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NMFS10-01:  PED will consider means of 
offsetting adverse impacts to EFH from the 
proposed construction, with the goal of 
minimizing those impacts while creating viable 
sustainable intertidal habitat. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
NMFS10-02:  The Preconstruction Engineering 
and Design process will include consultation with 
natural resource agencies to ensure necessary 
habitat heterogeneity and function design 
measures are incorporated in the project. 
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NMFS10-3:  The PED process will develop island 
design alternatives that address impact 
minimization. 
 
NMFS10-4:  The PED process will develop island 
design alternatives that address habitat 
heterogeneity, stability, and longevity. 
 
NMFS10-5:  The PED process will develop island 
design alternatives that address habitat 
heterogeneity, stability, and longevity. 
 
NMFS10-6:  All concerned agencies will be 
consulted regarding timing of utilization of the Ship 
Shoal borrow areas in order to minimize impact to 
fisheries resources. 
 
NMFS10-7:  Acknowledged.  Previously submitted 
comments have been incorporated into the SEIS. 
 
NMFS10-8:  Acknowledged. 
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NMFS10-9: Concur.  There is an obvious trade-off 
to obtain the desired protection and long-term 
habitat values. 
 
 
 
NMFS10-10:  Concur.  The report indicates the 
desirability of the basin scale restoration. 
 
 
 
 
 
NMFS10-11:  Concur.  This is a policy issue 
beyond the scope of this report. 
 
 
 
 
NMFS10-12:  This correction either has been or 
will be undertaken. 
 



 
Letter #10: National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 

 

 

SE
IS                                                                                                                             A

ugust 2010                                    

 
NMFS10-13:  Sand fencing and vegetation palette 
and planting issues are described in Appendix L. 
 
 
 
NMFS10-14:  Pertinent information from Dubois, et 
al. (2009) will be incorporated into the report and 
considered during PED. 
 
NMFS10-15:  Concur.  The date will be corrected. 
 
 
NMFS10-16:  Pertinent information from Gelpi, et 
al. (2009) will be incorporated into the report and 
considered during PED. 
 
NMFS10-17:  The date will be corrected.  The blue 
crab nursery issue will be addressed. 
 
NMFS10-18:  The table will be updated. 
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NMFS10-19:  The desire for additional information 
is understood.  The suggested revisions will be 
considered, time permitting. 
 
NMFS10-20:  The figures will be verified and 
corrected, if needed.  The suggested revisions will 
be considered, time permitting. 
 
 
NMFS10-21:  The acreage figures will be verified 
and corrected, if needed. 
 
NMFS10-22:  The acreage figures will be verified 
and corrected, if needed. 
 
 
NMFS10-23:  The numbers will be correctly 
identified and verified. 
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NMFS10-24:  Potential impact to blue crab 
population and fisheries will be considered during 
the PED process.  This is an issue that requires 
interagency and intergovernmental coordination and 
cooperation, which will be emphasized. 
 
 
 
 
NMFS10-25:  Concerns about the potential negative 
impacts to fisheries resources resulting from this 
proposed project are understood and appreciated.  
The referenced sections of the report will be 
revisited, time permitting, to further address the 
competing issues of short-term impact versus long-
term benefit posed in this comment.  The final 
acreage figures for impacted areas will be developed 
during the PED phase. 
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NMFS11-01:  1)WRDA 2007 authorized only 
analysis of the barrier islands and prevented the 
project delivery team from analyzing measures on 
mainland habitat to the north.  2) The State and 
USACE are requesting additional authorization to 
construct the multiple island NER plan, but the 
authorized budget precludes us from recommending 
a multiple island plan for immediate construction. 
 
 
 
 
NMFS11-02:  The report has been revised to include 
discussion of the NER plan in addition to the 1-island 
TSP. 
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NMFS11-03:  Acknowledged.  Three sea level rise 
rates were applied to each alternative in the final 
array to assess WVA benefits.  Uncertainties related 
to each rate were discussed in the Risk and 
Uncertainties section of the Integrated Feasibility 
Report. 
 
 
NMFS11-04:  The State and USACE are requesting 
additional authorization for the NER plan and the 
additional benefits related to system-wide restoration 
have been discussed in the Integrated Feasibility 
Report. 
 
 
NMFS11-05:  Acknowledged.  The report has been 
revised to discuss impacts to blue crab. 
 
 
NMFS11-06:  Plans and specifications will be 
coordinated with the USFWS and NMFS.  
Monitoring plans will also be consistent with the 
BICM program as outlined in the Adaptive 
Management report located in the Appendices. 
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NRCS12-01:  Though the initial benefits provided 
at construction are not retained throughout the 
period of analysis, the action does provide benefits 
out to TY50 that would otherwise be lost with the 
no-action alternative.  In addition, while the TSP is 
only Whiskey Island, the State and USACE are 
requesting additional authorization to construct the 
NER plan. 
 
 
 
 
 
NRCS12-02:  Acknowledged.  The barrier island 
system is a naturally degrading system and hard-
structural measures such as rock, revetment, and 
groins were analyzed to determine their 
effectiveness in sustaining the islands and 
preventing erosion.  It was determined that 
beach/dune/marsh nourishment provided more 
benefits in the long term than hardened structures 
and that replenishment of material would have a 
longer-lasting effect in maintaining the islands over 
the 50-year period of analysis. 
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NRCS12-03:  The project delivery team evaluated a 
wide-array of alternatives and eliminated measures 
based on a number of reasons as outlined in Chapter 
3 of the Integrated Feasibility Study.  While 
breakwaters have proven effective on Raccoon 
Island, our analysis did not indicate enough benefit 
for their inclusion in the TSP or NER.  The team 
recognizes the benefits afforded Raccoon Island, 
but has yet to find a clear explanation of why/how 
these benefits occurred and therefore were unable to 
quantify the same benefits when modeling 
breakwaters on Whiskey Island.      
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