public since they are at the center of the decision being made. c. Please address the history of ownership of the 
Drakes Estero SUP / RUO and why the NPS did not terminate commercial oyster operations when Johnsons Oyster Company wanted to sell. Please explain 
under what authority the SUP / RUO can be sold from one party to another. What would it have cost the NPS to have bought the remaining time on the 
SUP/RUO? Was this considered?  

3. Economic Impacts a. Please address other locations in Tomales Bay where oysters could be cultivated and the financial impact on the Drakes Bay Oyster 
Company of relocating operations. b. Please analyze the status of aquaculture in California, especially in terms of "sustainability" and the effect that this 
company ceasing to operate will have on the California economy. c. Please address how much it would cost for Drakes Bay Oyster Company to break even 
in their initial investment when purchasing the SUP / RUO and consider the alternative of a "bail out" at this minimum, non-profit level. d. Please address 
"fair market value" and how that will be determined if the SUP / RUO is extended for 10 years. Please address why the other SUP / RUO permitees at Point 
Reyes National Seashore do not pay market value for the right to operate a business in a national park  

4. Cultural Significance Please analyze and disclose whether there is any cultural or historical significance to the cultivation of oysters or practice of 
aquaculture in Drakes Estero.  

5. Decision Making Authority Please clarify who is making the decision about extending the SUP / RUO. If it is not the Superintendent, please address why 
the Superintendent's authority is being taken away. This in and of itself concerns me greatly for the future of the national parks.  

Need for Education As a general comment, the nature of wilderness and agricultural history at Point Reyes National Seashore are very complex. I think there 
is a substantial need for in depth public education on both of these topics. I see a lot of misperceptions being voiced on these issues. The NPS should 
embrace and accelerate its educational mandate on this park priority topic. Regardless of the decision, aspects of this controversy will continue to be 
unresolved without education. This is deserving of an unbiased documentary in multiple media giving the full context for this decision and a fair and in-
depth treatment of both sides of the story.  

FOIA Request When I requested a copy of the SUP and RUO, I was told that I would have to file a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request. I am 
making that request here. The decision at hand centers around what these agreements stipulate and the possible extension of them.  

Please also add me to the mailing list for this EIS.  

Sincerely,  

Jennifer Chapman /s/  

Jennifer Chapman  

 
  



November 22,2010 

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

Dear Superintendent, 

I am writing to comment on the Drakes Bay Oyster Company Special Use Permit EIS. 

Issues I think the EIS should address are: 

1. Wilderness 
a. Describe fully the history of the wilderness designation at Point Reyes National Seashore 

as a context for the situation presented by Drakes Estero 
b. If criteria of wilderness includes that it be 5000 acres, and Drakes Estero is less than 3000 

acres, how can this be wilderness? If the reason is because there is other wilderness at 
Point Reyes National Seashore, please address how a single wilderness can be 
fragmented and discontinuous. 

c. Please address how will the park manage recreation in this area to maintain the 
wilderness character? (ie. Hiking, kayaking, etc.) 

d. How can Drakes Estero be deemed wilderness with the agricultural activities and 
associated run off adjacent to it? Please analyze the watershed that empties into Drakes 
Estero, specifically the effects of manure and other agricultural-based effluent. 

e. Please address degree of uniqueness of Drakes Estero in terms of what other similar 
estuaries are in public land trusts? 

2. Special Use Permit and Reservation of Use and Occupancy 
a. I don't understand the distinction between an SUP and RUO. Please clearly define what a 
SUP and a RUO are and provide the significant terms and text from the SUP and RUO for 
Drakes Bay Oyster Company in the EIS. 
b. Please make the SUP and RUO for Drakes Bay Oyster Company public minus any 
information protected by the Privacy Act. If the NPS truly wants to engage the public in this 
issue, it needs to make these documents public since they are at the center of the decision 
being made. 
c. Please address the history of ownership of the Drakes Estero SUP / RUO and why the NPS 
did not terminate commercial oyster operations when lohnsons Oyster Company wanted to 
sell. Please explain under what authority the SUP / RUO can be sold from one party to 
another. What would it have cost the NPS to have bought the remaining time on the 
SUPIRUO? Was this considered? 

3. Economic Impacts 
a. Please address other locations in Tomales Bay where oysters could be cultivated and the 
financial impact on the Drakes Bay Oyster Company of relocating operations. 
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b. Please analyze the status of aquaculture in California, especially in terms of 
"sustainability" and the effect that this company ceasing to operate will have on the 
California economy. 
c. Please address how much it would cost for Drakes Bay Oyster Company to break even in 
their initial investment when purchasing the SUP / RUO and consider the alternative of a 
"bailout" at this minimum, non-profit level. 
d. Please address "fair market value" and how that will be determined if the SUP / RUO is 
extended for 10 years. Please address why the other SUP / RUO permitees at Point Reyes 
National Seashore do not pay market value for the right to operate a business in a national 
park 

4. Cultural Significance 
Please analyze and disclose whether there is any cultural or historical significance to the 
cultivation of oysters or practice of aquaculture in Drakes Estero. 

5. Decision Making Authority 
Please clarify who is making the decision about extending the SUP / RUO. If it is not the 
Superintendent, please address why the Superintendent's authority is being taken away. This 
in and of itself concerns me greatly for the future of the national parks. 

Need for Education 
As a general comment, the nature of wilderness and agricultural history at Point Reyes 
National Seashore are very complex. I think there is a substantial need for in depth public 
education on both of these topics. I see a lot of misperceptions being voiced on these issues. 
The NPS should embrace and accelerate its educational mandate on this park priority topic. 
Regardless of the decision, aspects of this controversy will continue to be unresolved without 
education. This is deserving of an unbiased documentary in multiple media giving the full 
context for this decision and a fair and in-depth treatment of both sides of the story. 

FOIA Request 
When I requested a copy of the SUP and RUO, I was told that I would have to file a Freedom 
of Information Act (FOIA) request. I am making that request here. The decision at hand 
centers around what these agreements stipulate and the possible extension of them. 

Please also add me to the mailing list for this EIS. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Chapman 
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Correspondence: re:Point Reyes National Seashore EIS Statement Drakes Bay Oyster Company  

I am writing to express my support for the continuation of the lease for Drakes Bay Oyster Company for the following reasons:  

1. CARBON FOOTPRINT As a local business owner in Point Reyes Station, a designated "visitor serving" town, we are blessed with an abundance of local 
producers who feed our citizens and visitors alike. Locally produced food reduces our carbon footprint significantly.  

2. EXCELLENT STEWARDS The Lunny family is dedicated to organic agriculture, fair labor practices and ecological aquaculture. The seashore represents 
20% of the total agriculture in Marin County. If we loose even one farm on the coast, the fragile infrastructure of veterinarians, feed suppliers and truckers 
will be further compromised. The Lunnys are not only good farmers, they manage one of the most productive operations in California.  

3.OYSTERS FILTER THE WATER I grew up on the Chesapeake Bay where pollution is suffocating marine life. One solution to cleaning the bay is to 
place oyster boxes under every pier. Because oysters are filter feeders, they can help clean the water. Wouldn't the same hold true here in our Drakes and 
Tomales Bays?  

4. EDUCATION OPPORTUNITY Drakes Bay Oyster provides a no-cost education center for visitors to the park. While park budgets are being slashed at 
the State and Federal level, this is the kind of public/private partnership that parks are looking for these days. Drakes Bay Oyster should be rewarded for 
their efforts, not punished by short leases, fines and harassment by park officials.  
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Correspondence: I fully support Drakes Bay Oyster Company and firmly believe that their lease should be extended!  

In this time of failing food systems it is imperative that local, organic, sustainable, and eco-friendly produced food is supported and encouraged. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company is all of these and provides high quality food. Please support Drakes Bay Oyster Company and continue their lease.  

Thank you,  

Bob Densmore  

Marin Country Day School  
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Correspondence: Keep it wild!  
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Correspondence: I respectfully submit to you my comment concerning the issues between The Point Reyes National Seashore and the Drake Bay Oyster Company, in Marin 
County, California.  



It is traditional to believe there is a dualism of domestic an wild, perhaps the question we should deal with is not whether the domestic and wild are separate 
or can be separated; it is how, in the human economy, their necessary connection can be properly maintained. In this day and age it is difficult, if not 
unrealistic, to keep the wild separate from the domestic since both exist in the same greater ecosystem. We must come to understand their necessary 
connection. Any measures that seek to improve wilderness-preservation should seek also to improve the health of our surrounding economic landscape and 
the character it creates for west Marin.  

Douglas Gallagher  
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Correspondence: My family has owned property in Inverness, CA since 1901. We have been purchasing oysters from the former Johnson's Oyster Farm since its inception and 
currently from the Drakes Bay Oyster Company (DBOC). I appeal to your good senses that you renew the Special Use Permit for the DBOC and that my 
comments be analyzed by the EIS committee.  

The Lunny Family has gone above and beyond the requirements of cleaning up the sight upon purchasing the property and they wish to continue operating at 
their current sight, as the acquaculture of the oysters actually helps the estuary stay clean. The local economy benefits immediately from their business by 
hiring local people and selling to local stores, restaurants and walk in customers. The DBOC's practice of recycling the oyster shells has been a good 
example to other businesses. The DBOC has always shared and educated the public on their prudent business and acquaculture practices. I applaud their 
efforts.  

It concerns me that there is an underlying vengence towards the DBOC that states their farming presence is poor for the environment. In my opinion this is a 
false statement and an inaccurate path to follow.  

Please help the DBOC stay in business by renewing the Special Use Permit so the people who care about the environment and offer fantastic community 
outreach can continue their good practices.  

Martha Greenough Inverness Property Owner  
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Correspondence: It is not the responsibility of the National Park Service to cater to a private enterprise. That a commercial operation, Drakes Bay Oyster Company (DBOC) 
has, through political maneuvering and public manipulation, forced the National Park Service to continually spend tax dollars to uphold a legal contact is 
unconscionable.  

Policymakers and government agencies need to consider the larger picture and recognize that Point Reyes National Seashore is part of an ecological network 
that transcends human interests and desires. The reality is that wilderness in the U.S. and globally is vanishing. We are only now beginning to understand the 
adverse effects of past decisions that ignore the value of wilderness. I urge you to uphold the Wilderness Act and to protect and preserve Drakes Estero.  

 
  



National Park Service' 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes EsterQ at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
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Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 

Thank-you, 
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Correspondence: I am writing to request a renewable Special Use permit for the Lunny Family in regards to Drakes Bay Oyster Farm.  

By closing one of the largest shellfish producers in the state of California, the NPS will force consumers (and professional food buyers such as myself) to 
source food from greater distances, including other states (Washington), countries (Canada), and even continents (Asia). The environmental impact of this 
will be far greater in a negative sense to any theoretical effect that the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm has on a relatively small portion of the Pt. Reyes National 
Seashore.  

I would like the NPS to analyze this information prior to making their decision on the matter.  

Thank you,  

Eric Hymam  
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Correspondence: Dear Sirs, The Drakes Bay Estero is the only estero on the west coast to have federal protection through the Wilderness Act.Since its' inception California's 
coast has been under pressure both from economic and population.The NPS has the opportunity to protect this estuary by simply implementing the contract 
DBOC signed and not issueing a Special Use Permit. This would stregthen not weaken the Wilderness Act. I am strongly opposed to issueing a special use 
permit to DBOC. DBOC knowingly signed a contract that expires in 2012. They should be required to abide by that contract like in any business. DBOC has 
been a poor steward of the land and has been in violation of various codes of the County of Marin and the Coastal Commission(Cease and Desist order 
#CCC-07-CD-11 contact Joe Ginsburg at 415-904-5269). Thank You, Paul Dwyer  
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Correspondence: I would like to add my comments regarding Drakes Estero, the West Coast's only marine wilderness. Please consider providing maximum protection for 
wilderness resources, giving full effect to the 1976 Point Reyes Wilderness Act, and prioritize the long-standing wilderness designation vision over 
commercial private use. Consider the research which concludes potential and real adverse impacts from the oyster operation on wilderness resources. As a 
longtime "enjoyer" of our national parks, please do not let private use stand in the way of their protection.  

 
  



National Park Service 
F or an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial separation of agriculture and wildetness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not de.,.jrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company,. 
RECEiVED 

Thank-you, 
Point Reyes 

N"Itional Sea:hore 
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Correspondence: I have already sent a letter in support of DBOC's continued use of Drakes Bay for their oyster cultivation and operation beyond 2012. However, after reading 
Judy Teichman's letter in the recent Point Reyes Light, I feel compelled to write a personal note of dissatisfaction with the manner in which the NPS has 
manipulated and potentially obstructed the process required by the DBOC to pursue on-going operations, vis a vis renewal of their Reservation of Use and 
Occupancy. It is clear that the NPS under Don Neubacher's authority as Superintendent has created a "catch 22" situation which seriously compromises the 
DBOC's ability to meet standards as yet undefined for a deadline which looms drastically close. As I read and grappled with the information in Ms. 
Teichman's article, her exposure of yet another layer of the untold political complexities of this on-going controversy made me lose more faith in the NPS as 
an organization which purports to deal fairly with issues affecting the interface between the Park, the DBOC, and the public.  

 
  



National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial separation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of histor.ic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Thank-you, 
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Correspondence: November 22, 2010  

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

Dear Superintendent,  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the EIS for Drakes Bay Oyster Farm Permit Renewal. I understand that this process is being done 
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) which allows for public input on both the scope of the environmental analysis as well as the draft 
analysis, due out in fall 2011. In submitting these comments, I would like to be included in future announcements about this project.  

These comments are submitted on behalf of the Pacific Coast Shellfish Growers Association. This organization is comprised of approximately 120 shellfish 
growers in Alaska, Washington, Oregon and California. These dedicated individuals pride themselves not only on the quality and freshness of their shellfish 
but also in their role as environmental stewards. Growers today are in a unique position. In these times when our country is facing significant economic, 
environmental and even foreign challenges, shellfish growers are actually able to make positive contributions on all three fronts.  

Our country's current shellfish production cannot meet our nation's demand for shellfish. Unfortunately this means that we will see more foreign seafood 
coming into our markets ? seafood produced often without high standards for environmental sustainability or human health. Additionally, as a nation we are 
losing shellfish growing areas due to consistent declines in water quality. Our nation's sustainably- produced, quality, shellfish provides local jobs, reduces 
the need for foreign products, and contributes positively to marine ecosystems. In the process of evaluating the potential issuance of a Special Use Permit for 
commercial oyster operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore, I urge the National Park Service to consider the long-term 
environmental and economic benefits that oyster culture provides.  

Consistent with your project objective to "manage natural and cultural resources to support their maximum protection, restoration, and preservation", the EIS 
should consider the ecological services provided by shellfish and the importance of those services towards the ongoing restoration of natural resources of the 
Point Reyes National Seashore. As filter-feeders, it is widely known that native and cultured shellfish clean the water of excess nutrients, sediments and 
phytoplankton. This results in clearer, cleaner water allowing more sunlight to penetrate, enhancing sub-aquatic vegetation growth.  

Excess nutrients, in many cases considered pollutants, that are not converted to body protein are made available to sub-aquatic vegetations as a form of 
fertilizer, thus enhancing growth of vegetation and providing additional habitat for other species. Additionally, the three dimensional shape of the oyster 
shells also provide important habitat for other aquatic species. This is especially true for the type of off-bottom culture as used by Drakes Bay Oyster Farm. 
The scope of the EIS must consider the contribution of oyster culture to the overall health of Point Reyes National Seashore and the potential impact to area 
if oyster culture were no longer permitted.  

Similarly, the scope of the EIS must consider the local and national contribution provided by the shellfish produced by Drakes Bay Oyster Farm and the 
potential impacts associated with not permitting the use. Drakes Bay Oyster Farm produces nearly 40% of California's oysters ? approximately one-half 
million pounds, annually. Research concludes that the unique site characteristics that are present at the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm cannot be found in other 
areas within the state, thus the farm operations cannot be relocated.  

If the San Francisco Bay area loses its primary local oyster supply, it will be forced to import product from abroad, further expanding the current US seafood 
trade deficit of over $9 billion dollars. Even if the Bay Area sources oysters from other domestic producers, it will still result in additional imports to meet 
overall demand.  

The scope of the EIS must consider the impact of the loss of this domestic production and how it would affect our national seafood trade balance. 
Furthermore, the scope of the EIS must thoroughly analyze the environmental impacts of importing additional product ? approximately 38,000 pounds of 
live oysters per week ? into the United States, if we lose this safe, local source of seafood. The EIS must compare the environmental cost of transporting live 
oysters from around the world with locally produced and marketed oysters, and project these environmental effects into perpetuity. The analysis should also 
include how the transport of foreign seafood, and even domestic product from outside California, impacts the carbon life cycle.  

As I mentioned earlier, the shellfish industry is in a unique position in that it contributes positively to our nation's economic and environmental challenges. 
The quality shellfish produced at Drakes Bay Oyster Farm is no exception. The presence of oysters in the Point Reyes National Seashore has undoubtedly 
had a positive contribution to the economic base of the region and the health of the marine ecosystem. In developing the scope of the EIS, potential impacts 
based on the loss of this industry must be fully analyzed.  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. I look forward to following this process as it continues. If you need further information, please do not hesitate to 
contact me at margaretbarrette@pcsga.org.  

Respectfully,  

Margaret P. Barrette Executive Director Pacific Coast Shellfish Growers Association  
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Correspondence: After following this controversy for many years and studying the pros and cons of the Lunny family's oyster farm at Drakes Bay, I feel strongly that they 
should be allowed to continue their farming operation. Even the National Academy of Sciences has determined that the Estero is the cleanest estuary in the 
State of California and is critically important to the entire shellfish industry. Their studies also conclude that as our global ecological crisis deepens, 
environmentally sustainable shellfish aquaculture plays an important role in preserving and protecting our fisheries and ocean ecosystems.  

The Drake's Bay Oyster Farm produces and supplies half of California's farmed oysters and I would hope that those who are unsure of their effect on the 
estuary should visit the farm (as I have) and draw their own conclusions. I strongly believe they should be allowed to continue their production at Drake's 
Estero!!!!  

Sincerely, Sharon Wilkinson  
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Correspondence: Dear Point Reyes National Seashore:  

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the proposal to provide the Drake's Bay Oyster Company with a special use permit to harvest oysters 
and other shellfish from protected wilderness in Drakes Bay.  

I have a special connection to Drake's Bay, and not only professionally: I have recreated in the area for over 10 years, and the experiences were so enriching 
that my wife and I decided to be married at Drake's Beach in 2008. I write these comments with this connection to the land in mind.  

The Wild Equity Institute unites the environmental justice and grassroots conservation movements in campaigns that redress inequity, both across our human 
communities and towards the lands in which we live. Wilderness is about equity: it is an attempt to leave some places on Earth where our demands and our 
taste buds and our business plans don't have a role.  

Why might that be desirable? Because the rest of the planet has been transformed into a reflection of ourselves. Our influence is pervasive, and wilderness is 
one of our last attempts to craft a more humble relationship with the planet: to create a space where western civilization isn't extracting some product from 
the Earth. To look at our wilderness areas as a place to operate even more human activity is to ignore the wanton destruction that has occurred throughout the 
rest of society. Therefore eliminating, reducing, or modifying wilderness protections without a concomitant change in the relationship we maintain with the 
land outside of wilderness areas destroys the delicate moral balance the Wilderness Act attempts to create with the Earth.  

Of course, changing civilization's overall relationship with the land is outside the mandate of the National Park Service, and certainly outside the scope of 
this project. That is probably why the scoping letter defines three modest project objectives, including managing natural and cultural resources to support 
their maximum protection, restoration, and preservation; and managing wilderness and potential wilderness areas to preserve the character and qualities for 
which they were designated.  

Both of these project objectives may serve to protect the delicate moral balance that the Wilderness Act attempts to strike, but only if the Seashore ensures 
that (a) extractive business activities in National Parks are not a "cultural resource" deserving maximum protection and restoration, and (b) the character for 
which Drake's proposed wilderness was established does not include "businesses and resource extraction activities" that could just as easily be conducted 
elsewhere.  

That this balance is threatened should be obvious, but to make it abundantly clear: the Seashore already provides for extensive agricultural practices within 
its boundaries. Livestock ranching is the predominant activity within the West and Northwest areas of the park. This in itself is unusual, and should serve as 
an example of how far conservationists and the Park Service have gone to accommodate agricultural businesses.  

There would be an equitable way to farm oysters locally, but proponents of this lease extension choose expedience over equity. Indeed, the history of the 
Drake's Bay Oyster Company and its attempt to alter long-held understandings about land use at Point Reyes is perhaps the most direct affront to the 
Wilderness Act's moral balance in many years. When the Seashore was established by some of the nation's most thoughtful conservationists, they created a 
transition period for some activities within the Seashore's boundaries to buffer the impacts the designation would bring on people and companies that 
occupied the land. Standing alone, this act reminds me of the great empathy these conservationists retained for people even as they were working to reduce 
the impacts people impose on the land.  

Decades later, the new owners of the company are trying to restructure that deal--in a sense, taking advantage of the empathy given to them-- primarily 
through political force. It is a cold, calculated attempt to expand a business regime across time, based on political expediency: there are many other places to 



grow shellfish in California, but each has its challenges, and the challenges posed by wilderness were seen as much easier to overcome than most.  

Fighting the act that established this park-and more importantly the park and wilderness ideal-rather than fighting, for example, to restore estuaries that have 
been dredged and filled is a classic act of political expediency. There are alternatives for Drake's Bay Oyster Company: indeed, there are oyster farms outside 
of wilderness areas within 10 miles of Drake's Bay as the crow flies. Moreover, there are opportunities to restore estuaries lost to infill development for the 
purposes of agricultural productivity. These restored areas would be far better as an oyster farm than a flood-prone vacation home, but because the owners of 
these infilled lands seem like a more intractable opponent than the contemplative people who created Pt. Reyes in the first place, the fight is taken to the 
park. This is no act of an environmentalist: it is political thuggery.  

But restoration is of course too difficult, the argument would go: it would be more expensive, more time consuming, more wrought with failure than 
challenging the aged conservationists who made this deal in the first place or the contemplative individuals who find the appropriate balance has already 
been struck. Yet no one likes bullies, and this is the role the the local food movement has placed itself in in Marin County. This is a tragedy, because being 
cast in this role will undoubtedly undermine the local food movement nationwide, as people recognize the misuse made of the movement by business 
interests who wear it like sheep's clothing. This impact, and the opportunity to grow oysters elsewhere, should certainly be considered in the alternatives 
review that the Seashore conducts here: if this impact is not so severe and the challenges of growing oysters elsewhere is far more difficult than the Oyster 
Company's competitors have found, then the environmental review should explain why.  

The alternatives should also reflect the context of this debate. Again, wilderness is an attempt to redress the unsustainable exploitation our civilization 
wrecks on the land by keeping some small fraction of the lands around us as free as possible from human disturbance. It is this context that must be kept in 
mind in all the alternatives that the National Parks Service considers during the project: wilderness is a reaction to the inequitable relationship we maintain 
towards the landscape in nearly all other places we interact with the land. To undermine its protection here will set back our ability to maintain a sustainable 
relationship with the land here, and will also alter the context of every other wilderness designation across the nation.  

Respectfully,  

Brent Plater Executive Director Wild Equity Institute  

 
  



National Park Service' 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero .... at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
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Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Thank-you, 
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National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
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Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 
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Correspondence: Having grown up in New England and spent most of my adulthood in New York, what struck me about Marin is its wildness. Marin's costal wilderness is 
still growing and maintaining so much of its natural ecology, making it the mark of the Bay Areas commitment to environmental protection. To grant this 
permission is to allow business to thrive over open space and that sends a message outward. However green the business, whatever their claims, they are still 
a business first and the priority should be the landscape. Rather than saying no to Drake's Bay, in allowing their permit to expire we would be saying yes to 
preserving what is left of our natural coastline and returning what we can to growth and wildness.  

 
  



National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial separation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company . 

Thank-you, 
. -.. 
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Point Reyes tj 
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Correspondence: I live at less than 1/2 time. Therefore, my legal residence is in   

I have followed all of the information released to the public about the Drakes Bay Oyster Company's potential impact on the seal population in Drakes Bay.  

It was disturbing to read about the shoddy science used to justify the negative conclusions about the Drakes Bay Oyster Company. I conclude that the 
Drakes Bay Oyster Company is, instead, a valued enterprise serving our community and at the same time has been a model for protecting our environment 
without any adverse impact on the seal population in Drakes Bay.  

The reputation of your fine organization is in serious jeopardy, perhaps subject to punishment for scientific misconduct. You need to act in a forthright 
manner to correct this misadventure. Your goal should be to make the right decision.  

I urge you to renew their lease indefinitely.  

 
  



National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial separation of agri~lllture and wilderrless. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 

Thank-you, 

Ms Helen Krayenhoff 

.. 
RECEIV£O 'j 

Point Reyes 
t!JtiC'l1?ll Sc::;::;nore 

kchipman
Typewritten Text

kchipman
Typewritten Text
Correspondence ID 3672



 
 
 

 
Correspondence 
ID: 

3673 Project: 33043 Document: 36704 
 

Name: Weinstein, Anna W  
Address: 4225 Hollis Street Emeryville, CA 94608  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Audubon California Non-profit/Organization  

Received: Nov,22,2010 00:00:00 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: November 22, 2010  

To: Cicely Muldoon, Superintendent, Point Reyes National Seashore  

Re: NEPA review to evaluate a potential issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National 
Seashore.  

On behalf of Audubon California's 150,000 members and supporters, we appreciate the opportunity to provide a comment during the public scoping period 
for the EIS. While we understand and appreciate that the Pt. Reyes National Park complex is in part a working landscape, we oppose the continuation of 
mariculture in Drake's Estero, for two primary reasons:  

? The owner, Kevin Lunny, purchased the operation with the understanding that the Park would not reissue a mariculture permit when the current permit 
expired in 2012, in order to pursue Wilderness status for the area.  

Under the terms of the 1976 Philip Burton Wildlife Act, the lease for the oyster farm is scheduled to expire in 2012, and the Park made clear the permit 
would not be renewed. The terms and conditions of the Wilderness Act should be followed, as well as the goals of the Point Reyes National Seashore 
General Management Plan. Re-issuing the permit would create a poor precedent for the reconciliation of commercial activities and wilderness designation 
and preservation in Pt Reyes National Seashore, and nationwide.  

? Drake's Estero provides critical eelgrass habitat for numerous coastal obligate wildlife species, especially Black Brant, and its statewide contribution to this 
critical, declining coastal habitat must be considered in the EIS scoping.  

The genus Zostera seagrass found in lush beds in Drake's Estero is rooted aquatic plant that supports numerous fish and invertebrates, and their avian and 
mammalian predators. Seagrasses are in decline throughout much of the world, with rates of loss accelerating from a median of 0.9% per year before 1940 to 
7% per year since 1990. These declines have been brought on by filling of shallow waters, dredging, and eutrophication. Due to the high biological value of 
seagrasses and their susceptibility to decline, management agencies and private interests around the world and on the U.S. west coast are increasingly 
planning for, and investing in, their restoration. ,  

Furthermore, Drake's Estero is one of only five critical wintering sites in California for Black Brant (Branta bernicla nigricans), a California sub-species of 
special concern and an eelgrass obligate feeder. Thousands of these sea geese stage in California en route between wintering areas in Baja and subarctic 
breeding grounds. Their numbers have declined dramatically since the 1960's; the major cause of this decline is thought to be a reduction in eelgrass in 
estuaries, sloughs and embayments. Drake's Estero holds a critical 8% of the state's eelgrass habitat. 5  

The Department of Fish and Game makes clear that our state has a special responsibility for protecting migratory populations of Black Brant, primarily by 
protecting and restoring eelgrass sites; it cites these (among other) management recommendations for the state, drawn from the Pacific Flyway Council:  

1. Maintain quantity and quality of eelgrass habitats. Ensure they are defended against sedimentation, eutrophication, disturbance, exotic organisms, 
contaminants and other threats;  

2. Determine the historic and current extent and quality of eelgrass habitats at all major wintering and staging areas;  

3. Protect gritting sites from disturbance and degradation.  

The mariculture operation in Drake's Estero may be compromising the extent and quality of eelgrass beds, the access of Brant to eelgrass, gritting and 
undisturbed loafing areas. The NRC review states that "Drakes Estero represents an important site for overwintering and seasonally migrating shorebirds and 
waterfowl, with special significance as a feeding and staging site for migrating Black Brant geese. Boat travel by the mariculturists is likely to disturb and 
flush seaducks, shorebirds, and other waterbirds."  

The Park should recognize that is may not be possible to quantify the impact of the oyster mariculture operation on the estero, yet, it is clear this site is 
essential for Brant, and for its overall contribution to eelgrass extent on the state. Therefore, we urge the precautionary approach which means discontinuing 
unnecessary and potentially damaging mariculture practices at the site.  

A final point is this is only estuary on the West Coast south of Alaska that has been designated by Congress as a wilderness area, and thus has special 
significance. Point Reyes National Seashore attracts millions of visitors a year from all over the world, drawn to its unique beauty and proximity to San 
Francisco. Wilderness areas ? set apart by their freedom from the footprint of humans - add to the Park experience resulting in an economic boost to the local 
economy, now grounded in tourism.  



Thank you very much for your time in considering these comments, and we look forward to an EIS that finds in favor of Wilderness management of Drake's 
Estero.  

Sincerely,  

Anna Weinstein Seabird and marine program coordinator  

 
  



National Park Service' 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes EsterQ"at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial sep~ation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable'education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 

Thank-you, 
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Name: R obinson, Mike  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,22,2010 12:00:41 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: RE: Drakes Bay Oyster Farm  

I support a Renewable Special Use Permit for the farm. This will allow them to do additonal work needed.  

Drakes Bay Oyster Farm has been in operation for many years, and is an ecological benefit to the bay. The existance of an oyster farm lessens the pressure 
on wild fisheries. Drakes Bay Oyster Farm is an example of a sustainable fishery.  

Thank you for your consideration.  

Mike Robinson  

 
  



National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
\vild" and n0t continue the artifidal separation of agricuiture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 

Thank-you, 

1,2.A.c...-~ ~orz-~ L\O 
~
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Name: Arndt, Susan P  
Address:  

USA  
Outside Organization: Unaffiliated Individual  
Received: Nov,22,2010 12:03:27 
Correspondence Type: Web Form 
Correspondence: Please keep it wild. Thank you  

 
  



National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild~' and not continue the anificial separation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Co~pany. . 
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Name: Cahill, Sheryl M  
Address:  

 
USA  

Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,22,2010 12:11:12 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: I am writing in support of the continuation of Drake's Bay Family Farm beyond 2012. In particular, I support the farm gaining access to a renewable Special 
Use Permit which will allow the farm to continue in operation and to make the necessary building repairs and/or replacements to ensure continued success.  

As a local restaurateur, I am very familiar with the farm. We have featured Drake's Bay oysters (formerly Johnson's) on our menu for three decades. 
Without a doubt, the most prominent interest of all visitors to the restaurant ? whether from the Greater Bay Area or beyond ? is OYSTERS. Our guests 
want to know the following:  

Do we feature local oysters? Is the oyster farm open to visitors? How do we get to the oyster farm?  

Our guests enjoy the freshness and local aspect of the oysters on our menu. In fact, it is this very appeal that contributes to the ongoing viability of my own 
business as well. Without the essence of what West Marin has to offer ? local food ? we would undoubtedly not prosper.  

The environmental impact of importing oysters to fill a gap, should Drake's Bay not continue, is absurd.  

Further, with a background in anthropology, I would like to add another perspective: It is my firm belief that the notion that "nature" can be separate from 
"culture" is an outdated cosmology.  

Rather, human beings are an intricate part of nature. The low-impact and sustainable practices exhibited by Drake's Bay Family Farm should be an 
inspiration. To eliminate this part of West Marin culture is to denigrate the very essence of what we strive to be.  

I implore you to approve continuation of the operation of Drake's Bay Family Farm beyond 2012.  

 
  



National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
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Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company: 

Thank-you, 

Tr~ 
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National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial separation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 

Thank-you, 

'o~ (R~ I\>~D 
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National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial separation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not de grade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 

Thank-you, 

N I D /1'l Rice 
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National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial separation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 

Thank-you, 
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National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial separation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not de grade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 

Thank-you, .. 

kchipman
Typewritten Text

kchipman
Typewritten Text
Correspondence ID 3684



//I~II/IO 

National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" and not continue the artificial separation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not de grade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 

Thank-you, 
. 

-~/ 
~~~ 

     

   
 

/ :r~ .. < ~~ .... J ~v • ~~ 

\ T '·:!j:~i .' h. t J ,,' 

kchipman
Typewritten Text

kchipman
Typewritten Text
Correspondence ID 3685



 
Correspondence 
ID: 

3686 Project: 33043 Document: 36704 
 

Name: N/A, Kevin  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,22,2010 12:51:07 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: I am writing to strongly encourage the National Park Service to grant a renewable special use permit to Drake's Bay Farm. While the benefits of continuing 
Drake's Bay Farm's operations are too many to enumerate here, the treasured history they represent, their value to the community, their commitment to 
environmental best practice and sustainability and their contributions to the local food shed are but some of the larger categories in which they benefit the 
environment and community. Once again, I implore you to grant Drake's Bay Oyster Farm a renewable special use permit. To do otherwise would not only 
deny the people of Marin County and the greater bay area some of the best oysters on earth, but would also deny the rest of the world the exceptional model 
of sustainable aquaculture that Drake's Bay has come to represent.  

I thank you for your consideration in this matter.  

Sincerely,  

Kevin Boyer  

 
  



National Park Service 
For an Environmental Impact Statement 
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
To evaluate issuance of a Special Use Permit for commercial oyster 
operations within Drakes Estero at Point Reyes National Seashore 
By Drakes Bay Oyster Company 

Before Europeans applied their family agricultural methods to the earth 
indigenous people tended the wilderness, growing and harvesting food with 
respect and understanding of the land and sea. Now is time to "tend the 
wild" fu."1d not continue the artificial separation of agriculture and wilderness. 
Humans have always been part of nature. The concept of "wilderness" is a 
European construct. 

Agriculture done with respect for wildlife, the land and water will serve to 
enhance, not degrade wilderness. Drakes Bay Oyster Company is a great 
example of this intention and is critical for our future on this planet. Drakes 
Bay Oyster Company needs to be preserved as a ecological resource for 
research and study of historic agriculture and future development of methods 
that are ecologically sound and provide valuable education for families, 
schools and communities. 

Please issue a Special Use Permit to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. 
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Name: Leon, Venta M  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,22,2010 00:00:00 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: I am writing to espress my support for Drakes Bay oyster Company and the Lunny family to continue the operation of their aquaculture farm in the Point 
Reyes National Seashore, Inverness, California. I have several reasons: I moved to the area in 1978 and have enjoyed the finest oysters in the region farmed 
in this location. When the Lunnys took over the operation, they quickly applied their skills in organic farming to aquaculture and steadily improved the 
existing operation. They are fine stewards of the land and truly understand sustainability, for decades now, where that is still a relatively new word for the 
general public. I have followed the reporting of the conflict with the Park Service over the renewal of their lease from the beginning, and was shocked to see 
the misuse of science by the Park to try to bolster their case. The ruling clearly states that the area can become wilderness when sch farming is removed, not 
the it will or must become wilderness. Their operation is actually beneficial and I feel it has benefitted the environment. I consider myself an activist 
environmentalist and have been paying close attention.  

Please allow them to continue their good work, Venta Leon  

 
  



November 12, 2010 

My~ Gecr~V. Hart 
 

 

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

To whom it may concern, 

It is important to the Bay Area Community that the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm be 
given a renewable Special Use Permit. This permit will allow the farm to make 
necessary repairs, etc., so that they may continue their business of producing 
oysters locally. 
The Point Reyes National Seashore and the Golden Gate National Recreation 
Area are important resources for agriculture, farming, ranching, fishing, AND 
oyster farming. These resources benefit not only Marin County, but the state and 

the nation. ( 
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Name: Christophersen, Finn  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,22,2010 13:34:22 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: I, Finn Christophersen support for a Renewable Special Use Permit for the Drakes Bay Oysters Company (DBOC) farm. This Permit will allow the farm 
to make necessary bulding repairs and/or replacements.  

DBOC is the last operating oysters cannery in the state of California. The farm has a long-standing tradition of oysters cultivation.  

DBOC employs 30+ who live locally. These people are in danger of losing their jobs and housing. THIS SHJOULD NOT HAPPEN.  

I have had family and friends visiting me from Norway and Denmark. Drakes Bay is always first on the agenda to visit. The oysters are just great.  

Let our younger generations be able to be a part of history by extending the lease and make DBOC a permanent company for a long time.  

Thanks very much, Finn Christophersen  

 
  



WHAT'S HAPPENING CALENDARSTM 
The Perfect Gift 

October 26, 2010 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Cicely A. Muldoon 
Superintendent 
Point Reyes National Seashore 

John Benus 

Drake's Bay Oyster Company (DBOC) 
Special use Permit Approval 

Oysters have provided a food source for the Miwok Indians and have always been a part 
of the environment. 

DBOC has properly harvested this unique food plus educated the public by 
demonstrating the stages of developing and harvesting to those like myself for 
generations. 

Farming of oysters has never created an environmental issue on the contrary they are a 
filter that enhances the quality of Drakes Bay. 

Sincerely, 

John Benus 
Marin Resident for 33 years 
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Name: Filmer, Lyons  
Address:  

USA  
Outside 
Organization: 

Unaffiliated Individual  

Received: Nov,22,2010 13:53:44 
Correspondence 
Type: 

Web Form 

Correspondence: I think Nancy and Kevin Lunny should be permitted to continue their oyster operation in Drakes Estero. I believe they have acted in good faith to clean up 
the business and the water resources, from the point they purchased the business from the Johnsons. And that they will continue to improve it into the 
future.  

If this were a proposal for a new operation within the Point Reyes National Seashore,I would not be supporting it. My opinion is that the history of raising 
oysters in Drakes Estero should be honored, and that it can be maintained without damage to the environment.  

thank oyu for your attention.  

Sincerely, Lyons Filmer  
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Correspondence: Hello,  

I would like the Environmental Impact Statement to consider:  

The Oyster Farm as a Cultural Resource. Since I was a child in Marin, there has been an oyster farm in Drake's Bay. Several group events that I attend, such 
as the Olympic Club's oysterfest, rely on oysters from Drake's Bay as a centerpiece of the activity. Having a local, sustainable source of oysters to the Bay 
Area is a benefit to the community.  

The Oyster Farm as an Educational Tool. My visits to the Point Reyes National Seashore sometimes include a visit to the oyster farm. With its position 
within the National Seashore, the oyster farm challenges visitors to consider the interaction between man and nature. One does not always need to be 
dominant over the other; synergies can exist.  

The Environmental Impact of Additional Non-Local Oysters. If there ceases to be an oyster farm in Drake's Bay, where will the replacement oysters come 
from? What are the environmental costs of shipping these oysters to the Bay Area? Are these non-local oysters grown in an environmentally friendly 
manner? Could they contain contaminants that would not be present in the Drake's Bay oysters? What is the total impact of switching from Drake's Bay 
oysters to these oysters?  

The Environmental Impact of Removal of Commercial Operations. If the permit is revoked and the oyster farm ceases to be, what will be the effects on 
Drake's Bay? What will be the additional nutrient load? What is the impact of removing the oyster beds? Does life in the bay utilize the oyster beds?  

The Economic Presence of the Oyster Beds How much of a draw are the oyster beds to visitors in the park? Would donations, permits, and other purchases 
decline if the oyster farm is no longer there?  

Thank you for considering these issues when creating your Environmental Impact Statement.  

Sincerely, Ben Nicholson  
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Correspondence: THIS EIR PROCESS IS FLAWED  

It is outrageous that nothing was mentioned in your materials, or at the scoping meetings, about the California Department of Fish and Game's right to lease 
the bottomlands in Drakes Estero.  

The "right to fish or grow oysters" in Drakes Estero belongs to the "People of the state of California" and is held as a Public Trust.  

In 2004 the California Department of Fish and Game renewed the lease that it had assigned to Drakes Bay Oyster Company. This lease to plant, grow and 
harvest oysters in Drakes Bay runs until 2029 and can be renewed as long as the State of California wants to renew it.  

By your misleading description of purpose for the EIS you are crafting the EIR process to have the outcome that you want. This is wrong. You are not to be 
trusted with our lands and parks.  

I ask as a local citizen that you start over. Put all the information on the table in a fair way and stop crafting the EIR process with misleading and flawed 
information.  

Sincerely, Barbara Ravizza  

 
 
  



November 1,2010 

Cicely Muldoon 
Superintendent 
Point Reyes National Seashore 
1 Bear Valley Road 
Point Reyes Station, California 94937 

Dear Cicely Muldoon -

First I'd like to thank you for the opportunity to attend the Public Forum on the issue 
of the Drakes Bay Oyster Company - and - for the opportunity to finally meet you! 

My feelings on the extension of the Oyster Company's lease, are definitely on the 
side of renewing this lease. 

Having lived here for 35 years, I was well aware of the conditions prevailing on this 
land when it was under the stewardship of Charlie Johnson and family. A most kindly and 
generous family, whom I felt were unaware of their responsibility in keeping their business 
from damaging the land and the estero. 

When Kevin Lunny took over the stewardship of this land and surrounding waters to 
operate the Drakes Bay Oyster Company, I was deeply impressed by the positive 
changes he made. Kevin used his expertise, money and hard labor to clean up the entire 
area ..... adhering to the regulations regarding marine and avian life in and around the estero. 

Our close proximity to San Francisco and Berkeley, would allow for our fine 
Universities to offer internships for Marine Biology, Aqua culture Students, and the like, to 
come offer their wisdom to the Lunny's, while enjoying on the site, first hand, in the field 
experience on how just such an operation can be encouraged to operate, while diligently 
assuming responsibility for the health and safety of marine mammals and water fowl. 

These oyster beds provide the human population with fresh, nutritious, healthy, and 
pure food - right at our doorstep. No carbon footprint. No importing food outside our 
immediate area - providing jobs for our town. 

Then too, there is the tourist element. The millions of visitors who frequent National 
Seashores and Parks, would be allowed to see how we have always harvested our native 
foods. With University programs involved, information would be available to the public via 
pamphlets, information boards ... on how the facility is managed to ensure the health and 
safety of not only the marine mammals and avian life, bit also how we protect their 
environment. .. the water both they and the oysters depend upon for life. 

In Mountain View, Arkansas, we were privileged to enjoy the park's working 
museum, where all the old crafts were practiced for the edification and enlightenment of the 
visitors. We have the oyster farm and dairy and cattle ranches for the public to enjoy, as 
well as learn, first hand, where their food comes from, breakfast, lunch and dinner. 

These ARE our natural resources. I feel strongly we should encourage them to 
remain, help them with signeage to warn kayakers to stay out, work with them to keep them 
with us. . 

Joyce H. Goldfield -  
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Correspondence: I have enjoyed Drakes Bay for over 60 years. It has been an important part of my families visits to West Marin. I urge you NOT to close Drakes Bay 
Oysters. The Lunny Family do a huge service to all of us to provide our locally grown oysters. I have been there to observe kayakers disturbing seal, but 
have never seen the Company boats be anything but respectful of our beloved Harbor Seals. West Marin was a bucolic place for many years before The 
National Park decided they know best. PLEASE do not let the oysters go the way of the beloved ranches that provided such joy to young children and 
citified adults.  

 
 



.. 

October 24, 2010 

OBOC SUP EIS 
%Superintendent, Point Reyes National Seashore 
1 Bear Valley Road 
Point Reyes, CA 94956 

Dear Sir: 

The purpose of this letter is not about Oysters! The purpose is to point out the facts 
regarding the lease of this property by the former owners & the National Park Service. 

Fact: The owner agreed to a generous over valued sale price, was paid in full. 
The government agreed to lease back the property to the former owner for 25 
years, probably tax free with no other stipulations other than the lease will end 
& the property be returned as agreed on to a national park. 

Fact: The original owner further profited by selling the remaining lease years to the 
Oyster Farm. 

Fact: The Oyster Farm, knowing full well the terms of the lease, chose to purchase 
the remaining years anyhow! 

Fact: Now the farm wants to change the law, extend the lease, screw the taxpayers & 
continue to operate & profit rather than turning the property over to the park 
service for future taxpaying generations to enjoy foreverl 

Conclusion: 
Under the terms of the OwnerlPark Service agreement, the request for an 

extension should be denied! We the taxpayers should not have to subsidize another's 
profit to the detriment of we the taxpayer or our childrenl 

Sincerely, 

~/~ 
Wm. R. Donnelly 
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It would be a tragedy to withdraw the lease of the Drake's Bay Oyster Company. This facility 

has been a delight to Marin residents and visitors to our beautiful county for almost 100 

years and, while it has always been wonderful, it is now even better managed and totally in 

tune with the philosophy of respect for our environment and natural resources. 

The facility is at the end of as privately maintained private road, has a very low profile and 

there is only a small sign announcing, its presence. The facility is clean and well kept. It is 

designed to be natural, but also accommodating to studf!nt groups and conservation clubs 

who wish to cultivate an awareness of our responsibilities to and for nature. A simple deck 

and group of picnic tables create an outdoor classroom. Restrooms are provided. 

Isn't it wonderful that visitors can experience proper management of our bay waters which 

provide a unique product and service to the citizens and visitors to Marin? 

If Drakes Bay Oyster Farm is forced to close, many Jobs which support this industry would .be 

lost. These are specialized jobs and the skills and talents of oyster famers could easily be lost 

to us. In addition, an entire family's investments, and the cost of struggling to exist uftder 

political pressure, could be lost to hard working and environmentally conscious folks. It is 

my impression that this organization has spent dearly to try to survive the pressures put upon 

them. It is hard enough to run a small business without having to face years of litigation. 

It is my hope that the Drake's Bay Oyster Farm will be grandfathered in and treated as the 

Marin treasure that it is. It is a unique asset which is natural, organic and responsibly run. 

Please renew its lease and let a good thing thrive. 

Sincerely, Bette Dalrymple 

Mr. James Dalrymple 
 

 

• 
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Superintendent Point Reyes National Seashore, 
As a 40 year customer of , first Johnson's Oysters and then Drakes Bay 

Oysters, I was pleased that 90% of those responding to the Marin I.J.'s pole were in 
favor of continuing the Farm's lease. 

I consider the Oyster Farm one of the jewels of Marin. The real scientists 
(not the bogus report done by the Park Service) have found no harm done by the 

Farm. I certainly hope common sense prevails & the Lease is extended. The 
oysters are a delicious treat. 

The Lunny's have done an excellent job caring & improving the Farm. 
John Butler 
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