
CONTACT TYPE STAKEHOLDER NAME CONTACT TITLE
CITY ALDERWOOD WATER & SEWER DISTRICT
CITY CITY OF ABERDEEN
CITY CITY OF ANACORTES
CITY CITY OF ANACORTES
CITY CITY OF ARLINGTON
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF BLAINE
CITY CITY OF BOTHELL
CITY CITY OF BURLINGTON
CITY CITY OF CENTRALIA
CITY CITY OF CENTRALIA UTILITIES
CITY CITY OF CLE ELUM
CITY CITY OF DUVALL
CITY CITY OF ELMA
CITY CITY OF EVERETT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
CITY CITY OF EVERETT, UTILITIES
CITY CITY OF GIG HARBOR
CITY CITY OF GOLD BAR
CITY CITY OF KALAMA
CITY CITY OF KELSO
CITY CITY OF KENT
CITY CITY OF KENT
CITY CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
CITY CITY OF MARYSVILLE CITY MANAGER
CITY CITY OF MARYSVILLE
CITY CITY OF MARYSVILLE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
CITY CITY OF MOUNT VERNON
CITY CITY OF MOUNT VERNON
CITY CITY OF MOUNT VERNON
CITY CITY OF NEWPORT
CITY CITY OF OAK HARBOR
CITY CITY OF OAK HARBOR
CITY CITY OF OLYMPIA
CITY CITY OF OLYMPIA, CITY ENGINEERING
CITY CITY OF RAYMOND
CITY CITY OF REDMOND
CITY CITY OF REDMOND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
CITY CITY OF RENTON
CITY CITY OF RENTON AIRPORT
CITY CITY OF RENTON SURFACE WATER UTILITIES
CITY CITY OF RICHLAND
CITY CITY OF SEATTLE
CITY CITY OF SEATTLE
CITY CITY OF SEATTLE
CITY CITY OF SEATTLE
CITY CITY OF SEATTLE

OFFICE OF SUSTAINABILITY & 
ENVIRONMENT

CITY CITY OF SEATTLE
CITY CITY OF SEATTLE PARKS & RECREATION
CITY CITY OF SHELTON CITY HALL
CITY CITY OF SNOHOMISH
CITY CITY OF SNOHOMISH
CITY CITY OF SOAP LAKE
CITY CITY OF SULTAN
CITY CITY OF TACOMA
CITY CITY OF TACOMA
CITY CITY OF TACOMA, PUBLIC WORKS
CITY CITY OF TACOMA, UTILITIES PUBLIC UTILITIES
CITY CITY OF WINSLOW
CITY REDMOND PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT
CITY SEATTLE DEPARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATION
CITY SEATTLE DEPARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATION
CITY SEATTLE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
CITY SEATTLE FIRE DEPARTMENT
CITY SEATTLE PUBLIC UTILITIES



CITY STEILACOOM PUBLIC WORKS
CITY TACOMA METRO PARK
CITY WOODINVILLE WATER DISTRICT
CITY CITY OF BURLINGTON
CITY CITY OF PORT ORCHARD MAYOR
CITY CITY OF PORT ORCHARD
CITY CITY OF CAMAS
CITY CITY OF NOOKSACK MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MEDINA MAYOR
CITY CITY OF COLFAX CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF MOXEE CITY SUPERVISOR
CITY CITY OF PASCO ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF NORMANDY PARK

PLANNING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT MANAGER

CITY CITY OF RICHLAND
CITY CITY OF GEORGE PLANNING CONSULTANT
CITY CITY OF GRAND COULEE
CITY CITY OF MOSES LAKE PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF ROYAL CITY CITY PLANNER
CITY CITY OF WARDEN

PLANNING CONSULTANT FOR 
CITY OF WARDEN

CITY CITY OF COLLEGE PLACE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MILL CREEK ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF KELSO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF KENT PLANNING MANAGER
CITY CITY OF NEWPORT MAYOR
CITY CITY OF WASHOUGAL

PLANNING/COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF MILTON MAYOR
CITY CITY OF NAPAVINE PLANNING CONSULANT
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM INTERIM PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF TACOMA MAYOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF MESA MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MONROE SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF ELLENSBURG
CITY CITY OF EAST WENATCHEE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF CHEWELAH MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM PLANNING DEPARTMENT
CITY CITY OF YELM CITY PLANNER
CITY CITY OF COLFAX MAYOR
CITY CITY OF GOLDENDALE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF LAKE FOREST PARK PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY

CITY OF YAKIMA DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT SUPERVISING PLANNER

CITY CITY OF MCCLEARY MAYOR
CITY CITY OF POULSBO PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF FEDERAL WAY
CITY CITY OF ORTING CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF TUKWILA

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF REDMOND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION
CITY CITY OF OKANOGAN MAYOR
CITY CITY OF ASOTIN
CITY CITY OF FIRCREST

CITY PLANNING/BUILDING 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF DUVALL PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF BLACK DIAMOND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
CITY CITY OF CAMAS PLANNER
CITY CITY OF COLLEGE PLACE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF COLLEGE PLACE PUBLIC WORKS
CITY CITY OF WASHOUGAL

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND 
DEVELOPMENT

CITY CITY OF BREMERTON MAYOR
CITY CITY OF CAMAS
CITY CITY OF MOUNT VERNON SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF TONASKET

PLANNING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF BINGEN CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF LONGVIEW

COMMUNITY & ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF SUMAS MAYOR



CITY CITY OF ELMA
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF WESTPORT MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LAKEWOOD

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF LACEY
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF OMAK CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF SEATAC

PLANNING/COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF MERCER ISLAND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
CITY CITY OF BATTLE GROUND PLANNING DEPARTMENT

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
MANAGER

CITY CITY OF UNIVERSITY PLACE PLANNING DEPARTMENT ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER
CITY CITY OF BONNEY LAKE
CITY CITY OF EDMONDS PLANNING MANAGER
CITY CITY OF CONCONULLY MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SULTAN CITY ADMINISTRATOR/PLANNER
CITY CITY OF DUPONT PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF LACEY MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MORTON CITY CLERK
CITY CITY OF FIRCREST
CITY CITY OF CONCONULLY CLERK
CITY CITY OF TENINO CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF BRIER MAYOR
CITY CITY OF WOODWAY ADMIN PROJECT MANAGER
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNER
CITY CITY OF KENT MAYOR
CITY CITY OF OAK HARBOR SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF REPUBLIC MAYOR
CITY CITY OF ASOTIN MAYOR
CITY CITY OF EVERETT
CITY CITY OF VADER CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF OAK HARBOR
CITY CITY OF RIDGEFIELD PLANNING DEPARTMENT SENIOR PLANNER
CITY

CITY OF EVERETT DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT SENIOR PLANNER

CITY CITY OF FORKS
CITY CITY OF LYNNWOOD PLANNING DEPARTMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF PALOUSE CLERK
CITY CITY OF PATEROS CONSULTANT
CITY CITY OF SUMAS
CITY CITY OF SELAH CITY PLANNER
CITY CITY OF MCCLEARY PLANNING ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF PUYALLUP MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BELLEVUE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF CAMAS MAYOR
CITY CITY OF OAKVILLE CLERK
CITY CITY OF PULLMAN PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF SEATAC
CITY CITY OF RIDGEFIELD MAYOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF STEVENSON CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF MARYSVILLE PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF HOQUIAM MAYOR
CITY CITY OF KENMORE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF EVERETT PLANNING DEPARTMENT
CITY CITY OF PALOUSE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER PLANNING REVIEW SUPERVISOR
CITY CITY OF ROY MAYOR
CITY CITY OF WALLA WALLA MAYOR
CITY CITY OF CLARKSTON MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SUMNER MAYOR
CITY CITY OF KALAMA CITY PLANNER
CITY CITY OF OLYMPIA CITY ATTORNEY
CITY CITY OF GEORGE CITY CLERK 
CITY CITY OF SPRAGUE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF FEDERAL WAY



CITY CITY OF ROSLYN CITY CLERK
CITY CITY OF SEATAC MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF FORKS CITY ATTORNEY
CITY CITY OF BURLINGTON PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF KAHLOTUS MAYOR
CITY CITY OF OLYMPIA MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SPOKANE PLANNING SERVICES PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF BAINBRIDGE ISLAND DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF DES MOINES

PLANNING, BUILDING & PUBLIC 
WORKS

CITY CITY OF ISSAQUAH MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MONROE SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF BLAINE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF NEWCASTLE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LYNNWOOD
CITY CITY OF ROY CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF UNIVERSITY PLACE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MEDINA PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF LONGVIEW
CITY CITY OF EVERETT PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF GOLD BAR CITY CLERK
CITY CITY OF HARRINGTON MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LONG BEACH FINANCE DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF LYNNWOOD MAYOR
CITY CITY OF POMEROY MAYOR
CITY CITY OF DAYTON MAYOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF BURIEN

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY
MOUNT VERNON COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT

CITY CITY OF RITZVILLE CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF SAMMAMISH

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF EDMONDS MAYOR
CITY CITY OF TEKOA CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF SNOHOMISH MAYOR
CITY CITY OF FIFE
CITY CITY OF ASOTIN CLERK/TREASURER
CITY CITY OF STANWOOD

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF EVERETT ASSISTANT PLANNER
CITY CITY OF MOUNT VERNON
CITY CITY OF NORTH BONNEVILLE CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF YELM MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LYNDEN PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF NOOKSACK

PLANNING CONSULANT FOR 
NOOKSACK

CITY CITY OF MERCER ISLAND
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF NAPAVINE CITY CLERK
CITY CITY OF HARRINGTON CLERK
CITY CITY OF SEDRO-WOOLLEY CITY ATTORNEY
CITY CITY OF NORTH BEND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SOUTH BEND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BELLEVUE, SEWER DISTRICT
CITY CITY OF PACIFIC MAYOR
CITY CITY OF GOLD BAR MAYOR
CITY CITY OF WAITSBURG CITY CLERK
CITY CITY OF ISSAQUAH PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF MARYSVILLE PLANNING DEPARTMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF EDGEWOOD MAYOR
CITY CITY OF WHITE SALMON MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MOUNTLAKE TERRACE

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF ZILLAH CITY PLANNER
CITY CITY OF PATEROS MAYOR
CITY CITY OF ILWACO MAYOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER

LONG RANGE PLANNING 
MANAGER

CITY CITY OF BREMERTON DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND PLANNING
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF SEQUIM
CITY CITY OF GIG HARBOR MAYOR



CITY CITY OF LAKE FOREST PARK MAYOR
CITY CITY OF DUVALL MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MAPLE VALLEY MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BATTLE GROUND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LA CENTER MAYOR
CITY CITY OF REDMOND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LONGVIEW
CITY CITY OF MABTON CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF GRANITE FALLS CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
CITY CITY OF BURIEN
CITY CITY OF BONNEY LAKE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BUCKLEY MAYOR
CITY CITY OF DAVENPORT MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LAKEWOOD
CITY CITY OF PULLMAN MAYOR
CITY CITY OF TENINO MAYOR
CITY CITY OF RAYMOND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MOSSYROCK CLERK
CITY CITY OF BAINBRIDGE ISLAND DIVISION MANAGER
CITY CITY OF WESTPORT CITY PLANNER
CITY CITY OF FIFE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MARYSVILLE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF RENTON MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BREMERTON
CITY CITY OF WHITE SALMON

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 
AND PLANNING

CITY CITY OF DES MOINES
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF NEWPORT CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF POULSBO ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF BONNEY LAKE PLANNING DEPARTMENT
CITY CITY OF GRAND COULEE CLERK
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM PLANNER II
CITY CITY OF GRANGER CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY VAN-CLARK PARKS & RECREATION
CITY CITY OF BAINBRIDGE ISLAND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF WINLOCK CITY CLERK/TREASURER
CITY CITY OF AUBURN PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF DEER PARK

COMMUNITY SERVICES 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF LEAVENWORTH
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF WALLA WALLA DEVELOPMENT SERVICES SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF SUNNYSIDE PUBLIC WORKS PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF BOTHELL MAYOR
CITY CITY OF FERNDALE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF PULLMAN PUBLIC WORKS--ZONING
CITY CITY OF OCEAN SHORES PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF EVERETT SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF ARLINGTON MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SNOQUALMIE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF KIRKLAND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SPRAGUE CLERK-TREASURER
CITY

CITY OF BONNEY LAKE PLANNING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING/COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF SEQUIM PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF LA CENTER CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF AUBURN MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SUMAS CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF AIRWAY HEIGHTS
CITY CITY OF CHEWELAH
CITY CITY OF LACEY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF PORT ORCHARD PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF LYNDEN MAYOR
CITY CITY OF QUINCY PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF WALLA WALLA DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DIRECTOR



CITY CITY OF PORT ANGELES PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF ROCK ISLAND CLERK/TREASURER
CITY CITY OF WOODLAND PLANNING ASSISTANT
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF YAKIMA

PLANNING AND CODE 
ADMINISTRATION MANAGER

CITY CITY OF MUKILTEO MAYOR
CITY CITY OF PATEROS CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF CLARKSTON PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF CLYDE HILL MAYOR
CITY CITY OF POMEROY CITY CLERK/TREASURER
CITY CITY OF COLVILLE

DIRECTOR OF BUILDING & 
PLANNING

CITY CITY OF CASTLE ROCK CITY PLANNER
CITY CITY OF TUMWATER POLICY/PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF KAHLOTUS CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF CHEWELAH CLERK
CITY CITY OF MUKILTEO PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF FEDERAL WAY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF PORT TOWNSEND
CITY CITY OF DUPONT
CITY CITY OF PASCO
CITY HAZEL DELL SEWER DISTRICT
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF NORMANDY PARK MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MOUNT VERNON
CITY CITY OF BURIEN MAYOR
CITY CITY OF HUNTS POINT
CITY CITY OF MILL CREEK MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LONGVIEW PRINCIPAL PLANNER
CITY CITY OF WOODLAND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF CASTLE ROCK
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM PLANNING DEPARTMENT
CITY CITY OF CARNATION
CITY CITY OF POULSBO ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF TUKWILA MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SPANGLE CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF ANACORTES PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF TOPPENISH CITY MANAGER
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM PLANNING DEPARTMENT
CITY CITY OF BLAINE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF CHEHALIS

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
MANAGER

CITY CITY OF SPOKANE
CITY CITY OF COVINGTON

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF LIBERTY LAKE
CITY CITY OF KITTITAS CLERK
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF COLVILLE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF WOODWAY MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SEATTLE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF TACOMA
CITY CITY OF REDMOND PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF TACOMA
CITY CITY OF BREWSTER CLERK-FINANCE DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF PASCO MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BATTLE GROUND DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
CITY CITY OF CHELAN
CITY CITY OF ELMA MAYOR
CITY CITY OF TUMWATER MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SHELTON

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY AND 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

CITY CITY OF TACOMA
CITY CITY OF ARLINGTON
CITY CITY OF ENUMCLAW
CITY CITY OF FEDERAL WAY MAYOR
CITY CITY OF HOQUIAM PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF RAYMOND PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR



CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF OCEAN SHORES MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BLACK DIAMOND CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF CARNATION MAYOR
CITY CITY OF WAPATO CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF RIDGEFIELD PLANNING DEPARTMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
MANAGER

CITY CITY OF LAKEWOOD PLANNER
CITY SEATTLE WATER DEPARTMENT
CITY CITY OF YAKIMA ASSISTANT PLANNER
CITY CITY OF MAPLE VALLEY

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT

CITY CITY OF ELMA
CITY CITY OF SAMMAMISH MAYOR
CITY CITY OF TACOMA ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF DES MOINES
CITY CITY OF RENTON

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER MAYOR
CITY CITY OF TACOMA
CITY CITY OF DAYTON PLANNING & BUILDING DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF OAK HARBOR
CITY CITY OF EVERSON MAYOR
CITY

CITY OF BAINBRIDGE ISLAND PLANNING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT LONG RANGE PLANNING

CITY CITY OF BINGEN MAYOR
CITY CITY OF CAMAS PLANNER
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF POULSBO MAYOR
CITY CITY OF EVERSON
CITY CITY OF COSMOPOLIS MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BREMERTON DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND PLANNING
CITY CITY OF KIRKLAND
CITY CITY OF LONG BEACH MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SHORELINE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF UNION GAP DEVELOPMENT COORDINATOR
CITY CITY OF RICHLAND
CITY CITY OF ALGONA PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF COVINGTON
CITY CITY OF FORKS MAYOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF COLLEGE PLACE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
CITY CITY OF MOUNT VERNON ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF MILL CREEK PLANNING MANAGER
CITY CITY OF PORT ANGELES MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MOUNT VERNON CITY ATTORNEY
CITY CITY OF SUMNER

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF GRANITE FALLS MAYOR
CITY CITY OF ISSAQUAH
CITY CITY OF MEDICAL LAKE PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
CITY TACOMA COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
CITY CITY OF SEDRO-WOOLLEY CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF SOUTH BEND CITY SUPERVISOR
CITY CITY OF OAKVILLE MAYOR
CITY TACOMA WATER DISTRICT
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF BENTON CITY CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF OTHELLO MAYOR
CITY CITY OF EUPHRATA
CITY CITY OF KENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF TOPPENISH BUILDING OFFICIAL
CITY CITY OF LONG BEACH

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF RICHLAND HOUSING & REDEVELOPMENT
REDEVELOPMENT & 
NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENT 

CITY CITY OF LANGLEY
CITY CITY OF BUCKLEY
CITY CITY OF CHENEY
CITY CITY OF ALGONA MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SEQUIM MAYOR
CITY CITY OF ABERDEEN

PLANNING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT MANAGER



CITY CITY OF CARNATION CITY PLANNER
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERVICES MANAGER

CITY CITY OF SOUTH BEND CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF FERNDALE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF WASHOUGAL MAYOR
CITY

CITY OF PORT TOWNSEND BUILDING & COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF GRANDVIEW
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF OTHELLO
CITY CITY OF LONG BEACH
CITY CITY OF DES MOINES MAYOR
CITY CITY OF OTHELLO CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF KIRKLAND PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF GOLDENDALE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF KETTLE FALLS CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF AIRWAY HEIGHTS PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF ENTIAT CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF FIFE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF KETTLE FALLS MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LIBERTY LAKE

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

CITY CITY OF MOUNTLAKE TERRACE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF OCEAN SHORES
CITY CITY OF PASCO

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF QUINCY CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF MERCER ISLAND
CITY CITY OF COSMOPOLIS
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER PRINCIPLE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF KENMORE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF OMAK MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BREMERTON PLANNING MANAGER
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM SENIOR PLANNER
CITY

CITY OF WEST RICHLAND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF BUCKLEY PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF WENATCHEE PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF OLYMPIA

COMMUNITY PLANNING & 
DEVELMENT

CITY CITY OF MESA CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF GRANDVIEW CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF EDGEWOOD ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF EVERETT MAYOR
CITY CITY OF REPUBLIC CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF MONTESANO MAYOR
CITY CITY OF PROSSER CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF BELLEVUE PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF ARLINGTON PLANNING MANAGER
CITY CITY OF WOODINVILLE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF SEATTLE DESIGN CONSTRUCTION AND LAND USE DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF SPOKANE VALLEY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY

CITY OF PORT TOWNSEND BUILDING & COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT SENIOR PLANNER

CITY CITY OF BRIER
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF UNIVERSITY PLACE PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING MANAGER
CITY CITY OF CONNELL CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF CASHMERE
CITY CITY OF WOODWAY CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF ORTING MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MILTON

INTERIM PLANNING AND 
PROJECT MANAGER

CITY CITY OF BELLEVUE PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF ENUMCLAW
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF LAKEWOOD MAYOR
CITY CITY OF WARDEN CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF PORT TOWNSEND PRINCIPAL
CITY CITY OF SULTAN MAYOR
CITY CITY OF SHORELINE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIRECTOR



CITY CITY OF MILL CREEK
PLANNING/COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF SNOQUALMIE PLANNING/PARKS DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF RITZVILLE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF PUYALLUP

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF CHELAN
CITY CITY OF WOODLAND PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM PLANNING DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF FIRCREST MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BREMERTON
CITY CITY OF SNOHOMISH
CITY CITY OF GIG HARBOR PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF ABERDEEN MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF WOODINVILLE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER SENIOR PLANNER
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF MONROE MAYOR
CITY CITY OF PACIFIC
CITY CITY OF TONASKET MAYOR
CITY CITY OF CONNELL MAYOR
CITY CITY OF LAKE STEVENS MAYOR
CITY CITY OF CLYDE HILL CITY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY

CITY OF PORT TOWNSEND BUILDING & COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT

LAND USE DEVELOPMENT 
SPECIALIST

CITY CITY OF TEKOA MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BREWSTER MAYOR
CITY CITY OF COSMOPOLIS CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF PORT TOWNSEND MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MONROE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
CITY CITY OF CENTRALIA
CITY CITY OF GIG HARBOR PLANNING AND BUILDING SERVICES PLANNING MANAGER
CITY CITY OF KENNEWICK

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF STANWOOD MAYOR
CITY CITY OF TOLEDO CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF PACIFIC ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY CITY OF DAVENPORT CLERK-TREASURER
CITY ASSOCIATION OF WASHINGTON CITIES MUNICIPAL POLICY ASSOCIATE
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
CITY CITY OF LAKEWOOD
CITY CITY OF MONTESANO

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT

CITY CITY OF ENUMCLAW MAYOR
CITY CITY OF BOTHELL

COMMUNITY PLANNING 
MANAGER

CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF ELLENSBURG

PLANNING & COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF QUINCY BUILDING OFFICIAL
CITY CITY OF VANCOUVER
CITY CITY OF NEWCASTLE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

CITY CITY OF DUPONT MAYOR
CITY CITY OF MARYSVILLE GRANTS ADMINISTRATOR
CITY CITY OF BELLINGHAM
CITY CITY OF BRIDGEPORT CLERK-TREASURER
CITY CITY OF COVINGTON ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER
CITY CITY OF KETTLE FALLS PLANNING COMMISSION PLANNING COMMISSION CHAIR
CITY CITY OF NORTH BEND PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNER

COUNTY BENTON COUNTY
COUNTY BENTON COUNTY PUD
COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SKAGIT COUNTY
COUNTY CHELAN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY CHELAN COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY CHELAN COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY CHELAN PUBLIC LIBRARY
COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY PARKS
COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY PLANNING DIRECTORY



COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY DEVELOPMENT WATER MGR
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY PARKS & RECREATION
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY PARKS & RECREATION
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY WEED MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT
COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY PUD
COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY DOUGLAS COUNTY
COUNTY DOUGLAS COUNTY
COUNTY DOUGLAS COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY FERRY COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY GARFIELD COUNTY ENGINEER
COUNTY GRANT COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY GRANT COUNTY PUD NO 2
COUNTY GRANT COUNTY PUD NO 2
COUNTY GRANT COUNTY PUD NO 2
COUNTY GRANT COUNTY PUD NO 2
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY PUD
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR FLOOD CONSTROL DISTRICT
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR HISTORICAL
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR PAPER, LP
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR PUBLIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
COUNTY ISLAND COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY ISLAND COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY PERMIT CENTER DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIV
COUNTY KING COUNTY
COUNTY KING COUNTY
COUNTY KING COUNTY ADMINSTRATION BUILDING
COUNTY KING COUNTY COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE
COUNTY KING COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATION
COUNTY KING COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
COUNTY KING COUNTY METRO
COUNTY KING COUNTY PARKS DEPARTMENT
COUNTY KING COUNTY PARKS DEPARTMENT
COUNTY KING COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY KING COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY KING COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY KING COUNTY SEPA CENTER
COUNTY KING COUNTY SURFACE WATER MANAGEMENT
COUNTY KING COUNTY WASTEWATER
COUNTY KING COUNTY WATER DISTRICT NO 108
COUNTY KING COUNTY WATER POLUTION CONTROL
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY BANK
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY PUBLIC UTILITIES DISTRICT
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY WASTE WATER DISTRICT
COUNTY KITTITAS COUNTY PLANNING
COUNTY KITTITAS COUNTY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
COUNTY KITTITAS COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY KITTITAS COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY KLICKITAT COUNTY PORT DISTRICT NO 1
COUNTY LEWIS COUNTY FACILITIES DEPARTMENT
COUNTY LEWIS COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY LINCOLN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY MASON COUNTY
COUNTY MASON COUNTY CMNTY DEV PLANNING DIV
COUNTY MASON COUNTY COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY MASON COUNTY PLANNING



COUNTY MASON COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY MASON COUNTY PUD NO 3
COUNTY MASON COUNTY UTILITIES & WASTE
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY PLANNING
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY PUD
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY PACIFIC COUNTY
COUNTY PACIFIC COUNTY
COUNTY PACIFIC COUNTY PUD NO 2
COUNTY PEND OREILLE COUNTY
COUNTY PEND OREILLE COUNTY BIBLE CAMP
COUNTY PEND OREILLE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY PEND OREILLE COUNTY PLANNING
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY PLANNING & LAND SERVICES
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY SAN JUAN COUNTY
COUNTY SAN JUAN ISLAND NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENT
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY COURTHOUSE

SKAGIT CO PLANNING 
DIRECTOR

COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY COURTHOUSE
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY MARINE RESOURCE
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PARKS
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY SEWER DISTRIC NO 2
COUNTY SKAMANIA COUNTY LANDING ASSOCATION
COUNTY SKAMANIA COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PARKS & RECREATION
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PARKS & RECREATION
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY
COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY AIR POLLUTION
COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY THURSTON COUNTY
COUNTY THURSTON COUNTY
COUNTY THURSTON COUNTY PARKS & RECREATION
COUNTY THURSTON COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY THURSTON COUNTY ROADS & TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
COUNTY WAHKIAKUM COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY WAHKIAKUM PORT DISTRICT NO 2
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY PARK BOARD
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY WATER DIST NO 12
COUNTY YAKIMA COUNTY PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY YAKIMA COUNTY COURTHOUSE
COUNTY YAKIMA COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY PLANNING SENIOR PLANNER
COUNTY KING COUNTY DNR & PARKS LAKE STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM
COUNTY STEVENS COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY CHELAN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY SAN JUAN COUNTY
COUNTY ISLAND COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY
COUNTY GARFIELD COUNTY PLANNING BOARD COUNTY CLERK
COUNTY CLARK PUBLIC UTILITIES



COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLANNER
COUNTY WAHKIAKUM COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PLANNING & PERMIT CENTER
COUNTY FERRY COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY LINCOLN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLANNER
COUNTY

KITSAP COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - 
NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGER

COUNTY WHITMAN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR
COUNTY ISLAND COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS WRIA 6
COUNTY COWLITZ-WAHKIAKUM COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNER/MANAGER

COUNTY FRANKLIN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY
COUNTY PEND OREILLE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY COUNCIL CHAIR
COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY GARFIELD COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
MANAGER

COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY SENIOR PLANNER
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL CHAIR
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY

SENIOR NATURAL RESOURCES 
PLANNER

COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY LEAD ENTITY WRIA 1
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY LONG RANGE PLANNING DEPT
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY PLANNING
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
MANAGER

COUNTY ISLAND COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANT PLANNER
COUNTY

SKAGIT COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES ASSOCIATE PLANNER

COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY PLANNING PLANNER
COUNTY ISLAND COUNTY

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
MANAGER

COUNTY PACIFIC COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY SENIOR PLANNER
COUNTY LINCOLN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING SERVICES DIRECTOR
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
COUNTY

MASON COUNTY DEPT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
DIVISION DIRECTOR

COUNTY GRANT COUNTY PUD
COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY SENIOR PLANNER
COUNTY KLICKITAT COUNTY PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY DOUGLAS COUNTY TLS
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

PROGRAM MANAGER II -
TRANSPORTATION

COUNTY CLARK COUNTY PUBLIC UTILITIES
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY
COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATE PLANNER
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY YAKIMA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES PLANNING OFFICIAL
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

INTERIM LONG RANGE PLANNER 
MANAGER

COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING & PLANNING ASSOCIATE PLANNER
COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT SENIOR PLANNER
COUNTY

MASON COUNTY DEPT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
DIVISION PLANNING MANAGER

COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLANNER
COUNTY

SKAGIT COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES

COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY MARINE RESOURCE COMMITTEE MARINE RESOURCE STEWARD
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY PLANNING & LAND SERVICES
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY CONSOLIDATING HOUSING AUTHORITY COMMISSIONER
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS PLANNER
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM PLANNING



COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY PDS

PLANNING SERVICES DIVISION 
MANAGER

COUNTY SAN JUAN COUNTY  PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY

SKAGIT COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES INTERIM DIRECTOR

COUNTY ISLAND COUNTY PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LONG RANGE PLANNER
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PLANNING & PERMIT CENTER
COUNTY PACIFIC COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
COUNTY COWLITZ-WAHKIAKUM COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY FLOOD ADVISORY COMMITTEE
COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND PLANNING ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNER
COUNTY SAN JUAN COUNTY
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

LONG RANGE PLANNING 
MANAGER

COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES PRINCIPAL PLANNER
COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEVELOPMENT SERVICES MANAGER, DRD
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY WRIA 10, 12
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY PW, ENV. SERV, WATER, HABITAT PROTEC
COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY DRAINAGE DISTRICT
COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY

LONG RANGE PLANNING 
SUPERVISOR

COUNTY STEVENS COUNTY PLANNER I
COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION CHAIR
COUNTY LEWIS COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR

COUNTY PACIFIC COUNTY WRIA 24
COUNTY

SKAGIT COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES SENIOR PLANNER

COUNTY WASHINGTON STATE ASSOCIATION OF COUNTIES ASSISTANT EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS PLANNER
COUNTY ASOTIN COUNTY
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COUMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY PLANNING & LAND SERVICES DIRECTOR
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLANNER
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY WRIA 15
COUNTY LEWIS COUNTY PUD
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY COURTHOUSE COUNTY EXECUTIVE
COUNTY DOUGLAS COUNTY TRANPORTATION & LAND SERVICES PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PLANNING & PERMIT CENTER CHIEF PLANNING OFFICER
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY AUDUBON
COUNTY PIERCE COUNTY COUNTY EXECUTIVE
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIRECTOR
COUNTY KING COUNTY WRIA 8
COUNTY ASOTIN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY MRC
COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
COUNTY CLALLAM COUNTY MARINE RESOURCE COMMITTEE
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

LONG-RANGE PLANNING 
MANAGER

COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY ASSOCIATE PLANNER
COUNTY WAHKIAKUM COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY PEND OREILLE COUNTY ASSISTANT PLANNER
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY
COUNTY KING COUNTY WRIA 9
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
COUNTY BENTON-FRANKLIN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROJECT MANAGER
COUNTY FRANKLIN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY

DIRECTOR SPOKANE COUNTY 
PLANNING & BUILDING

COUNTY BENTON COUNTY PLANNING & BUILDING DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR
COUNTY PEND OREILLE COUNTY PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY KING COUNTY PARKS DIVISION
COUNTY YAKIMA COUNTY LONG RANGE PLANNER
COUNTY KLICKITAT COUNTY WRIA 29, 30
COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT ASSOCIATE PLANNER
COUNTY SAN JUAN COUNTY
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY CONSOLIDATED HOUSING AUTHORITY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR



COUNTY
SKAGIT COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES ASSOCIATE PLANNER

COUNTY WHATCOM CONFERENCE OF GOVERNMENTS EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE CHIEF CIVIL DEPUTY
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PLANNING & PERMIT CENTER
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
COUNTY BENTON-FRANKLIN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

ECONOMIC & COMMUNITY DEV 
OFFICER

COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY EXECUTIVE OFFICE
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY THURSTON REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL SENIOR PLANNER
COUNTY

SKAGIT COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES SENIOR PLANNER

COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY WRIA 22, 23
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY COUNCIL CHAIR
COUNTY SNOHOMISH WRIA 7
COUNTY SAN JUAN COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY

SNOHOMISH COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND 
DEVELOPMENT PRINCIPAL PLANNER

COUNTY PEND OREILLE COUNTY CONSERVATION DISTRICT WRIA 62
COUNTY THURSTON COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY PDS SENIOR PLANNER
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY LONG RANGE PLANNING PROJECT MANAGER
COUNTY STEVENS COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY WHITMAN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY MARINE RESOURCE COMMITTEE
COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY DIVISION OF BUILDING & PLANNING

ASSISTANT BUILDING AND 
PLANNING DIRECTOR

COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT PLANNER II
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY KING COUNTY EXECUTIVE
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY
COUNTY KITTITAS COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING & PLANNING
COUNTY COLUMBIA COUNTY PLANNING & BUILDING DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PLANNING & PERMIT CENTER ASSOCIATE PLANNER
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY COURTHOUSE COUNTY EXECUTIVE
COUNTY KING COUNTY PLANNER
COUNTY WALLA WALLA COUNTY PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY ASOTIN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION DIRECTOR
COUNTY COLUMBIA COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY CHELAN COUNTY PUD
COUNTY MASON COUNTY

PERMIT ASSISTANCE CENTER 
MANGER

COUNTY WASHINGTON STATE ASSOCIATION OF COUNTIES TIMBER COORDINATOR
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
COUNTY SAN JUAN COUNTY WRIA 2
COUNTY WHATCOM COUNTY COURTHOUSE
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY
COUNTY LEWIS COUNTY PLANNING MANAGER
COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND PLANNING
COUNTY JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
COUNTY GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY PLANNER III
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY
COUNTY KING COUNTY EXECUTIVE
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY
COUNTY ADAMS COUNTY CHAIR
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY
COUNTY LEWIS COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SENIOR PLANNER
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PLANNING & PERMIT CENTER
COUNTY BENTON COUNTY PARKS
COUNTY KLICKITAT COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY WALLA WALLA COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS CHAIR
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY ESA PROGRAM
COUNTY CLARK COUNTY
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY CONSOLIDATED HOUSING AUTHORITY
COUNTY

KING COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT & 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DIRECTOR

COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLANNER



COUNTY PEND OREILLE COUNTY PUD NO 1
COUNTY THURSTON COUNTY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DIRECTOR

COUNTY FERRY COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY STEVENS COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY BREMERTON-KITSAP COUNTY HEALTH DISTRICT
COUNTY OKANOGAN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY SPOKANE COUNTY
COUNTY ADAMS COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR
COUNTY SKAMANIA COUNTY PLANNING DIRECTOR
COUNTY COWLITZ COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND PLANNING ASSISTANT MANAGER
COUNTY THURSTON COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
COUNTY THURSTON REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
COUNTY SNOHOMISH COUNTY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES PRINCIPAL PLANNER
COUNTY KITSAP COUNTY HEALTH DISTRICTS
COUNTY SKAGIT COUNTY PUD NO 1

ELECTRIC AVISTA CORPORATION
ELECTRIC BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION
ELECTRIC BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION
ELECTRIC BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION
ELECTRIC CLEARWATER POWER COMPANY
ELECTRIC CLEARWATER POWER COMPANY
ELECTRIC INLAND POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
ELECTRIC INLAND POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
ELECTRIC MASTER CABLE TV SYSTEMS
ELECTRIC MUTUAL POWER & LIGHT ASSOCIATION
ELECTRIC NESPELEM VALLEY ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE
ELECTRIC NORTH SHORE UTILITY DISTRICT
ELECTRIC NORTHSHORE UTILITY DISTRICT
ELECTRIC NORTHWEST NATURAL GAS
ELECTRIC NORTHWEST NATURAL GAS
ELECTRIC NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORPORATION
ELECTRIC NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORPORATION
ELECTRIC NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORPORATION
ELECTRIC NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORPORATION
ELECTRIC OLYMPIC PIPE LINE CO
ELECTRIC ORCAS POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
ELECTRIC ORCAS POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
ELECTRIC PENINSULA LIGHT COMPANY
ELECTRIC PENINSULA LIGHT COMPANY
ELECTRIC PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND POWER & LIGHT
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND POWER & LIGHT
ELECTRIC SEATTLE CITY LIGHTS
ELECTRIC SEATTLE CITY LIGHTS
ELECTRIC SOUTH FORTY UTILITIES
ELECTRIC TCI CABLEVISION OF WASHINGTON
ELECTRIC TCI CABLEVISION OF WASHINGTON
ELECTRIC TCI OF SOUTHWEST WASHINGTON
ELECTRIC TIME OIL COMPANY
ELECTRIC TRANS MOUNTAIN OIL PIPELINE
ELECTRIC TRANS MOUNTAIN OIL PIPELINE
ELECTRIC WILLIAMS GAS PIPELINE - WEST
ELECTRIC WILLIAMS GAS PIPELINE - WEST
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC AVISTA UTILITIES
ELECTRIC WASHINGTON WATER POWER COMPANY
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC SEATTLE CITY LIGHT SR. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYST



ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC
ELECTRIC NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORPORATION
FEDERAL NOAA
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FEDERAL US COAST GUARD
FEDERAL US COAST GUARD
FEDERAL US COAST GUARD DISTRICT 13
FEDERAL US DEPARTMENT OF NAVY
FEDERAL US DEPARTMENT OF NAVY
FEDERAL US DEPARTMENT OF NAVY
FEDERAL US DEPARTMENT OF NAVY - ENGINEERING FIELD ACTIVITY NW
FEDERAL US EPA REGION 10
FEDERAL US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
FEDERAL US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
FEDERAL US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
FEDERAL US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
FEDERAL US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
FEDERAL US FOREST SERVICE FOREST SUPERVISOR
FEDERAL US FOREST SERVICE
FEDERAL US FOREST SERVICE
FEDERAL US FOREST SERVICE
FEDERAL US FOREST SERVICE
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS ESA COORDINATOR
FEDERAL NOAA/ORR/HAZMAT
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FEDERAL NOAA
FEDERAL US FOREST SERVICE
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FEDERAL US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
FEDERAL OLYMPIC NATIONAL PARK
FEDERAL US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
FEDERAL US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FEDERAL NOAA/NMFS
FEDERAL NOAA
FEDERAL US EPA REGION 10
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FEDERAL US EPA REGION 10
FEDERAL NOAA
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FEDERAL US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS ENFORCEMENT
FEDERAL NOAA

LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 06    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 06    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 06    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 20    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 05    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 23    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-SENATE COMMITTEE SERVICES STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 12    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 10    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 17 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 38 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 19    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 42 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 03 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 24    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 09    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-OFFICE OF PROGRAM RESEARCH STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 02    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 28    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 15    REPRESENTATIVE



LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-HOUSE REPUBLICAN CAUCUS STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 32    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 43    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 14    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 14    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 41    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 34    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 12    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 29    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 09    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 04    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 18    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 27    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 20    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 08    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 36    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 19 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-OFFICE OF PROGRAM RESEARCH STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 17 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 44    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 35    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 30 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 01 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 42    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 48 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 32 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 27    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 29 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 22 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 49 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-SENATE COMMITTEE SERVICES STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 16    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 28    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 35    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 08    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 08    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 24 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 11 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 10 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 16 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 13    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 44    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 13    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 15 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 11    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 22    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 48    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 46 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 41    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-SENATE COMMITTEE SERVICES STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 32    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 25 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 33 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 46    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 24 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 26    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 29    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 37 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 36 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 07 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 39    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 26    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 42    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 44    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 01 SENATOR



LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 04 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 38    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 02 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 34    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 25    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 46    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 30    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 49 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 25    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 40    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 07 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 43    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 15    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 45    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 01    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-OFFICE OF PROGRAM RESEARCH STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 18    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 03    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 12 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 39    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 43    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 37    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 05 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 34 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 11 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 49 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 30    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 40    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 02 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 27 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 31 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 31    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 21 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 23    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 05    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 37    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-SENATE COMMITTEE SERVICES STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 04    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 09    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 33    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 38 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 26    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 31    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 35 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 21 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 47    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 14    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 36    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 40 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 45 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 39 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 10 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 21    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 47 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 07 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 20 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 20 SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 19 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 28    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-HOUSE DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 48    SENATOR
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 33    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 17    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 16    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 13    REPRESENTATIVE



LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 41    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE LEGISLATURE-SENATE COMMITTEE SERVICES STAFF
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 22 REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 03    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 23    REPRESENTATIVE
LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 18 SENATOR

LIBRARY ABERDEEN TIMBERLAND REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY BELLINGHAM PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY BURLINGTON PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY CAMAS PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY CATHLAMET CITY LIBRARY
LIBRARY CENTRAL WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY LIBRARY
LIBRARY CENTRALIA COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY CENTRALIA TIMBERLAND LIBRARY
LIBRARY CHEHALIS TIMBERLAND LIBRARY
LIBRARY CHENEY PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY CHEWELAH PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY CLARK COLLEGE LEWIS D CANNEL LIBRARY
LIBRARY CLARK COUNTY LAW LIBRARY
LIBRARY CLE ELUM PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY COLVILLE PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY COLVILLE TRIBAL RESOURCE LIBRARY
LIBRARY DAVENPORT PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY DAYTON PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY ELLENSBURG PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY ELWHA S'KLALLAM TRIBE LIBRARY
LIBRARY ENUMCLAW PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY EPHRATA PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY EVERETT COMMUNITY COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY EVERETT PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY FAIRWOOD LIBRARY
LIBRARY FORT VANCOUVER REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY FORT VANCOUVER REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY FORT VANCOUVER REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY GOLDENDALE PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY GONZAGA UNIVERSITY LIBRARY
LIBRARY GRAND COULEE PUBLIC LIBRARY FOREST MANAGEMENT
LIBRARY GRANDVIEW COMMUNITY LIBRARY
LIBRARY GRAYS HARBOR COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY HARRINGTON PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY HERITAGE COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY HOQUIAM TIMBERLAND REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY ISSAQUAH LIBRARY
LIBRARY JEFFERSON COUNTY RURAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY KELSO PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY KETTLE FALLS PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY KING COUNTY LIBRARY SYSTEM
LIBRARY KITSAP REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY KLICKITAT PUBLIC LIBRARY DIRECTORY
LIBRARY LACEY TIMBERLAND LIBRARY
LIBRARY LONGVIEW PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY LOWER COLUMBIA COLLEGE, ALAN THOMPSON LIBRARY
LIBRARY LUMMI RESERVATION LIBRARY SYSTEM
LIBRARY MID COLUMBIA LIBRARY
LIBRARY MID COLUMBIA LIBRARY
LIBRARY MT VERNON PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY MUCKELSHOOT LIBRARY
LIBRARY NISQUALLY INDIAN TRIBE LIBRARY
LIBRARY NORTH CENTRAL REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY NORTH CENTRAL REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY NORTH CENTRAL REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY NORTH OLYMPIA LIBRARY SYSTEM
LIBRARY NORTH SEATTLE COMMUNITY COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY OKANOGAN PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY OMAK PUBLIC LIBRARY



LIBRARY OTHELLO PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY PACIFIC LUTHERAN UNIVERSITY LIBRARY
LIBRARY PASCO PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY PENINSULA COLLEGE JOHN D GLANN LIBRARY
LIBRARY PIERCE COLLEGE, FT STEILACOOM LIBRARY
LIBRARY PIERCE COUNTY LIBRARY
LIBRARY POMEROY LIBRARY
LIBRARY PORT GAMBLE S'KLALLAM TRIBE LIBRARY
LIBRARY PORT TOWNSEND PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY PROSSER PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY PULLMAN PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY PUYALLUP PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY PUYALLUP TRIBE LIBRARY
LIBRARY QUILEUTE TRIBE LIBRARY
LIBRARY QUINAULT INDIAN NATION LIBRARY
LIBRARY REARDAN MEMORIAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY RENTON PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY RICHLAND PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY RITZVILLE PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY ROSLYN PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY SAINT MARTINS COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY SAN JUAN ISLAND LIBRARY
LIBRARY SAUK-SUIATTLE INDIAN TRIBE LIBRARY
LIBRARY SEATTLE COMMUNITY COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY SEATTLE PACIFIC UNIVERSITY LIBRARY
LIBRARY SEATTLE PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY SEATTLE UNIVESITY SEMIEUX LIBRARY
LIBRARY SEDRO WOOLEY PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY SKOKOMISH TRIBE LIBRARY
LIBRARY SNO ISLE REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY SNO ISLE REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY SNO ISLE REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY SNO ISLE REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY SOUTH SEATTLE COMMUNITY COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY SPOKANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY SPOKANE COUNTY LIBRARY
LIBRARY SPOKANE PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY SPRAGUE PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY ST PAUL & TACOMA LIBRARY
LIBRARY STANDWOOD SNO-ISLE REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY STILLAGUAMISH TRIBE LIBRARY
LIBRARY TACOMA COMMUNITY COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY TIMBERLAND REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY TIMBERLAND REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY TIMBERLAND REGIONAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY TRI CITIES UNIVERSITY LIBRARY
LIBRARY UNIVERSITY OF PUGET SOUND COLLINS MEMORIAL LIBRARY
LIBRARY UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON LIBRARY
LIBRARY WAITSBURG WELLER PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY WALLA WALLA COMMUNITY COLLEGE LIBRARY
LIBRARY WENATCHEE PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY WENATCHEE VALLEY COLLEGE JOHN A BROWN LIBRARY
LIBRARY WESTERN WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY LIBRARY
LIBRARY WESTERN WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY MABEL ZOE LIBRARY
LIBRARY WHATCOM COUNTY LIBRARY
LIBRARY WHITMAN COUNTY LIBRARY
LIBRARY WHITWORTH COLLEGE LIBRARY GOV DOS
LIBRARY WILBUR PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY WILLIAM G REED TIMBERLAND LIBRARY
LIBRARY WINTHROP PUBLIC LIBRARY
LIBRARY WSU LIBRARY
LIBRARY YAKIMA VALLEY COMM COLLEGE RAYMOND LIBRARY
LIBRARY YAKIMA VALLEY REGIONAL LIBRARY

PORT PORT OF BENTON
PORT PORT OF BROWNSVILLE



PORT PORT OF CHINOOK
PORT PORT OF COUPEVILLE
PORT PORT OF GRAPEVIEW
PORT PORT OF GRAYS HARBOR
PORT PORT OF ILLAHEE
PORT PORT OF INDIANOLA
PORT PORT OF KINGSTON
PORT PORT OF KINGSTON
PORT PORT OF PENINSULA
PORT PORT OF POULSBO
PORT PORT OF RIDGEFIELD, PORT COMMISSION
PORT PORT OF S WHIDBEY/LANGLEY
PORT PORT OF SEATTLE
PORT PORT OF SEATTLE
PORT PORT OF SEATTLE
PORT PORT OF SILVERDALE
PORT PORT OF SKAGIT COUNTY
PORT PORT OF VANCOUVER
PORT PORT OF VANCOUVER
PORT PORT OF WAHKIAKUM COUNTY NO 2
PORT PORT OF WHITMAN COUNTY
PORT PORT OF WILLAPA HARBOR
PORT PORT OF WOODLAND
PORT PORT OF KENNEWICK
PORT PORT OF BREMERTON CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
PORT PORT OF PORT ANGELES

PLAN & ENVIRONMENTAL 
MANAGER

PORT PORT OF SKAGIT COUNTY
PORT PORT OF VANCOUVER ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
PORT PORT OF TACOMA
PORT PORT OF KALAMA EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
PORT PORT OF SKAMANIA COUNTY
PORT PORT OF MANCHESTER
PORT PORT OF PORT TOWNSEND
PORT PORT OF SKAGIT COUNTY
PORT PORT OF BELLINGHAM
PORT PORT OF CLARKSTON MANAGER
PORT PORT OF KEYPORT
PORT PORT OF ORCAS
PORT PORT OF OLYMPIA DIRECTOR, PUBLIC WORKS
PORT PORT OF RIDGEFIELD
PORT PORT OF LONGVIEW ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS
PORT PORT OF BENTON
PORT PORT OF EDMONDS
PORT PORT OF ALLYN
PORT PORT OF WALLA WALLA
PORT PORT OF WAHKIAKUM COUNTY NO 1
PORT PORT OF SKAGIT COUNTY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
PORT PORT OF WATERMAN
PORT PORT OF TACOMA
PORT PORT OF EVERETT
PORT PORT OF ILWACO MANAGER
PORT PORT OF HOODSPORT ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNER
PORT PORT OF WHITMAN COUNTY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
PORT PORT OF SHELTON
PORT PORT OF SOUTH WHIDBEY ISLAND
PORT PORT OF KLICKITAT
PORT PORT OF FRIDAY HARBOR PORT DIRECTOR
PORT PORT OF ANACORTES
PORT PORT OF BREMERTON
PORT PORT OF COLUMBIA
PORT PORT OF CAMAS WASHOUGAL EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

RAILROAD ALASKA RAILROAD COMPANY
RAILROAD BURLINGTON NORTHERN SANTA FE RR
RAILROAD BURLINGTON NORTHERN SANTA FE RR
RAILROAD BURLINGTON NORTHERN SANTA FE RR



RAILROAD PUGET SOUND & PACIFIC RAILROAD
RAILROAD UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD
RAILROAD BURLINGTON NORTHERN SANTA FE RR
RAILROAD ALASKA RAILROAD COMPANY VICE PRESIDENT
RESIDENT FLOATING HOME

SCHOOL EVERGREEN STATE COLLEGE
SCHOOL GREEN RIVER COMMUNITY COLLEGE
SCHOOL HIGHLINE SCHOOL DISTRICT NO 401
SCHOOL OLYMPIC COLLEGE LEARNING RESOURCE CENTER
SCHOOL SHORELINE COMMUNITY COLLEGE
SCHOOL SKAGIT VALLEY COLLEGE
SCHOOL SOUTH PUGET SOUND COMMUNITY COLLEGE
SCHOOL UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON
SCHOOL UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON
SCHOOL WALLA WALLA COMMUNITY COLLEGE
SCHOOL WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL
SCHOOL WESTERN WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY HUXLEY COLLEGE
SCHOOL WHATCOM COMMUNITY COLLEGE LEARNING RESOURCE CENTER
SCHOOL WHITMAN COLLEGE
SCHOOL WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY AREA EXTENSION AGENT
SCHOOL UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON PROGESSOR EMERITUS
SCHOOL UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF REAL 
ESTATE

SCHOOL WWU, HUXLEY COLLEGE
SCHOOL VANCOUVER PUBLIC SCHOOLS FACILITY PLANNER
SCHOOL HIGHLINE COMMUNITY COLLEGE
SCHOOL WESTERN WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY DOCTOR
SCHOOL WSU WHATCOM COUNTY EXTENSION WATER QUALITY FIELD AGENT

STATE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
STATE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, BPA
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES
STATE DEPARTMENT OF GAME
STATE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL ADMINISTRATIONS
STATE DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR
STATE DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR
STATE DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR
STATE DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR
STATE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL & HEALTH SERVICES
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE WASHINGTON STATE PARKS & RECREATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, SOUTHWEST REGION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, HABITAT
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE



STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH REGIONAL ENGINEER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 5
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE AREA HABITAT BIOLOGIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AND POLICY OFFICE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 6
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, HABITAT
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILD LIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY, SOUTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE SHORELANDS PLANNER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE AREA HABITAT BIOLOGIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE AREA HABITAT BIOLOGIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 1
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, FERRIES

DIRECTOR OF TERMINAL 
ENGINEERING

STATE DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL & HEALTH SERVICES
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 4
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, FERRIES ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES, AQUATICS SE LAND MANAGER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ASSISTANT PLANNING 
MANAGER

STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, HABITAT
STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNER (ASSET MANAGEMENT & PROTECTION)
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH OFFICE OF DRINKING WATER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 2
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, OFFICE OF DRINKING WATER REGIONAL PLANNER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 5
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE

REGULATORY SERVICE SECTION 
MANAGER

STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE AREA HABITAT BIOLOGIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, HABITAT
STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES, AQUATICS RIVERS DISTRICT MANAGER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY, CENTRAL PROGRAMS
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE AREA HABITAT BIOLOGIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY GMA REVIEWER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 3
STATE KING COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND PARKS ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 6
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE AREA HABITAT BIOLOGIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE FISH BIOLOGIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY EASTERN REGIONAL OFFICE

SHORELANDS 
SPECIALIST/ECOLOGY EASTERN 

STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AQUATIC LAND MANAGER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 3
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TRANSPORTATION PLANNER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
POLICY MANAGER

STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 6
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE AREA HABITAT BIOLOGIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR & INDUSTRIES
STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

RESOURCE PROGRAMS 
BRANCH MANAGER

STATE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, UNION GAP PLANNING 
OFFICE

STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION PLANNING SPECIALIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY MARINE HABITAT SPECIALIST
STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY SHORELINE PLANNER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
MANAGER

STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY EASTERN REGIONAL OFFICE WATERSHED LEAD
STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES NORTHWEST REGION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TRANSPORTATION PLANNER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE, REGION 5
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENTAL 
SERVICES

STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, SOUTHWEST REGION
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TRANSPORTATION PLANNER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AVIATION PLANNER
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE WILDLIFE DIVERSITY
STATE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

TELEPHONE AMERICAN TEL & TEL COMPANY
TELEPHONE AT&T
TELEPHONE AT&T BROADBAND
TELEPHONE AT&T COMMUNICATIONS
TELEPHONE CENTURY COMMUNICATIONS
TELEPHONE CENTURY TELEPHONE
TELEPHONE CENTURYTEL OF WASHINGTON, INC
TELEPHONE CENTURYTEL OF WASHINGTON, INC
TELEPHONE INTER ISLAND TELEPHONE
TELEPHONE INTERSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
TELEPHONE ISLAND EMPIRE TELEPHONE
TELEPHONE MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
TELEPHONE MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
TELEPHONE MCI WORLDCOM NETWORK SERVICES
TELEPHONE PEND OREILLE TELEPHONE COMPANY
TELEPHONE PENINSULA TELEPHONE



TELEPHONE PTI COMMUNICATIONS
TELEPHONE QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
TELEPHONE QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
TELEPHONE QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
TELEPHONE SOUND TELEPHONE COMPANY
TELEPHONE SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY
TELEPHONE SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY
TELEPHONE TELECOMMUNICATIONS OF WASHINGTON
TELEPHONE TELEPHONE UTILITIES OF WASHINGTON
TELEPHONE UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY NW, DBA
TELEPHONE US SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS, INC
TELEPHONE US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC
TELEPHONE VERIZON NORTHWEST, INC
TELEPHONE VERIZON NORTHWEST, INC
TELEPHONE WAHKIAKUM WEST TELEPHONE
TELEPHONE WESTERN WAHKIAKUM TELEPHONE
TELEPHONE WHIDBEY TELEPHONE COMPANY
TELEPHONE WHIDBEY TELEPHONE COMPANY
TELEPHONE US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC
TELEPHONE QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
TELEPHONE US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC

TOWN TOWN OF CATHLAMET
TOWN TOWN OF COUPEVILLE
TOWN TOWN OF NACHES
TOWN TOWN OF OROVILLE
TOWN TOWN OF OROVILLE
TOWN TOWN OF STEILACOOM
TOWN TOWN OF WINTHROP MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF FAIRFIELD CLERK/TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF INDEX MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF MARCUS CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF CONCRETE CITY CLERK
TOWN TOWN OF NESPELEM CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF ENDICOTT CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF SOUTH CLE ELUM TOWN CLERK
TOWN TOWN OF ALBION CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF WASHTUCNA CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF METALINE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF FRIDAY HARBOR LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR
TOWN TOWN OF MARCUS MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF EATONVILLE PLANNING DEPARTMENT PLANNING DIRECTOR
TOWN TOWN OF PRESCOTT CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF MALDEN CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF DARRINGTON CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF OROVILLE

PLANNING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

TOWN TOWN OF ODESSA MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF METALINE CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF LATAH CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF WAVERLY CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF LACROSSE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF ODESSA CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF GARFIELD CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF METALINE FALLS CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF MILLWOOD PLANNING DIRECTOR
TOWN TOWN OF ELMER CITY MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF YARROW POINT MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF COUPEVILLE
TOWN TOWN OF ALBION MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF NORTHPORT CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF RAINIER MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF OAKESDALE CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF LA CONNER PLANNING DIRECTOR
TOWN TOWN OF HARTLINE CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF COLTON MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF YACOLT CLERK-TREASURER



TOWN TOWN OF FARMINGTON CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF FRIDAY HARBOR
TOWN TOWN OF STEILACOOM TOWN PLANNER
TOWN TOWN OF RAINIER CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF WINTHROP CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF MATTAWA CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF NACHES CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF HUNTS POINT TOWN PLANNER
TOWN TOWN OF MALDEN MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF STARBUCK CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF RIVERSIDE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF CRESTON MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF ST JOHN CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF WILSON CREEK CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF ELECTRIC CITY CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF YARROW POINT TOWN CLERK
TOWN TOWN OF STARBUCK MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF ROSALIA MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF WILSON CREEK CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF FARMINGTON MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF REARDAN ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT
TOWN TOWN OF REARDAN MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF DARRINGTON MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF ALMIRA PLANNING CONSULTANT
TOWN TOWN OF WILKESON MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF LIND MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF LACROSSE CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF IONE CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF COUPEVILLE TOWN PLANNER
TOWN TOWN OF LAMONT
TOWN TOWN OF CONCRETE PLANNER
TOWN TOWN OF ALMIRA MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF ROCKFORD CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF LAMONT CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF NESPELEM MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF KRUPP CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF SOUTH PRAIRIE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF ST JOHN MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF STEILACOOM MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF ROSALIA TOWN ADMINISTRATOR
TOWN TOWN OF SKYKOMISH MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF RIVERSIDE CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF BUCODA MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF NORTHPORT MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF HUNTS POINT MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF TWISP
TOWN TOWN OF UNIONTOWN CLERK
TOWN TOWN OF CARBONADO MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF HARRAH CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF METALINE FALLS MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF TWISP MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF LA CONNER THE HONORABLE
TOWN TOWN OF SPRINGDALE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF COULEE CITY CLERK/TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF GARFIELD MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF HATTON MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF LIND CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF WILBUR MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF CRESTON CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF OAKESDALE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF HATTON CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF PE ELL CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF SPRINGDALE CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF WILBUR CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF MANSFIELD CLERK-TREASURER



TOWN TOWN OF EATONVILLE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF UNIONTOWN MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF CUSICK MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF BEAUX ARTS VILLAGE CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF OROVILLE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF IONE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF TIETON CLERK/TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF RUSTON TOWN PLANNER
TOWN TOWN OF TWISP CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF ENDICOTT MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF COLTON CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF CARBONADO CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF WASHTUCNA MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF HAMILTON CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF CATHLAMET MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF ELMER CITY CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF RUSTON MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF WATERVILLE CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF COULEE DAM CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF REARDAN CONSULTANT
TOWN TOWN OF BUCODA CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF YACOLT MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF LYMAN CLERK/TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF CATHLAMET CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF BEAUX ARTS VILLAGE MAYOR
TOWN TOWN OF SKYKOMISH CLERK-TREASURER
TOWN TOWN OF CUSICK CLERK-TREASURER
TRIBE LUMMI INDIAN BUSINESS
TRIBE MAKAH TRIBAL COUNCIL
TRIBE NISQUALLY INDIAN TRIBE
TRIBE PORT GAMBLE S'KLALLAM TRIBE
TRIBE SNOHOMISH TRIBE OF INDIANS
TRIBE STEILACOOM INDIAN TRIBE NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION
TRIBE TULALIP TRIBES UTILITIES
TRIBE UPPER SKAGIT TRIBE LIBRARY
TRIBE COEUR D'ALENE TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE JAMESTOWN S'KLALLAM TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE
TRIBE SHOALWATER BAY TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE CONFEDERATED TRIBES OF THE UMATILLA INDIAN RES CHAIRMAN
TRIBE COWLITZ INDIAN TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE SWINOMISH TRIBE
TRIBE QUINAULT INDIAN NATION NR CONTACT
TRIBE SAUK-SUIATTLE INDIAN TRIBE
TRIBE SUQUAMISH TRIBE
TRIBE LOWER ELWHA TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE COWLITZ INDIAN TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE CHEHALIS CONFEDERATED TRIBE CHAIR
TRIBE SHOALWATER BAY TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE SAMISH INDIAN NATION CR CONTACT
TRIBE LOWER ELWHA TRIBE CHAIRWOMAN
TRIBE PORT GAMBLE S'KLALLAM TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE JAMESTOWN S'KLALLAM TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE SWINOMISH TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE MAKAH INDIAN TRIBE ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL
TRIBE NOOKSACK TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE PUYALLUP TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE STILLAGUAMISH TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE SKOKOMISH TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE JAMESTOWN S'KLALLAM TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE COLVILLE CONFEDERATED TRIBES
TRIBE SKOKOMISH TRIBE
TRIBE SPOKANE TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE SUQUAMISH TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE SQUAXIN ISLAND TRIBE CR CONTACT



TRIBE PUYALLUP TRIBE CR CHAIR
TRIBE NORTHWEST INDIAN FISHERIES COMMISSION (NWIFC) CHAIRMAN
TRIBE COLVILLE CONFEDERATED TRIBES
TRIBE PORT GAMBLE S'KLALLAM TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE CHINOOK INDIAN TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE TULALIP TRIBES CR CONTACT
TRIBE NORTHWEST INDIAN FISHERIES COMMISSION (NWIFC) EXECUTIVE
TRIBE DUWAMISH TRIBE
TRIBE POINT NO POINT TREATY COUNCIL EXECUTIVE
TRIBE PORT GAMBLE S'KLALLAM TRIBE CR CHAIR
TRIBE COLVILLE CONFEDERATED TRIBES
TRIBE LUMMI NATION CR CONTACT
TRIBE COWLITZ INDIAN TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE NISQUALLY INDIAN TRIBE CHAIRWOMAN
TRIBE HOH TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE QUINAULT INDIAN NATION CR CHAIR
TRIBE LUMMI NATION CHAIRWOMAN
TRIBE LUMMI NATION NR CONTACT
TRIBE MAKAH INDIAN TRIBE
TRIBE SUQUAMISH TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE SNOQUALMIE TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE NOOKSACK TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE QUILEUTE TRIBE
TRIBE SNOQUALMIE TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE SKOKOMISH TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE SAMISH INDIAN NATION
TRIBE LOWER ELWHA TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE HOH TRIBE CHAIRWOMAN
TRIBE KALISPEL TRIBE OF INDIANS CR CONTACT
TRIBE COLVILLE CONFEDERATED TRIBES CHAIRMAN
TRIBE MAKAH INDIAN TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE NEZ PERCE TRIBE CHAIRWOMAN
TRIBE NEZ PERCE TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE MAKAH INDIAN TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE QUILEUTE TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE SWINOMISH TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE MUCKLESHOOT INDIAN TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE SHOALWATER BAY TRIBE CHAIRWOMAN
TRIBE KALISPEL TRIBE OF INDIANS CHAIRMAN
TRIBE COEUR D'ALENE TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE KALISPEL TRIBE OF INDIANS NR CONTACT
TRIBE COLUMBIA RIVER INTERTRIBAL FISHERIES COMMISSION EXECUTIVE
TRIBE WARM SPRINGS CONFEDERATED TRIBES NR CONTACT
TRIBE SPOKANE TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE SQUAXIN ISLAND TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE CONFEDERATED TRIBES OF THE UMATILLA INDIAN RES
TRIBE SUQUAMISH TRIBE
TRIBE CONFEDERATED TRIBES OF THE UMATILLA INDIAN RES NR CONTACT
TRIBE YAKAMA NATION NR CONTACT
TRIBE SAUK-SUIATTLE INDIAN TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE COLUMBIA RIVER INTERTRIBAL FISHERIES COMMISSION NR CONTACT
TRIBE YAKAMA NATION CHAIRMAN
TRIBE UPPER SKAGIT TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE QUINAULT INDIAN NATION CHAIRWOMAN
TRIBE TULALIP TRIBES CHAIRMAN
TRIBE SPOKANE TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE QUINAULT INDIAN NATION WRIA 21
TRIBE COLVILLE CONFEDERATED TRIBES CR CONTACT
TRIBE HOH TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE COLVILLE CONFEDERATED TRIBES NR CONTACT
TRIBE STILLAGUAMISH TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE QUINAULT INDIAN NATION
TRIBE PUYALLUP TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE WARM SPRINGS CONFEDERATED TRIBES CHAIRMAN
TRIBE NOOKSACK TRIBE CR CHAIR



TRIBE SNOQUALMIE TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE PUYALLUP TRIBE
TRIBE SAUK-SUIATTLE INDIAN TRIBE
TRIBE MUCKLESHOOT INDIAN TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE MAKAH INDIAN TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE NISQUALLY INDIAN TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE UPPER COLUMBIA UNITED TRIBES (UCUT) DIRECTOR
TRIBE NISQUALLY INDIAN TRIBE CR CHAIR
TRIBE UPPER SKAGIT TRIBE CHAIRWOMAN
TRIBE SUQUAMISH TRIBE
TRIBE CHEHALIS CONFEDERATED TRIBE
TRIBE SQUAXIN ISLAND TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE UPPER COLUMBIA UNITED TRIBES (UCUT) NR CONTACT
TRIBE MUCKLESHOOT INDIAN TRIBE CHAIRWOMAN
TRIBE QUILEUTE TRIBE CR CHAIR
TRIBE SUQUAMISH TRIBE
TRIBE SUQUAMISH TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE SWINOMISH TRIBE CR CONTACT
TRIBE TULALIP TRIBES NR CONTACT
TRIBE NORTHWEST INDIAN FISHERIES COMMISSION (NWIFC)
TRIBE SAUK-SUIATTLE INDIAN TRIBE NR CONTACT
TRIBE QUILEUTE TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE SAMISH INDIAN NATION NR CONTACT
TRIBE SAMISH INDIAN NATION CHAIRMAN
TRIBE SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE
TRIBE STILLAGUAMISH TRIBE CHAIRMAN
TRIBE TULALIP INDIAN FISHERIES
WRIA NORTH OLYMPIC PENINSULA LE WRIA 17-20
WRIA LOWER COLUMBIA FISH RECOVERY BOARD, WRIA 25-29 DIRECTOR
WRIA UPPER COLUMBIA--FOSTER CREEK CON. DIST. WRIA 44, 5
WRIA WRIA 15 WATERSHED PLANNING UNIT
WRIA WRIA 17 WATERSHED PLANNING UNIT
WRIA SNAKE RIVER SALMON RECOVERY BOARD WRIA 32, 33, 35
WRIA SKAGIT WATERSHED COUNCIL WRIA 3, 4
WRIA WRIA 19 PLANNING UNIT
WRIA YAKIMA RIVER BASIN SALMON RECOVERY BD. WRIA 37-39
WRIA UPPER COLUMBIA--COLVILLE TRIBE WRIA 49
WRIA HOOD CANAL COORDINATING COUNCIL, WRIA 14-17 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

"R" DOCK, INC
2420 COOPERATIVE
ABACUS REAL ESTATE FINANCE
ACE RICK, LLC
ACTIVE CONSTRUCTION, INC
ADELPHIA COMMUNICATIONS
AGI TECHNOLOGIES
AGRIUM US, INC
ALASKA ICE SEAFOODS, INC
ALASKA UNITED FIBER SYSTEM
ALCOA, INC
ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (ALCOA)
AMCHOR HEWITT JENSEN
AMERICAN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC
AMERICAN RIVERS NORTHWEST
AMERICAN WATERWAYS OPERERATIONS, PACIFIC REGION
ANACORTES MARINA OWNERS
ANCHOR COVE MARINA CONDOMINIUM ASSOCIATION
ANCHORAGE, INC
ANMARCO
ARCHBISHOP SEATTLE FAR-A-WAY
ASARCO INCORPORATED
ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS
ASSOCIATED MARINE EXPLORATIONS
ASSOCIATED SEAFOODS COMPANY
ATLANTIC RICHFIELD COMPANY



AUDUBON WASHINGTON
B&E INVESTMENTS, INC
BADGER MOUNTAIN IRRIGATION
BAINGRIDGE LANDSCAPING
BALLARD MILL PROPERTIES
BALLARD OIL
BANK OF AMERICA
BAR HARBOR ASSOCIATES
BARBEE MILL COMPANY
BARLOW'S LANDING MANAGEMENT, INC
BARNACLE POINT, LLC
BARNHILL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
BART BERG LANDSCAPING
BARTWOOD ESTATES HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION
BASIN & CHANNEL PROPERTY
BATTELLE MEMORIAL INSTITUTE
BAY CENTER MARICULTURE COMPANY
BAY MARINE CONTRACTORS, INC
BAYSIDE CONSTRUCTION
BELLEVUE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC
BERING, TRADING & PACKING, CHANNEL MARINE, LTD
BIG CLAW MARINA
BIRCH BAY VILLAGE COMMUNITY
BIRCH BAY WATER & SEWER DISTRICT
BIRD JOHNSON COMPANY
BLACK ROCK CABLE, INC
BLACKWATER MARINA
BLUE CREEK ESTATE OWNERS ASSOCIATION
BLUE MOUNTAIN AUDUBON SOCIETY
BOATSHED INCORPORATED
BOEING COMPANY
BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION
BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION
BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION
BOISFORT VALLEY WATER CORPORATION
BOSTON HARBOR MARINA, INC
BOYER TOWING, INC
BP WEST COAST PRODUCTS, LLC
BREMERTON YACHT CLUB
BRUSCO TUG & BARGE, INC
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
C&I COMPANY
C&V JOINT VENTURE
CAICOS CORPORATION
CAMP FIRE USA
CAMP ORKILA
CANNERY VILLAGE MARINA
CANOE ISLAND TRUST
CANTERBURY SHORES CONDOMINIUMS
CAPE SAN JUAN COMMISSION
CAPTAIN WHIDBEY INN
CARL JOHNSON CLAMS & OYSTERS
CARLYON BEACH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION
CASCADE LAND CONSERVANCY
CASCADE NATURAL GAS CORPORATION
CASCADE PUMICE, INC
CATHLAMET TIMBER COMPANY
CATTLE POINT WATER DISTRICT
CD STIMSON COMPANY
CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL LAW & POLICY
CENTER FOR WOODEN BOATS
CENTRAL BASIN AUDUBON SOCIETY
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
CHANDLER'S COVE ASSOCIATES
CHANNEL LANDING



CHANNEL MARINE, LTD
CHARLES GORDON CLAUSON FAMILY TRUST
CHEHALIS BASIN FISHERIES
CHEHALIS RIVER COUNCIL
CHEMTRADE PERFORMANCE
CHEVRON USE / ASPHALT DIVISION
CHIEF SEATTLE COUNCIL
CHINA SUN INCORPORATED
CITIZENS FOR A HEALTHY BAY
CITY INVESTORS, XIV
CITY WATERWAY INVESTMENT
CITY WATERWAY INVESTORS, XIII
CLARIANT COMPANY
CLAUS FAMILY CORPORATION
CLAUS FAMILY CORPORATION
COAST COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, INC
COAST SEAFOODS COMPANY
COLACURIO BROTHERS CONSTRUCTION
COLUMBIA BASIN LIBRARY
COLUMBIA BUSINESS CENTER
COLUMBIA COLSTOR, INC
COLUMBIA GORGE AUDUBON SOCIETY
COLUMBIA IRRIGATION DISTRICT
COLUMBIA RIVER PROPERTIES, LLC
COLUMBIA RIVER SAND & GRAVEL
COMCAST OF WASHINGTON, INC
COMMANDER, NAVY REGION
COMMERCIAL DIVERS, INC
COMMERCIAL MARINE
CONSOLIDATED DIKING DISTRICT NO 1
CONSOLIDATED DIKING INPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO 3
COREY CONSTRUCTION
COUNTRY CLUB OF SEATTLE
COVE ESTATES MOORAGE
COVE ESTATES MOORAGE
COVICH WILLIAMS COMPANY, INC
COX & HARBAUGH, INC
COYLE COMMUNITY CLUB, INC
CRANE ISLAND ASSOCIATION, INC
CRESCENT BEACH FARMS
CRESCENT BEACH OYSTER & CLAM
CROWLEY MARINE SERVICES INC
D STREET PROPERTIES, LLP
DAISHOWA AMERICA COMPANY, LTD
DAKOTA AVENUE GATEWAY MARINA
DANSON'S LANDSCAPING
DAVID HOLT COMPANY, LLC
DECATUR NORTHWEST
DECATUR SHORES COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION TREASURER
DEEP SEA FISHERIES
DEER ISLAND TUG SERVICES
DELL BERG
DELTA ILLAHEE, LTD
DELTA MARINE INDUSTRIES, INC
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
DES MOINES SEWER DISTRICT
DIAMOND MARINA, LLC
DIAMOND PARKING INCORPORATED
DIAMOND POINT BEACH CLUB, INC
DISCOVERY BAY YACHT
DIXON LONG
DOUGLAS MANAGEMENT COMPANY
DOX COOPERATIVE MOORAGE ASSN
DRAINAGE INPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO 1



DUNCAN OIK / CASCADE CBM
DUNE LAKE LLC
DUNGENESS RIVER AUDUBON CENTER
DUWAMISH PROPERTIES, LLC
DYAN GROUP
DYLAN ENTERPRISES INC
EAGLE HARBOR MARINA CONDOMINIUMS
EARL B DILLER TRUST, UTA
EAST LAKE WASHINGTON AUDUBON SOCIETY
EASTSIDE PARTNERS
EASTSOUND SEWER & WATER DISTRICT
ECHO BAY MINERALS CO
ECLIPSE LUMBER
EDDGEATER ANGLERS ASSOCIATION
EDDGEATER ASSOCIATES
EDELSTEIN, HAMMER & HALMO
EDENSTROM LANDSCAPE
EDMONDS COMMUNITY COLLEGE
ELLIOTT BAY MARINA, INC
ENERGY NORTHWEST
EPA
EPA
ERICSEN BERNT EXCAVATING, INC
ESTATE OF BRUCE D FOWLER
EVERGREEN FISHERIES
EVERGREEN MARINE PRODUCTS
EVERGREEN VIEW VENTURES
EXTERIOR WOOD, INC
FALCON VIDEO COMMUNICATIONS
FALCON VIDEO COMMUNICATIONS
FAZIO BROTHERS SAND COMPANY, INC
FEDERAL WAY WATER & SEWER
FERGUSON TERMINAL
FIDALGO DIVE SERVICES
FIDDLEHEAD MARINA, INC
FISHERMAN BAY SEWER DISTRICT
FISHERMAN'S BOAT SHOP, INC
FISHERS COVE CAMPSITE
FLO VILLA CORPORATION
FLUKE CAPITAL MANAGEMENT, LP
FORKS SAND AND GRAVEL
FORT JAMES CAMAS, LLC
FORT JAMES OPERATING COMPANY
FORT WHITTIER LTD PARTNERSHIP
FOSS LANDING, INC
FOSS LAUNCH & TUG COMPANY
FOSS WATERWAY MARINE, LLC
FOUR WINDS, INC
FOX ISLAND WATER COMPANY
FRANZ CONSTRUCTION
FREEMAN & STOPPELMAN
FREEMAN, MESSERLY & WILSON
FREMONT BOAT COMPANY
FRIDAY HARBOR SAND & GRAVEL
FRIDAY ISLAND ESTATES
FRIENDS OF SKAGIT COUNTY
FRIENDS OF THE COLUMBIA GORGE
FRIENDS OF THE COWLITZ
FRIENDS OF THE HYLEBOS WETLANDS
FRIENDS OF THE LOOMIS FOREST
GALLY RESTAURANT
GENERAL ACCEPTANCE CORPORATION
GENERAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
GENERAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
GIG HARBOR BOAT YARD, INC



GIG HARBOR MARINA, INC
GIG HARBOR PENINSULA YACHT
GLACIER NORTHWEST, INC
GLENN AYR RV MOTEL RESORT
GLENN SPRING HOLDINGS, INC
GOBBLERS FARMS, INC
GRANAT FAMILY TRUST
GRAYS HARBOR AUDUBON SOCIETY
GREAT NORTHERN RAILROAD CO
GSX PIPELINE, LLC
HALVORSON
HAMBLETON BROTHERS LUMBER COMPANY
HAMLIN PIER COMPANY
HAMMA HAMMA CO
HANFORD REACH ORCHARD, LLC.
HARBOR ON FISHERMAN BAY
HARBOR PLACE MARINA, LLC
HARBOR ROCK, INC
HARBOR VILLAGE ASSOCIATION
HARBORMASTER BLDG & MARINA LLC
HARBORVIEW CONDOMINIUM OWNER
HARTSTENE POINTE MAINTENANCE
HATTON BROTHERS OYSTER COMPANY, LLC
HAUB BROTHERS ENTERPRISES TRUST
HAUB BROTHERS ENTERPRISES TRUST
HENDERSON/NORWESTER CAMP
HENDRICKSON CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
HERROLD FISH & OYSTER COMPANY
HERRON MAINTANENCE COMPANY
HICKEY FAMILY COMPANY
HOLIDAY BEACH HOME TRACTS
HOOD CANAL ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL
HOOD CANAL MARICULTURE, INC
HOOD CANAL MARINA
HOQUIAM PLYWOOD COMPANY, INC
HOUSEBOAT HARBOR, INC
HURLEN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
IFA NURSERIES, INC
IKADE, INC
INLAND EMPIRE
INLAND EMPIRE PAPER COMPANY
ISLAND MARINE CENTER
ISLAND PETROLEUM
ITALCO ALUMINUM CORPORATION
ITB HOLDINGS, INC
ITT RAYONIER, INC
ITT RAYONIER, INC
IVAR'S REAL ESTATE ASSOCIATION
JAM MARINE, LLC
JAMES RIVER CORP CAMAS TECH CENTER LIBRARY
JAPHET BULKHEADING, INC
JARO, INC
JARRELL'S COVE MARINA
JESSE ALLEN EXCAVATING & CONSTRUCTION
JJ BRENNER OYSTER, COMPANY
JM MARTINAC SHIPBUILDING
JODI CLAM COMPANY
JOHN PURATICH CREDIT TRUST
JTC, INC
JUDD COVE SHELLFISH
KADOW'S MARINA, INC
KAISER ALUMINUM & CHEMICAL
KALA POINT OWNERS ASSOCIATION
KALAMA EXPORT COMPANY, LLC
KAMILCHE POINT COMMUNITY CLUB



KAMILCHE SEA FARMS
KAMILCHE SEA FARMS
KAMILCHE SHORES COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION
KEMMER OYSTER COMPANY, INC
KENMORE LAKE UNION PROP, INC
KIEWIT CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
KIEWIT PACIFIC COMPANY
KIONA IRRIGATION DISTRICT
KIONA IRRIGATION DISTRICT
KITSAP AUDUBON SOCIETY
KITSAP MARINE PROPERTIES
KITSAP TRANSIT
KMC INVESTMENT GROUP, LLC
KREIG CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
LA CONNER COUNTRY INN
LA CONNER VENTURES
LA CONNER VENTURES
LAFARGE NORTH AMERICA, INC
LAKE CHELAN BOAT COMPANY
LAKE CHELAN RECLAMATION DISTRICT
LAKE CHELAN SHORES RESORT HOMEOWNERS ASSOCATION
LAKE CHELAN YACHT CLUB
LAKE STEVENS SEWER DISTRICT
LAKE UNION BUILDING
LAKE UNION CO-OP
LAKE UNION DRYDOCK
LAKE UNION LANDING MARINA, LLC
LAKE UNION WATERWORKS, INC
LAKE WASHINGTON ROWING CLUB
LAKEVIEW LANAI OWNERS ASSOCIATION
LAND & TIMBER INVESTMENT COMPANY
LANDBERG CONSTRUCTION
LAURELHURST BEACH CLUB
LAWSON CONSTRUCTION
LE CLERCQ MARINE CONSTRUCTION
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF WASHINGTON
LEE'S MOORINGS, LLC
LEHIGH NORTHWEST CEMENT COMPANY
LESCHI CORPORATION
LESCHI PARTNERS, LLP
LESCHI SHORES HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION
LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS
LIBERTY BAY MARINA, LLC
LIDDELL & PEDERSON
LITTLE SKOOKUM SHELLFISH
LKO TOOL
LOCKHAVEN MARINA
LOCKHEED SHIPBUILDING CO
LODGE POLE FOREST PRODUCTS, INC
LOFALL COMMUNITY CORPORATION
LOG FOUNDATION
LONESOME COVE RESORT, INC
LONGBRANCH IMPROVEMENT CLUB PRESIDENT
LONGVIEW ALUMINUM, LLC
LONGVIEW FIBRE
LONGVIEW YACHT CLUB
LOTT WASTEWATER ALLIANCE
LOTT WASTEWATER ALLIANCE
LOUIS DREYFUS CORPORATION
LOVELL, SUERLAND & ASSOCIATES
LOVROVICH
LUMMI ISLAND SCENIC ESTATES
LUMMI ISLAND SCENIC ESTATES COMMUNITY CLUB
M G BURGHER & ASSOCIATES, INC
MADISON ESTATES HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION



MADISON PARK PLACE CONDOMINIUM HOMEOWNERS ASSN
MANKE FAMILY RESOURCES
MANKE LUMBER COMPANY
MARINE INDUSTRIES NORTHWEST
MARINE SCIENCE SOCIETY PNW
MARINE VIEW PROPERTIES PRTNSHP
MARKHAM ENTERPRISES
MARSHLAND FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT
MATHESON CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
MCCUDDY'S RIDGEFIELD MARINA
MCGINNIS MARINE
MCRAE FAMILY ENTERPRISES, LLC
MEADOWDALE MARINE, LLC
MEC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC
MERCER ISLAND SEWER DISTRICT
MERRILL & RING
MERRILL & RING COMMERCIAL MARINE SERVICE
METROPOLITAN PARK DISTRICT
MEYDENBAUER BAY RESIDENCES
MEYDENBAUER BAY YACHT CLUB
MIDDLE WATERWAY ACTION COMMITTEE
MIDWAY SEWER DISTRICT
MIDWAY SEWER DISTRICT
MIDWAY SEWER DISTRICT
MILVILLE MARINA CONDOMINIUM ASSOCATION
MINERAL POINT COMMUNITY CLUB
MINTERBROOK SEAFOODS LLC
MINTERBROOK SEAFOODS, LLC
MITCHELL POINT WATER ASSOCIATION
MJB PROPERTIES
MLU, INC
MLU, INC
MON, LLC MARINA MANAGER
MOSES LAKE IRRIGATION
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES
NATURAL RESERVES PROGRAM
NATURAL RESOURCES
NATURAL RESOURCES
NELSON ALASKA SEA PRODUCTS, INC
NELSON ALASKA SEA PRODUCTS, INC
NEPTUNE SEA FARM, INC
NEW RH, LLC
NEWLAND CONSTRUCTION
NEWPORT YACHT BASIN
NICHOLS BROTHERS BOAT BUILDERS
NIPPON PAPER INDUSTRIES COMPANY, LTD
NISBET OYSTER COMPANY, INC
NOOKSACK SALMON ENHANCEMENT
NORTH BAY LAND DEVELOPMENT
NORTH CASCADES AUDUBON SOCIETY
NORTH CASCADES AUDUBON SOCIETY
NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL PARK
NORTH CENTRAL WASHINGTON AUDUBON SOCIETY
NORTH FORTY LODGING, LLC
NORTH FORTY LODGING, LLC
NORTHERN OYSTER CO, INC
NORTHLAKE DEVELOPMENT
NORTHLAKE MARINEWORKS, INC
NORTHLAKE SHIPYARD
NORTHWEST AGGREGATES
NORTHWEST AIR POLLUTION
NORTHWEST DEMOLITION & DISMANTLING
NORTHWEST FLY ANGLERS
NORTHWEST MARITIME
NORTHWEST MINERS REALTY



NORTHWEST SHELLFISH COMPANY, INC
NORTHWEST YACHT BROKERS ASSOCIATION
OAKLAND SHELLFISH COMPANY
OCEAN ALEXANDER INVESTMENT, INC
OCEAN ALEXANDER MARINE CENTER, INC
OCEAN BEAUTY SEAFOODS
OCEAN SPRAY CRANBERRIES
OLD BOATHOUSE UNIT OWNERS ASSOCIATION
OLSON'S RESORT, INC
OLY ROSE, LLC
OLYMPIA OUTBOARD BOATING
OLYMPIA OYSTER COMPANY
OLYMPIC ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL
OLYMPIC FISH COMPANY
OLYMPIC PENINSULA AUDUBON SOCIETY
OLYMPIC REGION CLEAN AIR AUTHORITY
OLYMPIC WATER & SEWER, INC
OLYMPUS TERRAGE SEWER DISTRICT
ORA BAY PROPERTIES
ORCAS ISLAND FOUNDATION
ORCAS ISLAND YACHT CLUB
ORCAS OUTDOORS, INC
OYMPIA YACHT CLUB
PACIFIC FISHERMAN, LLC
PACIFIC INTERNATIONAL TERMINALS
PACIFIC NORTHWEST BULKHEADING
PACIFIC WEST TIMBER COMPANY, LLC
PAN FISH USA, LTD MANAGER
PAN FISH USA, LTD
PARFITT WAY MANAGEMENT CORPORATION
PARK AVENUE CONDOMINIUMS
PARKS & RECREATION COMMISSION
PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT ENV COORDINATOR
PDB PILE DRIVING & CONSTRUCTION
PEIR GROUP, LLC
PENDLETON WOOLEN MILLS
PENN COVE SEWER DISTRICT
PG&E GAS TRANSMISSION
PHARR COMPANY
PHASE 1 LTD
PICK'S COVE MARINA INC
PIER 55 & 56, LLC
PIER 57 CORPORATION
PILCHUCK AUDUBON SOCIETY
PINES TRUST
PIONEER TOWING COMPANY, INC
POINT ROBERTS MARINA LP
POINT ROBERTS MARINA LP
POLARIS DEVELOPMENT
PONDEREY NEWSPRINT COMPANY
POPE & TALBOT, INC
POPE RESOURCES
PORT BLAKELY SHELLFISH CORPORATION
PORT DISCOVERY TREE FARMS
PORT HADLOCK YACHT CLUB
PORT LUDLOW ASSOCIATES, INC
PORT MADISON ENTERPRISES
PORT MADISON YACHT CLUB
PORT ORCHARD YACHT CLUB
PORT TOWNSEND PAPER CORP
POULSBO YACHT CLUB MARINA
PREMIER PARTNERS III
PRESERVE OUR ISLANDS
PROGRESSIVE ANIMAL WELFARE
PST INVESTMENT COMPANY



PUGET SOUND HERRING SALES, INC
PUGET SOUND KEEPER ALLIANCE
PUGET SOUND PILOTS
PUGET SOUND REALTY DEVELOPMENT
PUGET SOUND RESTORATION FUND
PUGET SOUND TERMINALS
PUGET SOUND YACHT CLUB
QUARTERMASTER YACHT CLUB
QUEEN CITY YACHT CLUB
QUEEN FISHERIES
QUILCENE SHELLFISH COMPANY
QUOTA 13 - FRESHWATER BAY
R & B OYSTER, INC
R DOCK, INC
RAINIER AUDUBON SOCIETY
RAYONIER, INC
RAYONIER, INC
RAYONIER, INC
RAYTHEON COMPANY
RECREATIONAL BOATING ASSOCIATION OF WASHINGTON
REITER'S MARINE CONSTRUCTION & REPAIR
RESORT AT DEER HARBOR, LLC
RH LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
RICHARDS PIPE & STEEL, INC
RICHLAND TELEVISION CABLE CORP
RIDOLFI, INC
RIVIERA COMMUNITY CLUB
ROBIN H BALSAM, ATTORNEY
ROCHE HARBOR WATER SYSTEM, INC
ROLLING HILLS GLENCAIRN
RONALD WASTEWATER MANAGEMENT
ROSARIO GEOSCIENCE ASSOCIATION
RWE FAMILY, LLC
S&W MARINA HOLDINGS, INC
SALMON BAY SAND & GRAVEL COMPANY
SALMON BAY SAND & GRAVEL COMPANY
SALMON BAY TERMINALS
SAN JUAN SAILING ASSOCIATION
SEA RESOURCES HATCHERY
SEAFAIR
SEAFOOD NW LLC
SEALEVEL BULKHEAD BUILDERS
SEATTLE AUDUBON SOCIETY
SEATTLE GENERAL CORPORATION
SEATTLE KING COUNTY COUNCIL
SEATTLE MARINA, INC
SEATTLE MONORAIL AUTHORITY
SEATTLE STEEL INC
SEATTLE YACHT CLUB
SEAWORLD FISHERIES
SECTION 36 PARTNERSHIP
SECURITY PACIFIC BANK
SETON CONSTRUCTION
SEVEN J'S INVESTMENTS
SEVEN SEAS MARINE CONSTRUCTION
SHALLOW BEACH DEVELOPMENT
SHANNON POINT SEAFOODS, INC
SHELBY GROUP
SHELTER BAY COMMUNITY
SHOAL BAY SHELLFISH
SHORE TERMINALS
SIERRA CLUB (WASHINGTON)
SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
SIMPSON TACOMA KRAFT
SIMPSON TIMBER COMPANY



SIMPSON TIMBER COMPANY
SIPPY SLOUGH, LLC
SKAGIT AUDUBON SOCIETY
SKAGIT FISHERIES ENHANCEMENT GROUP
SKAGIT LAND TRUST
SOOS CREEK WATER & SEWER DISTRCT
SOUND & SEA TECHNOLOGY
SOUND BULKHEAD CONSTRACTORS
SOUNDCARE, INC
SOUTH FORK MARINA
SOUTH SHORE ENTERPRISES
SOUTHBEND BOAT SHOP
SOUTHBEND PACKERS
SOUTHWEST CLEAN AIR AUTHORITY
SOUTHWEST SUBURBAN SEWER DISTRICT
SPERRY OCEAN DOCK, LTD
SPOKANE AUDUBON SOCIETY
SPRING POINT HOMEOWNERS ASSOCATION
STARR FINISH
STARTUP WATER SYSTEM
STARTUP WATER SYSTEM
STAUBACH GLOBAL SERVICES
STEAMBOAT LANDING MARINA
STILLAGUAMISH FLOOD CONTROL
STUTZ FUEL OIL SERVICE, INC
SUDDEN VALLEY COMMUNITY ASSOCATION
SULDANS BOAT WORKS, INC
SUNSHINE ACRES PROPERTY OWNERS
SUNSHINE PROPERTIES MANAGEMENT
SUPERIOR OIL COMPANY
SWIFT CYBER GROUP
TACOMA YACHT CLUB
TAHLEQUAH STORE
TANGLEWOOD PARTNERSHIP
TCR RIVERPOINTE HOLDINGS
TEAM SURVIVOR NORTHWEST
TECK COMINCO AMERICAN, INC
TELEPROMPTER OF SEATTLE
TENAS CHUCK MOORAGE
TESORO REFINING & MARKETING
TFW TRIBAL ENVIRONMENTAL BIOLOGIST
THE NATURE CONSERVANCY
THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND
TILBURY CEMENT COMPANY
TILLMANN ENGINEERING
TOSCO CORPORATION
TRANSPANC MARINAS, INC
TREASURE ISLAND COUNTRY CLUB
TREE TOP, INC
TRIAD PIER 70 LLC
TRIDENT SEAFOOD CORPORATION
TRITON MARINE CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION
TROUT UNLIMITED, GRAYS HARBOR
TTC MARITIME PROPERIES/MARINA
TYEE PROPERTIES
TYEE YACHT CLUB
UNDERSEA COMPANY
UNION BAY INVESTORS
UNION HARBOR CONDOMINIUM ASSOCATION
UNITED METHODIST CHURCH
UNIVERSAL COMMUNICATIONS
US GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
VAL VUE SEWER DISTRICT
VAN RIPERS RESORT
VANALCO, INC



VANCOUVER AUDUBON SOCIETY
VIC FRANCKS BOAT COMPANY
VILLA MARBELLA LOT OWNERS ASSOCATION
VILLAGE AT FIELD POINT HOMEOWNERS ASSOCATION
WALLACE ENTERPRISES
WARM BEACH WATER ASSOCIATION
WASHINGTON FISH & OYSTER COMPANY
WASHINGTON FLY FISHING CLUB
WASHINGTON NATIVE PLANT SOCIETY
WASHINGTON SHELL FISH
WASHINGTON WATER TRUST
WASHINGTON WETLANDS NETWORK
WASHINGTON YACHT CLUB
WASSER & WINTERS COMPANY
WATERFRONT DEVELOPERS
WAYPOINT PROPERTIES, LLC
WELLS FARGO BANK
WENATCHEE RECLAMATION DISTRICT
WENATCHEE RECLAMATION DISTRICT
WEST BAY MARINA ASSOCATION
WEST BEACH RESORT, INC
WEST BEACH RESORT, INC
WEST COAST LAND INVESTMENTS
WEST POINT CONDO OWNERS ASSOCATION
WEST SEATTLE BOATHOUSE COMPANY
WEST SOUND MARINA, INC
WESTERN MARINE CONSTRUCTION
WESTLAKE LANDING, LLC
WESTLAKE MARINA, LLC
WESTLAKE MARINA, LLC
WESTWIND SHELLFISH CORPORATION
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY
WHIDBEY AUDUBON SOCIETY
WICK TOWING
WIEGARDT & SONS, INC
WILDCAT STEELHEAD CLUB, INC
WILDER CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
WILLIAMS COMMUNICATION, LLC
WILLIAMSON LANDING MARINA
WILLOW COVE ASSOCIATION II
WINSLOW WHARF COMPANY, INC
WISHKAH CABLE TV, INC
WORLDCOM NETWORK SERVICES INC
WYCKOFF COMPANY
YAKIMA VALLEY AUDUBON SOCIETY
ZENOVIC & ASSOCIATES
MILLER SHINGLE COMPANY

CONSERVE PUGET SOUND ACTION TEAM

ADOLPHSON & ASSOCIATES

ALBERT JENSON & SON, INC PRESIDENT

CONSERVE SOUND ECOLOGICAL SERVICES
PLANNING COUNCIL CHAIR

SEA ACRES SUBDIVISION NO 1



OCEAN STAR, INC
ORIENT EXPRESS RESTAURANT
QUADRA ENGINEERING
MOUNT RAINIER NATIONAL PARK 

OLYMPIC COAST MARINE SANCTUARY
CONSERVE ANCHOR ENVIRONMENTAL, LLC



CONTACT FIRST NAME CONTACT LAST NAME ADDRESS 1 ADDRESS 2
3626 156TH STREET SW
1201 WEST HERON
904 6TH STREET
PO BOX 547
THIRD & OLYMPIC
2221 PACIFIC STREET
1200 YEW AVENUE
9654 NE 182ND ST
PO BOX 288
1401 W MELLEN STREET
1100 N TOWER AVE
119 WEST FIRST STREET
14525 MAIN STREET SE
202 W MAIN STREET
3200 CEDAR STREET
3000 ROCKEFELLER AVENUE
3105 JUDSON STREET
PO BOX 107
112 NE 2ND & ELM PO BOX 1007
PO BOX A
220 4TH AVENUE SOUTH
5821 S 240TH
1812 124TH AVENUE NE
4822 GROVE STREET
514 DELTA AVENUE
80 COLUMBIA AVENUE
1024 CLEVELAND STREET
1401 BRITT ROAD
910 CLEVELAND WAY
PO BOX 546
1401 SE CATALINA DRIVE
3075 300TH AVENUE W
8TH & PLUM
520 PEAR STREET SE
PO BOX 151
15965 NE 85TH STREET
8414-154TH AVENUE NE
200 MILL AVENUE SOUTH
1055 S GRADY WAY
1055 S GRADY WAY
505 SWIFT BLVD PO BOX 190HARBOR 

PARTROL 1717 N NORTHLAKE PLACE700 5TH AVENUE, 10TH 
FLOOR PO BOX 34019710 SECOND AVENUE 10TH 
FLOOR
PO BOX 35031

700 5TH AVE, SUITE 
3300-KT3012

PO BOX 94729
PUBLIC SAFETY

POLICE DEPARTMENT, ROOM 
900800 MAYNARD AVENUE 
SOUTH 3RD FLOOR
2ND & FRANKLIN
1009 FIRST STREET
116 UNION AVENUE
PO BOX 187
703 FIRST STREET
901 FAWCETT
PO BOX 1639747 MARKET STREET ROOM 
332
3628 S 35TH
PO BOX 10100
15670 NE 85TH STREET
100 DEXTER AVENUE N
100 DEXTER AVENUE N
710 SECOND AVENUE

ROOM 660 DEXTER 
HORTON BLDG

3224 4TH AVENUE SOUTHACCOUNTS 
PAYABLE 700 5TH AVENUE, SUITE 4900



1030 ROE STREET
4702 S 19TH STREET17238 NE WOODINVILLE-
DUVALL ROAD PO BOX 1390

JON AARSTAD 900 E FAIRHAVEN AVENUE
KIM ABEL 216 PROSPECT STREET
GLYNNIS ABEL-CASEY 216 PROSPECT STREET
JERRY ACHESON 616 NE 4TH AVENUE PO BOX 1055
JIM ACKERMAN PO BOX 4265
MILES ADAM PO BOX 144
EMILY ADAMS PO BOX 229
BYRON ADAMS PO BOX 249
JEFF ADAMS 525 N 3RD AVE PO BOX 293
JOHN ADAMSON 801 SW 174TH ST  
NANCY ALDRICH PO BOX 190 MS-26
GILBERT ALVARADO 102 RICHMOND PO BOX 5277
GIL ALVARADO
GILBERT ALVARADO PO BOX 1579
GILBERT ALVARADO PO BOX 1239
GILBERT ALVARADO PO BOX 428
ED AMMOND 625 S COLLEGE AVE
CHRISTI AMRINE 15728 MILL CREEK BLVD
KENT ANDERSON 203 S PACIFIC AVE
CHARLENE ANDERSON 220 FOURTH AVE S  
FRED ANDERSON 200 S WASHINGTON AVE
MONTY ANDERSON 1701 C ST
KATRINA ASAY 1000 LAUREL ST
STEVE ASHLEY PO BOX 556
MARK ASMUNDSON 210 LOTTIE STREET
GREGORY AUCUTT 210 LOTTIE STREET
BILL BAARSMA 747 MARKET ST STE 220
AZAM BABAR 210 E 13TH ST PO BOX 1995
PATTI BAILIE PO BOX 146
DANIEL BANNIER 806 W MAIN ST
TED BARKELY 420 N PEARL STREET
LORRAINE BARNETT 271 NINTH STREET NE
CLANCY BAUMAN 301 E CLAY PO BOX 258
JOAN BEARDSLEY 2117 ONTARIO ST
GRANT BECK PO BOX 479
NORMA BECKER PO BOX 229
LARRY BELLAMY PO BOX 69
STEVE BENNETT 17425 BALLINGER WAY NE
BRUCE BENSON 129 N SECOND ST 2ND FL
WALLACE BENTLEY 100 S 3RD ST
BARRY BEREZOWSKY 19050 JENSEN WAY NE PO BOX 98
ANDY BERGSAGEL PO BOX 9718
MARK BETHUNE PO BOX 489
WYNETTA BIVENS 6200 SOUTHCENTER BLVD
JUDD BLACK 15670 NE 85TH STREET
MICHAEL BLAKE PO BOX 752
JENNIFER BLY PO BOX 517

130 SECOND 
STREET

JEFF BOERS 115 RAMSDELL ST
DOREEN BOOTH PO BOX 1300
HOWARD BOTTS 25510 LAWSON ST PO BOX 599
TODD BOULANGER PO BOX 1995
PHIL BOURQUIN 616 NE 4TH AVENUE PO BOX 1055
KATHLEEN BOWMAN 625 S COLLEGE AVE
MK BOWMAN 625 S COLLEGE AVENUE
JOANNE BOYS 1701 C ST
CARY BOZEMAN 345 6TH ST STE 600
MONTE BRACHMANN 616 NE 4TH AVENUE PO BOX 1055
REBECCA BRADLEY PO BOX 809
CHRIS BRANCH PO BOX 487
JAN BRENDING 112 N ASH PO BOX 607
JOHN BRICKEY PO BOX 128
ROBERT BROMLEY PO BOX 9



CHRIS BROWN PO BOX E
MICHAEL BRUCE PO BOX 505
DAVE BUGHER 6000 MAIN ST SW
DAVID BURNS PO BOX 3400
PRESTON BURRIS 210 LOTTIE STREET
TRISH BUTLER PO BOX 72

2 NORTH ASH 
STREET

STEPHEN BUTLER 4800 S 188TH ST
BRYAN CAIRNS 9611 SE 36TH ST
JENNIFER CAMPOS PO BOX 1995
BRIAN CARRICO PO BOX 37

109 SW 1ST ST STE 
127

JOHN CAULFIELD 3715 BRIDGEPORT WAY W
ELIZABETH CHAMBERLAIN PO BOX 7380
ROBERT CHAVE 121 5TH AVENUE N
LELAND CHURCH PO BOX 127
RICK CISAR 319 MAIN ST STE 200 PO BOX 1199
DENNIS CLARKE 303 BARKSDALE AVE
VIRGIL CLARKSON PO BOX 3400 PO BOX 3400
SHERRY CLAYCAMP PO BOX 1089
SUSAN CLOUGH 115 RAMSDELL STREET
JODI COGGINS PO BOX 127
SANDRA COLE PO BOX 4019
BOB COLINAS 2901 - 228TH ST SW
JACK COLLINS 23920 113TH PL W
CHRIS COMEAU 210 LOTTIE ST
SUZETTE COOK 220 FOURTH AVE S
LARRY CORT 865 SE BARRINGTON DR
SHIRLEY COUSE PO BOX 331
STEVE COWDREY PO BOX 517
PAUL CRANE 3200 CEDAR STREET
KATHY CRAWFORD PO BOX 189 317 8TH STREET
CHUCK CRIDER 865 SE BARRINGTON DR
SAM CRUMMETT PO BOX 608

230 PIONEER 
STREET

MARY CUNNINGHAM 2930 WETMORE AVE STE 8A
KATHY CUNNINGHAM 500 E DVISION
JAMES CUTTS PO BOX 5008
SUE ANN DANIEL PO BOX 248
KURT DANISON PO BOX 8
DAVID DAVIDSON PO BOX 9 433 CHERRY
DENNIS DAVISON 115 W NACHES AVE
MICHAEL DAVOLIO 100 S 3RD ST
MICHAEL DEAL 330 3RD ST SW
GRANT DEGGINGER 11511 MAIN STREET PO BOX 90012
PAUL DENNIS 616 NE 4TH AVENUE PO BOX 1055
DEBRA DICKINSON PO BOX D
PETE DICKINSON 325 SE PARADISE STREET
JACK DODGE 4800 S 188TH ST
GLADYS DORIOT PO BOX 608

230 PIONEER 
STREET

AMY DROUGHT PO BOX 1995
STEVE DUH PO BOX 1995
MARY ANN DUNCAN-COLE PO BOX 371
CHERYL DUNGAN 80 COLUMBIA AVE
JACK DURNEY 609 EIGHTH ST
RANDY EASTWOOD PO BOX 82607 6700 NE 181 STREET
C. J. EBERT 2930 WETMORE AVE
MICHAEL ECHANOVE PO BOX 248
CHAD EIKEN PO BOX 1995
KIM ELDRIDGE PO BOX 700
DOMINICK ELIA PO BOX 478
DONNA ENGLE 830 - 5TH STREET
DAVE ENSLOW 1104 MAPLE ST
JUSTIN ERICKSON

6300 OLD PACIFIC HIGHWAY 
S PO BOX 1007 

MARK ERICKSON PO BOX 1967
CHERIE ESCURE 102 RICHMOND PO BOX 5277
MIKE EVANS PO BOX 264
GREG FEWINS PO BOX 9718



MARIA FISCHER PO BOX 451
GENE FISHER 4800 S 188TH ST
PATRICK FLANAGAN 210 LOTTIE STREET
ROD FLECK 500 E DIVISION ST
MARAGARET FLEEK 900 E FAIRHAVEN AVE
DONNA FONE PO BOX 100
MARK FOUTCH PO BOX 1967
STEVE FRANKS

808 W SPOKANE FALLS BLVD 
SECOND FL

LARRY FRAZIER 280 MADISON AVE N
GRANT FREDRICKS 21630 11TH AVENUE S
AVA FRISINGER PO BOX 1307
KATE GALLOWAY 806 W MAIN ST
TERRY GALVIN 344 H STREET
JEAN GARBER 13020 NEWCASTLE WAY
KEVIN GARRETT PO BOX 5008
BETTY GARRISON PO BOX 700
GERALD GEHRING 3715 BRIDGEPORT WAY W
JOSEPH GELLINGS PO BOX 144
A L GEORGE 706 30TH AVENUE
ALLAN GIFFEN 2930 WETMORE AVE STE 100
HESTER GILLELAND 107 5TH ST
PAUL GILLILAND PO BOX 492
DAVID GLASSON PO BOX 310
DON GOUGH PO BOX 5008
ALAN GOULD PO BOX 370
BILL GRAHAM 111 S FIRST STREET
MICHAEL GRANT PO BOX 1995
SCOTT GREENBERG 415 SW 150TH ST
RON GRINA PO BOX 809
DAVID GROVE 216 E MAIN ST
KAMURON GUROL 486 - 228TH AVE NE
GARY HAAKENSON 121 5TH AVENUE N
PEGGY HAGAN PO BOX 927
RANDY HAMLIN 116 UNION AVENUE
JOE HANNAN 5411 23RD STREET E
PATTI HANSEN PO BOX 517
STEPHANIE HANSEN 10220 - 270TH ST NW
JAMES HANSON 2930 WETMORE AVE 8TH FL
JANA HANSON PO BOX 809
MARY HANSON PO BOX 7
RON HARDING PO BOX 479
AMY HARKSELL 323 FRONT STREET  
ROLLIN HARPER PO BOX 4265  
RICHARD HART 9611 SE 36TH ST
LAVERNE HASLETT PO BOX 556
LORETTA HAUGAN PO BOX 492
PATRICK HAYDEN 720 MURDOCK ST
KENNETH HEARING PO BOX 896
KARL HEINICKE PO BOX 9
CAROL HELLAND PO BOX 90012
RICHARD HILDRETH 100 3RD SE
CRYSTAL HILL 105 5TH ST
RANDY HINCHCLIFFE 147 MAIN ST PO BOX 35
MARK HINTHORNE PO BOX 1307
GLORIA HIRASHIMA 1049 STATE ST
JEFFEREY HOGAN 2221 MERIDIAN EAST
ROGER HOLEN PO BOX 2139
SHANE HOPE 23204 58TH AVE W PO BOX 72
BILL HORDAN PO BOX 475
GAIL HOWE PO BOX 8
DOUG HUBBARD 301 SPRUCE ST PO BOX 548
LAURA HUDSON PO BOX 1995
CHRIS HUGO 345 6TH ST STE 600
DONNA HUIZINGA 152 W CEDAR ST
CHUCK HUNTER 3510 GRANDVIEW ST



DAVID HUTCHINSON 17425 BALLINGER WAY NE
WILL IBERSHOF PO BOX 1300
LAURE IDDINGS PO BOX 320
JOHN IDSINGA 109 SW 1ST ST STE 127
JAMES IRISH 214 E 4TH ST
ROSEMARIE IVES PO BOX 97010
EDWIN IVEY PO BOX 128
ILDIA JACKSON PO BOX 655
GERRY JAMES 206 S GRANITE AVE PO BOX 1440
JOHN JIMERSON PO BOX 257
DAVID JOHANSON 415 SW 150TH STREET
NEIL JOHNSON 19306 BONNEY LAKE BLVD PO BOX 7380
PAT JOHNSON 933 MAIN ST PO BOX 1960
CHARLES JOHNSON PO BOX 26
DEBORAH JOHNSON

10510 GRAVELLY LAKE DRIVE 
#206

GLENN JOHNSON 325 SE PARADISE STREET
KENNETH JONES 149 S HODGDEN PO BOX 4019
BOB JUNGAR 230 SECOND ST
PENNY KAECH PO BOX 96
BOB KATAI 280 MADISON AVE N
LAURA KEEHAN PO BOX 505
MIKE KELLEY, SR. 5411 23RD ST E
DENNIS KENDALL 4822 GROVE ST
KATHY KEOLKER 1055 S GRADY WY
MATTHEW KEOUGH 345 SIXTH ST STE 600
WIL KEYSER PO BOX 2139
JUDITH KILGORE 21630 11TH AVE S STE D
RAY KING 200 S WASHINGTON AVE
RANDY KLINE 19050 JENSEN WAY NE PO BOX 98
MICHAEL KNAPP 19306 BONNEY LAKE BLVD PO BOX 7380
VALINDA KNIGHTEN PO BOX 180
CHRISTOPHER KOCH 210 LOTTIE STREET
ALICE KOERNER PO BOX 1100
MICHAEL KOHL 210 LOTTIE STREET
JEROEN KOK
DARLENE KORDONOWY 280 MADISON AVE N
KATHERINE KORPI PO BOX 777
PAUL KRAUSS 25 WEST MAIN
ROGER KRIEGER PO BOX F PO BOX F
CONNIE KRUEGER PO BOX 287 700 HWY 2
KEN KUHN PO BOX 478
MARK KUNKLER 818 E EDISON AVE
MARIAN LAHAV 210 E 13TH ST PO BOX 1995
MARK LAMB 18305 101ST AVE NE
JERRY LANDCASTLE PO BOX 936
STEPHANIE LANDERS 325 SE PARADISE STREET
KEN LANFEAR PO BOX 909
BOB LARSEN 2930 WETMORE AVE STE 8A
MARGARET LARSON 238 N OLYMPIC AVE
MATT LARSON PO BOX 987
JIM LAUINGER 123 FIFTH AVE
TRINA LEE PO BOX 264
BOB LEEDY 19306 BONNEY LAKE BLVD PO BOX 7380
DENNIS LEFEVRE 152 W CEDAR ST
SUZANNE LEVIS 214 E 4TH ST
PETER LEWIS 25 W MAIN ST
GERI LEWIS PO BOX 9
TOM LIEN PO BOX 969 S 1208 LUNDSTROM
JON LIND PO BOX 258
JERRY LITT PO BOX 3400
JOANNE LONG-WOODS 216 PROSPECT STREET
JACK LOUWS 323 FRONT STREET
LORIN LOWRY PO BOX 338
JACQUELYN LYNCH 210 LOTTIE STREET
KIM LYONNAIS PO BOX 478



MARK MADSEN 321 E 5TH ST PO BOX 1150
BONNIE MALONE PO BOX 99
NANCY MALONE PO BOX 9
JOHN MANLEY PO BOX 1995
DOUG MAPLES 129 N 2ND ST
JOE MARINE 4480 CHENNAULT BEACH RD
LINDA MARSH PO BOX 8
JAMES MARTIN 830 - 5TH STREET
GEORGE MARTIN 9605 NE 24TH STREET
SHAUN MARTIN PO BOX 370
DAVID MARTINEAU 170 S OAK ST
DON MATHISON

COWLITZ-WAHKIAKUM 
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 207 4TH AVE N

MIKE MATLOCK 555 ISRAEL RD SW
SHARON MCCALEB PO BOX 100
PAMELA MCCART 301 E CLAY PO BOX 258
HEATHER MCCARTNEY 4480 CHENNAULT BEACH RD
KATHY MCCLUNG PO BOX 9718
JOHN MCDONAGH 5210 KUHN STREET
BILL MCDONALD 303 BARKSDALE AVENUE
DAVID MCDONALD 525 N 3RD
CHUCK MCDONALD
PATTI MCELLRATH PO BOX 1995
SHAWN MCEVOY 801 SW 174TH ST
ROBERT MCGILL COUNTY ADM BLDG RM 204
JOAN MCGILTON 415 SW 150TH ST
JACK MCKENZIE 3000 HUNTS POINT ROAD
DONNA MICHELSON 15728 MILL CREEK BLVD
ROBERT MILLSPAW PO BOX 128
DOUG MONGE PO BOX 9
BRYAN MONROE PO BOX 1995
MIKE MOORE PO BOX 370
CHRISTOPHER MORGAN 210 LOTTIE ST
CARL MUELLER PO BOX 1238
LINDA MUELLER PO BOX 98
STEVE MULLET 6200 SOUTHCENTER BLVD
SANDY MUMBY PO BOX 147
IAN MUNCE 904 6TH STREET PO BOX 547
WILLIAM MURPHY 21 W 1ST AVE
JULIE MUYLLAERT 210 LOTTIE ST
MIKE MYERS 344 H STREET
BOB NACHT 80 NE CASCADE AVE PO BOX 871
DAVE NAKAGAWARA 808  W SPOKANE FALLS BLVD ROOM 250
DAVID NEMENS 16720 SE 271ST STREET
PAT NEVINS PO BOX 370
ROBIN NEWCOMB PO BOX 719
GREG NEWKIRK PO BOX 1995  
RICHARD NICHOLS 170 S OAK ST
CARLA NICHOLS 23920  113TH PL W
GREG NICKELS 600 FOURTH AVE
JOHN O’LOUGHLIN 1701 N PROSPECT STREET
ROBERT ODLE PO BOX 97010  
JOHN O'LOUGHLIN 2201 PORTLAND AVENUE
PAMELA OLSEN 105 S 3RD ST PO BOX 340
JOYCE OLSON PO BOX 293
DENNIS OSBORN 109 SW 1ST ST STE 127
DENNIS OSBORN PO BOX 1669
DAVE OSGOOD PO BOX E
RALPH OSGOOD 555 ISRAEL RD SW
STEVE OSGUTHORPE 525 W COTA ST
CRHIS OTT 537 MONTEREY LANE
YVONNE PAGE 238 N OLYMPIC AVE
MARTHA PANSA 1339 GRIFFIN AVENUE
MIKE PARK 33530 1ST WAY S PO BOX 9718
DEAN PARSONS 609 EIGHTH ST
DEAN PARSONS 230 SECOND ST



MARY PASSMORE 210 LOTTIE STREET
MIKE PATRICK PO BOX 909
JASON PAULSEN PO BOX 599 25510 LAWSON ST
BILL PAULSEN 4621 TOLT AVE PO BOX 1238
SUE PEARSON 205 E 3RD ST
ERIC PENNALA PO BOX 608

230 PIONEER 
STREET

DAN PENROSE 6000 MAIN ST SW
RON PERKEREWICZ 18015 SE LAKE YOUNGS
JEFF PETERS 129 N 2ND ST
TY PETERSON PO BOX 320
STEVE PETITT PO BOX E
MICHELLE PETITTI 486 - 228TH AVE NE
RYAN PETTY 747 MARKET ST RM 1036
TONY PIASECKI 21630 11TH AVENUE S
ALEX PIETSCH 1055 S GRADY WAY
ROYCE POLLARD PO BOX 1995
DESIREE POOLEY 2201 E PORTLAND AVENUE
CLARK POSEY 114 S SECOND ST
STEVE POWERS 865 SE BARRINGTON DR
JALEEN PRATT PO BOX 315
MARJA PRESTON 280 MADISON AVE N
BRIAN PRIGEL 112 N ASH PO BOX 607
MELINDA PRUETT 616 NE 4TH AVENUE PO BOX 1055
KELLY PUNTENEY PO BOX 1995
KATHRYN QUADE PO BOX 98
DIANA QUINN PO BOX 315 111 W MAIN STREET
VICKI RAINES PO BOX G
ARI RALPH 345 6TH ST STE 600
DAVID RAMSAY 123 FIFTH AVENUE
KEN RAMSEY PO BOX 310
ROBERT RANSOM 17544 MIDVALE AVE N
WILLIAM RATHBONE 102 W AHTANUM RD PO BOX 3008
BEN REA PO BOX 190
TOM REBER 402 WARDE STREET
TOM REBER 17210 SE 272ND STREET
NEDRA REED 500 E DIVISION ST
ANDREW REULE PO BOX 1995  
JON RICKARD 625 S COLLEGE AVE  
GLORIA RIVERA PO BOX 809   
THOMAS ROGERS 15728 MILL CREEK BLVD
KAREN ROGERS PO BOX 1150
KEVIN ROGERSON PO BOX 809   
PAUL ROGERSON 1104 MAPLE ST STE 250
LYLE ROMACK 206 S GRANITE AVE PO BOX 1440
PETER ROSEN PO BOX 1307
DOUG ROSS PO BOX 369
GAYLE ROTHROCK 3005 N MASON
ALLEN ROZEMA 720 MURDOCK ST
STEVE RUSSELL 1102 W. FIRST ST PO DRAWER 9
JOHN RUYMANN PO BOX D
DICK RYAN PO BOX 11007
CAROL SALISBURY 210 LOTTIE STREET
ABIGAIL SANCHEZ 708 9TH ST PO BOX 70
JEANNIE SANDERS 500 E MAIN ST
BILL SANGSTER 121 ALDER SW
FRED SATTERSTROM 220 FOURTH AVE S
FLETCHER SCAIFE 21 W 1ST AVE
JOHN SCHELLING PO BOX 310
JOSEPH SCHIESSL 

975 GEORGE WASHINGTON 
WY PO BOX 190 MS 18

ALICE SCHISEL PO BOX 366
DAN SCHMIDT PO BOX 1960
GLENN SCHOLTEN 609 SECOND STREET
JOE SCHOLZ 402 WARDE ST
WALT SCHUBERT 152 W CEDAR ST
LISA SCOTT 200 E MARKET STREET



LINDA SCOTT 4621 TOLT AVE PO BOX 1238
DAVID SCOTT PO BOX 1995
DALE SEAMAN PO BOX 9
TONI SEGERMAN 2095 MAIN ST PO BOX 936
STACEE SELLERS 1701 C ST
RICK SEPLAR 250 MADISON ST STE 3
JIM SEWELL 207 W 2ND STREET
JODIE SHARP PO BOX 1995
WILLIAM SHAW
NABIEL SHAWA PO BOX 310
BOB SHECKLER 21630 11TH AVE S STE D
EHMAN SHELDON 500 E MAIN ST
ERIC SHIELDS 123 FIFTH AVE
MARK SIGFRINIUS PO BOX 69
RAENA SKAGGS PO BOX 457
BRIAN SMART 210 LOTTIE STREET
GARRETT SMITH PO BOX 969 S 1208 LUNDSTROM
KAREN SMITH PO BOX 228
CARL SMITH 5411 23RD ST E
RAY SMITH 415 LARCH ST PO BOX 457
DOUG SMITH

22710 EAST COUNTY VISTA 
DR

JERRY SMITH PO BOX 72
PATRICIA SMITH PO BOX 909
RICHARD SMITH PO BOX 293
TIM SNEAD PO BOX 338
GABE SNEDEKER 9611 SE 36 STREET
BILL SNIDER PO BOX G
BRYAN SNODGRASS PO BOX 1995
BOB SOKOL PO BOX 82607 6700 NE 181 STREET
DALE SPARBER PO BOX 72

2 NORTH ASH 
STREET

ANDREA SPENCER 345 6TH ST STE 600
CHRIS SPENS 210 LOTTIE STREET
PETE SQUIRES

3801 W VAN GIESEN 
ST

DAN STALEY 933 MAIN ST PO BOX 1960
DAVID STALHEIM PO BOX 519
TODD STAMM PO BOX 1967

900 PLUM STREET 
SE

TERESA STANRIDGE PO BOX 146
SCOTT STAPLES 207 W 2ND ST
DOUG STARCHER 210 LOTTIE STREET
KEVIN STENDER 2221 MERIDIAN EAST  
RAY STEPHANSON 2930 WETMORE AVE
CHRISTINE STEVENS PO BOX 331
RICHARD STONE 112 N MAIN ST
FREDERICK STOUDER 601 7TH ST
DAN STROH 11511 MAIN STREET PO BOX 90012
CLIFF STRONG 238 N OLYMPIC SUITE 2
RAY STURTZ 17301 133RD AVE NE
DIANE SUGIMURA 700 FIFTH AVE STE 1900 PO BOX 34019
MARINA SUKUP

11707 EAST SPRAGUE AVE 
STE 106   

STEVE SUNDIN 210 LOTTIE STREET
JUDY SURBER 250 MADISON ST STE 3
PAUL SWEUM 2901 - 228TH ST SW
DAVID SWINDALE

3715 BRIDGEPORT WAY W 
STE B-1

ART TACKETT PO BOX 1200
MICHELLE TAYLOR 101 WOODRING AVENUE
LORRAINE TAYLOR 23920 - 113TH PL W
CHERYL TEMPLE PO BOX 489
EMILY TERRELL 1000 LAUREL ST
MATTHEW TERRY 11511 MAIN STREET PO BOX 90012
MIKE THOMAS 1309 MYRTLE AVE
CLAUDIA THOMAS 6000 MAIN ST SW
MICHAEL THOMPSON PO BOX 428
ERIC TOEWS

914 WASHINGTON ST STES 5 
& 6

BEN TOLSON PO BOX 1199
JOE TOVAR 17544 MIDVALE AVE N



BILL TRIMM 15728 MILL CREEK BLVD
NANCY TUCKER PO BOX 987
GREG TURNER PO BOX 1995
CRAIG ULLELAND 216 E MAIN ST
TOM UTTERBACK 330 3RD ST SW
DAN VALOFF 50 CHELAN FALLS ROAD
ROBERT VANDERZANDEN PO BOX 9
JORGE VEGA 210 LOTTIE ST 1ST FL
DAVID VIAFORE 115 RAMSDELL ST
JO ANN VIDINHAR 286 4TH STREET
KIRK VINISH 116 UNION AVENUE
JOHN VODOPICH 3510 GRANDVIEW ST
DOROTHY VOEGE 200 E MARKET STREET
MARILYN VOGEL 210 LOTTIE ST
CATHY VONWALD 17301 133RD AVE NE
FRED WAGNER 1301 TAYLOR AVE
JOHN WAGNER PO BOX 1995
SUZAN WALLACE  PO BOX 1995    
DONNETTA WALSER 806 W MAIN ST
JOHN WALSH
PATRICK WALTER PO BOX 487
GARLAND WALTON PO BOX 1200
LYNN WALTY PO BOX 257 PO BOX 257
MITCH WASSERMAN 9605 NE 24TH STREET
SUZANNE WASSMER 250 MADISON ST STE 3

CITY OF PORT 
TOWNSEND

RICHARD WEATHERLY PO BOX 927
LEE WEBSTER 105 S 3RD ST PO BOX 340
KATHY WELCH PO BOX G
MARK WELCH 250 MADISON ST STE 2
HILLER WEST 806 W MAIN ST
LINDA WHITCHER PO BOX 609
ROB WHITE 3510 GRANDVIEW ST
RICK WHITE PO BOX 6108 PO BOX 6108
DIANNE WHITE 10220 - 270TH ST NW
MICHELLE WHITTEN PO BOX 236 130 N 2ND STREET
PAULA WIECH 100 3RD SE
IRENE WILKIE PO BOX 26
DAVE WILLIAMS 1075 FRANKLIN STREET SE
CLARK WILLIAMS 210 LOTTIE ST
RONALD & SUSAN WILSON 21612 161ST AVENUE N
MIKE WINCEWICZ 112 N MAIN ST
JOHN WISE 1339 GRIFFIN AVE
WILLIAM WISELOGLE 18305 - 101ST AVE NE
JUDITH WISEMAN 210 LOTTIE ST
ROBERT WITKOWSKI 420 N PEARL STREET
CARL WORLEY PO BOX 338
PHIL WUEST
ROBERT WYMAN 13020 SE NEWCASTLE WY
STEVE YOUNG 303 BARKSDALE AVE
GREG YOUNG 1049 STATE AVE 101
NICK ZAFERATOS 210 LOTTIE ST
LOLLY ZAHN 1206 COLUMBIA AVE PO BOX 640

16720 SE 271ST STREET SUITE 100
415 LARCH ST PO BOX 457
PO BOX 896
PO BOX 1001
PO BOX 6270
700 SOUTH 2ND ROOM 202
316 WASHINGTON SUITE 301SURFACE MINE 

SITES MGR PO BOX 1441
327 N WENATCHEE AVENUE
PO BOX 698

223 EAST 4TH STREET SUITE 7
PO BOX 863



2431 EAST HIGHWAY 101 PO BOX 1090
PO BOX 9810

1300 FRANKLIN 
STREET

610 ESTHER STREET PO BOX 1995
PO BOX 500
PO BOX 1995
PO BOX 5000
1104 NE 149TH STREET

BUILDING C, SUITE 
100

207 FOURTH AVENUE N
207 FOURTH AVENUE N
PO BOX 3007
961 12TH AVENUE PO BOX 3007140 19TH STREET NW, SUITE 
ADOUGLAS COUNTY 
COURTHOUSE
1151 N MAIN STREET
PO BOX 305
PO BOX 67
PO BOX 37
PO BOX 878
PO BOX 879
WAN TRACT 330, 430 PO BOX 879
WAN TRACT 630, 720 PO BOX 878
PO BOX 511
PO BOX 480

2720 SUMNER 
AVENUE

2720 SUMNER
PO BOX 220
PO BOX 117SEAPORT 

AUTHORITY PO BOX 2019
801 23RD AVENUE50 ENTERPRISE LANE SUITE 
101
PO BOX 669
NE 6TH & MAIN STREET
621 SHERIDAN
1221 SMITH TOWER500A KING COUNTY ADM 
BLDG 500 4TH AVENUE
500 5TH AVENUE710 SECOND AVENUE ROOM 
660
ROOM W - 140 KING COUNTY
2040-84TH AVENUE SE
201 S JACKSON STREET
821 2ND AVE MS 63
3005 NE 4TH
709 SMITH TOWER
201 S JACKSON STREET MS KSC-TR-0815
500 KING COUNTY ADM BLDG 500 4TH AVENUE956 KING COUNTY 
ADMINISTRATIVE BLDG
900 OAKSDALE AVENUE SW
400 YESLER WAY, ROOM 400TREATMENT 

DIVISION 201 S JACKSON STREET SUITE 503
18300 SE LAKE YOUGS ROAD
821 2ND AVE
PO BOX 9
1431 FINN HILL ROAD PO BOX 1989
614 DIVISION STREET MS-27
411 N RUBY STREET, SUITE 1
205 W 5TH ROOM 1821400 EAST VANTAGE 
HIGHWAYSURFACE MINE 

SITES MGR 411 N RUBY STREET, SUITE 1
PO BOX 1429
351 NW NORTH STREET MS PSD05
PO BOX 330
ROUTE 1 BOX 368
411 NORTH 5TH
PO BOX 279
PO BOX 357
PO BOX 1850



STAR ROUTE 1 BOX 203
THIRD & COTA STREET
PO BOX 578

410 NORTH 4TH 
STREET

PO BOX 232
PO BOX 32
PO BOX 791
23-5TH AVENUE N SUITE 130
PO BOX 912
PO BOX 187
PO BOX 66
PO BOX 97
PO BOX 472
PO BOX 50001092 CONKLIN MEADOWS 
ROAD
PO BOX 5000
625 W 4TH2401 S 35TH STREET, ROOM 
1502401 S 35TH STREET, ROOM 
150TRANSPORTATION 

SERVICES 3619 PACIFIC AVENUE
PO BOX 729
PO BOX 429
PO BOX 396
204 MONTGOMERY
200 W WASHINGTON STREET
SECOND & KINKADE
1800 CONTINENTAL PLACE
315 SOUTH 3RD STREET
1111 CLEVELAND AVENUE
700 SOUTH 2ND ROOM 203
1415 FREEWAY DRIVE
17079 STATE ROUTE 9
PO BOX 791
PO BOX 790
16200 E SHORE DRIVEFIRST FLOOR 

ADMIN BUILDING 3000 ROCKEFELLER AVENUESURFACE MINE 
SITES MGR 2829 RUCKER AVENUE

2930 WETMORE AVENUE SUITE 101
2320 CALIFORNIA STREET PO BOX 1107

ENGINEERING
NORTH 811 JEFFERSON 
STREETW 1101 COLLEGE AVENUE, 
SUITE 403
1026 W BROADWAY
2000 LAKERIDGE DRIVE SW921 LAKERIDGE DRIVE SW, 
BLDG 4THURSTON AIRDUSTRIAL 
CENTER
MS 40947
2404-A HERITAGE COURT SW
PO BOX 248
13 SCHOOL ROAD PO BOX 220
PO BOX 958
3373 MT BAKER HWY
1705 TRIGG ROAD
220 W CHAMPION, SUITE 290
2195 NULLE ROAD
ROOM 417 - COURTHOUSE
128 N 3ND STREET
ROOM 408 COURTHOUSE

MATT AAMOT 5280 NW DR STE A
SALLY BARTLEY ABELLA 201 S JACKSON STREET SUITE 600
JENNI ANDERSON 215 S OAK ST

COURTHOUSE 
ANNEX

LARRY ANGELL 411 WASHINGTON STREET
JOANNE BAILEY 3218 PORTAGE BAY PLACE E
PHILLIP BAKKE PO BOX 5000
SELINDA BARKHUIS 223 E 4TH ST STE 5
LINDA BARTELS PO BOX 278
ERIC BECK PO BOX 8900



BOB BEERBOWER 100 W BROADWAY STE 1
LINDA BENTLY 614 DIVISION ST MS 36
CHUCK BEYER PO BOX 97
BRANDON BLACK 200 W WASHINGTON ST
MIKE BLANKENSHIP 350 E DELAWARE #5
DENNIS BLY PO BOX 28 450 LOGAN ST
RIC BOGE 1800 CONTINENTAL PLACE
ALAN BOGUSLAWSKI PO BOX 9810
JIM BOLGER 614 DIVISION ST MS 16
MARK BORDSEN PO BOX 430
KIM BRENDENSTEINER
ROSEMARY BRINSON SIIPOLA 207 4TH AVE N - ANNEX
FRANK BROCK 1016 N 4TH AVE
TERRI BROOKS
MITCH BROWN 625 W 4TH PO BOX 5025
SHAWN BUNNEY 930 TACOMA AVE S RM 1046
BRANIN BURDETTE 207 FOURTH AVE N
DEAN BURTON PO BOX 278
MICHAEL BUTTS PO BOX 9810
JIM CAHILL 700 S SECOND ST

COUNTY 
ADMINISTRATION 

DAN CARLSON
RICHARD CARSON PO BOX 9810
LAURIE CASKEY-SCHREIBER 311 GRAND AVE
JEFF CHALFANT 5280 NW DR STE B
MIKE CHAPMAN 223 E 4TH ST STE 4
ALAN CHAPMAN 2616 KWINA ROAD
PATTY CHARNAS 614 DIVISION ST MS 26
DEREK CHISHOLM PO BOX 9810
GARY CHRISTENSEN 1800 CONTINENTAL PL   
NICK CHRISTOPH 123 N 5TH AVE STE 130
GREG CIOC 614 DIVISION ST MS 36
JOHN COLEMAN PO BOX 5000
DAN COX 1800 CONTINENTAL PL
CAROL CREASEY
CURT CRITES 100 W BROADWAY STE 31
CAROLE CROFT PO BOX 5000
NORMAN CUFFEL 1216 W ROBERT BUSH DR PO BOX 187
VICKI CUMMINGS 115 S WOODING ST
STEVE DAVENPORT 1026 W BROADWAY AVE
JIM DEGRAFFENREID PO BOX 28
REGINA DELAHUNT 509 GIRARD ST
EMMETT DOBEY PO BOX 279
SHERYL DOTSON PO BOX 878
GARY DOUGHERTY 223 EAST 4TH ST STE 5
CURT DREYER 228 W MAIN ST MS: CH-17
CARRIE DUNCAN 470 9TH ST NE
EVAN DUST 1408 FRANKLIN ST
JOHN ELDRIDGE PO BOX 8900
SUSAN ELLINGER 1408 FRANKLIN ST PO BOX 9810
BRUCE EMERY 223 E FOURTH ST PO BOX 863
CHRIS ENDRESEN 614 DIVISION ST MS 4
STEVEN ERICKSON

PLANNING SERVICES 
DIVISION

128 N SECOND ST 
4TH FL 

GORDY EULER PO BOX 9810 
JIM FALK 1026 WEST BROADWAY
MICHELLE FARFAN 621 SHERIDAN ST   
BOB FINK PO BOX 279 411 N 5TH
DAVID FLEMINGS
PHILIP FLETCHER 614 DIVISION STREET MS 36
LEAH FORBES 1800 CONTINENTAL PL
STEF FRENZL 2731 WETMORE AVENUE
SEAN GAFFNEY 2401 S 35TH ST RM 228
CHARLOTTE GARRIDO 9265 BAYSHORE DR NW
JULIA GIBB 115 S WOODING ST
TRAVIS GODDARD PO BOX 9810
GEORGE GODLEY 3000 ROCKEFELLER M/S 607



DAVID GOLDSMITH PO BOX 1220
SYLVIA GOODWIN 5280 NW DR STE B
LYNDA GUERNSEY PO BOX 947
JOHN GUNTHER 5280 NORTHWEST ROAD
LOU HAFF 1800 CONTINENTAL PL
MITZI HALL PO BOX 5000
JEROLDINE HALLBERG 200 W WASHINGTON ST
BRYAN HARRISON PO BOX 68
STEVE HARVEY 207 FOURTH AVE N

ADMINISTRATION 
ANNEX

CHRIS HATCH PO BOX 188
LISA HENDRIKSEN 207 FOURTH AVE N
RON HENRICKSON 135 RHONE ST PO BOX 947
BOB HIGBIE 1408 FRANKLIN ST PO BOX 9810
TROY HOLBROOK

3000 ROCKEFELLER AVE M/S 
604

STACIE HOSKINS 621 SHERIDAN ST
ROY HUBERD
DEBORA HYDE 2702 S 42 STREET SUITE 201
RICHARD JAMES 223 E FOURTH ST
PHILLIP JENNINGS 16072 BEST ROAD
PAUL JENSEN 1026 W BROADWAY AVE   
ERIK JOHANSEN PO BOX 263
PHIL JOHNSON 1820 JEFFERSON ST PO BOX 1220
BOB JOHNSON 350 N MARKET BLVD
MICHAEL JOHNSON
KIRK JOHNSON 1800 CONTINENTAL PL
ERIC B JOHNSON 206 TENTH AVENUE SE
THERESSA JULIUS 115 S WOODING ST
CHRIS KEMP PO BOX 610
VICKI KERSHER PO BOX 9810
RICK KIMBALL MS 36

614 DIVISION 
STREET

SCOTT KIRKPATRICK 120 W KINCAID ANNEX #2
CHARLES KLEEBERG 2401 S 35TH ST #175
KATRINA KNUTSON 614 DIVISION STREET MS 36
V KOEHLER
MIKE KOHN 2420 119TH COURT SW
PETE KREMEN 311 GRAND AVE
MARK KULAAS 140 19TH ST NW STE A
LINDA KULLER 3000 ROCKEFELLER AVE  MS 604
BILL LABORDE 2601 70TH AVENUE W
JOHN LADENBURG PIERCE COUNTY-CITY BLDG

930 TACOMA AVE S 
RM 737

CRAIG LADISER 3000 ROCKEFELLER AVE
COUNTY ADMIN 
BLDG MS 604

JANE LAMENSDORF-BUCHER
RE "BUCK" LANE 130 SECOND STREET PO BOX 250
GERALD LARSON 5045 ALDER STREET
MARK LAUREN 621 SHERIDAN ST
CATHY LEAR
PATRICK LEE 1300 FRANKLIN PO BOX 9810
TERRY LIBERTY 1026 W BROADWAY
MARK LINQUIST 64 MAIN ST PO BOX 586
MIKE LITHGOW PO BOX 5066 PO BOX 5066
RICK LONG 816 160TH STREET EAST
ELIZABETH LOUDON
RICH LOWRY PO BOX 9810
GWEN LUPER PO BOX 217
MIKE MABREY PO BOX 9810
JERROD MACPHERSON 1016 N 4TH AVE
JIM MANSON 1026 WEST BROADWAY AVE
TERRY MARDEN PO BOX 910
JIM MARTHALLER PO BOX 5066 PO BOX 5066
STEVE MASSEY DOCKET ROAD SW
KOLYA MCCLEAVE 128 NORTH SECOND ST

FOURTH FL 
COURTHOUSE

DAVE MCCLURE
MICHELLE MCCONNELL 621 SHERIDAN ST   
LEE MCENERY PO BOX 947
NORMAN MCLOUGHLIN 9307 BAYSHORE DR NW



GUY MCNALLY 1800 CONTINENTAL PL
JIM MILLER 314 E CHAMPION ST
JOHN MOFFAT COURTHOUSE ANNEX
ALISON MOHNS 1800 CONTINENTAL PL
KELLEY MOLSTAD 204 W MONTGOMERY
DANTE MONTOYA PO BOX 217
PHILIP MORLEY 3000 ROCKEFELLER AVE MS 407
BETTY SUE MORRIS 1200 FRANKLIN ST PO BOX 5000
STEVEN W MORRISON 2424 HERITAGE COURT SW SUITE A
BRENT MORROW 200 W WASHINGTON
LEE NAPIER PO BOX  511
GARY NELSON 3000 ROCKEFELLER AVE
MARTHA NEUMAN
DARCIE NIELSON 350 COURT STREET #1
TOM NIEMANN 3000 ROCKEFELLER AVE MS 604
BRET NINE PO BOX 280
DIANE OBERQUELL 2000 LAKERIDGE DR SW
KRAIG OLASON 5280 NW DR STE B  
OLIVER ORJIAKO PO BOX 9810
MERRILL OTT 215 S OAK ST RM 214
GREG PARTCH N 400 MAIN ST
PAT PEARSON 201 W PATISON STREET
JAMES PEARSON PO BOX 2070
JOHN PEDERSON 1026 W BROADWAY AVE
ANN PEDERSON

5280 NORTHWEST 
DRIVE, SUITE A

MARY LOU PETERSON 123 FIFTH AVE N RM 150
LARRY PHILLIPS 516 THIRD AVE RM 400
GARY PIERCE
DARRYL PIERCY 411 N RUBY ST STE 2
MARJORIE PITCHER 207 FOURTH AVE N
CLARK POSEY 114 S SECOND ST
CARLY RAUCHO 200 W WASHINGTON ST
AARON REARDON 3000 ROCKEFELLER AVE MS 407
BETTY RENKOR 900 OAKESDALE AVE SW
SCOTT REVELL 310 W POPLAR STE 001
KARST RIGGERS PO BOX 610
DWIGHT ROBANSKE 341 E MAIN ST
DONNA ROBERSON PO BOX 1231
BARBARA ROBINSON PO BOX 186    
THOMAS E ROBINSON 206 TENTH AVENUE SE
JIM ROGERS 614 DIVISION ST
BARBARA ROSENKOTTER 135 RHONE STREET PO BOX 947
SHARON ROY 311 GRAND AVENUE
JOEL RUPLY PO BOX 5000
PHILLIP RUPP 350 N MARKET BLVD
MICHAEL SALLIS 207 FOURTH AVE N
AL SCALF 621 SHERIDAN ST
BRIAN SHEA 100 W BROADWAY STE 31
ANGIE SILVA 614 DIVISION ST MS 36
GEORGE SIMPSON
RON SIMS 516 THIRD AVE RM 400 MS KCC-EX-0400
JEFF SMITH 614 DIVISION ST MS: 36
SHARON SOLLARS
JEFFREY STEVENS 210 W BROADWAY
ANDRE STONE 123 FIFTH AVE N STE 130
CRAIG SWANSON 350 N MARKET BLVD
MARGE SWINT 200 W WASHINGTON ST
SUSAN TANSKA 7122 W OKANOGAN PLACE
RAY THAYER 205 S COLUMBUS RM 103 MS: CH-04
GREGORY TOMPKINS 315 W MAIN ST PO BOX 1506
JOHN TYLER PO BOX 5000
MICHAEL UDUK
ROGER WAID 9307 BAYSHORE DR
STEPHANIE WARDEN 900 OAKESDALE AVE SW
JAMES WEAVER 614 DIVISION STREET MS 36



LARRY WEIS PO BOX 190
MICHAEL WELTER 2000 LAKERIDGE DR SW
IRENE WHIPPLE PO BOX 305
CLAY WHITE 260 S OAK ST
STUART WHITFORD PO BOX 1076
GREGORY WILDER 123 5TH AVE N 130
TAMMIE WILLIAMS 1026 W BROADWAY AVE   
LOREN WILTSE 165 N FIRST AVE
KAREN WITHERSPOON PO BOX 790
MIKE WOJTOWICZ 207 FOURTH AVE N
CATHY WOLFE 2404-B HERITAGE COURT SW
LON WYRICK 2424 HERITAGE CT SW STE B
MICHAEL ZELINSKI 3000 ROCKEFELLER AVE MS 604
JIM ZIMNEY

PO BOX 1436
REAL ESTATE PO BOX 3727 MS-25

MS TRF/TPP-4 PO BOX 61409
PO BOX 3621
PO BOX 3621
PO BOX 624
PO BOX 997
320 E 2ND AVENUE
PO BOX 4429
1422 34TH AVENUE

TANNER
PO BOX 31
9830 NE 185TH STREET
PO BOX 82489
123 NW FLADERS STREET
8907 NE 219TH FILE # 96-W-0039-Q
11120 EVERGREEN WAY SUITE H22909 NE REDMOND-FALL 
CITY ROAD
295 CHIPETA WAY PO BOX 58900
PO BOX 1526
PO BOX 1800
PO BOX 187
PO BOX 99
PO BOX 78
ROUTE 3 BOX 1A121 SW SALMON STREET, 3 
WTC-PL
2711 PACIFIC AVENUE SE
3112 S 38TH STREET
3130 S 38TH STREET TAC 01
815 MERCER STREET

PACIFICORP 825 NE MULTNOMAH STREET LCM 2103RIGHT OF WAY 
MANAGER PO BOX 1869

PO BOX 90868, GEN-03E
PO BOX 1078
PO BOX 748
700 5TH AVENUE, SUITE 3300
PO BOX 34023
1500 4TH AVENUE, SUITE 600
400 SEQUOIA DRIVE

AT&T 600 WEST WISHKAH
6916 NE 40TH STREETPROPERTY 

DEPARTMENT PO BOX 24447
5232 LAKE TERRELL ROAD
7815 SHELLMONT STREETREDMOND 

DISTRICT
22909 NE REDMOND-FALL 
CITY ROAD
PO BOX 58900

RON BOTT 1700 E COLLEGE WAY
RANDY DANIELS 5702 SR 270
LAURA ISSAK PO BOX 3727
CHARLENE KRAUT 1122 75TJ STREET SW
DENISE KROWNBELL PO BOX 34023



BARRY LOMBRED
PO BOX 97034 OBC 11 
SOUTH

LINDA STREISSGUTH 22884 RYEN DR NW
11120 EVERGREEN WAY SUITE C
PO BOX 130
1519 ALASKAN WAY SOUTHSEATTLE 

DISTRICT
4735 EAST MARGINAL WAY 
SOUTH915 SECOND AVENUE, ROOM 
2664COAST GUARD ISLAND, 
BLDG 54-D
618 SECOND AVENUE
1922 W MARINE VIEW DRIVENAVAL SURFACE 

WARFARE OFFICE 630 3RD AVENUEDISTRICT PUBLIC 
WORKS OFFICE BLDG 232 US NAVAL STATION
CODE 24 19917 7TH AVENUE NE
LIBRARY 1200 6TH AVENUE MD 108

2600 SE 98TH AVENUENATIONAL 
FISHERIES BLDG 204 US NAVAL STATION

LLOYD 500 BLDG 500 NE MULTNOMAHRIDGEFIELD 
NATIONAL PO BOX 457

PO BOX 566
46 STEAMBOAT 
SLOUGH ROAD1835 BLACK LAKE BLVD SW, 

SUITE AMOUNT BAKER 
NATIONAL 2105 HIGHWAY 20MT BAKER-
SNOQUALMIE 21905 64TH AVENUE WEST

PO BOX 189
LIBRARY SERIALS PO BOX 245
HIRAM ARDEN PO BOX 3755-OPNP
MARYANN BAIRD PO BOX 3755
CJ BEEGLE-KRAUSE
DICK BERG PO BOX 3755
ED BOWLBY 510 DESMOND DRIVE
KAREN CHANG 1405 EMMENS STREET
JEFFERY COONJOHN

4735 EAST MARGINAL WAY 
SOUTH

JAY DAVIS 510 DESMOND DRIVE SE SUITE 102
STEVE FRADKI 600 PARK AVE
JOELLEN HENRY
LOU ELLEN JONES 510 DESMOND DRIVE SE SUITE 102
DAVID KENDAL PO BOX 3755
DEEANN KIRKPATRICK 7600 SAND POINT WAY NE
MATT LONGENBAUGH
JOHN MALEK 1200 SIXTH AVENUE MS ECO-083
SUSAN POWELL PO BOX 3755
STEVEN ROY 1200 SIXTH AVENUE MS ECO-083
JOHN STADLER
GAIL TERZI PO BOX C-3755
TINA TONG PO BOX 3755
RICHARD VON WITTKAMP 7600 SAND POINT WAY NE
KEVIN PARKER PO BOX 40600  JLOB 440
JOHN DRISCOLL
CHRIS MARR
GARY ALEXANDER PO BOX 40600  JLOB 407
GLENN ANDERSON PO BOX 40600  JLOB 417
SHERRY APPLETON PO BOX 40600  JLOB 424
KIRSTAN ARESTAD PO BOX 40483
MIKE ARMSTRONG PO BOX 40600  LEG 335A
BARBARA BAILEY PO BOX 40600  JLOB 405
DON BENTON PO BOX 40417 INB 109B
JEAN BERKEY PO BOX 40438 MOD1 103
BRIAN BLAKE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 339
DALE BRANDLAND PO BOX 40442 INB 203
LISA BROWN PO BOX 40403 LEG 307
KEVIN VAN DE WEGE PO BOX 40600  LEG 425B
JOE SCHMICK PO BOX 40600  JLOB 318
JASON CALLAHAN
TOM CAMPBELL PO BOX 40600  JLOB 333
MIKE CARRELL PO BOX 40428 INB 109A
BRUCE CHANDLER PO BOX 40600  LEG 427B



JOHN CHARBA
MARALYN CHASE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 433
FRANK CHOPP PO BOX 40600  LEG 339C
CHARLES ROSS PO BOX 40600  JLOB 410
CURTIS KING
JUDY CLIBBORN PO BOX 40600  JLOB 315
EILEEN CODY PO BOX 40600  JLOB 337
CARY CONDOTTA PO BOX 40600  LEG 122B
STEVE CONWAY PO BOX 40600  JLOB 307
SUSAN FAGAN PO BOX 40600  JLOB 435
LARRY CROUSE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 418
JAIME HERRERA PO BOX 40600  JLOB 320
JEANNIE DARNEILLE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 429
RICHARD DEBOLT PO BOX 40600  LEG 335C
JEROME DELVIN PO BOX 40408 INB 201
MARY LOU DICKERSON PO BOX 40600  JLOB 302
BRIAN HATFIELD PO BOX 40419 MOD1 104
ALECIA DUNKIN
TIM PROBST PO BOX 40600  JLOB 322
HANS DUNSHEE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 334
FRED FINN PO BOX 40600  JLOB 328
TRACEY EIDE PO BOX 40430 LEG 402
MARK ERICKS PO BOX 40600  JLOB 332
DOUG ERICKSON PO BOX 40600  LEG 427A
DEB EDDY PO BOX 40448 LEG 416
DARLENE FAIRLEY PO BOX 40432 JMP 102
DENNIS FLANNIGAN PO BOX 40600  JLOB 335
ROSA FRANKLIN PO BOX 40429 LEG 312
KAREN FRASER PO BOX 40422 LEG 404
JIM JACKS PO BOX 40600  JLOB 239
CURT GAVIGAN
TERRY NEALEY PO BOX 40600  LEG 434B
TAMI GREEN PO BOX 40600  JLOB 327
KATHY HAIGH PO BOX 40600  JLOB 431
LARRY HALER PO BOX 40600  JLOB 403
BRAD KLIPPERT PO BOX 40600  LEG 425A
JIM HARGROVE PO BOX 40424 LEG 411
BOB HASEGAWA PO BOX 40600  JLOB 425
MARY HAUGEN PO BOX 40410 LEG 407
MIKE HEWITT PO BOX 40416 LEG 314
BILL HINKLE PO BOX 40600  LEG 122D
STEVE HOBBS
JANE'A HOLMQUIST PO BOX 40600  JLOB 436
JIM HONEYFORD PO BOX 40415 LEG 316
ZACK HUDGINS PO BOX 40600  JLOB 326
SAM HUNT PO BOX 40600  LEG 438B
ROSS HUNTER PO BOX 40600  JLOB 305
KEN JACOBSEN PO BOX 40446 MOD1 102
FRED JARRETT PO BOX 40600  JLOB 412
KIM JOHNSON
RUTH KAGI PO BOX 40600  JLOB 304
JIM KASTAMA PO BOX 40425 MOD1 107
KAREN KEISER PO BOX 40433 MOD1 109
PHYLLIS KENNEY PO BOX 40600  JLOB 330
LYNN KESSLER PO BOX 40600  LEG 339A
DEREK KILMER PO BOX 40600  JLOB 430
STEVE KIRBY PO BOX 40600  JLOB 432
ADAM KLINE PO BOX 40437 MOD1 108
JEANNIE KOHL-WELLS PO BOX 40436 JMP 103
JOEL KRETZ PO BOX 40600  JLOB 439
DAN KRISTIANSEN PO BOX 40600  JLOB 404
JAN ANGEL PO BOX 40600  LEG 438A
KELLI LINVILLE PO BOX 40600  LEG 429
MIKE HOPE PO BOX 40600  LEG 430
ROSEMARY MCAULIFFE PO BOX 40401 LEG 403



BOB MCCASLIN PO BOX 40404 INB 112
JOHN MCCOY PO BOX 40600  JLOB 338
JIM MCCUNE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 321
JOE MCDERMOTT PO BOX 40600  LEG 436A
BRUCE DAMMEIER PO BOX 40600  LEG 122C
SCOTT WHITE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 314
MARK MILOSECA PO BOX 40600  LEG 437A
JIM MOELLER PO BOX 40600  JLOB 4422
DAWN MORRELL PO BOX 40600  JLOB 342
JEFF MORRIS PO BOX 40600  LEG 434
BOB MORTON PO BOX 40407 INB 115D
ED MURRAY PO BOX 40600  JLBO 203
DAVID TAYLOR PO BOX 40600  JLOB 324
ROGER GOODMAN PO BOX 40600  JLOB 316
AL O'BRIEN PO BOX 40600  JLOB 428
JEFF OLSEN
ED ORCUTT PO BOX 40600  JLOB 415
TIMM ORMSBY PO BOX 40600  LEG 122F
LINDA PARLETTE PO BOX 40412 LEG 415
KIRK PEARSON PO BOX 40600  JLOB 416
JAMIE PEDERSEN
ERIC PETTIGREW PO BOX 40600  LEG 122E
CHERYL PFLUG PO BOX 40405 INB 102
SHARON NELSON PO BOX 40434 MOD1 106
MARGARITA PRENTICE PO BOX 40411 MOD1 113
CRAIG PRIDEMORE PO BOX 40449 MOD1 111
SKIP PRIEST PO BOX 40600  LEG 122A
DAVE QUALL PO BOX 40600  JLOB 301
RANDI BECKER PO BOX 40402 LEG 409
DEBBIE REGALA PO BOX 40427 MOD1 112
PAM ROACH PO BOX 40431 INB 202
DAN ROACH PO BOX 40600  JLOB 413
MARY HELEN ROBERTS PO BOX 40600  JLOB 341
PHIL ROCKEFELLER PO BOX 40423 MOD1 110
JAY RODNE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 437
SHARON SANTOS PO BOX 40600  LEG 436B
EVAN SCHEFFELS
MATT SHEA PO BOX 40600  JLOB 419
MARK SCHOESLER PO BOX 40409 INB 106A
TINA ORWALL PO BOX 40600  JLOB 331
MIKE SELLS PO BOX 40600  JLOB 423
LARRY SEAQUIST
CHRISTOPHER HURST PO BOX 40600  LEG 426A
TIM SHELDON PO BOX 40435 LEG 412
PAULL SHIN PO BOX 40421 LEG 405
GEOFF SIMPSON PO BOX 40600  JLOB 426
NORM JOHNSON PO BOX 40600  JLOB 434
HELEN SOMMERS PO BOX 40600  JLOB 204
KEVIN RANKER PO BOX 40440 LEG 305
LARRY SPRINGER PO BOX 40600  JLOB 325
VAL STEVENS PO BOX 40439 INB 105
NORMA SMITH PO BOX 40600  JLOB 323
MARKO LIIAS PO BOX 40600 LEG 122H
PAT SULLIVAN PO BOX 40600  JLOB 122G
SHELLY SHORT PO BOX 40600  JLOB 406
DAN SWECKER 10420 173RD AVE SW
DAN SWECKER PO BOX 40420 INB 103
DEAN TAKKO PO BOX 40600  JLOB 421
TROY KELLEY PO BOX 40600  LEG 426
KAREN TERWILLEGER
RODNEY TOM PO BOX 40600  JLOB 414
DAVE UPTHEGROVE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 336
DEB WALLACE PO BOX 40600  JLOB 340
MAUREEN WALSH PO BOX 40600  JLOB 319
JUDY WARNICK



MARCIE MAXELL PO BOX 40441 MOD1 105
GARY WILBURN
BRENDAN WILLIAMS PO BOX 40600 JLOB 420
ALEX WOOD PO BOX 40600  LEG 437B
CHRISTINE ROLFES PO BOX 40600  JLOB 401
JOSEPH ZARELLI PO BOX 40418 INB 205

121 E MARKET STREET
210 CENTRAL
900 E FAIRHAVEN AVENUE
625 NE 4TH AVENUE
PO BOX 335
400 E 8TH AVENUE
600 W LOCUST
110 S SILVER
PO BOX 419
416 1ST STREET
PO BOX 87
1800 E MCLOUGHLIN BLVDCOUNTY 

COURTHOUSE PO BOX 5000
301 PENN AVENUE
195 S OAKNESPELAM 

REGIONAL PO BOX 140
PO BOX 1169
PO BOX 74
THIRD & RUBY
1666 LOWER ELWHA ROAD
1700 FIRST STREET
45 ALDER NW
801 WETMORE AVENUE
2702 HOYT AVENUE
17009 140TH SEBATTLE GROUND 

BRANCH 112 W MAIN STREETWHITE SALMON 
BRANCH PO BOX 1579STEVENSON 
BRANCH PO BOX 818

131 W BURGEN
E 502 BOONE AVENUE
PO BOX 62
207 W 2ND STREET1620 EDWARD P SMITH 
DRRIVE
S 11 THIRD PO BOX 496
3240 FORT ROAD
621 K STREET
10 WEST SUNSET WAY
PO BOX 990
314 ACADEMY STREET
605 MEYERS STREETDOCUMENTS 

DEPARTMENT 1111 110TH AVENUE NE
1301 SYLVAN DRIVE
PO BOX 800
500 COLLDGE STREET SE
1600 LOUISIANA STREET
PO BOX 3010
2520 KWINA ROAD
405 S DAYTONWEST RICHLAND 

BRANCH 5456 VAN GEISEN
315 SNOQUALMIE STREET
PO BOX 20084819 SHE-NAH-NUM DRIVE 
SE
238 OLD STATION ROAD
PO BOX 580REPUBLIC 

BRANCH PO BOX 601PORT ANGELES 
BRANCH 2210 S PEABODY

9600 COLLEGE WAY N
228 PINE STREET
PO BOX J



512 E MAIN STREET
12180 PARK AVENUE S
1320 W HOPKINS
1502 E LAURIDSEN BLVD
9401 FARWEST DRIVE SW
3005 112TH STREET E
856 ARLINGTON31912 LITTLE BOSTON ROAD 
NE
1220 LAWRENCE
902 7TH STREET
N 210 GRANDDOCUMENTS 

SECTION 324 S MERIDIAN
2002 E 28TH STREET
PO BOX 279
PO BOX 189
PO BOX 227COURIER 

SERVICE 100 CEDAR RIVERREFERENCE 
DEPARTMENT 955 NORTHGATE

302 W MAIN
PO BOX 451
5300 PACIFIC AVENUE SE
1010 GUARD STREET
5318 CHIEF BROWN LANE
1500 HARVARD AVENUE
3307 3RD AVENUE W
800 PIKE STREET
BROADWAY & MERIDIAN
802 BALL AVENUE
N 80 TRIBAL CENTER ROAD
7312 35TH AVENUE NEFREELAND 

BRANCH PO BOX 1357
PO BOX 365COUPEVILLE 

BRANCH PO BOX 745
6000 16TH AVENUE SW
N 1810 GREENE STREET
4322 N ARGONNE ROAD
811 W MAIN AVENUE
2ND & C STREET
TACOMA 2
PO BOX 247
3439 STILLAGUAMISH LANE
5900 S 12TH STREETWH AVEL 

MEMORIAL 125 MAIN STREET SRAYMOND 
BRANCH 507 DURYEASOUTHBEND 
BRANCH PO BOX 368

100 SPROUT ROAD
1500 N WARNER STREET
PO BOX 352900
212 MAIN STREET
500 TAUSICK WAY
310 DOUGLAS STREET

MEDIA CENTER 1300 5TH STREETDOCUMENTS 
LIBRARIAN

516 HIGH STREET
5205 NORTHWEST ROAD
S 102 MAIN STREET

7TH & ALDER

DOCUMENTS UNIT
MEDIA CENTER PO BOX 1647

102 N 3RD STREET3100 GEORGE WASHINGTON 
WAY
9790 OLGLE ROAD NE



1 PORTLAND STREET
PO BOX 577
PO BOX 3
PO BOX 660

111 S WOODING 
STREET

5500 ILLAHEE ROAD NE
PO BOX 496
25864 WASHINGTON BLVD
PO BOX 559

PO BOX 732
PO BOX 55
PO BOX 872
2711 ALASKAN WAYSHILSHOLE BAY 

MARINA 7001 SEAVIEW AVENUE NW
PO BOX 1209
3550 NW BYRON
1180 HIGGINS AIRPORT WAY3102 NW LOWER RIVER 
ROAD
PO BOX 1180
PO BOX 220

13 VISTA PARK 
ROAD

W 105 ISLAND STREET
1725 OCEAN AVENUE
PO BOX 87

TIM ARNTZEN 101 CLOVER ISLAND DRIVE
KEN ATTEBERY 8850 SW STATE HWY 3
SUSAN BAUER PO BOX 1350
JACK BLANCHARD PO BOX 456
PATTY BOYDEN 3103 LOWER RIVER ROAD
ROBERT BRENNER PO BOX 1837
LANNY CAWLEY 380 W MARINE DRIVE
KEITH CHAMBERLAIN PO BOX 1099
MIKE CONLEY PO BOX 304
LARRY CROCKETT PO BOX 1180

333 BENEDICT 
STREET

PATRICIA CURKLUND PO BOX 348
JAMES DARLING PO BOX 1677
RICK DAVIS 849 PORT WAY
THOMAS DUDZIC PO BOX 195
TONY EDWARDS PO BOX 53
ANDREA FONTENOT

915 WASHINGTON STREET 
NE

BREMT GRENING 111 WEST DIVISION
JUDY GRIGG PO BOX 1258
SCOTT KELLER

2952 GEORGE WASHINGTON 
WAY

CHRISTOPHER KEUSS 336 ADMIRAL WAY
BONNIE KNIGHT PO BOX 1
JIM KUNTZ 310 A STREET
JACKIE LEA PO BOX 651
PATSY MARTIN 15400 AIRPORT DRIVE
JACK MCCARN 3779 BANCROFT ROAD EAST
ANITA MCKIBBEN PO BOX 1837
JOHN MOHR PO BOX 538
JIM NEVA PO BOX 307
ERIC NOAH PO BOX 429
JOE POIRE 105 WEST ISLAND STREET
BOB ROBINSON 410 W BUSINESS PARK ROAD
GENE SEARS
DIANE SHERWOOD 154 E BINGEN POINT WAY #A
STEVE SIMPSON PO BOX 661 204 FRONT STREET
DAN STAHL PO BOX 297
STEVE TOMS 3950 FRANWAY LN SW
GENE TURNER 1 PORT WAY
SHELDON TYLER 24 SOUTH A STREET

PO BOX 107500
2060 LOU MENK DRIVE
2100 FIC 999 3RD AVE999 THIRD AVENUE, SUITE 
2000



PO BOX L-2OPERATIONS 
DEPARTMENT E 4315 SPRAGUE AVENUE
GARY BURKE 4501 KANSAS AVENUE
STEVE SIEVERSTEIN PO BOX 107500
ROZ MORRISON RESEARCH CENTER CAB 

305/TA00
2700 EVERGREEN 
PARKWAY

HOLMAN LIBRARY
12401 SE 320TH 
STREET

PO BOX 66000
1600 CHESTER AVENUERAY W HOWARD 

LIBRARY
16101 GREENWOOD AVENUE 
NMEDICAL CENTER 

LIBRARY 2405 COLLEGE WAY
2011 MOTTMAN ROAD SWFOREST 

RESOURCE BLOEDEL HALL, BOX 352112ASSOCIATE 
TREASURER PO BOX 351248

238 E ALDER
305 TROY HALLENVIRONMENTAL 

RESOURCES 516 HIGH STREET
237 W KELLOGG ROADPENROSE 

LIBRARY 345 BOYER AVENUE
KAY HAALAND 306 S FIRST ST
JIM KARR 190 CASCADIA LOOP
REBECCA MCINTYRE 1326 FIFTH AVENUE SUITE 400
JEAN MELIOUS ARNTZEN HALL 217
HEIDI ROSENBERG PO BOX 8937
LAURA SAUNDERS PO BOX 98000
STEVE SULKIN 1900 SHANNON POINT ROAD

PO BOX 41100 PLANNING & 
DEVELOPMENT PO BOX 41112

G-R-29-A-72 PO BOX 61409
IH-F-1-A-2 PO BOX 3621
M-P-25-A-69P1-69P2 PO BOX 61409RICHLAND/HANFO

RD OPERATIONS PO BOX 550
RR-R-14-A-80 PO BOX 621
TRT-TTP-4 PO BOX 61409
MS TRF-TPP-4 PO BOX 614091111 WASHINGTON STREET 
SE PO BOX 43140
2108 SE GRAND BOULEVARD
488 DEVONSHIRE ROAD
PO BOX 43137
115 G A BLDG AX11115 GENERAL 
ADMINISTRATION BLDG
MS GJ-11 600 N CAPITAL WAY
PO BOX 41019 1058 CAPITAL WAYBONNEVILLE 

POWER 905 NE 11THFISH & WILDLIFE 
SERVICE 911 NE 11TH AVENUE

MS TRF/TPP-4M PO BOX61409BUREAU OF 
RECLAMATION PO BOX 929

PO BOX 500
PO BOX 458481614 SOUTH MILDRED 
STREET, SUITE 1
1707 SOUTH C STREET
HIGHWAYS - LICENSING
PO BOX 1709
PO BOX 327
PO BOX 47440
MS KY-11

7150 CLEANWATER 
LANE

ANDY APPLEBY
GREG BARGMANN
JEFF BARSNESS PO BOX 1709
ERIC BARTRAND 1701 S 24TH AVENUE
DANA BASE

31707 WESTLAKE KETCHUM 
ROAD

STEVE BELL 249 FISH HATCHERY ROAD
KEN BEVIS 1701 S 24TH AVENUE
BOB BICKNESS 908 FRANK SMITH ROAD



JOHN BLACKLAW OFFICE OF DRINKING WATER PO BOX 47823
BRENDA BROKES PO BOX 1100
SCOTT BRUMMER 2108 SE GRAND BOULEVARD
CHRIS BYRNES 332 E 5TH ST STE 200
CHRIS BYRNES 332 EAST 5TH STREET SUITE 100
JAMES CAHILL 919 N TOWNSHIP
MARION CAREY
TODD CARLSON
DEBBIE CARNEVELI 2330 LORRAINE DRIVE SE
JULIE CLACAN PO BOX 1100
TOM CLINGMAN
MARV COLEMAN PO Box 47600
PATRICIA CRUMLEY PO BOX 47703
DAN DAFOE 551 TILLICUM LANE
MARK DAILY 600 CAPITOL WAY N
MARC DAILY 600 CAPITOL WAY N
RANDY DAVIS PO BOX 47775
JEFF DAVIS 502 HIGH ST STE 112
JEFF DAVIS 502 HIGH STREET, SUITE 108
KARIN DIVENS 2315 N DISCOVERY PL
KARIN DIVENS 8702 N DIVISION STREET
RUSS EAST 2911 2ND AVENUE
ADRIAN ETHELBAH PO BOX 99683
LARRY FISHER 3190 160TH AVENUE SE
ANGELA FREUDENSTEIN 2911 2ND AVENUE
ANNE FRIESZ PO BOX 280
SETH GALLANT
DICK GERSIB
BILL GOULD 1551 N WENATCHEE AVE
TOM GOWDY NW REGION PO BOX 330310
MARK GRANDSTAFF 702 LINCOLN STREET
FRED GREEF
CHRIS HALL

15 WEST YAKIMA AVENUE, 
SUITE 200

MEGAN HARDING 403 W 4TH AVE
LYNDA HOFFMAN PO BOX 1118
ERIC HOLMAN 2108 SE GRAND BOULEVARD
TIM HOSTETLER
MARK HUNTER MS 43135 600 N CAPITAL WAY
CONNIE ITEN PO BOX 753
JIM JABEL PO BOX 47338
NANCY JOSEPH 919 N TOWNSHIP ST
KAREN KLOCKE PO BOX 47823
SAM KOLB MS S-19
GAYLE KREITMAN
PAUL LARIVIERE

3030 W CLEARWATER 
AVENUE, SUITE 115

JOE LATOURETTE
JEFF LAWLOR 2315 N DISCOVERY PLACE
JEFF LEWIS 15 W YAKIMA AVE STE 200
TRACY LLOYD 1550 ALDER STREET NW
ALAN LOOFF PO BOX 1100
NANCY LOPEZ PO BOX 280
JEANNIE MCGLAUTHLIN 12218 147TH STREET COURT E
RUSS MCMILLAN MS 47600
BRIAN MCMULLEN 11018 NE 51ST CIRCLE PO BOX 1709
KEY MCMURRY 48 DEVONSHIRE RD
CHRIS MERKER 4601 N MONROE
WILLIAM MEYER 201 N PEARL STREET
SUE MEYER
KEN MOHORIC PO BOX 999
DAVID MOLENAAR 48 DEVONSHIRE ROAD
DON NAUER 3808 – 122ND E
TRAVIS NELSON VOIGHTS CREEK HATCHERY
TONY OPPERMANN REGION 4
ALLEN PALMANTEER PO BOX 29
MIKE PARTRIDGE PO BOX 47370



BOB PENNALE 3190 160TH AVENUE SE
ERIC PENTICE 1550 ALDER ST NW
DAN PENTTILA PO BOX 1100
DOUGLAS PINEO 4601 N MONROE STE 202
CHARLES PITZ PO BOX 47710
CINDY PRESTON PO BOX 280
JENNIFER QUAN 600 CAPITOL WAY N
BRENT RENFROW 201 N PEARL STREET
CATHLEEN RICHARDS
CAROL LEE ROALKVAM 310 MAPLE PARK SE
CAROL LEE ROALKVAM PO BOX 47331
DOUG ROBINSON N 8702 DIVISION STREET
ELIZABETH RODRICK
RICHARD RODRIGUEZ
GLORIA ROGERS PO BOX 695
TIM RYMER 332 E 5TH ST
TOM SCHIRM

DAYTON FISH MANAGEMENT 
OFFICE 529 W MAIN ST

RON SELL 121 ALDER SW
GERALD SHERVEY 3190 160TH AVENUE SE
JAIME SHORT 4601 N MONROE
PETER SKOWLUND PO BOX 47600
DENNIS SMITH 950 BROADWAY, SUITE 200
J MARK SOLTMAN PO BOX 47825
BOB STEELE 3860 CHELAN HWY N
JULIE STOFFEL 16018 MILL CREEK BLVD
KEN STONE
DONNA STOREIDE PO BOX 12560
DAVID TANNER PO BOX 47390
KATHY TAYLOR PO BOX 47600
REX THOMPSON 950 FARMAN AVENUE N
RANDI THURSTON 502 HIGH STREET, SUITE 108
KIM VANZWALENBURG PO BOX 47775
RICHARD VISSLER 1701 S 24TH AVENUE
MELANY VORASS
PAUL WAGNER
MIMI WAINWRIGHT 4601 N MONROE STE 202
WILLIAM WALLACE 919 N TOWNSHIP STREET
TOM WASHINGTON 401 2ND AVE S STE 300 MS TB-55
BILL WEILER PO BOX 213
BARRY WENGER

1204 RAILROAD AVENUE 
SUITE 200

GORDON WHITE PO BOX 47600
MEGAN WHITE PO BOX 47331
BRIAN WILLIAMS 430 91ST AVENUE NE SUITE 7
MICHAEL WILLIAMS PO BOX 1709
MATT WISEN PO BOX 98
KERRI WOEHLER PO BOX 3367
BILL WOGEL HCP I-90 CASCADES
ROBIN WOODIN 600 CAPITOL WAY N
WYNNAE WRIGHT 950 FARMAN AVENUE N32 AVENUE OF THE 

AMERICANREAL ESTATE 
TRANSACTIONS 1200 PEACHTREE STREET

440 YAUGER WAY SECOATES FIELD 
OFFICE

NINE LAKE BELLEVUE BLDG, 
SUITE 214
750 11TH AVENUE

MPD, INC PO BOX 897
8102 SKANSIE AVENUE
PO BOX 9901PTI 

COMMUNICATION 8102 SKANSIE AVENUE
165 S HOWARD STREET

2270 LAKESIDE BLVD MS 1103-642400 INTERNATIONAL 
PARKWAY
MS S2-16

6929 N LAKEWOOD 
AVENUE

892 WEST MADISON AVENUE
PO BOX 90



111 A STREET
1550 NEWPORT WAY NWRIGHT OF WAY 

MANAGER
700 W MINERAL ROOM, 
LAC8.24PORT OF 

LONGVIEW PO BOX 1258
PO BOX E
2423 EAST SHANGRILA ROAD
6391 SPRINT PARKWAY

MS KSOPMT 0101- 
Z2040

600 WEST WISHKAH
8102 SKANSIE AVENUE
902 WASCO STREET
MS KSOPMT 0101- Z2040

6391 SPRINT 
PARKWAY

14808 SE 16TH STREET
2312C W CASINO ROAD
PO BOX 1003 MS WA0103NP
PO BOX 99
PO BOX 98
14888 SR 525
2747 E STATE HWY 525

JOHN MORTENSON
700 W MINERAL ROOM, 
LAC8.24

CHRISTINE PRICE
CHRISTINE PRICE 1313 E COLUMBIA ROOM 205

PO BOX 68
PO BOX B

PO BOX 2200
PO BOX M
1715 LA FAYETTE STREET

DAVE ACHESON PO BOX 459
SUSAN ADAMS PO BOX 334
BRUCE ALBERT PO BOX 88
CINDY ALDOUS PO BOX 98
NANCY ALLEN 45672 MAIN ST PO BOX 39
SANDRA ATCHISON PO BOX 240
GEORGEANN BAFUS PO BOX 418
DORA BANNISTER PO BOX 160
WANDA BARTON-HOWARD 310 N "F" STREET PO BOX 38
ELLEN BAUMANN PO BOX 713
WALT BEAM PO BOX 85
MIKE BERTRAND PO BOX 219 60 2ND STREET
FRAN BOLT PO BOX 98
NICK BOND 201 CENTER ST W PO BOX 309
JILL BORUP PO BOX 27
KRISTI BOYCE PO BOX 248
LYLA BOYD PO BOX 397
CHRIS BRANCH PO BOX 2200
SAM BRAUN PO BOX 218
E. DIANE BROWN PO BOX 85
KYNDA BROWNING PO BOX 130
KYNDA BROWNING PO BOX 37 N 255 COMMERCIAL
LARRY "BUTCH" BURGESS PO BOX 228
LINDA BURGHARD PO BOX 218
MAUREEN BYRNE PO BOX 218
ANGELA CAIN PO BOX 277
HEATHER CANNON E 9103 FREDERICK
MARY JO CAREY PO BOX 179
DAVID COOPER 4030 - 95TH AVE NE
LARRY CORT PO BOX 725
RANDALL CROWNER 310 N "F" STREET PO BOX 38
JOANNE DAY PO BOX 177
NANCY DECKER PO BOX 258
MARY DEGON PO BOX 246
JOHN DOYLE 204 DOUGLAS ST PO BOX 400
CHRISTINE ERICKSON PO BOX 127
GREG EYLAR PO BOX 157
BRENDA FINNEGAN PO BOX 160



CANDACE FISHER PO BOX 65
C KING FITCH PO BOX 219
DOUG FORTNER 1030 ROE ST
CHARMAYNE FROST PO BOX 258
MICHELLE GAINES PO BOX 459
PATRICIA GERDES PO BOX 965
TANYA GOMEZ PO BOX 95
MONA GREEN 3000 HUNTS POINT RD  
ANDREA HARP PO BOX 248
CANDI HARRISON PO BOX 276
JIMMIE HARTER PO BOX 188
LARRY HAYDON PO BOX 131
LINDA HAYES PO BOX 298
LINDA HAYES PO BOX 162
LAURIE HILTON PO BOX 130
LARRY HOWARD 4030 - 95TH AVE NE
DON JACKSON PO BOX 276
KEN JACOBS PO BOX 277
SUSAN JAMES PO BOX 162
ROYCE JOHNSON PO BOX 65
BRUCE JOHNSON PO BOX 228
SHERMAN JOHNSON PO BOX 228
JOYCE JONES 1005 CASCADE ST PO BOX 397
PAM KELLEY 19 N THIRD PO BOX 215
JANET KEPKA PO BOX 89
LARRY KOCH PO BOX F
TERRI KOLLER PO BOX 228
MARY ANN KOONTZ PO BOX 498
LARRY KWARSICK 4 NE SEVENTH PO BOX 725
STEVE LACY 302 EIGHTH ST
LACEY LAHR 45672 MAIN ST PO BOX 39
EINAR LARSON 19 N THIRD PO BOX 215
DARLENE LASHAW PO BOX 49
TRINA LEE 302 EIGHTH ST
COLLEEN LESKINEN PO BOX 240
KITTY LESSER PO BOX 227
PEGGY LEVESQUE PO BOX F
HAROLD LOOMIS PO BOX 298
RON LUCAS 1030 ROE ST
JENNA MACDONALD PO BOX 277
CHARLOTTE MACKNER PO BOX 308
CANDY MALM PO BOX 188
KATHY MARTIN 110 N MAIN ST PO BOX 10
JERRY MATTESON PO BOX 177
FRED MCCONKEY 3000 HUNTS POINT RD
ROB MELLISH PO BOX 278
ANGIE MEYER PO BOX 87
RICHIE MORGAN 818 8TH AVE PO BOX DRAWER 91
PATRICIA MORRELL PO BOX 10
DAVID MYERS 201 E 5TH PO BOX 277
VERN NATIONS PO BOX 278
DAN O'DONNEL PO BOX 400
MIKE PAMMLER PO BOX 220
ALTA PAULSSON PO BOX 398
JARROD PFAFF PO BOX 218
MICHAEL PHERIGO 150 BRONSON AVE
KATHY PHILLIPS PO BOX F
DONALD REID PO BOX 214
CRYSTAL RICHER PO BOX 131
RUSSELL RICKETT PO BOX 246
DANA RIOS 150 BRONSON AVE
JEANETTE SCHWARTZ PO BOX 215
LISA SHEPPARD PO BOX 220
CARLA SHIRLEY PO BOX 214
TRISH SIMA PO BOX 218



TOM SMALLWOOD PO BOX 309
DAVE SMITH PO BOX 87
BOB SPENCER PO BOX 263
SUE ANN SPENS 10550 SE 27TH STCHARLES 
"CHUCK" SPIETH PO BOX 2200
ED STAMBAUGH PO BOX 498
RET STEWART PO BOX 357
CARL STIXROOD 5117 N WINNIFRED ST
COLLEEN STORMS PO BOX 278
VERNE STRADER PO BOX 418
JENNI STRAUGHAN PO BOX 157
BRENDA STREEPY 818 8TH AVE PO BOX DRAWER 91
SYD SULLIVAN PO BOX 713
DELILAH SUTTON PO BOX 528
RICHARD SWART 100 MAIN ST PO BOX 68
RENEY TILLMAN PO BOX 179
C. MICHAEL J. TRANSUE 5117 N WINNIFRED ST
DIANA VICKERY PO BOX 580
CAROL VISKER 300 LINCOLN AVE
BRUCE VONADA PO BOX 228
KENNETH WALLING 110 N MAIN ST PO BOX 10
JOE WARREN PO BOX 108
EILEEN WARTCHOW 8334 S MAIN PO BOX 1248
VIRGINIA WELKER 100 MAIN ST PO BOX 68
JUDEE WELLS 10550 SE 27TH ST
CHRISTINA YATES PO BOX 308
CHARLOTTE YERGENS PO BOX 263

2156 LUMMI VIEW DRIVEECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT PO BOX 115

12501 YELM HIGHWAYNATURAL 
RESOURCES

31974 LITTLE BOSTON ROAD 
NE
11014 19TH AVENUE SE SUITE 8  BOX 101
PO BOX 88419
3015 MISSION BEACH DRIVE
2284 COMMUNITY PLAZA

CHIEF ALLEN PO BOX 408
W. RON ALLEN 1033 OLD BLYNN HWY
ARNOLD ANDERSEN 4914 32ND AVENUE NE
TOM ANDERSON PO BOX 130
JOHN BARKLEY PO BOX 638
JOHN BARNETT PO BOX 2547
REBECCA BERNARD PO BOX 817
DAVE BINGHAM PO BOX 189
SHERI BREWER 5318 CHIEF BROWN LANE
RICHARD BROOKS PO BOX 498
CAROL BROWN 2851 LOWER ELWHA ROAD
DAVE BURLINGAME PO BOX 2547
DAVE BURNETT PO BOX 536
GARY BURNS PO BOX 130
LARRY CAMPBELL PO BOX 217
FRANCIS CHARLES 2851 LOWER ELWHA ROAD
RONALD CHARLES

31912 LITTLE BOSTON ROAD 
NE

SCOTT CHITWOOD 1033 OLD BLYNN HWY
BRIAN CLADOOSBY PO BOX 817
VINCE COOKE PO BOX 115
NARCISCO CUNANAN PO BOX 157
HERMAN DILLION, SR 3009 E PORTLAND AVE
JOHN DROTTS PO BOX 277
KEITH DUBLANICA N 80 TRIBAL CENTER ROAD
KATHY DUNCAN 1033 OLD BLYNN HWY
SCOTT EDSON PO BOX 150
MARTY ERETH

NORTH 541 TRIBAL CENTER 
ROAD

BRYAN FLETT PO BOX 100
LEANARD FORSMAN PO BOX 498
RHONDA FOSTER SE 70 SQUAXIN LANE



MARY FRANK 3009 E PORTLAND AVE
BILLY FRANK, JR 6730 MARTIN WAY E
ADELINE FREDIN PO BOX 150
TAMARA GAGE

31912 LITTLE BOSTON ROAD 
NE

RAY GARDNER PO BOX 228
HANK GOBIN 6700 TOTEM BEACH ROAD
MIKE GRAYUM 6730 MARTIN WAY E
CECILE HANSEN 4717 West Marginal Way SW
RANDY HARDER 7999 NE SALISH LANE
MARIE HEBERT

31912 LITTLE BOSTON ROAD 
NE

SHEAN HESS PO BOX 150
JAMES HILLAIRE 2616 KWINA ROAD
MIKE IYALL PO BOX 2547
CYNTHIA IYALL

4820 SHE-NAH-NUM DRIVE 
SE

JAMES JAIME 2464 LOWER HOH ROAD
JUSTINE JAMES PO BOX 189
EVELYN JEFFERSON 2616 KWINA ROAD
MERLE JEFFERSON 2616 KWINA ROAD
BEN JOHNSON, JR PO BOX 115
MARILYN JONES PO BOX 498
IAN KANAIR PO BOX 969
BOB KELLY PO BOX 157
KATIE KRUEGER PO BOX 187
KELLIE KVANSIKOFF PO BOX 280
DENESE LACLAIR N 80 TRIBAL CENTER ROAD
RICK LANDER PO BOX 217
LINDA LAUNGAYAN 2851 LOWER ELWHA ROAD
VIVIAN LEE 2464 LOWER HOH ROAD
KEVIN LYONS PO BOX 39
MICHAEL MARCHAND PO BOX 150
MICAH MCCARTY PO BOX 115
REBECCA MILES PO BOX 305
AARON MILES PO BOX 305
REBEKAH MONETTE PO BOX 115
MEL MOON PO BOX 279
JACK MOORE PO BOX 817
LAURA MURPHY 39015 172ND AVE
CHARLENE NELSON PO BOX 130
GLEN NENEMA PO BOX 39
ALFRED NOMEE PO BOX 408
DEANNE OSTERMAN PO BOX 39
ONLEY PATT, JR 729 NE OREGON STE 200
CLAY PENHOLLO PO BOX C
RUDY PEONE PO BOX 100
JIM PETERS SE 70 SQUAXIN LANE
PAM PETERSON PO BOX 638
ROB PURSER PO BOX 498
ERIC QUAEMPTS PO BOX 638
PHILLIP  RIGDON PO BOX 151
JAMES ROBERTS 5318 CHIEF BROWN LANE
DONALD SAMPSON 729 NE OREGON STE 200
RALPH SAMPSON PO BOX 151
SCOTT SCHULYER

25944 COMMUNITY PLAZA 
WAY

FAWN SHARP PO BOX 189
MEL SHELDON SR. 6700 TOTEM BEACH ROAD
RICHARD SHERWOOD PO BOX 100
JOHN SIMS
JOHN SIROIS PO BOX 150
TIM SNOWDEN 2464 LOWER HOH ROAD
JOHN ST. PIERRE PO BOX 150
PAT STEVENSON PO BOX 277
MAX STOCKS PO BOX 720
WILLIAM SULLIVAN 3009 E PORTLAND AVE
RON SUPPAH PO BOX C
GEORGE SWANASET PO BOX 157



BILL T SWEET PO BOX 280
JEFF THOMAS 6824 WEST PIONEER WAY
SANDRA THOMPSON 173 WILLIS LANE
ISABEL TINOCO 39015 172ND AVE
JONNI TRETTIVIK PO BOX 115
DAVID TROUTT

4820 SHE-NAH-NUM DRIVE 
SE

MARY VERNER 910 N WASHINGTON STE 107
GEORGE WALTER

4820 SHE-NAH-NUM DRIVE 
SE

JENNIFER WASHINGTON
25944 COMMUNITY PLAZA 
WAY

SCOTT WHEAT PO BOX 498
MARK WHITE PO BOX 536
ANDY WHITENER SE 70 SQUAXIN LANE
BILL WILES 910 N WASHINGTON STE 107
CHARLOTTE WILLIAMS 39015 172ND AVE
NELLIE WILLIAMS PO BOX 279
PAUL WILLIAMS PO BOX 498
DENISE WILLIAMS PO BOX 498
RAY WILLIAMS PO BOX 817
TERRY WILLIAMS 6700 TOTEM BEACH ROAD
FRAN WILSHUSEN 6730 MARTIN WAY E
RICHARD WOLTEN 5318 CHIEF BROWN LANE
RUSSELL WOODRUFF, SR PO BOX 279
CHRISTINE WOODWARD PO BOX 217
TOM WOOTEN PO BOX 217
KEITH WYMAN

25944 COMMUNITY PLAZA 
WAY

SHAWN YANITY PO BOX 277
RICHARD YOUNG 7615 TOTEM BEACH ROAD
ANDY BRASTAD
JEFF BRECKEL 2127 8TH AVE
BRIT DUDEK
KEITH FOLKERTS
SUSAN GULICK
BRAD JOHNSON
SHIRLEY SOLOMON
VAL STREETER 223 EAST FOURTH STREET
FRANK SWEET
BILL TOWEY
JAY WATSON PO BOX 5002
ANDY PO BOX 761

9719 MARY AVENUE NW
2420 WESTLAKE AVENUE N STREET 10
600 108TH AVE NE SUITE 1040
3205 PACIFIC AVENUE
PO BOX 191
750 11TH AVENUE
PO BOX 3885
227515 E BOWLES ROAD PO BOX 5797
190 GOWEN PLACE NW
2550 DENALE STREET
100 TECHNICAL DRIVE6200 MALAGA ALCOA 
HIGHWAY
2021 FEDERAL AVENUE EAST
411 13TH STREET4005 20TH AVENUE WEST, 
SUITE 221
5615 W MARGINAL WAY SW
PO BOX 33368
1600 6TH STREET
19123 56TH AVENUE W
9125 10TH AVENUE SC/O PROPERTY AND 
CONSTRUCTION OFFICE 910 MARION STREET
PO BOX 16771200 WESTLAKE AVENUE 
NORTH SUITE 504
5501 12TH AVENUE SW
1504 STATE HWY 105
4 CENTERPOINTE DRIVE



1411 FOURTH AVENUE SUITE 920
18215 NE 31ST STREET
8033 W GRANDRIDGE BLVD
9415 MILLER ROAD NE
4733 SHILSHOLE AVENUE NW
5300 26TH AVENUE NWELSON SLOAN 

TRUST PO BOX 830155
445 WOOD AVENUE SW
PO BOX 359
PO BOX 95
130 NICKERSON, SUITE 3072394 MARINER SQUARE 
DRIVE
8400 NE PAULANNA LANE
78 SHALLOW BAY COURTOWNERS 

ASSOCATION 521 SNAGSTEAD WAY
PO BOX 999 MS K1-67
277 DIKE ROAD PO BOX 356
3348 FISHTRAP LOOP NE
PO BOX 31307
1457 130TH NE
702 G AVENUE
PO BOX 4833
8055 COWICHAN ROAD
7096 PT WHITEHORN ROAD
4451 14TH AVENUE NW
1512 FAIRVIEW STREET

GEORGE 12019 76TH PLACE NE
PO BOX 721
PO BOX 1106
101 SHORE DRIVE7755 E MARGINAL WAY 
SOUTH

2ND FLOOR, M/C 1F-
58

4302 CHAMBER CREEK ROAD
PO BOX 500 HWY 12
PO BOX 690
442 CURTIS HILL ROAD
312 73RD AVENUE NE
7318 4TH AVENUE SOUT
PO BOX 5077
2700 YACHT HAVEN WAY
PO BOX 1576 548 14TH AVENUEYAKIMA FIELD 

OFFICE 1917 MARSH ROAD
PO BOX 99010
1717 MARINE VIEW DRIVE
PO BOX 267
PO BOX 13599
909 FOURTH AVENUE
PO BOX 810
PO BOX 3702500 CANTERBURY LANE 
EAST

BOB READ 142 VISTA WAY2072 W CAPTAIN WHIDBEY 
INN
7413 FLAGLER ROAD
2719 ISLAND DRIVE NW
615 SECOND AVENUE SUITE 625
222 FAIRVIEW AVENUE
PO BOX 1087
273 SR 4 WEST
PO BOX 2593
1411 FOURTH AVENUE2400 N 45TH STREET, SUITE 
101
1010 VALLEY STREET
PO BOX 86
PO BOX 644
901 FAIRVIEW AVENUE N
877 SHOSHONE DRIVE



4365 Y ROAD
4300 11TH AVENUE SW2109 SUMNER AVENUE, 
SUITE 202
417 N PEARL STREET

CHEMICALS US 404 HENDRICKSON DRIVETERMINAL 
MANAGER

20555 RICHMOND BEACH 
DRIVE NWBOY SCOUTS OF 

AMERICA 3120 RAINIER AVENUE S2040 WESTLAKE AVENUE N 
#303
917 PACIFIC AVENUE SUITE 100
505 FIFTH AVENUE SUITE 200

505 UNION STATION 
STE 900

1900 EAST D STREET
505 FIFTH AVENUE SUITE 900
PO BOX 10

404 HENDRICKSON 
DRIVE

161 WEST WHIDBEY #24
1851 SE CATALINA DR
349 DAMON ROAD NE PO BOX 1569
14711 NE 29TH SUITE 111
3287 H STREET
2600 N 20TH AVENUE
2501 SE COLUMBIA WAY SUITE 240

DEB 2908 W BROADWAY
367 OAKRIDGE ROAD10 EAST KENNEWICK 
AVENUESKAMAKAWA 

CENTER 570 HIGHLAND AVENUE
3101 NW GATEWAY AVENUE410 VALLEY AVENUE NW, 
SUITE 12
1103 HUNLEY ROAD
13601 SE 10TH STREET
2540 WESTLAKE AVENUE N
5350 PACIFIC WAY
207 FOURTH AVENUE N
599 WALKER ROAD NW12275 NE COUNTRY CLUB 
ROAD
1314 RED APPLE ROAD
PO BOX 4402
9301 21ST AVENUE W
4415 70TH AVENUE NW
81 ALDER STREET
PO BOX 218653 CRESCENT BEACH 
DRIVE
PO BOX 46
PO BOX 2287
820 EAST D STREET
PO BOX 271
3609 WEST 3RD STREET14161 BROWNSVILLE 
HIGHWAY NE

GOVES COVE 11531 JUANITA DRIVE NE
SYLVAN COVE DECATUR ISLAND

DECATUR ISLAND
3900 RAILWAY AVENUE
PO BOX 1524
900 MERIDIAN EAST #19-251

PARTNERSHIP I 1801 WEST BAY DRIVE NW
1608 SOUTH 96TH STREET

FOREST SERVICE 215 MELODY LANE
SKAGIT COUNTY PO BOX 396

864 SW 136TH2550-2730 WESTLAKE 
AVENUE NORTHDBA SWIFTSURE 

MARINA 2450 WESTLAKE AVENUE N
PO BOX 2856
141 ORCAS DRIVE
123 STURDIVANT AVENUE
18000 INTERNATIONAL BLVD SUITE 800
2235 FAIRVIEW AVENUE E
207 FOURTH AVENUE N



1777 S HARRISON ST PH-1
1790 E KITTLESON ROAD
PO BOX 240
910 SW SPOKANE STREET
9595 WILSHIRE BLVD #710

TIDES TAVERN 2925 HARBORVIEW DR
5834 WARD AVENUE NE
475 100TH AVENUE NE
PO BOX 311510614 SE KENTKANGLEY 
ROAD
PO BOX 640
921 FISH HATCHERY RDSTUCHELL 

ENTERPRISES
2707 COLBY AVENUE SUITE 
120818147 MOORES GARDEN 
ROAD
2411 ALASKAN WAY
2200 DIVISION STREET #E
3445 79TH AVENUE NW
20000 68TH AVENUE W
2601 WEST MARINA PLACE
PO BOX 968 MD-PE 20ENVIRONMENTAL 

CLEANUP 1200 SIXTH AVENUEREAL PROPERTY 
& SPACE MGMT 401 M STREET SW

2323 HASTINGS AVENUE W
JAMES H FOWLER ROUTE 1 BOX 23F

1944 FRANKLIN STREET
1932 FRANKLIN STREET
2154 N SHORE DRIVE
PO BOX 206
145 EASY STREET PO BOX 1480
PO BOX 198012112 NW LOWER RIVER 
ROAD
PO BOX 4249
4207 9TH AVENUE NW
PO BOX 1671
611 COLUMBIA STREET NW SUITE D
PO BOX 18
1016 14TH STREET
912 WEST 7TH STREET2207 FAIRVIEW AVENUE E, 
SUITE 15
11400 SE 6TH STREET SUITE 230
112 2ND AVE
401 NE ADAMS STREETGEORGIA PACIFIC 

WAUNA MILL 92326 TAYLORVILLE ROAD
1600 HUNTINGTON DRIVE
1940 EAST D STREET
225 EAST F STREET
1019 PACIFIC AVENUE SUITE 1119
PO BOX 140 B
961 12TH AVENUE
1037 WILD COYOTE RUN
1003 N NORTHLAKE WAY
1059 N NORTHLAKE WAY
1059 N NORTHLAKE WAY
PO BOX 1203
PO BOX 608
PO BOX 2632522 SW FIFTH AVENUE, 
SUITE 720
PO BOX 213
PO BOX 24971
PO BOX 1373
3365 FISHERMANS BAY ROAD
12207 NE 8TH STREET19472 POWDER HILL PLACE 
NE
PO BOX 24506
PO BOX 387



PO BOX 1715NORTHSHORE 
MARINA 8913 N HARBORVIEW DR

5975 E MARGINAL WAY S PO BOX 1599
N 25381 HWY 101
709 ALEXANDER AVENUE
PO BOX 7
HB #2

2201 FAIRVIEW 
AVENUE E

PO BOX 470
404 UNION STREET22909 NE REDMOND-FALL 
CITY ROAD
8324 NE HIDDEN COVE ROAD
335 A STREET PO BOX 285
16016 BEACH DRIVE NE
N 35959 HWY 101
91 N COLUMBIA RIVER ROAD

MAINTENANCE PO BOX 66
3110 RUSTON WAY, SUITE B
PO BOX 246
6155 NE 175TH STREETLIGHTHOUSE 

PROPERTIES PO BOX 198
PO BOX 1445
E HARSTENE POINTE
2422 EVERGREEN ROADDBA SUNSET 

YACHT SALES
2905 HARBORVIEW DRIVE 
NW
PO BOX 1872
62 B DOE RUN ROAD
PO BOX 64134
4109 STATE HIGHWAY 101
PO BOX 119
5721 SE COLUMBIA WAY
PO BOX 216
PO BOX 87
15425 SMOLAND LANEDIVISION OF 

CHENCO MARINE, 5101 EAST HIGHWAY 106
PO BOX 737 1000 WOODLAWN
3128 PORTAGE BAY PLACE E
700 S RIVERSIDE DRIVE
136 NE TERRITORIAL ROAD
3935 47TH AVENUERURAL 

ELECTRIFICATION E 325 SPRAGUE AVENUE
3320 N ARGONNE
PO BOX 88
PO BOX 1010

315 CARTER 
AVENUE

4050 MOUNTAIN VIEW ROAD PO BOX 9373546 WEST MARGINAL WAY 
SW
700 NORTH ENNIS
PO BOX 539
PIER 54DBA WESTSHORE 

MARINA PO BOX 1785
349 NW 7TH AVENUE1407 SUMMITT LAKESHORE 
NW
PO BOX 144
E 220 WILSON ROAD
23401 46TH AVENUE NW
402 S 333 STREET SUITE 102
401 EAST 15TH STREET1417 EAST SEQUIM BAY 
ROADKATHERINE G 

PURATICH PO BOX 272
3602 43RD AVENUE NE
PO BOX 227

CRESCENT BEACH 
DRIVE10612 NW LOWER RIVER 

ROAD #4
PO BOX 15108
1760 KALA POINT DRIVE
2211 N HENDRICKSON DRIVE3601 SK KAMLICHE POINT 
ROAD



2800 LILLY ROAD
SE 2741 BLOOMFIELD RD
531 KAMILCHE SHORES SE
PO BOX 33
950 WESTLAKE AVENUE N
1000 KIEWIT PLAZA4904 LAKE WASHINGTON 
BLVD
PO BOX 281
PO BOX 300
PO BOX 961
1595 SW HWY 160
200 CHARLESTON STREET
306 SE 15TH STREET
70 W SLEEPER ROAD
PO BOX 573
PO BOX 1020

DONALD OLSON PO BOX 16801200 10655 SOUTHPORT 
ROAD SW
1418 W WOODIN AVENUE PO BOX 186
80 WAPATO WAY PO BOX J
235 MANSON HIGHWAY12220 SOUTH LAKESHORE 
ROAD
9327 4TH ST NE # 8
4727 DENVER AVENUE S2031 FAIRVIEW AVENUE E 
#HSBT A
1515 FAIRVIEW AVENUE E11555 SE 8TH STREET SUITE 
140
639 N RIVERPOINT BLVD #3W
910 N NORTHLAKE WAY

EWING & CLARK 2110 WESTERN AVENUE2915 HARBORVIEW DRIVE 
NW
56 ROSEMARY LANE SOUTH
PO BOX 51107
1165 WEST VALLEY ROAD
1080 W EWING
PO BOX 4041
18303 17TH PLACE NW
5225 E MARGINAL WAY S334 LAKESIDE AVENUE 
SOUTH
3223 SIXTH AVENUE SOUTH

NOVAR CORP PO BOX 77040ROW 
OBLIGATIONS & 1025 ELDORADO BLVD

17791 FJORD DRIVE NE
PO BOX 425
PO BOX 1157 SE 2262 LYNCH RD
7352 27TH AVE NW3030 WEST COMMODORE 
WAY

PO BOX 417
PO BOX 2315
2017 FAIRVIEW AVENUE E #D

PC MANAGEMENT PO BOX 1607
PO BOX 111
20 S CLARK STREET
PO BOX 639
PO BOX 1730
111 MARKET STREET NE
2101 4TH AVENUE E222 SW COLUMBIA STREET 
#1133
19400 33RD AVENUE W SUITE 200
2910 96TH STREET NW
PO BOX 667
1211 ISLAND DRIVE
PO BOX 30911747 NE FIRST STREET 
SUITE 300



2000 43RD AVENUE EAST
9183 HOLLY FARM LANE NE
1717 MARINE VIEW DRIVE
313 EAST F STREET PO BOX 1275-98401
18743 FRONT STREET PO BOX 2079

LARRY ONLINE 1412 LATHAM COURT
1671 STATE ROUTE 105
PO BOX 85
12225 DUBUQUE ROAD250 NE TOMAHAWK ISLAND 
DRIVE
5320 28TH AVENUE NW
3824 41ST STREET CT NW
23423 BRIER ROAD
152 SUNSET VIEW LANE
PO BOX 141
PO BOX 1058
115 2ND AVENUE N STE 200
8425 6TH AVESPEARMAN 

ENGINING, PS
11410 NE 124TH STREET, 
SUITE 582
9927 MEYDENBAUER WAY SE PO BOX 863
PO BOX 70605
3030 S 240TH
PO BOX 3487
PO BOX 98704
3519 HARBORVIEW DRIVE DRAWER #3
PO BOX 2164
PO BOX 432
PO BOX 865
2050 FIR LANE DRIVE
9125 10TH AVENUE S1200 WESTLAKE AVENUE 
NORTH SUITE 1000

MIG CORP 2365 CARILLON POINT
FISH PROP, INC

1505 WESTLAKE AVENUE N 
SUITE 399
521 CASTLE DRIVE
2725 MONTLAKE BLVD EDNR - FOREST 

PRACTICES PO BOX 470161111 WASHINGTON STREET 
SE PO BOX 47000
N 80 TRIBAL CENTER ROAD
3030 B 68TH AVENUE W
3121 NORTH 8TH STREET
PO BOX 781
PO BOX 4001
3300 CHESTNUT STREET3911 LAKE WASHINGTON 
BLVD SE
5400 S CAMERON ROAD PO BOX 580
PO BOX 271
PO BOX 338
2445 BAKERVIEW ROAD
13707 92ND COURT NW
1840 HIGH NOON ROAD
PO BOX 5805
810 STATE ROUTE 20

ORDER NO 1443-
PX9470-92-371

1500 4TH AVENUE, SUITE 600
ALDERBROOK INN E 7107 HWY 106

PO BOX 365
933 N NORTHLAKE WAY #13
929 N NORTHLAKE WAY
1441 N NORTHLAKE WAY
PO BOX 1730

5975 E MARGINAL 
WY S

1600 S 2ND STREET
PO BOX 230819
PO BOX 75212
914 WASHINGTON STREET SUITE 7
PO BOX 4212



6812 MUNSON ROAD SW901 FAIRVIEW AVENUE N, 
SUITE A190
E 1950 HWY 3
1001 FAIRVIEW AVENEU N SUITE 14001115 NORTH NORTHLAKE 
WAY
1100 WEST EWING
1480 STATE ROUTE 105
600 UNIVERSITY STREET SUITE 2701
444 FRONT STREET PO BOX 216DBA ROSARIO 

RESORT 1400 ROSARIO ROAD
PO BOX 973
SE 1042 BLOOMFIELD ROAD
PIER 91 BUILDING 40 BOX C-
102

2940-B LIMITED LN NW
70 BREAKER LANE PO BOX 1780
PO BOX 91
11101 LARSON ROAD
360 INDRALAYA ROAD
PO BOX 686
PO BOX 284201 NORTH SIMMONS 
STREET
5351 24TH AVENUE NWHARBOR 

BUILDING SUITE 156
PO BOX 11477THE CAMPBELL 

GROUP
ONE SW COLUMBIA, SUITE 
1700MARK AYRANTO 

LIC & DEV 124-1334 ISLAND HIGHWAY
PO BOX 669
231 PARFITT WAY SW
SUITE 450

400 WARREN 
AVENUE

7150 CLEARWATER LANE
PO BOX 42650 MS KY-
11

MS 42668
PO BOX 3961016 WEST WASHINGTON 
STREET
PO BOX 145
519 SCENIC HEIGHTS PO BOX 954
1400 SW FIFTH AVENUE SUITE 900
114- 131ST AVENUE NE
20146 25TH NW
2102 E D STREETMARTIN SMITH, 

INC 83 S KING STREET SUITE 606
1301 ALASKAN WAY
1803 HEWITT AVENUE #108
PO BOX 2908
PO BOX 82298
44-224 MALEA PLACE
713 SIMUNDSON DRIVE6526 WATCHTOWER ROAD 
NE
422767 HIGHWAY 20
PO BOX 217
PO BOX 1780

19245 TENTH 
AVENUE NE

10745 NE SEABORN ROAD
2915 HIGHWAY 20
PO BOX 248DBA PORT 

LUDLOW MARINA 1 GULL DRIVE
KIANA LODGE 15347 SUQUAMISH WAY NE

PO BOX 10002
PO BOX 3
PO BOX 3170

ACCOUNTANT
18129 FJORD DRIVE NE, 
SUITE TWESTCHEST 

GROUP, INC PO BOX 3009
PO BOX 845
PO BOX 1037

15305 55TH 
AVENUNE

PO BOX 227



PO BOX 275
5309 SHILSHOLE AVENUE NW SUITE 215
305 EDIZ HOOK ROAD
23803 150TH STREET SE
700 NE DOLPHIN DRIVE
PO BOX 24526
2321 N NORTHLAKE WAY
PO BOX 2927
2608 BOYER AVENUE EASTEAST POINT 

GROUP 7104 NE 181ST STREET SUITE 104
3500 SW LAKE HEIENA ROAD1111 WASHINGTON STREET 
SE
PO BOX 309
PO BOX 822
PO BOX 778
1611 116TH AVENUE NE
700 N ENNIS
PO BOX 1625
5350 B 30TH AVE NW
PO BOX 23601

ALLISON 3220 NE 94TH STREET
2211 ALASKAN WAYROCHE HARBOR 

RESORT PO BOX 1
144 ROY ROAD SE
601 605 BAKER BLDG1411 FOURTH AVENUE, SUITE 
770
11019 COUNTRY CLUB DRMAXINE ROSS & 

ADAM ROSS 609 TACOMA AVENUE S
5490 ROCHE HARBOR ROAD
1126 N SIDNEY STREET17505 LINDEN AVENUE 
NORTH PO BOX 33490
1365 HARBOR LANE
1500 WESTLAKE AVENUE N SUITE 200DBA CROWS NEST 

MARINA PO BOX 6181
5228 SHILSHOLE AVENUE NW PO BOX 70328
PO BOX 70497

5228 SHILSHOLE 
AVE NW

4025 13TH AVENUE W
PO BOX 2464
PO BOX 187
2200 SIXTH AVENUE SUITE 400WESTCOTT BAY 

SEA FARMS 904 WESTCOTT DRIVE
PO BOX 375
8050 35TH AVENUE NE
19327 88TH AVENUE W
8511 15TH NE
2401 N NORTHLAKE WAY
1904 3RD AVENUE, SUITE 105
2414 ANDOVER STREET
1807 E HAMLIN STREET
1708 PANDORA STREET
PO BOX 1699
PO BOX N
4640 S DISCOVERY ROADd
PO BOX 687
1200 W NICHERSON
PO BOX 171
1094 7TH STREET
1213 E SHELBY STREET
PO BOX A
371 SCHOOL ROAD
250 EAST D STREET4649 SUNNYSIDE AVENUE 
NORTH
301 HAGARA STREET
PO BOX 2133
901 EAST 11TH STREET



917 E 11TH STREET
2949 QUINCE STREET SE
PO BOX 1101
PO BOX 2496

407 MAIN STREET 
#212

PO BOX 1017
PO BOX 5803911931 MAPLEWOOD AVENUE 
SW
520 6TH AVENUE SE SUITE 4003MESSANGER 

HOUSE CARE 
10861 NE MANITOU PARK 
BVD
21357 MANN ROAD
PO BOX 249
225 ROBERT BUSH DRIVE PO BOX 91
237 W ROBERT BUSH DRIVE PO BOX 288
1308 NE 134TH STREET
431 AMBAUM BLVD
15001 28TH AVENUE SW PO BOX 349
PO BOX 9820

PO BOX 210 MAIN STREET
14 WISCONSIN BUILDING
PO BOX 114BNSF REAL 

ESTATE
15601 DALLAS PARKWAY, 
SUITE 400
3710 SE 139TH AVENUE
PO BOX 2512
3003 HARBOR VIEW DRIVE PO BOX 16
2145 LAKE WHATCOM BLVD
1343 SW BAY STREET
PO BOX 824
PO BOX 2358
250 EAST D STREET
723 THE PARKWAY
5401 N WATERFRONT DRIVE
110A KANEOHE BAY DRIVE
TANGLEWOOD ISLAND4010 LAKE WASHINGTON NE 
#330
200 NE PACIFIC STREET SUITE 101
PO BOX 3087

15918 E EUCLID 
AVENUE

206 SW 112TH STREET
2339-B FAIRVIEW AVENUE E10200 WEST MARCH POINT 
ROAD PO BOX 700SUQUAMISH 

TRIBAL COUNCIL 321 W WASHINGTON STREET 
SUITE 323115 NORTHWEST OREGON 
AVE SUITE 9
741 MARINE DRIVE PO BOX 37
141 OAK BAY ROAD
3901 UNICK ROAD PO BOX 8
PO BOX 1169
PO BOX 44
PO BOX 248
2801 ALASKAN WY STE 107
PO BOX 17599
2181 CHICAGO WAY NW
PO BOX 787
PO BOX 94449
5618 MARINE VIEW DRIVE
PO BOX 17036
PO BOX 214
PO BOX 5818811211 SLATER AVENUE NE 
#200
PO BOX 496
415 118TH AVENUE SE
1201 PACIFIC AVENUE SUITE 600
PO BOX 68063
PO BOX 2465701 NW LOWER RIVER 
ROAD



PO BOX 1966
1109 N NORTHLAKE WAY
7531  WEST MERCER WAY
717 - 177TTH LANE NE

KG INVESTMENT 11225 SE 6TH STREET C-215
18905 92ND DRIVE NW
1100 WEST EWING PO BOX C 70739

6310 NE 74TH STREET SUITE 215E
3824 41ST STREET CT NW
810 THIRD AVENUE SUITE 1801411 FOURTH AVENUE, SUITE 
920
SAO235 BOX 352238
PO BOX 396
PO BOX 10652
3900 RAILWAY AVENUECORPORATE 

PROPERTIES 
633 FOLSOM STREET, 6TH 
FLOOR
327 N WENATCHEE AVENUE
514 EASY STREET
2100 WEST BAY DRIVE
190 WATERFRONT WAY
ROUTE 1 BOX 510
16300 MILL CREEK BLVD #103
PO BOX 1035
22519 MARINE VIEW DRIVEVILLIAGE OF 

WEST SOUND PO BOX 1191011 SW KLICKITAT WAY STE 
103
5460 HIGHLAND DRIVE
2013 4TH AVENUE SUITE 402
712 N 34TH STREET #200
3825 STEAMBOAT ROAD NW
1701 1ST STREET
PO BOX 1000
PO BOX 188
PO BOX 9777
PO BOX 1012
1112 GRAND AVENUE
PO BOX 309
PO BOX 435
3876 HANNEGAN ROAD

REAL ESTATE ONE TECHNOLOGY CENTER
560 WOOD AVENUE SW
3100 PORTAGE BAY PLACE E
141 PARFITT WAY SW
5008 WISHKAH ROAD
851 SW 6TH
520 PIKE STREET SUITE 1220

519 S PEABODY #4
BRIAN ABBOTT PO BOX 29
MIKE ABENDHOFF 2953 HUNTINGTON STREET
BRAD ACK PO BOX 40900
MELISSA ADAMS

4024 NORTHWEST AVENUE, 
APT 204WILLIAM & 

CHARMOND ADKINS PO BOX 164
LISA ADOLFSON
MIKE AHRENIUS 19 BERESFORD ROAD
MIKE AHRENIUS PO BOX 666
RON AKESON 701 E HOLLY STREET
BEN ALEXANDER PO BOX
LENNIS ALLEN
GARY ALSPAUGH PO BOX 1211
DAVID ALVORD 513 S 4TH
RICHARD ANDA PO BOX 410
BARRY ANDERSEN 824 WYOMING STREET
VALERIE ANDERSON 4121 N GOVE STREET



JAMES ANDERSON 50 HORN ROAD
RICK ANDERSON MS 48343
JENNY ANDERSON 16215 NE 124TH STREET
H JENNY ANDERSON 16215 NE 124TH STREET
HAROLD ANDERSON PO BOX 2356
ROGER ANDRASCIK TAHOMA WOODS STAR ROUTERICHARD KAPPLIA 
& ANDREW BLAIR PO BOX 108
JODI ANDREWS 4714 BALLARD AVE NW #150
FREDERICK L ANDREWS PO BOX 125
LIAM ANTRIM 138 W FIRST STREET
ELIZABETH APPY 1423 3RD AVENUE, SUITE 300RICHARD J & 
JULIE A ARMITAGE 5840 PACKARD LANE NE
ROBERT ARNE PO BOX 24324



CITY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE # EXTENSION FAX #
LYNNWOOD WA 98037 (425) 743-4605
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 537-3274
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 293-1920
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 299-1942
ARLINGTON WA 98223
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
BLAINE WA 98230
BOTHELL WA 98011 (425) 486-2768
BURLINGTON WA 98233
CENTRALIA WA 98531 (360) 330-7512
CENTRALIA WA 98531 (360) 330-7512
CLE ELUM WA 98922 (509) 674-2262
DUVALL WA 98019 (425) 788-5959
ELMA WA 98541 (360) 482-3055
EVERETT WA 98201 (206) 259-8800
EVERETT WA 98201
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (253) 858-8145
GOLD BAR WA 98251
KALAMA WA 98625 (360) 673-3706
KELSO WA 98626
KENT WA 98032 (206) 859-3383
KENT WA 98031
LAKE STEVENS WA 98285
MARYSVILLE WA 98270
MARYSVILLE WA 98270
MARYSVILLE WA 98270 (360) 651-5100
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 755-9715
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 336-6219
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 336-0624
NEWPORT WA 99156 (509) 447-5611
OAK HARBOR WA 98277 (360) 679-2628
OAK HARBOR WA 98277
OLYMPIA WA 98501
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 753-8768
RAYMOND WA 98577 (360) 942-3451
REDMOND WA 98073 (425) 556-2843
REDMOND WA 98052 (425) 556-2724
RENTON WA 98055
RENTON WA 98055
RENTON WA 98055 (206) 782-5699
RICHLAND WA 99352 (509) 943-7390
SEATTLE WA 98103
SEATTLE WA 98124 (206) 684-8600
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 684-3000
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 684-3394
SEATTLE WA 98124-4729
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98134 (206) 684-4075
SHELTON WA 98584
SNOHOMISH WA 98290
SNOHOMISH WA 98290
SOAP LAKE WA 98851 (509) 246-1211
SULTAN WA 98294
TACOMA WA 98402 (206) 591-5740
TACOMA WA 98401
TACOMA WA 98402 (253) 591-5760
TACOMA WA 98404
WINSLOW WA 98110
REDMOND WA 98052
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 684-4075
SEATTLE WA 98109
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 684-4159
SEATTLE WA 98134 (206) 386-1405
SEATTLE WA 98104



STEILACOOM WA 98388 (253) 581-1912
TACOMA WA 98405 (206) 305-1000
WOODINVILLE WA 98072 (425) 487-4100
BURLINGTON WA 98233
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366          (360) 876-4409 (360) 985-9029
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366          
CAMAS WA 98607          
NOOKSACK WA 98276          
MEDINA WA 98039          (425) 454-9222 (425) 454-8490
COLFAX WA 99111-0229     (509) 397-3861 (509) 397-3044
MOXEE WA 98936          (509) 575-8851 (509) 575-8852
PASCO WA 99301          (509) 545-3441
NORMANDY PARK WA 98166-3679     (206) 248-7603 (206) 439-8674
RICHLAND WA 99352
GEORGE WA 98824          (509) 766-3600 (509) 766-9392

MOSES LAKE WA 98837          (509) 766-9235 (509) 766-9392
ROYAL CITY WA 99357          (509) 346-2263 (509) 346-2040
WARDEN WA 98857          (509) 349-2326 (509) 349-2027
COLLEGE PLACE WA 99324-1516     (509) 529-1200 (509) 525-5352
MILL CREEK WA 98012          (425) 921-5738 (425) 745-9650
KELSO WA 98626          (360) 423-9922 (360) 423-1738
KENT WA 98032-5895     (253) 856-5431 (253) 856-6454
NEWPORT WA 99156          
WASHOUGAL WA 98671          (360) 835-8501 (360) 835-8808
MILTON WA 98354          (253) 922-8733 (253) 922-2385
NAPAVINE WA 98565          (360) 262-9231 (360) 262-9885
BELLINGHAM WA 98225 (360) 676-6900 (360) 738-7351
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          
TACOMA WA 98402          (253) 591-5000 (253) 591-5300
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     (360) 696-8005
MESA WA 99343          (509) 265-4253 (509) 265-4259
MONROE WA 98272          (360) 863-4534 (360) 794-4007
ELLENSBURG WA 98926
EAST WENATCHEE WA 98802          (509) 884-5396 (509) 886-6103
CHEWELAH WA 99109-0258     (509) 935-8311 (509) 935-6279
BELLINGHAM WA 98226-4029     
YELM WA 98597          (360) 458-3244 (360) 458-4348
COLFAX WA 99111-0229     (509) 397-3861 (509) 397-3044
GOLDENDALE WA 98620          (509) 773-3771 (509) 773-9171
LAKE FOREST PARK WA 98155-1710     (206) 368-5440 (206) 364-6521
YAKIMA WA 98902          (509) 575-6042 (509) 575-6105
MCCLEARY WA 98557-9652     (360) 495-3667 (360) 495-4483
POULSBO WA 98370-0098     (360) 779-3006 (360) 697-8269 
FEDERAL WAY WA 98063-9718     
ORTING WA 98360          (360) 893-2219 (360) 893-6809
TUKWILA WA 98188          (206) 431-3654 (206) 431-3665
REDMOND WA 98056
OKANOGAN WA 98840          (509) 422-3600
ASOTIN WA 99402 (509) 243-4411 (509) 243-1223
FIRCREST WA 98466-6999     (253) 238-4135 (253) 566-0762
DUVALL WA 98019          (425) 788-1156 (425) 788-8097
BLACK DIAMOND WA 98010          (360) 886-2560 (360) 886-2592
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     
CAMAS WA 98607          (360) 817-1562 (360) 834-1535
COLLEGE PLACE WA 99324          (509) 525-0510 (509) 525-5352
COLLEGE PLACE WA 99324 (509) 525-0510 (509) 526-4094
WASHOUGAL WA 98671          (360) 835-8501 (360) 835-7559
BREMERTON WA 98337          (360) 473-5266 (360) 478-5200
CAMAS WA 98607 (360) 834-3451
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-6214 (360) 336-6283
TONASKET WA 98855          (509) 486-2132 (509) 486-1831
BINGEN WA 98605          (509) 493-2122 (509) 493-1391
LONGVIEW WA 98632-7080     (360) 442-5004 (360) 577-4018
SUMAS WA 98295          (360) 988-5711



ELMA WA 98541          (360) 482-4482 (360) 482-4960
WESTPORT WA 98595          
LAKEWOOD WA 98499-5027     (253) 512-2261 (253) 512-2268
LACEY WA 98509
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          
OMAK WA 98841          (509) 826-1170 (509) 826-6531
SEATAC WA 98188-8605     (206) 973-4831 (206) 241-3999
MERCER ISLAND WA 98040-3732     (206) 236-5323 (206) 236-3651
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     
BATTLE GROUND WA 98604 (360) 342-5047 (360) 342-5047
UNIVERSITY PLACE WA 98466          (253) 566-5656 (253) 460-2541
BONNEY LAKE WA 98230 (253) 862-8602
EDMONDS WA 98020          (425) 771-0220 (425) 771-0221
CONCONULLY WA 98819          (509) 826-6005 (509) 826-5747
SULTAN WA 98294          (360) 793-3277 (360) 793-3344
DUPONT WA 98327          (253) 964-8121 (253) 964-3554
LACEY WA 98509-3400     (360) 491-3214 (360) 438-2669
MORTON WA 98356          (360) 496-6881 (360) 496-6899
FIRCREST WA 98466
CONCONULLY WA 98819          (509) 826-6005 (509) 826-5747
TENINO WA 98589-4019     (360) 264-2368 (360) 264-5772
BRIER WA 98036          (425) 775-5440 (425) 672-9025
WOODWAY WA 98020-5299     (206) 546-9453
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          (360) 676-6982 (360) 738-7306
KENT WA 98032          (253) 856-5200 (253) 856-6200
OAK HARBOR WA 98277-4092     (360) 679-5551 (360) 675-2122
REPUBLIC WA 99166          (509) 775-3216
ASOTIN WA 99402          (509) 243-4411 (509) 243-1223
EVERETT WA 98201 (425) 257-8949
VADER WA 98593          (360) 295-3222 (360) 295-3012
OAK HARBOR WA 98277-4092     (360) 679-5551 (360) 675-2122
RIDGEFIELD WA 98642-0608     (360) 887-3908 (360) 887-2507
EVERETT WA 98201-4404     (425) 257-7131 (425) 257-8742
FORKS WA 98331
LYNNWOOD WA 98046          (425) 670-8306 (425) 771-6585
PALOUSE WA 99161          (509) 878-1811 (509) 878-1811
PATEROS WA 98846          
SUMAS WA 98295 (360) 988-5711
SELAH WA 98942          (509) 698-7367 (509) 698-7372
MCCLEARY WA 98557-9652     (360) 495-3667 (360) 495-3097
PUYALLUP WA 98371          (253) 841-4321 (253) 841-5484
BELLEVUE WA 98009-9012     (425) 452-6800 (425) 452-5241
CAMAS WA 98607          (360) 834-3451 (360) 834-1535
OAKVILLE WA 98568          (360) 273-8916 (360) 273-5120
PULLMAN WA 99163          (509) 338-3279 (509) 334-2751
SEATAC WA 98188          
RIDGEFIELD WA 98642-0608     
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     
STEVENSON WA 98648          (509) 427-5970 (509) 427-8202
MARYSVILLE WA 98270          (360) 651-5100 (360) 651-5099
HOQUIAM WA 98550          (360) 532-9330
KENMORE WA 98028-0607     (425) 398-8900 (425) 481-3236
EVERETT WA 98201          
PALOUSE WA 99161          (509) 878-1811 (509) 878-1320
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     (360) 735-8873
ROY WA 98580          (253) 843-1113 (253) 843-0279
WALLA WALLA WA 99362          
CLARKSTON WA 99403          (509) 758-5541 (509) 758-1670
SUMNER WA 98390          (253) 299-6790 (253) 863-2850
KALAMA WA 98625          (360) 577-3041 (360) 425-7760
OLYMPIA WA 98507          
GEORGE WA 98824          (509) 785-5081 (509) 635-1201
SPRAGUE WA 99032          
FEDERAL WAY WA 98063



ROSLYN WA 98941          (509) 649-3105 (509) 649-3174
SEATAC WA 98188          (206) 241-9100 (206) 241-3999
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          (360) 738-7306
FORKS WA 98331-8618     (360) 374-5412 (360) 374-9430
BURLINGTON WA 98233-1945     (360) 755-9717 (360) 755-9309
KAHLOTUS WA 99335          (509) 282-3372 (509) 282-3325
OLYMPIA WA 98507          (360) 753-8325
SPOKANE WA 99201-3329     (509) 625-6300 (509) 625-6013
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 842-7633 (206) 780-0955
DES MOINES WA 98198 (206) 870-7576
ISSAQUAH WA 98027-1307     (425) 837-3000 (425) 837-3009
MONROE WA 98272          (360) 863-4553 (360) 794-4007
BLAINE WA 98230          (360) 332-8311 (360) 332-8330
NEWCASTLE WA 98059          (425) 228-4251
LYNNWOOD WA 98046
ROY WA 98580          (253) 843-1113 (253) 843-0279
UNIVERSITY PLACE WA 98466          (253) 566-5656 (253) 566-5658
MEDINA WA 98039          (425) 454-5259 (425) 454-8490
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 425-4312
EVERETT WA 98201          (425) 257-8731 (425) 259-8742
GOLD BAR WA 98251          (360) 793-1101 (360) 793-2282
HARRINGTON WA 99134          (509) 253-4345 (509) 253-4370
LONG BEACH WA 98631          (360) 642-4421 (360) 642-8841
LYNNWOOD WA 98046          (206) 775-1971 (206) 771-6144
POMEROY WA 99347          (509) 843-1601 (509) 843-1158
DAYTON WA 99328-1396     (509) 382-2361 (509) 382-2539
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     
BURIEN WA 98166-1973     (206) 248-5519 (206) 444-6819
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-6214 (360) 336-6283 
RITZVILLE WA 99169          (509) 659-1930 (509) 659-0253
SAMMAMISH WA 98074          (425) 836-7903 (425) 898-0669
EDMONDS WA 98020          (425) 775-2525 (425) 771-0252
TEKOA WA 99033          
SNOHOMISH WA 98290          (360) 568-3115 (360) 568-1375
FIFE WA 98424
ASOTIN WA 99402          (509) 243-4411 (509) 243-1223
STANWOOD WA 98292          (360) 629-4577 (360) 629-6294
EVERETT WA 98201          (425) 257-8742
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
NORTH BONNEVILLE WA 98639          (509) 427-8182 (509) 427-7214
YELM WA 98597          (360) 458-8401 (360) 458-4348
LYNDEN WA 98264          (360) 354-5532 (360) 354-8951
NOOKSACK WA 98276          (360) 733-6033 (360) 733-6461 
MERCER ISLAND WA 98040-3732     (206) 236-3593 (206) 236-3599
NAPAVINE WA 98565          (360) 262-9231 (360) 262-9885
HARRINGTON WA 99134          (509) 253-4345 (509) 253-4370
SEDRO-WOOLLEY WA 98284          
NORTH BEND WA 98045          (425) 888-1211 (425) 831-6200
SOUTH BEND WA 98586-0009     
BELLEVUE WA 98009 (206) 453-4887
PACIFIC WA 98047          (253) 929-1100 (253) 939-6026
GOLD BAR WA 98251          (360) 793-1101 (360) 793-2282
WAITSBURG WA 99361          (509) 337-6371 (509) 337-8089
ISSAQUAH WA 98027-1307     (425) 837-3085 (425) 837-3089
MARYSVILLE WA 98270          (360) 651-5111 (360) 651-5099
EDGEWOOD WA 98371-1010     (253) 952-3299 (253) 952-3537
WHITE SALMON WA 98672          
MOUNTLAKE TERRACE WA 98043          (425) 744-6266 (425) 778-6421
ZILLAH WA 98953          (509) 829-5151 (509) 829-5457
PATEROS WA 98846          
ILWACO WA 98624          (360) 642-3145 (360) 642-3155
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     (360) 619-4103
BREMERTON WA 98337          (360) 478-5275 (360) 478-5278
SEQUIM WA 98382          
GIG HARBOR WA 98335          (253) 851-8136 (253) 851-8563



LAKE FOREST PARK WA 98155          (206) 364-7711 (206) 361-8156
DUVALL WA 98019          (425) 788-1185 (425) 788-8097
MAPLE VALLEY WA 98038          (425) 413-8800 (425) 413-4282
BATTLE GROUND WA 98604          (360) 342-5000 (360) 342-5050
LA CENTER WA 98629          (360) 263-2782 (360) 263-2757
REDMOND WA 98073-9710     (425) 556-2900 (425) 556-2110
LONGVIEW WA 98632
MABTON WA 98935          (509) 894-4096 (509) 894-4813
GRANITE FALLS WA 98252          (360) 691-6441 (360) 691-6734
LAKE STEVENS WA 98258
BURIEN WA 98166 (206) 248-5522
BONNEY LAKE WA 98390-0944     (253) 862-8602 (253) 862-8538
BUCKLEY WA 98321          (360) 829-1921 (360) 829-2659
DAVENPORT WA 99122-0026     (509) 725-4352 (509) 725-4300
LAKEWOOD WA 98499
PULLMAN WA 99163-0249     
TENINO WA 98589          (360) 264-2368 (360) 264-5772
RAYMOND WA 98577-2420     (360) 942-4100 (360) 942-4137
MOSSYROCK WA 98564          (360) 983-3300 (360) 983-8218
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110-1812     (206) 842-2552 (206) 780-0955
WESTPORT WA 98595          (360) 268-0835 (360) 268-0921
FIFE WA 98424          (253) 922-2489 (253) 922-5355
MARYSVILLE WA 98270          (360) 651-5000 (360) 651-5033
RENTON WA 98055          (425) 430-6510 (425) 430-6516
BREMERTON WA 98337          (360) 473-5275
WHITE SALMON WA 98672          (509) 493-1133 (509) 493-1231
DES MOINES WA 98198          (206) 870-6554 (206) 870-6544
NEWPORT WA 99156          (509) 447-5611 (509) 447-2259
POULSBO WA 98370          (360) 697-8263 (360) 697-8269
BONNEY LAKE WA 98390-0944     
GRAND COULEE WA 99133          (509) 633-1105 (509) 633-1370
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          (360) 676-6982 (360) 738-7306
GRANGER WA 98932          (509) 854-1725 (509) 854-2103
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          

WA
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110-1812     (206) 842-7633 (206) 842-5741
WINLOCK WA 98596          (360) 785-3811 (360) 785-4378
AUBURN WA 98001 (253) 931-3010 (253) 804-3114
DEER PARK WA 99006          (509) 276-8802 (509) 276-5764
LEAVENWORTH WA 98826          (509) 548-5275 (509) 548-6429
WALLA WALLA WA 99362          (509) 527-4535 (509) 525-0484
SUNNYSIDE WA 98944-2206     (509) 837-7999 (509) 837-3268
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     (360) 735-8873 (360) 696-8029
BOTHELL WA 98011-3403     (425) 486-3256 (425) 487-1204
FERNDALE WA 98248          (360) 384-4302 (360) 384-5189
PULLMAN WA 99163
OCEAN SHORES WA 98569          (360) 289-2754 (360) 289-2022
EVERETT WA 98201-4044     (425) 257-8731
ARLINGTON WA 98223          (360) 403-3421 (360) 435-3906
SNOQUALMIE WA 98065          (425) 888-1555 (425) 831-6041
KIRKLAND WA 98033-6189     (425) 828-1100 (425) 803-1914
SPRAGUE WA 99032          (509) 257-2662 (509) 257-2691
BONNEY LAKE WA 98390-0944     (253) 862-8602 (253) 862-8538
SEQUIM WA 98382-3317     (360) 683-4908 (360) 681-0552
LA CENTER WA 98629          (360) 263-8663 (360) 263-5700
AUBURN WA 98001-4998     (206) 931-3041 (206) 931-3132
SUMAS WA 98295          (360) 988-2057 (360) 988-8855
AIRWAY HEIGHTS WA 99001 (509) 244-5578 (509) 244-4746
CHEWELAH WA 99109
LACEY WA 98509-3400     (360) 491-5642 (360) 438-2669
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366          (360) 876-4991 (360) 876-4980
LYNDEN WA 98264          (360) 354-4270 (360) 354-5749
QUINCY WA 98848          (509) 787-3523 (509) 787-1284
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          (360) 676-6982 (360) 738-7306
WALLA WALLA WA 99362          (509) 527-4535 (509) 525-0484



PORT ANGELES WA 98362          (360) 417-4751 (360) 417-4609
ROCK ISLAND WA 98850          
WOODLAND WA 98674          (360) 225-8281 (360) 225-7336
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     (360) 696-8249
YAKIMA WA 98901          (509) 575-6121 (509) 575-6105
MUKILTEO WA 98275          (206) 355-4141 (206) 347-4544
PATEROS WA 98846          (509) 923-2571 (509) 923-2971
CLARKSTON WA 99403          (509) 758-5541 (509) 758-1670
CLYDE HILL WA 98004          (425) 453-7800 (425) 462-1936
POMEROY WA 99347          (509) 843-1601 (509) 843-1158
COLVILLE WA 99114          (509) 684-5096 (509) 684-5030
KELSO WA 98626          (360) 577-3041 (360) 425-7760
TUMWATER WA 98501          (360) 754-4215 (360) 754-4126
KAHLOTUS WA 99335          (509) 282-3372 (509) 282-3325
CHEWELAH WA 99109-0258     (509) 935-8311 (509) 935-6279
MUKILTEO WA 98275          (425) 355-4141 (425) 347-4544
FEDERAL WAY WA 98063-9718     (253) 661-4109 (253) 661-4048
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368 (206) 385-7212
DUPONT WA 98327 (253) 964-8121
PASCO WA 99301 (509) 545-3445

WA
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     
NORMANDY PARK WA 98166-3679     (206) 248-7603 (206) 439-8674
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
BURIEN WA 98166-1973     (206) 241-4647 (206) 248-5539
HUNTS POINT WA 98004
MILL CREEK WA 98012          (425) 745-1891 (425) 745-9650
LONGVIEW WA 98632-7080     (360) 577-3336 (360) 577-4018
WOODLAND WA 98674          
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     (360) 735-8873
CASTLE ROCK WA 98611 (360) 274-7478
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          
CARNATION WA 98014 (425) 333-4192 21
POULSBO WA 98370          
TUKWILA WA 98188          (206) 433-1800 (206) 433-1833
SPANGLE WA 99031          (509) 245-3260 (509) 245-9212
ANACORTES WA 98221-0547     (360) 299-1942 (360) 293-1938
TOPPENISH WA 98948          (509) 865-6319
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          
BLAINE WA 98230          (360) 332-8311 (360) 332-8330
CHEHALIS WA 98532          (360) 748-0271 (360) 748-6993
SPOKANE WA 99201
COVINGTON WA 98042
LIBERTY WA 99019
KITTITAS WA 98934          (509) 968-0220 (509) 968-0223
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     (360) 735-8873   
COLVILLE WA 99114          (509) 684-5094 (509) 684-5030
WOODWAY WA 98020          (206) 542-4443 (206) 546-9453
SEATTLE WA 98104          
TACOMA WA 98406-8109
REDMOND WA 98073-9710     (425) 556-2417 (425) 556-4242 
TACOMA WA 98421 (253) 502-2108
BREWSTER WA 98812          (509) 689-3464 (509) 689-3705
PASCO WA 99301          (509) 545-3401 (509) 545-3403
BATTLE GROUND WA 98604          (360) 342-5045 (360) 687-0622
CHELAN WA 98816
ELMA WA 98541          (360) 482-2212 (360) 482-4960
TUMWATER WA 98501          
SHELTON WA 98584          (360) 426-9731 (360) 426-7746
FIRCREST WA 98402 (253) 565-1969
ARLINGTON WA 98223          (360) 403-3435  
ENUMCLAW WA 98022 (360) 825-3593 5726
FEDERAL WAY WA 98063-9718     (253) 661-4000 (253) 661-4024
HOQUIAM WA 98550          (360) 532-5700 (360) 532-2306
RAYMOND WA 98577          (360) 942-3451 (360) 942-5616



BELLINGHAM WA 98225          
OCEAN SHORES WA 98569          
BLACK DIAMOND WA 98010 (360) 866-2560 (360) 886-2592
CARNATION WA 98014-1238     (425) 333-4192 (425) 333-4336
WAPATO WA 98951          (509) 877-2334 (509) 877-3979
RIDGEFIELD WA 98642-0608     (360) 887-8251 (360) 887-2507
LAKEWOOD WA 98499-5027     
RENTON WA 98058
YAKIMA WA 98901          (509) 575-6163
MAPLE VALLEY WA 98038          (425) 413-8800 (425) 413-4282
ELMA WA 98541
SAMMAMISH WA 98074-7209     (425) 898-0669 (425) 898-0669
TACOMA WA 98402-3793     (253) 591-5381 (253) 591-2002
DES MOINES WA 98198 (206) 870-5641
RENTON WA 98055          (425) 430-6592 (425) 430-7300
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     
TACOMA WA 98421-2711
DAYTON WA 99328          (509) 382-4676 (509) 382-3125
OAK HARBOR WA 98277 (360) 679-5551
EVERSON WA 98247          (360) 966-3411 (360) 966-3466
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110-1812     (206) 842-2552 (206) 780-0955
BINGEN WA 98605          (509) 493-2122 (509) 493-1391
CAMAS WA 98607          
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     
POULSBO WA 98370          (360) 779-3901 (360) 779-5112
EVERSON WA 98247 (360) 966-3411
COSMOPOLIS WA 98537          (360) 532-9230 (360) 532-9215
BREMERTON  WA 98337          
KIRKLAND WA 98033
LONG BEACH WA 98631          (360) 642-4421 (360) 641-8841
SHORELINE WA 98133          (206) 546-1700 (206) 546-7868
UNION GAP WA 98903-0008     (509) 248-0432 (509) 248-6494
RICHLAND WA 99352          (509) 942-7525
ALGONA WA 98001 (253) 833-2741 (253) 939-3366
COVINGTON WA 98042
FORKS WA 98331-8618     (360) 374-5412 (360) 374-9430
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     (360) 735-8873   
COLLEGE PLACE WA 99324          (509) 525-0510
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-6214 (360) 336-6283
MILL CREEK WA 98012          (425) 921-5721 (425) 337-1116
PORT ANGELES WA 98362          (360) 417-4500
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          
SUMNER WA 98390          (253) 299-5501 (253) 891-3292
GRANITE FALLS WA 98252          (360) 691-6441 (360) 691-6734
ISSAQUAH WA 98027
MEDICAL LAKE WA 99022-0369     (509) 299-7712 (509) 299-3979
TACOMA WA 98407          (253) 761-0940
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284          (360) 855-1661 (360) 855-0707
SOUTH BEND WA 98586 (360) 875-5571
OAKVILLE WA 98568          
TACOMA WA 98411
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          
BENTON CITY WA 99320          (509) 588-3322 (509) 588-3323
OTHELLO WA 99344          
EPHRATA WA 98823
KENT WA 98032-5895     (253) 856-5454 (253) 850-2544
TOPPENISH WA 98948          (509) 865-7318
LONG BEACH WA 98631          (360) 642-4421 (360) 641-8841
RICHLAND WA 99352          (509) 942-741 (509) 942-5665
LANGLEY WA 98260
BUCKLEY WA 98321 (360) 829-1921 (360) 829-2659
CHENEY WA 99004
ALGONA WA 98001          (206) 833-2897 (206) 939-3366
SEQUIM WA 98382-3317     
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 537-3238 (360) 533-3350



CARNATION WA 98014-1238     (425) 333-4192 (425) 333-4336
VANCOUVER WA 98668          (360) 696-8005 (360) 696-8029
SOUTH BEND WA 98586          (360) 875-5571 (360) 875-9447
FERNDALE WA 98248-5694     (360) 384-4006 (360) 384-5189
WASHOUGAL WA 98671          
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368          (360) 379-5084 (360) 385-7675
GRAPEVIEW WA 98930
VANCOUVER WA 98668-1995     
OTHELLO WA 99344
LONG BEACH WA 98631
DES MOINES WA 98198          (206) 878-4595 (206) 870-6540
OTHELLO WA 99344          (509) 488-5686 (509) 488-0102
KIRKLAND WA 98033-6189     (425) 587-3000 (425) 828-1290
GOLDENDALE WA 98620          (509) 773-3771 (509) 773-9171
KETTLE FALLS WA 99141          (509) 738-6821 (509) 738-4577
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          
AIRWAY HEIGHTS WA 99001          (509) 244-5578 (509) 244-4746
ENTIAT WA 98822          (509) 784-1500 (509) 784-1112
FIFE WA 98424-2061     (253) 922-9625 (253) 922-5355
KETTLE FALLS WA 99141          (509) 738-6821 (509) 738-2052
LIBERTY LAKE WA 99019          (509) 755-6706 (509) 755-6713
MOUNTLAKE TERRACE WA 98043          (425) 776-1161 (425) 778-6421
OCEAN SHORES WA 98569 (360) 289-3099
PASCO WA 99301          (509) 545-3441 (360) 537-3350
QUINCY WA 98848          (509) 787-1284
MERCER ISLAND WA 98040
COSMOPOLIS WA 98537
VANCOUVER WA 98668          (360) 735-8873
KENMORE WA 98028-0607     (425) 398-8900 (425) 481-3236
OMAK WA 98841          (509) 826-1170 (509) 826-6531
BREMERTON WA 98337          (360) 473-5283 (360) 473-5278
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          (360) 676-6982
WEST RICHLAND WA 99353          (509) 967-5902 (509) 967-2251
BUCKLEY WA 98321          (360) 829-1921 (360) 829-2659
WENATCHEE WA 98807-0519     (509) 664-5981 (509) 664-5986
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 753-8768
MESA WA 99343          (509) 265-4253 (509) 265-4259
GRANDVIEW WA 98930          (509) 882-9200 (509) 882-3099
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          
EDGEWOOD WA 98371-1010     
EVERETT WA 98201          (206) 257-8700 (206) 257-8729
REPUBLIC WA 99166          (509) 775-3216 (509) 775-2571
MONTESANO WA 98563          (360) 249-3021 (360) 249-3690
PROSSER WA 99350          (509) 786-2332 (509) 786-3717
BELLEVUE WA 98009-9012     (425) 452-5255 (425) 452-7115
ARLINGTON WA 98223 (360) 403-3431 (360) 435-3906
WOODINVILLE WA 98072-8563     (425) 489-2757 (425) 489-2756
SEATTLE WA 98124-4019     (206) 233-3882 (206) 233-7883
SPOKANE VALLEY WA 99260-0240     (509) 688-0030 (509) 921-1008
BELLINGHAM WA 98225 (360) 676-6982 (360) 738-7306 
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368          (360) 379-5084 (360) 385-7675
BRIER WA 98036          (425) 775-5440 (425) 672-9025
UNIVERSITY PLACE WA 98466          (253) 460-2519 (253) 460-2541
CONNELL WA 99326-1200     (509) 234-2701 (509) 234-4140
CASHMERE WA 98815
WOODWAY WA 98020          (206) 542-4443 (206) 546-9453
ORTING WA 98360          (360) 893-2219 (360) 893-6809
MILTON WA 98354          (253) 922-8738 (253) 922-3466
BELLEVUE WA 98009-9012     (425) 452-6191 (425) 452-5247
ENUMCLAW WA 98022          (360) 825-3593       (360) 825-1429
LAKEWOOD WA 98499-5027     (252) 589-2489 (206) 589-3774
WARDEN WA 98857          (509) 349-2326 (509) 349-2027
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368          (360) 379-4688 (360) 379-0441
SULTAN WA 98294          (360) 793-2231 (360) 793-3344
SHORELINE WA 98133          (206) 546-3227 (206) 546-6340



MILL CREEK WA 98012          (425) 337-1116 (425) 745-9650
SNOQUALMIE WA 98065          (425) 888-5337 (425) 831-6041
VANCOUVER WA 98668          (360) 735-8873 
RITZVILLE WA 99169          
PUYALLUP WA 98371          (253) 841-5502 (253) 840-6678
CHELAN WA 98816
WOODLAND WA 98674          (360) 225-7999 (360) 225-7336
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          (360) 676-6982 (360) 738-7306
FIRCREST WA 98466          (253) 564-8980 (253) 566-0762
BREMERTON WA 98337 (360) 473-5289
SNOHOMISH WA 98290          
GIG HARBOR WA 98335          (253) 851-4278 (253) 858-6408
ABERDEEN WA 98520          (360) 533-4100 (360) 533-3350
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          (360) 676-6982 (360) 738-7306
WOODINVILLE WA 98072-8563     (425) 489-2700 (425) 489-2705
BELLINGHAM WA 98226          
VANCOUVER WA 98668          
VANCOUVER  WA 98668-1995     (360) 735-8873   
MONROE WA 98272          (360) 794-7400 (360) 794-4007
PACIFIC WA 98047
TONASKET WA 98855          
CONNELL WA 99326-1200     (509) 234-2701 (509) 234-4140
LAKE STEVENS WA 98258          (425) 334-1012 (425) 334-0835
CLYDE HILL WA 98004          (425) 453-7800 (425) 462-1936
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368          (360) 385-0644 (360) 385-7675
TEKOA WA 99033          
BREWSTER WA 98812          (509) 689-3464 (509) 689-3705
COSMOPOLIS WA 98537          (360) 532-9230 (360) 532-9215
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368          (360) 379-5047
MONROE WA 98272          (360) 794-7400 (360) 794-4007
CENTRALIA WA 98531 (360) 330-7671
GIG HARBOR WA 98335          (253) 851-6170
KENNEWICK WA 99336          (509) 585-4278 (509) 585-4442
STANWOOD WA 98292          (360) 629-2181 (360) 629-3009
TOLEDO WA 98591          (360) 864-4564 (360) 864-4566
PACIFIC WA 98047          (253) 929-1110 (253) 887-9910
DAVENPORT WA 99122-0026     (509) 725-4352 (509) 725-4300
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 753-4137 (360) 753-4896
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          (360) 738-7306
GRAHAM WA 98338 (360) 893-6037
MONTESANO WA 98563          (360) 249-3021 (360) 249-3690
ENUMCLAW WA 98002-3091     (360) 825-3591 (360) 825-1429
BOTHELL WA 98011-3403     (425) 486-8152 (425) 486-2434
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          (360) 738-7306
ELLENSBURG WA 98926          (509) 962-7231 (509) 962-7127
QUINCY WA 98848          (509) 787-3523 (509) 787-1284

WA
NEWCASTLE WA 98059          (425) 649-4444 (425) 649-4363
DUPONT WA 98327          (253) 964-8121 (253) 964-3554
MARYSVILLE WA 98270          (360) 651-5508 (360) 651-5033
BELLINGHAM WA 98225          
BRIDGEPORT WA 98813          (509) 686-4041 (509) 686-2828
COVINGTON WA 98042          (253) 638-1110 (253) 638-1122
KETTLE FALLS WA 99141          
NORTH BEND WA 98045          (425) 888-5633 (425) 888-5636
PROSSER WA 99350
KENNEWICK WA 99336
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
WENATCHEE WA 98801 (509) 667-6225
WENATCHEE WA 99801
WENATCHEE WA 98801
CHELAN WA 98816

PORT ANGELES WA 98362 (360) 417-2429
PORT ANGELES WA 98362



PORT ANGELES WA 98362 (360) 452-9771
VANCOUVER WA 98666 (360) 397-6118
VANCOUVER WA 98668 (360) 619-1125
VANCOUVER WA 98663
VANCOUVER WA 98668 (360) 397-6118
VANCOUVER WA 98663 (360) 397-6118
BRUSH PRAIRIE WA 98606 (360) 397-6140
KELSO WA 98626
KELSO WA 98626 (360) 577-3030
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (206) 423-2210
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 423-2210
EAST WENATCHEE WA 98802
WATERVILLE WA 98858
EAST WENATCHEE WA 98801
REPUBLIC WA 99166
POMEROY WA 99347
EPHRATA WA 98823
EPHRATA WA 98823 (509) 754-5014
EPHRATA WA 98823 (509) 754-0500
EPHRATA WA 98823 (509) 754-0500
EPHRATA WA 98823 (509) 754-0500
MONTESANO WA 98563 (206) 249-4072
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 532-4220
ABERDEEN WA 98520
ABERDEEN WA 98520
GRAYS RIVER WA 98621 (360) 465-2430
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 532-8611
HOQUIAM WA 98550 (360) 532-9600
ELMA WA 98541 (360) 482-1600
COUPEVILLE WA 98239
COUPEVILLE WA 98239
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 344-3970
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98104
MERCER ISLAND WA 98040
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98104
RENTON WA 98056
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 296-7470
SEATTLE WA 98104
RENTON WA 98055
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 296-7806
RENTON WA 98055
SEATTLE WA 98101
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366
POULSBO WA 98370 (360) 779-7592
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366 (206) 641-2886
ELLENSBURG WA 98926 (509) 962-7598
ELLENSBURG WA 98926
ELLENSBURG WA 98926 (509) 925-3164
ELLENSBURG WA 98926 (509) 962-7598
WHITE SALMON WA 98672 (509) 493-1655
CHEHALIS WA 98532 (360) 748-9121
CHEHALIS WA 98532
DAVENPORT WA 99122
SHELTON WA 98584
SHELTON WA 98584
SHELTON WA 98584
SHELTON WA 98584 (360) 427-9670



SHELTON WA 98335
SHELTON WA 98335
SHELTON WA 98584 (360) 427-9670
OKANOGAN WA 98840 (509) 422-7300
OKANOGAN WA 98840
OKANOGAN WA 98840
OKANOGAN WA 98840
OKANOGAN WA 98840 (509) 422-3310
BREWSTER WA 98812 (509) 689-2502
SOUTH BEND WA 98586 (206) 875-9368
SOUTH BEND WA 98586 (360) 875-9368
RAYMOND WA 98577 (360) 942-2411
NEWPORT WA 99156
NEWPORT WA 99156 (509) 447-3455
NEWPORT WA 99156
NEWPORT WA 99156
TACOMA WA 98404
TACOMA WA 98409 (253) 798-7200
TACOMA WA 98408 (253) 798-7364
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-2240
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 336-9400
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 336-9414
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (206) 336-9400
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
MOUNT VERNON WA 98274 (360) 422-8373
STEVENSON WA 98648 (509) 427-4009
STEVENSON WA 98648
LYNNWOOD WA 98087
EVERETT WA 98201 (360) 388-3415
EVERETT WA 98201 (360) 388-3488
EVERETT WA 98201 (425) 388-3488
EVERETT WA 98206 (425) 783-8450
SPOKANE WA 99201
SPOKANE WA 99201
SPOKANE WA 99260
OLYMPIA WA 98502
OLYMPIA WA 98502
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98502 (360) 786-5132
CATHLAMET WA 98612 (360) 795-3266
SKAMOKAWA WA 98647 (360) 795-8605
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
BELLINGHAM WA 98226 (206) 592-5161
FERNDALE WA 98248 (360) 384-4288
BELLINGHAM WA 98225 (360) 733-5810
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
YAKIMA WA 98901
YAKIMA WA 98901
YAKIMA WA 98901
BELLINGHAM WA 98226          (360) 676-6907 (360) 738-2493
SEATTLE WA 98104-3855 (206) 296-8382 (206) 296-0192
COLVILLE WA 99114          (509) 684-2401 (509) 684-7525
WENATCHEE WA 98801 (509) 667-6225 (509) 664-6475
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 323-1315
COUPEVILLE WA 98239          (360) 679-7309 (360) 679-7306
PORT ANGELES WA 98362          (360) 417-2430
POMEROY WA 99347          (509) 843-1391 (509) 843-3941
VANCOUVER WA 98668          



MONTESANO WA 98563          (360) 249-3731
PORT ORCHARD WA 98367          (360) 337-4579 (350) 337-4925
CATHLAMET WA 98612          (360) 795-3067 (360) 795-0342
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-9410 (360) 336-9416
REPUBLIC WA 99166          (509) 775-5229 (509) 775-5230
DAVENPORT WA 99122-0028     (509) 725-3031 (509) 725-2034
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 336-9400 (360) 336-9478
VANCOUVER WA 98668-9810     (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366          (360) 337-7165 (360) 337-4925
COLFAX WA 99111-0439     (509) 397-6212 (509) 397-6210

KELSO WA 98626          (360) 577-3041 (360) 425-7760
PASCO WA 99301          (509) 545-3535 (509) 545-3573

WA
NEWPORT WA 99156          (509) 447-4119 (509) 447-0595
TACOMA WA 98402          (253) 798-7590 (253) 798-7509
KELSO WA 98626-4192     (360) 414-5550
POMEROY WA 99347          (509) 843-1391 (509) 843-3941
VANCOUVER WA 98668-9810     (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273-3864     (360) 336-9410 (360) 336-9416

WA
VANCOUVER WA 98668-9810     (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
BELLINGHAM WA 98225-4038     (360) 676-6690 (360) 738-2550
BELLINGHAM WA 98226          (360) 676-6907 (360) 738-2493
PORT ANGELES WA 98362-0149     (360) 417-2237 (360) 417-2493
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366-4682     (360) 337-4967 (360) 337-4662
VANCOUVER WA 98666-9810     (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-9410 (360) 336-9416
OKANOGAN WA 98840          (509) 422-7120
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366-4682     (360) 337-4662
COUPEVILLE WA 98239          (360) 679-7306
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          

WA (360) 417-2423
MONTESANO WA 98563          (360) 249-5669
COUPEVILLE WA 98239          (360) 678-7814
SOUTH BEND WA 98586          (360) 875-9337 (360) 875-9335
ABERDEEN WA 98520          (360) 537-4386 (360) 537-4387
SPOKANE WA 99260          (509) 477-7221 (509) 477-4703
DAVENPORT WA 99122-9801     (509) 725-7041 (509) 725-4467
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
SHELTON WA 98484          (360) 427-9670 (360) 427-8425
EPHRATA WA (509) 754-5014
PORT ANGELES WA 98362-3015     (360) 417-2594 (360) 417-2443
GOLDENDALE WA 98620          (509) 773-5703 (509) 773-6206
EAST WENATCHEE WA 98802          (509) 884-7173
VANCOUVER WA 98666-9810     (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
VANCOUVER WA 98668 (360) 992-3000
VANCOUVER WA 98666-9810     (360) 397-2375  
PORT ANGELES WA 98362-0149     (360) 417-2000  
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366          360 337-7146 (360) 337-4632
YAKIMA WA 98901          (509) 574-2230 (509) 574-2231
VANCOUVER WA 98666-9810     (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
SPOKANE WA 99260          (509) 477-7228
PORT TOWNSEND  WA 98368          (360) 379-4451
SHELTON WA 98584          (360) 427-9670 (360) 427-8425 

WA
PORT ORCHARD WA 98367          (360) 337-4653 (350) 337-4925
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-9416
EVERETT WA 98201 (425) 388-6466 (425) 388-6455
TACOMA WA 98409          (253) 735-8873 (253) 798-2680
SILVERDALE WA 98383          
ABERDEEN WA 98520          (360) 537-4386 (360) 537-4387
VANCOUVER WA 98666          (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
EVERETT WA 98201          (425) 388-3488  



PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368-2439     
BELLINGHAM WA 98226          (360) 676-6907
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-2354 (360) 378-3922
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-9410 (360) 336-9416
COUPEVILLE WA 98239          360-678-7815 360-679-7306
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-9410 (360) 336-9416
SOUTH BEND WA 98586          (360) 875-9356 (360) 875-9304
KELSO WA 98626          (360) 577-3041 (360) 425-7760
ACME WA 98220 (360) 595-0953
KELSO WA 98626-4192     (360) 414-5550
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250          (360) 378-2354 (360) 378-3922
VANCOUVER WA 98668-9810     (360) 397-2375 (360) 699-2011
EVERETT WA 98201-4060     
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368 (360) 379-4463 (360) 379-4451

TACOMA WA 98409-7322
PORT ANGELES WA 98362          (360) 417-2443
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
SPOKANE  WA 99260-0240     (509) 477-7213 (509) 324-3166 
COLVILLE WA 99114          (509) 684-2401
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368          (360) 385-9100 (360) 385-9382
CHEHALIS WA 98532-2626     (360) 740-2773 (360) 740-1245

MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-9410 (360) 336-9416
OLYMPIA WA 98501-1311 (360) 586-4219 109 (360) 753-2842
ABERDEEN WA 98520          (360) 537-4386 (360) 537-4387
ASOTIN WA 99402 (509) 243-2020 (509) 243-2019
VANCOUVER WA 98668-9810     (360) 397-2011
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366
LA CONNER WA 98273
TACOMA WA 98409-7460     (253) 798-3130 (253) 798-7425
PORT ORCHARD WA 98367          (360) 337-4201 (350) 337-4925

OLYMPIA WA 98512 (360) 740-2449
BELLINGHAM WA 98225-4038     (360) 676-6717 (360) 676-6775
EAST WENATCHEE WA 98802          (509) 886-3954 (509) 884-9447
EVERETT WA 98201          (425) 388-3412  
UNIVERSITY PLACE WA 98466
TACOMA WA 98402          (253) 798-7477 (253) 798-6628
EVERETT WA 98201          (425) 388-3424 (425) 388-3944

ASOTIN WA 99402          (509) 243-2060 (509) 243-2005
BLAINE WA 98230
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368          (360) 379-4451

VANCOUVER WA 98666          (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
SPOKANE WA 99260-0050     (509) 477-7230 (509) 477-4703
CATHLAMET WA 98612          (360) 795-8048 (360) 795-0342
NEWPORT WA 99156          (509) 447-4821
TACOMA WA 98445 (360) 531-4173

VANCOUVER WA 98668-9810     (360) 397-2011
RICHLAND WA 99352          (509) 943-9185 (509) 943-6756
VANCOUVER WA 98668-9810     (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
PASCO WA 99301          (509) 545-3521 (509) 546-3369
SPOKANE WA 99260-0550     (509) 477-3675
PROSSER WA 99350          (509) 786-5612 (509) 786-5629
NEWPORT WA 99156-5066     (509) 447-4821 (509) 447-5890
VASHON WA 98070 (206) 296-4254
YAKIMA WA 98901          (509) 574-2237 (509) 574-2231

PORT TOWNSEND  WA 98368          (360) 379-4484 (360) 379-4451
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250          
SILVERDALE WA 98383          



MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-9410 (360) 336-9416
BELLINGHAM WA 98225-4502     (360) 676-6974 (360) 738-6232
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 416-7875 (360) 336-6116
RICHLAND WA 99352          (509) 943-9185 (509) 943-6756
EVERETT WA 98201-4046     
VANCOUVER WA 98668          (360) 397-2232 (360) 397-6058
OLYMPIA WA 98502-6031 (360) 956-7575 (360) 956-7815
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          
MONTESANO WA 98563
EVERETT WA 98201          (425) 388-3494

FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-2898
EVERETT WA 98201-4046     (425) 388-3311  
NEWPORT WA 99156 (509) 447-4217
OLYMPIA WA 98502          (360) 786-5440 (360) 754-4104
BELLINGHAM WA 98226-9099     (360) 676-6907  
VANCOUVER WA 98666-9810     (360) 397-2375 (360) 397-2011
COLVILLE WA 99114          (509) 684-3751 (509) 684-8310
COLFAX WA 99111          (509) 397-6200 (509) 397-6355
PORT HADLOCK WA 98368 (360) 379-5610
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368          
SPOKANE WA 99260-0240     (509) 477-2294 (509) 477-2243
BELLINGHAM WA 98226 (360) 676-6907
OKANOGAN WA 98840          (509) 422-7100 (509) 422-7106
SEATTLE WA 98104-3        (206) 296-1004

WA
ELLENSBURG WA 98926          (509) 962-7506 (509) 962-7697
KELSO WA 98626          
DAYTON WA 99328          (509) 382-4676 (509) 382-3125
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          
EVERETT WA 98201          (425) 388-3879 (425) 388-3434
RENTON WA 98055-1219     
WALLA WALLA WA 99362          (509) 524-2621 (509) 524-1892
ASOTIN WA 99402          (509) 243-2020 (509) 243-2019
DAYTON WA 99328          (509) 382-4542 (509) 382-2490
WENATCHEE WA 98801 (509) 663-8121
SHELTON WA 98584          (360) 427-9670 (360) 427-8425
OLYMPIA WA 98501-1311 (360) 586-4219 119 (360) 753-2842
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366          
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 370-7593
BELLINGHAM WA 98225 (360) 676-6871
VANCOUVER WA 98666 (360) 397-2022
CHEHALIS WA 98532-2626     (360) 740-2773 (360) 740-1245
KELSO WA 98626-4192     
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368          (360) 379-4450 (360) 379-4451
MONTESANO WA 98563          (360) 249-5579 (360) 249-5669
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366          (360) 337-4662 (360) 337-4841

WA
SEATTLE WA 98104-3272     (206) 296-4040 (206) 296-0194
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366-4682     

WA
RITZVILLE WA 99169          (509) 659-3238
OKANOGAN WA 98840          (509) 422-7121
CHEHALIS WA 98532-2626     (360) 740-1487 (360) 740-1245
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273          (360) 336-9416
KENNEWICK WA 99336 (509) 783-3118
GOLDENDALE WA 98620          (509) 773-4612 (509) 773-6779
WALLA WALLA WA 99362          (509) 527-3200 (509) 527-3235
VANCOUVER WA 98666

WA
SILVERDALE WA 98383          
RENTON WA 98055-1219     (206) 296-6700 (206) 296-6614
PORT ORCHARD WA 98367          (360) 337-4543 (350) 337-4925



NEWPORT WA 99156
OLYMPIA WA 98502          (360) 786-5553 (360) 754-2939
REPUBLIC WA 99166-0305     (509) 775-5209 (509) 775-5240
COLVILLE WA 99114          (509) 684-2401 (509) 684-7525
POULSBO WA 98370 (360) 692-3611 257
OKANOGAN WA 98840          (509) 422-7160 (509) 422-7349
SPOKANE  WA 99260-0240     (509) 477-7262 (509) 324-3166 
OTHELLO WA 99344          (509) 488-9441 (509) 488-4155
STEVENSON WA 98648          (509) 427-3900 (509) 427-3907
KELSO WA 98626-4192     (360) 577-3052 (360) 414-5550
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 786-5480
OLYMPIA WA 98502          (360) 956-7575 (360) 754-4413
EVERETT WA 98201-4046     (425) 388-3311 (425) 388-3670

MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
SPOKANE WA 99220 (509) 489-0500
VANCOUVER WA 98666
PORTLAND OR 97208
PORTLAND OR 97208
LEWISTON ID 83501
LEWISTON ID 83501 (208) 798-5227
SPOKANE WA 99220 (509) 747-7151
SPOKANE WA 99202
SEATTLE WA 98122
NORTH BEND WA 98045
NESPELEM WA 99155 (509) 634-4571
BOTHELL WA 98028
KENMORE WA 98028
PORTLAND OR 97204
BATTLE GROUND WA 98604 (360) 687-3156
EVERETT WA 98204 (425) 353-8770
REDMOND WA 98056 (425) 868-1010
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84158 (801) 583-8800
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84110
RENTON WA 98056
EASTSOUND WA 98245
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (253) 857-1554
GIG HARBOR WA 98335
PORTLAND OR 97204
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 786-5907
TACOMA WA 98409 (206) 622-6767
TACOMA WA 98409 (253) 476-6450
SEATTLE WA 98109 (425) 456-2529
PORTLAND OR 97232 (503) 813-7100
SEATTLE WA 98117 (206) 224-2254
BELLEVUE WA 98009 (425) 462-3446
BELLINGHAM WA 98227
REDMOND WA 98073
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 684-3000
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 684-3337
SEATTLE WA 98101
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 532-5894
VANCOUVER WA 98661 (360) 254-3228
SEATTLE WA 98124 (206) 285-2400
FERNDALE WA 98248
BURNABY BC V5A 4 (604) 268-3000
REDMOND WA 98053 (425) 868-1010
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84110
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 424-2975
PULLMAN WA 99163 (509) 495-4437
SPOKANE WA 99220
EVERETT WA 98203 (425) 356-7514
SEATTLE WA 98124 (206) 615-1127 (206) 386-4589



BELLEVUE WA 98009 (425) 462-3690
POULSBO WA 98370          (360) 394-6618
EVERETT WA 98201 (425) 353-8770
MANCHESTER WA 98353
SEATTLE WA 98134
SEATTLE WA 98124 (206) 764-3577
SEATTLE WA 98174 (206) 217-6391
ALAMEDA CA 94501 (510) 437-5905
SEATTLE WA 98101
EVERETT WA 98383
FOX ISLAND WA 98333 (253) 549-2301
SEATTLE WA 98104
POULSBO WA 98370 (360) 396-0914
SEATTLE WA 98101
PORTLAND OR 97266
SEATTLE WA 98115
PORTLAND OR 97232
RIDGEFIELD WA 98642
CATHLAMET WA 98612 (360) 795-3915
OLYMPIA WA 98512
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284 (360) 856-5700
MOUNTLAKE TERRACE WA 98043 (360) 856-5700
CHELAN WA 98816
BERKLEY CA 94701
SEATTLE WA 98124
SEATTLE WA 98124-3755 (206) 764-5531 (206) 764-6602

(206) 526-6961
SEATTLE WA 98124-2255
LACEY WA 98503
DARRINGTON WA 98241
SEATTLE WA 98124
LACEY WA 98506
PORT ANGELES WA 98362 (360) 374-1222

LACEY WA 98506
SEATTLE WA 98124
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 526-4452

SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 553-1200 (206) 553-2955
SEATTLE WA 98124
SEATTLE WA 98101

SEATTLE WA 98124-2255
SEATTLE WA 98124-3755 (206) 764-6913
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 526-4400
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7922

360-786-7962
360-786-7610

OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7990
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7876
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7934
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0483
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7832
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7914
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0417 (360) 786-7632
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0438 (360) 786-7674
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7870
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0442 (360) 786-7682
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0403 (360) 786-7604
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7916
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7844
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7912
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0428 (360) 786-7958
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7960



OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7880
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7920
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7856

360-786-7626
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7926
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7978
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7954
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7906
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7942
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7820
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7850
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7974
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7896
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0408 (360) 786-7986
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7860
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0419 (360) 786-7636
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7994
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7804
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7902
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0430 (360) 786-7658
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7900
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7980
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0448 (360) 786-7848
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0432 (360) 786-7662
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7930
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0429 (360) 786-7656
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0422 (360) 786-7642
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7924
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7828
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7958
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7966
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7986
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7882
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0424 (360) 786-7646
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7862
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0410 (360) 786-7618
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0416 (360) 786-7630
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7808

360-786-7686
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7932
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0415 (360) 786-7684
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7956
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7992
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7936
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0446 (360) 786-7690
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7641
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7910
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0425 (360) 786-7648
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0433 (360) 786-7664
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7818
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7904
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7802
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7996
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0437 (360) 786-7688
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0436 (360) 786-7670
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7988
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7967
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7964
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7854
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7892
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0401 (360) 786-7600



OLYMPIA WA 98504-0404 (360) 786-7606
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7864
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7824
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7667
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7948
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7886
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7898
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7872
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7968
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7970
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0407 (360) 786-7612
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7826
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7874
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7878
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7928
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7812
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7946
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0412 (360) 786-7622
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7816

360-786-7826
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7838
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0405 (360) 786-7608
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0434 (360) 786-7952
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0411 (360) 786-7616
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0449 (360) 786-7696
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7830
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7800
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0402 (360) 786-7602
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0427 (360) 786-7652
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0431 (360) 786-7660
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7846
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7950
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0423 (360) 786-7934
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7852
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7944
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7984
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0409 (360) 786-7844
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7834
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7840

360-7867802
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7866
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0435 (360) 786-7668
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0421 (360) 786-7640
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7918
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7810
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7814
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0440 (360) 786-7678
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7822
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0439 (360) 786-7676
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7884
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7972
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7858
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7908
ROCHESTER WA 98579 (360) 273-5890
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0420 (360) 786-7638
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7806
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7890
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7694
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7868
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7976
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7836

360-786-7932



OLYMPIA WA 98504-0441 (360) 786-7894
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7940
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7888
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0600 (360) 786-7842
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0418 (360) 786-7634
ABERDEEN WA 98520
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
BURLINGTON WA 98233
CAMAS WA 98607
CATHLAMET WA 98612
ELLENSBURG WA 98926
CENTRALIA WA 98531
CENTRALIA WA 98531
CHEHALIS WA 98532
CHENEY WA 99004
CHEWELAH WA 99109
VANCOUVER WA 98663
VANCOUVER WA 98668
CLE ELUM WA 98922
COLVILLE WA 99114
NESPELEM WA 99155
DAVENPORT WA 99122
DAYTON WA 99328
ELLENSBURG WA 98926
PORT ANGELES WA 98362
ENUMCLAW WA 98022
EPHRATA WA 98823
EVERETT WA 98201
EVERETT WA 98201
RENTON WA 98058
BATTLE GROUND WA 98604
WHITE SALMON WA 98672
STEVENSON WA 98648
GOLDENDALE WA 98620
SPOKANE WA 99258
GRAND COULEE WA 99133
GRAPEVIEW WA 98930
ABERDEEN WA 98520
HARRINGTON WA 99134
TOPPENISH WA 98948
HOQUIAM WA 98550
ISSAQUAH WA 98027
PORT HADLOCK WA 98339
KELSO WA 98626
KETTLE FALLS WA 99141
BELLEVUE WA 98004
BREMERTON WA 98310
KITTITAS WA 98934
LACEY WA 98503
LONGVIEW WA 98632
LONGVIEW WA 98632
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
KENNEWICK WA 99336
WEST RICHLAND WA 99352
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
AUBURN WA 98071
OLYMPIA WA 98503
WENATCHEE WA 98801
WATERVILLE WA 98858
REPUBLIC WA 99166
PORT ANGELES WA 98362
SEATTLE WA 98103
OKANOGAN WA 98840
OMAK WA 98841



OTHELLO WA 99344
TACOMA WA 98447
PASCO WA 99301
PORT ANGELES WA 98362
TACOMA WA 98498
TACOMA WA 98446
POMEROY WA 99347
KINGSTON WA 98346
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368
PROSSER WA 99350
PULLMAN WA 99163
PUYALLUP WA 98371
TACOMA WA 98404
LA PUSH WA 98350
TAHUYA WA 98587
REARDON WA 99029
RENTON WA 98055
RICHLAND WA 99352
RITZVILLE WA 99169
ROSLYN WA 98941
LACEY WA 98503
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250
DARRINGTON WA 98241
SEATTLE WA 98122
SEATTLE WA 98119
SEATTLE WA 98101
SEATTLE WA 98122
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284
SHELTON WA 98584
MARYSVILLE WA 98271
FREELAND WA 98249
LANGLEY WA 98260
COUPEVILLE WA 98239
SEATTLE WA 98106
SPOKANE WA 99207
SPOKANE WA 99212
SPOKANE WA 99201
SPRAGUE WA 99032
TACOMA WA 98402
STANWOOD WA 98292
ARLINGTON WA 98223
TACOMA WA 98465
MONTESANO WA 98563
RAYMOND WA 98577
SOUTH BEND WA 98586
RICHLAND WA 99352
TACOMA WA 98416
SEATTLE WA 98195
WAITSBERG WA 99361
WALLA WALLA WA 99362
WENATCHEE WA 98801
WENATCHEE WA 98801
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
COLFAX WA 99111
SPOKANE WA 99251
WILBUR WA 99185
SHELTON WA 98584
WINTHROP WA 98862
PULLMAN WA 99163
YAKIMA WA 98907
YAKIMA WA 98907
RICHLAND WA 99352
BREMERTON WA 98310



CHINOOK WA 98614 (360) 777-8797
COUPEVILLE WA 98239
GRAPEVIEW WA 98546 (360) 275-6610
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 533-9540
BREMERTON WA 98310
INDIANOLA WA 98342 (360) 297-3281
KINGSTON WA 98346 (360) 297-3545 (360) 297-2945
KINGSTON WA 98346
OCEAN PARK WA 98640 (360) 665-4547 (360) 665-6563
POULSBO WA 98370
RIDGEFIELD WA 98642
FREELAND WA 98249 (360) 221-4246 (360) 221-4265
SEATTLE WA 98121 (206) 728-3108
SEATTLE WA 98117 (206) 728-3387
SEATTLE WA 98111
SILVERDALE WA 98383 (360) 692-2801
BURLINGTON WA 98223
VANCOUVER WA 98660 (360) 693-3611
VANCOUVER WA 98666
SKAMOKAWA WA 98647 (360) 795-8747
COLFAX WA 99111 (509) 397-3791
RAYMOND WA 98577 (360) 942-3422
WOODLAND WA 98674 (360) 225-6555
KENNEWICK WA 99336 (509) 586-1186
PORT ORCHARD WA 98367 (360) 674-2381
PORT ANGELES WA 98362 (360) 417-3427 (360) 417-3427
LA CONNER WA 98257
VANCOUVER WA 98666 (360) 693-3611 (360) 735-1565
TACOMA WA 98401 (253) 592-6704
KALAMA WA 98625 (360) 673-2325
STEVENSON WA 98648 (509) 427-5484
MANCHESTER WA 98353 (253) 853-7449
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368 (360) 385-0656
BURLINGTON WA 98233
BELLINGHAM WA 98227 (360) 676-2500
CLARKSTON WA 99403 (509) 758-5272 (509) 758-1746
KEYPORT WA 98345
EASTSOUND WA 98245
OLYMPIA WA 98501-6931 (360) 528-8000
RIDGEFIELD WA 98642 (360) 887-3873 (360) 887-3403
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 425-3305 (360) 425-8650
RICHLAND WA 99352 (509) 375-3060
EDMONDS WA 98020 (425) 774-0549
ALLYN WA 98524 (360) 275-2430
WALLA WALLA WA 99362-2269 (509) 525-3100 (509) 525-3101
CATHLAMET WA 98612 (360) 795-3591
BURLINGTON WA 98233 (360) 757-0011 (360) 757-0014
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366
TACOMA WA 98401 (253) 383-5841 379
EVERETT WA 98206 (425) 259-3164
ILWACO WA 98624 (360) 642-3143
HOODSPORT WA 98548 (360) 877-9708
COLFAX WA 99111 (509) 397-3791
SHELTON WA 98584 (360) 426-1151

BINGEN WA 98605 (509) 493-1655 (509) 493-4257
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-2688 (360) 378-6114
ANACORTES WA 98221-0297
PORT ORCHARD WA 98367 (360) 876-8236
DAYTON WA 99328 (509) 382-2287 (509) 382-4473
WASHOUGAL WA 98671 (360) 835-2196 101 (360) 835-2197
ANCHORAGE AK 99510 (907) 265-2464
FORT WORTH TX 76131 (817) 352-6467
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98104



ELMA WA 98541 (360) 482-4994
SPOKANE WA 99212
KANSAS KS 66106 (913) 551-2424
ANCHORAGE AK 99510 (907) 265-2464

OLYMPIA WA 98505
AUBURN WA 98002
SEATTLE WA 98166
BREMERTON WA 98310
SEATTLE WA 98133
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
OLYMPIA WA 98502
SEATTLE WA 98195
SEATTLE WA 98195
WALLA WALLA WA 99362
PULLMAN WA 99164
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
WALLA WALLA WA 99362
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273-3805     
SEQUIM WA 98382 (360) 681-3163
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 543-0054
BELLINGHAM WA 98225-9085     
VANCOUVER WA 98668-8937     
DES MOINES WA 98198 (206) 878-3710
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 293-2188

OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 586-6131
VANCOUVER WA 98666 (800) 836-6619
PORTLAND OR 97208
VANCOUVER WA 98666
RICHLAND WA 99352 (509) 376-6222
PORTLAND OR 97208
VANCOUVER WA 98666 (360) 619-6425
VANCOUVER WA 98666
OLYMPIA WA 98504
VANCOUVER WA 98661 (360) 906-6729
MONTESANO WA 98563 (360) 249-4628
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 586-5256
PORTLAND OR 97232 (503) 230-3000
PORTLAND OR 97232
VANCOUVER WA 98666 (503) 230-4695
OROVILLE WA 98844
STEILACOOM WA 98388
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 902-8168
TACOMA WA 98465 (253) 534-4642
PORT ANGELES WA 98363
OLYMPIA WA 98504
VANCOUVER WA 98668
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 357-2600
OLYMPIA WA 98504

OLYMPIA WA 98507
VANCOUVER WA 98682-6686     (360) 905-2059
YAKIMA WA 98902 (509) 457-9310
STANWOOD WA 98292
MOSSYROCK WA 98564
YAKIMA WA 98902
TOUTLE WA 98769



OLYMPIA WA 98504-7823     
LA CONNER WA 98257
VANCOUVER WA 98661
PORT ANGELES WA 98362          (360) 417-1426 (360) 417-3302
PORT ANGELES WA 98362
SEDRO-WOOLLEY WA 98284          

WA (206) 464-7967 (206) 464-1260
OLYMPIA WA 98501
LA CONNER WA 98257
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 407-7448
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OLYMPIA WA 98504-8711
FORKS WA 98331
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 902-2526
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 902-2526
OLYMPIA WA 98504-7775     (360) 407-0242
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366          (360) 895-3965 (360) 876-1894
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366
SPOKANE VALLEY WA 99216          (509) 892-1001
SPOKANE WA 99218
SEATTLE WA 98121-1081 (206) 515-3701
LAKEWOOD WA 98499-9683 (253) 581-7034
BELLEVUE WA 98008
SEATTLE WA 98121-1081 (206) 382-5230
CASTLE ROCK WA 98611          (360) 901-9826

WA

WENATCHEE WA 98801          (509) 667-2909
SEATTLE WA 97133
WALLA WALLA WA 99362

(360) 902-1628
YAKIMA WA 98902
SPOKANE WA 99204          
TWISP WA 98856
VANCOUVER WA 98661

WA (360) 757-5981 (360) 757-5975
OLYMPIA WA 98504
OMAK WA 98841
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 705-7000
SEDRO-WOOLLEY WA 98284          
OLYMPIA WA 98504-7823     
OLYMPIA WA 98504

(360) 902-2564
KENNEWICK WA 99336
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 902-2247
SPOKANE VALLEY WA 99216          (509) 892-1001
YAKIMA WA 98902-3401     (509) 574-3992
EPHRATA WA 98823
LA CONNER WA 98257
CASTLE ROCK WA 98611          (360) 740-6819 (360) 748-2387
PUYALLUP WA 98374 (253) 840-0210
OLYMPIA WA 98504
VANCOUVER WA 98668          (360) 905-2055 (360) 905-2222
MONITESANO WA 98563          (360) 249-4628 (360) 664-0689
SPOKANE WA 99205-1295     (509) 329-3528 (509) 329-3529
ELLENSBURG WA 98926

(206) 684-1171 (206) 684-1278
BATTLE GROUND WA 98604
MONTESANO WA 98563 (360) 249-1224
PUYALLUP WA 98372
ORTING WA 98360
MILL CREEK WA 98012
BOYDS WA 99107
OLYMPIA WA 98504-7370     (360) 705-7964 (360) 705-6813



BELLEVUE WA 98008
EPHRATA WA 98823-9699     (509) 754-4624 (509) 754-5257
LA CONNER WA 98257          (360) 466-4345 (360) 466-0515
SPOKANE WA 99205-1295     (509) 329-3416  
OLYMPIA WA 98504
CASTLE ROCK WA 98611 (509) 933-3847 22
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 902-2508
ELLENSBURG WA 98926

WA
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 705-7126
OLYMPIA WA 98504-7331 (360) 705-7126
SPOKANE WA 99218
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 902-2696

WA
ELMA WA 98541
PORT ANGELES WA 98362          
DAYTON WA 99328          (509) 382-1266
EPHRATA WA 98823          (509) 754-4601 (509) 754-0912
BELLEVUE WA 98008
SPOKANE WA 99205          (509) 329-3411
OLYMPIA WA 98504-7600     (360) 407-6522
TACOMA WA 98402
OLYMPIA WA 98504
WENATCHEE WA 98801
MILL CREEK WA 98012

(360) 570-6642
YAKIMA WA 98909          (509) 577-1634
OLYMPIA WA 98504-7390     (360) 705-7596
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 407-7125
ENUMCLAW WA 98022 (360) 825-1631
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 407-6520 (360) 407-6305
YAKIMA WA 98902

(360) 570-6658

SPOKANE WA 99205-1295     (509) 329-3419  
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284
SEATTLE WA 98104-2862     (206) 464-1280 (206) 464-1260
LYLE WA 98635
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 407-6781
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 705-7480
EVERETT WA 98205
VANCOUVER WA 98682-2067     
WENATCHEE WA 98807          (509) 667-2910
ARLINGTON WA 98223 (360) 651-6312
LACEY WA 98503
OLYMPIA WA 98501
ENUMCLAW WA 98022 (360) 825-1631
NEW YORK NY 10001
ATLANTA GA 30309
OLYMPIA WA 98502 (360) 754-4955
BELLEVUE WA 98005 (425) 455-4149
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 577-2598
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-4171
GIG HARBOR WA 98332 (253) 851-1260
VANCOUVER WA 98668 (360) 905-5800
GIG HARBOR WA 98332 (206) 851-8118
SPOKANE WA 99202
ILWACO WA 98624
RICHARDSON TX 75082
RICHARDSON TX 75081
TULSA OK 74117 (918) 590-1601
GLENNS FAIRY ID 83623 (208) 366-2840
FORKS WA 98331



CHENEY WA 99004 (509) 299-3101
ISSAQUAH WA 98027 (206) 346-7458
LITTLETON CO 80120 (303) 707-7877
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (503) 242-4144
ILWACO WA 98624
PHEONIX AZ 85028 (602) 788-6649
OVERLAND PARK KS 66251 (360) 281-4811
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 533-1236
GIG HARBOR WA 98332
HOOD RIVER OR 97031 (541) 386-2211
OVERLAND PARK KS 66251
BELLEVUE WA 98007 (206) 346-7485
EVERETT WA 98204 (425) 710-4126
EVERETT WA 98206 (206) 261-6814
ROSBURG WA 98643 (360) 465-2211
GRAYS RIVER WA 98621 (360) 456-2211
LANGLEY WA 98260 (360) 321-0065
LANGLEY WA 98260 (360) 321-0035
LITTLETON CO 80120 (303) 707-7877
ISSAQUAH WA 98027 (206) 345-3966
SEATTLE WA 98122 (206) 345-6165
CATHLAMET WA 98612
COUPEVILLE WA 98239

OROVILLE WA 98844 (509) 476-2926
OROVILLE WA 98844
STEILACOOM WA 98388 (253) 581-1900
WINTHROP WA 98862-0459     
FAIRFIELD  WA 99012-0334       
INDEX WA 98256          (360) 793-2488 (360) 793-7998
MARCUS WA 99151          (509) 684-3771 (509) 684-3771
CONCRETE WA 98237          (360) 853-8401 (360) 853-8002
NESPELEM WA 99155          (509) 634-4691 (509) 634-4321
ENDICOTT WA 99125          (509) 657-3411 (509) 657-3456
SOUTH CLE ELUM WA 98943          (509) 674-4322 (509) 674-5942
ALBION WA 99102          (509) 332-5095 (509) 334-5503
WASHTUCNA WA 99371          (509) 646-3253 (509) 646-3253
METALINE WA 99152          (509) 446-4641 (509) 446-2603
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250          (360) 378-2810 (360) 378-5339
MARCUS WA 99151          (509) 684-3771
EATONVILLE WA 98328-0309     (360) 832-3361 (360) 832-3977
PRESCOTT WA 99348          (509) 849-2262
MALDEN WA 99149          (509) 569-3771
DARRINGTON WA 98241          (360) 436-1131 (360) 436-0221
OROVILLE WA 98844          (509) 476-2926 (509) 476-9067
ODESSA WA 99159          
METALINE WA 99152          (509) 446-4641 (509) 446-2603
LATAH WA 99018          (509) 286-3471 (509) 286-3471
WAVERLY WA 99039          (509) 283-4122 (509) 283-2341
LACROSSE WA 99143          (509) 549-3330
ODESSA WA 99159          (509) 982-2401 (509) 982-2410
GARFIELD WA 99130          (509) 635-1604 (509) 635-1201
METALINE FALLS WA 99153          (509) 446-2211 (509) 446-3021
MILLWOOD WA 99206          (509) 924-0960 (509) 927-2867
ELMER CITY WA 99124          (509) 633-2872
YARROW POINT WA 98004          (425) 454-6994 (425) 454-7899
COUPEVILLE WA 98239
ALBION WA 99102          (509) 332-5095 (509) 334-5503
NORTHPORT WA 99157          (509) 732-4450 (509) 732-8910
RAINIER WA 98576          
OAKESDALE WA 99158          (509) 285-4020 (509) 285-6100
LA CONNER WA 98257          (360) 466-3125 (360) 466-3901
HARTLINE WA 99135          (509) 639-2606 (509) 639-2416
COLTON WA 99113          (509) 229-3887 (509) 229-3294
YACOLT WA 98675-0299     (360) 686-3922 (360) 686-3853



FARMINGTON WA 99128          (509) 287-2500 (509) 287-2151
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250
STEILACOOM WA 98388          (253) 581-1900 (253) 582-2463
RAINIER WA 98576          (360) 446-2265 (360) 446-2720
WINTHROP WA 98862-0459     (509) 996-2320 (509) 996-9221
MATTAWA WA 99349          (509) 932-4037 (509) 932-4047
NACHES WA 98937          (509) 653-2647 (509) 653-2732
BELLEVUE WA 98004          (425)890-2197 (425) 454-4586
MALDEN WA 99149          
STARBUCK WA 99359          (509) 399-2100 (509) 399-2031
RIVERSIDE WA 98849          
CRESTON WA 99117          (509) 636-3145 (509) 636-3150
ST JOHN WA 99171          (509) 648-3905
WILSON CREEK WA 98860          (509) 345-2531 (509) 345-2112
ELECTRIC CITY WA 99123          (509) 633-1510 (509) 633-1401
YARROW POINT WA 98004          (425) 454-6994 (425) 454-7899
STARBUCK WA 99359          (509) 399-2100 (509) 399-2031
ROSALIA WA 99170          
WILSON CREEK WA 98860          (509) 345-2531 (509) 345-2112
FARMINGTON WA 99128          (509) 287-2500
REARDAN WA 99029          (509) 796-3921 (509) 796-3925
REARDAN WA 99029          
DARRINGTON WA 98241          (360) 436-1131 (360) 436-0221
ALMIRA WA 99103          (509) 639-2601 (509) 639-2508
WILKESON WA 98396          (360) 829-0790 (360) 829-4292
LIND WA 99341          (509) 677-3241 (509) 677-3418
LACROSSE WA 99143          (509) 549-3330
IONE WA 99139          (509) 442-3611 (509) 442-3181
COUPEVILLE WA 98239          (360) 678-4461 (360) 678-3299
LAMONT WA 99017          (509) 257-9810 (509) 257-9801
CONCRETE WA 98237          (360) 853-8401 (360) 853-8002
ALMIRA WA 99103          (509) 639-2601 (509) 639-2508
ROCKFORD WA 99030          (509) 291-4716 (509) 291-5733
LAMONT WA 99017          (509) 257-2879
NESPELEM WA 99155          
KRUPP WA 98832          (509) 345-2466 (509) 345-2521
SOUTH PRAIRIE WA 98385-0906     (360) 897-8878
ST JOHN WA 99171          (509) 648-3905
STEILACOOM WA 98388          (253) 581-1900 (253) 582-0651
ROSALIA WA 99170          (509) 523-5991 (509) 523-4343
SKYKOMISH WA 98288          (360) 677-2388 (360) 677-2407
RIVERSIDE WA 98849          (509) 826-4670 (509) 826-3665
BUCODA WA 98530-0010     (360) 278-3525 (360) 278-3526
NORTHPORT WA 99157          
BELLEVUE WA 98004          (425) 455-1834 (425) 454-4586
TWISP WA 98856
UNIONTOWN WA 99179          (509) 229-3805 (509) 229-3805
CARBONADO WA 98323          (260) 928-0125 (360) 829-9912
HARRAH WA 98933          (509) 848-2432 (509) 848-2432
METALINE FALLS WA 99153          (509) 446-2211
TWISP WA 98856          (509) 997-4081 (509) 997-9204
LA CONNER WA 98257
SPRINGDALE WA 99173          
COULEE CITY WA 99115          (509) 632-5331 (509) 632-5152
GARFIELD WA 99130          (509) 635-1604 (509) 635-1201
HATTON WA 99332          (509) 488-9419
LIND WA 99341          (509) 677-3241 (509) 677-3418
WILBUR WA 99185          
CRESTON WA 99117          (509) 636-3145 (509) 636-3150
OAKESDALE WA 99159          
HATTON WA 99332          (509) 488-9419
PE ELL WA 98572          (360) 291-3543 (360) 291-3919
SPRINGDALE WA 99173          (509) 258-7258 (509) 258-9131
WILBUR WA 99185          (509) 647-5821 (509) 647-2047
MANSFIELD WA 98830          (509) 683-1112 (509) 683-1002



EATONVILLE WA 98328          (360) 832-3361 (360) 832-3977
UNIONTOWN WA 99179          
CUSICK WA 99119-0263     (509) 445-1718 (509) 445-8028
BEAUX ARTS WA 98004          (425) 454-8580 (425) 454-7899
OROVILLE WA 98844-2200     
IONE WA 99139          (509) 442-3611 (509) 442-3181
TIETON WA 98947          (509) 673-3162 (509) 673-2740
RUSTON WA 98407          (206) 324-5500 (206) 328-1880
TWISP WA 98856          (509) 997-4081 (509) 997-9204
ENDICOTT WA 99125          (509) 657-3411 (509) 657-3456
COLTON WA 99113          (509) 229-3887 (509) 229-3294
CARBONADO WA 98323          (360) 829-0125 (360) 829-9912
WASHTUCNA WA 98858          
HAMILTON WA 98255          (360) 826-3311 (360) 826-3027
CATHLAMET WA 98612          (360) 795-3203 (360) 795-8500
ELMER CITY WA 99124          (509) 633-2872 (509) 633-3448
RUSTON WA 98407          (253) 759-3544 (253) 752-3754
WATERVILLE WA 98858          (509) 745-8871 (509) 745-8782
COULEE DAM WA 99116-1434     (509) 633-0320 (509) 633-3252
REARDAN WA 99029          
BUCODA WA 98530-0010     (360) 278-3525 (360) 278-3526
YACOLT WA 98675-0299     (360) 686-3922 (360) 686-3853
LYMAN WA 98263          (360) 826-3033 (360) 826-6417
CATHLAMET WA 98612          (360) 795-3203 (360) 795-8500
BEAUX ARTS VILLAGE WA 98004          (425) 454-8580 (425) 688-1786
SKYKOMISH WA 98288          (360) 677-2388 (360) 677-2407
CUSICK WA 99119-0263     (509) 445-1169 (509) 445-8028
BELLINGHAM WA 98226 (360) 758-7167
NEAH BAY WA 98357 (360) 645-2201
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 438-8687
KINGSTON WA 98346 (360) 297-4792
EVERETT WA 98208 (425) 744-1855
STEILACOOM WA 98388
MARYSVILLE WA 98271 (360) 651-4362
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284
PLUMMER ID 83851 (800) 829-2202 (208) 686-8813
SEQUIM WA 98382 (360) 681-4621 (360) 681-4643
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 523-3817
TOKELAND WA 98590 (360) 267-6766 (360) 267-6778
PENDELTON OR 97801 (888) 809-8027 (541) 276-3095
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 577-8140 (360) 577-7432
LA CONNOR WA 98257
TAHUYA WA 98587 (360) 276-8211 (360) 276-4191
DARRINGTON WA 98241
SUQUAMISH WA 98392 (360) 598-3311
PORT ANGELES WA 98363 (360) 452-8471 (360) 452-3428
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 577-8140 (360) 577-7432
OAKVILLE WA 98568 (360) 273-5911 1205 (360) 273-5914
TOKELAND WA 98590 (360) 267-6766 (360) 267-6778
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 293-6404 (360) 299-0790
PORT ANGELES WA 98363 (360) 452-8471 111 (360) 452-3428
KINGSTON WA 98346 (360) 297-2646 (360) 297-7097
SEQUIM WA 98382 (360) 681-4621 (360) 681-4643
LA CONNER WA 98257 (360) 466-7205 (360) 466-5309
NEAH BAY WA 98357 (360) 645-2201
DEMING WA 98244 (360) 592-5176 3212 (360) 592-5721
TACOMA WA 98404 (253) 573-7936 (253) 573-7929
ARLINGTON WA 98223 (360) 652-7362 (360) 435-7689
SKYKOMISH WA 98584 (360) 426-4232 (360) 877-5943
SEQUIM WA 98382 (360) 681-4621 (360) 681-4643
NESPELEM WA 99155 (888) 881-7684 (509) 634-4116
SKYKOMISH WA (360) 877-5213 504
WELLPINIT WA 99040 (509) 458-6500 (509) 258-9243
SUQUAMISH WA 98392 (360) 394-5241 (360) 598-6295
SQUAXIN WA 98584 (360) 426-9781 (360) 426-6577



TACOMA WA 98404 (253) 573-7936 (253) 573-7929
OLYMPIA WA 98516 (360) 438-1180 (360) 453-8659
NESPELEM WA 99155
KINGSTON WA 98346 (360) 297-2646 (360) 297-7097
CHINOOK WA 98614
MARYSVILLE WA 98270 (360) 651-4500 (360) 651-4079
OLYMPIA WA 98516 (360) 438-1180 (360) 453-8659
SEATTLE WA 98106 (206) 431-1582 
KINGSTON WA 98346 (360) 297-3422 (360) 297-3413
KINGSTON WA 98346 (360) 297-2646 (360) 297-7097
NESPELEM WA 99155
BELLINGHAM WA 98226 (360) 384-1489 (360) 380-1850
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 577-8140 (360) 577-7432
OLYMPIA WA 98516 (360) 456-5221 612 (360) 407-1025
FORKS WA 98331 (360) 374-6582 (360) 374-6549
TAHUYA WA 98587 (360) 276-8211 (360) 276-4191
BELLINGHAM WA 98226 (360) 384-1489 424 (360) 380-1850
BELLINGHAM WA 98226 (360) 384-1489 (360) 380-1850
NEAH BAY WA 98357 (360) 645-3236 (360) 645-2788
SUQUAMISH WA 98392 (360) 394-5294 (360) 598-6295
SNOQUALMIE WA 98065 (425) 888-6551
DEMING WA 98244 (360) 592-5176 (360) 592-5721
LA PUSH WA 98350
CARNATION WA 98014 (425) 222-6900 (425) 222-7798
SKYKOMISH WA 98584 (360) 426-4232 (360) 877-5943
ANACORTES WA 98221          
PORT ANGELES WA 98363 (360) 452-8471 (360) 452-3428
FORKS WA 98331 (360) 374-6582 (360) 374-6549
USK WA 99180 (509) 445-1147 (509) 445-1705
NESPELEM WA 99155 (888) 881-7684 (509) 634-4116
NEAH BAY WA 98357 (360) 645-3234 (360) 645-2788
LAPWAI ID 83540 (208) 843-2253 (208) 843-7354
LAPWAI ID 83540 (208) 843-2253 (208) 843-7354
NEAH BAY WA 98357 (360) 645-3236 (360) 645-2788
LA PUSH WA 98350 (360) 374-6154 (360) 374-6153
LA CONNER WA 98257 (360) 466-7205 (360) 466-5309
AUBURN WA 98092 (253) 939-3311 (253) 939-5311
TOKELAND WA 98590 (360) 267-6766 130 (360) 267-6778
USK WA 99180 (509) 445-1147 241 (509) 445-1705
PLUMMER ID 83851 (800) 829-2202 (208) 686-8813
USK WA 99180 (509) 445-1147 (509) 445-1705
PORTLAND OR 98232 (503) 238-0667 (503) 235-4228
WARM SPRINGS OR 97761 (541) 553-3257
WELLPINIT WA 99040 (509) 458-6500 (509) 258-9243
SQUAXIN WA 98584 (360) 426-9781 (360) 426-6577
PENDELTON OR 97801 (888) 809-8027 (541) 276-3095
SUQUAMISH WA 98392
PENDELTON OR 97801 (888) 809-8027 (541) 276-3095
TOPPENISH WA 98948 (509) 865-5121 4338 (509) 865-5528
DARRINGTON WA 98241 (360) 436-1124 (360) 436-1511
PORTLAND OR 98232 (503) 238-0667 (503) 235-4228
TOPPENISH WA 98948 (509) 865-5121 4338 (509) 865-5528
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284 (360) 856-5501 (360) 856-3175
TAHUYA WA 98587 (360) 276-8211 278 (360) 276-4191
MARYSVILLE WA 98270 (360) 651-4500 (360) 651-4079
WELLPINIT WA 99040 (509) 458-6500 (509) 258-9243

NESPELEM WA 99155 (888) 881-7684 (509) 634-4116
FORKS WA 98331 (360) 374-6582 (360) 374-6549
NESPELEM WA 99155 (888) 881-7684 (509) 634-4116
ARLINGTON WA 98223 (360) 652-7362 (360) 435-7689
TAHOLA WA (360) 276-8215
TACOMA WA 98404 (253) 573-7936 (253) 573-7929
WARM SPRINGS OR 97761 (541) 553-3257
DEMING WA 98244 (360) 592-5176 (360) 592-5721



CARNATION WA 98014 (425) 222-6900 (425) 222-7798
PUYALLUP WA 98371
OLGA WA 98279 (360) 376-4438
AUBURN WA 98092 (253) 939-3311 (253) 939-5311
NEAH BAY WA 98357 (360) 645-3236 (360) 645-2788
OLYMPIA WA 98516 (360) 456-5221 2134 (360) 407-1025
SPOKANE WA 99201 (509) 838-1057 (509) 838-1292
OLYMPIA WA 98516 (360) 456-5221 (360) 407-1025
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284 (360) 856-5501 (360) 856-3175
SUQUAMISH WA 98392 (360) 598-3311
OAKVILLE WA 98569 (360) 273-5911
SQUAXIN WA 98584 (360) 426-9781 (360) 426-6577
SPOKANE WA 99201 (509) 838-1057 (509) 838-1292
AUBURN WA 98092 (253) 939-3311 194 (253) 939-5311
LA PUSH WA 98350 (360) 374-6154 (360) 374-6153
SUQUAMISH WA 98392 (360) 394-5253
SUQUAMISH WA 98392 (360) 394-5294 (360) 598-6295
LA CONNER WA 98257 (360) 466-7205 (360) 466-5309
MARYSVILLE WA 98270 (360) 651-4500 (360) 651-4079
LACEY WA 98506 (360) 438-1180
DARRINGTON WA 98241 (360) 436-1124 (360) 436-1511
LA PUSH WA 98350 (360) 374-6154 (360) 374-6153
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 293-6404 205 (360) 299-0790
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 293-6404 115 (360) 299-0790
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284
ARLINGTON WA 98223 (360) 652-7362 228 (360) 435-7689
MARYSVILLE WA 98271

LONGVIEW WA 98632          (360) 425-1553

PORT ANGELES WA 98362

QUILCENE WA 98376-5002     
TACOMA WA 98404 (253) 627-7985
SEATTLE WA 98103
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 283-7757
BELLEVUE WA 98004
EVERETT WA 98201 (425) 339-9300
GIG HARBOR WA 98335
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 577-2598
BELLEVUE WA 98009
KENNEWICK WA 99336 (509) 586-5488
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 780-3362
ANCHORAGE AK 99503 (907) 265-5633
ALCOA CENTER PA 15069 (206) 287-9130
MALAGA WA 98801 (509) 663-9278
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 632-7888
EVERETT WA 98201
SEATTLE WA 98199 (206) 213-0330 (206) 213-0334
SEATTLE WA 98106
SEATTLE WA 98133 (206) 364-4293
ANACORTES WA 98221
LYNNWOOD WA 98036
SEATTLE WA 98108 (206) 762-9125
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 382-4851
TACOMA WA 98401 (253) 756-0201
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 284-4204
EVERETT WA 98205
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 648-2226
LA PALMA CA 90623 (714) 670-5385



SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 652-2444
REDMOND WA 98052
KENNEWICK WA 99336
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 784-9944
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 783-0241
DALLAS TX 75283
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110
RENTON WA 98057 (206) 226-3900
LOPEZ ISLAND WA 98261 (360) 486-3366
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 285-8200
ALAMEDA CA 94501
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-4679
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368
RICHLAND WA 99352 (509) 375-2768
BAY CENTER WA 98527 (360) 875-6172
OLYMPIA WA 98502
BELLINGHAM WA 98228
BELLEVUE WA 98005
ANACORTES WA 98221
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 281-8034
BLAINE WA 98230 (360) 371-7744
BIRCH BAY WA 98230
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 782-9190
BELLINGHAM WA 98229 (360) 738-3116
KIRKLAND WA 98034 (206) 818-1609 (425) 828-6434
TOLEDO WA 98591
WALLA WALLA WA 99362
BREMERTON WA 98310 (360) 377-2600
SEATTLE WA 98108 (206) 662-1620
STEILACOOM WA 98388
WALLUTA WA 99363 (509) 545-3318
VANCOUVER WA 98666 (360) 384-6161
CHEHALIS WA 98532 (360) 245-3294
OLYMPIA WA 98506 (360) 357-5670
SEATTLE WA 98108 (206) 763-8696
BUENA PARK CA 90622
BREMERTON WA 98312 (360) 479-2662
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 636-3341
YAKIMA WA 98901 (509) 575-5848
TACOMA WA 98499 (206) 588-1788
TACOMA WA 98422
PORT GAMBLE WA 98364-0257
BURTON WA 98013
SEATTLE WA 98104
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250
ORCAS WA 98280 (360) 468-2329
SEATTLE WA 98112 (206) 323-3129
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-4993
COUPEVILLE WA 98239 (206) 678-4097
NORDLAND WA 98358
OLYMPIA WA 98502 (360) 866-0717
SEATTLE WA 98104
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 381-6740
BEND OR 97709 (541) 382-2051
CATHLAMET WA 98612 (360) 795-3221
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-6178
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 628-0597
SEATTLE WA 98103-6973 (206) 223-8454 (206) 223-8464
SEATTLE WA 98109
MOSES LAKE WA 98837
LA CONNER WA 98257
SEATTLE WA 98109
LA CONNER WA 98257



BELLINGHAM WA 98226 (360) 708-4138
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 376-2250
ABERDEEN WA 98520
CENTRALIA WA 98531 (360) 807-0764
KALAMA WA 98625 (360) 673-4503
SEATTLE WA 98177 (206) 546-0503
SEATTLE WA 98114 (206) 725-5200
SEATTLE WA 98109 (425) 747-1436
TACOMA WA 98402 (253) 383-2429
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 628-0838
TACOMA WA 98421 (253) 627-3186
SEATTLE WA 98104
KALAMA WA 98625 (360) 673-4503
OAK HARBOR WA 98277 (360) 675-8828
OAK HARBOR WA 98277 (360) 675-8828
OCEAN SHORES WA 98569 (360) 289-2252
BELLEVUE WA 98007 (425) 702-8800
BLAINE WA 98230
PASCO WA 99301
VANCOUVER WA 98661 (503) 286-6976
MOSES LAKE WA 98837
WHITE SALMON WA 98672
KENNEWICK WA 99336 (509) 586-6118
BOULDER CO 80302
VANCOUVER WA 98660 (360) 694-1627
PUYALLUP WA 98371 (253) 864-4373
SILVERDALE WA 98315 (360) 315-5122
BELLEVUE WA 98005
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 352-2241
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 423-2493
KELSO WA 98626 (360) 577-3030
POULSBO WA 98370
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 842-0552
WENATCHEE WA 98801 (509) 662-2023
WENATCHEE WA 98807 (509) 662-2023
SEATTLE WA 98117 (206) 784-0171
GIG HARBOR WA 98335
QUILCENE WA 98376
DEER HARBOR WA 98243 (360) 455-1367
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (917) 902-1136
EASTSOUND WA 98245
SEATTLE WA 98111 (206) 443-8100
TACOMA WA 98421 (206) 572-2666
PORT ANGELES WA 98362
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 293-5920
POULSBO WA 98370
KIRKLAND WA 98034 (425) 823-9316
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 375-6008
ANACORTES WA 98221 (206) 242-9020
EVERETT WA 98201 (425) 742-8609
ST HELENS OR 97051 (503) 397-3813
MILTON WA 98354 (253) 863-5176
OLYMPIA WA 98502
SEATTLE WA 98108 (206) 763-2383
WENATCHEE WA 98801 (509) 665-3589
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
SEATTLE WA 98166
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 285-2250
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 284-3100
SEQUIM WA 98382 (360) 683-4436
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368
SAN ANELSMO CA 94960 (415) 453-5051
SEATTLE WA 98188
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 329-0381
KELSO WA 98626 (360) 577-3030



DENVER CO 80210
MOSES LAKE WA 98837 (509) 766-2950
SEQUIM WA 98382
SEATTLE WA 98134 (206) 628-0051
BEVERLY HILLS CA 90211 (310) 273-4177
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (206) 858-3982
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 842-4003
BELLEVUE WA 98004 (425) 462-6200
KIRKLAND WA 98083-3115
KENT WA 98030
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-2720
REPUBLIC WA 99166 (509) 775-3157
EVERETT WA 98201 (425) 259-5567
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 336-5725
SEATTLE WA 98121 (206) 728-7000
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
OLYMPIA WA 98502
LYNNWOOD WA 98036
SEATTLE WA 98199
RICHLAND WA 99352
SEATTLE WA 98101
WASHINGTON DC 20460
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-4685
VANCOUVER BC BC V5L1R
VANCOUVER BC BC V5L-1
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
WASHOUGAL WA 98671 (360) 835-8561
WENATCHEE WA 98801 (509) 667-4408
WENATCHEE WA 98801 (509) 665-4205
VANCOUVER WA 98660 (360) 693-4216
FEDERAL WAY WA 98063
SEATTLE WA 98117 (206) 789-8700
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 588-8629
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 352-0528
LOPEZ WA 98251
EVERETT WA 98201
PORT ANGELES WA 98363 (360) 457-8678
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 324-5786
BELLEVUE WA 98004 (206) 453-4590
FORKS WA 98331
CAMAS WA 98607 (360) 834-3021
CLASKANIE OR 97016 (503) 455-3203
SOUTH PASADENA CA 91030 (818) 441-5111
TACOMA WA 98421 (253) 627-4344
TACOMA WA 98421 (206) 272-0366
TACOMA WA 98402 (253) 272-4499
DEER HARBOR WA 98243 (360) 376-2277
FOX ISLAND WA 98333
FREELAND WA 98249
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 632-0152
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 632-0152
SEATTLE WA 98103-8891
BELLINGHAM WA 98227 (360) 378-2277
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (206) 378-5107
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 419-0988
PORTLAND OR 97204 (503) 241-3762
CENTRALIA WA 98531
FEDERAL WAY WA 98093 (253) 929-1519 (253) 874-8599
OKANOGAN WA 98840
LOPEZ WA 98261 (206) 468-2713
BELLEVUE WA 98004
POULSBO WA 98370
SEATTLE WA 98124 (206) 820-1739
GIG HARBOR WA 98335



GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (206) 851-1793
GIG HARBOR WA 98332 (206) 858-2250
EDMONDS WA 98020 (425) 921-1708
HOODSPORT WA 98548 (206) 877-9522
TACOMA WA 98421 (253) 274-9760
BREWSTER WA 98812
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 328-2628
MONTESANO WA 98563 (360) 495-3289 (775) 254-9984
SEATTLE WA 98101
REDMOND WA 98053 (425) 868-1010
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 842-4660
WASHOUGAL WA 98671 (360) 835-2148
SEATTLE WA 98155
LILLIWAUP WA 98555
PASCO WA 99301 (509) 266-4627
LOPEZ ISLAND WA 98261 (360) 468-3732
TACOMA WA 98402 (253) 272-7539
SOUTH BEND WA 98586 (360) 875-5501
KENMORE WA 98028 (206) 485-7557
ISSAQUAH WA 98027 (206) 283-1155
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (253) 851-3948
SHELTON WA 98584 (360) 426-2300
GRAYLAND WA 98547 (360) 267-5432
GIG HARBOR WA 98335
TACOMA WA 98401 (206) 564-1543
LOPEZ ISLAND WA 98261 (360) 468-2225
UNIVERSITY PLACE WA 98464
ILWACO WA 98624 (360) 484-3487
LAKEBAY WA 98349
VANCOUVER WA 98661 (360) 604-4333
HOODSPORT WA 98548
SEABECK WA 98380
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 842-0894
UNION WA 98592
HOQUIAM WA 98550 (360) 533-3060
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 323-8415
SEATTLE WA 98108 (206) 763-1230
CAMBY OR 97013 (503) 266-1940
SEATTLE WA 98105 (206) 522-1268
SPOKANE WA 99202
SPOKANE WA 99212 (509) 924-1911
LOPEZ WA 98261 (206) 468-3377
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-4430
FERNDALE WA 98248 (360) 384-7061
SEATTLE WA 98106 (206) 938-0403
PORT ANGELES  WA 98362
HOQUIAM WA 98550
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 587-6500
GIG HARBOR WA 98336 (206) 858-9566
CAMAS WA 98607
OLYMPIA WA 98502
CHELAN WA 98816 (509) 682-4444
SHELTON WA 98584 (206) 426-8823
STANWOOD WA 98292
FEDERAL WAY WA 98003
TACOMA WA 98421 (206) 572-4005
SEQUIM WA 98382 (360) 683-8871
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (253) 858-5982
SEATTLE WA 98105
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-2074
VANCOUVER WA 98660 (360) 693-0723
SPOKANE WA 99215
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368
KALAMA WA 98625 (360) 673-3900
SHELTON WA 98584 (206) 426-0838



OLYMPIA WA 98506
SHELTON WA 98584 (360) 427-5774
SHELTON WA 98584 (360) 427-9340
OCEAN PARK WA 98640 (360) 665-4128
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 486-1257
OMAHA NE 68131 (402) 342-2052
RENTON WA 98056
BENTON CITY WA 99320 (509) 375-2032
BENTON CITY WA 99320 (509) 375-2032
POULSBO WA 98370
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366 (206) 876-1189
BREMERTON WA 98312
GRESHAM OR 97080
OAK HARBOR WA 98277
LA CONNER WA 98257
LA CONNER WA 98257
LA CONNER WA 98257 (425) 556-0927
CALGARY BC T2W4Y (206) 937-8025
CHELAN WA 98816 (509) 682-4584
MANSON WA 98831 (509) 687-3548
CHELAN WA 98816
CHELAN WA 98816 (509) 687-9721
EVERETT WA 98201 (206) 334-8588
SEATTLE WA 98134 (206) 767-1305
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 322-9375
SEATTLE WA 98102
BELLEVUE WA 98006
SPOKANE WA 99203 (206) 547-1654
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 624-8890
SEATTLE WA 98121 (206) 695-4839
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (253) 851-5141
ELMA WA 98541
SEATTLE WA 98115 (206) 623-8632
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250
SEATTLE WA 98119 (206) 283-8555
BELLINGHAM WA 98227
SHORELINE WA 98133 (206) 546-9592
SEATTLE WA 98124
SEATTLE WA 98144 (206) 329-0085
SEATTLE WA 98134 (206) 328-4456
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 527-4405
BROOMFIELD CO 80021
POULSBO WA 98370 (206) 283-1155
LA CONNER WA 98257
SHELTON WA 98584 (360) 426-9759
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 351-0131
SEATTLE WA 98199
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 728-3000
CHELAN WA 98816 (509) 682-4524
POULSBO WA 98370 (360) 779-2781
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 323-9025
BELLEVUE WA 98006 (206) 282-1001
LAKEBAY WA 98349 (253) 884-2082
CHICAGO IL 60606
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 425-1550
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 425-9377
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 664-2333
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 664-2333
PORTLAND OR 97201
LYNNWOOD WA 98036-4794
GIG HARBOR WA 98332 (253) 851-1959
BELLINGHAM WA 98227
LUMMI ISLAND WA 98262 (360) 758-2699
CARLTON WA 98814 (206) 357-5433
BELLEVUE WA 98005 (206) 451-8188



SEATTLE WA 98112
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (360) 427-5134
TACOMA WA 98422 (360) 426-5536
TACOMA WA 98421 (253) 627-9136
POULSBO WA 98370 (360) 779-5549
DUPONT WA 98327
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 648-0988
SNOHOMISH WA 98291
SNOHOMISH WA 98290
PORTLAND OR 97217 (503) 289-7879
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 782-5777
GIG HARBOR WA 98336
BRIER WA 98036
SEQUIM WA 98382 (360) 582-1758
MERCER ISLAND WA 98040
PORT ANGELES WA 98362
EDMONDS WA 98020
TACOMA WA 98465 (206) 591-3690
KIRKLAND WA 98034 (425) 820-1739
BELLEVUE WA 98009 (425) 454-8880
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 706-8148
KENT WA 98032
KENT WA 98032 (206) 824-4960
DES MOINES WA 98198
GIG HARBOR WA 98335
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-3960
GIG HARBOR WA 98336 (253) 857-5251
VAUGHN WA 98394 (253) 857-5251
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-0818
SEATTLE WA 98108 (206) 763-2383
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 282-1001
KIRKLAND WA 98033 (206) 282-1001
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 682-6261
MOSES LAKE WA 98837 (509) 765-4545
SEATTLE WA 98112
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 902-1664
OLYMPIA WA 98504
SHELTON WA 98584
UNIVERSITY PLACE WA 98466 (253) 377-3353
TACOMA WA 98406
FREELAND WA 98249 (360) 331-7783
ROCHE HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-3500
EVERETT WA 98201 (425) 259-9191
BELLEVUE WA 98006 (425) 746-7225
FREELAND WA 98249 (360) 331-5500
PORT ANGELES WA 98362
BAY CENTER WA 98527 (360) 875-6629
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
GIG HARBOR WA 98336
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
BELLINGHAM WA 98227-5805
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284 (360) 855-1331

SEATTLE WA 98101
UNION WA 98592 (206) 546-7200
OCEAN PARK WA 98640 (360) 665-4886
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 786-6336
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 633-2114
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 632-1441
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 764-3000
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
TIGARD OR 97281 (206) 243-2270
SEATTLE WA 98175
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368 (360) 379-2629
BELLINGHAM WA 98227 (360) 734-9495



OLYMPIA WA 98512 (360) 866-2643
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 748-0012
SHELTON WA 98584 (360) 426-2282
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 682-3160
SEATTLE WA 98103
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 285-6800
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 648-2201
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 624-7600
SEKIU WA 98381
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-2222
OLYMPIA WA 98507
SHELTON WA 98584 (360) 426-3354

SEATTLE WA 98119
(360) 681-4076

OLYMPIA WA 98502
PORT LUDLOW WA 98365 (360) 437-8334
MUKILTEO WA 98275
ANDERSON ISLAND WA 98303 (206) 884-2970
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-4526
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-4520
ORCAS WA 98280 (360) 376-2971
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 357-6767
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 784-2562
BELLINGHAM WA 98225 (360) 671-6460
OLYMPIA WA 98508
PORTLAND OR 97204 (503) 275-9675
CAMPBELL RIVER BC V9W8C (250) 286-1599
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 293-9448
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110
BREMERTON WA 98310
OLYMPIA WA 98504 (360) 902-8500
OLYMPIA WA 98504
BELFAIR WA 98528
SAN DIEGO CA 92103 (800) 299-5453
WASHOUGAL WA 98671
OAK HARBOR WA 98277 (360) 679-0886
PORTLAND OR 97204 (503) 833-4000
BELLEVUE WA 98005 (425) 455-1087
SEATTLE WA 98101
TACOMA WA 98404 (206) 572-3625
SEATTLE WA 98104 (206) 682-3300
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 623-8600
EVERETT WA 98201
KIRKLAND WA 98083 (425) 828-8020
KENMORE WA 98028 (425) 486-2756
KANEOHE HI 96744
POINT ROBERTS WA 98281 (360) 945-2255
TACOMA WA 98422
USK WA 98180
PORT GAMBLE WA 98364
POULSBO WA 98370
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 842-7224
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368
PORT HADLOCK WA 98339
PORT LUDLOW WA 98365 (360) 437-0513
SUQUAMISH WA 98392 (360) 598-6889
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 842-7124
PORT ORCHARD WA 98366
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368
POULSBO WA 98370
CHAMPAIGNE IL 61826 (217) 352-6000
VASHON ISLAND WA 98070 (206) 463-7296
LYNNWOOD WA 98046
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368



GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (253) 858-2201
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 297-7002
PORT ANGELES WA 98362
MONROE WA 98272
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 780-6947
SEATTLE WA 98124
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 634-3733
VASHON WA 98070
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 323-9610
KENMORE WA 98028 (425) 398-2744
PORT ORCHARD WA 98367 (206) 858-6049
OLYMPIA WA 98504
BAY CENTER WA 98527 (360) 875-6258
LOPEZ ISLAND WA 98261
AUBURN WA 98071 (253) 939-6411
BELLEVUE WA 98004
PORT ANGELES WA 98362
PORT ANGELES WA 98362 (360) 452-1351
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 789-2417
FEDERAL WAY WA 98093
SEATTLE WA 98015 (425) 485-095
SEATTLE WA 98121 (206) 239-1800
ROCHE HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-2191
PACIFIC WA 98047
WALLA WALLA WA 99362
SEATTLE WA 98101
ANDERSON ISLAND WA 98303 (206) 884-4093
TACOMA WA 98402 (253) 627-7800
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250
OAK HARBOR WA 98277 (360) 678-6767
SHORELINE WA 98133 (425) 637-3693
ANACORTES WA 98221
SEATTLE WA 98109 (206) 682-6261
BELLEVUE WA 98008 (425) 861-5440
SEATTLE WA 98127 (206) 784-1234
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 784-1234
SEATTLE WA 98119 (206) 285-7536
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-5107
CHINOOK WA 98614 (360) 777-8229
SEATTLE WA 98121 (206) 728-0123
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (206) 329-5694
KINGSTON WA 98346
SEATTLE WA 98115 (206) 523-4483 (206) 528-7779
EDMONDS WA 98020 (425) 750-4464
SEATTLE WA 98115
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 632-9427
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 587-1778
SEATTLE WA 98108 (206) 462-1800
SEATTLE WA 98112 (206) 719-0653
VANCOUVER BC BC V5L-1 (604) 254-0525
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (253) 851-4511
LA CONNER WA 98257
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368
BURLEY WA 98322 (253) 851-4854
SEATTLE WA 98119
NEWMAN LAKE WA 99025
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 293-4611
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 292-7390
LA CONNER WA 98257 (360) 466-3805
LOPEZ WA 98261
TACOMA WA 98421 (206) 627-5711
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 630-3106
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 532-2323
TACOMA WA 98401 (253) 596-0212
TACOMA WA 98421 (253) 680-6894



TACOMA WA 98421
OLYMPIA WA 98501 (360) 754-7371
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 336-0172
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
RENTON WA 98058
EDMONDS WA 98026 (425) 743-9466
KIRKLAND WA 98033
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 842-9345
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273 (360) 445-4803
UNION WA 98592
SOUTH BEND WA 98586 (360) 875-5712
SOUTH BEND WA 98586 (360) 875-6570
VANCOUVER WA 98685
BURIEN WA 98166 (206) 244-9575
SEAHURST WA 98062 (206) 835-5694
SPOKANE WA 99209-9820 (509) 838-5828
DEER HARBOR WA 98243 (360) 376-4314
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-2200
EVERETT WA 98201
STARTUP WA 98293
ADDISON TX 75001 (972) 361-5249
VANCOUVER WA 98683 (360) 694-6000
STANWOOD WA 98292 (360) 652-9233
GIG HARBOR WA 98335
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
PORT ORCHARD WA 98367 (360) 876-4435
SEQUIM WA 98382
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (253) 851-4300
TACOMA WA 98421 (206) 627-5711
RICHLAND WA 99352 (509) 943-5319
TACOMA WA 98407
KAILUA HI 96734
FOX ISLAND WA 98333
KIRKLAND WA 98033 (425) 828-3003
SEATTLE WA 98105 (206) 732-8350
SPOKANE WA 99220 (509) 747-6111
SEATTLE WA 98146
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 329-7973
ANACORTES WA 98221 (360) 293-9141
SUQUAMISH WA 98392
MOUNT VERNON WA 98273
BEND OR 97709
BELLINGHAM WA 98227
PORT HADLOCK WA 98339
FERNDALE WA 98248 (360) 384-1011
ANACORTES WA 98221
GRAPEVIEW WA 98546 (360) 275-2253
SELAH WA 98942
SEATTLE WA 98121 (206) 374-0414
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 782-6559
BREMERTON WA 98312
HOQUIAM WA 98550 (360) 533-4453
SEATTLE WA 98124
TACOMA WA 98422
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 783-1639
PORT TOWNSEND WA 98368 (360) 379-4033 (360) 379-4050
SEATTLE WA 98188
KIRKLAND WA 98033 (206) 622-8182
LA CONNER WA 98257
BELLEVUE WA 98005 (425) 519-6500
TACOMA WA 98402
SEATTLE WA 98168 (206) 242-3236
SEKIU WA 98381 (360) 963-2334
VANCOUVER WA 98660 (360) 696-8626



VANCOUVER WA 98668-1966
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 632-7000
MERCER ISLAND WA 98040 (206) 232-9588
BELLEVUE WA 98008 (206) 464-4380
BELLEVUE WA 98166 (425) 450-1550
STANWOOD WA 98292
SEATTLE WA 98107 (206) 285-6800

SEATTLE WA 98115 (206) 527-3210
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 (253) 858-6600
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 675-1585 (206) 749-9274
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 652-2444 (206) 652-0591
SEATTLE WA 98195
LONGVIEW WA 98632
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110
EVERETT WA 98201 (425) 742-8609
SAN FRANSICO CA 94107 (213) 680-9098
WENATCHEE WA 98801
WENATCHEE WA 98801 (509) 663-0002
OLYMPIA WA 98502
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-2240
EASTSOUND WA 98245 (360) 376-2240
MILL CREEK WA 98012
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 317-8037
DES MOINES WA 98198 (206) 824-2042
ORCAS WA 98280 (360) 376-2314
SEATTLE WA 98134
BELLEVUE WA 98006
SEATTLE WA 98121 (206) 632-3066
SEATTLE WA 98103 (206) 632-3066
OLYMPIA WA 98502 (360) 866-6882
COSMOPOLIS WA 98537 (360) 537-8311
COSMOPOLIS WA 98537
LONGVIEW WA 98632 (360) 425-2150
FEDERAL WAY WA 98063
OAK HARBOR WA 98277
EVERETT WA 98201
OCEAN PARK WA 98640 (360) 665-4111
SEDRO WOOLLEY WA 98284
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
TULSA OK 74117
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110
SEATTLE WA 98102 (206) 322-9375
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110 (206) 842-4202
ABERDEEN WA 98520 (360) 538-2597
PORTLAND OR 97204 (503) 626-6656
SEATTLE WA 98101

PORT ANGELES WA 98362
GRANITE FALLS WA 98252 (360) 691-7727
BELLINGHAM WA 98226
OLYMPIA WA 98504-0900     
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
SUQUAMISH WA 98392 (360) 598-4617
SEATTLE WA 98107-5018
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-4343
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 378-4343
BELLINGHAM WA 98225
OLYMPIA WA 98507-7505 (360) 352-4122

WA
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 (360) 317-5470
LA CONNER WA 98257
OLGA WA 98279 (360) 376-3767
RAYMOND WA 98577 (360) 875-0213
TACOMA WA 98407-4929



SOUTH BEND WA 98586
OLYMPIA WA 98504
REDMOND WA 98052 (206) 881-6774
REDMOND WA 98056 (206) 881-6774
SEQUIM WA 98382
ASHFORD WA 98304
FOX ISLAND WA 98333 (253) 549-4131
SEATTLE WA 98101
LOPEZ WA 98261 (206) 468-3358
PORT ANGELES WA 98362 (360) 457-6622 35
SEATTLE WA 98101 (206) 287-9130
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA 98110
FEDERAL WAY WA 98063 (206) 406-2770



E-MAIL ADDRESS LESSEE COUNTY AQUATIC DISTRICT
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

commplanning@ci.bothell.wa.us KING/SNOHOMISH SHORELINE
lcavanaugh@ci.burlington.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES LEWIS RIVERS
YES LEWIS RIVERS
YES KITTITAS RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE

GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES COWLITZ RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

spetitt@willapabay.org PACIFIC RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

BENTON RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

ose@seattle.gov YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
MASON SHORELINE

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
loch@ci.snohomish.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES GRANT RIVERS
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE



YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

cityhall@ci.port-orchard.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
gcasey@ci.port-orchard.wa.us YES KITSAP SHORELINE
jacheson@ci.camas.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
mayor@cityofnooksack.com WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
mradammedina@comcast.net KING SHORELINE
eadams@ci.colfax.wa.us WHITMAN RIVERS

YAKIMA RIVERS
adamsj@ci.pasco.wa.us FRANKLIN RIVERS
johna@ci.normandy-park.wa.us YES KING SHORELINE

BENTON RIVERS
geoclerk@smwireless.net GRANT RIVERS
gcclerk@bigdam.net GRANT RIVERS
galvarado@ci.moses-lake.wa.us YES GRANT RIVERS
rcfin@centurytel.net GRANT RIVERS
administrator@cityofwarden.org GRANT RIVERS
astrang@ci.college-place.wa.us WALLA WALLA RIVERS
christi@cityofmillcreek.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
kent.anderson@kelso.gov COWLITZ RIVERS
canderson@ci.kent.wa.us KING SHORELINE
cityofnewport@newport-wa.org PEND ORIELLE RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
kasay@cityofmilton.net YES KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
sashleynapa@cablespeed.com LEWIS RIVERS
mayorsoffice@cob.org YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
bbaarsma@cityoftacoma.org PIERCE SHORELINE
azam.babar@ci.vancouver.wa.us YES CLARK RIVERS
mesa@televar.com FRANKLIN RIVERS
dbannier@ci.monroe.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

KITTITAS RIVERS
lbarnett@east-wenatchee.com YES DOUGLAS RIVERS
mayor@cityofchewelah.com STEVENS RIVERS
bsd@cob.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
grantb@ci.yelm.wa.us THURSTON RIVERS

WHITMAN RIVERS
lbellamy@ci.goldendale.wa.us KLICKITAT RIVERS
steve@cityoflfp.com KING SHORELINE
bbenson@ci.yakima.wa.us YAKIMA RIVERS
wallaceb@cityofmccleary.com YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
bberezowsky@cityofpoulsbo.com KITSAP SHORELINE
andy.bergsagel@cityoffederalway.com KING SHORELINE
mbethune@cityoforting.org YES PIERCE SHORELINE
tukplan@ci.tukwila.wa.us KING SHORELINE
jblack@redmond.gov KING SHORELINE
okanogan@northcascades.net OKANOGAN RIVERS
asotin@cableone.net YES ASOTIN RIVERS
jboers@ci.fircrest.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
doreen.booth@duvallwa.gov KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
todd.boulanger@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
pbourquin@ci.camas.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
mkbowman@ci.college-place.wa.us WALLA WALLA RIVERS

YES WALLA WALLA RIVERS
jboys@ci.washougal.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
mayor@ci.bremerton.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
mbrachmann@ci.camas.wa.us YES CLARK RIVERS
mvds@ci.mount-vernon.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
toncity@televar.com YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
bingen@gorge.net KLICKITAT RIVERS
john.brickey@ci.longview.wa.us COWLITZ RIVERS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS



GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

dbugher@cityoflakewood.us PIERCE SHORELINE
planning@ci.lacey.wa.us YES THURSTON RIVERS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
trishb@omakcity.com YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
sbutler@ci.seatac.wa.us KING SHORELINE
bryan.cairns@mercergov.org KING SHORELINE
jennifer.campos@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
brian.carrico@ci.battle-ground.wa.us YES CLARK RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

chave@ci.edmonds.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
conconully@ncidata.com OKANOGAN RIVERS
rick.c@cityofsultan.com YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
dennisclarke@qwest.net PIERCE SHORELINE
council@ci.lacey.wa.us THURSTON RIVERS
sclaycamp@visitmorton.com LEWIS RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
jcoggins@townofconconully.com OKANOGAN RIVERS
Teninocityhall@comcast.net THURSTON RIVERS
bcolinas@ci.brier.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
jcollins@townofwoodway.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
ccomeau@cob.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
Mayor@ci.kent.wa.us KING SHORELINE
larry.cort@oakharbor.org ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
cor@rcabletv.com FERRY RIVERS
asotin@cableone.net ASOTIN RIVERS
pcrane@ci.everett.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
vader@toledotel.com YES LEWIS RIVERS

ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
sam.crummett@ci.ridgefield.wa.us YES CLARK RIVERS
mcunningham@ci.everett.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

cityclerk@palouse.com WHITMAN RIVERS
OKANOGAN RIVERS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
ddavison@elltel.net YAKIMA RIVERS

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
mdeal@ci.puyallup.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
gdegginger@ci.bellevue.wa.us KING SHORELINE
pdennis@ci.camas.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
oakvillecityhall@comcast.net GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
pete.dickinson@pullman-wa.gov WHITMAN RIVERS
jdodge@ci.seatac.wa.us KING SHORELINE
cityofridgefield@qwest.net YES CLARK RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
CLARK RIVERS

maryann@ci.stevenson.wa.us YES SKAMANIA RIVERS
cdungan@ci.marysville.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
reastwood@ci.kenmore.wa.us KING SHORELINE

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
echanove@gocougs.wsu.edu WHITMAN RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
roymayor@ywave.com PIERCE SHORELINE

WALLA WALLA RIVERS
clarkstoncity@cableone.net ASOTIN RIVERS
denslow@ci.sumner.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
jerickson@cwcog.org YES COWLITZ RIVERS
mark@markericson.com THURSTON RIVERS
geoclerk@smwireless.net GRANT RIVERS
trinalee@sprague-wa.us LINCOLN RIVERS
greg.fewins@cityoffederalway.com YES KING SHORELINE



roslyn@inlandnet.com KITTITAS RIVERS
gfisher4@uswest.net KING SHORELINE

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
rodf.forks@centurytel.net CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
mfleek@ci.burlington.wa.us YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
kahlotus@centurytel.net FRANKLIN RIVERS
mfoutch@ci.olympia.wa.us THURSTON RIVERS
sfranks@spokanecity.org SPOKANE RIVERS
lfrazier@ci.bainbridge-isl.wa.us YES KITSAP SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
mayor@ci.issaquah.wa.us KING SHORELINE
kgalloway@ci.monroe.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
tgalvin@cityofblaine.com YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
Jeang@ci.newcastle.wa.us KING SHORELINE
kgarrett@ci.lynnwood.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
cityofroy@Ywave.com PIERCE SHORELINE
city_hall@cityofup.com PIERCE SHORELINE
jgellings@medina-wa.gov YES KING SHORELINE

YES COWLITZ RIVERS
agiffen@ci.everett.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
goldbardsl@verizon.net YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

LINCOLN RIVERS
finance@longbeachwa.gov PACIFIC RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
clerk1@pomeroy-wa.com GARFIELD RIVERS

COLUMBIA RIVERS
michael.grant@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
scottg@ci.burien.wa.us KING SHORELINE

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
ritzvilleclerktreas@centurytel.net ADAMS RIVERS
kgurol@ci.sammamish.wa.us KING SHORELINE
haakenson@ci.edmonds.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
4tekoa@palousenet.com WHITMAN RIVERS
hamlin@ci.snohomish.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
asotin@cableone.net ASOTIN RIVERS
stephanie@ci.stanwood.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
jhanson@ci.everett.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
janah@ci.mount-vernon.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
cityofnb@saw.net SKAMANIA RIVERS

THURSTON RIVERS
harksella@lyndenwa.org YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
rollinh@sehome.com WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
richard.hart@ci.mercer-island.wa.us KING SHORELINE

LEWIS RIVERS
LINCOLN RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

kenh@ci.north-bend.wa.us KING SHORELINE
PACIFIC RIVERS

chelland@ci.bellevue.wa.us YES KING SHORELINE
rhildreth@ci.pacific.wa.us KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
goldbardsl@verizon.net YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
rjhinch@gotvc.net WALLA WALLA RIVERS
markh@ci.issaquah.wa.us KING SHORELINE
ghirashima@ci.marysville.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
cityhall@ci.edgewood.wa.us YES PIERCE SHORELINE

KLICKITAT RIVERS
shope@ci.mlt.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
cclrk-zillahcity@earthlink.net YAKIMA RIVERS
pateros@nwi.net OKANOGAN RIVERS
ilwacoch@willapabay.org PACIFIC RIVERS
laura.hudson@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
chugo@ci.bremerton.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
hunterc@cityofgigharbor.net PIERCE SHORELINE



mayord@ci.lake-forest-park.wa.us KING SHORELINE
will.ibershof@duvallwa.gov KING SHORELINE
laure.iddings@ci.maple-valley.wa.us KING SHORELINE
jidsinga@pacifier.com CLARK RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES COWLITZ RIVERS
jackson@bentonrea.com YES YAKIMA RIVERS
gfcity@gte.net SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
davidj@ci.burien.wa.us KING SHORELINE
johnsonn@ci.bonney-lake.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
city@cityofbuckley.com PIERCE SHORELINE

LINCOLN RIVERS
djohnson@cityoflakewood.us YES PIERCE SHORELINE
glenn.johnson@ci.pullman.wa.us WHITMAN RIVERS
Teninocityhall@comcast.net THURSTON RIVERS
mayorraymond@willapabay.org PACIFIC RIVERS
mossyrock@lewiscounty.com LEWIS RIVERS
pcd@ci.bainbridge-isl.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
planner@ci.westport.wa.us GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
mkelley@cityoffife.org PIERCE SHORELINE
mayor@ci.marysville.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
kwheeler@ci.renton.wa.us KING SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE
wil@ci.white-salmon.wa.us KLICKITAT RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
cityofnewport@newport-wa.org PEND ORIELLE RIVERS

KITSAP SHORELINE
planningdepartment@ci.bonney-lake.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
gcclerk@bigdam.net GRANT RIVERS
ckoch@cob.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
tog@televar.com YAKIMA RIVERS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
jeroen.kok@ci.vancouver.wa.us
mayor@ci.bainbridge-isl.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
wincity@toledotel.com LEWIS RIVERS

YES KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
rkrieger@ci.deerpark.wa.us YES SPOKANE RIVERS
cddirector@cityofleavenworth.com YES CHELAN RIVERS
kkuhn@ci.walla-walla.wa.us WALLA WALLA RIVERS
mkunkler@ci.sunnyside.wa.us YAKIMA RIVERS
marian.lahav@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
mark.lamb@ci.bothell.wa.us KING/SNOHOMISH SHORELINE
mayor@ci.ferndale.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

WHITMAN RIVERS
klanfear@osgov.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
blarsen@ci.everett.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
mlarson@ci.arlington.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
mayor@ci.snoqualmie.wa.us KING SHORELINE
jlauinger@ci.kirkland.wa.us KING SHORELINE
trinalee@sprague-wa.us LINCOLN RIVERS
leedyb@ci.bonney-lake.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
dlefevre@ci.sequim.wa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
slevis@ci.lacenter.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
plewis@auburnwa.gov KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
glewis@cityofsumas.com WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
commdevdir@city-of-airway-heights.org YES SPOKANE RIVERS
cadmin@chewelah.wa.us YES STEVENS RIVERS
jlitt@ci.lacey.wa.us THURSTON RIVERS
jlong@ci.port-orchard.wa.us YES KITSAP SHORELINE
louwsj@lyndenwa.org YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

GRANT RIVERS
jlynch@cob.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
klyonnais@ci.walla-walla.wa.us WALLA WALLA RIVERS



mmadsen@cityofpa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
DOUGLAS RIVERS

malonen@gibbs-olson.com YES COWLITZ RIVERS
john.manley@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
dmaples@ci.yakima.wa.us YAKIMA RIVERS
jmarine@ci.mukilteo.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
pateros@nwi.net OKANOGAN RIVERS
jemartin@cableone.net ASOTIN RIVERS
cityhall@clydehill.org KING SHORELINE
clerk1@pomeroy-wa.com GARFIELD RIVERS
plandir@colville.wa.us STEVENS RIVERS
cwcog@cwcog.org COWLITZ RIVERS
mmatlock@ci.tumwater.wa.us YES THURSTON RIVERS
kahlotus@centurytel.net FRANKLIN RIVERS
clerk@chewelah.wa.us STEVENS RIVERS
hmccartney@ci.mukilteo.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
kathy.mcclung@cityoffederalway.com KING SHORELINE
jmcdonagh@cityofpt.us YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
bmcdonald@ci.dupont.wa.us YES PIERCE SHORELINE
mcdonaldd@ci.pasco.wa.us YES FRANKLIN RIVERS

patti.mcellrath@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
johnwiltsejr@hotmail.com KING SHORELINE

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
burien@ci.burien.wa.us KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
Kelly@cityofmillcreek.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
robert.millspaw@ci.longview.wa.us COWLITZ RIVERS
monged@ci.woodland.wa.us COWLITZ RIVERS
bryan.monroe@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS

YES COWLITZ RIVERS
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

carl@ci.carnation.wa.us KING SHORELINE
lmueller@cityofpoulsbo.com KITSAP SHORELINE
smullet@ci.tukwila.wa.us KING SHORELINE
spangletown@icehouse.net SPOKANE RIVERS
ian@cityofanacortes.org SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
wmurphy@cityoftoppenish.us YAKIMA RIVERS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
mobar@comcast.net YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
rnacht@ci.chehalis.wa.us YES LEWIS RIVERS
SFranks@SpokaneCity.org SPOKANE RIVERS
dnemens@ci.covington.wa.us YES KING SHORELINE

YES KITTITAS RIVERS
clerk@cityofkittitas.com KITTITAS RIVERS
greg.newkirk@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
hpannell@colville.wa.us STEVENS RIVERS
cnichols@townofwoodway.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
sue.nakamura@seattle.gov KING SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
rodle@redmond.gov KING SHORELINE
joloughl@cityoftacoma.org PIERCE SHORELINE
pam@ncidata.com OKANOGAN RIVERS
pascojoyce@charter.net YES FRANKLIN RIVERS
dennis.osborn@ci.battle-ground.wa.us CLARK RIVERS

CHELAN RIVERS
elmamayor@techline.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
rosgood@ci.tumwater.wa.us THURSTON RIVERS

MASON SHORELINE
cott@cityoftacoma.org PIERCE SHORELINE
ypage@ci.arlington.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
michael.park@cityoffederalway.com KING SHORELINE

GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
raymondpw@willapabay.org PACIFIC RIVERS



WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
mpatrick@osgov.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
bdcity@aol.com YES KING SHORELINE
billp@ci.carnation.wa.us KING SHORELINE
spearson@wapato-city.org YAKIMA RIVERS

YES CLARK RIVERS
dpenrose@cityoflakewood.us PIERCE SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
jpeters@ci.yakima.wa.us YAKIMA RIVERS
ty.peterson@ci.maple-valley.wa.us YES KING SHORELINE
brownc@techline.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
mpetitti@ci.sammamish.wa.us KING SHORELINE
ryan.petty@cityoftacoma.org PIERCE SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
apietsch@ci.renton.wa.us KING SHORELINE
mayor@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
ccplan@bmi.net COLUMBIA RIVERS
steve.powers@oakharbor.org ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
jpratt@ci.everson.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
mpreston@ci.bainbridge-isl.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
bingen@gorge.net KLICKITAT RIVERS
mpruett@ci.camas.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
kelly.punteney@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
kquade@cityofpoulsbo.com KITSAP SHORELINE

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
vraines@Lnc.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

KITSAP SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

ken4ulb@yahoo.com PACIFIC RIVERS
council@ci.shoreline.wa.us KING SHORELINE
ugplanningbuilding@cityofuniongap.com YAKIMA RIVERS
brea@ci.richland.wa.us BENTON RIVERS
tomr@cityofalgona.com YES KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

andrew.reule@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
jrickard@ci.college-place.wa.us WALLA WALLA RIVERS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
tom@cityofmillcreek.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
council@cityofpa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
kevinr@ci.mount-vernon.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
paulr@ci.sumner.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
gfcity@gte.net SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
peterr@ci.issaquah.wa.us KING SHORELINE
dross@medical-lake.org YES SPOKANE RIVERS
gaylerothrock83@msn.com PIERCE SHORELINE

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
sbcity@techline.com YES PACIFIC RIVERS
oakvillecityhall@comcast.net GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

cclerk@owt.com BENTON RIVERS
ADAMS RIVERS

bsangster@ephrata.org GRANT RIVERS
fsatterstrom@ci.kent.wa.us KING SHORELINE

YAKIMA RIVERS
planner@longbeachwa.gov PACIFIC RIVERS
jschiessl@ci.richland.wa.us BENTON RIVERS
landuse@langleywa.org YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
dschmidt@cityofbuckley.com YES PIERCE SHORELINE

YES SPOKANE RIVERS
Mayor@cityofalgona.com KING SHORELINE
citycouncil@ci.sequim.wa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
lscott@aberdeeninfo.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS



linda@ci.carnation.wa.us KING SHORELINE
david.scott@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
sbcity@techline.com PACIFIC RIVERS
planning@ci.ferndale.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
stacee0620@aol.com CLARK RIVERS

JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
jsewell@grandview.wa.us YES MASON SHORELINE
jodie.sharp@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
cityclerk@othellowashington.us YES ADAMS RIVERS

YES PACIFIC RIVERS
bsheckler@desmoineswa.gov KING SHORELINE
administrator@othellowashington.us ADAMS RIVERS
eshields@ci.kirkland.wa.us YES KING SHORELINE

KLICKITAT RIVERS
kfskaggs@plix.com STEVENS RIVERS
bsmart@cob.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
planner@city-of-airway-heights.org SPOKANE RIVERS
city@entiat.org CHELAN RIVERS
csmith@cityoffife.org PIERCE SHORELINE

STEVENS RIVERS
dsmith@libertylakewa.gov SPOKANE RIVERS
cityhall@ci.mlt.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
smithr@ci.pasco.wa.us YES FRANKLIN RIVERS
tsnead@quincywashington.us GRANT RIVERS
gabe.snedeker@ci.mercer-island.wa.us KING SHORELINE
cosibldg@comcast.net GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
bryan.snodgrass@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
bsokol@ci.kenmore.wa.us KING SHORELINE

YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
andrea.spencer@ci.bremerton.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
cspens@cob.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
psquires@westrichland.org BENTON RIVERS
dstaley@cityofbuckley.com PIERCE SHORELINE
dstalheim@cityofwenatchee.com YES CHELAN RIVERS
tstamm@ci.olympia.wa.us YES THURSTON RIVERS
mesa@televar.com FRANKLIN RIVERS

YAKIMA RIVERS
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

kevin@ci.edgewood.wa.us YES PIERCE SHORELINE
rstephanson@ci.everett.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
cor@rcabletv.com FERRY RIVERS
mayor@montesano.us GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
cityadmin@cityofprosser.com YES BENTON RIVERS
dstroh@ci.bellevue.wa.us KING SHORELINE

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
rays@ci.woodinville.wa.us KING SHORELINE
Diane.Sugimura@seattle.gov KING SHORELINE
msukup@spokanevalley.org SPOKANE RIVERS
ssundin@cob.org YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
jsurber@ci.port-townsend.wa.us JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
dswindale@cityofup.com PIERCE SHORELINE
atackett@bossig.com YES FRANKLIN RIVERS
mail@cityofcashmere.org YES CHELAN RIVERS
woodway.townhall@comcast.net SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
ctemple@cityoforting.org YES PIERCE SHORELINE
eterrell@cityofmilton.net YES KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
mterry@ci.bellevue.wa.us KING SHORELINE
miket@ci.enumclaw.wa.us KING SHORELINE
council@cityoflakewood.us PIERCE SHORELINE
administrator@cityofwarden.org GRANT RIVERS
cascadia@olypen.com JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
ben.t@cityofsultan.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
jtovar@ci.shoreline.wa.us KING SHORELINE



bill@cityofmillcreek.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
ntucker@ci.snoqualmie.wa.us YES KING SHORELINE
greg.turner@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
mayor@ritzville-wa.gov ADAMS RIVERS
tomu@ci.puyallup.wa.us YES PIERCE SHORELINE
dvaloff@cityofchelan.com YES CHELAN RIVERS
vanderzandenr@ci.woodland.wa.us COWLITZ RIVERS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE

joann.vidinhar@ci.bremerton.wa.us YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

vodopichj@cityofgigharbor.net PIERCE SHORELINE
mayor@aberdeeninfo.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
mvogel@cob.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
cvonwald@ci.woodinville.wa.us KING SHORELINE

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
jon.wagner@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
suzan.wallace@ci.vancouver.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
dwalser@ci.monroe.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
jwalsh@ci.pacific.wa.us YES KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
tonasket@nvinet.com OKANOGAN RIVERS
connell_webmaster@bossig.com FRANKLIN RIVERS

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
mitch@clydehill.org KING SHORELINE

JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
WHITMAN RIVERS

brewster@ncidata.com OKANOGAN RIVERS
kwelch.cosi@reachone.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
mwelch@ptcitycouncil.org JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
hwest@ci.monroe.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
lwhitcher@cityofcentralia.com YES LEWIS RIVERS
whiter@cityofgigharbor.net PIERCE SHORELINE
rick-white@ci.kennewick.wa.us YES BENTON RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
cityoftoledo@toledotel.com YES LEWIS RIVERS
pwiech@ci.pacific.wa.us KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
iwilkie@centurytel.net LINCOLN RIVERS
davew@awcnet.org YES THURSTON RIVERS
cwilliams@cob.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
ronald392@centurytel.net YES PIERCE SHORELINE
mwincewicz@montesano.us GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
johnwise@ci.enumclaw.wa.us KING SHORELINE
bill.wiselogle@ci.bothell.wa.us KING/SNOHOMISH SHORELINE

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
witkowskib@cityofellensburg.org KITTITAS RIVERS
llowry@nwi.net GRANT RIVERS
phil.wuest@ci.vancouver.wa.us

KING SHORELINE
syoung@ci.dupont.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

bportcty@nwi.net DOUGLAS RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
STEVENS RIVERS

jburrell@ci.north-bend.wa.us KING SHORELINE
BENTON RIVERS

YES BENTON RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

nathan.pate@co.chelan.wa.us CHELAN RIVERS
public.works@co.chelan.wa.us YES CHELAN RIVERS

CHELAN RIVERS
CHELAN RIVERS

web_envhlth@co.clallam.wa.us YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

sgray@co.clallam.wa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS



YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES COWLITZ RIVERS

COWLITZ RIVERS
YES DOUGLAS RIVERS

DOUGLAS RIVERS
YES DOUGLAS RIVERS

plan@co.ferry.wa.us FERRY RIVERS
garfeng@co.garfield.wa.us GARFIELD RIVERS

YES GRANT RIVERS
YES GRANT RIVERS

GRANT RIVERS
GRANT RIVERS
GRANT RIVERS
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

jefft@co.island.wa.us ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

lisa.dinsmore@metrokc.gov KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KITSAP SHORELINE

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

planning@co.kittitas.wa.us KITTITAS RIVERS
KITTITAS RIVERS

YES KITTITAS RIVERS
YES KITTITAS RIVERS
YES KLICKITAT RIVERS

LEWIS RIVERS
YES LEWIS RIVERS

jtguthrie@co.lincoln.wa.us LINCOLN RIVERS
MASON SHORELINE
MASON SHORELINE

YES MASON SHORELINE
MASON SHORELINE



MASON SHORELINE
YES MASON SHORELINE

MASON SHORELINE
OKANOGAN RIVERS
OKANOGAN RIVERS
OKANOGAN RIVERS

planning@co.okanogan.wa.us YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
OKANOGAN RIVERS

YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
YES PACIFIC RIVERS
YES PACIFIC RIVERS

PACIFIC RIVERS
PEND ORIELLE RIVERS

YES PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
PEND ORIELLE RIVERS

jmarthaller@pendoreille.org YES PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE

pcpals@co.pierce.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAMANIA RIVERS

witherspoon@co.skamania.wa.us SKAMANIA RIVERS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SPOKANE RIVERS

YES SPOKANE RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

THURSTON RIVERS
WAHKIAKUM RIVERS

YES WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

YAKIMA RIVERS
commissioners@co.yakima.wa.us YES YAKIMA RIVERS

YAKIMA RIVERS
maamot@co.whatcom.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
Sally.Abella@METROKC.GOV KING SHORELINE
janderso@co.stevens.wa.us YES STEVENS RIVERS
larry.angell@co.chelan.wa.us YES CHELAN RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
philb@co.island.wa.us ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
superiorcourt@co.garfield.wa.us GARFIELD RIVERS
ebeck@clarkpud.com CLARK RIVERS



GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
lbentley@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
beyerc@co.wahkiakum.wa.us WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
brandonb@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
commissioners@co.ferry.wa.us FERRY RIVERS
thopkins@co.lincoln.wa.us LINCOLN RIVERS
rboge@co.skagit.wa.us YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
alan.boguslawski@co.clark.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
jbolger@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
mark.bordsen@co.whitman.wa.us WHITMAN RIVERS
kimb@co.island.wa.us YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
rsiipola@cwcog.org COWLITZ RIVERS
pshults@co.franklin.wa.us FRANKLIN RIVERS
terri.brooks@clark.wa.gov

PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE
COWLITZ RIVERS

dburton@co.garfield.wa.us GARFIELD RIVERS
mbutts@co.clark.wa.us CLARK RIVERS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

rich.carson@co.clark.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
lcaskeys@co.whatcom.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
mchapman@co.clallam.wa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
AlanC@lummi-nsn.gov WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
pcharnas@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE

CLARK RIVERS
planning@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
nchristoph@co.okanogan.wa.us OKANOGAN RIVERS
gcioc@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE

ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
dancox@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
ccreasy@co.clallam.wa.us
ccrites@co.grays-harbor.wa.us GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
carolec@co.island.wa.us ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
bcuffel@usa.net PACIFIC RIVERS
vcummings@techline.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
sdavenport@spokanecounty.org SPOKANE RIVERS
jdegraff@co.lincoln.wa.us LINCOLN RIVERS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
emmettd@co.mason.wa.us MASON SHORELINE
sdotson@gcpud.org GRANT RIVERS
gdougherty@co.clallam.wa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
curtd@co.klickitat.wa.us KLICKITAT RIVERS

DOUGLAS RIVERS
CLARK RIVERS

YES CLARK RIVERS
susan.ellinger@clark.wa.gov CLARK RIVERS
bemery@co.clallam.wa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
cendresen@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
steven.erickson@co.yakima.wa.us YAKIMA RIVERS
gordon.euler@clark.wa.gov CLARK RIVERS
jfalk@spokanecounty.org SPOKANE RIVERS
mfarfan@co.jefferson.wa.us JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
rdf@co.mason.wa.us MASON SHORELINE
flemingsd@co.cowlitz.wa.us
pfletcher@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
planning@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
Stef.Frenzl@co.snohomish.wa.us YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
sgaffne@co.pierce.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
kccha@kccha.org KITSAP SHORELINE
jgibb@techline.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
Travis.Goddard@clark.wa.gov CLARK RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS



JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
sgoodwin@co.whatcom.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
permits@co.san-juan.wa.us SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
pds@co.whatcom.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

jeroldineh@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
bharrison@co.pacific.wa.us YES PACIFIC RIVERS
steveharvey@cwcog.org COWLITZ RIVERS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
hendriksenl@co.cowlitz.wa.us YES COWLITZ RIVERS
ronh@co.san-juan.wa.us SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
bhigbie@co.clark.wa.us CLARK RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
shoskins@co.jefferson.wa.us JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
rhuberd@co.pierce.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
aclark@co.pierce.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
rjames@co.clallam.wa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
pjensen@spokanecounty.org SPOKANE RIVERS
ejohansen@co.stevens.wa.us STEVENS RIVERS
pjohnson@co.jefferson.wa.us JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
rajohnso@co.lewis.wa.us LEWIS RIVERS
paccon@willapabay.org PACIFIC RIVERS
kirkj@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
ejohnson@wacounties.org THURSTON RIVERS
tjulius@techline.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
ckemp@co.asotin.wa.us YES ASOTIN RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
rkimball@co.kitsap.wa.us YES KITSAP SHORELINE

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
ckleebe@co.pierce.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
kknutson@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
vkoehler@co.kitsap.wa.us YES KITSAP SHORELINE
mike@lcpud.org THURSTON RIVERS
pkremen@co.whatcom.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
mkulaas@co.douglas.wa.us DOUGLAS RIVERS
linda.kuller@co.snohomish.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
jladenb@co.pierce.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
craig.ladiser@co.snohomish.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
jane.lamensdorf-bucher@metrokc.gov YES KING SHORELINE

ASOTIN RIVERS
larsong@comcast.net YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
clear@co.clallam.wa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
patrick.lee@clark.wa.gov CLARK RIVERS
TLIBERTY@spokanecounty.org SPOKANE RIVERSlinquistm@co.wahkiakum.wa.us, 
pfennigerh@co.wahkiakum.wa.us WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
mlithgow@pendoreille.org PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
mrmajesty@comcast.net PIERCE SHORELINE
Elizabeth.Loudon@metrokc.gov YES KING SHORELINE
rich.lowry@clark.wa.gov CLARK RIVERS
gwen-bfcog@transedge.com BENTON RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
jmacpherson@co.franklin.wa.us FRANKLIN RIVERS
jmanson@spokanecounty.org SPOKANE RIVERS
terry_marden@co.benton.wa.us BENTON RIVERS
jmarthaller@pendoreille.org PEND ORIELLE RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
kolya.mccleave@co.yakima.wa.us YAKIMA RIVERS
curtd@co.klickitat.wa.us YES KLICKITAT RIVERS
mmcconnell@co.jefferson.wa.us JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
leem@co.san-juan.wa.us SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

KITSAP SHORELINE



planning@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
jim@wcog.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
alisonm@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
kelleym@scog.net SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
dante-bfcog@transedge.com BENTON RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
bettysue.morris@clark.wa.gov CLARK RIVERS
info@trcp.org THURSTON RIVERS
brentm@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
lnapier@co.grays-harbor.wa.us YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
gary.nelson@co.snohomish.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
council@co.san-juan.wa.us YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
tniemann@co.snohomish.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
bret@pocd.org PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
oberqud@co.thurston.wa.us THURSTON RIVERS
KOlason@co.whatcom.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
oliver.orjiako@co.clark.wa.us CLARK RIVERS
commissioners@co.stevens.wa.us YES STEVENS RIVERS
Commissioners@co.whitman.wa.us WHITMAN RIVERS
pearsonp@wsu.edu JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
jpearson@co.jefferson.wa.us JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
jpederson@spokanecounty.org SPOKANE RIVERS
ADevera@co.whatcom.wa.us WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
mlpeterson@co.okanogan.wa.us OKANOGAN RIVERS
larry.phillips@metrokc.gov KING SHORELINE
gary.pierce@clark.wa.gov
darryl.piercy@co.kittitas.wa.us KITTITAS RIVERS

COWLITZ RIVERS
ccplan@bmi.net COLUMBIA RIVERS
carlyr@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
county.executive@co.snohomish.wa.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
bettyr@w-link.net KING SHORELINE

WALLA WALLA RIVERS
kriggers@co.asotin.wa.us ASOTIN RIVERS
commissioners@co.columbia.wa.us YES COLUMBIA RIVERS

CHELAN RIVERS
barbarr@co.mason.wa.us MASON SHORELINE
trobinson@wacounties.org THURSTON RIVERS
jrogers@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
barbarar@co.san-juan.wa.us SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
joel.rupley@clark.wa.gov CLARK RIVERS
PDrupp@co.lewis.wa.us LEWIS RIVERS
sallisjr@msn.com YES COWLITZ RIVERS
ascalf@co.jefferson.wa.us JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
bshea@co.grays-harbor.wa.us GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
ASilva@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
george.simpson@clark.wa.gov
ron.sims@metrokc.gov KING SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE

jeffs@co.adams.wa.us ADAMS RIVERS
OKANOGAN RIVERS

cwswanso@co.lewis.wa.us LEWIS RIVERS
marges@co.skagit.wa.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES BENTON RIVERS
bocc@co.klickitat.wa.us KLICKITAT RIVERS
wwcocommissioners@co.walla-walla.wa.us WALLA WALLA RIVERS

YES CLARK RIVERS

KITSAP SHORELINE
stephanie.warden@metrokc.gov KING SHORELINE
jweaver@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE



PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
welterm@co.thurston.wa.us THURSTON RIVERS
plan@co.ferry.wa.us FERRY RIVERS
cwhite@co.stevens.wa.us STEVENS RIVERS
whitfs@health.co.kitsap.wa.us YES KITSAP SHORELINE
gwilder@co.okanogan.wa.us OKANOGAN RIVERS

SPOKANE RIVERS
lorenw@co.adams.wa.us ADAMS RIVERS
witherspoon@co.skamania.wa.us SKAMANIA RIVERS
wojtowiczm@co.cowlitz.wa.us YES COWLITZ RIVERS
wolfec@co.thurston.wa.us YES THURSTON RIVERS
wyrickl@trpc.org THURSTON RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
zimnyj@health.co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SPOKANE RIVERS

YES CLARK RIVERS
YES
YES
YES
YES

SPOKANE RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS

KING/SNOHOMISH SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

YES CLARK RIVERS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES
THURSTON RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
CLARK RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES WHITMAN RIVERS
YES SPOKANE RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
denise.krownbell@seattle.gov KING SHORELINE



KING SHORELINE
linda.streissguth@pse.com KITSAP SHORELINE

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
KITSAP SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES
YES KING SHORELINE

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
KITSAP SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE

CLARK RIVERS
WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES CHELAN RIVERS

Hiram.Arden@usace.army.mil KING SHORELINE
Maryann.Baird@usace.army.mil KING SHORELINE
cj.beegle-krause@noaa.gov
Richard.Berg@usace.army.mil KING SHORELINE
ed.bowlby@noaa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
Jeffery.Coonjohn@usace.army.mil KING SHORELINE

YES THURSTON RIVERS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

JoEllen_Henry@FWS.gov
YES THURSTON RIVERS

David.Kendal@usace.army.mil YES KING SHORELINE
DeeAnn.Kirkpatrick@noaa.gov KING SHORELINE
matthew.longenbaugh@noaa.gov YES

YES KING SHORELINE
Susan.Powell@usace.army.mil KING SHORELINE
roy.steve@epa.gov KING SHORELINE
john.stadler@noaa.gov
Gail.Terzi@usace.army.mil KING SHORELINE
Tina.Tong@usace.army.mil KING SHORELINE
richard.vonwittkamp@noaa.gov KING SHORELINE
parker.kevin@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
driscoll.john@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
marr.chris@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
alexander.gary@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
anderson.glenn@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
appleton.sherry@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
arestad.kirstan@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
bailey.barbara@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
benton.don@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
berkey.jean@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
blake.brian@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
brandland.dale@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
brown.lisa@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
vanwege.kevin@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
schmick.joe@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
callahan.jason@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
campbell.tom@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
carrell.michael@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
chandler.bruce@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS



charba.john@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
chase.maralyn@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
chopp.frank@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
ross.charlie@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
king.curtis@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
clibborn.judy@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
cody.eileen@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
condotta.cary@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
conway.steve@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
fagan.susan@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
crouse.larry@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hurrera.jaime@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
darneille.j@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
debolt.richard@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
delvin.jerome@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
dickerson.marylou@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hatfield.brian@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS

THURSTON RIVERS
probst.tim@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
dunshee.hans@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
finn.fred@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
eide.tracey@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
ericks.mark@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
ericksen.doug@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
eddy.deborah@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
fairley.darlene@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
flannigan.dennis@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
franklin.rosa@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
fraser.karen@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
jack.jim@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
gavigan.curt@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
nealey.terry@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
green.tami@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
haigh.kathy@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
haler.larry@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
klippert.brad@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hargrove.jim@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hasegawa.bob@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
haugen.marymargaret@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hewitt.mike@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hinkle.bill@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hobbs.steve@leg.wa.gov
holmquist.janea@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
honeyford.jim@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hudgins.zack@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hunt.sam@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hunter.ross@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
jacobsen.ken@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
jarrett.fred@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
johnson.kim@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
kagi.ruth@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
kastama.jim@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
keiser.karen@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
kenney.phyllis@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
kessler.lynn@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
kilmer.derek@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
kirby.steve@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
kline.adam@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
kohl-welles.jeanne@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
kretz.joel@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
kristiansen.dan@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
angel.jan@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
linville.kelli@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
hope.mike@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
mcauliffe.rosemary@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS



mccaslin.bob@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
mccoy.john@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
mccune.jim@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
mcdermott.joe@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
dammeier.bruce@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
white.scott@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
miloscia.mark@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
moeller.jim@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
morrell.dawn@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
morris.jeff@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
morton.bob@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
murray.edward@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
taylor.david@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
goodman.roger@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
obrien.al@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
olsen.jeff@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
orcutt.ed@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
ormsby.timm@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
parlette.linda@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
pearson.kirk@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
pedersen.jamie@leg.wa.gov
pettigrew.eric@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
pflug.cheryl@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
poulsen.erik@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
prentice.margarita@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
pridemore.craig@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
priest.skip@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
quall.dave@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
becker.randi@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
regala.debbie@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
roach.pam@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
roach.dan@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
roberts.maryhelen@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
rockefeller.phil@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
rodne.jay@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
santos.sharon@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS

THURSTON RIVERS
shea.matt@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
schoesler.mark@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
orwall.tina@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
sells.mike@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
seaquist.larry@leg.wa.gov
hurst.christopher@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
sheldon.timothy@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
shin.paull@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
simpson.geoff@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
johnson.norm@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
sommers.helen@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
ranker.kevin@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
springer.larry@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
stevens.val@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
smith.norma@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
liias.marko@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
sullivan.pat@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
short.shelly@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
dans@wfga.net THURSTON RIVERS
swecker.dan@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
takko.dean@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
kelley.troy@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
terwilleger.karen@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
tom.rodney@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
upthegrove.dave@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
wallace.deb@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
walsh.maureen@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
warnick.judy@leg.wa.gov



maxwell.marcie@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
wilburn.gary@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
williams.brendan@leg.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
wood.alex@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
rolfes.christine@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
zarelli.joseph@leg.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS

GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
YES KITTITAS RIVERS

LEWIS RIVERS
YES LEWIS RIVERS
YES LEWIS RIVERS
YES SPOKANE RIVERS
YES STEVENS RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES KITTITAS RIVERS
YES STEVENS RIVERS
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
YES LINCOLN RIVERS
YES COLUMBIA RIVERS

KITTITAS RIVERS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
GRANT RIVERS

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
CLARK RIVERS
KLICKITAT RIVERS
SKAMANIA RIVERS
KLICKITAT RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS
GRANT RIVERS
MASON SHORELINE
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
LINCOLN RIVERS
YAKIMA RIVERS

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS

YES COWLITZ RIVERS
STEVENS RIVERS

YES KING SHORELINE
KITSAP SHORELINE
KITTITAS RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS

YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES COWLITZ RIVERS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
BENTON RIVERS
BENTON RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
THURSTON RIVERS
CHELAN RIVERS

YES DOUGLAS RIVERS
FERRY RIVERS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS



YES ADAMS RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE
FRANKLIN RIVERS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE
GARFIELD RIVERS
KITSAP SHORELINE

YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
YES BENTON RIVERS
YES WHITMAN RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
MASON SHORELINE
LINCOLN RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
BENTON RIVERS
ADAMS RIVERS
KITTITAS RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
MASON SHORELINE
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
SPOKANE RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS
LINCOLN RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

PIERCE SHORELINE
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

YES PACIFIC RIVERS
YES PACIFIC RIVERS
YES BENTON RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
WALLA WALLA RIVERS

YES WALLA WALLA RIVERS
YES CHELAN RIVERS

CHELAN RIVERS
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
WHITMAN RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS
LINCOLN RIVERS

YES MASON SHORELINE
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS

WHITMAN RIVERS
YAKIMA RIVERS
YAKIMA RIVERS

pob@portofbenton.com YES BENTON RIVERS
pob@portofbrownsville.org YES KITSAP SHORELINE



YES PACIFIC RIVERS
patton@whidbey.net ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

YES MASON SHORELINE
YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

KITSAP SHORELINE
jeffhenderson2003@yahoo.com KITSAP SHORELINE
ptkingston@aol.com KITSAP SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE
portpen@willapabay.org PACIFIC RIVERS
portofpoulsbo@yahoo.com KITSAP SHORELINE

YES CLARK RIVERS
port@emcpa.com YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS

WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
WHITMAN RIVERS

portofwh@willapabay.org YES PACIFIC RIVERS
portwood@worldaccessnet.com YES COWLITZ RIVERS
ta@portofkennewick.org YES BENTON RIVERS
kena@portofbremerton.org YES KITSAP SHORELINE
susanb@portofpa.com CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
info@portvanusa.com CLARK RIVERS
rbrenner@portoftacoma.com PIERCE SHORELINE
pok@portofkalama.com COWLITZ RIVERS
facilities@portofskamania.org SKAMANIA RIVERS
retpllc@att.net KITSAP SHORELINE
larry@portofpt.com YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
jimd@portofbellingham.com WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
portofclk@clarkston.com YES ASOTIN RIVERS
tdudzic@msn.com YES KITSAP SHORELINE

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
andreaf@portolympia.com THURSTON RIVERS
bgrening@portridgefield.org CLARK RIVERS
jgrigg@portoflongview.com YES COWLITZ RIVERS
keller@portofbenton.com BENTON RIVERS
info@portofedmonds.org SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

MASON SHORELINE
jk@portwallawalla.com WALLA WALLA RIVERS

YES WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
KITSAP SHORELINE

amckibben@portoftacoma.com PIERCE SHORELINE
johnm@portofeverett.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
jneva@portofilwaco.com PACIFIC RIVERS
enoah@g-o.com MASON SHORELINE
portwhit@stjohncable.com WHITMAN RIVERS
bobr@portofshelton.com MASON SHORELINE
gbsears@whidbey.com YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
pok@gorge.net KLICKITAT RIVERS
steves@portfridayharbor.org SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES COLUMBIA RIVERS

sheldon@portcw.com CLARK RIVERS
YES
YES
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE



YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS

YES
YES

roz@rockisland.com
THURSTON RIVERS

YES KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
WALLA WALLA RIVERS
WHITMAN RIVERS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

WALLA WALLA RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

jrkarr@u.washington.edu CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

heidi.rosenberg@vansd.org CLARK RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

whatcom@wsu.edu YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
THURSTON RIVERS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
CLARK RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
YES BENTON RIVERS

YES CLARK RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

THURSTON RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
THURSTON RIVERS

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
THURSTON RIVERS

YES CLARK RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

appleaea@dfw.wa.gov YES
bargmggb@dfw.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
barsnej@wsdot.wa.gov CLARK RIVERS
bartrelb@dfw.wa.gov YAKIMA

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES LEWIS RIVERS
YES YAKIMA RIVERS
YES COWLITZ RIVERS



THURSTON RIVERS
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES CLARK RIVERS

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
careym@wsdot.wa.gov
carlsot@wsdot.wa.gov

YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

tcli461@ecy.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

dailymad@dfw.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
dailymad@dfw.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
rdav461@ecy.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
davisjpd@dfw.wa.gov KITSAP SHORELINE

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
divenkad@dfw.wa.gov SPOKANE RIVERS

YES SPOKANE RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

freuda@wsdot.wa.gov KING SHORELINE
COWLITZ RIVERS

gersibd@wsdot.wa.gov
gouldw@wsdot.wa.gov CHELAN RIVERS

YES KING SHORELINE
YES WALLA WALLA RIVERS

fred.greef@dnr.wa.gov
YES YAKIMA RIVERS

megan.harding@doh.wa.gov SPOKANE RIVERS
OKANOGAN RIVERS

YES CLARK RIVERS
hostett@wsdot.wa.gov

YES THURSTON RIVERS
OKANOGAN RIVERS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

karen.klocke@doh.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

KREITGK@dfw.wa.gov
YES BENTON RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

lawlojjl@dfw.wa.gov SPOKANE RIVERS
jlew461@ecy.wa.gov YAKIMA RIVERS

YES GRANT RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

nancy.lopez@wadnr.gov COWLITZ RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE
THURSTON RIVERS

mcmullb@wsdot.wa.gov CLARK RIVERS
mcmurklm@dfw.wa.gov YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

SPOKANE RIVERS
KITTITAS RIVERS

Sue.Meyer@kingcounty.gov KING SHORELINE
CLARK RIVERS

molendcm@dfw.wa.gov GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES FERRY RIVERS

THURSTON RIVERS



YES KING SHORELINE
pentiedp@dfw.wa.gov GRANT RIVERS
penttdep@dfw.wa.gov SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
dpin461@ecy.wa.gov SPOKANE RIVERS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
cindy.preston@dnr.wa.gov LEWIS RIVERS 
quanjlq@dfw.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS

KITTITAS RIVERS

roalkvc@wsdot.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
RoalkvC@WSDOT.WA.GOV THURSTON RIVERS

YES SPOKANE RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

richard.rodriguez@doh.wa.gov
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

rymertrr@dfw.wa.gov CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
schritbs@dfw.wa.gov COLUMBIA RIVERS
rsell@ephrata.org GRANT RIVERS

YES KING SHORELINE
jsho461@ecy.wa.gov SPOKANE RIVERS
psko461@ecy.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
mark.soltman@doh.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS

CHELAN RIVERS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

stonek@wsdot.wa.gov
storeid@wsdot.wa.gov YAKIMA RIVERS
tannerd@wsdot.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
ktay461@ecy.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
KITSAP SHORELINE

kvan461@ecy.wa.gov
YES YAKIMA RIVERS

vorassm@wsdot.wa.gov
wagnerp@wsdot.wa.gov
mwai461@ecy.wa.gov SPOKANE RIVERS

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
washint@wsdot.wa.gov KING SHORELINE

YES KLICKITAT RIVERS
bwen461@ecy.wa.gov WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
gwhi461@ecy.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS
whitem@wsdot.wa.gov YES THURSTON RIVERS

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
CLARK RIVERS

wisenm@wsdot.wa.gov CHELAN RIVERS
woehlek@wsdot.wa.gov SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

THURSTON RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS

wynnae.wright@wadnr.gov KING SHORELINE
YES
YES

THURSTON RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES CLARK RIVERS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES SPOKANE RIVERS

PACIFIC RIVERS

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS



SPOKANE RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

COWLITZ RIVERS
PACIFIC RIVERS

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

christine.price@qwest.com KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

townofnachesadm@aol.com YAKIMA RIVERS
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
winthropclerk@townofwinthrop.com OKANOGAN RIVERS
fairfieldtown@elkrivertv.net SPOKANE RIVERS
index@premier1.net SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
marcus@ultraplix.com STEVENS RIVERS
townhall@townofconcrete.com SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

OKANOGAN RIVERS
townofendicott@stjohncable.com WHITMAN RIVERS
sce@inlandnet.com KITTITAS RIVERS
townofalbion@palouse.com WHITMAN RIVERS
clerk@washtucna.com ADAMS RIVERS
edbrownmetalineclerk@iomet.com PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
mikeb@fridayharbor.org YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
marcus@ultraplix.com STEVENS RIVERS
nickbond@rainierconnect.com PIERCE SHORELINE

WALLA WALLA RIVERS
WHITMAN RIVERS

darrcityhall@glacierview.net SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
chrisb.oroville@nvinet.com YES OKANOGAN RIVERS

LINCOLN RIVERS
edbrownmetalineclerk@iomet.com PEND ORIELLE RIVERS

SPOKANE RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS

lacrosse@pionnet.com WHITMAN RIVERS
LINCOLN RIVERS

garfield-town@completebbs.com WHITMAN RIVERS
metfalls@potc.net PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
millwoodwa@comcast.net YES SPOKANE RIVERS

OKANOGAN RIVERS
townhall@ci.yarrow-point.wa.us KING SHORELINE

YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
townofalbion@palouse.com WHITMAN RIVERS

STEVENS RIVERS
rainier@ywave.com THURSTON RIVERS
townofoakesdale@msn.com WHITMAN RIVERS
planner@townoflaconner.org SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
hartline@bossig.com GRANT RIVERS
coltontownhall@hotmail.com WHITMAN RIVERS
townofyacolt@aol.com CLARK RIVERS



WHITMAN RIVERS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

doug.fortner@ci.steilacoom.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE
rainier@ywave.com THURSTON RIVERS
winthropclerk@townofwinthrop.com OKANOGAN RIVERS
townhall@gemsi.com GRANT RIVERS
nachestownclerk@aol.com YAKIMA RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
WHITMAN RIVERS
COLUMBIA RIVERS
OKANOGAN RIVERS

creston@odessaoffice.com LINCOLN RIVERS
WHITMAN RIVERS
GRANT RIVERS
GRANT RIVERS

townhall@ci.yarrow-point.wa.us KING SHORELINE
COLUMBIA RIVERS
WHITMAN RIVERS
GRANT RIVERS
WHITMAN RIVERS

reardan@centurytel.net LINCOLN RIVERS
reardan@centurytel.net LINCOLN RIVERS
darrcityhall@glacierview.net SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
townhall@televar.com LINCOLN RIVERS
wilkeson@tx3.com PIERCE SHORELINE
townoflind@lindwa.com ADAMS RIVERS
lacrosse@pionnet.com WHITMAN RIVERS
mkoontz@iomet.com PEND OREILLE RIVERS
townplan@whidbey.net ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

WHITMAN RIVERS
planner.concrete@verizon.net SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
townhall@televar.com LINCOLN RIVERS
townhall49@hotmail.com SPOKANE RIVERS

WHITMAN RIVERS
nesptnhl@bossig.com OKANOGAN RIVERS

GRANT RIVERS
south_prairie@yahoo.com PIERCE SHORELINE

WHITMAN RIVERS
ron.lucas@ci.steilacoom.wa.us PIERCE SHORELINE

WHITMAN RIVERS
townofsky@att.net KING SHORELINE

OKANOGAN RIVERS
bucoda@scattercreek.com THURSTON RIVERS
northport@theofficenet.com STEVENS RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS

utown@inlandnet.com WHITMAN RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE

townofharrah@bentonrea.com YAKIMA RIVERS
metfalls@potc.net PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
townmayor@townoftwisp.com OKANOGAN RIVERS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
STEVENS RIVERS

tcoulee@odessaoffice.com GRANT RIVERS
WHITMAN RIVERS
ADAMS RIVERS

townoflind@lindwa.com ADAMS RIVERS
ddreid@centurytel.net LINCOLN RIVERS
creston@odessaoffice.com LINCOLN RIVERS
townofoakesdale@msn.com WHITMAN RIVERS
hatton02@cbnn.net ADAMS RIVERS
peellclerk@centurytel.net LEWIS RIVERS

STEVENS RIVERS
tow@wilburwa.com LINCOLN RIVERS

DOUGLAS RIVERS



PIERCE SHORELINE
WHITMAN RIVERS

cusick@itss.net PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
townhall@beauxarts-wa.gov KING SHORELINE
kathy.oroville@nvinet.com OKANOGAN RIVERS
mkoontz@iomet.com PEND OREILLE RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
carls@huitt-zollars.com PIERCE SHORELINE
clerktreasurer@townoftwisp.com OKANOGAN RIVERS
townofendicott@stjohncable.com WHITMAN RIVERS
coltontownhall@hotmail.com WHITMAN RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
clerk@washtucna.com ADAMS RIVERS
townofhamilton@fidalgo.net SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
RichardASwart@aol.com WAHKIAKUM RIVERS

OKANOGAN RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE

mayor1@crcwnet.com DOUGLAS RIVERS
cdclerk@couleedam.org OKANOGAN RIVERS

LINCOLN RIVERS
bucoda@scattercreek.com THURSTON RIVERS
townofyacolt@aol.com CLARK RIVERS
clerk_lyman@msn.com SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
vwelkertoc@centurytel.net WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
townhall@beauxarts-wa.gov KING SHORELINE
townofsky@att.net KING SHORELINE
cusick@itss.net PEND ORIELLE RIVERS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
KITSAP SHORELINE

snohomishtribe@netzero.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

callen@cdatribe.-nsn.gov YES
rallen@jamestowntribe.org CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
YES PACIFIC RIVERS

john.barkley@actuir.com YES
cowlitztribe@tdn.com YES COWLITZ RIVERS

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
dbinagman@quinaut.org MASON SHORELINE

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

cbrown@elwha.nsn.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
cowlitztribe@tdn.com YES COWLITZ RIVERS
chairman@chehalistribe.org YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
gburns@shoalwaterbay-nsn.gov PACIFIC RIVERS
samish@samishtribe.nsn.us YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
fgcharles@elwha.nsn.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
roncharles@pgst.nsn.us KITSAP SHORELINE
schitwood@jamestowntribe.org CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
bcladoosby@swinomish.nsn.us YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
makah@centurytel.net CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
narz@nooksack-tribe.org YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
nicolet@puyalluptribe.com PIERCE SHORELINE
jdrotts@stillaguamish.nsn.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
keith@skokomish.org YES KING SHORELINE
kduncan@jamestowntribe.org YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
marty@skokomish.org KING SHORELINE

STEVENS RIVERS
lforsman@suquamish.nsn.us YES KITSAP SHORELINE
rfoster@squaxin.nsn.us MASON SHORELINE



PIERCE SHORELINE
YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES OKANOGAN RIVERS

tamarag@pgst.nsn.us KITSAP SHORELINE
PACIFIC RIVERS

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

dts@eskimo.com YES KING SHORELINE
KITSAP SHORELINE

marieh@pgst.nsn.us KITSAP SHORELINE
OKANOGAN RIVERS

communications@lummi-nsn.gov YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
mikenjoan@comcast.net YES COWLITZ RIVERS
cynthia.iyall@nisquallytribe.org THURSTON RIVERS
hohtribe@hotmail.com CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
jjames@quinault.org MASON SHORELINE
evelynj@lummi-nsn.gov WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
merlej@lummi-nsn.gov WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
benj@centurytel.net CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
mjones@suquamish.nsn.us KITSAP SHORELINE
ian@snoqualmienation.com KING SHORELINE
rjkelly@nooksack-tribe.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

dlaclair@skokomish.org KING SHORELINE
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

hohtribe@hotmail.com CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
PEND ORIELLE RIVERS

mike.marchand@colvilletribes.com YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

rebeccam@nezperce.org
aaronm@nezperce.org

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

jmoore@swinomish.nsn.us YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
laura.murphy@muckleshoot.nsn.us KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
cnelson@shoalwaterbay-nsn.gov YES PACIFIC RIVERS

PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
YES

dosterman@knrd.org PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
sevs@critfc.org YES
cpenhollow@wstribes.org
rudy@spokanetribe.com STEVENS RIVERS
jpeters@squaxin.nsn.us YES MASON SHORELINE

YES
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES

prigdon@yakama.com YAKIMA RIVERS
annarae@suak-suiattle.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
sevs@critfc.org YES

YAKIMA RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

fsharp@quinault.org MASON SHORELINE
msheldon@tulaliptribes-nsn.gov SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
rickys@spokanetribe.com STEVENS RIVERS
jsims@centurytel.net GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
john.sirois@colvilletribes.com YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
hohtribe@hotmail.com CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
john.stpierre@colvilletribes.com YES OKANOGAN RIVERS
pstevenson@stillaguamish.nsn.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE

rsuppah@wstribes.org
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS



bsweet@snoqualmienation.com YES KING SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
isabel.tinoco@muckleshoot.nsn.us KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
makah@centurytel.net CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
troutt.david@nisqually-nsn.gov THURSTON RIVERS
maryv@aimcomm.com SPOKANE RIVERS
gwalter@nwifc.wa.gov THURSTON RIVERS
jenniferw@upperskagit.com SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

KITSAP SHORELINE
mwhite@chehalistribe.org YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
awhitener@squaxin.nsn.us MASON SHORELINE

SPOKANE RIVERS
charlotte.williams@muckleshoot.nsn.us

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

dwilliams@suquamish.nsn.us KITSAP SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

terrywilliams@tulaliptribes-nsn.gov SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

nrd@sauk-suiattle.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

cwoodward@samishtribe.nsn.us SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
twooten@samishtribe.nsn.us YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
syanity@stillaguamish.nsn.us SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
abrastad@co.clallam.wa.us CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
jbreckel@lcfrb.gen.wa.us YES COWLITZ RIVERS
Brit.Dudek@wa.nacdnet.org
kfolkerts@co.kitsap.wa.us KITSAP SHORELINE
Soundres@earthlink.net

skagitws@sos.net SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

fsweet@elltel.net YAKIMA RIVERS
bill.towey@colvilletribes.com STEVENS RIVERS
jwatson@sprintmail.com YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE
YES BENTON RIVERS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES
YES

CHELAN RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

arnw@amrivers.org KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

YES



KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
BENTON RIVERS
KITSAP SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES KING SHORELINE

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
BENTON RIVERS

YES PACIFIC RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES KING SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES KING SHORELINE
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES KING SHORELINE
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

glulham@offshoresystemsinc.com YES KING SHORELINE
YES LEWIS RIVERS

WALLA WALLA RIVERS
KITSAP SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES WALLA WALLA RIVERS

CLARK RIVERS
LEWIS RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS

YES KING SHORELINE
YES

KITSAP SHORELINE
COWLITZ RIVERS

YES YAKIMA RIVERS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS

THURSTON RIVERS
info@cascadeland.org YES KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE

YES WAHKIAKUM RIVERS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES KING SHORELINE

info@celp.org YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

information@cbas.org YES GRANT RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS



YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES KING SHORELINE

GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
crc@crcwater.org YES LEWIS RIVERS

YES COWLITZ RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

FRANKLIN RIVERS
YES CLARK RIVERS

GRANT RIVERS
YES KLICKITAT RIVERS
YES BENTON RIVERS
YES

CLARK RIVERS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES CHELAN RIVERS
YES CHELAN RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES
YES KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
YES THURSTON RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
YES CHELAN RIVERS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
YES
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
YES COWLITZ RIVERS



YES
YES GRANT RIVERS

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

tim@elwas.org KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
FERRY RIVERS

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
THURSTON RIVERS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
BENTON RIVERS

YES KING SHORELINE

YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
CLARK RIVERS

YES CHELAN RIVERS
CHELAN RIVERS
CLARK RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

CLARK RIVERS

PIERCE SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE
ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
friends@fidalgo.net & skye@cnw.com YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
kevin@gorgefriends.org

YES LEWIS RIVERS
chinook@hylebos.org KING SHORELINE

OKANOGAN RIVERS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE



PIERCE SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
MASON SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE
OKANOGAN RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

dschwick@techline.com GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

CLARK RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE

MASON SHORELINE
YES FRANKLIN RIVERS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

PACIFIC RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

ralp@lighthouseproperties.us YES KING SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE
MASON SHORELINE

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE
PACIFIC RIVERS

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES CLARK RIVERS

MASON SHORELINE
hcec2000@hotmail.com KITSAP SHORELINE

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
MASON SHORELINE
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
SPOKANE RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES KING SHORELINE

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
CLARK RIVERS
THURSTON RIVERS
CHELAN RIVERS
MASON SHORELINE
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
CLARK RIVERS
SPOKANE RIVERS
JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
COWLITZ RIVERS
MASON SHORELINE



THURSTON RIVERS
MASON SHORELINE
MASON SHORELINE
PACIFIC RIVERS

YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
BENTON RIVERS
BENTON RIVERS

president@kitsapaudubon.org YES KITSAP SHORELINE
KITSAP SHORELINE
KITSAP SHORELINE

ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

CHELAN RIVERS
CHELAN RIVERS

YES CHELAN RIVERS
CHELAN RIVERS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
SPOKANE RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES MASON SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
CHELAN RIVERS

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES COWLITZ RIVERS
COWLITZ RIVERS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

OKANOGAN RIVERS
KING SHORELINE



KING SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

PIERCE SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE
KITSAP SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES

KING SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
YES KING SHORELINE

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

PIERCE SHORELINE
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
YES GRANT RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE
YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

MASON SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

PIERCE SHORELINE
ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
YES PACIFIC RIVERS

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

info@northcascadesaudubon.org WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

info@ncwaudubon.org YES
YES KING SHORELINE

MASON SHORELINE
PACIFIC RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
office@nwdemolition.com
kseroscoe@hotmail.com KING SHORELINE

JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS



THURSTON RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
MASON SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

info@olsonsresort.com CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
MASON SHORELINE

darlenes@olympus.net
KING SHORELINE

rivercenter@olympus.net YES
YES THURSTON RIVERS

JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

PIERCE SHORELINE
oif@rockisland.com SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
THURSTON RIVERS

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE
THURSTON RIVERS

YES THURSTON RIVERS
MASON SHORELINE

YES CLARK RIVERS
YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
sallyandjanvanniel@pilchuckaudubon.org SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE
PEND ORIELLE RIVERS
KITSAP SHORELINE

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS

YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE
YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS

poulsboyc@bbxmail.net YES KITSAP SHORELINE

info@PreserveOurIslands.org KING SHORELINE
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS



PIERCE SHORELINE
suejoerger@pugetsoundkeeper.org KING SHORELINE

YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES THURSTON RIVERS

PACIFIC RIVERS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE
YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
KING/PIERCE SHORELINE
WALLA WALLA RIVERS

YES KING SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES ISLAND ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
PACIFIC RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
KITSAP SHORELINE

info@seattleaudubon.org KING SHORELINE
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

PIERCE SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS

KITSAP SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
SPOKANE RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

PIERCE SHORELINE



YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES THURSTON RIVERS
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE
KITSAP SHORELINE

YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
MASON SHORELINE
PACIFIC RIVERS
PACIFIC RIVERS
CLARK RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

info@spokaneaudubon.org SPOKANE RIVERS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES CLARK RIVERS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE

PIERCE SHORELINE
BENTON RIVERS

YES PIERCE SHORELINE

PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
SPOKANE RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

info@tpl.org YES
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
MASON SHORELINE
YAKIMA RIVERS
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KITSAP SHORELINE
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

info@cpt-jack.com YES JEFFERSON ORCA STRAITS
YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

YES KING SHORELINE
PIERCE SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
CLARK RIVERS



CLARK RIVERS
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

KING SHORELINE
info@wffc.com YES
wnps@wnps.org KING SHORELINE

PIERCE SHORELINE
info@thewatertrust.org YES KING SHORELINE

KING SHORELINE
sailing@u.washington.edu KING SHORELINE

YES COWLITZ RIVERS
KITSAP SHORELINE
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES CHELAN RIVERS
YES CHELAN RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
KING SHORELINE

YES KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
THURSTON RIVERS
GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS
YES COWLITZ RIVERS
YES KING SHORELINE

audubon@whidbey.com ISLAND ORCA STRAITS
SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES PACIFIC RIVERS
SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS
WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

KITSAP SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE
YES GRAYS HARBOR RIVERS

YES KING SHORELINE
steppie@nwinfo.net YES YAKIMA RIVERS

YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
mscedar.brian@verizon.com SNOHOMISH ORCA STRAITS

YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
back@PSAT.WA.GOV YES

WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS
YES KITSAP SHORELINE

ladolfson@adolfson.com YES KING SHORELINE
YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES WHATCOM ORCA STRAITS

ben@soundnativeplants.com THURSTON RIVERS
redrosebud@centurytel.com

YES SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES SKAGIT ORCA STRAITS

SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS
YES PACIFIC RIVERS
YES PIERCE SHORELINE



PACIFIC RIVERS
YES THURSTON RIVERS

KING SHORELINE
YES KING SHORELINE

CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
PIERCE SHORELINE

YES PIERCE SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
SAN JUAN ORCA STRAITS

liam.antrim@noaa.gov YES CLALLAM ORCA STRAITS
eappy@anchorenv.com KING SHORELINE

KITSAP SHORELINE
KING SHORELINE
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*9, 16 ESA
12 ESA

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*1,2,5,11,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*12, 13

24
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 



*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*15, 17, 18, 49
9

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
12 ESA

*18, 19
*39,40,42

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*23,26,35

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*19, 24, 35
*39,40,42

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*39,40,42

*15, 17, 18, 49
*15, 17, 18, 49

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,2,5,11,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*7,12
*9, 16

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

24
9

*7,12 ESA
*19, 24, 35

24
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING

20 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*8, 16 ESA
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

20 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,2,5,11,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

7
*20,22,35
*39,40,42

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*19, 24, 35 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,10,5,11,21,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,38,39,41,43,44,45,46,47,48 

*39,40,42
13

*12, 13

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING

*39,40,42
12

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
7

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING
*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING

*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
12
12
12 *ESA, PLANNING
12 ESA
24
24 *ESA, PLANNING
24 ESA



24 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

*18, 19 ESA
*18, 19
*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING
*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING

12 *ESA, PLANNING
12
12 *ESA, PLANNING
7 ESA
9 ESA

*12, 13 ESA
*12, 13 *ESA, PLANNING
*12, 13
*12, 13 *ESA, PLANNING
*12, 13 *ESA, PLANNING

*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING

19 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING

10 *ESA, PLANNING
10 ESA
24 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

13
13 ESA
13 *ESA, PLANNING
13 *ESA, PLANNING
15 *ESA, PLANNING
20 *ESA, PLANNING
20 *ESA, PLANNING
7 ESA

35 *ESA, PLANNING
35 ESA
35 *ESA, PLANNING
35



35 *ESA, PLANNING
35 *ESA, PLANNING
35 *ESA, PLANNING

*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING
*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING
*7,12 ESA
*7,12
*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING
*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING

19 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING
7 *ESA, PLANNING
7 *ESA, PLANNING
7 *ESA, PLANNING
7 ESA

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

40 *ESA, PLANNING
40

*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 ESA
*10,39,40 ESA
*10,39,40 ESA
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING

15 *ESA, PLANNING
15 ESA

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING

*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING
*3,4,6,7,9 ESA
*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING

19 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING

*39,40,42
*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42
*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*13,14,15 ESA
*13,14,15 *ESA, PLANNING
*13,14,15 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
7 ESA

12 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

10
24
9

*15, 17, 18, 49



*19, 24, 35
*23,26,35

19 ESA
*10,39,40

7
7

*10,39,40
*15, 17, 18, 49

*23,26,35
9

10
*18, 19
*9, 16 ESA

7
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*18, 19
9

*15, 17, 18, 49
*10,39,40

*15, 17, 18, 49
*39,40,42
*39,40,42

24
*39,40,42 ESA
*23,26,35

*15, 17, 18, 49
*10,39,40

*7,12
*23,26,35

10
*10,39,40

*19, 24, 35
10
19

*19, 24, 35
*3,4,6,7,9

7
*39,40,42

35
*12, 13

24
15 *ESA, PLANNING
12

*15, 17, 18, 49
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49

24
*23,26,35
*13,14,15

*15, 17, 18, 49
*3,4,6,7,9

24
35

*23,26,35
*10,39,40

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*23,26,35
*19, 24, 35

*15, 17, 18, 49
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44



24
*39,40,42

40 ESA
*39,40,42
*10,39,40

10
*10,39,40

19
*18, 19

*39,40,42
*18, 19 ESA

40
*15, 17, 18, 49

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

24
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*3,4,6,7,9

7
24
20
19

*10,39,40
*20,22,35 ESA

*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
9 *ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49
*23,26,35
*10,39,40 ESA

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35
*23,26,35
*20,22,35
*39,40,42

12
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
9

*39,40,42 ESA
24
24

*15, 17, 18, 49
*3,4,6,7,9

19 *ESA, PLANNING
7

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*15, 17, 18, 49
*8, 16

*15, 17, 18, 49
*9, 16 ESA

*3,4,6,7,9
*8, 16

7
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*13,14,15
15
24
40

*23,26,35



*10,39,40
*39,40,42
*10,39,40
*10,39,40
*10,39,40

*8, 16
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

*15, 17, 18, 49
*20,22,35 ESA
*10,39,40

*19, 24, 35
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

40
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

7
*20,22,35
*39,40,42

*15, 17, 18, 49
7 ESA
9 ESA

24 *ESA, PLANNING
24 *ESA, PLANNING

*3,4,6,7,9 ESA
*39,40,42

*7,12
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

13
*18, 19

16
*10,39,40

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

16 ESA
9

16 ESA
12
35

*20,22,35 ESA
*23,26,35

40
*39,40,42 ESA

20
*18, 19 ESA

24
*19, 24, 35
*23,26,35

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*23,26,35

9
*7,12

20
*10,39,40

*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING
15
16 ESA

*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA

*23,26,35
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*23,26,35



7 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35

7
7

*23,26,35
*7,12

*3,4,6,7,9
9

15
*18, 19 ESA

*20,22,35
*20,22,35

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*23,26,35
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING
*3,4,6,7,9

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,5,11,21,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,38,39,41,43,44,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
40 *ESA, PLANNING
40

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
9 *ESA, PLANNING

*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING



*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 ESA
*10,39,40

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
12 *ESA, PLANNING

ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*20,22,35

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*20,22,35
24

*20,22,35
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA



*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA

*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA



*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA

*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA

*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA

*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA



*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA

*19, 24, 35
*39,40,42 ESA
*10,39,40 ESA

*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA
19 ESA
13 ESA
20 ESA
20 ESA
20 ESA

*3,4,6,7,9 ESA
7 ESA

*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA
*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA

13 ESA
7 ESA

*7,12 ESA
7 ESA

16 ESA
13 ESA
24 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*12, 13 ESA

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA

15 ESA
15 ESA
15 ESA

*3,4,6,7,9 ESA
*12, 13 ESA

35 ESA
*19, 24, 35

7 ESA
*13,14,15 ESA

*19, 24, 35 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

24 ESA
*18, 19 ESA

7 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*23,26,35 ESA
13 ESA

*20,22,35 ESA
*18, 19 ESA
*18, 19 ESA

*39,40,42 ESA
*8, 16 ESA
*8, 16 ESA

*10,39,40 ESA
*1,2,5,11,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*20,22,35 ESA
12 ESA
12 ESA
7 ESA

24 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*7,12 ESA
*7,12 ESA



9 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA

*9, 16 ESA
24 ESA

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA

9 ESA
*23,26,35 ESA

24 ESA
*8, 16 ESA

9 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA

24 ESA
35 ESA
7 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*8, 16 ESA

9 ESA
13 ESA

*20,22,35
40 ESA

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*10,39,40 ESA
35 ESA

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
10 ESA
10 ESA
10 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*3,4,6,7,9 ESA
*3,4,6,7,9 ESA
*3,4,6,7,9 ESA

7 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA

*19, 24, 35 ESA
19 ESA
19 ESA

*8, 16 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
16 ESA
16 ESA
12 ESA
12 ESA

*39,40,42 ESA
*39,40,42 ESA
*39,40,42 ESA

9 ESA
*3,4,6,7,9

7
35 ESA

*7,12
9

*13,14,15 ESA
*13,14,15 ESA

*8, 16
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING



19 *ESA, PLANNING
10 *ESA, PLANNING
35 *ESA, PLANNING

*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35
*23,26,35
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

19
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
10

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 ESA

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

19 *ESA, PLANNING
9 *ESA, PLANNING

19 *ESA, PLANNING
*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING
*8, 16

*23,26,35
24

*10,39,40 ESA
*15, 17, 18, 49

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, DERELICT VESSEL
*18, 19

15
*23,26,35

24
*10,39,40 ESA
*39,40,42 ESA

9
*23,26,35

40 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35

*15, 17, 18, 49
*18, 19
*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
35
16
19

*10,39,40
*23,26,35

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

19
35
9 *ESA, PLANNING

35
10
15
40

*10,39,40
*23,26,35

16
*15, 17, 18, 49

*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING



*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 ESA
*1,2,5,11,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*10,39,40 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

16 ESA
9 ESA

*39,40,42 ESA
*39,40,42 ESA

16 ESA
*10,39,40

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42

*15, 17, 18, 49
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
24 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35

*20,22,35
*15, 17, 18, 49

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
20 ESA

*13,14,15 ESA
*18, 19 ESA



*20,22,35
*10,39,40 ESA

*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA
24
24 ESA

*10,39,40

*20,22,35 ESA
*10,39,40 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 ESA

24 ESA
*20,22,35

*20,22,35
*23,26,35
*23,26,35 ESA
*3,4,6,7,9
*3,4,6,7,9 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*18, 19

12
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

16 ESA

*13,14,15 ESA
*3,4,6,7,9

*7,12 ESA
*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA

*20,22,35 ESA
*7,12 ESA

*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40
*20,22,35
*20,22,35 ESA

*8, 16 ESA
*20,22,35
*3,4,6,7,9
*13,14,15

*12, 13 ESA
*10,39,40 ESA

*18, 19
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*20,22,35 ESA
*15, 17, 18, 49

*19, 24, 35 ESA
*3,4,6,7,9

13 ESA

*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA
*19, 24, 35 ESA

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA

7 ESA
*20,22,35



*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*12, 13

*10,39,40
*3,4,6,7,9
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35
13 ESA

*20,22,35
*20,22,35
*3,4,6,7,9 ESA
*20,22,35

*19, 24, 35 ESA
24 ESA
16

*12, 13
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*3,4,6,7,9
*20,22,35

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA
*20,22,35

12 ESA
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA

ESA
*13,14,15
*20,22,35

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*23,26,35 ESA

*13,14,15 ESA
ESA

*3,4,6,7,9
*10,39,40 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
15 ESA

*39,40,42 ESA
*20,22,35
*20,22,35

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*15, 17, 18, 49

12
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

*20,22,35 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*3,4,6,7,9

19
*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

24 *ESA, PLANNING



*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING

19 *ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING

19 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING
10 *ESA, PLANNING
10 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

19 *ESA, PLANNING
10 *ESA, PLANNING

*13,14,15
*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING
*7,12

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING

*3,4,6,7,9
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

7
*10,39,40

*7,12
9

13
9
9
7

40
7

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
16
9

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*7,12

7
7

*3,4,6,7,9
*3,4,6,7,9

9
7
9
7

*3,4,6,7,9 ESA
*7,12

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
10 ESA
9
7

*20,22,35
9

*10,39,40
*12, 13

9
*15, 17, 18, 49



9
40 ESA

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35

*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING
*12, 13

*13,14,15
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

9
16

*7,12
7
9

*12, 13
*12, 13

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
16
9

*12, 13
9
7
7

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
7

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
9
9
7

10
9

*10,39,40
7

*3,4,6,7,9
9

*7,12
*12, 13

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
9

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
9

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*7,12

*20,22,35
7

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*7,12

9
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*13,14,15
7

*7,12
*10,39,40 ESA

7
*12, 13

9
9
9
7
7
9
9

20
7
7

12



*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
9
7

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*7,12

7
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*7,12
9
9

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
9

*10,39,40
19

*7,12
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

12
*7,12

7
*20,22,35

*15, 17, 18, 49
*10,39,40

19
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

7
*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING

24 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING

*10,39,40 ESA

24
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

19

*18, 19 ESA
*10,39,40

35
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA

*23,26,35
24

*18, 19
*19, 24, 35 ESA

19
*10,39,40

24 ESA
*23,26,35

24
*10,39,40

24 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
24

*7,12
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

7
*23,26,35

35



*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*20,22,35

*7,12 ESA
*23,26,35

19 ESA
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

*20,22,35
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*23,26,35
*23,26,35

*7,12 ESA
*39,40,42

*18, 19
*20,22,35

24
35

*39,40,42 ESA
*39,40,42

24 ESA
*23,26,35

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*39,40,42

24 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*10,39,40
24
24 ESA
7

*7,12
24 *ESA, PLANNING

24
24

*10,39,40
*1,2,5,11,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

19
7 ESA

7

7
35

*23,26,35 ESA

*13,14,15
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

*13,14,15
*10,39,40

35
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

7
*19, 24, 35

*7,12
24

*7,12
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

*19, 24, 35
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*39,40,42



*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA

40 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,2,5,11,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

24
*20,22,35
*3,4,6,7,9
*20,22,35
*10,39,40
*23,26,35 ESA

*19, 24, 35
35

*3,4,6,7,9

24
*23,26,35 ESA
*23,26,35
*10,39,40

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*20,22,35

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
24

*10,39,40
*10,39,40
*10,39,40 ESA

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA

24
*18, 19

*23,26,35

*10,39,40
24

*13,14,15
7

24
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA

*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35

*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

12 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING



*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*ESA, PLANNING

*23,26,35 ESA
40 *ESA, PLANNING
24 *ESA, PLANNING

*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 ESA
*39,40,42 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*10,39,40 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, DERELICT VESSEL
*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, DERELICT VESSEL
20 *ESA, PLANNING
16

*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
16 *ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49
20 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING
*13,14,15 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*23,26,35 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

40 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING
10 *ESA, PLANNING
24 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*12, 13
*10,39,40 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 ESA



*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*19, 24, 35 ESA
20

*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*18, 19
10 *ESA, PLANNING
10

*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*39,40,42 ESA
*9, 16 ESA

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*12, 13

15 ESA
*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING
*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING

*23,26,35 ESA
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

12
12 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

24 *ESA, PLANNING
40
40 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

24 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*ESA, PLANNING

*1,2,5,11,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
12 *ESA, PLANNING

*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

24 *ESA, PLANNING
24 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING



*ESA, PLANNING
*12, 13 *ESA, PLANNING

24
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

40 *ESA, PLANNING
7

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
24 ESA
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*39,40,42 ESA
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

12 *ESA, PLANNING
12

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*10,39,40 *ESA, DERELICT VESSEL
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING

40 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA

24 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

24 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

40 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

10 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*39,40,42
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*10,39,40

20 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*7,12 ESA
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*23,26,35 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING



*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44

35 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*19, 24, 35
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
35

*9, 16 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
35 *ESA, PLANNING

*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

40 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA

19 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING
35 *ESA, PLANNING

*23,26,35
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

35 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

*ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING
*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING

40 *ESA, PLANNING
40

*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

24
*19, 24, 35

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*15, 17, 18, 49 ESA
*20,22,35 ESA

12 *ESA, PLANNING
35 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
24 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA

40 *ESA, PLANNING
*15, 17, 18, 49 *ESA, PLANNING

*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING
24 *ESA, PLANNING

*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING
35 *ESA, PLANNING



*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
35
35 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 ESA
*8, 16
*8, 16 *ESA, PLANNING

*23,26,35
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*ESA, PLANNING
10 ESA

*10,39,40 ESA
*10,39,40 ESA
*10,39,40

*ESA, PLANNING
12 *ESA, PLANNING
12 *ESA, PLANNING
12 *ESA, PLANNING
12 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*3,4,6,7,9 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*19, 24, 35 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42 ESA

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35
*10,39,40 ESA

35 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

12 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING
*18, 19 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35

*ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING

*7,12 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING



*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*23,26,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31

*19, 24, 35 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 ESA

*ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING

24 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

24 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,10,21,32,38,39,44
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*2,25,26,27,28,29,31
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

40 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*12, 13 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING
*20,22,35 *ESA, PLANNING

35 ESA
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 *ESA, PLANNING

10 *ESA, PLANNING
40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,10,21,32,38,39,44 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING

10 *ESA, PLANNING
24 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING

*39,40,42 *ESA, PLANNING
*2,25,26,27,28,29,31 ESA

*39,40,42 ESA
*39,40,42
*10,39,40 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
35 *ESA, PLANNING
19 *ESA, PLANNING

*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
*1,5,11,30,31,32,33,34,36,37,39,41,43,45,46,47,48 *ESA, PLANNING
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“How do you view positive and negative aspects of geoduck aquaculture
on state-owned tidelands compared to other approved activities, such as
conservation easements, marinas and industrial facilities?”
Background on Geoduck Aquaculture – DNR information & other perspectives.

 

I take a community view and compare geoduck farming to the local marina. The marina might be private but
has a public ramp. It is a general store, a site for People for Puget Sound Pier Peer events, has boat rentals,
kayaking classes, musical events, barbeques and it is an all around community center for the neighborhood.
Geoduck farming, on the other hand, provides a product that is mainly a super luxury food targeted for sale to
foreign markets. See:
http://www.protectourshoreline.org/articles/DNRsubtidal/TheWorldGeoduckMarket2FullVersion.pdf . Geoduck
farming provides nothing to the community (any filtering benefit is canceled by the removal of the deep water
geoducks from the Passage), has caused neighborhood problems and has angered adjacent and nearby
residents.

I don’t think it is worth converting our few remaining publicly owned beaches to industrial aquaculture for the
purpose of growing a luxury food item for foreign markets. If DNR and the other agencies along with the
governor want to keep citizens engaged in the civic process to protect and restore Puget Sound, then they
must listen intently to the local communities, not just the shellfish industry. If Mrs. Lentz and her neighbors
think its a grand idea to liquefy their private beaches and fill them with plastics and nets, then if they succeed
in getting their permits, let them do it. But we have already seen that on Anderson Island, Stretch Island,
Harstine Island and other areas, most of the community is decidedly opposed to leasing of public beaches for
geoduck farming. We predicted after the first offers to lease in 2006, that opposition would become stronger
with the second offer to lease. This proved to be true. Many individuals turn down the financial incentive to
lease their private tidelands because they feel there is a greater good in leaving the beach in its natural state.
Thank goodness people like this still exist.

I am not sure this is a useful question. I think there are others that could be more useful in framing this
dialogue. Especially so, in that both sides engaged here have resorted to the same set piece arguments
which first emerged in the SAARC deliberations. For instance, the science discussion never really offered us
anything new or revealing because the innovation (it is a genuine innovation) represented by Geoduck
Aquaculture puts us in a zone where there is to date no substantive science to support the arguments of
either side. The character of innovation is such that there is no accumulation of human experience to weigh
the real long range consequences or merits of the new way of doing things. As an example, consider how the
recent innovations involving derivatives and off shore drilling have affected us. Since we know that all forms of
agriculture change the ecological character of their sites, a more useful approach, would be to try to frame the
conversation in a way that leads us to the science that needs to be done. I think it is safe to presume that
there will be Geoduck Aquaculture , so the most useful questions are the ones that allow us to know what the
real ecological consequences are of supporting the growth of the industry, how do we separate some of the
myths about shell fish farming from reality, and where and how to site geoduck farms in order to minimise
impacts, and with that, is it reasonable to slow or limit the expansion until we have answers to those
questions.? Mark Hersh’s remarks above usefully point us towards one of those starting points.
A second range of questions should revolve around economics. Most American agriculture is subsidized. This
is true for shell fish on DNR lands also where the rate setting philosophy reflects a tradition shaped by the
contingencies addressed a 19th century legislature trying to keep puget sound and coastal settlers from
starving out. If shellfish leases were offered at the same rates and in the same manner as prevail today for
prime upland agricultural land, the resulting lease revenues which represent the interests of all the taxpayers
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would be dramatically higher. Would the expansion of this industry be as viable without the process that
produces the current artificially low lease rates?(rates of 35 to 60% of the gross revenues minus production
costs would be and are reasonable in upland farming depending on the production history or potential of the
acreage. A previously unexploited tideland is the biologivcal equvilant of a a virgin prairie or an old growth
forest. If we are willing to set aside the question of whether it is reasonable to exploit these lands(in and of
itself, a dubious proposition in this day and age) should we not get full value for that loss.

Every single one of these functions has it’s place in our society or at least they should. Rating one better or
worst is not the point. Every one of these functions has their place, and they all have a worth to our society.

Placing an Industry in or around a Conservation areas should not be allowed or for that matter close to
Shellfish farms but it might be appropriate next to a Marina. So adopting some form of land use codes
regarding the tidelands may be in order.

Personally, my rating system based upon the least impact for the tidelands would be:
1. Conservation
2. Geoduck and shellfish farms
3. Marinas
4. Industrial usages

This is not to say I prefer the removal of Harbor island, part of downtown Seattle’s sea wall or the removal of
the baseball and football stadiums including all the fill dirt used including everything south of Yesler Ave
across to West Seattle and returning it to a Conservation areas.

Marinas whether private or public seem to me to cause much more environmental damage to our shoreline
than anything other than industrial sites. During construction they drive pilings into the bottom substrate. If
they use chemical treatments on the logs pilings than those will leach into the water column. Tons upon Tons
of rock are poured into the water to create breakwaters without regards to any of the life forms that are under
them. After construction, the docks and boats shade the sea bottom and devoid it of all eelgrass and all other
plant forms. The bottoms under the marinas become a dead zone of untreated human waste dumped directly
into our waters. Not to mention the toxic bottom paint from the boats leaching into our waters and oil and gas
spills. It does have a public value in the moorage revenue and will employ some workers from large
corporations and that would help the construction industry in this state.

What I find the most interesting in the overall discussion this week is that both sides are stanch supporters of
the environment. They just see, read and process the information available a little differently. There is a
common ground throughout this discussion and that is every single one of the contributors this week wants
exactly the same thing.

“A cleaner more productive Puget Sound”.

All new leases, of any kind, of state owned tidelands should be consistent with habitat restoration.

At the core level this question asks whether it is in the public’s interest to keep the remaining public intertidal
tidelands as they are (equivalent to a conservation easement) or to convert some portion of them into geoduck
farms, a step which would remove them from the general public’s enjoyment – most likely forever – and alter
whatever ecological functions they serve. It turns on whether the short term financial returns to the state and
geoduck farmers outweigh their preservation for future generations.

In 1965 jobs and economic returns convinced the Port of Tacoma that the Nisqually Delta – the only remaining
major river delta in Puget Sound – should become a deep water port. That decision drove a core group of
people – Margaret McKenney, Florence Brodie, Gordon Alcorn and Dixie Lee Ray among others – who
believed with a passion that a point in time had been reached where preservation of Puget Sound’s shorelines
outweighed the economic returns of industrial development. From that passion came the Shoreline
Management Act, designed in part to stop the piecemeal development and fragmentation of the state’s
shorelines, including the tidelands.

The passion in the belief that the public’s remaining Puget Sound tidelands are a unique treasure worth
preserving is seen throughout the comments of the last five days. People feel there are enough private

Where do I apply for this subsidy you are talking about? DNR or the State of Washington? If
aquaculture as you say should have higher lease rates than where are the multiple bidders on these
leases that would make them as valuable as the prime uplands you are talking about? Supply and
demand still rule in in this economy. I am sure DNR could put a minimum of gross revenues on it’s
leases but at the numbers you have quoted I doubt you would have any takers.

Bruce Olsen 4:50 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Bruce Olsen 4:25 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Dorothy Walker 4:23 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Jules Michel 4:15 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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tidelands available for the shellfish industry to achieve a reasonable economic return and that taking the step
of removing additional tidelands from the public’s enjoyment is not in the public’s long term interest.

Counter to that, perhaps reflected best in a December 16, 2009 heart felt letter written to Governor Gregoire
by the largest shellfish company in Washington, is the belief the 8,500 acres it owns or leases in Washington
State are not enough, forcing it to purchase tidelands in British Columbia, California and Hawaii. Comments
from others in the shellfish industry throughout this forum also reflect the belief they should have more.

At what point is the balance between preserving DNR’s remaining public tidelands there are for the future
generations with removal of those tidelands through the continued expansion of the shellfish industry onto
public tidelands reached? With the vast sub-tidal acreage made available for harvest by DNR, coupled with
the large number of private tidelands already owned or leased by the shellfish industry, many feel – with great
passion – DNR has achieved that balance and need go any further.

Shellfish aquiculture is where the timber industry was 70-80 years ago. It took many years to gain unbiased
science and determine how the timber industry impacted the environment. They did not recognize how wide
was or how important the impact was. I was part of that industry.

One big difference: aquiculture is more complex and the impacts not as obvious to onlookers until the damage
is severe and the cure difficult, if not impossible.

We have adequate aquiculture sites now to study what practices are destructive and need modification. What
is the interaction between the farmed species and native species, including vegetation. With the limited
flushing action of Puget Sound, we have little room for error. Hood Canal has proven how difficult it is to
correct mismanagement. What are the effects of non-native or hybrid species? They all eat and excrete. At
what point does a shellfish farm become a feedlot operation? Mark ALL equipment so when it is lost we know
who lost it and where it came from. Light penetration is important to the health of tidelands. I took one trip to
Totten Inlet and light penetration was very
limited.

Basics too: shellfish farms need to provide sanitation just as builders must. Speaking of which: at Purdy we
have a mile of park owned beach and ONE sanican. Whether park or shellfish farm, the MUST have adequate
sanitation or close.

Regulation and policing of the industry must be separated from those who are regulated. DNR’s first
responsibility is the environment. If they can do this AND produce income for the state taxpayers, great! But
make no mistake, maximizing short term income could destroy the Skound and cost far more than the income
produced. They must be held responsible.

Claims that farmed shellfish benefit the Sound are not enough to allow increase in the number or size of
farms. Such claim must be verified without bias. What I have seen causes doubt. Some info on their web sites
does as well.

I have boated and fished the Sound 50 years. I believe It has deteriorated more in the last 10 years than it did
in the prior 40, with no cure in sight, When I see improvement, I will be more sure the State can manage this
industry.

In conclusion: GO SLOW!!! Learn from what we have already done, Make corrections. Avoid the big mistakes
that drive the last coffin nail into an already ailing Puget Sound.

To DNR Forum Manager: Is it possible to keep the forum open over the weekend?

Conservation easements, marinas and industrial facilities are totally different from industrial aquaculture.
Conservation easements are generally approved to improve the natural character of the area. DNR is not
siting new marinas and new industrial facilities in residential areas or in forage fish spawning areas or
essential fish habitat. On the other hand, the aquauclture industry is demanding industrial expansion in
residential areas where commercial activities have never been allowed or in documented forage fish or
essential fish habitat where the native species grow the best. Even in the Maury Island gravel case, the
courts ruled that the industrial dock expansion on DNR aquatic state lands was not consistent with habitat
protection.

DNR must site operations so they do not interfere with salmon recovery. There is ample preliminary scientific

Paul Garrison 4:15 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Vicki Wilson 4:01 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Vicki-Thanks for your interest in keeping the forum up over the weekend. We are pleased that there
has been an exceptional amount of participation this week and we will be keeping with our original
plan and closing comments at 5pm today. Thanks again.

dnrforum 4:13 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Laura Hendricks 3:00 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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evidence that these proposed industrial geoduck feedlot sites negatively impact substrate, prey base and
eelgrass. The Hydraulic Code Rule that governs shoreline development to prevent damage is not even being
required for any kind of aquaculture which has the most direct impacts to the nearshore. Ecology has not
issued a water certification for geoduck feedlots in compliance with the clean water act.

As we continue to learn from natural disasters like the Gulf of Mexico gulf oil spill, our natural resources are
limited, fragile and once destroyed may never return. Allowing expansion of industrial operations must be
scientifically based with adequate protections and industry lobbying cannot be allowed to override what is in
the best interest of the public.

Two of the activities that are all win and no loss are public marinas and conservation easements. These two
activities are very high priority in the SMA. The numbers of public marinas are controlled somewhat by
economics. The numbers of conservation easements are also impacted by economics, but since they generate
no income, the lease rates should be very low (compared to commercial activities).

Industrial easements and private marinas are a bit different. Correct me if I am wrong, but it is my
understanding that most industrial easements are in areas that already have “industrial” activity. In that regard,
they fit in with their surrounding environment. If an industrial facility was proposed in a non-industrial area, I
would be opposed. A few, like power lines, are often not in an industrial area, but the benefit of power
distribution is very widespread and likely justifies this activity.

Private marinas such as yacht clubs are problematic in my opinion. I would argue that adding any new yacht
clubs should be scrutinized very carefully. With restricted memberships, the benefits are limited to a few.
Although they are permitted under the SMA, they fall into the same category as aquaculture. That is, they are
at the lowest priority, they are permitted only on a limited basis, and they are dependent on the use of the
shoreline.

William Burrows 1:26 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

I don’t agree that public marinas are all win and no loss. Marinas simplify habitat, increase the
likelihood of spills, etc.

Mark Hersh 2:25 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

So if a public marina happens to benefit many people, but causes lots of environmental impacts that
might be okay?

And if a small group of individuals were interested in paying the state some huge amount of money
for a small private marina which had no environmental impact that would not be okay because it only
benefited a few? Do the fees going to the state count?

Jim Gibbons 2:52 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Please cite exactly where in the SMA it states that aquaculture is at a lowest priority and are permitted
only on a limited basis. I see nothing in the SMA that discusses private yacht clubs or aquaculture. As
for positive or negative aspects as the question poses.
Geoduck aquaculture
Improves water quality, creates jobs, create revenues for government, and private industry, impacts
shoreline aesthetics either positively or negatively depending on individual tastes, impacts the
shoreline ecology to a minor and recoverable degree in a relatively short time, impacts the publics
ability to use a portion of those particular shorelines for some contracted time, helps to offset human
nutrient inputs, causes counties to make new laws or better enforce current laws regarding non point
pollution, sequesters carbon, stimulates eelgrass growth, and puts generally idle state lands to
productive use that at the end of the contract period can be allowed to return to a natural state.
Marinas and industrial facilities
create jobs and revenues as above, allows public access to the waters of the state, creates point and
non point pollution, have long term degradation to the marine ecology, cause the prohibition of
recreational and commercial shellfish taking within DOH guidelines, cause enormous amounts of
taxpayer time and capital to ameliorate the adverse impacts that will possibly never allow the lands to
return to their natural state.
Conservation easements essentially remove the land from commercial use, provide no revenue, and
can cost the taxpayers for activities such as security and upkeep.
I have no animosity to either marinas or easements as they are just another use allowed in the SMA.
Smokestack industries are a different matter.

Tris Carlson 3:18 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

The Shoreline Management Act states the following:

“The overarching policy is that the public’s opportunity to enjoy the

Curt Puddicombe 3:54 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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The benefits of geoduck aquaculture on state lands far out weigh any negative aspects which mostly have
been related to aesthetics. Sustainable farmed geoduck providing food, jobs, revenue for the state and filtering
the water seems like a very positive use of our state tideland resources. Since there is currently no state lands
leased for geoduck farming it would provide diversification in the use of our resource from other uses such as
marinas, industrial facilities etc.

Yesterday the Ecosystem Coordination Board of the Puget Sound Partnership held a meeting and a
workgroup that the ECB set up to examine shorelines protection reported back to the ECB. They said that
Puget Sound can be divided into 812 “drift cells” that are distinct units where sediment and waves interact
(erosion and deposition). In order for nearshore habitats to support ecological functions, the drift cells need to
work reasonably naturally. It was stated (not sure whose estimate) that 23% of the drift cells in Puget Sound
do not work well enough to support ecological functions.

So it seems to me that when granting new leases for whatever activity, DNR needs to have a good handle on
what the negative impacts of the activity are, then consider those impacts in the context of the more localized
area of the Sound (inlet, for example), and how much of that area is properly functioning. Will the granting of
the lease result in a too-great cumulative deficit of ecological function? How many acres of an inlet can be
leased to geoduck aquaculture without obliterating the ecological function of the inlet? Or how many marinas
can be allowed in an area?

When I speak of “impacts” I am only talking of ecological impacts. I am still trying to get a handle on the
ecological impacts of geoduck aquaculture as opponents and proponents are pretty far apart. DNR probably
has other things that they have to consider.

physical and aesthetic qualities of natural shorelines of the state shall be
preserved to the greatest extent feasible…”

Overarching means overriding, overruling, encompassing and
overshadowing everything. It means predominate and paramount. It means
that everything else in the Shoreline Management Act, including
aquaculture, is under the umbrella of this one singular idea. This was the
intention of the voters when the SMA was enacted into law. The SMA also
very clearly gives priority to single family residences and shoreline
recreational uses over aquaculture as a preferred use.

The Shoreline Management Act also states:

“Alterations of the natural conditions of the shorelines of the state, in those
limited instances when authorized, shall be given priority for…development
that will provide an opportunity for substantial numbers of people to enjoy
the shorelines of the state.”

This statement clearly indicates that shoreline alterations will be (1), limited
in instance, and (2), prioritized toward recreational uses.

In addition, there’s no scientific evidence or proof that geoduck aquaculture improves water
quality. The geoducks artificial presence and densities in the intertidal are not natural, and
geoducks can ingest valuable zooplankton out of the water column. Farmed geoducks also
leave feces and pseudofeces as waste, which can promote phytoplankton production. The
claim that geoduck farming improves water quality is false propaganda with no basis in fact,
scientific or otherwise. Phytoplankton is seasonal, and the seasons of Fall and Winter are
much better at improving “water quality” or in mitigating against “nutrient pollution” than any
shellfish farming will ever be.

Also, geoduck aquaculture does not stimulate eelgrass growth – it suppresses it. This has
been scientifically acknowledged and I’m surprised that anyone is not aware of this by now.
This was demonstrated at the Sea Grant presentation at the UW in 2007. Geoduck farming
also introduces toxic plastics into the environment in unprecedented amounts.

State tidelands that are “idle” are otherwise serving their purpose as valuable habitat and
natural vistas for citizens that are specified under the law (please review SMA). Public
tidelands do not owe anyone a living, nor were they placed there as an ATM for any specific
individuals or industry.

Whether the shoreline is recoverable at all, let alone in a “short time” is as yet, unknown.
Since these areas are put back into production immediately, it is doubtful that any full recovery
is occurring, and it certainly is not being put back into its natural state. The fact that there is
any claim of a “recovery” in the first place certainly proves the point that damage is occurring,
even if the suggestion here is implying that it is only temporary.

Linda Lentz 12:25 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Mark Hersh 11:44 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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That really does not address the forum’s question of the day, but it seems to me that the question as phrased
(or clarified) is not something easily addressed. Do I value marinas, conservation easements, or industrial
sites more or less than geoduck aquaculture sites? I haven’t really given that any thought, nor am I likely to.

I think I get it. I assume DNR leases tidelands either directly to Boeing or to a Port facility that is leasing to
Boeing and whether we might be better off not leasing to Boeing. I’ve read the Duwamish is a polluted mess
for instance and maybe we should just shut them down and try and return the Duwamish to its original state.
Boeing can’t even make an argument like the shellfish growers that their activities (building planes) are good
for the environment. And if it’s too much to ask for, maybe we should just not give any more tideland leases to
Boeing if they need to grow. Certainly we would be hard pressed to say that port facilities are good for the
environment. It’s hard for me to make a comparision of what Boeing does to the environment through their
port leases vs. what geoduck farmers are doing.

I suppose another comparison would be the relative value of right-of-way leases for power lines and roads
and expansion of them. I can’t imagine that they are a good thing for the environment, either. And they’re
certainly not aesthetically pleasing. Who wants to look at a bunch of power lines crosssing the water like they
do at Burley Lagoon. I suppose DNR could force them to go around the water or underneath the water.

Does the Washington State ferry system have to pay to use the waters? I can’t imagine that those big boats
are very environmentally sensitive either. And what about the big dock facilities they have. And if I’m not
mistaken those big boats operate with lights at night, they blow those big horns 24 hours a day, and the props
have to be chewing up some fish. Perhaps DNR should not allow them to espand either.

Good question.

Clarification:
The discussion we are hoping to generate today is along the lines of what Ms. Coontz addresses in her first
post this morning.

Currently there are around 4,000 approved aquatic leases throughout the state. These range from industrial
uses to marinas to habitat restoration projects.

There are potentially positive and potentially negative impacts to each DNR authorized activity on state-owned
aquatic lands. We would like to hear how you value current authorizations to potential geoduck aquaculture on
state tidelands.

I agree with Mr. Gibbons–please give more of a clarification of the topic. Statistics would be appreciated, such
as, how many marinas are currently leased on state land in Puget Sound and where (a map would be good)
and how much acreage, how many conservation easements do you have currently, their acreage and an
example of their lease terms, examples of industrial facilities and whether these are grandfathered in or have
leases than can be terminated. More information, please.

I, too, am unclear as to what you’re looking for here. If you’re asking if a conservation easement is better than
geoduck aquaculture, marinas and industrial facilities, then it’s a resounding yes. Is the geoduck farm better
than a huge industrial facility? One assumes so. But that’s hardly reason for endorsing a practice that is so
clearly out of balance with the natural order of things. The practices that have been alluded to by witnesses,
the classification of native species as “pests” if they interfere with the industry, the fact that pvc has dioxins
(which some people don’t realize is the chemical in agent orange) which could be released with a fire, and
just the absurdity of making one species completely dominant in numbers never intended by nature — all of
these can lead to the old “unintended consequences” problem that can’t be undone later.

This isn’t relevant just to people who live on or own land by Puget Sound. It’s a serious one that will affect
everyone’s way of life for years to come. The current crisis in the Gulf of Mexico is destroying the livelihoods
of people who would’ve said, 2 months ago, that they supported the offshore drilling because of the jobs and
boost to the economy it brought. I know there are people on this forum whose financial future is tied up in the
industry. Something should be done to help them. But there is an issue of the greater good here. And the
greater good means saving Puget Sound’s health and beauty for generations to come.

I would like some clarification on the question. Are the other DNR “approved activities” only occurring on
tidelands or are you asking for comparisons to terrestial DNR approved activities, too? Is there any time limit
on these approved activites? Ones approved 5 years ago, 25 years ago, 50 years ago? Or are you talking
about activities that need the ongoing approval of DNR to continue?

Jim Gibbons 11:22 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

dnrforum 10:55 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Kathryn Townsend 10:32 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Sharron Coontz 10:10 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Jim Gibbons 9:28 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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Clarification:
The DNR approved activies are those that only occur on state-owned aquatic lands.

dnrforum 9:52 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

This forum appears to simply be a means of pacifying those of us who oppose the expansion
of geoduck aquaculture rather than a means of determining what is in the best interest of the
State. The most serious question remains the impact geoduck aquaculture has on the sound
and it seems reasonable to expect the DNR in conjunction with other State agencies, as well
as the Corp of Engineers, to have sufficient information to reach a proper conclusion. If not,
perhaps they should contact the folks in British Columbia and inquire as to what their decision
to curtail additional geoduck aquaculture was based on. While the protection of the Sound
remains the primary concern, a second concern is the leasing of valuable publilc tidelands by
the DNR effectively removing them from public access for periods of up to thirty years. It has
been noted that the State has a thirty-percent ownership of the tidelands in Puget Sound,
however; it should be recognized that the area most desirable for geoduck aquaculture is the
South Sound where the State controls only ten-percent of tidelands, ninety-percent is privately
owned. It seems the aquaculture industry should be able to find sufficient tideland without the
State leasing additional puble beaches to the industry.

Don Stave 3:15 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

On the DNR AND GEODUCK AQUACULTURE main page “Site Characteristics” are set forth
as follows: “Under the process initiated in 2003, (geoduck farm) site characteristics were
chosen: A preference of no adjacent residential development, a preference for a beach with
high bank, suitable beach sediments, an absence of eelgrass, low natural shellfish densities,
low recreational or tribal shellfish use, more than 200′ from wild geoduck tracts, and good
potential to be approved for Health Certification.” That is a starting point. And certainly no
industrial facilities would be permitted under that standard. Conservation easements would be.

The site characteristics should be further narrowed in certain instances and policy established.
The DNR should define and protect “recreational beaches” . There are very few of them
compared to the remainder of public and private tidelands. Of all the tidelands in Puget
Sound, about 70% are private and only 30% are public. “Recreational Public Beaches” that
can be reached by water or upland or both, which provide for shallow fishing, for beach
exploration and activity, kayaking, boating, sailing, a picnic or two, and such outdoor activity
must be a rather small percentage of the tidelands of which the DRN is the steward for the
public…the citizens of this state and visitors to this region. Such “recreational beaches” should
be preserved in their natural state for this and future generations by a permanent moratorium
on any leasing of those lands.

Bertil F. Johnson 3:21 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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Are there effects of geoduck aquaculture on public access and
aesthetics, and if so, how can they be mitigated?
Background on Geoduck Aquaculture – DNR information & other perspectives.

 

The effects of geoduck aquaculture on public access and aesthetics’ are negative. They reduce public’s ability
to use the land that is leased for aquaculture and policed by the shellfish industry. They cause a hazard for
recreational diving, swimming, boating, and beach combing, etc. As for aesthetics? All shellfish farms are just
plain ugly. They disrupt the natural beauty and habitat function of the tidelands. They cause noise and debris
pollution to nearby residents. Any shellfish farmer who claims to enjoy the aesthetics of an aquaculture farm is
just seeing the dollar signs.

We have been farming geoducks, oysters and clams for over 17 years. We lease tidelands from many of our
neighbors. Some of those folks have requested we leave an area open for them to have access down the
beach for boating etc. After those first planting they have not requested the access be left open with the next
crop because they have found no need for it. They don’t use the lower part of the beach where the geoducks
are planted and found it did not interfere with their recreation. After the tubes are removed they can freely
walk and boat the entire farmed area. Perhaps if upland owners don’t want to have DNR lease lands for
aquaculture in front of their homes the upland owners should lease the lands from DNR and use them as if
they were actually their own tidelands to use.

As far as aesthetics go which seem to be most of the concerns expressed here, I would like to point out
something the shellfish farmers in South Sound having been doing for the last 5 years. In addition to patrolling
our own farms and maintaining them we have had 11 Beach Clean ups covering most of the inlets in South
Sound. There has been up to 14 different farms and the Squaxin tribe volunteering their paid staff to patrol
over 100 miles of shoreline eleven different times. We have collected over 630 cubic yards of marine debris
which is compared to 63 ten yard dump trucks of trash removed from Puget Sound. The bulk of this trash has
been Styrofoam in addition to over 1000 tires. Less than 15% of the debris has been related to aquaculture
and very little of that has been geoduck related. This is an example of the good stewardship the shellfish
farmers practice in Puget Sound. Our lives depend on the good water quality of Puget Sound. We are blessed
to have such a productive and beautiful resource in our state. DNR has the responsibility to assure that it
remains sustainable and productive for all the citizens.
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Denise McElney 3:30 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Linda Lentz 8:00 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

“Perhaps if upland owners don’t want to have DNR lease lands for aquaculture in front of their homes
the upland owners should lease the lands from DNR and use them as if they were actually their own
tidelands to use”

Public lands actually ARE their tidelands, along with everyone else that pays property taxes. The
public should decide who uses public lands and for what purpose. Based on what I’ve read on this
forum, the public does not want commercial geoduck farming on its tidelands.

Don Martinson 3:14 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

I don’t understand why the affected waterfront Homeowners didn’t just bid on the acreage themselves.
The process was open for public bid and if their bid was accepted they could then sink tens of
thousands of their own hard earned money and time into getting multiple permits and licenses and
getting written studies from specialists on every subject you can image, correspond with the Native
American Tribes of the region for their approval and then put up with delay after delay after delay

Bruce Olsen 9:24 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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extending the time frame for approval out more than 4 to 5 years possibly more. Then they would
have the opportunity to wait for an additional 6 years or longer to get any type of return on that
investment.

Then again a waterfront owner could just leave the land fallow without planting anything for the length
of their lease and pay the state the cash equivalency of their yearly lease totals and the agreed upon
percentage of the sales just like a fully planted farm. That could be in the range $20,000 to $30,000
per year per acre depending upon survival rates. The state could use averages from the other farms
to compute this total. That way the state would not have to wait five or six years for their money and
that would increase their yield through the time value of money.

Of course the waterfront Homeowner would still be responsible for all the other components of the
lease agreement. Some of those being community outreach and the documentation concerning their
efforts regarding outreach to their community, supplying public access on, through and around their
farms and documentation of all visitors to their farm, seeding enhancement areas for the general
public to dig in located within their farm, staffing personnel to sit on the beach at low tides to help the
general public locate the enhanced areas dedicated to public use of their farm and carry insurance for
the farm that covers the general public while they are on the farm enjoying the fruits of the
Homeowners efforts and of course picking up all the trash along the entire beach that just happens to
get tossed out by the public or just happens to wash up on the beaches surrounding their farms. Don’t
forget they will have to hire a scuba divers to patrol the bottom off shore to make sure there isn’t an
accumulation of farm debris and if found remediate it. Then they could control the aesthetics of their
farm.

It is quite obvious to me reading all these comments that no one has actually read any of the
proposals that were submitted to DNR concerning the requirements for obtaining one of these leases
on public lands and subsequent alterations to that document by the Corp of Engineers or half of these
comments would not have been posted.

Gee Bruce, did you read the RFO terms and conditions? Leaving the land fallow was not
permitted under the Ts & Cs.

William Burrows 10:05 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

I suppose I should add that in addition the terms and conditions not allowing leaving
the beach fallow, the adjacent land owners were not aware of any of the DNR’s plans
until several day before bids were due. Not really the kind of lead time one would need
to submit a bid.

William Burrows 10:13 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

I agree that notification from DNR about anything from the planned sitings to
this forum is about as bad a communication job as I have ever seen.
Stakeholders (shellfish growers and homeowner) should have be informed up
front prior to any actions by DNR. None of the affected neighbors were
personally informed of their decision. This should have been discussed with us
prior to opening the bidding selection process. We had less than 14 day to
respond. We were told that no matter what we did this area would be leased
even if it was not bid upon during the current bid process. So we prepared a
bid for this lease based upon what we could live with as homeowners.

Bruce Olsen 10:52 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Hi again William, I have read them too many times but that does not stop one from
being creative. I am sure if you approached a bid with DNR that included both the
lease price and the average cost of a return on a planted farm they would listen. With
that approach it is win/win/win. The state gets the revenue it so badly needs, you get
your aesthetics and the public gets an enhanced beach. What is not to like about
that?

The state did listened to our low impact proposal and seemed to like it. They just have
to wait a little longer for their returns as does our group .

Bruce Olsen 11:03 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Linda–I had the opportunity to review the ACOE forms (through a public records request) that were
submitted by growers in South Puget Sound. I found that your documentation of your plantings far
exceeded nearly all the other submissions and I was impressed by your conscientious attention to
detail. The industry is also to be commended for their clean-up activities. However, it doesn’t follow

Kathryn Townsend 9:59 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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As a geoduck farmer, we have lots of public use of the private tideland area above our cultivation plots.
Mostly walkers from the neighborhood. Our geoduck plots go to the +1 ft. at the highest and are exposed less
than 10% of the time during summer. We do not use invasive signage or deter people from visiting our
properties.
The industry is working hard on developing new planting practices that, in part, are designed with aesthetics in
mind. New practices take time to develop, test, work with suppliers and scale into commercial application. For
example, we are currently scale-testing a black, flexible, mesh tube.

The shortest road between current industry standard planting and husbandry practices, and an evolved
farming practice is applied aquaculture science. Where are the graduate programs in shellfish aquaculture at
our State universities?

I can’t understand why aesthetics are an issue for well maintained farm. No one seems to complain when wild
lands are co-opted for agriculture.

that just because you have convinced your neighbors to lease their private tidelands for geoduck
farming, giving them a cut of the gross profit, that all other landowners would welcome such an
agreement either for themselves or their communities. It is especially the case that communities may
not welcome commercial geoduck farming on public lands because it is an intrusion to the
cohesiveness of the community and there is no financial incentive for the community–it is taking away
something from the community, not giving to it. The unfortunate consequence of some of these farms,
at least in Thurston County in areas that are not traditionally shellfish growing areas and because
there was not any local permitting or notification of the activity or community buy-in in advance, was
the disruption of the neighborhood and formation of neighborhood groups to protest the activity.
Additionally, many of my neighbors who live right on the beach collected over a period of time many
of the small nets that originally had covered the tubes–these small nets might easily be missed by the
shellfish clean-up crew, but were more than apparent to the people intimately familiar with the beach
in question. These small nets come off the tubes fairly easily it seems and we considered them an
environmental hazard for wild life (along with the rubber bands that also came off). When we pointed
this out to the grower on the beach, he denied any responsibility for it as the nets were found 1/4 mile
from his farm. These are the sorts of experiences with growers that do lend themselves to a benign
feeling about geoduck aquaculture. It is not just about pure aesthetics–aesthetics to many of us is a
pervasive value having to do with the natural environment including the wildlife in its natural habitat–
not an artificial plastic one or one that periodically liquefies the entire beach 3 feet down. Many of us
will never agree that that is a common sense plan for the tidelands of Puget Sound.

Brian Allen 2:31 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Upland agriculture and intertidal aquaculture are two separate issues and do not neatly compare, but I
disagree with the premise that people give a pass to agriculture or development in rural/residential
areas.

Again, the SMA clearly states that natural shorelines and aesthetics are important. People that move
to a certain area for its natural vistas do so for a specific reasons. There should be more respect for
that from the shellfish industry.

Curt Puddicombe 5:24 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

And the SMA clearly states that water dependent uses including aquaculture are supported
and prefered uses.

Peter Downey 2:53 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

The SMA and the guidelines suggest that aquaculture is not a preferred use if it:
results in the loss of ecological functions; if it adversely impacts eelgrass and
microalgae; if it conflicts with navigation and other priority water dependent uses such
as swimming, boating, fishing, water skiing, wading, etc.; or if it impacts the aesthetic
qualities of the shoreline.

Geoduck aquaculture does not qualify as a preferred use based on the criteria set
forth in the SMA and current guidelines.
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.58&full=true#90.58.020

The Taylor Shellfish/Foss geoduck farm hearing in Pierce County in 2007 included
several weeks of expert witness testimony on both sides of the issue. Hearing
Examiner Terrance McCarthy ruled that geoduck tubes are indeed “structures”; that
they “obstruct public use of the water”; and that they cause “habitat disruption”.

Also, once again, I’ll point out that in 1991, Joan K. Thomas, one of the original
authors of the SMA said this:

Curt Puddicombe 6:59 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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On behalf of: Steve Wilson
Part 1: I’m proud to say my wife and I farm geoducks. We are a small family business with around six acres of
leased tidelands, from ten different Lessors. We have been growing shellfish for the last ten years. Prior to
that, I was a fisheries biologist and commercial fisherman, and my wife worked in health policy for the State of
Washington. I have a BS in fisheries science and my wife has a PhD in statistics and measurement. We were
both born and raised in Olympia, and have lived on the water for the last twenty five years in south Puget
Sound. I only mention this so folks on this forum have a slight sense of who we are.

Monday’s forum topic was public access of the tidelands, and aesthetics. Regarding public access, one of the
joys of what we do is being able to show our farms to people that have never seen the aquaculture process.
In the locations where we farm, beach access has never become an issue. We farm between +2′ tidal
elevation and extreme low tide, so when tubes are in place the beach is still open from +2′ to the high tide
line. When the tubes have been removed the entire beach is accessible. In our experience, people are really
interested to learn about what we do. They wander the beach and are amazed at the diversity of marine life in
and among the tubes, and we are happy to accommodate their curiosity. I would also note that our farm near
Hope Island State Park receives dozens of kayakers each year who will on calm days float motionless in
inches of water to observe the bottom.

Unfortunately, we have encountered people who had no interest in the farm activity or beach ecology; they
simply wanted to berate our employees or take photos that could be manipulated to show an anti-aquaculture
point of view. Then the photos showed up on websites accompanied by statements that often were far from
accurate. We also have found the occasional individual that considers farmed geoducks a bounty for the
taking. Once we figured out who these folks were, then yes – we would invite them to stay off the private land;
so you might say they have brought that situation upon themselves. In all other circumstances we have
welcomed visitors as long as they respected our efforts.

“I have thought about this carefully over the years as I have seen my expectations
frustrated. We have lost the full potential of the SMA to protect a valuable resource
through fainthearted administration.”

“When the SMA was written in 1971, aquaculture meant oysters and clams, and one
salmon raising operation. This activity was recognized and protected as water
dependent. I do not read the original intent or the original guidelines to promote the
industry as we know it today. In fact, the guidelines specified that navigational access
not be restricted and that visual access of upland owners be considered. Aquaculture
has become a sore point between local governments and the Department of Ecology
– a fraying of the partnership.”
http://www.caseinlet.org/uploads/washuw91002.pdf

Of the South Puget Sound counties involved, only Pierce County has come close to
administering the SMA correctly.

dnrforum 2:24 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

On behalf of: Steve Wilson
Part 2: In the emotional discussion about a DNR inter-tidal lease program for geoduck culture, those
against the proposal stress their perceived loss of right-of-access to currently farmed tidelands. The
point conveniently overlooked is tidelands farmed for geoducks are all on privately owned ground.
Recent court decisions (unpublished) have held that the public does not have, under the Public Trust
Doctrine, access rights to private tideland at low tide. You cannot lose what you never had, and if you
or your children or grandchildren want to play on private tidelands, it should be with the owner or
lessee’s permission.

Having said all the above, most of our interactions with the public on our private tidelands also lead us
to believe that there is no reason why farming and public access can’t coexist on certain public
tidelands. (Interestingly, the “public” as it is referenced in these discussions generally applies to
neighboring waterfront residents. Not to demean their interests, but there is a larger segment of the
public that may stand to benefit from a lease of state lands, and their input is largely unheard.) A well-
managed farm has no need to exclude well-meaning visitors. A lease to farm on DNR tidelands can
balance both the public and private interests; it doesn’t have to be an all or nothing affair.

The second forum topic, aesthetics (i.e. “a branch of philosophy dealing with the nature of the
beautiful, and with judgments concerning beauty”), is usually discussed from the perspective of
geoduck culture causing a degradation of the pristine views of Puget Sound. Aesthetics are, first and
foremost, subjective valuations. It’s interesting to consider an individual’s baseline criteria regarding
views. It seems the conditions that exist at the time someone first sees the Sound are forever fixed in
their mind as how it should be into the future. For instance, in the case of my wife and me, we’re
imprinted on the 1950’s when we were kids and the local shorelines were relatively uninhabited. Now
we find people living cheek by jowl with their neighbors and talking about losing pristine views if they

dnrforum 2:25 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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Clearly the public has no access to public tidelands that are leased for shellfish “farming”. The public is
effectively denied use of these public lands. In addition to being inaccessible, they become unusable because
of the mess and the obstacles created by pvc pipe, nets, etc. They are aesthetically ruined as are adjacent
lands and beaches due to the unsightly appearance, smell and noise.
While I agree that the public needs more access to these beaches, the solution to that problem is not to limit
water access to tidelands and beaches. And, it is not true that the enjoyment of Puget Sound is limited to the
rich. One of the great things about this area is that anyone with a rowboat can enjoy our great natural
resource.

Having always been proud of our beautiful waterfront properties in the Puget Sound, our Tidelands are an
integral part of the picture. Please DNR, don’t let the noise, and unsightly dredging that take place in the
Shellfish Farming Industry, disrupt this serenity. It is easy to see what an impact the nature of this harvesting
has done to our marine life if one walks along any stretch of public beach.

look at a farm on the neighbor’s tideland.

For anyone that feels geoduck aquaculture is “ugly”, I can find someone that feels a well tended farm
is a beautiful and fascinating activity. The problem many folks have with aquaculture seems to stem
from encountering poor farm practices. Setting aside all the hyperbole of the anti-aquaculture
comments, there are without doubt growers and homeowners that plant geoducks and then do a poor
job of managing the farm. It’s a problem the growers’ association is actively addressing; how to
control the few bad apples in the business. Farming geoducks is not an inherently messy or intrusive
activity. In our operations we use small LED headlamps, hospital grade mufflers on diesel harvest
motors, and we constantly instruct our employees of the need to be aware how their behavior is
perceived by others on the beach. As a community, we often put sanctions (in the form of ordinances)
on noise, litter, air and water pollution, etc., but there isn’t a sanction for ugly. To date, it’s all in the
eye of the beholder.

The overarching policy of the SMA is to preserve the physical and aesthetic qualities of natural
shorelines of the state to the greatest extent feasible. This is a mandate, not a suggestion,
and “aesthetic qualities of natural shorelines” isn’t vague or subjective language. To most
people “natural shorelines” doesn’t include pipes and nets.
In reference to recent unpublished court decisions, the “Bainbridge vs. Brennan” case comes
to mind. This Court of Appeals case held that pedestrians only had the right to traverse over
privately held tidelands when covered by water. This is interesting because the Foss family
attorney wrote letters to nearby citizens stating that even if their kayak paddle touched the
bottom, or their boat touched the bottom, this would be a trespass. But according to
“Bainbridge vs. Brennan”, this is not the case. In fact, according to this decision, anyone can
walk on private tidelands provided there is water covering those tidelands, even if only one
millimeter deep or less. Even so, this Court of Appeals decision is not consistent with the
Public Trust Doctrine, and likely would not be upheld by State Supreme Court.
There is lots of case law upholding public trust rights to private tidelands or beaches that are
not covered by water. The most compelling is probably “City of Coeur D’Alene vs. Mackin”. In
this case, the Supreme Court ruled that private beach owners cannot exclude the public from
beaches below the high water mark when it is not covered by water.
Judicial skepticism of conveyances of public trust land and other trust resources by the State
into private hands is well embedded in both state and federal courts. In the case of “City of
Coeur D’Alene vs. Mackin”, the court noted, “[w]hen a state holds a resource which is
available for the free use of the general public, the court will look with considerable skepticism
upon any governmental conduct which is calculated either to relocate that resource to more
restricted uses or to subject public uses to the self-interest of private parties.”
The jus publicum interest did not go away when the state sold the jus privatum interest in the
tidelands of the state. The State Supreme Court has already affirmed that the public trust
doctrine was in effect when the state sold the tidelands. There are strict limitations upon the
State in order to convey the jus privatum to private ownership. The legislature must act
through legislation to authorize the conveyance. The conveyance must be described in clear
and definite language, with all ambiguities construed in favor of the State and against the
grantee. The conveyance must primarily further the public interest, with benefits to private
parties being secondary or corollary. There must be no substantial impairment of the public
interest in the lands and waters remaining. Non-compliance with any of these requirements
violates the Public Trust Doctrine, and can render the conveyance void.
Up to now, the public trust issue hasn’t been pushed because for years no one tried to restrict
access to beaches and tidelands. That may now be changing.
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I agree that DNR should lease property where the potential for land use conflicts are minimized. The North
Navy parcel is on such property. Upland is Navy Reserve property with no public access. The site is only
accessable by boat and then only with notification of the Bangor Harbor Patrol. (Failure to do so and you will
be met by an armed patrol boat.) Interference with public access at this site is not an issue. Aesthetics at this
site is also not an issue as the nearest residence is miles away and any light or noise emitted at the site
would pale in comparison to Bangor. There may be other sites owned by the state with minimal land use
conflicts that would be suitable for geoduck farming.

Yes, intertidal geoduck farming interferes with public access to beaches, and interferes severely with the
aesthetics of those beaches. No, these effects cannot be mitigated as long as current farming methods are
used.

The very beaches sought by geoduck farmers—remote and pristine—are the same beaches that have the
highest value for public enjoyment, as well as the highest (and related) value for long-term environmental
benefit. As soon as a beach is saturated with plastic tubes, netting, and one species that squeezes out others,
that beach no longer the same beach. Access to that physical location is typically barred, but even if it
weren’t, the beach to which the public would have access is no longer the same pristine beach. So access
has been denied by transforming and degrading the tidelands. Similarly, a beach with barges and engines and
divers liquefying the substrate is not the same as a quiet, natural bio-diverse beach. One use cancels out the
other.

We have owned and enjoyed our unimproved waterfront property at Shine for 34 years. Sadly, the tidelands in
front of it were chosen for a geoduck farming lease (though a highly irregular process, but that is another
story). If this lease is allowed to proceed, the entire cove (which has upland public access at east and west
ends) will change in character. Both neighboring private owners and the public will lose both in both the short
term and long term. The losses will be physical, aesthetic, recreational, environmental, and economic.

Perhaps one day, there will be methods of commercial geoduck planting and harvesting that do not involve
tubes, nets, extreme density, and destruction of biodiversity. Until then, geoduck farms should be prohibited on
public tidelands.

I find the posts by Misters Marcus and McCabe to be” right on” regarding public access. Shellfish interests
have characterized my opposition to geoduck aquaculture on public beaches as “self-serving” because one
public beach, Fudge South on Harstine Island, abuts my property. In earlier posts I have described how this
beach serves many of the public and why it is not appropriate to remove it from unrestricted public access by
turning it over to the shellfish industry; I have also stated that the winning bidder for the beach has expressed
similar sentiments.

My property is high-bank about 100 feet above the beach. I CANNOT see the beach from my home. I have to
walk to the top of the bluff and look down to see the beach (and even then it is difficult because of the
vegetation growing on the bluff). The bluff is a part of a larger feeder bluff that helps feed the Wilson Point
sand spit.

In addition to having no “view” of the beach, I have NO access to the beach from my property. As a result, I
rarely visit the beach. What I know about the beach comes from the sounds that carry up to my porch;
children laughing and shouting as they play; adults shrieking as they are squirted by clams; boaters pulling
their small craft onto the beach for a picnic; children and adults struggling to dig a hole deep enough to get a
geoduck. In my opinion, this is how a public beach should be used and the DNR, in its custodial role, should
retain public beaches for present and future generations. If someone wants to characterize this desire as self-
serving, then fine by me.

What really angered me when I started to probe the DNR after being informed of their plans in 2007 was the
total lack of credibility regarding the plans. Through public document requests, I found that the “science” they
claimed to justify the site selections was basically visiting a WDFW website on forage fish. Other documents
showed a great deal “cooperation”, one might even call it “collaboration” between the DNR and the shellfish
industry to mislead the public. The DNR should not be an agent for industry; they should be the agent for the
people of the state.

I really dislike the term “DNR beach”. When a citizen on Anderson Island described the public beach in front
of her family home as “her beach”, a DNR representation chided her and stated that it really “wasn’t her
beach”. Her response, which was received with a standing ovation, was “yes it is my beach, and [pointing to
others in the audience], his beach, and her beach, and everyone else in the room’s beach.”

Let private industry work with private landowners and keep the public beaches unencumbered for all to enjoy.
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The best method to address the aesthetic impact is to stop the expansion of commercial geoduck aquaculture.
Next would be to prohibit the activities in the intertidal zones and require all activity to occur at mean low water
depths of twenty feet or more. If activities occur on intertidal zones, the use of pvc tubes should be prohibited.
If PVC tubes are not prohibited, they should be matched by color to the surrounding beaches and secured to
prevent individual tubes from breaking away and becoming part of the man made waste in the Sound.
Individual tube nets should be prohibited as they break away and litter the beaches. All tubes and exclusion
netting should be biodegradable materials. Modification of the sites or stream runoff near the sites should be
prohibited. Physical exclusion barriers surrounding sites should be prohibited. Site boundaries should be
clearly marked and contact information for site operators should be posted. Appropriate set backs from
property lines should be determined to prevent site activities from impacting neighboring properties. Site
operations should occur only during daylight hours. The industry argues that during the winter months low tide
only occurs at night. However, rural neighbors should not have to endure the night time intrusion onto sites. If
night time activities are allowed, consideration should be given to the types of lights which are allowed to be
used and strict noise regulations. All commercial activities should be prohibited on weekends and Federal
holidays. Any floating equipment associated with the sites should be limited in size and/or limited in the
duration such equipment may remain on site. Hydraulic stingers should be prohibited from being used for
harvesting.

Preparation of sites and harvest activities should only occur under the supervision of licensed biologists to
monitor, record and document the impact the activities of industrial aquaculture have upon resident species
and the physical attributes of such sites. Site location should require an extensive biological and physical
survey to document species and conditions present at the site before operations begin and subject to ongoing
monitoring for changes to the site and its populations throughout the grow, harvest and post harvest cycles.
The expenses of such surveys should be borne by the operators as a cost of conducting business and
maintaining a permit. The number and locations of sites should be monitored so that the cumulative impact of
multiple sites can be taken into consideration on for aesthetics, environmental impact and species diversity.

I have lived on Case Inlet for ten years. The expansion of geoduck operations into Case Inlet has been
exploding in the past few years. Aesthetically the geoduck sites impact their surrounding environments
visually, audibly, by smell, by intensive biomass, establishment of a monoculture, by exclusion of competing
uses and human activity associated with the industrial aquaculture. The sight of 43,000 pvc pipes per acre is
visibly jarring, particularly at low tide. The water clarity in the vicinity of these sites is greatly diminished, as
anyone who has passed under the Stretch Island bridge into the waters behind Stretch Island can identify,
Case Inlet’s normally gin clear waters become murky and visibility drops to where you cannot see the bottom
in less than four feet of water. The tubes make walking on the beach hazardous and contribute to litter and
may interfere with the normal migration patterns of various fish and bottom dwelling creatures. The tubes
sticking up make Kayaking over or beaching near the sites difficult. The operators exclude normally occurring
populations of bottom creatures and operators have re-routed fresh water drainages near their sites and
remove natural features that provide habitat. At low tide the sites give off a stench from collected materials.
When activities occur at night, neighboring dogs are alerted and bark awakening other animals and their
owners. Harvest time liquefies the beaches and destroys all diversity and any fledgling colonies of eel grass or
other plants seeking to establish in the area. The sediment plume from harvest activities buries surrounding
habitat with similar consequences.

Tris Carlson: I happen to be a “landlubber” with no residential or commercial shoreline interests and am hardly
a member of the “privileged few”. Fair weather permitting and armed with a cheap gps, I feel confident that
even my humble fourteen footer with a ten horse egg beater can reach most (all?) of our state’s beautiful
public shorelines safely. Many among us, that “public”, regrettably by now considered a nuisance species of
sorts so loathed by most commercial marine interests and, admittedly, a few of the “privileged few”, deeply
appreciate the unspoiled beauty of these tidelands. Like many other folks, I’m very grateful for that privilege, a
privilege historically earned by the public. As public servants, I expect DNS to continue to protect that privilege
for the public and their children. So far, I find Mr. Goldmark and his team capable of furthering this sacred
public right, a refreshing change from the previous administration. However, I also feel, as noted elsewhere in
this thread (and disputed by DNR), that this public tideland discussion has not been adequately advertised for
public input. My finding this discussion is based on pure luck. This discussion deserves a few headlines like
“Geobucks mining operations considered on public tideland”.

I think the previous comment sort of exemplifies the hypocrisy of the geoduck farm proponents in that they are
now clamoring (no pun intended) all of a sudden for public access to state tidelands, while severely restricting
access to the more than 70 percent of private tidelands that the public retains rights in under the public trust
doctrine. One example is the Foss/Taylor Shellfish farm in Case Inlet. Signs are posted on both sides of the
beach stating “Private Tidelands, No Trespassing”, and letters from Foss’ attorneys threaten prosecution if
neighbors trespass. This is despite the fact that these neighbors have full prescriptive rights to those tidelands,
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not-with-standing their public trust rights. This is only one example of many. It should be embarrassingly
disingenuous for geoduck farm proponents to attempt to argue that only the privileged can take advantage of
public tidelands given these circumstances. The SMA was written in an attempt to head off the exact kinds of
problems we are now seeing with geoduck aquaculture.

I applaud DNR for this forum. In addressing the access issue it must be admitted that access to State Aquatic
Lands has always been problematic. State intertidal lands that are not serviced by a public road or park are
encumbered by private upland ownership and or natural barriers such as high banks which in turn makes
access attainable only from the water. Only a privileged few can take advantage of the use of these tidelands
which are quite extensive in Puget Sound. The fact that so very few use remote tidelands such as these
protects the upland owners and allows them to enjoy their “pristine views” which are not theirs but are
shielded from enjoyment from the balance of the citizens of the State. because of rightful private ownership
expectations. DNR had previously chosen sites for Geoduck leases that took into consideration the
remoteness and required waterborne access that also had the least impact to upland views, thus leaving the
Aquatic Lands that had the greatest ability for public use available and unencumbered except for the
mentioned barriers. In fact, state aquatic tidelands that meet the criterion previously set out by DNR should be
taken advantage of as an opportunity to generate income, for as the SMP clearly states in 90.58.020 as its
first priority ” recognize and protect statewide interest over local interest”. Revenues thus generated could then
be used to enhance or construct better public access points to State Lands thus allowing all citizens of the
State to benefit from Geoduck aquaculture rather than only those who have their own private access from the
upland or by those fortunate enough to have the time and wealth to access from the marine water.

I own 300 ft of tidelands on Case Inlet. I learned after moving here 8 years ago that most of the privately
owned tidelands north and south of me was either in geoduck aquaculture, or was being considered for
permits. On top of that, DNR is looking at the deeper water in these same areas for potential income with
geoduck aquaculture. This is all in a rural residential zone, relatively pristine with lots of sea life. The tidal
acreage near me that Taylor Shellfish is “farming” is muddy and devoid of any sealife. There are usually
barges offshore and often a crew of workers onsite. It is not uncommon to find netting hundreds of yards
away, and I used to find the PVC tubing before the growing tubes were removed. I was told by a DNR rep that
if the public tidelands in front of my beach was “farmed” a solution to enabling access to deeper water for
swimming or boating would be to leave open a path between the PVC pipes. Oh yeah, when I’m swimming or
launching my kyak no problem to stay on that path! I would rather open up my private beach to public access
than open it up to aquaculture. I believe this sort of intensive planting will damage the habit for native wildlife
for a long time.

The DNR description of potential sites to be leased for commercial geoduck farming says that it should not be
adjacent to developed residential areas. Yet, the sites being considered along Northeast Stretch Island are, in
fact, in front of established residences that utilize them for recreational purposes. Also, I own tidelands up to
median low tide on my property, but DNR is considering leasing the tidelands beyond mine for commercial
geoduck farming. That would limit access to my own beach during low tides, which would seem to violate
navigation rights. Leasing tidelands where there is no nearby development is one thing, but harming property
values of adjacent residents and restricting navigation access to privately owned tidelands through such
leases would likely make DNR subject to legal action.

Tris Carlson 3:33 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

You need to visit the beaches the DNR selected. Yes, some are what one might call “remote”, but
others are anything but remote. The beach on Harstine Island is a small, 3-acre patch between low-
bank communities to the north and south. These communities include about 100 homes. Walking to
the “public beach” from either end is a simple stroll. Having “public access” and being “accessed by
the public” are two very different things.

The beaches on Stretch Island also have a significant number of residents to the south. To the north
is the Stretch Island State Park. Again, we are not talking about anything “remote”.

William Burrows 4:20 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

The logic of this is flawed. If access is limited from the upland areas why would you create another
barrier by allowing a geoduck farm to go in, blocking access from the water? If a family visits by boat
– “priveleged” or not – they will most likely do it at low tide to dig clams or enjoy whatever else is
there to see. The state stopped selling tidelands in 1971 in order to preserve the rest for the
enjoyment of everyone. Just because it is only accessible from the water does not mean it should
become a farm, used by the “privileged” 3.5 full time equivalent workers, locking out everyone else.
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our family has paddled all over puget sound and the sight of these farms is horrible. but beyond that it is
finding the chopped up or smashed remains of sea creatures. it is the loss of birds, crabs, and otters as well.
After 3 years pristine beaches, I don’t think so! rubber bands netting and pipes remind us that our beaches are
over run by greed. The fact that they no longer have 90% percent of what was once there reminds us that our
definition of pristine is vastly different..
As for being a wealthy waterfront owner, what we make doesn’t touch what this industry is making but we do
have to pay high taxes for our land unlike the taylor franchise industry. as for the big degrees lets remember
all those harvard mba’s at Goldman Sacs, massey, BC

I’m emphatically against any form of geoduck “farming” on any public tideland. Patrick Pressentin and others
here have already described the circumstances and consequences succinctly. I actually can’t imagine anyone
who believes that stomping a bunch of 6 x 9” pvc pipes with plastic netting all over the tideland and ultimately
liquefying the shore’s substrate up to three feet down to get at those “geobucks” is not highly invasive to
marine environments. As the commenter “breze” put it: “…lovely white pvc pipes remind me of a military
cemetery with the headstones all in rows.” How ominously fitting an analogy. Anyone who has not had the
opportunity to observe what happens to tideland abused in this manner might simply watch a rerun of Mike
Rowe’s Dirty Jobs geoduck episode ( Discovery Channel).

The answer to aesthetics and access depends on the site. Aesthetic impacts are mitigated by the fact that
geoduck aquaculture occurs only in the lowest intedidal zones and is exposed for only 5 to 7% of the time
while tubes are in place. But tubes are only in place for 1 to 3 years. At all other times during the 5 to 7 year
growing cycle, a geoduck beach is indiscernable from an unused beach. Moreover geoduck tube are quickly
“fouled” (2 to 3 weeks) with marine growth and from a distance are indistingushable from a coble beach. The
aesthetic effect would occur if someone was to approach or walk in the planting area. As for public access,
DNR should only choose site with limited upland public access to avoid use conflicts. DNR manages state
forests for the public good, with some areas exclusively for public recreation and some areas for timber
production and revenue generation. The same standard must be held for tideland. those grounds most suited
for geoduck production should be situated well away from beaches that are heavily used by the public (e.g.
North Navy). this will also minimize aesthetic impacts.

Not only is the area in front of residential houses, it is also just south of a State Park (meaning that
park visitors would have their enjoyment of the beach impacted).

The sites identified in 2006 and 2007 were chosen with no scientific basis regarding environmental
impact (10 of the 13 sites that were bid on where adjacent to WDFW documented forage fish
spawning areas).

I was told by someone in the shellfish industry that DNR staff and industry representatives cruised the
waters with DNR staff pointing out public beaches with industry representatives determining their
“geoduck aquaculture friendliness”. This can be confirmed because one of the site pictures posted by
the DNR shows two industry representatives on the beach with eyes down looking it over.

The most critical flaw in the past site selection process involved the lack of public involvement. There
was considerable industry involvement, but the public was not consulted; instead, they were just
“notified” post decisions.

When citizens of Anderson Island met with DNR representatives in a rather heated meeting regarding
the geoduck site on their island, it was pointed out that the site proposed by the DNR was at the end
of the Nisqually fetch with strong wave action. The DNR was “surprised” by this and as a
consequence, withdrew the site because the water conditions were inappropriate for what they wanted
to do there. Had there been a public hearing BEFORE the site was selected, this information would
have been communicated.

At least there appears to be an effort to get public opinion here, but as several posters have pointed
out, those impacted by the sites already selected were not notified of this discussion forum.
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I believe that Mr. Downey’s statistics on the visibility of geoduck farms are misleading. We have done
an analysis of visibility of geoduck tubes during summer months, since the lowest tides during daylight
hours are in the summer (as opposed to the winter when lowest tides are at night). Visual and
recreational impact of the tubes is greatest at the very time when the people of Puget Sound are likely
to be using the beach and the waterways. Because the industry has stated that they do rotational
planting, in at least some areas there will thus always be some portion of the beach with tubes.
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Previous commentators have written eloquently and at length — I shall write plainly & briefly. The aesthetic
impact of geoduck farms on public beaches is the same as if adding a gigantic, dangerous pile of garbage. It’s
just that simple. Can its impacts be mitigated? No, you cannot mitigate the aesthetic impact of a huge pile of
junk stewn over acres of previously pristine beach.

It’s ironic, that at a time when so many people & organizations have come together to clean up Puget Sound
& restore its natural habitat (including the retrieval of lost fishing nets, and DNR’s own program supplying free
public buoys in order to decrease seabed damage from anchors), that DNR would actually contemplate
*adding* more trash to the environment. Even under perfect circumstances, where no anti-predator nets or
PVC tubes float away, it’s still trash. Garbage is not defined in terms of mobility or lack thereof.

If geoduck farmers truly want to increase their harvest in a sane & sustainable way, they are more than
welcome to join with the thousands of concerned citizens who spend their own time & money restoring Puget
Sound.

As a Fisheries Biologist (UW, “81), with experience in several commercial net fisheries (AK and WA), Seafood
Processing (Universal Seafoods, Dutch Harbor AK), 15 years in private aquaculture (Domsea Farms/ Global
Aqua LLC), a Washington native with a Masters degree in education, (currently teaching HS Environmental
Science and Marine Science here in Kitsap County), I am passionate about our natural resources. I have also
had a belly-full of elitist-waterfront homeowners and their NIMBY-commute-every-day-to-Seattle-attorney
friends masquerading as environmentalists. This discussion should be about sustainability and best practices
rather than what a tiny fraction of property owners want to see and hear on publicly owned beaches.
Sustainable shellfish aquaculture is not rocket science and could be a wonderful, sustainable cottage industry
in the Pacific Northwest. Mister Michel is absolutely correct: this discussion should definitely focus around
specific siting and husbandry practices. A productive model, for example, is small, locally owned and operated
farms, meticulously managed, properly sited, planted with heterogeneous, pedigreed stocks and harvested on
a constantly rotational basis. I am delighted that the DNR is concerned with aesthetics, but we should be
reminded that this same agency has permitted timber clear-cutting, rock quarry blasting and mineral extraction
for a generation. Conservation is not the same as preservation. We taxpayers pay the DNR to productively
and sustainably conserve our resources to produce revenue while serving the diverse needs of the public. With

This Geoduck Farm Visibility Chart demonstrates that the average percentage of daylight hours per
day between Memorial Day weekend and Labor Day that the farms are visible is 19%. The number of
days during this season that farms are visible some portion of the day is 76%. This is calculated for
geoducks planted to a +2 tidal level in Thurston County, Washington, one of the counties of South
Puget Sound where the geoduck farms are currently clustered. When calculated for a +3 tidal
elevation, the amount of visibility rises to an average per day of 23% of daylight hours and 87% of the
days of the summer. See:
http://www.protectourshoreline.org/statistics/GeoduckFarmVisibilityChart.pdf

Hmm – you exclude half the year’s data to make your point – but I am the one who has
misleading numbers?

Peter Downey 2:57 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Of course you may not agree, but I would call your statistic of 5-7% misleading
because you apparently average the winter half of the year, when the tubes are
probably almost never visible because the lowest tides are during the night, with the
summer half of the year when tubes are highly visible because the lowest tides are
during daylight hours. So you give the misleading impression that people will see the
tubes throughout the year 5-7% of the time–which is not the case. Our statistics, on
the other hand, are not misleading because our document shows the exact data on
which the statistics are based, the exact time period of the data collection, and
specifically why we used that time period. We used the summer months to show that
this time period, when people (beach walkers, swimmers, boaters, kayakers, wind
surfers, etc) typically use the beach, when kids are out of school and families use the
beach, is the exact time period that the geoduck farms are highly visible and some
part of them visible almost every day. You also leave out the concept of rotational
planting.

If you would be willing to document and publish the data on which you base your 5-
7% visibility statistic, then people can look at the data and make their own judgment.
Without knowing specifically how this statistic was produced, anyone aware of the tidal
patterns might find it suspect. But we would certainly be willing to review your data.

Kathryn Townsend 9:36 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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regards to aesthetics, geoduck farming is little different than agricultural farming: If you don’t want to look at
apple orchards, don’t live in Cashmere. In addition, I should remind everyone that normal tidal variation does a
fine job of mitigating the aesthetic impact of intertidal aquaculture by keeping it underwater and in darkness
roughly 80% of the year. When one factors in the opportunities for species enhancement, community
outreach, education and local employment, I believe the benefits to the many clearly outweigh the gilded
preferences of a few.

The Shoreline Management Act is abundantly clear that physical and aesthetic qualities of natural shorelines
shall be preserved…, and it is equally clear that geoduck aquaculture as practiced does not preserve physical
and aesthetic qualities. This must be DNR’s guiding principal moving forward with respect to today’s question
of access and aesthetics. Geoduck farming also restricts access by boat, whether dingy, kayak, rowboat, yacht
or canoe. Access is not limited to public tidelands. The public also retains certain rights to private tidelands
under the Jus Publicum of the Public Trust Doctrine. The Washington State Supreme Court has affirmed that
the Public Trust is applicable to Puget Sound’s tidelands. The right to traverse is a basic right that has been
upheld in case law from around the country. But unlike private tidelands, public tidelands afford citizens the
only opportunity left for recreational shellfishing, so even 20 or 30 acres of public tidelands lost to commercial
ventures is significant given the few remaining public tidelands left in South Puget Sound specifically. Just
based on access and aesthetics alone, DNR should not lease public tidelands for commercial geoduck
aquaculture as currently practiced in Puget Sound.

Trying to stay on topic regarding aesthetics and to think of ways to mitigate any negative impact is extremely
difficult when I come from the perspective of the natural beauty that currently is in place here on Stretch
Island. I do not need to repeat the well-written and factual comments previously made. So please try to picture
these facts of my experience at my home next to a public beach that is being considered for private profit
geoduck farming. It is a clear summer day, the eagles are soaring, the salmon are jumping and it is so quiet I
can hear the Madrona bark cracking and watch it float to the ground. There are at least 8 different birds visible
and I can hear them all making different sounds. The waves lap quietly on the beach in an easy uninterrupted
rythym. I hear the laughter of children on the beach and see fisherman just off shore. All is quiet and “in
sync”. This is an environment as nature intended and that leads to health for those of us who made the

Unlike Cashmere and apple orchards, the shorelines of Washington State are controlled by State Law
known as the Shoreline Management Act [RCW 90.58]. This act places as its second highest priority
the need to “preserve the natural character of the shoreline [RCW 90.58.020]”. Nature does not place
PVC pipes, netting, and rebar on the Puget Sound Beaches.

I am in agreement with the statement that “A productive model, for example, is small, locally owned
and operated farms, meticulously managed, properly sited, planted with heterogeneous, pedigreed
stocks and harvested on a constantly rotational basis.” Unfortunately, this does not describe geoduck
aquaculture as it is currently taking place.

I will refrain from commenting on the reference to “elitist-waterfront homeowners and their NIMBY-
commute-every-day-to-Seattle-attorney friends masquerading as environmentalists” as I believe that it
is not relevant to the discussion.

William Burrows 9:35 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Sorry to always dwell on the law, but it should be pointed out that the Shoreline Management Act was
started by an Initiative from the people (Initiative 43) in 1970. Later, in 1972, Initiative 43-B was
adopted by the people during that year’s general election.

So when I see statements like “I believe the benefits to the many clearly outweigh the gilded
preferences of a few”, it is important to point out that all we are asking for is consideration and
enforcement of the “will of the people”.

(Source: http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sma/guidelines/downloads/SMA_History.pdf)

William Burrows 10:48 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

The “NIMBY” comments are false stereotypes and I find them personally offensive. How about the
shoreline property owners such as myself that have been in the area for 140 years? In particular, my
family has owned waterfront property in a pristine area of Case Inlet for about 70 years, and there is
no history of aquaculture in this area. Similarly, we know people that have owned waterfront here for
100 years, and they don’t want aquaculture here. And none of them are rich friends of attorneys.

Again, the SMA and the public trust doctrine are clear. The waters and the underlying lands are not
comparable to upland apple orchards in any sense.
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choices necessary to live here. Now please take a minute to review the comments that describe the negative
impact of geoduck farming. These two very different environments do not co-exist. I have lived next to a
geoduck farming operation, I have experienced the noise, the mess and absolute disruption. It is very
important to remember that not only are we discussing access for all citizens and the change in aesthetics for
all citizens, but we are talking about my/our home. Case Inlet is used as a recreational site for thousands of
citizens each year, it is teeming with folks who appreciate the natural beauty. Geoduck farming will take from
not add to their experience. No amount of private money (plus yes, I know, a small amount of income to the
state) can ever replace this experience of beauty and, I want to emphasize, health.

Should public lands be leased by a private entity, they effectively are no longer public. Public access would be
limited, if possible at all, as the geoduck business owners’ interest is to protect their investment and make a
profit. Public beaches need to be maintained for public use and enjoyment for this and future generations.

As has been stated previously, the practices of industrialized geoduck farming are ugly, messy,
environmentally unproven, and seemingly go against all practices of “cleaning up Puget Sound”. When we are
spending billions to clean up our man made messes, it seems financially sound to maintain the existing public
lands for public enjoyment. Please keep the very limited public intertidal beaches public and do not allow
geoduck farming on them.

My wife and I moved to Stretch Is about 15 years ago for the beauty, peace, and natural tranquility. Leasing
the public beach right in front of our home will destroy that peaceful natural beauty. Visually the tubes are an
ugly eyesore. Not enough research has been done on the effects of the hydraulic pressure on the beach
which is the foundation for the 100 ft cliff that protects our home and property. The risk is too high to local
property owners on Stretch Island. Is the state of Washington willing to insure us that leasing the beach will
not damage our property, our homes, and the value we have invested in our homes?
We have friends and family the visit us on a regular basis to enjoy quiet walks on the beach, leasing will
prohibit those walks, and restrict access, and the enjoyment of a “natural setting” and the wildlife that are
attracted. We regularly enjoy eagles who are prone to getting tangled in the netting and tubes. The harvest
noise will drive away much of the wildlife that we now enjoy.
Please do not approve these permits.
Barry Kikrkeeng
Stretch Island, Grapeview, WA

Yes, of course there are effects, as the prior comments note. Aethetics and public use includes the viability of
the ecosystem. If the industry would take really degraded state tide lands and restore them to productive use
in return for a lease term of years, thus mitigating any change they might make by the overall improvement of
the ecology, leasing could be a benefit. Current leases are not. Like any business affected by costs, the
geoduck farmer wants to lease the least cost locations of great ecological value and prevent normal natural
habitat use and public use for that matter. So mitigation of this industrialized activity implies elimination of the
effects on high ecologically valued tidal land. Farming geoducks implies a managment of an ecosystem that
was thousands of years in the making into a designed monoculture and the potential use of chemical and
actual use of mechanical means to increase production. Recent management practices recorded at an
shellfish aquaculture forum consider indigeous populations “pests” for elimination on geoduck farms. These
include dungeness crabs, graceful crabs, horse clams, cockels, sanddollars, moon snails, barnacles, worms of
all kinds, burrowing shrimp, even eelgrass–one of the most productive plant community in the Sound–and
other kelp that can fowl gear or increase labor cost, etc. Anything that competes with geoducks for habitat.
The farming is industrialization of a habitat. Like industrialization of the forest, such action degrades the
ecology for net loss environmentally. In forest land now, due to losses on private land, endangered species
must be restored with extraordinary limited success on government managed land only. By leasing public tidal
lands to managed production, this happens on the Sound for long term damage. We have endangered
species in the Sound now; leases of areas of the public land to this industrial activity incrementally reduces
the use by protected biodiversity the state is required to maintain, depleting by mechanical (rototilling, pressure
water removal, liquifaction of substrate, etc) and chemical control the balance of nature. Any number of
agencies and non-profits are working to restore Puget Sound from industrialized upland farming and
manufacturing that historically, even currently through stormwater, contaminated the Sound and beaches.
Adding tidal industrialization simplifies the habitat further. Any permitted leasing should not allow the tubes,
the rototilling, the nets, etc that degrade biodiversity and aethetics. Otherwise the leased tracts and adjacent
tracts are aethetically and biologically affected. Use of pesicides and herbicides, introduction of invasive
species and other management techniques to increase the growth of the “crop” changes the fundamental
ecology of the substate that is public and ought to be prohibited. The state should not create enviromental
problems and leave them for later generations to repair as we are now doing through the ESA, MOTCA, and
other state and federal law.

The economics of leasing create vested interests that the state–that is us–must thereafter care and feed.
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Examples of the limits on government after the fact are easy to find in the Atlantic salmon fish farms in
Canada that now have depleted the natural stocks of pink salmon due to sea lice infestations denied for years
by the industry. The farms by economic power became a political interest group in Canada and cessation of
operations is not possible with the resulting environmental problems coursing through the whole Salish Sea.

There is nothing aesthetically positive about intertidal geoduck farming that I have seen, based on many
photos and comments from landowners who have homes on or near the beaches where this activity takes
place. People who build homes on marine waterfront do so to enjoy the intersection of land, water and sky
with the beauty, tranquility and peacefulness that environment can provide. The noise, lights, visual
appearance of the nets and tubes of geoduck farming is contrary to the quality of experience landowners
expect to have at their shoreline homes. DNR should allow absolutely no expansion of commercial aquaculture
– geoduck or otherwise — on beaches in residential areas.
Besides being a downright ugly addition to a beach, geoduck operations destroy public access. There is
already a very limited amount of public beach available for recreation and awareness of marine life, compared
to what existed for earlier generations. With expanded commercial aquaculture, where will our kids and
grandkids be able to visit Puget Sound beaches? DNR should stop the expansion now by restricting new
commercial geoduck leases to subtidal harvesting at a sustainable level.

DNR has a responsibility to keep our aquatic lands healthy and productive (naturally productive). I believe
creating extensive leases to artificially farm geoducks on intertidal lands neither honors the heritage we enjoy
nor allows us to pass it on to future generations.

The tidelands that our family owns are private from high/high to low/low tide so the public access portion of the
question is not applicable. For the past 11 years we have contracted with a shellfish company to farm
geoducks on the beach. In the beginning there were a few issues with aqua-trash which were quickly dealt
with both by Taylor and our family and now that is not an issue. The visual aesthetic changes with the portion
of the property that is being farmed and yes, there are tubes but that is part of the farming process. My family
(all ages) has thoroughly enjoyed seeing all phases of this farming process. We have been swimming, fishing
and beachcombing around the farming activities for all of these years with no inconvenience. There is still a
diversity of shellfish and marine life and aside from members of the public who come and poach clams, leave
open holes and leave trash on the beach, things are pretty much the same as they’ve always been.

It is important to note that well managed geoduck farms on rural, privately held tidelands are an appropriate
and ecologically responsible use of that land.

There are many negative impacts on public access and aesthetics. Aesthetically they remind me of a military
cemetery with all the headstones in a row then decorated with dead creatures who were caught on the nets.
Low tide is a beautiful experience being able to view many creatures that normally you don’t see; many
species of Starfish, tube worms, Sand Dollars to name a couple. At low tide with geoduck farms…..

There are major negative impacts on public access and aesthetics of these farms. Public access? I was told I
was not allowed to walk on any farmed beds and I definatly would not want to after harvest! If you walk on a
harvested geoduck bed you could quickly sink in the soft sand and like quick sand it does not want to release
you. A small child or horses and riders walking our beach I hope they don’t walk over a newly harvested field.
Aesthetics? Yes the lovely white pvc pipes remind me of a military cemetery with the headstones all in rows.
All decorated with the dead creatures caught on the nets. Not to mention after a storm how they are scattered
on the beach until the tide takes them out.

Are there effects of geoduck aquaculture on public access? Of course! If you think you can, try to walk across
intertidal beaches which have been leased for commercial geoduck operations. The lessor’s employees have
and will insist you get away from their geoduck farm. And they will be firm, adamant and unyielding. And that
is true if you try to go over their leased operation by boat, or kayak or the good old inflated inner tube.
Furthermore, have you ever tried to negotiate what used to be a pristine sandy public beach now punctuated
by 40,000 PVC tubes per acre stomped into the beach and then covered with anti-predator netting, rebar and
such other obstructions required in the process of the commercial raising of geoducks? It can’t be done! You
certainly would not send your little child or grandchild into such a dangerous place. In short, the leased
property is off limits to the public. There is no public access. Period..

Can the problem be mitigated? Sure. Don’t lease state owned (DNR) recreational beaches for commercial
aquaculture purposes. Recognize that intertidal ownership on Puget Sound is roughly 70% private and only
30% public. There are few public beaches for the citizens of this area and this state. For years a mantra of
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the DNR has been to manage the aquatic lands on behalf of all people of Washington State including that
ever important facilitation of public access. Don’t allow the pristine state owned beaches to be taken away
from our generation and generations to come for the benefit of commercial shellfish companies who sell the
geoducks primarily to the international “virility trade” buyers from foreign lands.

Are there aesthetic effects of geoduck aquaculture? Simply read the comments above. There is no mitigation
available to reduce the visual and audio polution produced by these commercial operations. At a hearing in
Pierce County I attended a fellow whose name unfortunately
I don’t remember put it this way: “Picture looking over a white cedar railed pasture in which two well kept
cows are silently munching the lush springtime grass sprinkled with daisies, with Mt. Rainier in the background
caressed by the setting sun. Then, from the same spot picture looking over that same cedar railing at a
commercial beef feed lot.” The picture is clear to me. I hope it is to the powers to be at the DNR. The
conversion of the few recreational beaches and tidelands of Puget Sound into “feedlots” that produce a non-
essential commodity is not consistent with the stated mission or vision statement of the DNR or the mindset of
the population of those who are residents of the Puget Sound area and those who visit this precious gem in
our back yard.

I don’t think it is possible to mitigate the impacts to access and aesthetics posed by geoduck farming in the
intertidal. It’s a fairly disruptive, obnoxious, and destructive commercial operation, often occurring in a
residential setting. And it’s probably illegal under the various state and federal laws from an environmental
perspective.

Yes, there are significant impacts on public access and aesthetics and DNR should not be leasing intertidal
beaches for geoduck aquaculture. DNR should not try to mitigate an activity that is not consistent with the
rights of the public to enjoy the natural character of the shorelines or with the habitat goals for a Puget Sound
and salmon recovery.

Even though industry is trying to convince our public officials that public access across DNR tidelands would
be no problem if they are leased, that is just not the case. If a citizen complains about any aspect of the
shellfish industry practices that are affecting the citizens or the wildlife, the following actions have already
been taken by shellfish industry large corporations:
1. In Totten Inlet, several of us ( including a legislative aid) walked down the shoreline and were confronted by
an industry employee who came up by boat and told us that we could not walk the shoreline as they
owned/leased as far as we could see—and we were walking on state owned tidelands. This was not an
isolated incident, as residents were told that they were not allowed to walk down the shoreline.
2. In the Steamboat Island area, Brenda called to ask if the shellfish industry could keep her from walking
down the beach in front of her home since the following statement was contained in a letter to her: “Now that
you have asked I will most assuredly respect your living arrangements and would ask that you do the same
regarding our property rights on the beach we farm below and to either side of your living quarters.”
3. In Case Inlet, an attorney sent a letter to the adjacent neighborhood (12 homes) with the following
statement: “North Bay’s property includes the tidelands exposed at low tide. Please do not enter the property,
including grounding boats on the bottom where the tide would allow that to occur on land exposed at low tide.
Do not go on the beach or uplands. If you do so, legal action will be taken.”

Until the geoduck aquaculture operations began in each of these neighborhoods, neighbors walked freely
down the beaches without seeing “No Trespassing signs” or receiving warnings. There is no doubt that the
expansion of industrial aquaculture pits citizens against large corporations and their lawyers. There is no
mitigation that will solve this issue because geoduck aquaculture is destructive and does not belong in
intertidal beaches.

In terms of public access and aesthetics, geoduck aquaculture is a disaster. A typical site is covered with
thousands of PVC tubes, covered by nets secured with rebar. The public will not be able to walk those
beaches! Boaters will not be able to access the beach from the water unless the tide is high enough to cover
all the tubes. People cannot fish from the beach as their lures will get caught up in the nets. Effectively
aquaculture prevents the public from utilizing these beaches.
From an aesthetic perspective, the tubes, netting not to mention the barges etc are ugly & detract from the
beauty of the region. Face it, one of the reasons Puget Sound is such a desirable place to live is the natural
beauty. From my understanding, aquaculture has a detrimental impact on the diversity of wildlife in the area. I
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I think what’s being alluded to here is the fact that 70% of the tidelands are privately owned in the
State of Washington. As far as I know, property owners still do have the right to say who can come
onto their property. At least for now they do, in spite of some folks best efforts to say otherwise.
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believe that wildlife such as eagles, salmon, seals etc. is a significant contributor to the overall aesthetic of
Puget Sound. I don’t understand why the state would spend millions (billions) to restore habitat for the benefit
of wildlife while at the same time consider leasing pristine shoreline for the expansion of industrial shellfish
cultivation.

We live on the east side of Stretch Island in our “dream” retirement home built in 1997. We chose this location
because of the pristine, unfettered view of the beach below and Case Inlet. We are boating enthusiasts and
use our beach for loading and unloading grandchildren. These grandchildren enjoy the beach for swimming
and love exploring our wonderful sea life.

On the mainland to the west of Stretch Island is a geoduck farm. We have seen for ourselves the destruction
and pollution that this farming causes. We do not want geoduck aquaculture on our beautiful Stretch Island.
Please go elsewhere!

A thought. In those instances where a landowner objects to the leasing of state owned tidelands in front of
their home and the public does not have a land access to those tidelands, perhaps the landowners could
provide a public easement to the tidelands in question in place of the shellfish farmer leasing the tidelands
from the state.

Public beaches should not be privatized for the financial beneifit of a few large aquaculture companies that
have been lobbying for expansion. It is not in the best interest of citizens to not be able to freely walk the
beaches, swim, fish or boat. You cannot safely swim around aquaculture, especially geoduck aquaculture that
routinely uses rebar, nets and PVC which breaks into razor like chards. You cannot fish around these nets as
your lures get caught. Last summer I walked out next to Joemma Beach and stepped on a broken piece of
PVC protruding from the sand from a neighboring geoduck farm and my foot was badly cut. Since there was
no lable on the plastic, there was no one to take responsibility. Giving citizens a small corridor in the midst of

Lana Allen 3:51 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Jim Gibbons 3:47 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Is the offer to stop geoduck farming if upland owners grant access to tidelands? That would be worth
discussing.

Jules Michel 4:36 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

The “suggestion” is that where folks don’t own their tidelands and the state is considering
leasing the tidelands for shellfish farming, perhaps the upland owner could grant an easement
to the state owned tidelands in exchange for not having the state lease the tidelands to the
shellfish industry. In many instances the only public that can access the sandy beaches that
have been mentioned is by relatively wealthier boat owners or shoreland owners. The average
person really can’t afford to access all these “public” lands of DNR.

Jim Gibbons 5:30 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Unfortunatley, many state owned recreational areas are not accessible by the average
person, whether by choice; physical condition; time; or unfortunate financial problems.
But sometimes a destination being a little more difficult to get to is what makes it all
the more enjoyable, and where the alternative value of the property is found.

Jules Michel 8:10 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

A public beach does not need a public access point to be heavily used by the public. For example, the
beach I know most about, Fudge South, is situated between two residential communities: Island
Shores to the north and Smith Cove/Wilson Point to the south. It is also directly across from Joemma
Beach State Park that has a boat launch. This beach is a “little bit of privacy” for the residents and
their guests and other visitors because it is located below a high-bank. There is no view of any man-
made structures from most of the beach.

Ironically, Kent Kingman, the person who co-owns the company whose bid was selected for this
beach visited the beach in the summer of 2008 during a weekday. He was overwhelmed by the
activity is observed on the beach; including boaters who had landed their crafts to enjoy the beach.

He was so overwhelmed that he wrote a letter to Commissioner Goldmark, expressing his concerns
about using the beach for aquaculture. He asked the DNR if there was a possibility of the DNR
finding another beach for his activities instead of the Fudge South beach.

I am sure his letter is on file in the Commissioner’s Office.

William Burrows 5:16 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Sorrels Newman 2:46 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink
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all of this destruction is just not an acceptable alternative. We are also worried about our safety when we try to
point out the problems and industry becomes very hostile.

We have seen grey whales in our area come close into shore where they would be right in the area where
these masses of tubes would be planted. The grey whales feed off the bottom on mud and ghost shrimp that
industry is trying to eliminate. What is going to happen when they injest some of this plastic or get cut when
their heavy weight crushes either the masses of tubes or ones that have become dislodged and are on the
bottom of our bay? The wildlife is important to citizens who live here and also have rights of public access and
cannot continue to be ignored until all of them are on the endangered species list.

I certainly agree with the previous comments condemning the use of public beaches for geoduck farming. The
farms are ugly, dangerous to passers by, noisy (especially when harvesting) and have no place on our limited
public sandy beaches. I believe the subtidal harvest may have a place and has had little awareness by the
public in years past. Please, DNR, do not allow geoduck farming on public beaches.

Aesthetically, geoduck operations are visual degradations of the intertidal areas. Who would desire to look at a
mass of plastic tubes, plastic nets and rebar? Who would want to see the glare at night from lights on our
shoreline? Who wants to see scows, dredges, boats on our shores? Geoduck aquaculture is a visual blight.

Aesthetically, the noise from geoduck operations is significant. The dredges, scows, boats, motors, generators
and workers on the beach all impact the solitude of the beach.

The lights and the noise from these geoduck operations affect natural marine food webs and affect many
native species in a negative fashion.

Keep our public tidelands open for public access and public use.

If we close our eyes, and pretend that we don’t see the destruction of our beautiful Puget Sound by the
farming methods of the commercial shellfish Industry, then we deserve none of the beauty that surrounds us.
Seeing and hearing the shellfish industry barges dredging acres of tideland is disturbing. Is the resulting silt
washing up on shore a danger to marine habitat? To watch the dredged material being dropped on the barges
and carried away begs the question…how many sea critters are in that dredged material that is being taken
away? Where is it being taken? There are no longer any tiny crabs scurrying around the beach. I’ve seen
pictures of thousands of sand dollars destroyed by the shellfish farmers. Is this our idea of a healthy Puget
Sound?
A recommendation on how this destruction can be mitigated: Get the shellfish industry farming practices and
geoduck aquaculture issues out to the general public for input and discussion. There is a serious lack of
information making the news in our Daily Olympian regarding the declining status of their Puget Sound
beaches due to the effects of aquaculture. If more people know, more people will join into the discussion with
ideas, solutions and opinions.

To DNR Forum: I found this statement on your web site.

“The communities that DNR hopes to hear from include the scientific, aquaculture, environmental, federal,
state, and local governmental; and interested residents of Washington State.”

Can you tell me how each of these entities would know of this forum? Was there a specific outreach program
to ensure their participation?

The affects are wide-ranging depending on location – but I believe any PUBLIC beach should not be allowed
to be planted in such mass quantities – if at all. It’s akin to the carrying capacity of the land….but in this
instance it’s the beach. How much is too much? In order to assure enough survival and therefore a high
harvest, PVC tubes and predator nets are used. Anyone trying to walk a beach at low tide that has been
planted this way cannot navigate the pipes and/or nets. They’re not only unsightly, but they are barriers to
being able to access and explore the marine life.

I would also like to suggest that “access” be viewed more broadly to include not only humans, but all the near-
shore and marine ecosystem creatures that rely on the beaches as well.

Many things get trapped under the nets and cannot get out. Others cannot access what’s
underneath….needing those things for their own survival/existence. I have witnessed this with crab, small fish,
heron, and eagles. A beach under this type of armor changes the natural relationship(s) between all creatures
great and small that may require the marine life for their own life or simply as a tool for human exploration.

Judith N. Sloan 2:40 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Jerry Johannes 2:32 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Gail Sheikhizadeh 2:21 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Kim Merriman 2:18 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

dnrforum 3:34 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink
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Aesthetically, geoduck operations are a visual degradation of the intertidal areas. Who wants to look at a mass
of plastic tubes (eight miles of tubing per acre), plastic nets, and rebar? Who wants to see lights at night on
our tidelands? Who wants to view scows, dredges, boats, and many workers on our tidelands? These
operations are a visual blight.

Aesthetically, the noise from geoduck operations is significant. The scows, dredges, generators, PA systems,
motors and noise of workers all impact the beauty and natural quality of the beach. The noise interrupts the
natural quiet of the beach.

The disturbance (a scientific term) of lights and noise affects the natural processes of our marine food web
and has the potential to negatively impact many of our native species.

Keep our public tidelands open for public access and public use.

Washington Sea grant WSG-TR-08-01 (rev 27 Oct 09) addressed the Ecological Effects of geoduck
aquaculture and concluded in nearly every area of investigation that there was not enough known about the
effects to reach a conclusion. They said that overall, little work has been done on the ecological impacts of
these practices and that the research that has been conducted has not been subjected to formal peer review.
So they focused their work on what has been done in other bivalve research which may or may not reflect the
effects of geoduck activity at all. The effects on our ecological system have far reaching effects on the
aesthetics of Puget Sound. In the area of Water Quality, while acknowledging the beneficial effects of filtration,
Sea Grant notes that numerous studies have shown that filter feeding bivalves can locally decrease
phytoplankton abundance…In Sedimentation, they found that at specific sites, sedimentation increased and at
others there was little effect. This should lead to site specific analysis before permitting in lieu of general
policy. There was no peer reviewed evaluation of the effects of tubes on the environment or on the
community. There was no data on the effects on the benthic faunal community structure. There are no peer
reviewed data published on the results of harvest techniques used in geoduck aquaculture. There are no peer
reviewed studies available for Geoduck carrying capacity in Puget Sound. Given all these uncertainties and
the State and Agencies mandate to employ the precautionary principle, I cannot imagine how we would be
contemplating leasing public lands for this purpose. If our economic engine needs this geoduck driver so
desperately, let’s at least wait until we have more certainty in what we are doing. We are investing too much
in recovery of Puget Sound to be engaging in activities that might compromise our whole effort.

As for public access, each of the leased areas will be, no doubt, off limits to the public.

We have witnessed the leasing to private enterprises near us. Needless to say, it is most unsightly, debris
from harvested beaches have been spread about, the noises made during harvesting impacts the other
property owners. However, we understand, it is the right of those tidal right owners to lease, but the state……
NO! We settled here to enjoy the pristine beaches, which includes a large sand dollar bed, a public boating
only access state park which inspires beachcombing, the idea of anything other than what nature has provided
will definitely negatively impact these shores as they are today. The “destruction for profit”, once damaged by
man can never be replaced.

I can imagine that there may be economic arguments that favor more geoduck farming, but it’s hard to see
how there can be anything other than negative effects with respect to aesthetics and access unless it’s

Clarification: Ms Merriman, DNR used a number of communication tools to inform the above entities
about the Geoduck Forum including, blogs, tweets, facebook updates, webpage updates and a press
release.
Thank you for your comment.

I think it should be pointed out that those of us who live directly by the beaches under
consideration by Stretch Island were not directly informed even though we are in direct contact
with DNR. We should be notified of any action or discussion of this issue since the negative
impact on our environment will be huge.

Teresa Stone 7:37 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

The distribution list from the Shellfish Aquaculture Regulatory Committee was not
notified and should have been. This would have notified representatives of all groups.
If indeed the list was notified, then my name was not included nor my husband’s
name. There should have been a proactive notification by email.

Kathryn Townsend 9:04 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Jerry Johannes 1:58 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Bart Madison 1:11 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Curt & Donna Fugere 12:26 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Dan Drais 11:57 am on May 3, 2010 Permalink
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subtidal. That, however, seems likely to produce many more impacts on the marine ecosystems.

Yes there are affects. Unsightly beaches with plastic pipes, netting, as well as loss of beach access by the
PUBLIC and damage to subsurface of our beaches. Keep the PUBLIC BEACHES FOR THE PUBLIC USE and
let the private parties who wish to lease to private parties do it on THEIR beach. Property owners on
waterfront bought that property to be away from industrial noise and pollution. We do not need to be subjected
to private use of the beaches for profit of private industry.

I agree with the point that was made that “geoducks thrive in sub-tidal waters.” Sub-tidal waters would be any
water below a -4.5′ tidal elevation. Sub-tidal farming should be considered.

Reputable farmers using divers tended by harvest crew members wearing head phones to listen to the divers
in the water and also using diesel engines would create almost no noise. I would welcome anyone to come
out on the water and direct a decibel meter at our operation if they wanted to confirm this for themselves.

The aesthetics and public access issues would largely go away if the shellfish industry were farming sub-tidal
waters. While the inter tidal industry will never go away, having sub-tidal farms would help mitigate many of
the more controversial issues. For the most part , eel grass is non-existent in S. Puget Sound and where it
does exist DNR could set rules to avoid it if sub-tidal farming were opened up.

With regards to inter tidal culture of geoduck on sandy beaches, I can understand why someone who does not
own the beach in front of their house or which is visible from their house might not like that. Hopefully, DNR is
taking that into account in their beach selections. There are more publicly owned sandy beaches in S. Puget
Sound waters then people might realize, twenty miles or more by my calculations, although much of that is in
Pierce County.

I am also reminded of the phrase “Beauty is in the eye of the beholder”. As a farmer I can emphatically state
that I would much rather look at a good shellfish farming operation than I would at many of the shoreline
homes I see along the S. Puget Sound water front.

This summer will mark the 13th year of our operating a geoduck farm next to a public park. We’ve not had any
complaints that I am aware of nor have there been any access issues with regards to the farming on our
privately owned tidelands, although we do have to police the recreational clammers who come onto our
property. We have always been welcoming to the YMCA campers who continually bring their campers onto the
farm for educational tours. In 13 years of having young children explore our farm there have been no
problems. I would urge anyone to contact Camp Coleman to verify this.

Regarding the Purdy Spit geoduck operation. Virtually everyone in the farmed geoduck industry believes that
citing a farm in a public park was a bad idea. Pierce County allowed that to happen. At some point in time the
farmer was prohibited by the County from tending his farm. When the county took over the operation they
stopped doing ANY maintenance and the debris issue became very problematic. Other industry members then
attempted to help the County deal with THEIR maintenance issue, an issue they were woefully unprepared to
do.

Judith Berry 11:36 am on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Jim Gibbons 11:36 am on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Gibbons, you may not like looking at some shoreline homes, and I can probably agree with some of
that sentiment, but keep in mind that these homes were here before you were, that the SMA gives
preference to shoreline residential development, and that shoreline homeowners pay a lot of property
taxes.

Also, there are already guidelines in place on subtidal eelgrass with respect to the harvest of wild
geoduck.

On eelgrass, it is not true that eelgrass is virtually non-existent in South Sound. Before
geoduck/shellfish aquaculture expansion in North Bay, there was a large meadow of eelgrass. There is
a unique type of native eelgrass in South Sound. Eelgrass is seasonal, and can establish/re-establish
if sandy intertidal and shallow subtidal areas are left undisturbed. We’re not going to increase eelgrass
by covering the intertidal and subtidal with cultured geoduck. The Rockfish preservation plan calls for
the restoration of eelgrass, and some of the best potential eelgrass areas are coincident with areas
targeted for geoduck aquaculture.

Curt Puddicombe 12:29 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

While sub-tidal may be defined at -4.5 feet, the DNR HCP for Native Geoduck Harvest restricts
harvests to no closer that -18 feet. This is based on science that has determined any activity closer to
the shoreline is harmful. Thus, the -18 foot line is an ecologically better boundary than than -4.5 feet.

In addition, the DNR/WDFW rules for sub-tidal harvest limits activity to daylight hours (8 am to 4 pm)

William Burrows 1:23 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink
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so there is less impact on the people who live near the harvesting activity.

To follow up my own post, the information I presented can be found in:

“Habitat Conservation Plan for Washington Department of Natural Resources’ Geoduck
Fishery”,July 2008. Aquatic Resources Program.

You may find it at:

http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/Salmon-Habitat/Habitat-Conservation-
Plans/Geoduck/upload/Geoduck-HCP.pdf

Specifically see Section 1-3 Plan Area, found on page 3.

William Burrows 5:28 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Clarification: DNR does not currently have an HCP that covers aquaculture. Our
sustainably managed Wild Geoduck program is a seperate activity that is not under
discussion in this forum.

dnrforum 9:49 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Thank you for clarifying that subtidal tidelands are not under consideration for
leasing. There having being no subtidal planting in Puget Sound would put that
option in question.

Jules Michel 12:50 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

A reply to Mr. Burrows comment above. My understanding is that the “DNR HCP for Native
Geoduck Harvest restricts harvests to no closer that -18 feet” is a regulation for the geoduck
“fishery.” I think it’s important to apply fishery laws to the fishery and shellfish aquaculture laws
to shellfish farming.

I know the primary ressearcher that was in charge of developing the geoduck fishery and
overseeing much of research for the fishery and while I hesitate ot speak for him, it is my
understanding that the 200 yard buffer is just that, a buffer. No research was done on the
effects of harvesting in this area. It was done for two primary reasons: to protect ell grass
(there is very little in S. Puget Sound) and as a noise buffer for shoreline owners. I would
encourage unbiased and open minded individuals to come listen in on a geoduck farming
harvest operation and see for themsleves whether there is a problem with noise.

Jim Gibbons 6:04 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

[Note to moderator: This thread started with the original poster stating that sub-tidal
farming should be considered and defining sub-tidal as any water below -4.5 feet. The
follow-up posts addressed the advisability of defining sub-tidal at -4.5 feet or -18 feet.
Documents supporting the -18 foot level were presented in the context of the
statement that “sub-tidal farming should be considered”.

Furthermore, the DNR BMP for geoduck aquaculture, which will likely be effect when
the 30+ acres are harvested by the those who trespassed on public land, allows “wet
harvesting”, which is in directed contradiction to the SEIS published in 2001 as well as
the DNR’s HCP for Geoduck Fishery.

Based on this issues, I believe that the discussion is valid and relevant to the intent of
the forum.]

The real issue is not if it is or is not a fishery, the real issue is harvesting techniques,
which are the same in both wild as well as planted culture. In addition, any harvesting
in the water column, whether it is for wild culture or planted culture, exhibit the same
“plume” issues. The Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement on the State
of Washington Commercial Geoduck Fishery, May 23, 2001* has things to say about
the -18 foot shoreward limit.
On Page 49, it states that “Geoduck harvest in the shallow water is complicated by
the fact that most eelgrass and herring spawning areas in Puget Sound are shoreward
of the -18 ft. MLLW level. Herring spawning substrates and eelgrass will have to be
avoided by any future geoduck harvest if it were to occur in shallow water.”

On page 82, discussing Salmon, the SEIS states that: “Geoduck tracts are also
deeper (>18 ft MLLW (~5.5 m)) than juvenile rearing areas, including migratory
corridors.”

William Burrows 10:16 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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There are significant negative impacts on public access and aesthetics. The public cannot walk on a beach or
on tidelands that are covered with 75 tons per acre of PVC pipes covered with nets. The public cannot walk
on tidelands that have been recently liquified by hydraulic harvest. Beachcombing at low tide, and fishing,
boating, wading, swimming and similar public trust activities at high tide are negatively impacted.

I did an interview with Deborah Wang of KUOW radio in 2008 at an unpermitted Seattle Shellfish geoduck site
next to Joemma State Park, and she was afraid to walk on the tidelands there due to the pieces of rusty rebar
and broken shards of PVC pipe laying around.

The aesthetic impacts are also significant, regardless of the color of the PVC. There are also barges, pumps,
scows, nets and orange baskets. Even when the PVC and other paraphenalia are absent, the tidelands often
appear dead – devoid of natural life. There’s the loss of sand dollars, star fish, moon snails and other intertidal
species that the public would normally enjoy seeing. Instead, there’s the Frankenstein-esq presence of an
unnatural, freakish, dense monoculture of geoducks, and very little else. The artificial propagation of geoduck
in the intertidal is not appropriate per the SMA and public trust for both public and private tidelands.

As a waterfront property owner on Case Inlet, I oppose allowing private shellfish companies from using
PUBLIC land or any other waterfront properties to be used for “farming”. The debris, the noise, the ruining of
the land is something that cannot be endorsed. County codes do not allow me to own a business here, yet we
have for-profit businesses along the waterfronts. We are called to be good stewards of creation, and the
geoduck farming is not good stewardship. The bottom line is greed.

The Purdy spit was rented out for geoduck farming about 10 years ago. There was a constant mess of tubes
nets and garbage in the area. Many people were injured by stepping on or tripping over tubes. Swimmers (like
me) were entangled in netting. Several windsurfers were injured by hitting junk in the water. The operator had
many confrontations with park visitors who were threatened and harassed. It cost the taxpayers alot in court
costs to evict the operation. Some of the operaters claim to be good citizens but are quick to file law suits that
waste tax dollars. The only way to mitigate is not to allow this in the first place. Some operaters claim they
have new methods, but I visited a farm last week and noted rouge tubes washed up all along the beach and
in deeper water. A dead grey whale was found to have plastic in its gut in the sound. Please do not allow
expansion on public beaches.

We live in a residential neighborhood in Victor, We lay awake at night listing to the continous noise from the
generators/pumps running all night, then with boats, lights and workers it’s grown to a 24/7 operation.. If it was

On page 83, the SEIS quotes Dr. Charles Simenstad, with the University of
Washington School of Fisheries, as follows: “The exclusionary principle of not allowing
leasing/harvesting in water shallower than -18 ft. MLLW or 200 ft [sic yds] distance
from shore (MHW); 2 ft. vertically from elevation of lower eelgrass margin, and within
any regions of documented herring or forage fish spawning should under most
conditions remove the influences of harvest-induced sediment plumes from migrating
salmon. As the available information indicates that sediment plumes do not enter the
nearshore zone, impacts to juvenile salmon habitat and prey resource should also be
protected from impact by these policies if effectively regulated.”

*http://www.dnr.wa.gov/Publications/aqr_geo_lowres2001_final_seis.pdf

Geoduck farmers may say they do not like looking at some shoreline homes, and I can probably agree
with some of that sentiment, but keep in mind that these homes were here first, that the SMA gives
preference to shoreline residential development, and that shoreline homeowners pay a lot of property
taxes.

Also, there are already guidelines in place on subtidal eelgrass with respect to the harvest of wild
geoduck.

On eelgrass, it is not true that eelgrass is virtually non-existent in South Sound. Before
geoduck/shellfish aquaculture expansion in North Bay, there was a large meadow of eelgrass. There is
a unique type of native eelgrass in South Sound. Eelgrass is seasonal, and can establish/re-establish
if sandy intertidal and shallow subtidal areas are left undisturbed. We’re not going to increase eelgrass
by covering the intertidal and subtidal with cultured geoduck. The Rockfish preservation plan calls for
the restoration of eelgrass, and some of the best potential eelgrass areas are coincident with areas
targeted for geoduck aquaculture.
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any other residential neighborhood you’d be in jail for disturbing the peace. Whats next lease land for private
hunting, private fishing area’s or to people that can only afford to use our state lands. Private Business has no
place on private State Lands. The word Public use to mean something. All I can say.. Is take Names and
Vote.. it seems to get more attention.

Whether it’s sandy or rocky beaches, at low tide, we have to navigate around these farms and be careful
where we swim to avoid stepping on them. I have a problem with the aesthetics, water quality and taxation
issues. TAXES: Why are residents who have to look at these unsightly farms and working houseboats paying
the same, high waterfront property taxes as those who do not have a view of the geoducks? County is double
dipping and residence ought to be compensated. WATER QUALITY: Why are we polluting our waterways for a
food that is not largely consumed by Americans but rather exported to other countries? What are the plastics
and large concentrations of geoducks doing to our environment? AESTHETICS: Waterfront residence have
their views compromised. We have to look at the ugly farming and listen to the continous noise from the semi-
permanent houseboats anchored off our shores for several months – especially during the most popular
seasons, Spring and Summer!

Is there a map of what tidelands we are talking about?
Thank you.

Sarah Hannapel 9:12 am on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Jules Michel 8:51 am on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Clarification: Jules, thanks for the question. The topic “Geoduck aquaculture on state tidelands” isn’t
referring to specific tracts, but this is meant to be a public discussion about the overall policy direction.
Hope that clears it up.

dnrforum 11:32 am on May 3, 2010 Permalink

I appreciate the goal, and maybe this would have been better asked on Thursday’s “Unknown”
forum. But not knowing the acreage and location makes a discussion of today’s topics –
aesthetics, access and mitigation – a bit of a challenge. Tomorrow’s discussion of economics
and job creation becomes difficult not knowing if we’re talking about 20 acres of sandy
beaches or the entire subtidal basin of Puget Sound. If some clarity on acreage and location
could be provided it may help focus the comments and result in a policy decision most
everyone is comfortable with.

Jules Michel 1:44 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

According to DNR website and lease offer maps , there was a total of 16 acres
offered in 2005 and 15 acres offered for bid in 2006. Not all of this acreage is
available for planting with 20 to 25 foot setback for eel grass and access corridors for
the public as a requirement on state leased property. The state according to DNR own
website manages 68,100 acres of tideland. Then there is another estimated 86,510
acres of privately owned tidelands. When considering all the tideland 31 acres is 2/100
of 1% of that area that is being addressed in this forum.

Bruce Olsen 7:21 pm on May 3, 2010 Permalink

Is it? It would help greatly to have DNR confirm that all they are considering
are these 31 acres and nothing else so everyone is clear on what we are
discussing.

Jules Michel 7:36 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Update, I missed two of the sites on the first year so the overall total acreage offered
for 2006 is 19 acres not 16 acres bringing the approximate total to 34 acres for lease.
2006
North Navy 3 acres – Dickerson Point 1 acre – East Stretch 2 acres – Haley 1 acre –
Herron Lake 4 acres – Taylor Bay #1 2 acres – Taylor Bay #2 3 acres – Wilson Point
#1 1 acre – Wilson Point #2 2 acres
2007
North Navy #3 2 acres – Discovery Bay 1/2 acre – Hood Head 2 acres – Shine 2
acres – East Stretch #2 2.5 acres – Fudge South 3 acres – Taylor Bay #3 2 acres –
West Stretch 1 acres

Bruce Olsen 9:57 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Jules Michel 12:12 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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The Shoreline Management Act is clear [90.58.020]: “Permitted uses in the shorelines of the state shall be
designed and conducted in a manner to minimize … any interference with the public’s use of the water” It
states that agencies shall “Increase public access to publicly owned areas of the shoreline.” Restricting the
public’s use of pristine, sandy public beaches, in exchange for private industry’s for-profit activities, should not
be permitted.

Geoducks thrive in subtidal Puget Sound. They can be harvested there with minimal impact on the public.
That is where the DNR should focus their activities – not on the sandy, public beaches.

I wonder if DNR can clarify what amount of acreage this forum should
consider when we provide input. They have clarified the subtidal area is not
part of this discussion which was helpful. What is not clarified is what state
tidelands this forum is focused on: is it only what Mr. Olsen is describing; Mr.
Gibbons’ estimated 20 miles of shoreline in Pierce County; or the 68,000
acres noted by Mr. Olsen?

William Burrows 8:30 am on May 3, 2010 Permalink

I have spent the past two years working on the SMP Update for Pierce County. The debate on
aquaculture has been intense. I have listened to both sides of the issue. I have taken seriously the
legislative mandate requiring “no net loss” of existing shoreline function. I have concluded with regard
to Public Access to the shorelines the commercialization of public shorelines will severely restrict
access and public use of those shorelines. When I proposed a measurable method to deal with the
negative aesthetics which provided for methods to allow aquaculture, while minimizing the aesthetic
impacts, the industry representatives rejected the method. The method would have allowed industry to
proceed using materials that would blend into the natural surroundings using measures of color, value,
and texture. The proposal would have allowed for innovation in designing new tools which were just
as functional as existing tools but not aesthetically disrupting. Throughout the SAC committee and
subcommittee meetings the industry took the position that they were innovative and always looking for
better methods. I found that there was a disconnect between the words and actions on this issue in
particular.

Michael B. Murphy 7:41 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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If DNR moved forward on a program leasing state-owned tidelands for
geoduck aquaculture, are there significant unknowns that we need to be
aware of, and if so, what are they?
Background on Geoduck Aquaculture – DNR information & other perspectives.

 

I think the point here is that there are too many ‘unknowns’. Primarily, what is the long-term impact of the new
invasive methods of geoduck aquaculture to the health of Puget Sound, salmon recovery, and endangered
species preservation? What is the impact of toxic leaks from errant subtidal pvc pipes? How will the ecological
balance be maintained when a monoculture environment results from geoduck farms? The list goes on and on
and most are addressed below. Scientists in the 2007 SeaGrant symposium urged a ‘precautionary’ approach.
DNR should not move forward with leasing programs of state-owned tidelands until objective peer-reviewed
studies of long-term effects are understood.

I am not a marine or fisheries scientist, but it is my understanding that the original management plan for the
geoduck fishery assumed, and still assumes, that the geoduck fishery biomass would be fished down by 25-
30% of what was originally there. For example, if the original biomass was 100 million pounds, to harvest the
geoduck biomass on a sustainable basis the fishery had to fish the biomass down to 70-75 million pounds
AND that is where the biomass would remain.

DNR and WDFW did some extensive research in the early 1980′s regarding enhancing the native geoduck
beds. Presumably this would have brought the geoduck fishery biomass back up to it’s historic levels. Those
early efforts failed.

I wonder if DNR has reached out to the industry at all regarding current geoduck planting techniques to see if
they might be applicable in enhancing the native beds of geoduck?

Was any science done to establish the 18′ DNR depth limit on the wild harvest or was it just a “precautionary
type” buffer that folks at DNR established? It seems to me that a lot of people are hanging their hats on this
number. How grounded is it?

Brilliant to be right here, looking towards reaching some brand-new good friends

dnrforum 8:00 am on May 6, 2010  

Thursday, May 6 – Unknowns

Denise McElney 4:02 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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What we land owners don’t know is who is actually regulating these guys? Oh, at every hearing or
discussion we hear how terribly over regulated they are. The harvesters who go after deeper wild
geoducks have to have someone on there boats to observe and make sure they are staying within the
law. The Taylor shellfish franchises have no one who observes what they are doing. They say they
don’t tress-pass and it has taken us to prove they do, they say they don’t spray we have pictures and
witnesses, but no one comes out if you call. You are much more likely to be threatened by the
industry than to get anyone to show up and over see what they are doing. They say they had nothing
to do with the bird slaughters but try and get anyone to show up when they are shooting, well more
than any quota. So who over sees them? Who protects our rights?

susan Macomson 11:50 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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A major unknown is the amount of plastic PVC pipe and plastic netting already sitting on the bottom of Puget
Sound or washing up on beaches. The Northwest Straits derelict gear program reported aquaculture debris
found in their recent derelict gear trawl. WDF&W produced an estimate of the significant amount of
aquaculture debris laying on the bottom of Puget Sound that was shared during the Shellfish Regulatory
meetings. The DF&W employee was chastised by industry for his estimates—yet industry is still not required
to pay for the clean up efforts. While industry’s cleaning up the beach publicity is a nice public relations tool, it
should not be used to mask the fact that industry is putting tons of plastic into Puget Sound much of which is
sitting in deep waters. Divers have verified this. What is the cumulative effect?

It is also unknown the extent of impacts on salmon critical and essential fish habitat. With the long time focus
of the tribes efforts and litigation directed toward salmon recovery, they should be directing DNR to protect the
sandy/gravel forage fish habitats and marine vegetation where most of the geoduck feedlots are located or
proposed. There is little margin for error in these sensitive habitats and the tribes efforts to bring back salmon
populations should continue to be the top priority, not the expansion of destructive aquaculture.

Industry has the most industrial aquaculture operations including geoduck inTotten Inlet and in Hood Canal of
any water bodies in South Sound. Then it is an unknown why industry continues to try to convince citizens
that their industrial densities of shellfish are the cure when Jeff Schreck from DNR stated that Totten is going
“eutrophic” and numerous reports state that Hood Canal is in serious environmental trouble. It seems that the
hollow promises of improved water quality are just that.

It is also unknown why DNR ever discussed an intertidal leasing program that would ignore the advice of Dr.
Charles Simenstad that is included in their document “Final SEIS-Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement, State of Washington Commercial Geoduck Fishery, May 23, 2001: “The exclusionary principle of
not allowing leasing/harvesting in water shallower than -18 ft MLLW or 200 ft (sic yds) distance from shore
(MHW); 2ft vertically from elevation of lower eelgrass margin, and within any regions of documented herring or
forage fish spawning should under most conditions remove the influences of harvest-induced sediment plumes
from migrating salmon. As the available information indicates that sediment plumes do not enter the nearshore
zone, impacts to juvenile salmon habitat and prey resource should also be protected from impact by these
policies if effectively regulated.” P 83.

The DNR intertidal geoduck leasing program is also contrary to the following EIS statements: Geoduck tracts
are also deeper (>18ft MLLW (-5.5 m)) than juvenile rearing areas, including migratory corridors. Most young
fish (30mm) entering Puget Sound are generally observed in shallow shoreline areas at a depth of 1 meter or
less (Shepard 1981). Eelgrass beds, commonly used for juvenile salmon rearing habitat, are excluded from
commercial geoduck harvest. All commercial geoduck harvest must occur at lest two vertical feet seaward and
deeper than eelgrass beds. A 180 ft horizontal buffer zone between eelgrass beds and geoduck harvest areas
may be used when the slope is gradual. This optimizes harvest area and still provides a protective setback
based on results of the Pentac study (Appendix 4 to the SEIS). The common practice is to establish
boundaries using a 2 ft vertical buffer between eelgrass and geoduck harvest areas.” P 82.

The question is to comment on significant unknowns. Who decides what is significant? The controversy of
geoduck farming has gone on for a decade. I submit that all the significant topics have been discussed and
dissected ad nauseam. I proffer that one significant unknown is whether or not DNR is going to make a
decision based on the emotional social criteria, half truth science or conjecture that those opposed base
argument upon or the over 100 years of accumulated information that is documented showing that this type of
farming is a net benefit not only environmentally but economically, especially in the rural counties where most
shellfish farming occurs. Another unknown might be that the opposition is concerned that DNR will find that
leasing aquatic lands for this activity leads to all intertidal lands so owned to be open for such lease. I for one
would like to see the agency stick to it’s obligations of their first offerings, which is very small in acreage,
monitor and make further decisions based on the results.

Tris Carlson 4:53 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Every significant policy decision starts with a “very small” step. The objective is to be sure the first
step is one which is based on facts and leads down the right path. For example, intertidal geoduck
farming has not been going on for 100 years. Attempts to frame this as “us vs. them” is not
productive. DNR’s obligation is to serve the public, and sometimes serving the public involves
reviewing past decisions to be sure they are, in fact, in the public’s long term interest.

Jules Michel 5:22 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

I find it interesting that the industry wants to discount the opinion of home owners, and make the claim
that all they care about is the look of farming. We are the first responders, we are the ones who see
wheel barrels of sand dollars put where they will die. We are the ones who watch the bull dozers go
up and down the beach. We are who finds the chopped up remains of crabs, starfish, and moon
snails. We are who you fear will spread the word of your destructive practices for monetary gain. Even
if it was only about looks why is that any less important? We bought and paid hi prices, we pay high

susan Macomson 11:20 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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A very significant unknown is how the SMA will be interpreted in the future and what impact that might have
on any inter-tidal leases with the DNR.

In earlier posts, Peter Downey said that “The Shoreline Management Act SUPPORTS and PREFERS water
dependent uses like aquaculture.” He also stated that “the SMA clearly states that water dependent uses
including aquaculture are supported and preferred uses. “The SMA certainly makes provision for activities like
aquaculture, but to say the aquaculture is “preferred” in the SMA requires a really bizarre parsing of the actual
wording. This is a very important point, because not only is the shellfish industry making this statement, but so
is the Department of Ecology.

I have written a response to his statements but that response exceeds the post-length restriction of this forum.
The moderator suggested that I place my response on another server as a pdf file. I have done that and you
can find it at:

http://www.myvbprof.org/Docs/sma.pdf

Thanks for making this happen.

taxes for what? so you can come in and stick tubs everywhere? Threaten people who complain? This
kind of farming is very new and very destructive. We are the first responders with many reasons to be
concerned.

William Burrows 4:52 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

I have to agree with the first part of this statement concerning future interpretations of the Shoreline
Management Act this could be a big issue given its existing wording.

I have read this act and your posting in it’s entirety and I have come to a much differently conclusion.
I see aquaculture fitting nicely into place under the first priority of the state and I don’t think I can say
this any better than our own Governor did in 2004.

“Cleaning and protecting Puget Sound must be at the top of our state agenda.” “But I know from
experience that state government can’t do it alone.” Gov. Gregoire said the health of the sound is
critical to the state economy and the environment.

There you go straight from the top of the state government and the number one priority of the State of
Washington as it concerns “ALL of its citizens.” Please refer back to the order of preferences you
stated for RCW 90.58.020. (1) Recognize and protect the statewide interest over local interest.

If cleaning up Puget Sound is recognized as the top priority and of “statewide interest”, I don’t know
how you intend to do this without engaging with private partners (Shellfish farmers, concerned citizens,
upland and tideland owners) and especially without the bivalves unless we as humans can learn to
filter water as well as they do.

The “do nothing” approach has been tried and has failed miserably in the Chesapeake Bay for the last
three hundred years and they are now paying the piper. The state of Virginia is buying all the
equipment and all of the seed to the tune of $60,000.00 per boatman per year to plant oysters and
other shellfish to help turn their ecosystem around not to mention the boatman’s economy. It is the
most polluted body of water in our nation with Puget Sound being second.

Leaving it to the public to strip all of our beaches to unhealthy low levels of shellfish is also not
acceptable solution. Leaving it to the public to be good stewards of our grandchildren’s grandchildren
planet and replace what they takes off the beaches is a pipe dream and we will see a steady decline
in our ecosystem as a result.

The one thing I think we can agree on is that a geoducks needs water to survive so you can’t locate a
salt water dependent aquaculture farm in eastern Washington without a nightmare of engineering
issues let alone environment issues.

Maybe the SMA should be rewritten more clearly in regards to aquaculture but it seems clear to me
that the way it is written now, the state has the final say whether it fits into the first or the seventh
category. If they want more farms for filtration of the Puget Sound or revenue from the sale of
geoducks it fits into the first priority nicely, if they want less then it does not. Very vague and very
subjective I know and as the lawyers always say: “for a fee I would argue” either side.

Right now I think the state could probably could use some extra revenue and from what I have heard
next year will not be any better for the state budget. So the question remains are they or are they not
of statewide interest? It seems in 2006 and 2007 they were a “statewide interest” or the leases would
not have been put out for bid.

Bruce Olsen 3:41 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Jules Michel 4:32 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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The primarily economic unknowns I would consider necessary to clarify before a supportable decision could be
made include:
1. Can an economic value be put on leaving tidelands in their current state and if so, what is that value now
and what would its projected value in the future be?
2. What is the current inventory of tidelands controlled by DNR? This would include not only the gross number
of acres, but also the types of tidelands which exist (e.g., sandy/rocky/mud). The most enjoyable tideland
beaches are those which are also the most productive for geoducks – expansive, flat, sandy and protected.
3. Of the tidelands owned, what percentage are accessible from the upland areas? Are tidelands accessible
only by boat less valuable?
4. What are the long term impacts from conversion of tidelands into geoduck farms both on the immediate
tideland area and on adjacent parcels?
5. What are the cumulative effects of adding additional acreage to current tidelands used for geoduck
aquaculture (e.g., if adjacent to existing farms, what impact would all farms harvesting at the same time have
on the surrounding areas)?
6. Will keeping tidelands out of production result in an increase in value received from other tidelands currently
in production, offsetting the lost income from new geoduck farming? Conversely, will putting state tidelands
into production decrease the value of private tidelands already in production, negating any net economic
return?
7. Related to the above, what will the additional acreage added do to the current supply and price received for
geoducks? e.g., if 30 additional acres are put into production, will that “crop” of 1.3 million geoducks in five
years depress the market, putting other shellfish farmers into economic distress? Extended, will this have an
effect on the value received for subtidal geoducks and negatively impact the dive harvesting industry?
8. What will those in favor of leasing do if it’s not leased? What will those concerned about leasing do if
leasing is expanded?
9. When was the last time the subtidal population of geoducks was surveyed? My conversations with WDFW
indicate in many cases it has been decades since the last inventory, leaving in question how many are
actually available and whether the 2.7%(?) harvest figure is still reliable.

There are a number of significant unknowns that need clarification before a geoduck leasing program should
even be considered.

First–the issue of plastics. With unprecedented use of plastics in the intertidal zone is there leaching of
chemicals from the pipes and/or netting? There is some research that shows that the inexorable pounding of
the waves breaks plastics on the marine bottom into smaller and smaller particles. PVC and netting rolls on
the bottom.. A question that needs to be answered –how much material is out there? House bill 2220
mandated that marine litter be quantified (Section 4(2)(b)(i) by the SARC committee. Didn’t happen. There is
some information that thousands or perhaps ten’s of thousands pieces are out there–this a huge unknown.
Ingestion, entanglement, and exclusion are three threats from plastic in the environment.

Second, what are the effects of clearing the beach of rocks, woody debris, and macrophytes (water loving
plants) before planting? In the Canadian Science Advisory Secretariat (CSAS) study “Effects of Shellfish
Aquaculture on Fish Habitat” http://www.caseinlet.org/uploads/RES2006_011_e.pdf on page 45 it states:
“While some physical effects of culture practices on macrophytes are indirect (altered nutrient
cycling/pathways, increased turbidity or sedimentation) or unintentional (harvesting and personnel traffic) the
majority of shellfish growers in some regions, such as the northwestern United States, have traditionally
increased local water circulation for bivalve feeding by deliberately removing macrophytes from farm sites
(Simenstad and Fresh 1995; Heffernan 1999). With the apparently high prevalence of this practice, it is
surprising that no studies could be found which have examined the ecological consequences of intentional
macrophyte removals for aquacultural purposes.”

Please remember that there are over 600 species of macrophytes in Puget Sound–everyone of them from 1/2″
to 4 feet is habitat. The looming unknown here is what is this effect of clearing having on organisms that
depend on this habitat?

As I mentioned earlier, HB 2220 mandated that Sea Grant do research on geoduck aquaculture. Please read
here for the report that was distributed to our legislators:
http://www.wsg.washington.edu/research/pdfs/reports/GeoduckIntProReport.pdf

These preliminary results show:

– that harvest of geoduck produced declines in worms and small crustaceans within the harvest zone.
–that species composition at planted sites changed
–that results indicate that eelgrass beds neighboring a geoduck farm are affected by aquaculture practices.
Density , size, and flowering capability of eelgrass were all suppressed. (See page 13 of above report)

Also, of note, a parasite was found in 30 % of the wild stock of geoduck in Totten Inlet. This parasite, (a
microsporidia type) has never been recorded in geoduck previously. It has not heretofore been reported in
Canada or Puget Sound. (See page 11)

Jules Michel 4:25 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Jerry Johannes 2:30 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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The first unknown here is that science is not complete yet–Sea Grant needs to complete their work on the
unknowns.

The second unknown is the relationship between cultured geoduck and wildstock. Is there an effect on either
population and what is the role and effect of genetically altered stock?

Because this is such a new phenomenon on our intertidal shores, unknowns abound.

There are many significant “unknowns” surrounding geoduck aquaculture, some which have previously been
alluded to. The wearing away of PVC pipes is an absolute unknown. When any material wears away, it has to
go somewhere, so this is a significant unknown based on the unprecedented amounts of PVC being placed in
the sensitive intertidal aquatic environment. It may be inconsequential – we don’t know.

Some sources have speculated that the tidelands heal or recover from geoduck harvest within six months to
one year, but this also remains an unknown. It’s also unknown if the recovery is complete, especially since
those harvested tidelands are immediately put back into production. It is unknown how geoduck aquaculture
affects fish behavior, especially bottom fish such as flounder that are dependent upon open, unstructured
sandy intertidal habitats for feeding and avoiding predation. We don’t fully know how it may affect ESA listed
fish, such as Chinook and rockfish, although the NMFS BO on page 25 states that shellfish aquaculture is
likely to adversely affect critical habitat for endangered Puget Sound Chinook and Hood Canal Chum salmon.

The BO also states on page 72: “Review of the literature during consultation revealed divergent findings on
many relevant issues such that there remains some uncertainty regarding the likelihood of the effects of these
activities on the environment and whether or not likely effects would bear on EFH (essential fish habitat) and
managed fish.”

What do the tribes think about geoduck farming? How would they respond if DNR adopts a more restrictive
policy regarding the leasing of State tidelands? We know that the Lummi and Jamestown tribes are interested
in geoduck farming. I know that individuals at the Squaxin, Nisqually, Tulalip, and Suquamish tribes are
interested in geoduck farming.

Clarification:
Thank you for contributing.
Throughout the week DNR has asked questions pertaining to access, aesthetics, economics and science of
Geoduck Aquaculture on State-owned Tidelands. Today we encourage contributors to discuss the “unknowns”
we have not discussed and what “unknowns” need to be further clarified or explored.

I live on Henderson Bay. During minus tides eel grass is visible just offshore. If geoduck farming is allowed
adjacent to eel grass, who will monitor the farmers to insure that the “no net loss” rule,regarding eel grass, will
be enforced?

Curt Puddicombe 1:44 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Jim Gibbons 11:44 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

I’ve wondered that as well. I can’t speak for all of them, but the Lummi and Squaxin Tribes have tribal
tidelands available and I believe it’s the Nisqually Tribe who is currently harvesting sub-tidal tracts off
of Des Moines. And if I recall, there is a sharing of revenues from the sub-tidal harvesting they
receive, and $33 million to purchase additional tidelands – or whatever – if desired from the Rafeedie
agreement. What would be interesting to know is whether the agreement between the shellfish
growers and tribes in 2007 had factored in the state’s leasing of tidelands for geoduck cultivation.

Jules Michel 1:29 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

dnrforum 11:16 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

A significant unknown is the impact on adjacent beach uses and property values. The prevailing
effluvial flow is from south to north as is the prevailing wind. Artificial inter tidal zone disruption and
implantation of materials at the northern extremes would presumably affect only near neighbors. The
same disruption on a south, east ,or west shoreline would result in some level of encroachment on
properties to the north. It shouldn’t be too hard to run a number of tests by placing markers on an
east or west beach, including safely colored sediment, then disrupt both markers and sediment during
a storm and see how far it travels.

The aesthetics of having a commercial site next door, and limiting residents’ ability to beachcomb
freely up and down the beach is another serious matter. DNR needs to figure out how to mitigate that
as well.

Bill Trandum 12:03 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

brad newell 11:01 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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I have heard previously, that all farming would maintain a minimum buffer of ten feet when eel grass is
encountered. Is a ten foot buffer sufficient to prevent harm to existing eel grass stands?

Who is in charge of delineating eel grass locations prior to farming?

Major unknowns include carrying and flushing capacities coupled with shellfish industry “pest management” of
South Puget Sound shallow embayments. The significant decline of herring, seasmelt, flounder, cabezon,
sandshark, sea-run cuttthroat, sand dollars, moonsnails, starfish, coho salmon populations in direct relation to
the intensive saturation of commercial intertidal geoduck manufacture in recent years should bear witness that
a major problem exists and is gaining momentum. The question of how much is too much should be patently
obvious.

I assume DNR will enforce the rules of their own leases and monitor the farms, the Army Corp of
Engineers has increased the eel grass buffer to 25 feet and there are other methods proposed to
further reduce turbidity. The answer to the last question is a qualified marine biologist.

Bruce Olsen 9:46 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Preston Troy 10:35 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

This statement seems to have adopted the reasoning of “correlation equals causation.” Given that I
think we should also look at the relationship between increased geoduck farming over the last 15
years and the increases in human populations in the Puget Sound basin, as increased use of cell
phones over the last 15 years, and global warming.

Jim Gibbons 10:47 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Coho and Summer Run Chum in Snow Creek and Salmon Creek at the head of Discovery Bay have
rebounded since 2004 – in drect correlation to my planting my geoduck farm. But my geoduck farm
had nothing to do with the restoration efforts on those creeks. A better example may be Kennedy
Creek at the head of Totten inlet. It has some of the most vibrant runs of salmon in the south sound
through one of the most intensly shellfish farmed inlets in the sound. The point is that shellfish need
the same things as salmon to survive. Clean water and a working ecosystem. Anyone truly interested
in salmon recovery and recovery of Puget Souynd knows that shellfish farmers are a big ally.

Peter Downey 11:41 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

How about the Chinook Salmon in Totten?

William Burrows 1:52 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

My understanding is that Kennedy Creek never supported much of a chinook run. I
think it’s known for its chum and steelhead. Have to talk to someone at WDFW for that
info.

Peter Downey 2:29 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Some remnant Chinooks were recently discovered by F&W in Kennedy Creek.
See salmonscape for details. There may have been a large run of Chinook
there at one time. I don’t know if the Chinook found were wild or hatchery.

Curt Puddicombe 4:14 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

“The proposed action (existing shellfish aquaculture) is likely to adversely affect CH (critical
habitat) for PS (Puget Sound) Chinook salmon and Hood Canal summer-run Chum salmon.”
National Marine Fisheries Service, p25

“Cultivating shellfish in the South Sound results in the loss of shallow nearshore habitat and
habitat diversity that is important to salmon.”
The Puget Sound Salmon Recovery Plan,
South Sound Watershed Profile, 2007, Ch. 5, pg. 299.

“Habitat modification and the covering of the substrate with predator exclusion nets may thus
adversely impact the production of harpacticoid copepods and other epibenthic organisms, and
hence adversely impact the successful feeding of salmon rearing in the area.”
The CSAS, (Canadian Science Advisory)
review of the environmental impacts of intertidal shellfish aquaculture in Baynes Sound, 2001,
page 44.

“Shellfish aquaculture in South Sound alters plant and animal assemblages and results in the

Curt Puddicombe 2:14 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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What does the general public think of this issue?

All you really have here is the opinions of “shellfish farmers” wanting to continue with their lively hoods and for
the most part “some shoreline owners” opposed to our activities. As I see it, we really have no clue what the
general public thinks about geoduck farming.

Maybe DNR could commission a study to find out what the general public thinks. You could even get the
shoreline owners and the shellfish growers nput on the questions.

loss of shallow nearshore habitat and habitat diversity important to salmon resources”. “We
hypothesize that shellfish aquaculture reduces productivity, abundance, spatial structure, and
diversity of salmon populations.”
see chart
The South Puget Sound Salmon Recovery Group,
review for Shared Strategy for Puget Sound, 2004, pg. 48(45).

“Therefore, it is the complex of habitats, composed of varying substrate types, vegetation
types, tidal stages, and other physical, chemical, and biological factors that support salmon in
the nearshore.” “Protecting and restoring the natural processes that form and maintain habitats
is the key to success. The natural processes that form and maintain habitat in the nearshore
serve as the foundation of the structure and functions that support salmon. Disruption of
sediment and prey inputs, changes in hydrology and other processes results in a chain
reaction, ultimately leading to lost or dysfunctional habitat for salmon. Impediments to natural
processes need to be prevented or removed to allow for conditions conducive to salmon
production.”
“For juvenile Chinook salmon in the smallest size classes examined (less than 90mm), diets
were made up mostly of benthic/epibenthic prey.”
“The types of habitat responsible for prey production, the life history requirement of prey, and
the seasonal and spatial patterns of prey abundance and distribution are important
considerations in salmon conservation.”
Juvenile Salmonid Composition, King County

Jim Gibbons 10:21 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

We do know what the general public thinks — it’s called the Shoreline Management Act.

William Burrows 10:34 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Good Point. The Shoreline Management Act SUPPORTS and PREFERS water dependent
uses like aquaculture.

Peter Downey 10:53 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

“I have thought about this carefully over the years as I have seen my expectations
frustrated. We have lost the full potential of the SMA to protect a valuable resource
through fainthearted administration.”

“When the SMA was written in 1971, aquaculture meant oysters and clams and one
salmon raising operation. This activity was recognized and protected as water-
dependent. I do not read the original intent or the original guidelines to promote the
industry as we know it today. In fact, the guidelines specified that navigational access
not be restricted and that visual access of upland owners be considered. Aquaculture
has become a sore point between local governments and the Department of Ecology
– a fraying of the partnership.”

Joan K. Thomas, WEC, one of the original drafters of the SMA, 1991.

http://nsgl.gso.uri.edu/washu/washuw91002.pdf

Curt Puddicombe 2:22 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Gee, I thought my comment was fairly constructive.

Jim Gibbons 10:58 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

I think the general public spoke when they elected Commissioner Goldmark. Whether due to his
concern about the state not managing encroachment onto its tidelands in the interest of the general
public or his concern about the impacts from clear cutting within steep water sheds, there was – in
part – a feeling by a majority of the general public that DNR had lost its focus on managing state
lands for general public. This forum is just one example of his implementation of a strategy to achieve
the goal of transparency within the aquatic lands division, so everyone has a say in what state

Jules Michel 10:55 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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tidelands are used for.

This is an argument for the merits of a “democratic vote” which reminds me of one of my
favorite definitions of democracy. Democracy is what happens when two wolves and a sheep
get together and vote on lunch.

We are a Republic with laws to protect the rights of minorities, like those of geoduck farmers
and the landowners who wish to lease them their tidelands.

Jim Gibbons 12:16 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

We also have a responsibility to protect adjacent landowners who lose enjoyment of
their property and a decrease in its value due to the impacts of intensive geoduck
farming. Don’t they count as minorities?

Carol Paschal 12:35 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

The protection of rights does not mean you get whatever you want. It does ensure
that if two wolves and a sheep get together and vote on lunch, there may be no lunch
for anyone. Or I suppose one of the wolves may get eaten too.

Jules Michel 1:46 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

The general public has spoken out at several meetings and have sent letters to state agencies, but
industry always tries to say only shorelines owners object. In 2007, we held a meeting in the Gig
Harbor Rosedale Hall and over 140 attended that were both shoreline owners and upland owners. In
2008, we held two meetings at Anderson Island where over 120 Anderson Island residents attended
that were shoreline owners and upland owners. Over 100 Harstine Island shoreline and upland
residents came to meetings making comments on the problems with the expansion of aquaculture.

We think it would be a great idea if DNR or Ecology would send out to the public the shellfish industry
new document draft “Pest Management Strategic Plan for Bivalves in Oregon and Washington,.”
These state agencies should request public comments on how Washington citizens feel about the
shellfish industry removing, excluding feeding grounds, use/proposed use of chemicals and destruction
of our native species that they consider as “pests” or “predators.”
The following list of native species that belong to the public and the public loves to see in Puget
Sound are considered “Pests” that industry feels they have a right to remove/destroy ( P. 19):
1. Burrowing Shrimp-(Major food source for grey whales and other marine life and they also provide
filtering function).
2. Cockles
3. Crabs
4. Horse Clams
5. Moon snail
6. Sand Dollars–Considered part of Essential Fish Habitat per ESA guidelines
7. Sea Stars
8. Perch
9. Shorebirds and Waterfowl (includes the surf scotors and ducks)
10. Mussels (musculista and native blue)–Considered natural resource in ESA guidelines
11. Flatfish and sculpin
12. Racoon
13. River Otter

I attended the meeting and felt sickened as industry discussed each one of these native species and
how they would control, remove or destory these native species that were considered “predators” of
their shellfish. It is no doubt that our native species are at risk when they either depended on some of
those areas historically for food that are now netted off or they are attracted to the area because of
additional food sources and are removed/destroyed.

Specifically industry discussed:

1. Expansion of the use of chemicals into other regions including Puget Sound to eradicate ghost and
mud shrimp. Industry is already destroying native species as they aerially spray 3 Tons of carbaryl
insecticide on up to 800 acres of Willapa Bay/Grays Harbor tidelands annually and is trying to be
granted the use of imidacloprid pesticide on these tidelands and “other regions” which is extremely
toxic to bees and banned in Germany and France.
2. Removing sand dollars from their beds and that “weed burners(propane flame throwers) have been
used to burn off thick native mussel blankets covering clam ground.” P 49.
3. Harassing our ducks keeping them away from their historical feeding grounds and industry wants
more hunting permits when “depredation permits can be obtained.” P 40.

Laura Hendricks 11:12 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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The following impacts to endangered salmon habitat from geoduck aquaculture have not been fully researched
as of this date, but violate Federal protections on critical and essential fish habitat. Is DNR willing to throw
caution to the wind as they go forward with this many issues that are known impacts, but no government
agency has allocated the funds to research? We would hope the answer is no if you are truly using science as
your guide to manage state resources. Citizens do not consider “Best Management Practices” as a suitable
substitution for science as they are merely a marketing tool that paints a pretty picture, not the actual
practices. This is especially evident when industry touts Best Management Practices that target the most
pristine sandy/gravel beaches that are coincident with sand lance and smelt forage fish in South Puget Sound.

Geoduck Aquaculture Known Impacts By Category:
A. Habitat Modification
1. Dredging/scraping the substrate with barges and liquefying shoreline substrate for geoduck feedlots that
removes necessary organisms and marine vegetation critical for salmon recovery
2. Permanently altering sandy/gravel substrate by using high pressure water hoses to liquefy substrate over 3
feet in depth that is a unique substrate composition and will not re-consolidate in exactly the same manner
3. Modifying forage fish spawning sandy/gravel habitat from drifting silt from adjacent substrate that is liquefied
4. Disturbing forage fish spawning and rearing habitat from perpetual operations in the immediate vicinity
B. Prey Base Impact
1. Introducing bivalves* in the nearshore that are known to filter significant volumes of water injesting fish
eggs, crab and shrimp larvae ( *cockles (geoduck is a clam), mussels and scallops)
2. Liquefying substrate which suppressing tube worms and corophium that are an important prey base for
salmon (per preliminary SeaGrant geoduck research)
3. Placing tubes and liquefying the same lower intertidal area where research shows that sand lance need to
bury themselves at night to avoid predation. Sand lance comprise 60 % of the food source for
juvenile salmon and are found in many of the sandy/gravel beaches that industry targets for expansion.
C. Migration
1. Placing structures in the intertidal area that causes salmon to alter migration into deeper
waters increasing predation
D. Water Quality
1. Liquefying substrate that does increase siltation in the water column that affects fish and
salmon populations
2. Liquefying substrate that suspends organic matter, toxins, heavy metals

4. Classifying native eelgrass as a “weed” in this document while salmon recovery efforts are trying to
protect and increase native eelgrass.

Citizens have reported to the Department of Fish and Wildlife the following practices by the shellfish
industry: masses of sand dollar beds being destroyed, surf scotors/ducks being shot and the boats
have been reported to come from industry owned docks, moonsnails are tossed like baseballs onto the
banks, crabs are dismembered and thrown away and that sea stars are injected with bleach or piled
up and covered with lime. It is documented that the largest industry companies have routinely
removed eelgrass when installing their geoduck feedlots in Henderson Bay, North Bay, Samish Bay
and “mowed by dragging cuttting blades over the beds, which removes the majority of the overhead
growth” in Wilapa Bay (P. 38 Draft Pest Document).

The public should be aware of all of this so state agencies will start protecting these native species
from the hands of the shellfish industry who feel they can do whatever they want because of their
lobbying efforts that have gone on for decades and the free shellfish bars.

It would seem that a significant change in the way that the aquaculture industry controls
species they consider pests would necessitate a reopening of the Endangered Species Act
consultation for Clean Water Act Nationwide Permit #48.

And it would probably require an update of the Habitat Conservation Plan that DNR is
pursuing.

Mark Hersh 2:20 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

I think they should do a survey, but before they do that lets make sure everyone understands what
you are doing. Let us make sure that everyone understands that you slaughter anything you consider
a pest.
Lets make sure they know what those pests are. Moonsnails, starfish, crabs, otters, raccoons, diving
birds, pretty much any living creature that is not a geoduck. Lets make sure they understand that you
bulldoze beaches, leave trash, and threaten people. Lets make sure they understand you are noisy
and do much of your work in the middle of the night disrupting anyone living near by. I also think that
the industry would need to stop buying people off with free shellfish.

susan Macomson 11:34 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Laura Hendricks 10:08 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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The biggest unknown is if DNR will honor their current lease offerings that began in 2006. With ten of
thousands of dollars spent to date on studies and permit development, and specific direction from the
legislature to do so, DNR is setting themselves up for legal action by stalling the current program.

Not to be in any way disrespectful to the forum, but ……. Is this a trick question? 

Peter Downey 9:46 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Where’s the benefit to the public in that?

Curt Puddicombe 10:47 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

I think there’s benefit in the citizenry being able to rely on their state agencies and if those
agencies find that they have errored they should at least make reimburse folks for the costs
they incurred. But then I am biased being the President of a company that was awarded some
of those leases.

Jim Gibbons 11:01 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

That’s a good suggestion (I know, I am not supposed to agree with you). Reimbursing
documented expenses would be much less expensive than being a defendant in a
lawsuit – regard of who might file one.

William Burrows 11:25 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Revenue generated for the state vs. expenditure of state funds on a lawsuit.

Peter Downey 12:40 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Others in the industry felt legal action was needed to prove they should be allowed to encroach onto
state lands. It was a terrible waste of time and money, with the end result being more of the general
public becoming aware of the treasure found in the state’s tidelands.

Jules Michel 11:03 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

There is a difference between litigating an encroachment and litigatiing based on a letter of bid
award and then issuance of a mitigated DNS by the DNR only to have the DNR refuse to sign
a a lease. I would not have spent the time and money responding to the bid, completing the
site analysis, and developing the sepa document if I thought DNR would not honor their bid
offering.

Peter Downey 11:17 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

As with the unknown of what the long term impact of geoduck aquaculture may have
on the limited remaining tidelands there are, what the long term impact on the public’s
perception of the shellfish industry would be after another law suit is filed is also
unknown. Having bid on many governmenet projects, what is not unknown is that
sometimes you loose, no matter how much effort you put in to it. It’s part of the risk in
doing business with the government.

Jules Michel 12:57 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Were you given a written guarantee that you would be issued a lease?

Curt Puddicombe 12:58 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Yes – that was the bid award letter. It appears I was dupped into expending
funds by a dishonest agency that had no intent of upholding its promise.
enough said – it will be up to the courts to decide.

Peter Downey 1:08 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

It may help if we could see just what DNR agreed to do. Is there a
pdf file somewhere?

Jules Michel 5:43 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Steve Wilson 9:08 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

I must agree with Steve (hi Steve). It seems hard to talk about significant unknowns (or even

William Burrows 10:03 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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Consider current and storm winds. The site near Joeemma has littered the bottom of Whiteman Cove with
tubes and such. If the trash washes up on shore it can be taken care of , if the stuff gets into deep water it is
near impossible to get. Out from Joeemma the water is over 200′ deeep.
Also ,at Purdy, beach errosion is a problem. It is hard to measure but the beach has dropped a foot or more.
When someone gets hurt or killed the taxpayers will be stuck with a big law suit. They state knew the danger
and took no action.

insignificant ones) because an unknown is .. a .. not known.

Maybe the moderator can give an example of what is meant by an “unknown”

Clarification:
Thank you for contributing.
Throughout the week DNR has asked questions pertaining to access, aesthetics, economics
and science of Geoduck Aquaculture on State-owned Tidelands. Today we encourage
contributors to discuss the “unknowns” we have not discussed and what “unknowns” need to
be further clarified or explored

dnrforum 11:18 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Robert Paradise 9:01 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

I’m not sure what to make of “the beach dropped a foot or more.” During the Taylor hearings on the
Foss ground, testimony was also made that Taylors tubes caused a slide on a 35′ sand bank.
Interestingly, immediately adjoining the sand bank in question there are sand banks 200′ high.

Jim Gibbons 10:04 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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When seeking to balance the public benefits from state-owned aquatic
lands, how much of a priority should DNR give to job creation and
revenue generation when developing a geoduck aquaculture program on
state tidelands?
Background on Geoduck Aquaculture – DNR information & other perspectives.

 

In relation to economics of geoduck farming a new trend is in cultural tourism and Agritourism which is the
public and chefs desire to learn and see more about how food is farmed. As geoduck farmers we have seen
an increase in people requesting tours of our farm. We have school classes , chefs, agriculture groups,
Politicians, Regulators and the general public They really enjoy learning about the whole process of planting
and harvesting shellfish and geoduck is particularly fascinating to the public partly due to their strange
appearance. It gives folks a real connection with how important our water quality is to the production of healthy
sustainable shellfish. This is a growing trend that could become more of an income generating resource for
rural communities.

Seems alot of parttime jobs are created. Do these workers then go on unemployment, a net burden?
Toung in cheek.. Bank robbers create many jobs, cops, lawyers, prison workers and so on….

dnrforum 7:15 am on May 4, 2010  

Tuesday, May 4 – Economics

Linda Lentz 11:45 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Fine, do it on private land.

William Burrows 12:28 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Robert Paradise 8:28 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

So how many jobs- part time or therwise – have you created in the last five years? In the last 5 years
I have had about 60 different individuals working on my beach. Only 3 of those were asked not to
come back. Most are college or high school students on summer break and really happy and excited
to have a summer job that pays them well and lets them go to school all fall winter and spring. Many
are in there 4th or 5th year of employemt and at least 7 have siblings (or parents) that work on the
farm. These jobs ae extremely important to them and none of them go on unemployment or are bank
robbers. These are the people that are our future. So really – what have you done to make this place
a better world and give back to the community????

Peter Downey 9:38 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

There seems to be another economic advantage for the state that has not been discussed this section
of this forum. How do you compute the amount of locally grown seafood eaten at local restaurants that
would generate state sales taxes and employs thousands upon thousands of people in the restaurant
business? I think we are talking about millions of dollars to the state coffers on top of the leases
amounts and percentages of harvests totals discussed earlier. I am sure the state has numbers on
how many salmon, bowls of oyster stew and sushi dinners have been served that come from locally
grown sources. This total should be added to the economic benefits of all aquaculture farms in this
state.

Bruce Olsen 8:30 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Please explain how the origin of the products sold at a restaurant impact the sales tax paid by
the consumer.

William Burrows 8:47 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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About the DNR Forum

PagesHi William, this is from the Department of Revenues own website
Sales of prepared food
Washington law exempts most grocery type food from retail sales tax. However, the
law does not exempt “prepared food,” “soft drinks” or “dietary supplements.”
Businesses that sell these “foods” must collect sales tax. In addition, all alcoholic
items are subject to retail sales tax.

What is a prepared food?
Most food that restaurants sell falls within the definition of prepared food or soft drinks
and therefore is taxable. Prepared food is defined by law as any food where the seller:
Combines two or more food ingredients and sells it as a single item (see certain
exclusions below);
Sells the food in a heated state or heats the food; or
Sells the food with eating utensils such as a plate, fork, knife, spoon or glass/cup
straw.
Note: Utensils do not include containers and packaging.

The last I checked that tax was 9.5% of the total bill

Bruce Olsen 9:16 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Hey Bruce … I guess I am too subtle. To be more direct, if I am severed a
prepared meal in Washington that includes oysters, does the fact that the
oyster was grown in Washington or Louisiana impact the amount of sales tax I
pay?

William Burrows 10:32 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Of course not William, the value in state sale tax would be the same
except buying locally keeps more jobs in our state and that includes
restaurant workers . Why would people come to the Pacific Northwest
to eat shellfish from Louisiana or for that matter China. I don’t think
that would go over very well on anyone’s menu. Alaska and British
Columbia are better candidates for comparison. Buying locally does
however cut down on the carbon footprint of the oysters that have to
be shipped from Louisiana or China. When harvests are publicized
they increase traffic to restaurants for these same items just like
Copper River Salmon (Alaska) or Penn Cove Oysters (Washington)
and that is a net plus for state coffers and the environment. Then the
people that work in those industries are spending their money locally
also.

Bruce Olsen 11:28 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

I am betting that there are not thousands of people coming to
Washington State because they could eat geoduck. I am just
saying that I think it is a bit of hyperbole to say that “I think we
are talking about millions of dollars to the state coffers on top
of the leases amounts and percentages of harvests totals
discussed earlier.”

William Burrows 12:33 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

I didn’t say tourist were coming here just to eat
geoduck, however much I like the idea. I said “locally
grown seafood.
The following is from a Seattle Time article on July
5th, 2009: “After years of steady growth, statewide
travel-related spending, adjusted for inflation, fell
slightly last year to $15.7 billion, an amount that
generated $1 billion in state and local taxes and
nearly 4 percent of all jobs.” I would bet some of these
billions were spent on locally grown seafood.

I do not know what the exact totals for sales tax
revenue concerning locally grown seafood are either
but I am sure this number is not in the thousands.

Bruce Olsen 1:53 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink
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One more question … why geoducks? Why not another shellfish that does not require PVC? Is it the
economics? Do goeducks bring higher margins? Is there no-one who wants to grow shellfish that will be
consumed locally?

I have been reading this dialog with interest … both sides seem dug in … .with lots of PCP surrounding them.
In Jeferson county we have something called a Conditional Use permit … available to all counties … requires
that the situation at each site be taken into account … and that the ‘conditions’ of that site be considered and
mitigated, or the site abandoned due to specific conditions. Why can’t both sides get together and agree on
the conditions to be met, including those that would prohibit geoduck farming, and move on using the
Conditional Use permit?

I have read several of the pleadings in a lawsuit filed by one grower against Pierce County. The claims of
losses and poverty contained in this forum are inconsistent with the claims made in those pleadings where the
plaintiff was seeking damages against the County. Moreover if one were to believe the contentions herein one
would question the business acumen of those entering the business. Perhaps those making the claims should
review CR 11 and RCW 9A.76.175. It would seem that hyperbole is not limited to those opposing aquaculture.

What is an irreplaceable natural resource worth? Should we cut down the last of the redwoods and sell the
lumber to Asia to create a few jobs? Should we kill all the native plants and animals on the public beaches of
Puget Sound so the large shellfish producers can make an enormous profit and provide some employment in
the short-term? You cannot fix this damage. You cannot repair the damage to the food chain. You cannot
now know the costs of mitigating the environmental damage. In my opinion, the long-term benefits of the
tourist, recreation and fishing industries far outweigh any short-term economic gain from geoduck leases. And,
as pointed out by others, the public does not get a very big return for its sacrifice. The talk of using “remote”
tidelands makes no sense at all. This is water for crying out loud! Chemicals, pollution, misuse in one area
affects us all. I would bet there is some of that pvc pipe in the great Pacific Garbage Patch. Lastly, if you
cannot quantify jobs lost as a result of shellfish/geoduck farming how can you consider jobs created?

Not being an economist, I can only think more jobs = better.

Don’t forget there is an economic value to shipping them overseas to the Chinese and Japanese
markets. This is not a bad thing considering our balance of trade in this country.

Bruce Olsen 8:35 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Tom Giske 6:53 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

My neighbors and I would like to so. I also eat geoduck sashimi right here served on a plate with
chopsticks in the wonderful state of Washington at a local sushi bar that buys locally grown seafood
and I pay state sales taxes for the privilege of doing so.

Bruce Olsen 9:22 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Tom Giske 6:08 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Sorry about the typo … I meant to say PVC … I must have been out of body.

Tom Giske 6:46 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Michael B. Murphy 7:03 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Dorothy Walker 2:13 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

1. geoduck farmers do not kill all the native plants and animals on their farms. come see – bring a
biologist with you.
2. environmental effects have been shown to be short term and spatially confined to the farm area.
3. There is no long term damage to fix.
4.There is no damage to the food chain (quite the contrary in fact.)
5. culinary tourism based shellfish farming (and geoduck farming) is emerging as a huge draw.
6. There are no chemicals used in geoduck farming.
7. overall water quality is improved.
8. I’ll take the bet of geoduck pvc tubes in the Pacific garbage patch – let say $100. – Before you
make that bet, know that PVC is heavier than water and could not be floating in the middle of the
Pacific.
9. I know of no one claiming that jobs are lost from shellfish/geoduck farming.

Essentially I refute every single statement that you present here as false and baseless.

Peter Downey 10:01 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Brian Allen 1:37 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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I can tell you our small farm that cultivates about 3 acres in south sound for geoducks, in addition to other
crops, employs 1 full time, 7 part-time, and 10 seasonal part-time employees. Our payroll is around
$60K/year.

On behalf of: Richard Wooster
Part 1: When evaluating the economic impact of industrial aquaculture the State needs to consider the
economic impact and the carrying capacity of the Puget Sound in a historical perspective. Salmon are an
excellent barometer of the health of Puget Sound. Each of us tends to view degradation of our environment in
terms of what we have seen in our own lifetimes, without considering the degradation from populations that
occurred before we set our personal baseline for what are normal populations of plants and animals. The
extent to which salmon populated the Puget Sound and its estuaries in 1900 was far greater than in 1950, the
1950’s salmon runs dwarfed the runs of the 1980’s which were stronger than the today’s salmon runs. The
causes of the decline are many, upland development, highway runoff, overharvesting, habitat destruction,
shoreline armoring, deforestation, and dams to name just a few.

We need to strive to return the carrying capacity of the Puget Sound’s native salmon runs to historic levels.
Our understanding of the environment has led to improvements reversing some impacts we have had upon our
Puget Sound ecosystem. We have established shoreline buffers for rivers, streams and beachfronts. We
understand oil and waste deposited in a sewer reaches our Puget Sound waters and have stopped dumping
our wastes without evaluating the consequences. We are more careful in our applications of pesticides,
herbacides and fertilizers to limit runoff and collateral damage. We are preparing to remove the two dams on
the Elwa River that ended a legendary run of enormous King Salmon reaching the one hundred pound size.
These are improvements turning the clock back are restoring the vitality of the Puget Sound. The dangers of
introducing an unprecedented expansion of relatively unstudied, industrial aquaculture into the calculus of what
makes a healthy and productive Puget Sound are at best significant and at worst catastrophic.

The DNR has information regarding the dollar impact upon Washington’s economy of a sport fisher’s rod
caught salmon compared to a trawler’s commercially harvested salmon. Each rod caught salmon is far more
valuable in terms of what money it puts back into our economy. A productive sport salmon fishery generates
jobs from tourism. Sport fishers stay in our hotels and motels, they eat at our restaurants, visit our museums,
campgrounds, parks, towns and cities. Sport fishers shop in our stores. Sport fishers invest in fishing boats
and vehicles to haul them. Sport fishers invest in gear and clothing, they hire guides, they buy licenses and
provisions. They bring their families with them to enjoy the beauty offered by our magnificent setting.

The aesthetic impact of industrial geoduck operations can be gauged by comments in yesterday’s forum. The
sites are ugly and unless you are making money off of the site nobody likes the way they look, smell or impact
the neighborhood.

That’s an interesting statement; “more jobs = better.” I was researching in the Mason County Journal
archives and found almost the same argument written by management and employees of the smelter
in Shelton that was closed down in the 1950s. In fact, I also found a letter from the Shelton Chamber
of Commerce that included the same sentiment.

William Burrows 9:25 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

dnrforum 12:25 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

On behalf of: Richard Wooster
Part 2: More significantly, the danger presented by the introduction of an unstudied monoculture on
the Puget Sound is extreme. Only now are the negative environmental impacts of the commercial net
pens of farmed salmon in British Columbia and elsewhere becoming documented in the scientific
community and the governments are beginning to take action. I have personally observed the summer
coho virtually disappear from British Columbia’s Desolation Sound in the last twenty years, coinciding
with the arrival of the salmon pens. Only now are the effects of sea lice and other pests and debris
associated with these industrial “sea farming”operations being brought before an increasingly angry
public.

Scientists at the Sea Grant conferences note that the environmental impacts of long term intensive
aquaculture of geoducks is not well studied. We most intensively study the impact of these operations
before the State permits them to expand so that their impact can properly be evaluated on a site
specific basis and what is the impact of such sites in the aggregate.

It has been argued in this forum that the role of the geoduck as a filter feeder is good for the
environment because they filter out phytoplankton that can impact light penetration through the water
by reducing excess quantities of phytoplankton. That bivalves have been used to “clean the water” in
environments that are plagued by excessive amounts of phytoplankton. However, those plantings are
not in the levels found in industrial geoduck installations.

A typical geoduck installation has 43,000 pvc pipes per acre. Each pipe contains four geoducks. At
harvest time each geoduck weighs between two to five pounds. That is a biomass of 516,000 pounds

dnrforum 12:26 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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As someone who once found employment in the geoduck harvesting business, I can attest to the value of the
resource and its potential economic benefits. Unfortunately, DNR has managed the harvest in ways that ignore
basic reproductive needs. I don’t believe the current model of beach feed lots will provide the kind of income
that a well managed utilization of the resource would have. There are other species here with economic value.
We need to think ecosystem-wide, not just of this single species and we need to manage this single species
in ways that are sustainable and ecosystem based.

When seeking to balance the public benefits from state-owned aquatic lands, how much of a priority should
DNR give to job creation and revenue generation when developing a geoduck aquaculture program on state
tidelands? ANSWER: A VERY LOW PRIORITY!
DNR’s highest priority should be given to preserving the health and ecosystems of the Sound. While the
geoduck aquaculture program may generate substantial income for a few private companies and some
revenue for the state from leases, the environmental damage they cause far outweighs any benefit they

per acre assuming all survive and achieve an average weight of three pounds. That is the equivalent
to 430 beef cattle weighing 1200 pounds each per acre. Industrial geoduck sites are the equivalent of
a cattle feed lot parked on the floor of the Puget Sound. The impact of that biomass is significant. One
geoduck operation I am familiar with produces so much feces and pseudo feces that the water is
murky almost all the time. Until I visited the area at low tide I was not aware of why the water at that
location was always so murky you could barely see the bottom while at the same time water a mile
away was clear to the point you could tell if a coin was heads or tails in ten feet of water. That
concentration of biomass on a single acre has dire environmental consequences.

Further, the current practice of industrial aquaculture is to strip the beach of all competing species and
potential geoduck predators. What is the impact of the creation of these industrial deserts across
acres of the Puget Sound on other species? How in turn does that impact the web of diversity across
the Puget Sound? How will that affect migration of juvenile salmon and forage fish? How long will it
take to reverse the adverse impact when studies confirm what we know intuitively to be true, the
establishment of a monoculture and crowding a biomass artificially onto a habitat does not promote a
healthy environment.

A significant economic consideration of allowing a rapid expansion of industrial aquaculture is the
consequence of what the State will have to pay to “put the genie back into the bottle” if and when
scientific study catches up with the impacts of industrial aquaculture upon our Puget Sound
environment. I see a future where the State may have to pay significant damages or other
compensation to revoke industrial aquaculture permits granted during this period before the impacts of
such practices were fully understood. Those significant intangible costs can be avoided by not allowing
this rapid expansion to take place until the impacts are fully understood by a period of concentrated
study on the existing sites and their adjoining ecosystems. Part of the reason there is such a strong
push to expand industrial aquaculture right now is to have as many facilities as possible established
before the science and the public realize what the impact of these facilities have upon the
Puget Sound. The more sites created, the more risk upon the State and the more difficult it will be to
quantify the impact of the individual sites upon the environment. When the pool is clean the source of
a contaminant is easy to locate, as water quality degrades it is more difficult to locate the source of
the decline.

While allowing expansion and then trying to restrict it at a later date could generate lawsuits and
liability exposure, the State would also face suits from the other direction, brought by those who argue
the allowance of expansion violates its duty to all the citizens above and beyond the limited
commercial interests sought to be served by expanding industrial aquaculture. The State will be
defending law suits from various stake holders for violations of its duties under the public trust doctrine
to comply with the intent of the Shoreline Management Act and the State’s overarching duty to protect
our natural resources from threats.

The minor increase in revenue from taxation from the expansion of industrial aquaculture and jobs
created is insignificant compared to moving forward in a carefully planned approach that fully studies
the impact before allowing expansion with full mitigation measures in place. From my observations of
the language spoken by workers at the sites, most workers are apparently here on agricultural visas
from outside the United States. The Assessor –Treasurers of the various counties need to tax the
tidelands placed into industrial aquaculture production at a rate that considers the economic value of
the production. The revenue from rents charged from the leaseholds, if such leaseholds are allowed at
all, must also take into account the income generated from the leases and be set sufficiently high to
prevent a windfall to the industrial aquaculturists. The leases should also require the companies
undertaking such actions to agree to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the state
from all adverse consequences arising from all activities occurring on the leaseholds and provide a
surety for mitigating such consequences, including restoring any adverse environmental impacts.

Harry Branch 12:17 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Delores Brown 12:05 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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provide. We taxpayers are already paying to repair damage caused by bad decisions made in the past, such
as damage caused by over harvesting, pollution (including debris from geoduck and clam farms),etc., and we
must certainly not make more bad decisions that allow even more ecological damage to occur, and thus force
us to pay even more tax dollars to cleanup yet another mess caused by industry. Furthermore, public lands
and waterways should remain as open as possible to the public that owns them.

The long-term economic health of the Puget Sound region depends on its long-term environmental health—
especially the health of Puget Sound. DNR should take a long-term view, and should not permit commercial
uses of tidelands until they have been proven not to harm the long-term environmental health of the region. To
date, scientific studies do not exonerate current geoduck farming practices (tubes, nets, high density,
harvesting methods, etc). The few jobs that new geoduck farms would provide are far outweighed by the risks
to jobs in fishing, recreation, tourism, retirement communities and many other sectors for which the desirability
of Puget Sound, including its environmental health, is a draw.

Don’t eat your seed corn. Don’t degrade the very beaches, natural and pristine, that support our environment
and the jobs that depend on a healthy environment.

While allowing expansion and then trying to restrict it at a later date could generate lawsuits and liability
exposure, the State would also face suits from the other direction, brought by those who argue the allowance
of expansion violates its duty to all the citizens above and beyond the limited commercial interests sought to
be served by expanding industrial aquaculture. The State will be defending law suits from various stake
holders for violations of its duties under the public trust doctrine to comply with the intent of the Shoreline
Management Act and the State’s overarching duty to protect our natural resources from threats.

The minor increase in revenue from taxation from the expansion of industrial aquaculture and jobs created is
insignificant compared to moving forward in a carefully planned approach that fully studies the impact before
allowing expansion with full mitigation measures in place. From my observations of the language spoken by
workers at the sites, most workers are apparently here on agricultural visas from outside the United States.
The Assessor –Treasurers of the various counties need to tax the tidelands placed into industrial aquaculture
production at a rate that considers the economic value of the production. The revenue from rents charged from
the leaseholds, if such leaseholds are allowed at all, must also take into account the income generated from
the leases and be set sufficiently high to prevent a windfall to the industrial aquaculturists. The leases should
also require the companies undertaking such actions to agree to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
state from all adverse consequences arising from all activities occurring on the leaseholds and provide a
surety for mitigating such consequences, including restoring any adverse environmental impacts.

The current practice of industrial aquaculture is to strip the beach of all competing species and potential
geoduck predators. What is the impact of the creation of these industrial deserts across acres of the Puget
Sound on other species? How in turn does that impact the web of diversity across the Puget Sound? How will
that affect migration of juvenile salmon and forage fish? How long will it take to reverse the adverse impact
when studies confirm what we know intuitively to be true, the establishment of a monoculture and crowding a
biomass artificially onto a habitat does not promote a healthy environment.

A significant economic consideration of allowing a rapid expansion of industrial aquaculture is the

Marilyn Showalter 9:32 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

In any discussion such as this, it is important to understand the specifics of what we are talking about.
WDFW maps show that the remaining public beaches in Puget Sound are few indeed–so few that I
wonder why DNR is considering this at all but for the pressure obviously being exerted by the shellfish
industry. When areas such as Totten Inlet have 30 of 33 miles of shoreline already taken for shellfish
aquaculture (and I don’t know if any of this is on publicly owned land with the exception of the
trespass that was discovered a couple of years ago), the tidelands owned by the citizens of
Washington State should remain as public beaches, not given over to commercial interests. If these
maps don’t show all the public intertidal areas owned by the state, then please provide maps that do
so we know exactly what we are talking about and what is up for grabs.
South Puget Sound map: http://wdfw.wa.gov/fish/shelfish/beachreg/map13.htm
Map index: http://wdfw.wa.gov/fish/shelfish/beachreg/index.htm

Since it was clear from the Foss/Taylor Shellfish Pierce County hearings that a one cycle (6-7 year)
lease would be considered economically unfeasible by the grower, what we are talking about in
essence is the permanent conversion of these public beaches to commercial development. This just
seems wrong and should not be allowed. And there is no use bringing partisan politics into this as Mr.
Gibbons attempted to do elsewhere on this forum. The people that I know who do not want geoduck
aquaculture expansion onto public beaches are of all political stripes and colors.

Kathryn Townsend 10:51 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Richard Wooster 8:10 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Richard Wooster 8:09 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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consequence of what the State will have to pay to “put the genie back into the bottle” if and when scientific
study catches up with the impacts of industrial aquaculture upon our Puget Sound environment. I see a future
where the State may have to pay significant damages or other compensation to revoke industrial aquaculture
permits granted during this period before the impacts of such practices were fully understood. Those
significant intangible costs can be avoided by not allowing this rapid expansion to take place until the impacts
are fully understood by a period of concentrated study on the existing sites and their adjoining ecosystems.
Part of the reason there is such a strong push to expand industrial aquaculture right now is to have as many
facilities as possible established before the science and the public realize what the impact of these facilities
have upon the Puget Sound. The more sites created, the more risk upon the State and the more difficult it will
be to quantify the impact of the individual sites upon the environment. When the pool is clean the source of a
contaminant is easy to locate, as water quality degrades it is more difficult to locate the source of the decline.

Scientists at the Sea Grant conferences note that the environmental impacts of long term intensive aquaculture
of geoducks is not well studied. We most intensively study the impact of these operations before the State
permits them to expand so that their impact can properly be evaluated on a site specific basis and what is the
impact of such sites in the aggregate.

It has been argued in this forum that the role of the geoduck as a filter feeder is good for the environment
because they filter out phytoplankton that can impact light penetration through the water by reducing excess
quantities of phytoplankton. That bivalves have been used to “clean the water” in environments that are
plagued by excessive amounts of phytoplankton. However, those plantings are not in the levels found in
industrial geoduck installations.

A typical geoduck installation has 43,000 pvc pipes per acre. Each pipe contains four geoducks. At harvest
time each geoduck weighs between two to five pounds. That is a biomass of 516,000 pounds per acre
assuming all survive and achieve an average weight of three pounds. That is the equivalent to 430 beef cattle
weighing 1200 pounds each per acre. Industrial geoduck sites are the equivalent of a cattle feed lot parked on
the floor of the Puget Sound. The impact of that biomass is significant. One geoduck operation I am familiar
with produces so much feces and pseudo feces that the water is murky almost all the time. Until I visited the
area at low tide I was not aware of why the water at that location was always so murky you could barely see
the bottom while at the same time water a mile away was clear to the point you could tell if a coin was heads
or tails in ten feet of water. That concentration of biomass on a single acre has dire environmental
consequences.

The DNR has information regarding the dollar impact upon Washington’s economy of a sport fisher’s rod
caught salmon compared to a trawler’s commercially harvested salmon. Each rod caught salmon is far more
valuable in terms of what money it puts back into our economy. A productive sport salmon fishery generates
jobs from tourism. Sport fishers stay in our hotels and motels, they eat at our restaurants, visit our museums,
campgrounds, parks, towns and cities. Sport fishers shop in our stores. Sport fishers invest in fishing boats
and vehicles to haul them. Sport fishers invest in gear and clothing, they hire guides, they buy licenses and
provisions. They bring their families with them to enjoy the beauty offered by our magnificent setting.

The aesthetic impact of industrial geoduck operations can be gauged by comments in yesterday’s forum. The
sites are ugly and unless you are making money off of the site nobody likes the way they look, smell or impact
the neighborhood.

More significantly, the danger presented by the introduction of an unstudied monoculture on the Puget Sound
is extreme. Only now are the negative environmental impacts of the commercial net pens of farmed salmon in
British Columbia and elsewhere becoming documented in the scientific community and the governments are
beginning to take action. I have personally observed the summer coho virtually disappear from British
Columbia’s Desolation Sound in the last twenty years, coinciding with the arrival of the salmon pens. Only now
are the effects of sea lice and other pests and debris associated with these industrial “sea farming”operations

“The current practice of industrial aquaculture is to strip the beach of all competing species and
potential geoduck predators” This is a false statement and has no bearing on the question.
“What is the impact of the creation of these industrial deserts across acres of the Puget Sound” –
Again more hyperbole that has no connection to reality and no relevance to the question. Please lets
stick with the topic and get away from meaningless rhetoric.

Peter Downey 9:20 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

It is too bad this forum does not have the ability to post images. I have pictures of shellfish
employees racking up everything one the beach and using a wheelbarrow to haul the stuff
away. I also have pictures of starfish that were collected, piled up, and then covered with
caustic lye. It’s really sad.

William Burrows 9:29 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Richard Wooster 8:07 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Richard Wooster 8:06 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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being brought before an increasingly angry public.

I am President of the Case Inlet Shoreline Association. Our group represents nearly one hundred families,
most of whom live on Case Inlet. The DNR removed my prior posts due to the length of my comments. When
evaluating the economic impact of industrial aquaculture the State needs to consider the economic impact and
the carrying capacity of the Puget Sound in a historical perspective. Salmon are an excellent barometer of the
health of Puget Sound. Each of us tends to view degradation of our environment in terms of what we have
seen in our own lifetimes, without considering the degradation from populations that occurred before we set
our personal baseline for what are normal populations of plants and animals. The extent to which salmon
populated the Puget Sound and its estuaries in 1900 was far greater than in 1950, the 1950’s salmon runs
dwarfed the runs of the 1980’s which were stronger than the today’s salmon runs. The causes of the decline
are many, upland development, highway runoff, overharvesting, habitat destruction, shoreline armoring,
deforestation, and dams to name just a few.

We need to strive to return the carrying capacity of the Puget Sound’s native salmon runs to historic levels.
Our understanding of the environment has led to improvements reversing some impacts we have had upon our
Puget Sound ecosystem. We have established shoreline buffers for rivers, streams and beachfronts. We
understand oil and waste deposited in a sewer reaches our Puget Sound waters and have stopped dumping
our wastes without evaluating the consequences. We are more careful in our applications of pesticides,
herbacides and fertilizers to limit runoff and collateral damage. We are preparing to remove the two dams on
the Elwa River that ended a legendary run of enormous King Salmon reaching the one hundred pound size.
These are improvements turning the clock back are restoring the vitality of the Puget Sound. The dangers of
introducing an unprecedented expansion of relatively unstudied, industrial aquaculture into the calculus of what
makes a healthy and productive Puget Sound are at best significant and at worst catastrophic.

Industry stated in 2007 in the Shellfish Regulatory meetings that they had 250 acres of geoduck farming.
Since the public records show that they gross more than $1 million per acre, that would be bringing in $250
million in gross revenue over a 5 year period. Industry can try to make it sound like they are doing this to help
provide working wage jobs, but it is clear that the main people who benefit are the owners at the expense of
the citizens of Washington. If they really want to employ people, they can do this on the uplands or in the
subtidal waters where DNR is already harvesting geoducks on a limited basis. Mr. Downey stated that they
only hire one full time and 5 part time workers which are not working wages especially when it takes less than
3 months to do the main work for the first year and very little for the next four years.

At the Pierce County meeting, we asked industry how many sites they wanted for expansion. After waiting for
three months for an answer, they brought in the map of the county and stated that they wanted to expand in
all of the shoreline designations including the natural designations. Industry has stated when they are trying to
get decision makers to approve their applications that they can only expand in limited areas, but that is simply
not true—they want it all.

The state and counties should be raising property taxes on private tidelands that are in commercial use
commensurate with commercial uplands. Another source of revenues should come from water column leases
on private tidelands. Commercial shellfish ventures are using public resources from the water column
(phytoplankton) which they are currently taking for free. Also in many cases they are denying the rights of the
public to traverse public trust beaches and tidelands. When considering opening up state owned tidelands,
DNR should consider the growth and density of current geoduck operations on private tidelands. Totten Inlet’s
beaches, for example, are more than 90% shellfish aquaculture, with most of that geoduck. Mason and
Thurston County and the state have not administered the SMA properly by allowing this rapid expansion to
occur without development or use permits, little or no public comment, and with no monitoring. The unchecked
expansion on private beaches should provide an incentive to keep state tidelands in their natural condition to
mitigate against the private growth, and to provide for the public interest that has been denied in the
expansion of private tidelands.

Richard Wooster 8:05 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Laura Hendricks 8:04 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Dan Marcus 3:47 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Two comments. If charging for the water column makes sense, maybe the state should consider
charging terrrestial farmers for “air column leases” on state owned lands.

“The only way the statement of “Totten Inlet’s beaches, for example, are more than 90% shellfish
aquaculture” makes sense is by calling tidelands sold under the Bush or Callow Acts shellfish
aquaculture. Otherwise the statement is not only flat out wrong, the number is not even remotely in
the ball park. If calling tidelands sold under the Bush or Callow Acts – of 1895! – is aquaculture, then
the statement about unchecked expansion is wrong because those lands have been around for over a
hundred years. You can’t have it both ways.

Jim Gibbons 8:23 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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Today’s forum question is: “When seeking to balance the public benefits from state-owned aquatic lands, how
much of a priority should DNR give to job creation and revenue generation when developing a geoduck
aquaculture program on state tidelands?”

Given the massive and potentially irreversible ecological damage caused by commercial geoduck operations,
DNR should give absolutely no weight to so-called “job creation” and “revenue generation.” For the DNR to
lease ANY further state owned lands would be highly irresponsible and indeed is in total contradiction to the
mission statement of DNR’s own website: “Forward-looking stewardship, protection, and leadership of state-
owned lands.” Moreover, as noted above, the inevitable and undoubtedly enormous cost of shoreline
restoration in the future will vastly exceed any minute, short=term economic benefits of DNR leases to
commercial geoduck operators.

Relative to the potential of job creation from farming geoduck on state lands, two years ago I surveyed the
main geoduck producers regarding payroll. At that time I estimated the annual payroll associated with geoduck
farming on private lands at around $4 million. These are critical dollars being infused into rural western
Washington’s economy. These are relatively new jobs, most of which have come to be in the past 10 years.
Importantly, they have also been stable jobs through the current recession when other sectors of the economy
have slumped and laid employees off. If DNR made state tidelands available to expand geoduck aquaculture
this would provide more crucial rural economic development and employment.

An important public benefit that has yet to be mentioned that would come from the revenue generated by
leasing public lands for geoduck aquaculture is shoreline restoration and increased public access.

Eighty percent of the rent collected by the State from shellfish leases on State owned tide lands goes into the
Aquatic Lands Enhancement Account (ALEA). Funds from this account are used to enhance public access and
to promote habitat restoration on State owned aquatic lands.

There are dozens of ALEA funded public access and restoration projects throughout Puget Sound. In Mason
County over a half a million dollars of ALEA funds have gone towards projects in recent years. Three notable
ALEA projects are:
•$31,642 for parking, signage, and a beach trail for public access to over 1 mile of state owned beach on
Harstine Island
•$36,000 for land acquisition to provide public access at Menard’s Landing
•$56,243 to create a trail for improved public access to clamming and oystering and for uplands habitat
restoration in Case Inlet.

In 2005 following a 2 year feasibility study, DNR recommended to the legislature a pilot program leasing up to
25 acres per year for 10 years for a total of 250 acres of state owned tidelands for geoduck farming. At its full
realization, this DNR leasing program at $12,000/acre/year would generate $3 million annually. Eighty percent
of that would be $2.4 million annually to fund ALEA public access and restoration programs.

By funding the ALEA program, geoduck farming on state owned tidelands is actually a significant benefit to
enhancing and increasing public access to state owned aquatic lands.

With regards to Totten being planted “with most of that geoduck,” again, it’s flat out incorrect. I’d be
happy to bet anyone $5,000 or $50,000, their choice, that significantly less than 15% of Totten is
planted in geoduck. I’ll pay for the attorney and CPA firm of their choice to figure out the actual
number.”

If you’ll review the SMA and public trust doctrine, you’ll see that the airspace over an upland
parcel is not the equivalent to the water column over the tidal or intertidal. The waters, and all
that they contain are public.

Dan Marcus 4:28 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

This is an important policy point relating to economics and business management: what
information is being used to make tideland policy dedcsions? It’s important to know how many
tideland acres are owned by DNR in Puget Sound; what type are they (rocky/sandy); how
many are producing shellfish; how many can be accessed by the public from where; etc.
DNR’s forest division has mapped virtually the entire state, creating a vast inventory of
information (stream types; wetlands; soil types; soil stability; etc.) from which policy decision
are made. It is important DNR manage its tideland resource with the same level of expertise
and information.

Jules Michel 4:47 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Craig Olson 11:22 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Bill Dewey 11:21 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Bill Dewey 10:36 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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RCW 79.105.010 says that “The DNR shall foster the commercial and recreational use of the aquatic
environment for production of food, fibre, income, and public enjoyment from state owned aquatic lands and
from associated waters…”

Consistent with this law, geoduck aquaculture produces food and income and is therefore and appropriate use
of state tidelands.

Actually, it’s RCW 79.105.050, not RCW 79.105.010, that states:
The department shall foster the commercial and recreational use of the aquatic environment for
production of food, fibre, income, and public enjoyment from state-owned aquatic lands and from
associated waters, and to this end the department may develop and improve production and
harvesting of seaweeds and sealife attached to or growing on aquatic land or contained in aquaculture
containers, but nothing in this section alters the responsibility of other state agencies for their normal
management of fish, shellfish, game, and water.

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/Rcw/default.aspx?cite=79.105.050

RCW 79.105.010 states:
The legislature finds that state-owned aquatic lands are a finite natural resource of great value and an
irreplaceable public heritage. The legislature recognizes that the state owns these aquatic lands in fee
and has delegated to the department the responsibility to manage these lands for the benefit of the
public. The legislature finds that water-dependent industries and activities have played a major role in
the history of the state and will continue to be important in the future. The legislature finds that
revenues derived from leases of state-owned aquatic lands should be used to enhance opportunities
for public recreation, shoreline access, environmental protection, and other public benefits associated
with the aquatic lands of the state. The legislature further finds that aquatic lands are faced with
conflicting use demands.

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=79.105.010

Curt Puddicombe 9:45 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Glad you provided text of the Shoreline Management act recognizing the legislative finding and
policy that our state-owned aquatic lands are a finite natural resource of great value and an
irreplaceable public heritage. Let’s not sell or lease that public heritage with reckless abandon.
Until existing industrial aquaculture is fully vetted for several years of a grow and harvest by
close scientific monitoring of the impacts of such sites upon the water quality, species diversity
and overall health of the environment.

Richard Wooster 12:59 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

31 acres of public tidelands for geoduck aquaculture thoughout the entire Puget Sound
hardly seems like “reckless abandon.” What is reckless abandon is the addition of 2
million people to the Puget Sound in the next 20 years. If we really care about the
Sound, lets wok on requiring that all new stormwater systems to service those new
people go through secondary sewage treatment. Lets retrofit our existing stormwater
mess. Hey – and lets use geoduck revenues to help accomplish that goal.

Peter Downey 9:14 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Merely producing food or income does not automatically qualify an activity as an appropriate use of
state tidelands. Dredging Puget Sound for gravel would also produce income, but obviously it isn’t an
appropriate use. Likewise, neither is geoduck aquaculture.

The Shoreline Management Act states:
“Alterations of the natural conditions of the shorelines of the state, in those
limited instances when authorized, shall be given priority for…development
that will provide an opportunity for substantial numbers of people to enjoy
the shorelines of the state.”

This statement clearly indicates that shoreline alterations will be (1), limited
in instance, and (2), prioritized toward recreational uses.

The artificial introduction of millions of plastic tubes, plastic mesh bags, huge canopy predator
exclusion nets, barges, pumps, hoses and nozzles, an unprecedented amount of anthropogenic
activity and disturbances to the ecosystem is not consistent with the SMA on several levels. It does
not preserve the natural character of the shoreline. It does not protect the resources and ecology of
the shoreline. It decreases recreational opportunities for the public in the shoreline area. The public’s
opportunity to enjoy the physical and aesthetic qualities of natural shorelines is not being preserved. It
is an alteration of the natural condition of the shoreline. It is not a “reasonable or appropriate use”. It

Curt Puddicombe 10:09 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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The revenue numbers from the Washington Shellfish vs Pierce County case documented that this grower
made milllions in a couple of years off of publicly owned park tidelands and left an environmental mess for
others to pay for and clean up. In the Pierce County Taylor/Foss hearing, the 10 acres of planted geoducks
were valued at “$15-20 million” within the 5 year harvest, which will go on every 5 years. This get rich quick
formula enriches the owners of these companies millions per acre per year. Industry tries to stear the
conversation past the massive profits and try to convince the public that a few minimum wage jobs justify
clearing the beaches of every native species that lives there and that the best sandy beaches that industry
demands should be handed to them.

As far as taxes go, this industry does not normally pay sales tax, export tax, or excise tax. Very little Business
and Occupational tax is paid with the exception that one large company pays over $40,000 of taxes on its
hatchery and equipment. The owners of Bush/Callow oyster lands pay less than $5 per acre of property taxes.
Over 90% of all intertidal geoducks are taken directly from the tidelands and flown or trucked out so these
millions do not benefit the citizens of this state. Since we do not have a personal state income tax, industry
owners cannot even say that their huge profits benefit the state of Washington. As most minimum wage
employees are struggling to pay for the basic necessities like food that is not taxed, I guess that all of the
money that is being made by the operators could be an increase in sales taxes if they purchased lots of
goods and went out to eat frequently. The bottom line is that the main benefit that this industry can claim is
that the export increases for the governors report, but few dollars really reach the citizens of the state. As
nearly every industry was asked for increased taxes to help reduce the state deficit, this industry should be
paying 1 cent tax on oysters since they are a luxury item just like the other taxes that were increased.

Many tideland owners have not been willing to lease out the tidelands that are shown on their deeds because
they believe it is environmentally irresponsible. Industry has continuously knocked on shoreline owners doors
and convinced them it was going to help the environment and their pocket books. All tideland owners including
industry should be paying property taxes based on commercial rates on those tidelands used for commercial
purposes. This would certainly bring in more revenue to the counties who could then hire people to do jobs
that benefit all citizens of Washington. Mason County, which is the home of the shellfish industry, has
signficiant financial difficulties which could be helped if industry had to pay for permit fees or increased
property taxes from the industry that is headquartered there.

Industry constantly talks about “those shoreline owners,” but most of the owners and families of the larger
shellfish companies and their agents either live on the waterfront or are shoreline owners. We certainly would
be interested in seeing a public access plan that they could test on their waterfront homes to see the best way
for this idea to work.

does not “promote and enhance the public interest”. It is contrary to the state’s policy of “protecting
against adverse effects to the waters of the state and their aquatic life”. It is not a preferred use
consistent with prevention of damage to the environment. It does not meet the “no net loss of
ecosystem function” criterion.

Intertidal geoduck aquaculture and harvest techniques adversely impacts eelgrass and sand dollars,
depresses key prey invertebrates important to ESA listed salmon and juvenile rockfish, disrupts
resident and migratory birds, and significantly impacts the aesthetic qualities of the shoreline.

Laura Hendricks 10:12 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

I incorporated my company in 2003. I have carried the risk of debt and taken an 80% drop in salary
for the last 7 years. If all goes well, I’ll be able to pay off my debt next year. I have literally labored
night and day in the cold to scape my company together. I have endured losses due to weather and
theft. All this while providing badly needed jobs in a rural area during a recession. And you call this a
“get rich quick formula”? That’s just silly.

Peter Downey 7:56 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

I grow weary of continued “misrepresentations” by industry crticis.

If Ms. Hendricks or any other critic of the shellfish industry will pay for an accountant of their choice, I
will allow that accountant to inspect our financial records for the purposes of determining that none of
our investors (i.e. the owners) have yet to earn back their original investment after 14 years! That
hardly seems like a “get rich quick formula (that) enriches the owners of these companies” or is an
industry that generates “massive profits.”

It is unclear to me whether Ms. Hendricks is implying that shellfish industry employees are paid
minimum wages when she says “as most minimum wage employees.” Again, for purposes of
determining the truth, if Ms. Hendricks or any other critic of the shellfish industry will pay for an
accountant of their choice, I will allow that accountant to inspect our financial records for the purposes
of determining whether any full-time employee of ours is paid less than $12.50 per hour with 2 weeks
paid vacation, 6 days of annual sick leave, dental and health insurance, and a dollar for dollar match
up to 4% of salary for retirement.

Jim Gibbons 8:44 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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It is hard to imagine that the small number of jobs generated by geoduck farming on public lands would
outweigh the negative impacts on the beauty of the remaining natural environment in the South Sound. I do
not have expertise in this area, and I’d be willing to bet I will not have expertise in the remaining topics. But
that does not de-value the positions I present. It is important in any discussion and particularly a public one,
that the decision makers understand who is represented. I organize and share information related to this topic
with 40 concerned citizens. The majority of them do not use the Internet, at any comfort level or at all. We all
have agreed and trust Bill Burrows and Curt Puddicombe to speak for us regarding related science and law.
They have spent hours/days educating us (at our request) so that we are informed and understand the impact
of decisions that will be made. Economic gain (mostly private) in job generation and private profit must be
judged against public economic loss in a number of ways, what will be the cost to taxpayers associated with
geoduck farming (as mentioned in many comments) what is the cost in loss of tourism that is now growing
stronger in the South Sound largely because it has an “unspoiled”reputation, and how can the DNR even
consider the environmental loss to future generations? How can you put a dollar sign on that? A small number
of new jobs in any one industry will not make up for an economic downturn like we have and are experiencing.
Use of remaining public beaches should not be seen as a critical solution to economic hard times.

There are several issues here that are not being compared as apples-to-apples comparisons. Mr. Gibbons
states that his revenue is $5.3 million which equates to about $120K per employee. Does that mean that’s
what his employees make? If that’s true, these would be some of the most highly paid jobs in the private
sector – not to mention the “public” sector. Are his employees provided health care and retirement?

Where are the sales that make up the $5.3 million? Are they local? Are they out of state? Out of country?

There is a difference between what it “costs” to the public in terms of pure economics, but what about the
costs to the environment? How does that get factored in?

If the sales are out of state or out of country, they are exempt from the sales tax, which is what state and
local governments depend on to provide services for the “public”. If this is true, then most of that “income” is
not distributed to the general public, but to the private property owner who leases his/her tidelands. But its the
bedlands we’re talking about here.

DNR’s aquatic lands, according to statute are managed as a public trust, for the benefit for all, regardless of
where they live. The uplands are managed as a fiduciary trust for the specific benefit of those trusts, i.e.
colleges and schools. The income from leases like this would be deposited into the aquatic lands
enhancement account subject to legislative appropriation and direction. Recently, the legislature has allocated
this money for non-aquatic land enhancement purposes, i.e boat ramps, public access, recreation, etc.

We must ensure that the public truly benefits from these leases because the long-term consequences to the
land, THEIR land, is a great debate – which this forum and others over the past several years have pointed
out.

For example, what happens to any damage to any bedland? Is it the “public’s” responsibility or the farmer’s? I
have picked up debris from adjacent and not-so-adjacent geoduck farming areas on my beach and the beach
several hundred feet away. If there is this much debris floating around on the tide lands, how much of it has
filtered down into the bedlands. Who picks it up? Who can actually access it and/or see it – in order to pick it
up?

Hopefully, this forum will openly discuss the “costs” of environmental degradation.

While job creation is important, I believe that DNR also has to ask “at what cost?” What is the cost of loss of
public beaches and shoreline that are now available to ALL citizens of Washington to use and enjoy. Aren’t
there enough privately owned beaches that the geoduck aquaculture can be used for job creation without
having to “take” public beaches from the citizens of Washington-with very little economic gain for the state?
What is the saturation point of geoduck aquaculture in a local area? Stretch Island already has many acres of
privately owned shoreline that is leased to geoduck corporations-the economic impact of the loss of a natural
shoreline, serenity, beauty, and a healthful lifestyle that are disrupted needs to be considered as an economic
loss.
Please seriously consider the economic consequences, and permanent loss of public access to beaches and
shoreline that is owned by the “public”.
Barry Kirkeeng

The natural diversity of the Pacific Northwest & Puget Sound in particular is our regions greatest asset.

Your continued misrepresentations call into question the veracity of everything you state.

Teresa Stone 9:42 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Kim Merriman 9:04 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Barry Kirkeeng 8:56 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Peter Sloan 8:32 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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Industrializing public beaches to make a few dollars seems incredibly shortsighted. I agree with earlier
comments that the number of jobs is a drop in the bucket compared to the loss of pristine beaches. Please
don’t allow aquaculture on public beaches. The creation of a few relatively low paying jobs just isn’t worth it.

I see that many of the comments in today’s forum are waaaay off topic. Is there an upcoming day to deal with
science questions? I hope so, since there are many statements being made that have a tenuous connection
with the truth.

My comments on revenue generation and job creation are these: a single farm site is just one piece of the
puzzle for keeping our business viable. One small farm alone would not allow us to keep a staff employed full
or part time. However, combined with our other farms, a lease of DNR ground may allow us to continue to
offer employment and benefits to the local labor force.

We’re not ashamed to say that for as small as we are, we pay a living wage plus medical and dental for four
employees, $13.50/hr for a half time position, and $12/hr for our tide crews. The hourly pay is even higher for
the night tides. From this perspective, we contribute to the local economy, help the balance of trade, and
provide a low impact food product that someone in the world sees fit to buy. Our contribution is small but
positive.

I hope that DNR would consider geoduck aquaculture as but one component in the portfolio of managed state
resources that benefit all residents of Washington.

Industry has a pest management plan that controls/destroys the very species we love to observe on our
beaches. So rock crabs, starfish, and moon snails are destroyed as they come to feed on geoduck
monoculture (and other shellfish monoculture). Sand dollars are destroyed Sculpin and flounder are eliminated.
Horse clams and ghost shrimp are extirpated. Gulls and crows are on the pest list. Scoters, a marine duck, are
on the list. River otters, racoons, and coyotes are to be “controlled.” Eelgrass is listed as a “weed.” It must be
remembered that these feedlots will attract scores of species looking to feed. They come and are killed. These
actions and destructions rip gaping holes in the marine food web.

As the food web is altered and habitat is destroyed, forage fish and salmon suffer. It is well documented that
habitat degradation is one of the main causes of salmon decline. Shellfish aquaculture is a threat/stressor to
the marine environment. It is an impediment to salmon recovery.

And salmon recovery is where our efforts should go. It has been, and could be, an immense economic driver
far surpassing the small revenue stream from leasing for aquaculture. Bring back our wild salmon so that
thousands of jobs and scores of industries will be spawned again by salmon.

Let’s think long term and discard the short term “gold rush” mentality that prevails now. Our future generations
will applaud us for our wisdom.

As Director of the Shelton Mason County Chamber of Commerce, I can say with confidence preserving the
viability of the the aquaculture industry is extremely important for the economy of Mason County. Shellfish

Steve Wilson 5:25 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

As an organization that promotes jobs and opportunities for people to live and work locally the
geoduck industry has provided great opportunity for Mason County. In a community that has a
significant resource based economy it has been our experience that geoduck has been a great
resource. The industry has stayed strong throughout this recent economic downturn. The industry
provides over 3,000 jobs to folks on the west coast. A key component to the success of this business
is the opportunity for exporting.

Money coming into our communities from outside contributes to our overall
community wealth. Exported geoduck is a great example of the Economic Multiplier
Effect, where payroll and profit dollars are spend and re-spent in the local
community, creating secondary jobs in our local service sectors, manufacturing and consumer goods
industries.

This industry can continue to grow if additional tidelands are made available for the industry to invest
in our future. It is also benefit to the State of Washington to lease tidelands as each acre of land
generates on average $11,000 annually.

I have been impressed by what I have learned as I have visited the tidelands and learned about these
operations first hand. Geoducks and aquaculture restores habitat and for habitat for native species
such as Horse Clams, Starfish, and other creatures. This is an industry that is both a benefit to the
economy as well as the environment.

Matt Matayoshi 8:48 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Jerry Johannes 5:07 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Terri Jeffreys 4:29 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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farmers are the second largest employers in our county and contribute significantly to the overall economy
through export sales. Shellfish farming has proven to be resilient in this economic recession softening the
hardship on our population and local government revenues.

Shellfish farming is a clean industry and the private firms practicing in our area have been strong advocates
for continued water quality improvements thereby enhancing our tourism efforts. Mason county businesses
have benefitted greatly from the multiplier effect of a thriving aquaculture industry. Economically distressed
counties such as ours depend on resource based industries to compensate for the amount of government
owned land within our borders, lands that do not contribute to the local property tax base. Keeping state
owned lands available for economic use is extremely important to rural counties such as ours.

DNR should give job creation great priority in their consideration of a geoduck program on state tidelands in
order to continue to promote the economic health of rural counties and to promote the continuation of the
shellfish industry.

Terri Jeffreys
Shelton Mason County Chamber of Commerce

The economic downturn should not drop the priority of preserving the remaining tidelands for future
generations any more than it should justify clear cutting the old growth forests DNR has under its
management or clearing and grading wetlands for a development. Returns from geoduck cultivation will not be
seen for five years. But the tidelands put into production will be removed from the public’s use forever. What
is the economic loss of no longer being able to enjoy something in its natural state? What is the economic
loss of the ecological functions these tidelands provide for the species dependant on them? There is more to
economic value than how many geoducks can be grown. The long term perspective – and economic value –
of what we leave for our future generations’ enjoyment should not be lost in the short term economic down
turn. There are plenty of private tidelands to grow geoducks in for harvest later and plenty of subtidal tidelands
to harvest existing geoducks now, both generating revenues and jobs.

The answer to the question posed is that a very high priority should be given to the job and revenue creation

Jules Michel 4:07 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

I think the operative word in Mr. Michel’s statement above is “plenty.” Plenty of private tidelands and
plenty of subtidal tidelands? Compared to what? He’s not defined plenty or offered any measure or
perspective on how he arrived at that conclusion. I also wonder if he’s factored in the environmental
and public opposition into his calculation of plenty of private tidelands. As a shellfish farmer who sees
a definite road block to future growth of my company because of opposition by Mr. Michel and others
with similar views I don’t see plenty of tidelands on private tidelands open to shellfish farmers. There’s
been a quasi moratorium on new farms for almost 4 years now.

I’ve also yet to see any anti-shellfish farming individual acknowledege any good resulting from shellfish
farming. I’m reminded of the current Republican Congress which seems to be the party of “no” while
offering no constructive way forward.

Jim Gibbons 5:21 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Yes, “plenty” is a subjective point of view. My subjective point of reference started with 308
acres which Seattle Shellfish’s original Nation Wide Permit applications noted geoducks were
being grown on. It seemed then to be plenty.

I will acknowledge this number is overstated, but I don’t know by how much, nor did the Army
Corps or Ecology which is why they required everyone’s permits to be resubmitted, which in
part has prevented any Nationwide 48 permits from being issued, causing a delay – or
“moratorium” – to further expansion. Yes, auestioning the accuracey of those permits created
a “road block”. I would consider it a “speed bump” allowing for consideration of everyone’s
views on what should occur on tidelands – private or public – to be considered, with accurate
information at hand. I do appreciate the frustration it’s caused.

Jules Michel 10:45 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

I’m reminded of the current Republican Congress which seems to be the party of “no”
while offering no constructive way forward.

Jim Gibbons 12:30 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Sometimes things need to be slowed down until accurate information is
obtained, something George Bush didn’t feel was important.

Jules Michel 12:49 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Tris Carlson 4:06 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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available to the State through the lease of State Aquatic Lands for not only geoduck but other species as
well. State Aquatic Lands are a resource. DNR has an obligation to manage the resources of the State which
includes protecting these resources and their use. Timber and minerals are also resources and indeed greatly
contribute jobs and revenues both directly and indirectly to the State. Why should Sate Aquatic Lands be any
different? Please do not argue that the SMP was written to only protect the shorelines of the State from any
use one individual may dislike. This RCW was written to assure that the shorelines of the State were properly
evaluated for specific use with certain enumerated exemptions. RCW 90.58.020 as a first priority states ”
recognize and protect statewide interest over local interest.” Revenues generated by aquatic land leases for
the culture of geoduck or other species can generate jobs and revenues that will help the average middle
class family so that fewer of their taxes go to support those who have greater time and wealth to use state
lands as well as promote the use of these revenues for the improvements relating to access of state lands.

I adopt the 9:14 am posting of John C. Alessio. Well done. Also the postings of Curt Puddicome, Bill Burrows,
Preston Troy and Ken Dailey.

The Public Trust concept, based in law, should override the comparatively paltry revenues that might be
realized by leasing our precious and few public beaches to commercial shell fish industries. If revenue from
geoduck harvesting is the absolute political driver of exploring geoduck aquaculture the DNR, which is
supposed to be the steward of the state’s aquatic lands, should confine it’s efforts to the Wild Geoduck
Program and leave our public recreational beaches and their varied delicate environmental ecosystems alone.

The moderator asked for comments regarding state income based on potential leases. I totally agree with the
posters who have stated that the value of keeping the public beaches available for all to enjoy and remain
preserved in their natural character (as per the SMA) exceeds any state revenue a beach might generate.

That being said, the sites that have already received bids give us a sense of how much income the state
would gain. The bids on the Fudge South beach (DNR RFO GA 07-01) have a net present value calculated
by the DNR over a five-year cycle ranging from $48,388/acre to $80,376/acre. The state selected the
$80,376/acre bid in this case (but they did not select the high bidder in all cases).

The NPV of $80,376/acre was the highest bid over all the sites put out for bid in the 2007 RFO process. The
typical winning bid was a NPV of about $60K/acre. Remember, we are talking about a net present value over
5-years (planting to harvest). We are not talking about a per year amount.

So there you have it – a real number to work with.

Aquatic lands are different because the waters are a public resource and the public retains certain
rights to the underlying tidelands. Recognition and protection of statewide interest covers a broad
range of issues. The state has an interest in the recovery of salmon, rockfish, orca and bird
populations for example. It’s a difficult balancing act for DNR, especially given the political pressure
from the lobbying efforts of the shellfish industry.

Dan Marcus 3:20 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Bertil F. Johnson 3:42 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

William Burrows 1:09 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

So we’re talking about $12K per acre per year rather than the $20K – $25K mentioned earlier. Or is
there a percentage of harvest on top of that?

Curt Puddicombe 2:22 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Here’ where $20,000K to $25K per acre per year comes from – (30000 tubes per acre *1.5
animals per tube *2lbs per animal* $12 lb.)/ 5 years to crop harvest *10% lease fee= $21,000
per year + $1000 per yearset lease fee =$22,000/year. That was my proposal on the North
Navy that was accepted by DNR. Densities could be higher, yield could be higher or lower,
price could be higher or lower, but $20K to 25K is in the ballpark.

Peter Downey 5:29 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

One of the issues involved here is that DNR has to manage its lands for all the citizens of the state.
Most citizens of the state probably never use Puget Sound, let alone the beaches of S. Puget Sound.

I am no terrestial land farmer, but my understanding is that $12,000 per acre per year is a fairly
significant amount of money for an agriculatural lease. Should the state ever be in the enviable
position of having leased to geoduck farmers an area equivalent to that covered by just 5 irrigated
crop circles (like those found in Eastern Washington), they would make $9,600,000 per year. (160
acres x 5 x $12,000) Given the eel grass beds found on inter tidal beaches in the main basin of Puget
Sound or in the Hood Canal as well as given the opposition from nighboring shoreland owners, that

Jim Gibbons 2:43 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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Another economic benefit to any bivalve culture is the cleansing of the marine waters through filter feeding.
The major source of pollution in all coastal waters surrounding the U.S. is nitrogen that is causing abnormally
high algal blooms. These blooms cause the blocking of sunlight penetration that marine plants thrive on and
contribute to low oxygen levels both during the bloom and as the algae rots on the bottom after it dies. The
U.S. has spent tens of millions of dollars planting bivalves along the East Coast to gain the environmental
benefits they provide. According, the “EPA notes that mollusks are filter feeders, and in some cases, are
recommended not only as a food source, but also as a pollution control technology in and of themselves”.
Closer to home the Puget Sound Action Team has also recognized the critical benefits to our local waters that
shellfish provide to offset the nutrient overloading from our expanding population: “These filtering and recycling
processes are critical in regulating the health of coastal ecosystems. The processes take on even greater
importance as human activities and related pollution discharges increase in shoreline areas. The processes
help counteract the potentially damaging effects of excessive nutrient enrichment of coastal waters, a process
known as eutrophication.” The one way to remove the nitrogen that reaches our waters from all sources( storm
water, animal, fertilizers, waste treatment, and septic run-off, etc.) is to harvest the bivalves that feed from the
algae. Otherwise, all the human added nitrogen continues to build up in the coastal waters and Puget Sound.
The other economic and environmental benefit that is derived from all shellfish is their ability to sequester
carbon in their shells that does not break down for thousands of years in some areas. What is the economic
value from this type ecological services? Priceless! Instead of paying out public monies to get these ecological
services from these proposed geoduck farms, farmers are willing to pay the state for the lease. According to
Woods Hole Oceanographic Institute: ” Shellfish are by far the most cost-effective strategy to control
pollution.” They calculated that 5000 oysters are needed to offset the nitrogen output of one person. Puget
Sound basin has 5-6 million people living in it. We need more shellfish just as bio-remediation for the
population we have now and this program is one way to get that at no cost to the very people that are
creating the problem. The shellfish industry is not the source of the pollution, they are the group that is
actually making a difference for the health of our coastal and inland marine waters by growing healthy
nutritious bivalves that have filtered our waters and they want to pay the state for the privilege. If it is DNR’s
responsibility to protect state owned beaches for the public good shouldn’t the water quality be considered as
well?

probably isn’t gong to happen. But I beleive it is feasible, practical, and in the state’s interest to
promote that development in sub-tidal waters.

I am no terrestial land farmer either, but if I could lease an acre of land for $12,000 and get
an annulalized gross return of $200,000, I might not consider it a bad price.

William Burrows 4:41 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

I think you’re trying to imply that the profits of geoduck farming are unreasonable. As
I’ve stated in other posts, after 14 years my investors have yet to see a return of their
capital. That hardly seems like exorbitant or excessive profits. I’d be happy to
document that for you at my office if that seems important.

jim Gibbons 7:47 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

John Lentz 12:56 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

This is really a science topic for tomorrow, but there is much more to the issue of “filtering”. For
example, filtering produces pseudofeces. Pseudofeces are broken down by bacterial action. This
bacterial action can be positive or negative based on the density. Dr. Roger Newell is now studying if
the density of geoduck used in aquaculture produce positive or negative impacts. Note that current
flow is an important variable in this analysis because high current can dissipate the pseudofeces and
reduce its density.

Another factor to consider is the impact on high-density aquaculture “filtering” of both zoo- and
phytoplankton. The issue is what happens in low-current areas where there is not an abundance of
plankton, such as small coves, lagoons, and the upper parts of inlets. Here one needs to consider the
consumption of the phytoplankton and the destruction of the zooplankton by the extremely high
density of planted shellfish and how that impacts the other organisms that also need the plankton for
survival.

Nature has placed bivalves in Puget Sound for a very important purpose and that purpose is filtering.
Most of the filtering takes place by the sub-tidal native geoducks. When humans place unnaturally
high densities in places nature does not, one really has to be careful. The base of the food web is
critical to health of ALL creatures.

It is much smarter to control nitrogen and phosphorous at the source and not try to solve that problem
by creating potentially harmful side effects.

William Burrows 2:53 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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The duty of the DNR is to protect the public beaches for the good of the public…seems pretty straightforward.
Creating a few jobs and putting lots and lots of money in the pockets of a few commercial growers seems an
immoral as well as perhaps a criminal way to proceed. The value of our beaches is inestimable…lets keep
them pristine.

We are beach front property owners on the South Sound area, and the comments from both John C Alessio
and Ken Dailey, state our feelings of this family far better then I can express them.
The natural lands, beaches, and the water need to be kept available to the public, not commercial.

I concur with Ken Dailey’s statement. Seems to me that the Department of Natural Resources should be far

Interesting that you seem to have been told what tomorrow’s topic is before the rest of us. Or
am I missing something here?

Peter Downey 5:56 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Yup, you’re missing something. See …

http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/2010/04/29/dnr-forum-geoduck-aquaculture-on-
state-tidelands-–-“conversation-starters”/

William Burrows 5:49 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

thank you

Peter Downey 7:46 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

I’m going to have to respond to this rhetoric. There’s a significant difference between commercial
geoduck aquaculture and oyster restoration on the East Coast. One of the things some of us learned
at Sea Grant 2007 was the simple fact that different habitats and eocsystems are not comparative.
Even North Puget Sound is a separate ecosystem from South Puget Sound, and what can be said of
the North cannot be said of the South. South Sound even has a different kind of eelgrass.

Chesapeake Bay was overharvested of its oyster reefs, leaving less than one percent left. The Bay
also suffers from massive amounts of agricultural runoff from the more than 150 rivers and streams
that drain into it. Studies of Chesapeake Bay or Woods Hole oysters are practically entirely irrelevant
to South Puget Sound.

Dr. Roger Newell, who is an expert and has written extensively on oyster restoration in Chesapeake
Bay, said this at the Sea Grant symposium about geoduck expansion in South Sound: “It is an
impossibly high standard to expect that bivalve aquaculture will not have any discernable effects on
the ecosystem.” “Effects on the ecosystem is a subjective assessment, and what level of change is
permissible needs to be defined by discussion and consensus among all stakeholders.”

Most of the nitrogen in South Puget Sound and Hood Canal is from massive deforestation of native
conifers along the shoreline more than 100 years ago and the subsequent overgrowth of deciduous
species such as Alder in their place. Complicating matters is the fact that South Sound is low flushing.
It can also be shown that too many shellfish actually contribute to nitrogen loading and hypoxia/anoxia.

The mussel raft EIS that was performed for Totten Inlet demonstrated that dissolved oxygen is
significantly reduced under the rafts and by as much as 200 meters down current of the rafts. So
these shellfish aquaculture ventures are contributing to hypoxia, not mitigating against it.

http://www.caseinlet.org/uploads/Mussel–Taylor_EIS-Water_Column_study_Oct_08_1_.pdf

Another study (Pietros and Rice) looked at the claim that farmed shellfish “cleans the water” found that
filtration rates must exceed phytoplankton regeneration for this to occur. In this particular mesocosm
study, this does not occur. In fact, phytoplankton production is actually stimulated from the wastes
produced from shellfish farming.

http://www.caseinlet.org/uploads/Pietros-Rice2003.pdf

No studies currently exist specific to South Puget Sound to corroborate this claim that farmed shellfish
are a net benefit in any way. In Willapa Bay, the shellfish industry has historically used Carbaryl, a
chemical pesticide, to kill native filter feeders (burrowing shrimp) to enhance oyster production. Sand
dollars are also filter feeders and perform an ecological function. The argument that only commercially
valuable species are beneficial is typical industry propaganda.

Curt Puddicombe 3:15 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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more interested in protecting NATURAL resources than anything else. And what’s happening on the Sound,
with PVC pipe, artificial supplementing of one species, etc., is hardly natural. This is about the health of Puget
Sound and preventing more degradation of the natural ecosystems there, not about, harsh as it sounds, extra
jobs. And it seems fairly short-sighted of the shellfish industry not to recognize that, since one assumes
they’re in the business for the long haul.

To determine the REAL economics of the industry is VERY difficult.

The State has funded a number of studies. Of course the guidelines for the study can be manipulated to
determine the results.

Then to determine if the lease are being complied with requires ongoing monitoring. Past encroachments
eventually brought fines after MANY MANY years, during which time the guilty party continued harvests which
earned them more than they paid in the fine.

Here on Henderson Bay, Pierce County leased out some Park tideland for less than $1,000 from which the
estimated harvest value was more than $1,000,000. The public didn’t do too well on that transaction. Is DNR
doing better ? I don’t know. What I do know is the County took action because the shellfish operator hadn’t
obtained permits. This lead to a court case. As far as I know there was no recovery of funds for the “clean up”
that followed. There are still geoduck tubes underwater to be seen at a low tide off the Purdy spit,

DNR must balance the public good including revenue generation from resource lands. Jobs in rural
communities are much needed and each acre of geoduck ground will directly produce about 1 full time job and
5 part time jobs each year (approximately 3.5 FTE). This does not include indirect employment though packing
and shipping, not to mention indirect jobs associated with economic multipliers. Direct income to the state will
be about $20,000 to $25,000 per acre per year. If upland property owners do not wish to see geoduck farms
on state tidelands then they should compensate the state for their personal benefit at the states expense.
(Note that this would forgo needed jobs in rural communities.) Note also that very few state tidelands are
actually good for geoduck aquaculture. Detrimental long term enviromental impacts from geoduck aquaculture
have not been demonstrated. With no use of herbicides, pesticides, fertilizers, antibiotics, growth hormones or
feed, this is THE most sustainalbe food production system.

There is no “lost tax revenue” associated with geoduck farming. In fact the opposite occurs with sales tax
revenue will increase due to new economic activity and there has been no record of property values going
down near goeduck farms because of the geoduck farms.

Some private farms are in their 4th generation of production with no observed detrimental effects. There is no
science that supports statements that this is a trade off between the environment and farming. DNR should
ensure that any leases include a bond to ensure removal of all equipment at the end of the lease.

Betty Garrison 10:45 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Pierce County actually ensured that those tubes would remain in place by placing a “Stop Work” order
on the farm. It was illegal for the farmer to cleam up his mess. Purdy Spit is a good lesson in what
should not be allowed to happen. Pierce County mismanged that farm from the start in terms of the
lease agreement, in relation to the tribes, in selection of the site, and in selection of the farmer. DNR
must be held to a higher standard in each of these areas.

Peter Downey 11:10 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Peter Downey 10:34 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Long term adverse affects haven’t been demonstrated because they haven’t been researched.
However, we all have seen with our eyes the eaglets that have been trapped in geoduck netting. This
has been witnessed on multiple occasions, and this is a detrimental impact. We have all seen with our
eyes the disappearance of eelgrass in the wake of geoduck aquaculture development, and this is a
detrimental impact. We have all seen the destruction of sand dollars to make way for more geoduck,
and this is a detrimental impact. No studies have addressed the use of PVC in the marine
environment, yet we know that PVC breaks down and leeches dioxins throughout its life. I can go on.

It is the responsibility of the proponents to first prove no harm. This has not occurred. Rhetoric is not
proof. The industry should be paying for research before expanding this industry instead of expecting
the public to pay for it in response to this disaster, which is exactly what has been happening.

Jobs and income are not an excuse to compromise state and federal laws and alter the environment
for a “product” that is not a legitmate food souce in the first place.

Upland property owners have a right to the quality and enjoyment of life that they expected when they
purchased their property. If shellfish farmers don’t like that, they should compensate the property
owners.

Curt Puddicombe 11:09 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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We have all seen the INCREASE of eelgrass due to geoduck farming in areas that support
eelgrass and where canopy nets are not used. I have not seen a single eagle that has been
negatively impacted on my farm as I do not use canopy nets and the use of canopy nets has
been discouraged around eagle nests. (I have counted 17 eagles on my farm and 12 blue
herons at one time though.) PVC is extremely stable at temperatures in the marine
environment. It is also approved for use in drinking water systems throughout the world. You
are the one spouting rhetoric!

The industry has been paying for and supporting research and so far that research has show
no long term effects. (note that when the industry pays for research, you dismiss that research
as being paid for by the industry). It is impossible to prove a negative. Prove that there has
been ANY long term effects from geoduck farms. There has been none.

Upland owners bought their property – they did not buy the tidelands, and those tidelands
should be mangaged for the benefit of everyone. If DNR can collect a fee for their use and
you wish to curtail that use for your own personal benefit, then you should be charged
accordingly .

A better solution is to find state property without such landuse conflicts.

Peter Downey 11:37 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Shellfish aquaculture actually inhibits and decreases eelgrass. Here’s an infrared
picture of shellfish aquaculture in Samish Bay:

http://www.caseinlet.org/uploads/aquaculture_in_eelgrass_1_.pdf

In terms of geoduck aquaculture specifically, eelgrass is also adversely affected. You
can view the presentation by Dr. Jennifer Ruesink at Sea Grant from 2007.

http://www.digitalwell.washington.edu/dwproddpt/1/58/6a/6a0cb005-46ea-45f0-aa3c-
7f191159eedb.wmv

Here, Dr. Ruesink suggests that geoduck aquaculture should not take place in
eelgrass beds. The hydraulic harvest either eliminates the eelgrass or severely stunts
its progress.

Here’s the study by Dr. Ruesink and Micah Horwith from Samish Bay:

http://www.caseinlet.org/uploads/Horwith_SoundScience_022609.pdf

So the science is available that shellfish farming in general and geoduck farming in
particular is harmful to eelgrass.

As far as the birds, here’s a study that shows the decrease in birds where aquaculture
is present:

http://www.caseinlet.org/uploads/Shorebirds–_Impacts_of_Aquaculture–Kelly_1_.pdf

As far as the shellfish industry funding research, what prevents the industry from
funding independent research through Sea Grant or some other outlet? Instead,
industry funds research through it’s own biased outlets.

The argument of “proving a negative” is a logical fallacy based on the claim that a
premise is false only because it has not been proven true, or vice versa. The burden
of proof is always on the person making an assertion or proposition. In this case, the
burden remains on the person claiming that an action (geoduck aquaculture) does no
harm. You cannot make this claim by shifting the burden of proof to me or to
someone else, or by claiming there is no evidence. The argumentum ad ignorantiam is
a complete fallacy, and is irrelevent anyway to this debate because the science is
available that geoduck aquaculture has adverse environmental impacts.

And again, under the SMA and the public trust doctrine, upland owners have a right to
aesthetically natural shorelines, regardliess of who owns the tidelands. That’s not my
opinion – that’s the law.

Curt Puddicombe 12:51 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

And might I just add, that comments that imply negative things about upland
property owners just amaze me. In my immediate area, 8 out of 12 adults all
worked/work in public education. The others were/are responsible small
business owners or employees. We are all responsible contributing citizens,
we pay taxes, vote, are/were employed for 30 or more years, contribute to our
community in countless ways, are environmentally conscious and meet all

Teresa Stone 10:01 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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With the exception of the top dogs these are low paying jobs and not worth the huge damage this industry has
already done to south Sound. I also wonder if all these jobs are going to legal workers. I know the industries
new agenda is to convince us they are going to feed the world, no this is high end food it will never feed the
world, only the wealthy Japanese.

codes, made sound financial decisions to be able to purchase our well
deserved property with, yes, wonderful natural views and surrounding areas
and on top of all that we share our property with a constant stream of friends
and family. To have someone even suggest that we should pay more to
preserve this is beyond comprehension.

I would like to see some calculations to justify the statement that “each acre of geoduck ground will
directly produce about 1 full time job and 5 part time jobs each year (approximately 3.5 FTE).”
Geoduck aquaculture involves three major phases including: 1) site preparation/planting, 2) removing
tubes, and 3) harvesting. Between these major phases, there is generally a net cleaning or
replacement between planting and tube removal. Other than these activities, the site is visited on an
occasional basis to be sure everything is OK.

Brian Phipps of Taylor Shellfish testified* that a crew of 5 can harvest 3,500 to 4,000 pounds of culture
per day (he defined a day as 4 hours because of tidal issues). In the same hearing, Dr. Jeffery Fisher
testified that an acre of planted geoducks hold about 119,000 pounds of culture. So it seems that
harvesting takes about 30 days. Assuming that the other two phases (planning and tube removal) also
take 30 days, that is a total of 90, 4-hour days per acre. I believe that this is a very generous
estimate.

Let us also assume that a site is visited 4 day/month (again 4 hour days) for inspection. That means
that over the five-year planting/harvesting cycle, a total of 1,850 days, 90 days are used for direct site
activity and 240 days are used for site inspection.

I find it difficult to see why a company would employee 3.5 FTE to cover 330 days over a 1,850
period. Maybe I am just missing something so please help me understand where you get your 3.5
FTE number.

*Pierce County Administrative Appeal AA16-07, Taylor Resources, Inc.

William Burrows 12:15 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

My numbers are based on what it takes to run my 15 acre geoduck farm. (three acres a year
in rotation). My experience shows that a 4 man crew can harvest only about 1000 lbs in a 4
hour tide period. But that does not include time for set up and break down of equipment, or
transit to and from the site, or paperwork /documentation and sales management, or
maintenance of equipment. That also assumes that everything operates correctly, that the
team works effeciently, that the whole tidal elevation is exposed, and that the ground is fresh
and the animals are close together (and the tide goes out as expected and a host of other
things that can go wrong don’t go wrong). If you only account for beach time on fresh ground
then you end up with a much smaller number that is not real. Then there is dive harvest which
has a completely different set of assumptions. You are also miscalculating planting and tube
removal time and tube clean up time. It cannot be equated to harvest personnel at all. I use
as many as 25 employees on a single tide run to plant. similar numbers are needed for tube
removal. On top of all this is overall management and planning. I cannot verify anyone elses
numbers, but speak from my own experience.

Peter Downey 1:25 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

So then it would fair to say that you are not really calculating the FTE per acre but
instead averaging the cost of 3.5 FTE over a 15 acre planting. If you were really using
3.5 FTE per acre, then a 15 acre site would require 15 x 3.5 = 52.5 FTE.

William Burrows 2:20 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

you’re right – my math is wrong. its probably closer to 0.75 to 1 FTE per acre
per year.

Peter Downey 5:47 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

I’m not sure if this is helpful, but I ahve previously written that we did $5.3 million in sales and
have about 45 employees. That works out to about $120,000 in sales per employee.

Jim Gibbons 2:26 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

susan macomson 10:29 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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Public benefits balance is the key issue in the intertidal geoduck manufacture discussion. Balance debate
must include:

Destruction of native species (Best Practices Pest Management- Shellfish Industry) v.s. minimal job creation at
largely minimum wage levels. Profits from offshore geoduck export are narrowly kept.
Armoring and altering beaches held in public trust (reconfiguration, nets, rebar, pvc., etc.) v.s. minimal income
to the State in lease revenue.
Peripheral tax revenue to the State and general public enjoyment (fishing. shellfish licensing and equipment,
tourism, boat sales, tideland property values, etc.) v.s. geoduck feedlot lease income.

The question of economic DNR public benefit balance cries out for a reversal of prior geoduck leasing
practices and redirection toward public access and enjoyment.

When asking about creating sustainable jobs in our state I believe the answer should be yes. Shellfish farmers
have been a steady and loud voice in the preservation of Puget Sound since statehood. Geoduck farmers
along with the DNR can make a investment in the future of Puget Sound by working together to create farms
that would contribute to the future of Washington State as a revenue source and by getting more people
invested in water quality and the preservation of Puget Sound.

It depends on the number of jobs and the amount of revenue generated of course, but generally as it stands, I
don’t think DNR should give this a lot of priority. The state’s priorities are already codified under the SMA, so
the priority must be to preserve the natural character of the shoreline to the greatest extent feasible, and not
to develop unsightly commercial zones in the shoreline that tend to only benefit a few individuals and
businesses. There is also the potential to impact other economic opportunities, such as tourism, recreational
shellfish and fishing for example.

I would have to see some hard numbers, but my guess is that 30 acres of leased public tidelands for
commercial geoduck isn’t going to create a lot of jobs or produce much revenue for the state, and of course if
this is going to be located in front of established private residences, then those property taxes should be

I personally find this bit of “racial profiling” offensive. While the industry does employ relatively large
numbers of hispanic employees, state and federal law requires prosepctrive employees to provide valid
identification to employers. As far as I can tell, the only other option employers would have in hiring
would be to not hire people people with certain ethnic backgrounds. I believe that would be illegal.

Jim Gibbons 11:01 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Preston Troy 9:51 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Shina Wysocki 9:09 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

I would disagree with the statement that “Shellfish farmers have been a steady and loud voice in the
preservation of Puget Sound since statehood.” Early practices of the shellfish industry have had very
significant negative impacts. Consider that statements of Buhle and Ruesink in their article, “Impacts of
invasive oyster drills on Olympia oyster recovery in Willapa Bay, Washington, United States” in the
peer-reviewed journal, “Journal of Shellfisheries Research”:*

“The Olympia oyster (Ostrea lurida) ([double dagger]) was historically abundant in Willapa Bay, WA,
but populations were decimated by overexploitation in the mid to late-1800s and have failed to
recover”

* Source: http://findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m0QPU/is_1_28/ai_n31639441/

William Burrows 11:10 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

It was the voice of shellfish farmers who helped put a check on the pollution of the paper mills
in the 1940′s and 1950′s.

It was shellfish “harvesters” who overexploited the Willapa in the late 1880′s. Saying it was
shellfish farmers who caused the overexploitation would be a bit like blaming salmon farmers
for the demise of wild salmon along the west coast today or blaming today’s buffalo ranchers
for the demise of the buffalo in the 1800′s.

Jim Gibbons 3:57 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Actually, some do blame the salmon farmers for the decline in wild salmon — but I
digress. You are right – it was the shellfish harvesters who decimated the Olympia
oyster. It was shellfish aquaculture that introduced the “invasive oyster drills” that are
impacting the recovery.

William Burrows 5:21 pm on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Curt Puddicombe 8:37 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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reduced to compensate for the loss of use and quality of life and enjoyment. DNR should also look at pristine
public tidelands as needed habitat areas for the recovery of salmon and rockfish as the main priority, as many
of these habitats are lost to commercial geoduck operations on private tidelands.

The number of jobs created from this industry is a drop in the bucket compared to the damage done to our
coast lines and beaches. Please consider the lost revenue and jobs from the damaged tourist industry. Please
consider the lost tax revenue from devalued property attached to these beaches. Please consider the lost
revenue from high income people finding beautiful retirement properties elsewhere — people who spend
money in the local communities and often own or buy into local businesses. As the oil continues to spill into
the ocean off the gulf of Mexico, it is difficult to believe that humans are still debating about how to further
endanger our natural environment and make our waterways nothing more than eyesore industries. Are
humans really that incapable of learning from experience? It is almost comical in a very sad sort of way.
Jobs? There are thousands of jobs to be created just cleaning up the messes that humans have already
made. Yet, you ask the question, “Should we create more jobs that will do more damage to our environment.”
Surely that does not actually make sense to you? If you are really concerned about jobs, let us have a
conversation about jobs that will make life better for everyone and all living beings — not just the few people
who happen to be temporarily employed by this environmentally destructive inhumane eyesore industry. These
people can be employed in other ways if we create the right opportunities

The DNR should be focused on the preservation of the natural resources of the state of Washington for all
citizens from the present and in to the future to use. Not for a few to profit from. The bad taste of an eco
system destroyed will far out last the good taste of revenue generated. If any question exists as to the
destruction of the environment the answer must be no to development.

Perhaps DNR should charge the upland owners for the use of public tidelands when there is no other
upland public access to those tidelands. Alternatively, a private upland owner could provide an
easment for public access to those public tidelands. As it stands now, property taxes on lands abutting
state tidelands with no other public access should actually be increased. The private property owner is
in effect being given a priority use of the state lands with no compensation to the state. Private
property owners who also own their tidelands pay taxes on the entire parcel. Another alternative is to
reject the notion that a private property owner adjacent to public tidelands has anymore right to those
tidelands than any other citizen of the state.

Peter Downey 10:02 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Waterfront property owners already pay for the use of public tidelands through their property
and sales taxes, but more to the point: how do these property owners use public tidelands? By
walking on them or looking at them? The SMA gives priority to shoreline residential
development, and establishes that the natural condition and aesthetics of the shoreline will be
protected. Private tidelands that have been turned over to intensive commercial uses such as
geoduck aquaculture, where citizens are not allowed access in spite of the public trust, should
be taxed at a much higher rate. The perspective that tidelands primarily exist for business or
commercial purposes first is counter to the SMA and the public trust doctrine to begin with.
And in the process of that, the fundamental knowledge that the intrinsic value of these areas
are essential and critical habitats for fish and birds is lost along the way.

Curt Puddicombe 10:48 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

John C. Alessio 8:14 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink

Ken Dailey 8:03 am on May 4, 2010 Permalink
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Puget Sound?
Background on Geoduck Aquaculture – DNR information & other perspectives.

 

Puget Sound residents should read the following report as few citizens realize that the aquaculture industry
would like to turn Puget Sound into a “production estuary.

“The Ecological Role of Bivalve Shellfish Aquaculture in the Estuarine Environment”: (Dumbauld, Ruesink,
Rumrill, 2009)

Page 215 outlines the concept of “production” estuary vs. a “conservancy” estuary. Puget Sound residents are
being asked by the governor to support restoration and protection efforts to save Puget Sound and salmon,
which is not consistent with NOAA and the aquaculture industry plans to convert it to an aquaculture
“production” estuary.

Geoduck feedlots would definately be considered “production” and are not consistent with preserving a
conservancy estuary.

Again simple research will lead you to the fact that PVC even in this form can be recycled. I am currently
discussing the potential ports and required packaging with a national recycler on truckload quantities for
export. The low ballpark price stated (without samples) was enough to get my attention. Guess who is
interested in our PVC scrap. China! We can sell them cultured farm product and recycle our used materials at
the same time.

National Marine Services Biological Opinion-Army Corps NWP48-Shellfish Aquaculture
This biological opinion does state that existing aquaculture is not likely to result in any take, (harass or harm)
of an individual endangered salmon. However, salmon recovery is the most important environmental issue in
Puget Sound and impacts on salmon habitat are documented in this NMFS opinion that:
• Initially found that existing shellfish aquaculture is likely to adversely affect endangered Puget Sound Chinook
salmon, but later changed this position due to uncertainty (page 3).
• The opinion states that the Army Corp of Engineers determined that existing shellfish aquaculture activities
would not adversely affect critical habitat (CH) non-specifically, but would adversely affect essential fish habitat
(EFH) (p 1), including EFH for groundfish (p 17).
• Both the NMFS (p 72, 85) and ACOE (p 1) concur that the action would adversely affect EFH.
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Laura Hendricks 2:27 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Tris Carlson 1:44 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

It would seem more economical to simply re-use it. When the packaging and all the fuel necessary to
get it from here to China are factored in, it doesn’t seem very efficient.

Jules Michel 5:16 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Less than one percent of PVC is recycled. China incinerates it or throws it into a landfill. There are no
environmental considerations in China, or considerations for clean air, water, or for human health.

http://earth911.com/recycling/plastic/pvc/how-pvc-gets-recycled/

http://archive.greenpeace.org/toxics/html/content/pvc3.html

Curt Puddicombe 9:21 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Laura Hendricks 8:30 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ShellfishAquaticLeasing/Pages/aqr_ac_aquaculture_dialogue_description.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ShellfishAquaticLeasing/Pages/aqr_ac_aquaculture_dialogue_description.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ShellfishAquaticLeasing/Pages/aqr_ac_aquaculture_dialogue_description.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ShellfishAquaticLeasing/Pages/aqr_ac_aquaculture_dialogue_description.aspx
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/03/access-are-there-effects-of-geoduck-aquaculture-on-public-access-and-aesthetics-and-if-so-how-can-they-be-mitigated/?preview=true&preview_id=49&preview_nonce=a4719b53b5
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/04/tuesday-may-4-%e2%80%93-economics-when-seeking-to-balance-the-public-benefits-from-state-owned-aquatic-lands-how-much-of-a-priority-should-dnr-give-to-job-creation-and-revenue-generation-when-develo/?preview=true&preview_id=71&preview_nonce=f22a37fd91
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/06/thursday-may-6-unknowns/
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/07/friday-may-7/
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/
http://feeds2.feedburner.com/wordpress/UfEw
http://feeds2.feedburner.com/wordpress/UfEw
http://www.microsoft.com/windows/internet-explorer/ie7/
http://www.microsoft.com/windows/internet-explorer/ie7/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/wastatednr/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/wastatednr/
http://www.youtube.com/user/WAstateDNR
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Olympia-WA/WashingtonDNR/273352136518
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Olympia-WA/WashingtonDNR/273352136518
http://www.myspace.com/469270878
http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/2010/05/08/mountain-bikers-from-around-the-globe-compete-on-dnr-managed-land/
http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/2010/05/08/mountain-bikers-from-around-the-globe-compete-on-dnr-managed-land/
http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/2010/05/08/mountain-bikers-from-around-the-globe-compete-on-dnr-managed-land/
http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/2010/05/07/walker-valley-orv-area-work-party-is-this-saturday-may-8/
http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/2010/05/07/walker-valley-orv-area-work-party-is-this-saturday-may-8/
http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/2010/05/07/help-clean-up-at-radar-ridge-this-weekend/
http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/2010/05/07/help-clean-up-at-radar-ridge-this-weekend/
http://twitter.com/waDNR_fire
http://twitter.com/waDNR/statuses/13624119073
http://bit.ly/aEA0rA
http://twitter.com/waDNR/statuses/13618778052
http://bit.ly/con7nz
http://twitter.com/waDNR/statuses/13615798044
http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/feed/
http://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/
http://twitter.com/waDNR
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ShellfishAquaticLeasing/Pages/aqr_ac_aquaculture_dialogue_description.aspx
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/author/dnrforum/
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-385
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-316
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-329
http://earth911.com/recycling/plastic/pvc/how-pvc-gets-recycled/
http://archive.greenpeace.org/toxics/html/content/pvc3.html
http://www.caseinlet.org/
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-351
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-254


Wednesday, May 5 – Science « DNR Forum

http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/[5/10/2010 10:20:25 AM]

About the DNR Forum

Pages

• The opinion states that the proposed action is likely to adversely affect CH for Puget Sound Chinook salmon
specifically (p 25). Conversely, the opinion also states that the action will not appreciably reduce the
conservation value of designated critical habitat in general (p 57).
• According to the NMFS opinion, the BRT (biological review team) majority opinion is that the naturally
spawned component of Puget Sound Chinook is likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future.
The number two limiting factor is the degradation and loss of estuarine habitat (p 21).
The environmental effects on listed fish from farming shellfish in the intertidal zone are: (1) episodic water
quality effects from physical interactions with the bottom (raking, tilling, and harvesting) increasing turbidity (2)
Impacts to SAV(eelgrass) from aquaculture activities; (3) water quality and related effects from application of
carbaryl insecticide to control burrowing shrimp in certain places; and (4) benthic disturbance. (p 39). NMFS
Biological Opinion http://www.co.pierce.wa.us/xml/services/home/property/pals/landuse/smpmay09comm2.pdf
P.3-85.

We must protect our salmon if we want to protect our whales.

Science tells us that any monoculture is not environmentally sound. Biodiversity is what is healthy for any
environment. Puget Sound is a fragile ecosystem that over millions of years has thrived and given many food

Consider the source!!!

I am no scientist but it is my understanding that the Corps and the Services had to evaluate the NET
EFFECTS of shellfish aquaculture. THEY HAVE DONE SO. In their opinion the NET BENEFITS
outweigh the negative impacts.

On the very same page that much of the above quotes came from the document linked above states:

“Shellfish aquaculture activities are also reported, however, to contribute to water clarity via the filter
feeding of cultured mollusks, removing phytoplankton from the water column. Such improved water
quality can also contribute to improving habitat for the establishment of SAV (e.g., eelgrass). The
presence of oyster shell habitat can also provide better habitat for the establishment of eelgrass than
soft, bioturbated substrates (Dumbauld and Wyllie-Echeverria 2003). Graveling substrates for clam
culture can also provide habitat better suited for various amphipod and copepods species, important
prey items for the species considered in this consultation (Simenstad et al. 1991, Thom et al. 1993,
Jamieson et al. 2001)”

Jim Gibbons 8:54 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Shellfish aquaculture can have some positive as well as negative effects depending on the
methods and practices, but the quotes above do not pertain to geoduck culture methods and
practices.

Curt Puddicombe 10:11 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

It is important to be aware that House Bill 2220 passed by our legislature mandates that research be
done on geoduck aquaculure. These interim results were passed on recently to our legislators as
outlined by HB 2220. Preliminary results of that research, done by Sea Grant can be accessed here:
http://www.wsg.washington.edu/research/pdfs/reports/GeoduckIntProReport.pdf

Preliminary results show:

1. Harvest of geoducks produced declines in worms and small crustaceans within the harvest zone.

2. Species composition at planted geoduck sites changed

3. Results indicate that eelgrass beds neighboring a geoduck farm are affected by aquacultural
practices. Density, size, and flowering capability of eelgrass were all suppressed. (see page 13 of the
report).

Also, of note, a parasite was found in 30% of the wild stock geoduck in Totten Inlet. This parasite, (a
microsporidia type) has never been recorded in geoduck previously. It has not, before this discovery,
been recorded in Canada or Puget Sound. (see page 11).

All of these results, from scientific inquiry, indicate that a vigorous precautionary approach should be
used with respect to geoduck aquaculture

Jerry Johannes 10:06 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Similar to shellfish aquaculture per the NMFS BO, bulkheads and docks also are not likely to result in
any take (harass or harm) of an individual endangered salmon. But we’re taking steps to restrict or
ban these practices because of their negative impacts to fish habitat.

Curt Puddicombe 12:59 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Susan Hayes 7:30 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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from fish and shellfish. Puget Sound is for everyone in the state of Washington, it is a resource that should be
protected. I urge any scientist or anyone else to show me where farming for one species has been sound
environmental policy. The shellfish growers routinely spray the beach to kill ‘predators’ such as starfish, sand
dollars, crab, natural vegetation, etc. The spray also kills anything that might compete for the plankton such as
sea anenomes. Think about the secondary poisoning that is happening from the spray. Greeed is what
generates the planting of geoduck farms. We are not feeding the world, we are selling the shellfish to Japan
and other rich countries that can afford the geoduck. Please look at common sense science, the idea of food
webs and biodiversity. It is what is environmentally sound and healthy for Puget Sound.

I have been reading this dialog with interest … both sides seem dug in … .with lots of PVC surrounding them.
In Jeferson county we have something called a Conditional Use permit … available to all counties … requires
that the situation at each site be taken into account … and that the ‘conditions’ of that site be considered and
mitigated, or the site abandoned due to specific conditions. Why can’t both sides get together and agree on
the conditions to be met, including those that would prohibit geoduck farming, and move on using the
Conditional Use permit?

The current available science tells us that geoduck aquaculture does have adverse impacts on the ecosystem
and habitat. Very simply, we know from the preliminary Sea Grant research that geoduck aquaculture
significantly depresses eelgrass and sand dollars when planted in those areas of the intertidal. We know that
geoduck harvest in the intertidal significantly depresses tube worms, copepods and amphipods, including
Corophium sp., an important prey species for ESA listed Chinook. We also know that geoduck aquaculture is
coincident with sand lance, another important prey species for Chinook.

And by logical inference, we can therefore say that geoduck aquaculture is likely to be a detriment to salmon
recovery which can also impact Orca. Rockfish habitat restoration may also be impacted in the future.

Much more needs to be done to gauge the long term and cumulative affects.

I have been farming shellfish fro 14 years now. I know of NO farmers spraying the beach to kill
starfish, sand dollars, crabs, or natural vegetation.

Jim Gibbons 8:10 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

No geoduck farmer sprays anything on their beach! To think such a thing is ridiculus. First – of all the
creatures on the beach geoduck are probably the most sensitve (they can’t hide in a shell and their
soft tissue is always exposed.) Second no geoduck farm has an NPDES permit to spray anything. It
does not happen.

Peter Downey 8:39 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Is that kind of like none of you trespass?

susan Macomson 12:41 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

If you can provide documentation of any geoduck farmer spraying their tidelands, I will
be the first to stand by you and call for their prosecution.

Peter Downey 1:36 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

It may be better to say that “pests” are removed and most likely die, sprayed
or otherwise. For example, recently a large number (wheel barrow full) of sand
dollars were removed from a beach for preparation of something by a large
geoduck farmer. It caused a stir and resulted in a well intended “amendment”
being passed by PCSGA saying they would only move sand dollars to a
similar tidal area. The problem, according to Richard Strathmann (Resident
Associate Director at the Friday Harbor Labs), is that there no evidence of
sand dollars being replanted and surviving. Yes, they weren’t sprayed. And in
the future, they won’t be sprayed. But they’ll still most likely die. As do star
fish piled high with lime poured onto them. It reminds of the accused saying “I
didn’t kill him! The bullet did!”

Jules Michel 5:01 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Kind of like you did when Taylor trespassed?

susan Macomson 7:20 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Tom Giske 6:14 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Curt Puddicombe 8:48 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-251
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-256
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-305
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-315
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-328
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-331
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-241
http://www.caseinlet.org/
http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/comment-page-1/#comment-237


Wednesday, May 5 – Science « DNR Forum

http://dnrforum.wordpress.com/2010/05/05/wednesday-may-5-science/[5/10/2010 10:20:25 AM]

Science and experience tell us we need more conclusive information.

“All human activities have an effect on the environment, but in these early years of the 21st century, we are
increasingly realizing that we have trod too heavily on the planet. …
If aquaculture is to fulfill  this great promise, however, governments and citizens alike must be vigilant. Short-
term economic considerations will make it all too easy for marine aquaculture to slip into the ecologically
harmful methods of large-scale, intensive livestock production increasingly adopted on land.”

Quotes from Pew Charitable Trusts – Sustainable Marine Aquaculture: Fulfilling The Promise; Managing The
Risks

It seems that time after time, and often with the best intentions, we have interfered with nature only to be
faced with negative ramifications down the road. Global food production has created many new problems and,
at this time, it has not been proven that large-scale aquaculture will be any different.

The research information listed on the DNR website contains phrases like “until more directly applicable
studies are completed.” and “work needs to be done”. Once our environment has been manipulated to such a
degree, the effects cannot easily be undone. There are certainly points to be made on both sides of the
geoduck aquaculture issue, but the most important point is to proceed with extreme caution. What we do
today will have consequences for future generations.

The key concept that is mising here is that of NET EFFECTS. Salmon and Orcas need clean water as
well. There’s a reason why the public and the scientists have labeled the water at the mouth of the
Mississippi River “the dead zone” and it has nothing to do with geoduck or other forms of shellfish
farming and everything to do with nutrient pollution which according to the Woods Hole Oceanagraphic
Institute shellfish help clean up.

Jim Gibbons 8:15 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

The Mississippi River is irrelevant. The pollution there is due to multi-state agricultural runoff.
The Woods Hole Institute is also irrelevant. It refers to a different ecosystem and has nothing
to do with Puget Sound or geoduck aquaculture. Also to reiterate, the Pietros and Rice
scientific study and research suggests that the presence of shellfish does not result in a net
decrease in phytoplankton, but actually results in conditions that are conducive to additional
phytoplankton production.

What is more relevant: according to the Totten Inlet Mussel Raft EIS, mussel aquaculture
actually contributes to excess nitrification and phytoplankton production, and even worse, to
significant reductions in dissolved oxygen levels below the rafts and 200 meters down current,
creating the same kinds of anoxic/hypoxic conditions that led to fish kills in Hood Canal. So
shellfish aquaculture is actually part of the problem and not part of the solution as is falsely
claimed ad infinitum and ad nauseum by geoduck proponents.

Also, as I have pointed out, an inordinate amount of filter feeding molluscs in the nearshore
can also filter out fish eggs, crab zoeas and other valuable zooplankton in the water column.
“Clean water” as used rhetorically by geoduck proponents is a misnomer. The water by nature
has phytoplankton, zooplankton, etc in it, and this is vital to the survival of all aquatic species.
Furthermore, shellfish themselves do not require waters that are free of bacteria to survive, it
is only necessary if they are to be consumed by humans. In some cases, shellfish populations
have recovered in some areas because the bacteria in the water resulted in less harvest
pressure on those shellfish.

Curt Puddicombe 1:04 pm on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Mike & Pat Winckoski 6:54 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

With limited space and time all responders of this forum must selectively cull quotes from science to
make their point. Unfortunatley, that may inadverdently lead to a misleading information.

For instances, the Pew document above also says this:

“…increased culture of filter-feeding mollusks—for commercial purposes and for wild stock restoration
programs—has been proposed as a way to mitigate the harmful effects of eutrophication (NRC 2004).”

And this:

“One perspective is that the effects of the aquaculture industry, even if greatly expanded, would be
small, especially when one considers that aquaculture wastes make up a small fraction of the
pollutants.”

The same document can be sued to present two opposing points of view!
entering coastal waters

Jim Gibbons 8:42 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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I don’t know about you, but I do not want to ever feed my family food grown in China. I would much rather
have locally grown food indigenous food including aquaculture, than risk eating polluted food. So if we don’t
have aquaculture in our back yard where do you think you will get your shellfish from. Is your water front
septic system doing more damage to the sound than geoducks? I think we should have a moratorium on
flushing until further studies can be done.

One does not need a PHD in marine biology to know that the concentrations of shellfish seen in commercial
aquaculture do not exist in a natural environment. If said concentrations were beneficial to the environment
and the overall ecosystem natural selection, having had two or three billion years to ponder the question
would have created such concentrations. Apparently evolution is unaware that such concentrations can
provide the owners of a harvestable crop generating upwards of a million dollars per acre. Shame on Darwin.

It is clear from the dialogue so far posted today that one thing is clear: Good independent science has hot told
us enough yet about the impacts of geoduck aquaculture on Puget Sound. On the other hand, common sense
(basic science it seems to me) leads to a simple conclusion when you walk on a Puget Sound Beach far from
any geoduck or shell fish farm and find netting, PVC pipe and shell fish holding cages. That just can’t be a
good sign.

It seems so contradictory to me DNR joins with Puget Sound Partnership in an effort to clean up Puget Sound
and then suggests it might be good to have geoduck farms on our few public beaches. There is no science
that supports such a thing. Have a total and permanent moratorium on the leasing of our public beaches to
the shell fish industry. Let common sense and the Public Trust prevail.

The government wants to get plastics out of the water.

There can be no doubt that a storm surf with the suspended sand will erode the plastic tubes. The eroded
particles will be in the beach and suspended in the water and consumed by the beach inhabitants. This
combines with the leaching of chemicals from the tubes and is bad news.
On a beach with a long fetch, a substantial number of the tubes will come loose and the erosion will be
increased.

PVC is harder than styrofoam, but it still erodes. Just slower.

Eleanor Olsen 5:23 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

If you want local geoduck, you’ll probably have to fly to China to get it, or at least to Chinatown in San
Francisco. And if you ban flushing, the shellfish industry will have no excuse to expand operations
based on the “mitigation of shoreline development” excuse.

Don Martinson 2:09 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Michael B. Murphy 5:02 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Geoduck are the most abundant species in Puget Sound. They often occur naturally in densities
similar to those found in Aquaculture.

Mat Bulldis 10:16 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

There are a few subtidal wild geoduck tracts that share similar densities but most tracts show
lower densities than aquaculture planting. But that is not what is important. What is important
is the fact that the marine ecosystem on the Nearshore and inter-tidal areas is much different
than the subtidal ecosystem. Take for example forage fish spawning and the migration paths
of certain salmon.

Look how Mother Nature allocated densities and you’ll see no comparison.

William Burrows 10:37 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Bertil F. Johnson 4:01 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Betty Garrison 3:04 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

In reply to Mr. Puddicombe’s figure in regards to the tonnage of PVC pipe used assuming 43,000 per
acre. The PVC tube most frequently used is 4″ nominal .075 wall with a weight of .6745 lbs/ft
A 10 inch piece (general primary length) weighs .56 lbs. Using the assumed 43,000 parts per acre this
equates to right at 24,000 lbs or 1/6th of your calculations. I hope your other citations are better
researched.

Tris Carlson 8:04 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

12 tons seems a significant number to consider in the decision process, even if it’s only 1/16

Jules Michel 9:20 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink
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I won’t try to refute any opinions here with scientific research, because as one of the posters above just noted,
when you get down to the brass tacks, it’s an emotional issue which has little connection to actual concern for
the environment. In fact, it seems ingenuous to make complaints about environmental impact of geoduck
farming when one is viewing the activity from a waterfront home with a septic system, perched on a bulkhead.
All of these things have caused damage to the natural environment, and bulkheads aren’t known for being
things of beauty. They do, however, save the homeowners’ money and save their investment. Hence the lack
of outcry over bulkheads.

There is currently an active geoduck farming operation in front of my house. During the summer we see PVC
tubes (when the geoducks require them) for a few hours per day, at the most. Other times we see them less.
My children enjoy playing on the beach, as there’s plenty of room. They avoid running through the PVC tubes,
of course, but do enjoy exploring among them and finding various sea creatures which live there in large
amounts. It’s actually far more populated with life now than when it was a mud flat. To the untrained eye, at
least, there is no shortage of starfish, crabs, cockles, or any other creature naturally found on our beach.

Geoduck farmings creates jobs, puts money into hands of workers and landowners (on private lands, at any
rate), and the beach recovers far faster than land which has been logged. The business which runs the farm
in front of our house is very conscientious about keeping the beach clean, their workers are friendly and make
a minimum of noise. I’ve never been kept awake by it, or been disturbed by it.

Even if the vocal complainers won’t admit it, their sole issue is aesthetics, and everything else is a
smokescreen. There is no *conclusive* scientific evidence one way or the other I’ve ever seen reference to. I
think the decision to allow or disallow farming of geoducks is going to have to be based upon whether or not
the person who makes the ultimate decision is going be willing to put up with the firestorm of complaints and
litigation that this vocal group is going to launch if they lose.

Lets get a couple of Items straight. The density of geoducks on the most densely planted farm is far less than
the densities of other farmed shellfish (e.g. manila clams, oysters, mussels ) Every shellfish farmer I know is a
staunch advocate of saving Puget Sound. We have much more at risk than any shoreline homeowner. To
insinuate that the science shows any long term or far reaching effects of geoduck farming is false. There are

of an incorrect estimate.

Peter Downey disagrees with your weight calculations, and has suggested the weights are
closer to 32,000 pounds per acre. See his earlier post. Obviously, it depends on who you talk
to. I’ve seen a variety of different types, sizes and colors of PVC pipes used for geoduck
aquaculture. Whatever the actual weights may be, the question persists whether or not PVC is
environmentally correct at any weight or amount, and I’m questioning its use in the tidelands.
This is a question that has not been answered – and I’m merely enquiring about the
substance itself moreso than the actual amount itself, although that has some importance also.
I’m interested in knowing how much of the pipes actually wear away. One way to determine
this would be to weigh a new piece of pipe, and then to weigh it again after 4 or 5 years of
use in the tidelands. I’ve seen PVC pipes on geoduck farms that are chipped, broken shards
are laying around, the pipes are weathered and worn down, and I’m curious as to the possible
long term consequences, especially when there has been efforts to get plastics out of the
marine environment. I appreciate the other opinions on the actual weights, but the basic
question remains. I’m also interested in how much of this ends up in a landfill, since PVC is
apparently not recyclable.

Here’s the URL for Greenpeace’s page on PVC.

http://www.greenpeace.org/usa/campaigns/toxics/go-pvc-free

Curt Puddicombe 9:25 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

My calculation was based on a rough estimate – (took 4 tubes and weighed them on
a bathroom scale and rounded up- not very accurate.) My point was that you were
way off in your first number(500% high). If Tris has a more accurate number – great.

Peter Downey 11:33 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Joe 2:38 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

It is presumptive at best to assume people concerned about this policy only care about aesthetics. If
the last paragraph above is to be considered relevant, then asking DNR to also consider most – if not
all – in support of this have run out of tidelands to farm and are only concerned about their patient
investors waiting for a return on their investment. Neither are correct and it serves no purpose to
presume we know what everyone’s agenda is.

Jules Michel 9:22 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Peter Downey 2:19 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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short term spatially confined effects. To say that we are creating a “monoculture” is also false. We use passive
controls to protect our crops from predators which also creates opportunity for many other organizms to
colonize (e.g. polycheates, horse clams, butter clams, littleneck clams, barnicles, mussels, etc. etc. etc.) No
pesticides or herbicides are used in geoduck aquacultue. No antibiotics are used, no growth hormones are
used. And there are no feed inputs. Is it ugly? – yes to some. Is it imperiling Puget Sound? – not that any
science has ever indicated.

I am a little amused that the folks who tune into this discussion are being asked to describe the science on
specific effects geoduck aquaculture. Ecology work specific to cultivation and harvest of geoduck intertidally is
mostly ongoing. Current science that looks at estuary function and shellfish aquaculture far and away
showcases the net benefits. Just have a look at what millions of dollars are being spent on in New England
and Chesapeake Bay – shellfish restoration to support both a struggling shellfish industry, and to battle to
recover water quality and estuary function.

I raise the point of a shifting baseline on what is “natural”. It took quite a bit of engineering to bring the Puget
Sound watershed, shorelines and estuary to the state it is in. It will likely take some engineered solutions to
get Puget Sound recovery underway by 2020. Shellfish aquaculture has huge potential in Washington and
could be part of the solution.

For the shoreline aquaculture opposition groups, the science is moot. They do not care what the best
available science reveals. I am pasting an excerpt from a previous comment:

“However, I believe that we are all missing the point here. Even if intertidal farming is found to be not harmful
to the environment in a scientific way, it is still ugly and dangerous to beach users.”

This a sentiment I’ve heard before. These people just don’t want to look at any commercial activity.
Regardless if science eventually indicates net positive effects, or if we somehow do away with predator
exclusion gear altogether. These few will still get in a twist over the commercial activity.

What I can offer on this is the following empirical anecdotes:
I have only witnessed species richness increase with intertidal aquaculture.
Beaches and species assemblages recover quickly (weeks) from intertidal geoduck harvests.

Currently the disturbance from geoduck harvest has been determined by DNR to be non-significant for subtidal
harvests (EIS); acedemic scientists working on this have characterized the disturbance from geoduck harvest
as not different from the ambient disturbance regime for intertidal beaches.

Is it possible to get a reference to whatever study you are basing the “short term” effects statment on
Peter? I’m not doubting it’s based on something, I’d just like to know what it is. I would also like to
offer this definition found on monoculture: “Monoculture is the agricultural saying of producing or
growing one single crop over a wide area. It is widely used in modern industrial agriculture”
(Wikipedia). Finally, comparing oysters/manila clams aquaculture to geoduck aquaculture is somewhat
questionable, especially in a forum focused on the science of geoduck aquaculture. As you know,
they’re quite different.

Jules Michel 3:18 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Look at Glenn VanBlaricom’s research (UW SeaGrant) on short term vs. long term effects.

I can’t believe you are quoting wikipedia in a science forum. Monoculture is a single crop
where all other species are excluded. Think of corn, soybeans or wheat and all that terrestrial
farmers do to ensure that they have a monoculture (tilling spraying bioengineering). Its that
kind of hyperbole that is not constructive. (same is true of refering geoduck farms as “feedlots”
. I know of no feedlot owner that would provide no feed for their livestock or would tolerate a
plethora of other species eating the feed that was available. ) While mussels , oysters and
manila clams are different, the point is often made that geoduck densities are unsupportable in
the environment. The reality is that as far as biomass is concerned other species are farmed
at greater densities than geoduck.

Peter Downey 3:53 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

All I can find are VanBlaricom updates which say “Do not cite.” Is this what you’re
basing your comment on, in this scientific forum?

Jules Michel 4:33 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Brian Allen 2:07 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Is there a comprehensive bibliography on the research conducted on geoduck aquaculture? If so, I’d
appreciate a link.

Mark Hersh 2:37 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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Cost effective control of nutrients? In the most general terms, nutrients are consumed by phytoplankton
(primary producers). Phytoplankton is consumed by copepods (secondary producers). Filter feeders are by
comparison a small piece of the pie. We need a healthy ecosystem with intact structure (tide flats) to
remediate nutrients which have always been present in the system, especially when millions of salmon died

http://www.pcsga.org/pub/uploads/EnvironShellfishBibliography.pdf

Curt Puddicombe 3:49 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

It’s not true that everyone opposed to geoduck aquaculture expansion is indifferent to science.

The idea that there is an increase in species richness with an increase in shellfish aquaculture isn’t
supported by the majority of the available science. I’ve included a few sources below that do not
support that opinion:

“The intertidal regions that had been used for (shellfish) farming for 3 and 5 years had lower species
richness…as compared to the intertidal region where no active farming occurred.” “…studies are
needed to determine the scale to which intensive use of the foreshore for shellfish purposes alone is
feasible without undue harm to the environment.”
Bendel-Young, L.I. 2006
http://www.caseinlet.org/uploads/EnvConsshellfish.pdf

“Shellfish aquaculture in South Sound alters plant and animal assemblages and results in the loss of
shallow nearshore habitat and habitat diversity important to salmon resources”. “We hypothesize that
shellfish aquaculture reduces productivity, abundance, spatial structure, and diversity of salmon
populations.”
South Sound Salmon Recovery Group, 2004
http://www.protectourshoreline.org/articles/ChinookBullTrout_Recovery_SPS_Draft2_ShellfishAquaculture

“Our results suggest a net decrease in total shorebird use in areas developed for aquaculture.”
California Fish and Game, Effects of Aquaculture on Habitat Use, 1996.
http://www.caseinlet.org/uploads/Shorebirds–_Impacts_of_Aquaculture–Kelly_1_.pdf

“Cultivating shellfish in the South Sound results in the loss of shallow nearshore habitat and habitat
diversity that is important to salmon.”
The Puget Sound Salmon Recovery Plan,
South Sound Watershed Profile, 2007, Ch. 5, pg. 299.
http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/Salmon-Recovery-Planning/Recovery-Domains/Puget-
Sound/upload/Ch5_S_Sound.pdf

In Technical Report 2007-03, Marine Forage Fishes in Puget Sound by Dan Penttila of the WS Dept.
of Fish and Wildlife: “These agencies (WA Dept. of Agriculture, WA Dept. of Natural Resources)
together with WA Dept. of Fish & Wildlife should seek a coordinated approach to the management of
the growing aquaculture industry, with an eye toward modification of habitat-damaging culture
practices and the mitigation of existing habitat degradation for which the industry has been
responsible.” “The bulk of the Puget Sound Basin’s shoreline is now in private ownership. The
likelihood of continued financial and political pressure for shoreline modification by a landownership
population largely ignorant of nearshore resource values and conservation risks is high.”
http://pugetsoundnearshore.org/technical_papers/marine_fish.pdf

We still need research by independent fisheries biologists and nearshore specialists. Sea Grant as
mandated by HB 2220 was supposed to accomplish this, but unfortunately lost its funding.

We also need the full perspective from both the scientific standpoint on the ground, and the social
perspective, and that has to come from the careful consideration of all viewpoints from all
stakeholders.

Curt Puddicombe 8:55 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Well my observation on our beach over the last 4 years is a complete loss of life! No Crabs, Few if
any starfish No fish or moonsnails. We have lost or sand dollar bed. We have only one heron when
we used to have at least four, our otters pair is gone. Our osprey have gone and our diving duck
numbers have gone way down. We even have fewer kingfishers. You see what you want to see when
you want to get rich quick. The people that are fighting you are fighting not so much about the looks
but about the whole sale destruction, WE don’t make money fighting you! I would also note that I have
been told by 2 different farmers that your idea of beauty is to have those tubs through out the sound
and as long as the water is clean you would just as soon have no other creatures in the sound. Kind
of like driving through farm land in the mid west, lots of crops no pests.

susan Macomson 1:14 pm on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Harry Branch 1:44 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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and rotted in area streams. To argue that aquaculture is any kind of a fix for nutrient loading is a reach.

I have been reading input for the last two and a half days. Given today’s topic, I figure it’s time I speak up. I
have a Bachelor of Science in Marine Biology and my Master of Science degree thesis was on geoduck clams
and was produced 25 years ago.

I see an occasional industry representative has weighed in and let’s be honest, they know more about
geoduck aquaculture than any other group represented here, but due to their self interest, their words are
suspect by the other side. Several more of ‘the other side’ have weighed in, but with their ‘moritorium until
science gives it a clean bill of health’ perspective, this would impose a standard that isn’t applied to any other
activity in the country. Nuclear Power Plants aren’t held to this standard. I’ve spoken to a number of people
representing this perspective, and have found that some don’t consider geoduck aquaculture much less
potentially harmful than nuclear power plants. Many in this group quote scientists or scientific papers, but they
dismiss any scientist who represents his/her own opinion. I advise anyone reviewing these comments to check
the references to ‘science’ before giving them any credence. The ones I’ve checked often don’t support the
positions that’s been put forward.Then there are those I am interested in hearing from – the ones who have
legitimate concerns – the ones who would consider things a little better if the industry were to address those
concerns, and not hold out for a moratorium. Some of the legitimate concerns I’ve read so far are: 1. Audible
noise in the middle of the night from a farm adjacent to a private residence. Does this occur? Can’t we fix it
somehow? 2. Large quantities of PVC shards. Wouldn’t a heavier, and yes, more expensive guage of PVC cut
down on some of this? 3. The visual appearance of white tubes for the short period before they get fouled.
Sand-colored tubes should minimize this objection. There are others, no doubt. Let’s look for serious solutions
to serious concerns.

Two final points: 1. Science can not prove that any activity will have no impact. All any scientific study can do
is is possibly conclude that no impact was found. These two are not at all the same. 2. While geoduck
aquaculture clearly has some negative impacts, let’s not ignore the positive ones, in addition to providing jobs,
i.e. For the 5-6 years that a planted geoduck is in the ground, it turns 2-3 pounds of ‘excess nutrients’ (that
originate from what we flush down our toilets, feeding naturally occurring algae, which are in turn eaten by
geoducks), into highly nutritious and tasty seafood. The farmer then removes that ‘excess nutrient’ from Puget
Sound. Unless you’re in the camp that believes we need to be flushing more, this has to be seen as a
positive.

Best of luck to those who have to try to sort through all the comments you get from this effort!

While natural densities of shellfish help filter the water, there is no independent scientific evidence that water
quality has been improved in Puget Sound by industrial densities of shellfish. In fact, the following research is
available that refutes the industry water quality promotion that the aquaculture industry should be allowed to
expand and destroy our native species and salmon recovery in the name of “filtered water.”

“Shellfish effects on plankton productivity can be measured. In 2003, the Pacific Shellfish Institute completed a
comprehensive two-year study to evaluate phytoplankton abundance and seasonal change within and
surrounding a mussel raft farm in southern Puget Sound. This farm has 8 multiple suspended culture units
with a total surface area of one acre and a stocking density at harvest size of 240 tons. While phytoplankton
abundance was on average 56.3% lower in the center of the raft units, the feeding effects on phytoplankton
were localized and contained in the immediate raft system. Despite reductions in phytoplankton abundance
within the mussel unit, phytoplankton concentration and community composition outside the raft system did not
differ from reference conditions (PSI, 2003).” It should also be noted that dissolved oxygen was significantly
lower under the mussel rafts and down current which can result in fish kills which is a major environmental
problem.

“In a mesocosm study in Rhode Island, Pietros and Rice (2003) specifically investigated the “overgrazing
hypothesis” that oyster populations can deplete phytoplankton. They found that “based on rates of ammonia
excretion by oysters and observed steady states of ammonia and other forms of inorganic nitrogen in
mesocosm tanks, it can be hypothesized that ammonia generated by oysters is taken up by rapidly
regenerating phytoplankton in the water column.” They concluded that oysters had no net effect in terms of
depleting phytoplankton populations, but that oysters can produce changes in the relative abundance of
different phytoplankton species.” Page 7

So, don’t believe everything you hear.

David Fyfe 1:27 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Laura Hendricks 1:18 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

You can’t claim that there is “no independent scientific evidence” and then go on to cite a PSI study
which is the very non “independent” source you just blasted. It’s completely two faced. There is no
study – independent or otherwise that points to negative water quality effects from aquaculture in the
Puget Sound. To insinuate that dissolved oxygen downstream form the mussel raft was at a level that
threatens fish is at best a negative manipulation of the findings. At worse…

Peter Downey 1:43 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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The additional science that was funded by the legislature targets the specific questions that needed more
study concerning geoduck aquaculture. One significant area of science that is well established that is not in
question is the bio-remediation qualities of all bivalves. Their ability to filter and clarify the water are helping to
keep Puget Sound in balance. The enormous loads of nitrogen discharged from upland sources are not
benign, they are fertilizing the marine waters. This problem is considered to be the greatest threats to the
marine waters around the entire US. As our population has increased this threat has, and will, become
greater. As an example of the contribution bivalves have in keeping a more balanced environment, one can
look at the Chesapeake Bay when almost all of it’s oysters died suddenly from disease. Within a very short
period of time most of the fish, crabs, sea grasses, and other species in the bay died from the incredible algal
blooms that blocked sunlight beyond a few inches underwater and used up the available dissolved oxygen that
most marine organisms need to survive. It was the bivalves that kept the algal blooms in check and helped
maintained the diverse marine environment. Without those filter feeders the entire system crashed. The sound
and other estuaries of this state have had aquaculture in them for over 100 years. The waters that are the
healthiest are the the ones that have had shellfish aquaculture in them for that same period. It should not
come as a surprise that the most unhealthy waters are adjacent to the population concentrations and
associated effluents. In the big picture we need more filter feeders not less. The East and Gulf Coasts get that
and are spending tens of millions of dollars to repopulate shellfish to clean the water and create essential
habitat for marine species . I hope that we can learn from the other coasts tragic experiences and not repeat
them.

An interesting topic which I would like to flip on its head.

Is there independent resarch that indicates positive water quality effects from geoduck
aquaculture in Puget Sound? Certainly a desktop exercise can result in showing that high
levels of nutrient removal are realized from filter feeders. And even so, it seems to me that
comprehensive studies are needed to determine the effect of geoduck aquaculture on the
typical natural biological communities found at these sites.

Mark Hersh 2:33 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

It’s important to stress that water quality is only one side of the geoduck. The other side is
three feet down, under the sediments. To get there, pipes are put in, pipes are taken out, and
3′ of sediment is liquefied, with the extraction churning the sediments. This transformation of
the tideland sediment/ecosystem is what one of the long-term studies being performed by the
University of Washington is looking at. The significance is found on page 2: “Clearly the
development of geoduck aquaculture operations in a site will initiate or alther a number of
biogeochemical and ecological processes potentially significant to locat habitats and benthic
communities.” It is important to note again: This study is still in its preliminary stages, but its
importance relating to future expansion policies should not be dismissed.
http://www.wsg.washington.edu/research/pdfs/reports/VanBlaricom_RGD1a_2009.pdf

Jules Michel 2:53 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Thanks for the link — this appears (upon a quick read) to be the kind of research I
was hoping to find.

Mark Hersh 3:58 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

John Lentz 12:38 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

The situations described are different environments, with different levels of agricultural runoff and do
not involve plantings at the densities currently undertaken at the industrial aquaculture sites for
geoducks in the Puget Sound. The levels of aquaculture historically practiced in Washington State are
not comparable to the intensive, high density industrial aquaculture being rolled out today.

Richard Wooster 1:13 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

You are correct that these are two different environments. They are both coastal bays. The
nitrogen runoff, although from different sources is the same. It acts as fertilizer for the algae.
The densities of oysters there far exceed the densities of farmed geoduck both in pounds of
growth per year and numbers per square meter. The production levels for geoduck do not
surpass the production levels of the more historic oyster and clams on a per acre per year
calculation in Washington. “Intensive, high-density, industrial aquaculture”… very descriptive
terms…but…not accurate.

John Lentz 2:43 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Jim Gibbons 12:23 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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Here’s the lead sentence from a November 17, 2009, press release: “In a decision with national relevance, a
federal judge in Tallahassee Monday approved a consent decree that requires the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency to set legal limits on excess nutrients that trigger harmful algae blooms in Florida waters.”
http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/nov2009/2009-11-17-092.asp

Science does tell us that “nutrient over-enrichment is a significant problem for the coastal regions of the
United States” (National Academy of Science through the National Research Council). Science also tells us
that shellfish are by far the most cost-effective strategy to control pollution” (Woods Hole Oceanographic
Institution). And along these same lines we know that “one type of aquaculture – mollusk farming – actually
reduces nutrient pollution” (Environmental Defense).
http://www.pcsga.org/pub/uploads/Environmental_quotes.pdf

Geoduck aquaculture is the farming of mollusks. Let me repeat that for emphasis: geoduck farming is the
farming of mollusks.

As the quote in the first paragraph shows, nutrient pollution has become such a huge problem in this country
that the Environmental Protection Agency is trying to force the state of Florida to regulate the use of nitrogen
which is the ultimate cause of excessive nutrient pollution. Where does excess nitrogen come from? It comes
from municipal treatment plants, individual septic systems, pet wastes, farm wastes, farm fertilizers, leaky oil
from cars and trucks, garden fertilizers, and even yard waste. In short it comes from each and every one of us.
We all contribute to the problem.

As far as I know, no one has yet quantified the positive impacts that geoduck aquaculture has on the waters
of Puget Sound, the biggest impact being they filter Puget Sound waters of excessive nutrients. But some
scientist at Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution has stated that shellfish (and geoduck are shellfish) are by
far the most cost-effective strategy to control (this type of) pollution.

What are we in the State of Washington going to do about nutrient pollution? What is DNR doing about it?
How will DNR put a value on that impact of geoduck aquaculture?

To plant and grow geoducks in the intertidal beach as described, virtually all other species are considered
“pests”. Pests need to be controlled. This concept is unsustainable in the long run and a poor utilization of
potential. We would be better advised to manage the geoduck harvest in ways that protect and enhance the
resource and incorporate this highly productive natural ecosystem into the model instead of attempting to
overwhelm it.

One of the factors that is not frequently discussed in this controversy is called “social carrying capacity”— the
level of farm development that causes unacceptable social impacts.

As noted, “no one has yet quantified the positive impacts that geoduck aquaculture has on the waters
of Puget Sound” It would be interesting to know if anyone has considered whether the filtering capacity
of shellfish really are signficant enough to matter. Having grown up on Lake Washington, I saw first
hand the lake go from a vibrant and living body of water to one like Mr. Lentz describes Chesapeake
Bay being and then return to health again over a multi-decade time frame. The return to health had
nothing to do with shellfish but with regulating all of those things described above. How much nitrogen
and phosphate are being dumped into Puget Sound and what do shellfish actually remove? I don’t
know, but if that’s the basis for a decision we should know.

Jules Michel 2:27 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Jules, I think your right. Until we put real controls on the inputs to Puget Sound, we won’t be
able so solve the problems. It’s no coincidence that the same place where we have lost
shellfish beds – Everett to Tacoma – is the same place whre we have lost eelgrass beds and
is the same place where we have uncontrolled stromwater run -off from millions of people.

Peter Downey 4:26 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

According to DNR studies, the small amount of wild subtidal harvest has no discernable effect on the
overall filtering of phytoplankton. Therefore, the geoduck farmed in the intertidal is not nearly enough
to have any consequence on the overall abundance of phytoplankton. The comparison to Chesapeake
Bay by the Woods Hole folks is quite irrelevant to South Puget Sound, and with the biomass of wild
geoduck, the farmed amount is totally inconsequential in terms of filtering.

The problem is, the freakish density of geoduck farmed artificially in the intertidal can also consume
fish eggs, crab zoeas and other valuable zooplankton in additon to the localized phytoplankton, so it
also becomes a hazard to the survival of other species.

Curt Puddicombe 10:28 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Harry Branch 12:08 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Kathryn Townsend 11:22 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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See: http://faculty.washington.edu/stevehar/Carrying%20capacity.pdf

This scientific research paper by Christopher McKindsey was highlighted by the one of the leading expert
marine biologists invited to present at the 2007 Seagrant Aquaculture Workshop in Seattle, Dr. Roger Newel,
University of Maryland. Dr. Newel’s comments were apparently speedily forgotten by the industry and the
agencies as I don’t believe the idea ever came up again in the SARC meetings.

However, it is obvious that with the attempt to expand shellfish production and in particular industrial geoduck
production out of traditional shellfish areas into new areas in the last 10 to 15 years that social carrying
capacity has been exceeded. This forum itself is evidence of the breadth of the breach of social carrying
capacity. Thus the social sciences are as much as part of this discussion as the science that looks at core
samples of the sediments. There are a lot of people that are opposed to this expansion on public beaches
based on their community values and expectations. Social carrying capacity must be taken into consideration
by the DNR.

I fear the poster of this message is trying to prove many of geoduck industry’s points. Based on any
reasonable comparison, the geoduck industry has no social impact except to a few shoreline owners
with expensive views.

Last year our industry harvested 1.5 million pounds from maybe 30 acres of tidelands. In contrast:

The 4.3 million people of New Zealand harvested 145,000,000 pounds of mussels from 9,900 acres of
water. http://farm3.static.flickr.com/2239/2317927256_92e4d9283a.jpg?v=0

The people of Japan, a country a little over twice as big as Washington, grew 350 times the amount
of Manila Clams as our state and 3.5 times as many oysters.

Washington State terrestrial farmers farm 15 million acres of land in Washington compared to the
geoduck industries 330 acres.

The 4.7 million people of Norway produced 1.3 BILLION pounds of farmed salmon.
http://newsimg.bbc.co.uk/media/images/40249000/jpg/_40249175_salmon_farm203bbc.jpg

The 4.3 million people of British Columbia produced 200 million pounds of salmon worth $800 million
and providing 6,000 jobs.

Do you want to see what intensive aquaculture really looks like? Check out this aerial from China
http://maps.google.com/maps?
hl=en&ie=UTF8&q=Dalian+China&fb=1&gl=us&ei=jN3hS9OFJ5HWMN3dqZQN&ved=0CBkQpQY&view=
. This is where we’re getting our shrimp.

Or check out this photo from Vigo Spain http://maps.google.com/maps?
hl=en&ie=UTF8&q=Dalian+China&fb=1&gl=us&ei=jN3hS9OFJ5HWMN3dqZQN&ved=0CBkQpQY&view=

I could go on and on but I won’t. The point is that by any objective measure the farmed geoduck
production has close to zero social impact on 99.99% of the citizenry in Washington State. The only
folks affected are the shoreline owners and even then it’s only a few vocal citizens.

Jim Gibbons 1:09 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Fortunately we live in a country where the public process allows all opinions to be considered
– whether they be from individuals or wealthy corporations – before rushing into a decision
about the use of the public’s property, which is owned by 100% of the people. Because of
that, decisions are more likely to be based on objective facts, not assumptions, and will
encompass a broader perspective.

Jules Michel 2:10 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Mr. Gibbons,
As one of the expert shellfish scientists said to your question at the 2007 Seagrant shellfish
aquaculture worshop, a question that you posed about the “small amount of geoduck
aquaculture acreage” in relation to all the acres of tideland in Puget Sound–tthat expert said
your comparison was meaningless–that the comparison had to be made on a smaller scale–
the scale of an inlet or smaller. So all your facts and figures about China shrimp and BC
salmon farming are likewises meaningless for the purposes of this discussion. We are talking
about expansion, probably permanent conversion, of Puget Sound publicly owned beaches to
industrial geoduck aquaculture in the context of the Shoreline Managment Act and the current
goal to fund the protection and restoration of Puget Sound with taxpayer dollars . As I pointed
out in another thread (with the WDFW maps), the number of these publicly owned beaches as
opposed to privately owned beaches in Puget Sound is small. These publicly owned beaches
should remain public and not be given over to commercial interests. That this forum was

Kathryn Townsend 3:22 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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Richard,I totally agree with you. State tidelands should be left in as natural a state as possible. Commercial
geoduck farming will not help the sound, visually or physically. It should be stopped.

I just reviewed the UW Sea Grant study which is still in early days…not scheduled to be finished until
2013..so the results are not available yet. However, I believe that we are all missing the point here. Even if
intertidal farming is found to be not harmful to the environment in a scientific way, it is still ugly and dangerous
to beach users. The PVC pipe and netting and rebar still get spread around the area, and harvesting leaves
deep mud where previously there was beautiful sand. This should NOT happen!

Scientific evaluation requires controlled experiment and analysis prior to application. The genesis and intense
spooling up of intertidal geoduck manufacture on DNR (and private) tidelands with little or no supporting
impartial science (not generated or sponsored by the shellfish industry) is a contradiction of scientific method.
The question should be why did the State (DNR, WDFW, Ecology) allow the shellfish industry to install these
massive feedlot farms without such studies prior to to startup? Citizen stakeholders are now in a position of
finding science. It should not be “prove geoduck farming does harm to the environment”. It should be
incumbent on industry to first prove it doesn’t harm the environment, especially Puget Sound.
A moratorium should be declared and existing acreage reexamined case by case. Permits should be required
as in any other building/ business permitting process. These permits should carry enough fees to support such
a program ( which creates revenue and jobs for the State!).
The health and survival of Puget Sound is at stake, and we cannot get it wrong.

No studies have been initiated to discern the short term or long term affects of the massive, unprecedented

convened is evidence of social impact and your reversion to negative talking points about
those who favor keeping the public beaches out of commercial reach is indicative of an
attempt to deny social impact.

I think you’re missing my point. You suggested that the “social carrying capacity”
should be looked at. I was trying to make the point that other areas of the world seem
to farm quantities of shellfish and fish of far, far greater magnitudes than we do in our
state, and they have yet to reach the “social carrying capacity” you speak of.

It would be a good exercise for DNR to attempt to see what percent of the anti-
geoduck people contributing to this form are shoreline owners whose views are or
would potentially be affected by geoduck farms.

IN SHORT WHERE IS THE PUBLIC WHO DOES NOT HAVE A VESTED PERSONAL
INTEREST IN THE OUTCOME??

Jim Gibbons 4:19 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

All citizens of the state have a vested, personal interest in the outcome. The
shoreline belongs to everyone and, as stated very clearly in the SMA, it must
be protected and kept in its natural state whenever possible.

Your hypothesis that only shoreline property owners adjacent to proposed
sites have an interest in the state’s shoreline is not correct (in my opinion and
that of the majority of state voters who voted for the SMA).

William Burrows 9:14 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

To ask what percentage of “anti-geoduck people” are shoreline owners
concerned about aesthetics is as relevant as asking what percentage of those
commenting are companies who have run out of tidelands to use with
investors waiting for a return on their investment. Neither statement serves to
move this forward.

Jules Michel 10:01 am on May 7, 2010 Permalink

Dorothy Gist 11:16 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Judith N. Sloan 10:47 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Mary Lee Troy 10:34 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

You have no credibility if you claim that industry sponsored research is biased, and then state that “It
should be incumbent on industry to first prove it doesn’t harm the environment.” Your refence to
geoduck farms as “feedlots” shows your bias.

Peter Downey 11:24 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Curt Puddicombe 8:40 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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amounts of PVC introduced into the tidelands and marine waters of South Sound from geoduck aquaculture.
One acre of geoduck with 43,000 pipes equals approximately 150,000 pounds, or 75 tons of PVC. Millions of
pounds are being introduced into the marine environment with no scientific assessments of potential affects.

PVC, or polyvinyl chloride, is designed for indoor or underground use. It is not designed or intended to be
used in the outdoor or marine environment where it is exposed to wind, wave and sand erosion, and to UV
exposure, which breaks down PVC rapidly. You can look at some of the older PVC pipes used for geoduck
aquaculture, and you can visibly see where it has been worn away or has partially broken down. Often, chips
are visible and small pieces can be seen that have broken away from the pipes. This all goes into the waters
and sediments of South Sound.

In 1987, Congress enacted the ‘Marine Plastic Pollution Research and Control Act’, which is intended to
reduce plastics in the marine environment.

The PVC pipes used in geoduck aquaculture contain phthalates. According to a University of Washington
study: ‘Plastics: Possible Impacts on Children’s Health’, Pediatric Environmental Health Specialty Units:
“Phthalates are man-made chemicals used as a ‘plasticizer’ in a variety of industrial and commonly used
products. These chemicals are anti-androgenic, and can adversely impact androgen sensitive tissues during
specific windows of development.”

The use of PVC is banned in New York State and many other municipalities around the country because of its
negative environmental impacts.

http://www.healthybuilding.net/pvc/HBN_FS_PVC_in_Buildings.pdf

Throughout its entire life cycle, from manufacturing to disposal, PVC has high environmental costs. It contains
a high percentage of chlorine, is made with the carcinogen vinyl chloride, plus dioxin and ethylene dichloride
are by-products of its manufacture. PVC also leeches dioxins throughout its useable life.

I looked at your link here. According to the “science” you’re citing, fourteen BILLION pounds of PVC
are LEGALLY used in everything from our water pipes, to our windows, the siding on our homes, as
carpet backing, as shades & blinds, as shower curtains, as furniture, for virtually everything we touch.
Curt Puddicombe, as a Maintenance Supervisor for a large Seattle real estate development company,
you must come in contact with PVC almost every minute of your working day and yet you’re focused
on the PVC used by geoduck farmers. That doesn’t make sense to me.

Jim Gibbons 9:09 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Your comments and DNR’s posting of them is noted and recorded.
Obviously I am aware of the ubiquitous nature of PVC as a building material. How does this
disqualify my objection to PVC being used in the natural aquatic environment? If anything, my
knowledge of the material makes me even more qualified to comment on the dangers of PVC
in nearshore habitat areas.

Curt Puddicombe 1:35 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Curt- your weights are off- A 10″ piece of 4″ diameter pvc weighs about 0.75 pounds or 32,250 lbs per
acre at a density of 430000 tubes.

Peter Downey 9:33 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

My weight calculations are based on 6″, schedule 40 pipe, which is what I have seen on the
tidelands. You may use something different.

Curt Puddicombe 10:12 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Here’s the size chart:

http://www.engineeringtoolbox.com/pvc-cpvc-pipes-dimensions-d_795.html

Curt Puddicombe 10:25 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

No one uses schedule 40 on geoduck farms. It’s 4X as expensive. We use schedule
10. Your weights are wrong.

Peter Downey 11:14 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

The pipes at the Stratford site appear to be 6″, but let’s use the schedule 10,
4″ x 10″ PVC pipe weights for the sake of argument. That’s 32,250 pounds
per acre, or just over 16 tons per acre. Lets say that DNR leases 31 acres.
That’s still one millon pounds, or 500 thousand tons of PVC total.

Curt Puddicombe 12:04 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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And some 6-7 miles of whatever size diameter /10″ length per acre of plastic
pipe. Somebody correct me if I’m wrong about this.

Kathryn Townsend 12:31 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

PVC used for geoduck farming is structural PVC and contains no phthalates. Phthlates are plasticizers
used for making PVC bendable (like rubber duckies). Rigid structural PVC uses no phthalates. None
of the PVC used in geoduck farms contain phthalates.

Peter Downey 11:50 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Is this true for all geoduck sites? The other problem with structural PVC is that it is brittle, and
breaks easily. What about dioxins?

Curt Puddicombe 12:10 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Yes – any site that uses PVC pipe uses structural pipe. While it is brittle and does
break, all of my crew is instructed to pick up any plastic on the beach. To date we
have picked up tons of other peoples waste from our beach (including 37 tires last
year and 6 tires to date this year.) Our stretch of the beach is kept clean.- Come see
if you’d like. (I think that most farmers give the same instructions to their crew). As for
dioxins, all of the PVC used in shellfish farming is drinking water grade and does not
contain or leach dioxins. Dioxins are produced through chemical reaction when PVC is
burned, which is never done in shellfish farming. We are producing food without
hebicides, pesticides, fertilizers, antibiotics, growth hormones, or feed inputs. Shellfish
farmers are staunch supporters of measures to ensure high water quality. It would be
counterproductive to use materials that would contaminate our beaches.

Peter Downey 12:50 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

I’ve seen different types and sizes of PVC for geoduck on the beaches. I’ve
seen schedule 40, thin fiberglass, 4″ and 6″ diameter, and anywhere from 10″
to 14″ in length. As the pipes wear away or break down, dioxins are released,
and the worn away material gets into the environment. There are also
concerns on the colorants used in the gray PVC.

Curt Puddicombe 1:16 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

“It is not designed or intended to be used in the outdoor or marine environment where it is exposed to
wind, wave and sand erosion, and to UV exposure, which breaks down PVC rapidly.”

PVC is does not “break down” rapidly when exposed to natural elements. In fact it has a distinct
advantage over other materials in its resistance to corrosion cause by natural solvents.

“In 1987, Congress enacted the ‘Marine Plastic Pollution Research and Control Act’, which is intended
to reduce plastics in the marine environment.”

This act specifically makes it illegal to throw plastic trash off any vessel within the U.S. Exclusive
Economic Zone (within 200 nautical miles of the shoreline). And also makes it illegal to throw any
other garbage overboard while navigating in U.S. waters or within three miles of shore. This has
nothing to do with the use of plastic products in aquaculture.

“The PVC pipes used in geoduck aquaculture contain phthalates.”
This is completely untrue. PVC pipe is a rigid form of PVC and no phthalates or plasticizers are used.

“The use of PVC is banned in New York State and many other municipalities around the country
because of its negative environmental impacts.”

This is another untrue statement; the state of New York has not banned the use of PVC and is used
in various applications throughout the state. There is no known state or city that has a blanket ban on
PVC. The PDF referenced uses no facts or documentation to support this claim.

“Throughout its entire life cycle, from manufacturing to disposal, PVC has high environmental costs. “

Plastic pipe has many advantages over heavier pipe materials that require more gasoline during
transportation, installation or repairs.

“PVC also leeches dioxins throughout its useable life.”
Dioxins are only produced when some types of PVC pipe are burned and are a byproduct of that
process only. Dioxins are chiefly produced by non-industrial unregulated sources, such as backyard
burning of trash and residential wood burning.

Marcus Galindo 3:22 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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Visit caseinlet.org to view extensive abstracts on the current state of research on geoducks and their impact
on the environment. Science has established that the methods used for intertidal geoduck aquaculture
including harvest with hydraulic stingers destroy eel grass beds. Scientists warn that significant studies are
necessary to evaluate the impact of industrial aquaculture on our environment. Expansion of geoduck grow
operations on State tidelands should be under a moritorium until peer reviewed studies are completed to avoid
causing major adverse impacts on the environmet and best practices can be established based upon
information learned in detailed studies.

City of Seattle Rejects PVC Pipe in Favor of Environmentally Friendly Choice

http://watoxics.org/news/pressroom/press-releases/pr-2005-03-29

Science:

http://www.cleanwaterpipecouncil.org/

New York Enforces Ban on PVC Pipe

http://www.allbusiness.com/government/government-bodies-offices-regional-local/9052891-
1.html

Curt Puddicombe 4:06 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

Someone claimed that PVC, other than if it catches on fire, is perfectly harmless. But fire is a
viable possibility. Consider the amount of PVC that could be ignited in a small fuelspill if a
boat catches on fire and the fuel tank blows up – which happens. The flaming fuels then wash
ashore on an acre of PVC pipe covered beach. There’d be enough dioxin in the air to do in
the whole town.

But there’s more — from Greenpeace:

The production of PVC and its feedstocks, vinyl chloride monomer and ethylene dichloride
results in the release of hundreds of thousands of pounds of toxic chemicals into the
environment each year, mainly in poor, communities of color in the Louisiana and Texas. PVC
production is also a large source of dioxin into the environment. Google the Greenpeace PVC
fact sheet for more information.

Sharron Coontz 6:43 pm on May 5, 2010 Permalink

If a boat is spilling enough fuel to catch fire – you have a much bigger problem than
the dioxins coming off ignited PVC. How a bout a meteor hitting a geoduck farm (for
the year or so that tubes are in place) and igniting them? Or a nuclear weapon
accidentily discharging over a geoduck farm. I’m sure all of those would create dioxins
as well. Other than that PVC DOES NOT EMIT DIOXINS.

Peter Downey 8:34 am on May 6, 2010 Permalink

Richard Wooster 7:48 am on May 5, 2010 Permalink
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