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ANNEX A, PART 7

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND AGENCY COORDINATION

The following is a list of key correspondence, meetings, and other communications with a brief
description of the action or response to the topics addressed. Several of the regular monthly team
meetings are also listed. Team meetings were attended by representatives from the Corps and
project sponsors - Ocean City, NPS, DNR, and Worcester County, as well as by technical experts
presenting information and interest group representatives. Topics addressed and actions taken at
the meetings listed are examples of the tasks accomplished at each team meeting. Compliance
coordination activities, such as Federa Register notices, are highlighted in the list. Copies of
compliance documents are included as part of this Annex. Copies of other correspondence and
records included in the list, as well as comments made by citizens at public meetings, are not
included, but are available from the Baltimore Digtrict Corps of Engineers.

July 6, 1996 Signing ceremony for the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement, attended by
project sponsors, Senator Sarbanes, and representatives of other
Congressional staffs.
Action/response Following the ceremony, sponsors and other attendees
discussed the importance of the project

July 17, 1995 Letter from the Minerals Management Service (MMS) of the U.S.
Department of the Interior to the DNR Boating Administration requesting
information on the study and providing information on the MMS
responsibilities and work efforts in the Ocean City area.

Action/response Coordination between the project team and MM S
continued in the form of a letter and information from the DNR, phone
conversations between MM S and the project team, and a working meeting
on October 8, 1996.

Aug 17, 1995 Letter from MDNR Boating Administration responding to the MMS letter
and providing information on water resource problems in the Ocean City
area
Action/response A number of documents pertinent to the study were
forwarded to the MMS.

Dec 1, 1995 E-mail message to Corps from Dr. James Fraser, Virginia Polytechnic
Institute and State University regarding habitat requirements of the
piping plover population. Dr. Fraser explained that nesting and foraging
habitat and a vegetation-free connection between the two areasis key to
plover success. He suggests that overwash events should be adequate to
maintain those conditions. He also recommended several publications as a
source of additional information



Dec 4, 1995

Dec 13, 1995

Jan 4, 1996

Jan 12, 1996

Jan 17, 1996

Action /response Suggestions and information provided by Dr. Fraser
were considered in the design of the restoration project.

Study Team meeting to introduce team members, to review the status of
tasks underway and CERC work efforts, and to discuss the goals,
aternatives for the Assateague Idand restoration. Possible
objectives/perspectives/considerations included short or long-term effects,
restoration of sediment supply, restoration of barrier isand function, and
the target completion condition and date.

Action/response Team members were directed to begin developing
objectives for Assateague Island restoration.

Letter to the Corps from the Oregon State University Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife responding to arequest for comments on restoration
of Assateague Idand. The writer, who had done plover research for
several years on Assateague, provided information on plover habitat and
answers to specific questions pertaining to the plover population and
project aternatives.

Action/response Information from a number of sources was considered
and incorporated into the study process.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mark Homer who
manages the DNR Hatchery at Piney Point. Mr. Homer provided
information on shellfish populations in the Ocean City area as well as
recommending other contacts for additional information.
Action/response It was agreed that the study team and Mr. Homer
would maintain contact, especially concerning the siting of wildlife habitat
idands in the coastal bays.

E-mail message from John P. Loegering, graduate student at Oregon State
University. Mr. Loegering formerly studied the Assateague Island plover
population and was responding to a question about the effect of increased
idand width on plover chicks.

Action/response Mr. Loegering’s suggestions were considered during
design of the Assateague Iland restoration.

Study Team meeting to review status of study tasks, to identify goals and
objectives for Assateague restoration, determine aternative restoration
solutions, and discuss publ ic involvement plan.

Action/response After reviewing and discussing lists of possible goals
and objectives prepared by the four project sponsors, the team agreed on a
goal and a draft list of objectives. The goal: to restore Assateague |land
to mitigate for ongoing adverse impacts caused by past Corps projects.




Jan 24, 1996

Jan 31, 1996

Jan 31, 1996

Feb 5, 1996

Feb 5, 1996

Feb 7, 1996

COORDINATION LETTER announcing the initiation of the feasihility
phase of the study was sent from Baltimore District to approximately 80
agency representati ves.

Action/response Agencies responded by providing information relevant
to the study area and by identifying POCs for the project.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Andy Moser, FWS,
regarding the inclusion of severa species (roseate ternsand seabeach
amaranth) in the Biological Assessment. Mr. Moser recommended contact
with and provided the names of several scientists who are involved with
both species.

Action/response Information noted.

Letter from Baywatch acknowledging their participation in the study.
Action/response Baywatch representatives were an important source of
information and served as meeting participants and informal reviewers
throughout the study.

E-mail message from Anne Hecht, FWS piping plover expert, to Corps
biologist regarding maintenance of plover habitat on Assateague Idand.
Topics addressed in her message included the migration of the erosion-
prone area southward on the idand and the frequency of overwash
necessary to prevent vegetation from becoming established and disrupting
plover habitat.

Action/response The study team did research to determine the likely
future changes in the idand without the project.

Meeting with Coastal Bays Focus Group, which included approximately 20
representatives of natural resource management agencies and the coastal

bay interest group. Purpose was to begin interaction between technical
experts and citizen groups, review study status, identify problems and
opportunities, determine information needs and availahility, and

recommend project actions.

Action/response Focus group representatives participated throughout the
study process.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Andy Moser, FWS. Mr.
Moser advised that the Biological Assessment should discuss the impacts
on habitat of both seabeach amaranth and the roseate tern. Because there
is aproposed plan to reintroduce seabeach amaranth on the north end of
Assateague |dand, impacts on its recovery should be addressed. He
recommended Dave Brinker as a source of information on the roseate tern
and stated that the only in-depth work required for the Biological
Assessment would be on the piping plover.



Feb 7, 1996

Feb 7, 1996

Feb 8, 1996

Feb 8, 1996

Feb 9, 1996

Feb 15, 1996

Action/response Mr. Moser’s recommendations were followed. Mr.
Brinker and Mr. Tindall were contacted and provided information on bird
populations and the presence of seabeach amaranth on Assateague Idand.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. Dave Brinker,
Maryland Heritage Program, regarding roseate tern population on
Assateague Idand. Mr. Brinker explained that roseate terns found in the
area are probably late migrants stopping to rest. He indicated that the
project should not have a negative impact on the terns because there are
many other resting areas.

Action/response Information noted.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Andy Moser, FWS,
reporting Dave Brinker's view that roseate terns need not be included in
the Biological Assessment, however, they should be included in the EIS.
Action/response Following recommendations, the Biological Assessment
under preparation by Corps biologists is focused on piping plover and
seabeach amaranth.

COORDINATION LETTER announcing the initiation of the feasihility
phase of the study was sent from Baltimore District to Congressiona
representatives and other government office holders.

Action/response Congressional representatives have shown support for
the project. The study manager made a study presentation to Senator
Mikulski during avisit to Assateague Idand in May 1996.

Letter from Maryland Board of Public Works Wetland Administration
regarding the availability of data useful to the study.
Action/response The study team received data from individuals and
agencies identif ied by the Wetlands Administration.

Meeting with Corps managers to define problem statement for Assateague
Island restoration, discuss long-term objectives, prioritize objectives,
identify project basdline, identify aternatives, and begin aternatives
evaluation.

Action/response The discussion resulted in a clearer definition of the
draft objectives.

Study Team meeting to discuss study funding, and to review status of and
future actions for plan formulation, hydraulics, geotech, environmental,
economics, and real estate tasks.

Action/response Discussion resulted in decisions regarding Assateague
aternative plans, dune heights to be modeled by WES, and most promising
offshore shoals as material source. The Assateague project component
received additional emphasis to meet the accelerated schedule.




Feb 20, 1996

Feb 20, 1996

Feb 23, 1996

Feb 23, 1996

Feb 24, 1996

Feb 29, 1996

Feb 1996

COORDINATION LETTER announcing the initiation of the feasihility
study mailed to Senators Mikulski and Sarbanes, Governor Glendening,
and Representative Gilchrest.

Action/response Information on the study has been provided to state and
Federd legidators on aregular basis.

LETTER FROM MARYLAND HISTORICAL TRUST inresponseto
the Baltimore Didgtrict’ sinitiation efforts on behalf of cultural resourcesin
the study area. The Trust provided guidance on necessary cultural
resource actions and maps showing locations of inventoried historic
properties and archaeological sites and surv eysin Worcester County.
Action/response Appropriate cultural resources surveys were completed
by a qualified professiona archaeologist. Sonar investigations of the
offshore shoals indicated no cultural resources.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. Wayne Tindall,
Maryland Natural Heritage regarding the proposed recovery plan for
seabeach amaranth on Assateague Idand. The amaranth recovery project

is being led by Ms. Nora Murdock, FNVS, who is surveying the idand for
exigting plants and working to determine which of several genetic
populations to reintroduce.

Action/response Ms. Murdock provided a copy of the amaranth recovery
plan and the information was incorporated into the project design.

Letter from NMFS/NOAA commenting on the need for care in disturbing
highly sensitive or ecologically productive sites and offering available data
for the project area.

Action/response  Communication with NMFS/NOAA, as well as with
many other natural resource management agencies was on-going
throughout the study.

Letter from Ocean City resident, Mrs. Edward T. Smith, regarding the
negative impacts of dredging in the shallow coastal bays. Mrs. Smith feels
that sedimentation in the bays keeps large boats out and protects “this
fragile area.”

Action/response Planning and coordination meetings have included much
discussion regarding the necessity, desirahility, and practicality of dredging
the back bays. Boaters generally support this dredging; however, the
Corpsis not authorized to dredge non-channel areas. Asaresult,
environmental concerns have not been addressed in depth.

NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI) IN FEDERAL REGISTER.

First Newdetter distributed.



Mar 5, 1996

Mar 8-9, 1996

Mar 14, 1996

Mar 18, 1996

Mar 22, 1996

Action/response A number of comment cards were returned with
requests for names to be placed on the mailing list.

E-mail memo to Study Manager from Corps biologist regarding
conversation with Mr. George Ruddy, FWS, about impact evaluation for
offshore shoals. Mr. Ruddy indicated that enough general information
was available to evauate the impacts of mining the shoals for material for
the immediate restoration of Assateague Idand. In Mr. Ruddy’s opinion,
more biological data might need to be collected if the shoals were to be
periodically mined for long-term restoration.

Action/response In concurrence with Mr. Ruddy, a decision was made
that additional data on the shoals was not needed for the immediate
restoration.

Delmarva Coastal Bays Conference, sponsored by a number of businesses,
agencies, and organizations, addressed preservation of the coastal bays
watersheds. The conference was attended by approximately 300 individuals
and representatives of coastal interest groups, including six Corps members
of the OCWR study team. Study manager presented OCWR as part of a
group discussion.

Action/response Participation in the conference provided an opportunity
for study team members to gather information and to discuss with many
other interested individuals issues relating to the coastal bays.

Study Team meeting to review project status, results of CERC smulations,
and findings of cultural investigations on offshore shoals.

Action/response Future actions were identified as preparation for the
first public workshop, determination of afina borrow site, and selection of
habitat restoration sitesin the coastal bays.

Letter from the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE)
regarding the Corps coordination letter to the Governor’s office, MDE's
continuing participation in the Ocean City Water Resources Study and
MDE'’s new status as a participant in the National Estuary Program,
Action/response Study team coordinated with MDE throughout the
study.

CORRECTION TO NOI appearsin Federa Register. Correction
explained the accelerated schedule of the Assateague Iland project
component and that programmatic EIS addressing general impacts of the
overall project would be prepared first, followed by a separate
supplemental EI'S addressing the remaining project components.



Mar 25, 1996

April 9, 1996

April 12, 1996

Apr 16, 1996

April 17, 1996

April 22, 1996

April 24, 1996

Letter from the Worcester Environmental Trust endorsing the request of
Mrs. Edward T. Smith (in her letter of 24 February) and asking that her
views are considered “when contemplating future work in the Coastal Bays
area.”

Action/response Large-scale dredging of coastal bays was not given
strong consideration in the study for economic as well as environmental
reasons.

Briefing on Assateague I dand restoration for Worcester County
Commissioners, by Study Manager and Project Manager.
Action/response The County supports the restoration project and
requested that the short-term restoration be completed on an accelerated
schedule.

Copy of letter from Worcester County to Senator Mikulski identifying the
urgent need for restoration of the northern end of Assateague Island and
requesting assistance in accelerating completion of the portion of the study
addressing the short-term restoration of the idand.

Action/response The OCWR study manager met with Senator Mikulski
during the Senator’ s vidit to Assateague Idand in late May 1996.

Letter (copy) to EPA from Mr. Ray Nornes, commercial dredging
contractor, offering his assistance in studying problems in the coastal bay
area caused by a combination of strong winds and low tide conditions.
Action/response Information noted.

Assateague Focus Group meeting in Annapolis, Maryland. Meeting
purpose was to compare and evaluate potential solutions for the immediate
restoration of Assateague Iand. Emphasis was on determining the
objectives of both the physical and environmenta scientists and biologists
and facilitating discussion betwee n the two groups.

Action/response After discussion by both groups, the physical/structural
group identified a prioritized list of alternative solutions. The
environmental/biological group did not come to consensus, however, group
members were asked to review and rank potential alternatives on their own
and to send responses to Corps for incorporation into an evaluation.

Study Team meeting to review the draft list of potentia “without project”
future conditions on A ssateague Island and to discuss the associated
environmental and economic conditions.

Action/response Team selected the “without project” future scenario in
which a breach would occur.

Meeting with representatives of various stakeholder groups to provide
information on the project and to identify ideas, issues, and concerns



May 9, 1996

May 13, 1996

May 15, 1996

May 15, 1996

regarding the project. Individuasinvited to attend the informal meeting
included representatives of commercial and recreational fishing inter  ests,
tourism, neighborhood associations, state and county planning boards, state
and city engineers, environmentalists, and real estate developers.
Action/response Mesting participants identified a range of interests and
concernsthat reflected their perspectives.

First public information workshop held in Ocean City to provide
information on the four project components and project status and to
gather ideas on interests, issues, and concerns regarding the project. Ma ny
meeting participants appeared to focus on the lack of a plan to improve
recreationa boating conditions by dredging the coastal bays.
Action/response Although dredging the coastal bays was not a project
component, questions asked by attendees were answered and their
comments noted. In addition, comments by the public encouraged the
study team to revisit the problems of recreational boaters. The newdletter
that was prepared following this meeting responded to specific questi ons
and statements made at the meeting.

Letter from Carolyn Cummins of the West Ocean City Association
outlining the response of that organization to the May 9 public workshop.
Priority issues were the sedimentation of the bays and channels, the loss of
commercia fishing vesselsin the area (because of navigation problems),

and economic factors governing Corps policy.

Action/response Based on the comments of participants at the public
workshop and in this letter, a draft of the subsequent newsletter was routed
for review to Carolyn Cummins of the West Ocean City Association for
review and comment. The purpose was to ensure that questions raised at
the meeting were adequately addressed. Ms. Cummins provided a number
of valuable suggestions that were incorporated into the revised newdletter.

Letter to the Corps from Maryland House of Delegates member Charles

M cClenahan requesting consideration in accelerating the short-term
restoration of Assateague Idand.

Action/response The Assateague Island short-term restoration portion of
the study is being completed on an accelerated schedule.

Letter to the Corps from the Oregon State University Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife providing comments on alternatives developed by the
study team for material placement for the Assateague short-term
restoration and information on maintenance of piping plover habitat.
Action/response Information from a number of sources was considered
and incorporated into the study process.




May 20, 1996

May 21, 1996

May 21, 1996

May 23, 1996

May 24, 1996

Letter from Senator Mikulski to the Corps regarding the need to protect
the north end of Assateague Idand.

Action/response Response letter was sent stating that the Corps
understands the need to protect Assateague Iland and that they are fast-
tracking that portion of the project.

Phone conversation between study manager and chief building official of
Ocean City regarding the b enefits of using material dredged from private
canals to construct bay idands for wildlife habitat.

Action/response The concept of using material dredged from various
areas of the coastal bays by state, county, city, and private entitiesto be
placed in acommon area that would be developed into wildlife habitat has
strong support. The site would be developed under the guidance of the
Corps and other regulatory agencies and provide awin-win solution to a
bay-wide problem.

E-mail memo from Corps biologist to study manager regarding phone
conversations with Ms. Pat Schrawder of Baywatch and Mr. Phil Hager of
Worcester County as well as other sources of information. Ms. Schrawder
offered to provide information on recreation areas, bathymetry of the
coadtal bays, and possible placement sites for dredged material idands. Mr.
Hager was providing leads for information on the airport flyway. Digitized
information on the NPS boundary was being obtained and Corps structural
and sediment specialists were providing opinions on the benefits of creating
dredged materia placement idands in shallow areas of the coastal bays.
Action/response Ms. Schrawder provided useful information including
aeria photos.

Letter from the West Ocean City Association to the Corps regarding the
need to “repair the emergency situation” in the area of the Route 50 bridge
and Ocean City Inlet. The letter states that rocks placed around the pilings
of the bridge have narrowed the channel and caused increased water
velocity and sedimentation. The result is limited navigability for larger
boats and unsafe conditions for small boats.

Action/response The problem identified in the letter was the subject of a
limited investigation by the Corps and the State Highway Administration.
The findings were that navigation through the bridge requires alert

attention to the conditions but is not considered a hazard to navi gation.
The current velocities are not unusual for a channel near aninlet. The
Corpsisrunning amodel of the currentsin the area, however, and could
make recommendations for improvements.

Letter from the community of Harbor Idand regarding navigation problems
in the vicinity of the Route 50 bridge.
Action/response See response above.




May 29, 1996

June 12, 1996

June 14, 1996

June 21, 1996

June 24, 1996

June 24, 1996

June 26, 1996

On-site briefing for Senator Mikulski by Study Manager. Specific topic
was the Assateague | dand restoration.
Action/response Senator Mikulski strongly supports the project.

Briefing for the Assateague Coastal Trust on the Assateague |land
restoration

Action/response The Assateague Coastal Trust appreciated learning
about the project and being part of the public participation.

Steering Committee meeting, including representatives of the Corps, Ocean
City, NPS, DNR, and Worcester County, met to review study progress and
discuss the plan formulation process.

Action/response The Steering Committee identified the recommended
level of mitigation for the Assateague Island short-term restoration. It was
decided that restoring the volume of material lost since 1965 would be
appropriate mitigation, however, based on cost and benefit information
outlined in the decision matrix tables (included as part of Section 5 of the
main report), restoring a volume of material less than the 1965 amount,
based on environmenta considerations, would be ade quate mitigation.

Message from Corps to West Ocean City Association requesting review of
draft information to be included in second newdletter.

Action/response Comments were provided and incorporated into the
newdletter.

E-mail message from Corps biologist to Dr. Leatherman, University of
Maryland, regarding the selected alternative for the Assateague Idand
restoration and requesting his comments.

Action/response Message was part of the continuing information-sharing
process among the study team and scientists/expertsin fields related to the
study.

E-mail message from Dr. James Fraser to Corps biologist suggesting that
vegetation removal be addressed as part of the long-term management
strategy for Assateague Idland.

Action/response The following e-mail message on June 26 responded to
Dr. Fraser’s suggestion.

E-mail message from Corps biologist to Dr. James Fraser, regarding the
reluctance of the NPS to include vegetation management as part of the
long-term restoration plan for Assateague Idand .

10



June 26, 1996

July 1, 1996

July 2, 1996

July 8, 1996

July 9, 1996

July 10, 1996

Action/response The dialogue among the study team and outside
scientists/experts concerning post-construction management of the site
ultimately resulted in development of a monitoring and management plan
for the Assateague Idand restoration.

E-mail message from Corps biologist to Ms. Anne Hecht, FWS, regarding
the varying heights of Assateague Iland during t he past 30 years. Also
excerpted was a message to Ms. Laurie McGiver (contractor preparing
piping plover report) providing information on the effects of placing
material to the proposed height of 3.3 m NGVD.

Action/response Message was part of the continuing information-sharing
process among the study team and scientists/expertsin fields related to the
study.

Memo regarding phone conversation between Corps economist and
commercia fishing interests on use of the offshore shoals.
Action/response Conversation was a preliminary inquiry into the
potential effects on commercia fishermen that would result from dredging
the offshore shoals. After further phone calls, meetings were set up by
DNR staff to discuss impacts on the shoals and the preferences of
fishermen.

E-mail message from Dr. Lenore Fahrig, Carleton University, Ottawa,
Canada, to Corps biologist regarding the effects of barrier idand overwash
frequency on vegetation distribution.

Action/response Information provided by Dr. Fahrig was incorporated
into the report.

Study team meeting to discuss Assateague | land restoration and review
the plan formulation process for the short-term restoration, discuss the
selection of the preferred plan, and get input on how dune elevation,
placement, configuration, or construction times might be used to optimize
the preferred plan.

Action/response Agreement was reached on critical dune height,
maintenance, and monitoring details.

E-mail message from Dr. James Fraser to Corps biologist regarding the
likelihood of managing the Assateague site to control vegetation and
offering research assistance.

Action/response Information and offer of assistance considered.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. John Foster, DNR
artificial reef program coordinator, regarding meeting to be held with reef
experts and Oceanside Fisheri es Advisory Committee (commercial
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July 10, 1996

July 25, 1996

July 29, 1996

July 29, 1996

July 31, 1996

fishermen) to discuss mining sand from offshore shoals for Assateague
Idand restoration.

Action/response Meetings with commercia fishermen and DNR
representatives were scheduled for September 11, 1996.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and John Nichols, NMFS,
regarding restrictions on the use of hopper dredges on the offshore shoals.
Informal consultation and possibly aformal Section 7 Endangered Species
consultation would be required if use of hopper dredgesis proposed. In
addition, there isa May - November time of year restriction for hopper
dredging.

Action/response The Corps study team began researching equipment
needs for mining the offshore shoals.

Focus group meeting held in Annapolis to discuss offshore sand shoa
sources for Assateague restoration. Discussed DNR'’s position on which
shoal could be utilized. DNR will determine preference. Decided to
exclude shoals B and C as sources because of value to commercial
clammers. Discussed, but came to no agreement on, potential mitigation
measures for recreational fishery. Discussed potential dredging schemes.
NMFS noted that consultation will be required regarding potential sea
turtle and whale impacts if hopper dredge is used.

Action/Response Decided to schedule meetings with commercia and
recreationa fishermen to discuss proposed project and consider need for
mitigation.

Memo to Corps from NPS providing preliminary outline of monitoring and
mitigation program for the Assateague short-term restoration project.
Action/response The NPS provided a draft program to be presented at a
focus group meeting on September 12.

Plan Formulation Meeting held with Corps Division to review study status
and Quality Control Plan and address critical issues.

Action/response Decision was made to pursue the restoration of
Assateague Idand under Section 111 of the River and Harbor Act of 1968,
since it will most likely be authorized by the Water Resources Development
Act of 1996.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and John Nichols, NMFS,
who isto develop alist of pros and cons for offshore shoa site selection.
Mr. Nichols will aso consult with other NMFS personnel on seaturtles
and whales in the Ocean City area.

12



July 31, 1996

Aug 5, 1996

Aug 7, 1996

Aug 9, 1996

August 1996

Aug 20, 1996

Action/response Message was part of the continuing information-sharing
process among the study team and scientists/expertsin fields related to the
study.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. Bill Mclnturff, DNR,
manager of several Wildlife Management Areas (WMA) in the coastal bay
area, regarding restoration plans for the WMAs.

Action/response A visit was scheduled for the Corps biologist to visit the
WMASs and review potential restoration sites.

E-mail message from F. Phillip Wirth, [11, graduate student at University of
Maryland on the Eastern Shore, to Corps biologist, regarding the
development of fish habitat and the development of dredged material

idands for bird habitat.

Action/response Information noted.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and John Nichols, NMFS,
regarding his recommendation to prepare a Biological Assessment for use
of the offshore shoalsin order to provide some protection from litigation.
The Assessment should include use of hopper dredges and any other
vessals, and size, speed, and number of beach-to-shoal trips of vessels.
Turtle speciesto discuss include Kemps-Ridleys, Leatherback, and
Loggerhead. Whale species to discuss include Right, Menke, and
Humpback. Concerns are alleviated if hydraulic dredging is used or if
dredging occurs at other times of the year than April through November.
Action/response A Corps biologist was tasked with preparation of a
Biological Assessment.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. George Ruddy,
FWS, regarding Ocean City areaturtle populations and the use of hopper
dredges, grain size of materia used to create habitat idands; location of
dredged material idands; and use of the offshore shoals by commercial
fishermen.

Action/response Information noted.

Approximately 500 copies of the second Newdletter distributed.
Action/response The newdletter recelved positive comments from the
public.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and John Nichols, NMFS,
regarding Mr. Nichol’s comments on idand and wetland creation. Mr.
Nichols will provide comments.

Action/response Message was part of the continuing information-sharing
process among the study team and scientists/expertsin fields related to the
study.
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Aug 20, 1996

Aug 20, 1996

Aug 21, 1996

Aug 27, 1996

Aug 22, 1996

Aug 22, 1996

Aug 22, 1996

Aug 23, 1996

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. Marcel M. Montane,
Virginia Institute for Marine Science, regarding the design of dredged
meaterial placem ent idand, the depths of shallow water for small fish, and
the need to avoid impactsto SAV.

Action/response Message was part of the continuing information-sharing
process among the study team and scientists/expertsin fields related to the
study.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Ms. Laurie Silva, NMFS,
regarding background information on use of dredging offshore shoals,
potential impacts to nesting and migrating turtles, and possible actionsto
reduce liability and meet legal requirements.

Action/response Project information was provided to Ms. Silva.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. Bill Lake, Ocean
Pines Association, regarding potential parcels to be used for salt marsh
restoration.

Action/response Information noted.

Study team meeting to discuss monitoring and mitigation plan for
immediate restoration of Assateague.

Action/response Group discussion resulted in some changes to the draft
plan and identification of matters that remained unresolved, such as
monitoring of vegetation, predation by foxes, and invertebrate
populations.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. Ed Ambrogio, EPA,
who indicated his objection to the idea of filling healthy SAV bedsto create
wildlife habitat idands. Mr. Ambrogio felt that filling marginaly healthy
SAV bed might be acceptable if mitigation were done.

Action/response Information noted.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. Bill Mclnturff, DNR,
regarding the extent and importance of recreation in Ide of Wight Bay.
Action/response Information noted.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. Brooks Clayville,
NCRS, regarding NEP interest in assisting habitat restoration component
of project by locating forested wetland sites to restore.
Action/response Project information was provided to Mr. Clayville.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Mr. John Nichols, NMFS,
regarding request for site specific information for habitat iland creation.
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NMFS is concerned about loss of/disturbance to summer flounder and hard
clam habitat, as well as recreation impacts.

Action/response Information on the sampling program developed by Mr.
Philip Wirth, University of Maryland graduate student, was provided to
Mr. Nichols.

Sept 5, 1996 Letter to Corps from Mr. Ray Nornes, commercial dredging contractor,
regarding his endorsement for the use of geotubes on Assateague Island.
Action/response Information noted.

Sept 11, 1996 Two meetings with headboat captains and representatives of commercial
fishing interests in Ocean City area held at the White Marlin Club in West
Ocean City. Meeting purpose was to present the project status and discuss
the impacts of using Little Gull and/or Great Gull shoals as a sediment
source for the Assateague restoration. Headboat captains expressed a
preference for dredging the back bays and ebb shoal for restoration
meaterial rather than either offshore shoal. They stated that smaller boats
(including headboats) fish near Little Gull because it is closer to shore.
After the meeting, severa individuas stated that dredging on either shoal
would have little effect on them, because they usualy fish in between the
shoal and the shore. Commercial fishing representatives stated that
dredging either shoad would have little impact on commercial fishing
interests.

Action/response Based on input from many sources, including these
meetings, the decision was made to remove materia from Great Gull shoa
for the short-term restoration of Assateague Idand.

Sept 12, 1996 Focus group meeting with project sponsors and piping plover expertsto
determine details of sediment placement for the Assateague Idand short-
term restoration; review a draft monitoring and mitigation program; and
discuss options for sources of borrow material.

Action/response Consensus was reached on placement amount, location,
configuration, and construction times for restoration of the isand;
comments were provided on the draft monitoring and mitigation plan. The
groups had no objections to the use of Little Gull or Great Gull shoals as
sources of borrow material.

Sept 18, 1996 E-mail message to Corps from Mr. Dave Brinker, DNR, providing
recommendations for location, configuration, and materialsto be used in
construction of wildlife habitat idand.

Action/response Information will be incorporated into the site selection
process for dredged material idand created for wildlife habitat.
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Sept 19, 1996

Sept 24, 1996

Sept 24, 1996

Sept 25, 1996

Sept 25, 1996

Sept 27, 1996

E-mail memo from Dena Dickerson at WES providing information on
presence of turtlesin Delaware Bay and the possibility that dredging after
mid-September might be acceptable to NMFS.

Action/response Information noted.

Phone conversation between Corps biologist and Ms. Danielle Algazi,
EPA, regarding process for steering documentation through EPA and
Federal Register. Five copies should be sent to EPA and EPA will place
NOA in Register.

Action/response Information noted. EPA specialist contacted for
guidance in Federal Register process.

Letter to Corps from Mr. Lee W. Williams, director of Assateague Point
Home Owners Association, endorsing further investigation of the use of
geotubes for the Assateague Island restoration.

Action/response Information noted

E-mail memo with information from Mr. Carl  Zimmerman, NPS, regarding
his view that presence of seaturtlesin Assateague area is not sufficient to
interrupt project. Mr. Zimmerman suggests contact with NMFS for
specific numbers of turtle strandings’ mortalities. He believes that
grandings in area are primarily a result of seasond fishing intensity.
Action/response Information noted.

Informal presentation at a meeting of the Mid-Atlantic Chapter of the
Maryland Saltwater Sportfishing Association. A member of the DNR
Department of Fisheries coordinated and participated in the meeting.
Generd information on the four project components was presented, with
detailed information provided on the Assateague |land restoration and
possible use of offshore shoals as a restoration sediment source. Corps
representatives also informed the group that, based on input from other
fishing interests, the Corps was investigating the possibility of addressing
sediment-related navigation problems in the back bays. A question and
answer period following the presentation provided an opportunity for a
discussion. No mgjor objections were made to the use of either Little or
Great Gull shoals.

Action/response This audience agreed that usng Great Gull shoa asa
source of sand for the short-term restoration of Assateague Island was
somewhat preferable to the use of Little Gull.

E-mail message to Corps biologist from Ms. Anne Hecht, FWS
Endangered Species Biologist, regarding assessment of restoration project
impacts on foraging ecology of Assateague Idland piping plovers. Ms.
Hecht requested comments on the “very rough cut at adraft memo”. The
draft recommends that an evaluation of the impacts on plover foraging
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Sept 30, 1996

Oct 9, 1996

October 17, 1996

ecology be completed as part of the Assateague | land restoration project
in addition to the monitoring and mitigation plan under preparation by the
NPS. The suggestion was that a study to estimate critical factorsin the
process of plover brooding on the north end of the isand be completed
before and after implementation of the immediate restoration. Factorsto
be estimated include the availability of various plover foraging habitats;
plover brood habitat use, time budgets, and foraging rates in various
habitats; and arthropod abundances. Ms. Hecht suggested that two years
of pre-project field data be collected and that post-project data collection
begin 3 or 4 years after project construction.

Action/response Mr. Chris Spaur, Corps biologist, provided comments
on Ms. Hecht’s draft memo, including suggestions that the memo
emphasize the vaue of the study to Endangered Species Act compliance,
and the importance of coordinating with other studiesin order to minimize
redundancy. A monitoring plan for invertebrates will be developed by Ms.
Hecht.

Memo to Corps from NPS providing a revised monitoring and mitigation
plan for Assateague short-term restoration project. The revised plan
incorporates the comments of Focus Group members, and other reviewers
at the September 12 meeting.

Action/response Thisdocument is an interim final plan providing
information on tasks to be completed to maintain plover habitat

and to repair any breachesin the dune. Additional information regarding
funding and respongihility for tasks are to be determined.

E-mail memo regarding an October 8 coordination meeting between Corps
study team members and representatives of the Mineral Management
Service (MMS), which manages resources such as oil, gas, and minerals,
that occur on the Outer Continental Shelf. The meeting was a step in the
process of developing a Memorandum of Agreement in order for the Corps
to use sand from Great Gull Bank for the Assateague |dand immediate
restoration at no cost.

Action/response Corps team members met with the Acting Program
Director of the Office of International Activities and Marine Mineralsand 3
members of his staff to discuss the status of the project and how the EIS
would address use of and impacts to offshore shoals for the Assateague
Idland short-term restoration. It was agreed that portions of the EIS would
be submitted to the MMS in draft form to insure that environmental and
NEPA-related questions were adequately addressed and that questions
from the MM S were answered.

E-mail from Dave Brinker of DNR Heritage and Biodiversity Conservation
Program regarding tiger beetles on northern Assateague. Discussed desire
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October 18, 1996

October 18, 1996

Nov 4, 1996

November 5, 1996

November 8, 1996

to limit beach disturbance north of 3 km south of inlet to provide refugium
for tiger beetle.
Action/Response Information noted.

Information received from MMS regarding MM S standards for

ElISs. These standards are used by MMS to support negotiated agreements
for offshore borrow areas.

Action/Response Corps biologist sent E-mail back indicating that MMS
standards looked compatible with Draft EIS with the exception of MM S
requirements for calculating air emissons. Air emissions aren't calculated
because the project is expected to be exempt from such considerations
because it is temporary in nature.

E-mail received from USFWS commenting on draft Monitoring and Action
Plan. Comments focused on decision-making authority , performance
indicator no. 3 for which an elevation has not yet been determined, and
Piping Plover predator (i.e., fox) management.

Action/Response Information noted.

COORDINATION LETTER TO MARYLAND HISTORICAL
TRUST, providing a copy of the Phase | archaeological report to partialy
fulfill requirements of the National Historic Preservation Act for the Ocean
City Water Resources project. The letter summarized the four project
components and (1) concluded that no cultural resources would be affected
in the Assateague Idland restoration project area; (2) provided areport on
the results of a survey done on the offshore shoals which were considered
as a source of dredged material for the Assateague short-term restoration;
(3) restated the MHT's conclusion that there was alow probability that the
inlet would contain cultural resources that could be affected by dredging or
sand by-passing actions; and (4) states that reconnaissance investigations
will be conducted in the coastal bays during the site selection process for
the environmental restoration portion of the project.

Action/response As described in the letter, further actions on the part of
the Corps include the coastal bay investigations and completion of a Phase
Il investigation of a ship wreck on Assateague Island.

Letter from USFWS regarding need for monitoring of Piping Plover
foraging ecology. Letter included functions that monitoring would s erve
and suggested research objectives.

Action/Response Information noted.

E-mall received from MMS regarding MM S comments on Draft EIS
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Nov 11, 1996

Nov 13, 1996

Nov 18, 1996

January 14, 1997

January 17, 1997

Action/Response Most of comments addressed in updated version of
Draft EIS. Severa comments will require future discussion to resolve.

Copy of report on re-establishment of seabeach amaranth, prepared by Ms.
NoraMurdock, provided to Corps.

Information in the seabeach amaranth report was incorporated into the
ElIS.

Phone conversation between John Nichols, NMFS, and Corps biologist
regarding threatened and endangered sea turtles which migrate through the
offshore shoal area. Mr. Nichols stated that use of an approved turtle
deflector and the presence of observers would be adequate protection for
turtles during dredging for material to be used in the Assateague
restoration. He stated that there will be no seasonal restrictions on
dredging if those conditions are met and that after completion of the
Biologica Assessment NMFS will prepare a Biological Opinion including
an “incidental take’ statement.

Action/response  NMFS guidance will be followed.

FISH AND WILDLIFE COORDINATION ACT (FWCA) letter from
FWS.
Action/response Project isin compliance with FWCA.

Phone conversation with John Nichols of NMFS regarding need for pre-
and post-dredging assessment of Great Gull Bank, as well as mitigation for
potential impacts to recreational fishery. NMFS believesthat a controlled
fishing study is needed to evaluate impacts of dredging Great Gull Bank.
Action/Response Information noted

Conference call with MMS and USFWS regarding need for pre- and post-
dredging assessment of Great Gull Bank, as well as mitigation for potential
impacts to recreationa fishery. MMS and USFWS believe that sediment
and bathymetric monitoring should be conducted post-project to evaluate
impacts.

Action/Response Information noted
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United States Department of the Interior

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE
Washington, DC 20240

JUL 17 1995

Mr. Robert Gaudette

Natural Resources Department

Boating Administration, Waterway Improvement
Tawes State Office Building

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Mr. Gaudette:

On June 2, 1995, the Washington Post printed an article titled, "Maryland’s Atlantic Coast in
Line for $4 Million Ecological Study.” Among other things, the three-year study proposes to
investigate ways to maintain Ocean City beaches, an objective the State of Maryland and this
office has been pursuing since 1992. For that reason, I am interested in obtaining additional
information on the proposed study and would like to make you aware of our complementary
efforts with the State.

In the way of background, the Department of the Interior’s Minerals Management Service
(MMS) is responsible for the management and stewardship of all marine minerals on the
Federal Outer Continental Shelf (OCS), including the issuance of leases and collection of
royalties and fees. Within MMS, the Office of International Activities and Marine Minerals
(INTERMAR) specifically manages nonenergy minerals, including sand, gravel and shell.

The near-term focus of INTERMAR’s Marine Minerals Program is on sand for coastal
restoration. With diminishing onshore and nearshore resources, cooperative projects are
designed o provide a means for States to identify and assess suitable offshore sand deposits
with potential to meet their coastal needs. Such collaborative efforts by coastal States and
INTERMAR, in conjunction with other agencies, simultaneously address common concerns
for both coastal and marine resources and environments.

The objective of our cooperative agreement with Maryland’s Department of Natural
Resources (Geological Survey) is to inventory sand deposits containing material suitable for
beach nourishment in areas 3-15 miles offshore. During our 1993 studies, we examined the
"Northern Shoal Field", the area between an offshore extension of 40th Street in Ocean City
and the Maryland/Delaware line. Two large shoals were identified and contain an estimated
154 million cubic yards of beach-quality sand. The "Middle Shoal Field", which extends
from 40th Street southward to North Ocean Beach on Assateague Island, was studied during
1994. Three shoals which were identified contain 178 million cubic yards of beach-quality
sand. The project is currently looking at the third and final area, North Ocean Beach



Mr. Robert Gaudette 2

to the Maryland/Virginia line. Results of the 1993-1994 work are available at the Maryland
Geological Survey while results of the work in progress are not expected to be available until
early 1996. Similar projects are also underway with Maryland’s neighbors, Delaware and
Virginia. -

Lastly, pursuant to the OCS Lands Act, as amended in October 1994 by P.L. 103-426, use
of Federal sand for qualifying public works projects (e.g., beach nourishment) may be made
available through a new negotiated agreement procedure. Previously, rights to OCS sand
could only be acquired through a competitive lease sale. This expanded authority is an
important change in that it allows INTERMAR to work directly with the State and local
governments when Federal sand is needed for coastal restoration needs.

I would appreciate receiving copies of the proposed ecological study plans, agreements with
other agencies and any other pertinent material which is available. If you would be
interested in additional information on our program or the new legislation, please contact me
at (703) 787-1291 or by mail at:

Minerals Management Service
Office of International Activities
and Marine Minerals
381 Elden Street (MS 4030)
Herndon, Virginia 22070

Sincerely,

Deovadd X, N \E

Donald W. Hill
"Deputy Program Director
Marine Minerals Activities
Office of International Activities and Marine
Minerals
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Parris N. Glendening Maryland Department of Natural Resources John R. Griffin

Governor Boating Administration E-4 Secretary
Tawes State Office Building
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 Ronald N. Young

Deputy Secretary

August 17, 1995

Mr. Donald W. Hill

Minerals Management Service

Office of International Activities and Marine Minerals
381 Elden Street (MS 4030)

Herndon, VA 22070

Reference: Letter of July 17, 1995

Dear Mr. Hill:

This letter and the enclosures provide information about the Ocean City,
Maryland and Vicinity Water Resources Feasibility Study as you requested. The
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) is undertaking this study in partnership with
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District, the Town of Ocean City,
Worcester County and the National Park Service. :

The Town of Ocean City and the adjacent mainland areas and coastal bays have
experienced a variety of water resource problems related to the presence of large
populations and extensive development in a relatively small, dynamic area. In response
to these problems and through the efforts of Senators Barbara Mikulski and Paul
Sarbanes. a Resolution of the Committee on Environment and Public Works of the U.S.
Senate was adopted May 15, 1991 that authorized the Corps of Engineers to develop a
comprehensive water resources plan for the area.

In January 1993, the Corps initiated a 17 month Reconnaissance Study that
investigated a broad range of water resource problems. The study area encompassed
about 625 square miles and included the Town of Ocean City, Assateague Island, the
Ocean City Inlet, Assawoman, Little Assawoman, Isle of Wight, Sinepuxent, and
Chincoteague Bays and their watersheds. Based on reconnaissance-level investigations,
five projects were shown to be feasible and environmentally acceptable and were
recommended for detailed investigation during a Feasibility Study.

Telephone: (410) 974-2936
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 410-974-3683




During the Feasibility Study, the following five projects will be investigated for
construction:

. Restoration of the northern end of Assateague Island.

° Long-term sand placement along the coasts of Ocean City and Assateague
Island.

o Restoration of fish and wildlife habitat by the creation of tidal and non-

tidal wetlands, and islands for shorebirds.

L Deepening and widening the navigation channel through the Ocean City
Inlet and Harbor.

. Navigation improvements to Thorofaie Channel.

A Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) between the Corps and DNR was
signed on July 6, 1995. Formal agreements between DNR, Ocean City and Worcester
County and between DNR and the National Park Service were signed prior to the
signing of the FCSA. These agreements outline the financial obligations of the other

Sponsors.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the FCSA, a Summary of the Study Projects and
a copy of the Project Study Plan. Further information can be obtained by contacting
Stacey Marek, Coastal Section, Project Development Branch, Planning Division,
Baltimore District, USACOE, Attn: CENAB-PL-PC, P.O. Box 1715, Baltimore, MD
21203-1715, (410) 962-4977, Fax (410) 962-4698. The Maryland Geological Survey is
participating in the study. For details of their activities you may contact Darlene Wells
or Randy Kerhin, MD Geological Survey, 2300 St. Paul St., Baltimore, MD 21218-5210,
(410) 554-5544, Fax 554-5502. For more information on the Assateague Island
Restoration, contact Carl Zimmerman, Asssateague Island National Seashore,
7206 National Seashore Lane, Berlin, MD 21811, (410) 641-1443, Fax (410) 641-1099.

If you have further questions about this study or DNR'’s participation in it, please
contact Kathleen Ellett, (410) 974-2936.

Sincerely yours,

R

Robert Gaudette, Director
Waterway Services, Boating Administration

RG/ke
cc: Stacey Marek
enclosures



January 24, 1996

Planning Division

Dr. L. Donaldson Wright

Director

Virginia Institute of Marine Science
College of William & Mary
Gloucester Point, Virginia 23062

Dear Dr: Wright:

I am writing to advise you that the Baltimore District Corps of Engineers has initiated the
Ocean City, Maryland and Vicinity Water Resources Feasibility Study. The purpose of this letter is
to begin coordination with your agency and request your participation in establishing goals, gathering
data, developing alternatives, and identifying a recommended plan. The study area includes Ocean
City and Assateague Island, adjacent coastal bays and nearshore waters of the Atlantic, and Maryland
* mainland areas within the coastal watershed boundary. We are requesting information on biological
resources, and environmental, aesthetic, historic, cultural, economic, and social conditions in the
study area. The enclosed fact sheet and map provide additional background information.

The Feasibility Study includes four separate components that address different water-related
problems in the Maryland coastal bay area. These components were identified in a comprehensive
Reconnaissance Study, completed in May 1994. The Reconnaissance Study was fully coordinated
with appropriate interests and included a number of potential projects implementable by other local,
state, and Federal agencies. The scheduled completion date for the draft Ocean City Water
Resources Feasibility Report is June 1997.

It is expected that the components will be addressed separately in the study, however, they
will be linked within the overall water resources feasibility study. The four components of the study
include the following (the timeframe noted indicates when data for each feature is requested):

L Restoration of the northern end of Assateague Island (data is requested within 30 days of the
date of this letter),

o Long-term sand placement opportunities along Ocean City and Assateague Island shorelines
(60 days);,
L Creation and restoration of terrestrial and aquatic habitat (30 days); and

L Navigation improvements to the harbor, inlet, and Thorofare channel (60 days).



2-

An accelerated schedule for several portions of the feasibility study necessitates an early
emphasis on data collection for the Assateague Island restoration. We recognize that many agencies
possess or are currently developing valuable data on historic and existing conditions concerning the
study area and we are requesting available written and digital information. All digital information will
be used in the development of a comprehensive Geographic Information System database for the
study area. At the completion of the feasibility study, we will make all new information available to
your office in support of current and future activities.

In addition to providing information relevant to the study area, it is requested that you provide
an agency point of contact within 30 days from the date of this letter to facilitate future coordination.
We anticipate that individual agencies may have several representatives with different areas of
expertise who will participate in the study. Your response to this request for support will ensure that
your agency's ideas and concerns are addressed during the plan formulation and evaluation process.
Coordination letters are also being sent to the individuals and organizations on the enclosed list. If
you have any questions regarding this matter, please call Ms. Stacey Marek, at 410-962-4977.

Sincerely,

Dr. James F. Johnson
Chief, Planning Division
Enclosures

CF:
PDB reading file

ANDERSON-AUSTRA/ses/CENAB-PL-PC
COLEMAN/CENAB-PL-PC
LADD/CENAB-PL-P
JOHNSON/CENAB-PL
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Identical letter sent to the following:

MR. MARLENE MERVINE
STATEWIDE COORDINATOR
ADOPT-A-WETLAND

RT 3, BOX 117-J
BRIDGEVILLE, DE 19933

MR. BETH MILLEMANN
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

COASTAL ALLIANCE

235 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, SE
WASHINGTON, DC 20003

MR. THOMAS E. BIGFORD
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

THE COASTAL SQCIETY

P.O. BOX 2081

GLOUCESTER, MA 01930-2081

MS. LISA KOOLEE

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

COASTAL & WATERSHED RESOURCES
ADVISORY COMMITTEE, DNR, TSOB, E2
580 TAYLOR AVENUE

ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401

MR. ERIC S. WALBECK

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

COMMITTEE TO PRESERVE ASSATEAGUE ISLAND
105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE

#413

TOWSON, MD 21204-4739

MR. H WARREN CRAWFORD

US POWER SQUADRON, DISTRICT 5
3396 OCEAN PINES

BERLIN, MD 21811

MR. AMOS F. ENO

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

NATIONAL FISH & WILDLIFE FOUNDATION
1120 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, NW.

SUITE 900, BENDER BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

MR. PERRY WEED

DISTRICT FIELD REPRESENTATIVE TO
REPRESENTATIVE WAYNE T. GILCHREST

121 NORTH WASHINGTON STREET

EASTON, MD 21601

MR. PHIL HAGER
PLANNING COMMISSION
WORCESTER COUNTY
COURT HOUSE, ROOM 116
SNOW HILL, MD 21863

MR. LARRY SIMMS

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

MARYLAND WATERMAN’S ASSOCIATION
1805-A VIRGINIA STREET
ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401

MS. ELIZABETH J. COLE

MARYLAND HISTORICAL TRUST
ADMINISTRATOR, ARCHEOLOGICAL SERVICES
HISTORICAL & CULTURAL PROGRAMS DIVISION
100 COMMUNITY PLACE

CROWNSVILLE, MD 21032-2023

MS. SUSAN LANGLEY

MARYLAND HISTORICAL TRUST

DIVISION OF HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL
PROGRAMS

100 COMMUNITY PLACE

CROWNSVILLE, MD 21032-2023

MR. RICHARD NOVOTNY

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

MD SALTWATER SPORTFISHERMEN'’S ASSOC.
7626 BALTIMORE & ANNAPOLIS BLVD.
GLEN BURNIE, MD 21061

MR. HAROLD M. CASSELL

WETLANDS ADMINISTRATOR

BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS

WETLANDS ADMINISTRATION

L.L. GOLDSTEIN TREASURY BLDG., ROOM 209
ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401

HONORABLE JANE T. NISHIDA

SECRETARY

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT
2500 BROENING HIGHWAY

BALTIMORE, MD 21224-6612

MR. TOM PARHAM

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT
2500 BROENING HIGHWAY

BALTIMORE, MD 21224



MR. GEORGE RUDDY .

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
CHESAPEAKE BAY FIELD OFFICE
177 ADMIRAL COCHRANE DRIVE
ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401

MR. JAMES PETERS
DISTRICT CHIEF

U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
208 CARROLL BUILDING
8600 LASALLE ROAD
TOWSON, MD 21286

MR. MARC KOENINGS

SUPERINTENDENT

ASSATEAGUE ISLAND NATIONAL SEASHORE
ROUTE 611

7206 NATIONAL SEASHORE LANE

BERLIN, MD 21811

BSM STEVEN HEARN

U.S. COAST GUARD

AIDS TO NAVIGATION TEAM
225 S. MAIN STREET
CHINCOTEAGUE, VA 23336

CHIEF ROBERT BENNINGTON
U.S. COAST GUARD

610 S. PHILADELPHIA AVENUE
OCEAN CITY, MD 21842

MR. EDWARD AMBROGIO

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACENCY,
REGION III

841 CHESTNUT BUILDING

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19107-4431

MS. DANIELLE ALGAZI

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SPECIALIST
U.S. EPA, REGION III

841 CHESTNUT BUILDING (3ES43)
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19107

DR. ROBERT ORTH

VIRGINIA INSTITUTE OF MARINE SCIENCE
COLLEGE OF WILLIAM AND MARY
GLOUCESTER POINT, VA 23062

MR. J. RODNEY LITTLE

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER
HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL PROGRAMS

MD DEPT OF HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOP.
100 COMMUNITY PLACE, THIRD FLOOR
CROWNSVILLE, MD 21032-2023

MR. BILL BOSTIAN

DIRECTOR

THE NATURE CONSERVANCY
EASTERN SHORE FIELD OFFICE
P.O. BOX 4051

SALISBURY, MD 21803

MS. KATHY O‘HARA

CENTER FOR MARINE CONSERVATION
306-A BUCKROE AVENUE

HAMPTON, VA 23664

MR. BOYCE THORNE-MILLER

OCEANIC SOCIETY/FRIENDS OF THE EARTH/
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY INSTITUTE

218 "D" STREET, SE

WASHINGTON, DC 20003

SOUTHERN MARYLAND AUDUBON SOCIETY
P.0. BOX 187
BRYANS ROAD, MD 20616

DR. F. JOSEPH MARGRAF

MARYLAND FISH AND WILDLIFE UNIT
UNVERSITY OF MARYLAND EASTERN SHORE
PRINCESS ANNE, MD 21853

DR. J. COURT STEVENSON

CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AND
ESTUARINE STUDIES

UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND

HORN PT LAB

CAMBRIDGE, MD 21613

MR. TIMOTHY E. GOODGER

ASSISTANT COORDINATOR

NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE, NOAA
HABITAT & PROTECTED RESOURCES DIVISION
904 SOUTH MORRIS STREET

OXFORD, MD 21654-0279

MR. JOHN P. WOLFLIN
SUPERVISOR

CHESAPEAKE BAY FIELD OFFICE
US FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
177 ADMIRAL COCHRANE DRIVE
ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401



MR. AJAX B. EASTMAN
ASSATEAUE COASTAL TRUST
112 EAST LAKE AVENUE
BALTIMORE, MD 21230

MS. PAT SHRAWDER
BAYWATCH

12808 HARBOR ROAD
OCEAN CITY, MD 21842

MR. MICHAEL R. HAGGIE
CHESAPEAKE WILDLIFE HERITAGE
P.O. BOX 1745

EASTON, MD 21601

MRS. JUDITH COLT JOHNSON’

PRESIDENT

COMMITTEE TO PRESERVE ASSATEAGUE ISLAND
616 PICCADILLY ROAD

TOWSON, MD 21204

MR. DONALD HARTMAN
12503 WHISPER TRACE DRIVE
OCEAN CITY, MD 21842-59171

BERLIN-OCEAN CITY JAYCEES, INC.
P.O. BOX 93
BERLIN, MD 21811

MR. RON ELLIS

WATER DEPARTMENT
TOWN OF OCEAN CITY
P.0O. BOX 58

OCEAN CITY, MD 21842

MR. CLAY STAMP

OCEAN CITY EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT OFFICE
P.O. BOX 158

OCEAN CITY, MD 21842

MR. HAL O. ADKINS
PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
TOWN OF OCEAN CITY
P.O. BOX 58

OCEAN CITY, MD 21842

MR. DENNIS W. DARE
CITY MANAGER

TOWN OF OCEAN CITY

P. O. BOX 158

OCEAN CITY, MD 21842

HONORABLE ROLAND E. POWELL
MAYOR

TOWN OF OCEAN CITY

P. O. BOX 158

3RD STREET & BALTIMORE AVENUE
OCEAN CITY, MD 21842

Lo

MR. TERRENCE MCGEAN
CITY ENGINEER

TOWN OF OCEAN CITY

P. O. BOX 158

OCEAN CITY, MD 21842

MR. JESSE HOUSTON

OCEAN CITY PLANNING DIRECTOR
P.O. BOX 158

OCEAN CITY, MD 21842

OCEAN PINES ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITTEE
2700 OCEAN PINES
BERLIN, MD 21811

MR. GEORGE S. MCMANUS
SIERRA CLUB

509 RANDOLPH STREET
DENTON, MD 21629

MS. VIVIAN D. NEWMAN

SIERRA CLUB COASTAL COMMITTEE
11194 DOUGLAS AVENUE
MARRIOTSVILLE, MD 21104

MR. DAVID GANOE
SIERRA CLUB

138 WESTBURY DRIVE
SALISBURY, MD 21801

CPT RALPH H. ELLIOTT

VICE PRESIDENT

SNUG HARBOR CIVIC ASSOCIATION
12249 SNUG HARBOR ROAD
BERLIN, MD 21811

DR. TERRY L. BASHORE

DIRECTOR, ASSATEAGUE FIELD STATION
WILDLIFE AND BARRIER ISLAND ECOLOGY
THE UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND

EASTERN SHORE CAMPUS

PRINCESS ANNE, MD 21853



MR. PAUL MASSICOT

DIRECTOR
RESOURCE ASSESSMENT ADMINISTRATION

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING
ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401-2397

DR. EMERY T. CLEAVES

DIRECTOR

MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
2300 ST. PAUL STREET, SUITE 440
BALTIMORE, MD 21218

MR. REN SEREY

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
45 CALVERT STREET

2ND FLOOR

ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401

MS. NANCY HOWARD
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
201 BAPTIST STREET

SUITE 22 .

SALISBURY, MD 21801

MR. ALAN E. WESCHE

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
COASTAL BAYS FISHERIES PROJECT

OCEANSIDE FIELD STATION
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