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Mr. Mickey Sugg 27 July 2016 


RB'C";ESVED 
69 Darlington Avenue 


AUG O 1 2016 
Wilmington, NC 28403 


Dear Mr. Sugg, 


I would like to express my reservations concerning the recently published FEIS of the proposed plan for 


shoreline management at the North end of Figure Eight Island (Corps ID# SAW-2006-41158). 


It is stated that this proposal is from the Figure Eight Beach Homeowners Association. It is not. It is 
from the Board of Directors of the HOA. There has never been a vote of the homeowners supporting 
such a proposal and I suspect that when, and if, such a vote takes place, it would probably be defeated, 
providing the homeowners were fairly appraised of all the pertinent information . Over a period of 
several years, the negative aspects of a terminal groin have never been presented to the membership by 
the Board of Directors. The Board is of a single mind on this issue. The membership is quite divided. 


It is important to note that all of the environmental groups active in this area and almost all of NC 
coastal scientists are scrongl y opposed to the proposal of the use of a terminal groin. The media, 
supported by their own investigations, lend their voices to the opposition. They are obviously 
committed to maintaining the integrity of the coast for the benefit of the entire state and all of it's 
citizens. 


Good, scientific methodology demands validation and verification by an unbiased analysis of relevant 
data. Sound cost/benefit and risk/benefit analysis must be produced before any proposed project can be 
thought worthy of consideration. 


Judging from periodic aerial photographs, Rich Inlet has probably been the most stable inlet in NC for 
a long time. Certainly it "wags" back and forth from time to time, but it has not migrated. To propose 
altering a stable inlet seems a foolish risk. I have owned and used a home at the north end of Figure 
Eight for 30 years. When we bought our house, ocean water was at the steps of the homes at 524 and 
530 Beach Road North. Now the ocean shore is several hundred yards east of those properties and in 
the area that has accreted (the area of the proposed terminal groin) there are beautiful rolling dunes 
with vegetation and ideal habitat for nesting shore birds. In fact, that area is now home to one of the 
largest colony of threatened Least Terns on the eastern seaboard as well as nesting sites for several 
other species including Black Skimmers and Ameri can Oystercatchers. That area is probably the most 
beautiful part of the entire island. According to the SEIS, the proposed terminal groin would place all 
that at risk. 


When a terminal groin was first mentioned by the Board of Directors at an annual meeting of the 
Homeowner Association (HOA) membership, it was described as necessary to protect 8-10 beachfront 
houses at the north end that were seriously threatened by erosion. Further correspondence and 
presentations by the Board stressed protection of these threatened houses as the reason for the need of a 
terminal groin. For the past several years, the beach in front of those houses has undergone marked 







" 


accretion to the point that those houses are no longer threatened. In other words, the "benefit" part of 
the cost/benefit and risk/benefit evaluations has almost disappeared. 


In terms of cost, the original study by the NC Coastal Resources Commission (NC CRC) in 2010 
estimated cost of construction of a 450 ft. groin at 3.Smillion and 10 million for a 1400 ft. groin and 
annual maintenance costs of 0. 7 to 2 million. I'm sure you are aware that costs have risen significantly 
since that time. Bald Head Island has chosen to install a 1300 ft. terminal groin with estimated 
construction cost of 8 million and 30 year maintenance cost of 55 million. More recently, Ocean Isle 
Beach has proposed a 750 ft. groin with initial construction cost of$ 5. 7 million and annual 
maintenance cost of 1.567 million. The proposed action for Figure 8 Island (according to the COE 
recently published SEIS Summary and Supplemental Information) is for a 1500 ft. structure with no 
dollar figure estimates of construction and annual maintenance costs . 


In summary, it seems that the proposal for a terminal groin at Figure 8 is not at all supported by 
risk/benefit or cost/benefit analysis and should be abandoned. 


Thank you for your fair consideration of this important matter. 


Sincerely, 


cc: orth Carolina Coastal Federation 
outhern Environmental Law Center 
r, North Carolina Audubon Society 











From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet"s Proposed Terminal Groin
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 9:15:03 PM

As a , lifetime resident of NC and long time resident of New
Hanover County who also , I would like to submit my comments on the
proposed terminal groin at the north end of F8 Island. I have lived here for many years and, over that time, I have
learned a lot about coastal habitats. Not only have I seen the effect Mother Nature can have on our coast, but also the
major effect people have on our coast. The latter is much more harmful than any other factor at this time. A terminal
groin would devastate this beautiful inlet.

My husband and I have been boating at Rich Inlet for more than 20 years. We have seen the sand come and go and
fortunately it always seems to come back. It has replenished to the point that the houses on the north end are far
from any danger to their property from erosion. There is absolutely no need to build a man-made structure to prevent
erosion to the inlet. If man continues to intervene with nature, we will all lose - especially the animals that depend
on the habitat to survive.

We are extremely fortunate to have a natural inlet that has improved rather than declined over the last few years.
Please consider what I have not only written, but also experienced over the many, many years we have enjoyed Rich
Inlet. Please let nature takes its course and take care of the inlet itself.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet - No Terminal Groin
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 6:37:23 PM

Dear Mr. Sugg,

I strongly oppose the plans to construct a terminal groin at Rich Inlet.  Research has shown that terminal groins do
significant damage to beaches by changing the location of the naturally moving sands.  Build a beach in one area,
destroy and/or do significant damage to another.  Coastal geologists have provided research about our NC coast for
years.  It is not new but it is time to use it for the benefit of the NC coast.

A groin might temporarily help a few houses but how many more will be negatively impacted down the beach? 
Will a Rich Island groin create sand deprivation and beach degradation to other homes further down the coast? 
Figure 8?  Wrightsville?

Rich Inlet is also one of the last remaining natural inlets in North Carolina and is vital habitat for waterbirds and
shorebirds.  Some of our most threatened species such as the Great Lakes Piping Plover, Red Knot and American
Oystercatcher will be further impacted negatively with loss of habitat.

So I ask you, is a groin at Rich Inlet worth the risks?  I think not so my request is:  Please DO NOT build a terminal
groin at Right Inlet.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] terminal groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 3:58:02 PM

In addition to all of the negative environmental impacts, the obvious reason for not placing the proposed 1,500-foot
terminal groin at Rich Inlet near Figure Eight Island is that it is NOT NEEDED and would be an irresponsible waste
of taxpayers money.

Regards

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] No! Figure Eight terminal groin
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 3:49:54 PM

I am writing to express my disapproval and concern regarding the proposed terminal groin that would adversely
affect Rich's Inlet.  The beautiful inlet provides a natural habitat for so much wildlife as well as a recreational place
for hundreds of local families.  I want my children to be able to take their children there in the future. The terminal
groin will change the inlet and have so many negative consequences.  Saving a few homes that were purposely built
that close to the shore is NOT worth changing the natural inlet and damaging the eco system there.  Please know my
family and I as in agreement with dozens of other families that this terminal groin project should NOT be allowed to
proceed.

Sincerely ,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 1:45:30 PM

Dear Mickey Sugg,
I am against the proposed terminal groin at Rich Inlet. The EIS is a biased and environmentally damaging document
paid for by the Figure Eight Island HOA. It's a disappointment to me that the Corps of Engineers would even accept
this document.
Many taxpayers use Rich Inlet for boating, fishing, bird watching and many other family activities. As a taxpayer, I
want the Corps to do the right thing and protect our fragile environment for the benefit of everyone, not just the
entitled few.
Rich Inlet is one of the most stable and natural inlets in North Carolina, and it's destruction would be heartbreaking.
Therefore I believe this proposed project should be dropped once and for all.

Sincerely,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 1:10:01 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 11:30:15 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

I THINK IT IS RIDICULOUS FOR THE TAX PAYER TO HAVE TO PAY FOR SUCH A LARGE EXPENSIVE
PROJECT THAT WILL THREATEN THE HABITAT OF NATIVE BIRDS AND ANIMALS.  THIS IS A
PRIVATE ISLAND THAT I, THE TAX PAYER MAY NOT ENTER YET I AM EXPECTED TO PAY FOR THE
PROTECTION OF THE HOMES OF MULTIMILLIONAIRES. THIS INFURIATES ME.  IF THEY NEED TO
PROTECT THEIR HOMES THEY CAN PAY FOR IT.  I DO NOT WANT TO PICK UP THE TAB FOR THEM,
ESPECIALLY AS IT WILL DAMAGE DELICATE HABITAT. IT IS A DOUBLE INSULT!

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet groins
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 9:54:17 AM

Sir,
Please note my opposition to any permanent groins as proposed for the Rich Inlet/Figure 8 Island area.
Having boated in and observed this area for 30 years I feel strongly it will benefit most from allowing nature to take
its course.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich"s Inlet
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 9:49:25 AM

I’ll be brief.  It’s a conflict of interest to rely on an EIS paid for by the proponent of the project and I’d like to know
how the “Corps” justifies doing so.  In addition, there are a number of other steps the corps seems to be ignoring,
including a public hearing.  Seems the deck is stacked and you just want to move forward with the illegal project
with as little public intervention as possible.  Based on the corps past performance with civil works, I’m sure this
one will also ‘go South’ during and after completion.  Some years ago I had great respect for Army Engineers, but
having seen how they ignore hard data and are influenced by politics, I now consider the title Army Engineers to be
an oxymoron. 

Sincerely,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich inlet terminal groin
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2016 9:01:58 AM

Mr. Sugg,

     I'm writing to you with serious concerns over the proposed terminal groin for Rich's Inlet. While science has
proven groins to be ineffective in stabilizing any coastline and were previously outlawed by the NC legislature it is
surprising that this debate is ongoing. It is evident to the public that a select few wealthy individuals are using their
influence with state and local governments to have this impractical structure built at the environmental cost of poor
water quality, habitat loss for fish and birds and eventually the redirected path of water will destroy key marsh
habitat that protects our coast from erosion.

     . I know well and
understand the magnitude of the negative effects this terminal groin would create for an area that I have spent
countless hours learning and enjoying with my customers near and far. The environmental and ecological
displacement of primary habitat for fish and birds and vitally important marsh cannot be mitigated by wealth or
other resources. Once it is gone, it is gone forever.

Best,

    

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 10:23:31 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on proposed terminal groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 7:03:39 PM

Dear Mr. Sugg,

I am writing to voice my opposition to the plan to build a terminal groin at Rich Inlet. As a passionate
conservationist and bird- and nature-lover, I am very concerned about the negative effects that this proposed
hardened structure would have on wildlife habitat. Rich Inlet is unique in that it is one of the few remaining
"natural" and stable inlets in North Carolina. Construction of a terminal groin would eradicate the sand flats on
which endangered and threatened bird species depend for nesting—species that already face severe habitat loss
throughout their ranges.

In my view, potentially increasing protection for a few homes over the short term is not worth the disastrous
consequences to native wildlife and to the long-term natural maintenance of the North Carolina coastline.

I respectfully ask that you take these concerns into account and deny the permit for the proposed terminal groin.

Thank you.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 2:46:26 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 12:27:12 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 12:24:53 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 10:22:53 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure Eight Island
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 9:58:07 AM

Mr Sugg,

This letter is in regard to the Figure Eight Island Shoreline Management Project SAW-2006-41158.

We geologists have been advising people that hard structures along a coast do not work.  Protection of a segment of
beach at one place will adversely affect the coastline elsewhere.  And, as you are aware, beach nourishment is a
costly short-term solution to dynamic coastal geologic processes and storms.  Thus, in my mind, the money spent on
this project will be wasted.  Regardless of the hard structures you build and beach nourishment projects undertaken
nature will, in the end, prevail and render the structures useless and return the sand to the ocean and inlet.  Also, the
projected rise of sea level along the coast of NC will exacerbate the situation even further.

The proposed terminal groin will also alter the habitat on the sand flats along the island.  I am also an avid birder
who travels from our mountains to the coast to see our avian friends regularly.   Alteration/destruction of this coastal
habitat will jeopardize the area for endangered and threatened birds such as the Red Knot, and Great Lakes Piping
Plover among others.

I encourage you to reject the application for this project and not use taxpayer dollars to protect houses built on a
barrier island.

Regards,

July 30, 2016

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 9:24:44 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 9:23:10 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 30, 2016 7:56:45 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 29, 2016 7:46:26 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 29, 2016 5:02:41 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 29, 2016 3:40:19 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please no terminal groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Monday, August 01, 2016 10:24:21 AM

Dear Mr. Sugg,
 I am concerned about the possibility of a terminal groin being built at Rich Inlet.  As a bird lover and a frequent
visitor to natural areas, I am concerned about habitat disruption at this inlet.  We need to hold on to our beautiful
natural areas so that birds and other wildlife can thrive. 

 Please no terminal groin at Rich Inlet.
Our natural areas, especially our coasts, need to be preserved for habitat and for future generations to enjoy.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil
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From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich"s Inlet
Date: Monday, August 01, 2016 2:39:50 PM

Dear Mr. Sugg, I respectfully request that the COE decline to issue a permit to the Figure Eight Island HOA to build
a terminal groin on the North end of the island.  With Rich Inlet being one of the last naturally functioning inlets left
in our great State, it would be a real disservice to artificially influence the movement of the inlet, especially when it
is in a cycle of increasing the sand volume for the North end of F8.  We have seen time and time again what these
groins do to coastal areas past the area they are trying to protect, I just don’t see anything good about them, except
for the few residences that chose to build next to an active inlet!  We should protect our natural resources!  Thanks
for your kind consideration.

----- Confidentiality Notice -----
The information contained in (or attached to) this electronic message may be legally privileged and/or confidential
information. If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the
message.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] DO NOT build a terminal groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Monday, August 01, 2016 11:05:12 PM

Hello!

Submitting my comments that are against building a terminal groin at Rich Inlet. These days there is so much
destruction of natural habitat that it is down right disheartening and this in another example. Please take into
consideration that is a critical (and I can't stress critical enough) habitat for the piping plovers and should be kept in
it's natural state. How much do we need to tinker with nature's beautiful design. Building this groin will contribute to
the long term decline of this bird and other species like the American Oystercatcher. It's just too great to risk.

Personally, birds mean so much to me and making sure that we as a species do the right thing to protect them is
critical. They can't protect themselves :)

Thank you!

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] No terminal groin
Date: Monday, August 01, 2016 9:16:37 PM

Rich's inlet is a place that many area residents enjoy for play and for its beauty.  Many birds and animals benefit
from it being allowed to function naturally as it is meant to be.  We need to stop trying to control nature.   It only
causes more problems.  Islands and inlets move. Let them do it and let the people and animals who use it continue to
enjoy this treasure as it is...with no terminal groin.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps Action ID Number: SAW-2006-41158
Date: Monday, August 01, 2016 4:39:04 PM
Attachments: Figure Eight Island Jetty Comments.pdf

Comments enclosed in PDF

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil



Comments on Proposed Figure 
Eight Island Terminal Groin EIS
Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158  


 


Executive Summary


The proposed terminal groin at Figure Eight Island should never be built because newly 
deposited sand at migrating inlets is the favored habitat of the endangered piping 
plover. North Carolina is the last state in the middle Atlantic and southeastern coast 
preserving natural inlets where the piping plover and other species find their preferred 
sandy habitat. Rich inlet’s semi-regular migration in an area controlled by geologic 
structure maintains this preferred habitat alternatively on the north end of Figure Eight 
Island or the south end of Rich Island. This land is similar to the tidal zone which is dry 
land some of the time and under water some of the time. The time scale is different but 
the inlet moves within the known area just like the tides move within a known area. 


This known area of the inlet should never be developed because it cannot be stabilized 
without causing irreparable harm to the piping plover and other species that prefer this 
recently deposited sand for habitat. If plans recently proposed for terminal groins up and 
down the North Carolina coast are implemented there will be insufficient habitat for 
piping plover recovery. The sands adjoining Rich Inlet, and other natural North Carolina 
inlets should be designated critical habitat for the piping plover


Moreover, the proposed groin should never be built because it will potentially destabilize 
the center of Figure Eight Island by increasing wave energy there as the shoreline 
steepens over time. Moving inlets actually help stabilize barrier islands by depositing 
sand in shoals around the island. A jetty on the north end of Figure Eight Island will stop 
the creation of shoals that protect the island while steepening the shoreline at the north 
end of the island. This will tend to cause wave refraction towards the middle of Figure 
Eight Island, increasing erosion there and making that area more susceptible to 
hurricane, storm and wave damage. If the jetty is built the center of Figure Eight Island 
will inevitably be torn apart in a storm as recently happened on New Jersey barrier 
islands when superstorm Sandy hit. The proposed jetty endangers public health and 
safety and threatens properties in the center of Figure Eight Island.







Detailed Comments


1. Piping plover protection


Piping plovers need open habitat to survive. When inlets are stabilized and vegetation 
takes over predators such as cats and foxes decimate plover populations. This fact is 
common knowledge supported by in-depth research and many years of detailed 
observation by ornithologists and birders.


Breeding Piping Plover Pair on the north end of Figure Eight Island.


The north end of Figure Eight Island has had rapid accretion of Sand in recent years, 
benefitting both property owners and piping plovers. There is no present need for a jetty 
to protect private property. The island has been accreting sand, not losing it. Building a 
jetty under present conditions will harass and endanger the piping plovers while 
providing no benefits what so ever to property owners.


The freshly deposited, unvegetated, sand on Figure Eight island has led to a boom in 
plover numbers in recent years.







Numbers of piping plovers during fall migration at Rich Inlet, source: Audubon 
Society, 
http://nc.audubon.org/news/piping-plovers-stop-over-rich-inlet-record-numbers


Piping plover’s need for open sandy habitat is a well established fact reported in both 
the popular media and scientific reports. This story in Slate tells about how New York 
once had prime plover habitat but development and reckless engineering by the Army 
COE has devastated the plover population.


http://www.slate.com/articles/health_and_science/science/2013/08/
piping_plovers_and_storm_recovery_can_the_shorebird_help_us_save_our_beaches.h
tml


Quoted text in italics:


“Piping plovers are a hindrance or a bother,” Steve Papa told me a couple of years ago. 
He is a biologist with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in charge of piping plover 
recovery in the area. We were standing on Westhampton Island, a barrier beach on 
Long Island’s South Shore. …



http://nc.audubon.org/news/piping-plovers-stop-over-rich-inlet-record-numbers

http://www.slate.com/articles/health_and_science/science/2013/08/piping_plovers_and_storm_recovery_can_the_shorebird_help_us_save_our_beaches.html





Habitat destruction is the top cause of bird extinctions across the world. Felis catus 
comes in second. “Feral cats are a beach manager's nightmare,” Papa said. There are 
more than 50 million house cats trying to make a living in the wild in the United States, 
half a million on Long Island alone.


New York was probably once home to thousands of breeding pairs of piping plovers, 
before beaches were groomed and off-road vehicles, cats, and foxes destroyed nests. 
Before protection, only a few seemed to have noticed the bird. Conservationist T. Gilbert 
Pearson was one, writing in his 1917 Birds of America, “Somehow the sea-beach hardly 
seems fully genuine without it.” They were rare, of course, but they also had a stunning 
ability to camouflage themselves in the sand, like feathers caught in the drift. For the 
past few decades, everyone on Westhampton Island has known about the birds.


In November 1992, a four-day storm breached this barrier island, splitting it and leaving 
some homes cut off from the mainland. The beach “repair,” costing more than $47 
million, was the most expensive in New York’s history at the time.


The people in charge of beach renourishment used plovers to justify the dredging and 
dumping of new sand, claiming it would help restore shorebird habitat. “The trouble is,” 
Papa told me, “plovers kind of like what the Corps of Engineers is trying to prevent.” 
Plovers depend on beach breaks, on unshackled land with sparse vegetation before 
predators—raccoons, foxes, opossums, rats, and cats, often subsidized with pet food by 
local residents—move in from the mainland. “The birds would love the freedom of a 
dynamic barrier beach, not one hemmed in by dredges and groins,” Papa said.


The Army COE must stop destroying the critical habitat of the piping plover. The 
proposed terminal groin at Figure Eight island must never be built because it would 
destroy critical piping plover habitat.


2. The proposed terminal groin would endanger life and property in the center of 
Figure Eight Island by increasing wave energy and erosion.


Extensive research in North Carolina led by teams from Eastern Carolina University and 
the University of Western North Carolina have shown that natural inlets build up shoals 
on both landward and seaward sides stabilizing barrier islands. Inlet stabilization by 
terminal groins and jetties leads to the loss of sand during periods of high surf and the 
slow destruction of barrier islands. In times where the sea level is relatively stable, so 
called beach renourishment can offset the losses at many barrier islands, at a 
significant cost, but when sea level is rising regions will quickly run out of beach quality 
sand. North Topsail Island’s recent renourishment with rock laden sand is a good  
example of running out of high quality sand. Moreover, the costs of renourshment go up 
and up as the sea level rises. These costs should not be bourn by taxpayers to pay for 
the negligence of greedy developers and wealthy beach property owners. 







Sea level rise is a well documented fact, but the southeast coast has additional local 
problems with jumps in local sea level when the Gulf Stream has episodes of slowing 
down. The slowdowns associated with jumps in water levels measured on tide gauges 
on the east coast have been documented in the peer reviewed literature by Prof Tal 
Ezer of Old Dominion University. 
https://www.odu.edu/news/2013/2/gulf_stream_sea_leve#.V5-lNY7bh0I


In addition to Gulf Stream slowdowns the recent rise of ocean heat content in the 
Atlantic has cause a jump in sea surface height in the waters offshore of the 
southeastern United States. Record heat content levels right now off the southeast 
could fuel a hurricane of unprecedented strength and has added to regional sea level 
rise by thermal expansion.


The oceanic heat content (NOAA AOML) in the north Atlantic on July 31, 2016 is 
higher than it was on August 1 of the record hurricane season of 2005



https://www.odu.edu/news/2013/2/gulf_stream_sea_leve#.V5-lNY7bh0I





The Army COE’s FEIS for the proposed terminal jetty states that the center of Figure 
Eight Island is the regional divide where sand flows to the north on the north side of the 
island while sand flows to the south on the south side of the island. This situation 
creates a major problem for stabilizing the island during periods of sea level rise. Unless 
there is an offshore source of sand, the center of the island will slowly erode away as 
sand drifts north and south with the longshore currents.


Placing a terminal jetty on Rich Inlet will make matters even worse for the center of the 
island. It will cause some sand to build up south of the jetty, but the accumulation of 
sand will stepped the beach and cause wave refraction which will intensify erosion by 
focusing wave energy to the south of where the sand has built up. The jetty will prevent 
the normal shoal formation and natural adjustment of the island to rising seas and 
shifting currents. The kind of damage that was seen in New Jersey after superstorm 
Sandy can be expected at Figure Eight Island. New Jersey’s barrier islands were 
heavily damaged near the middle of stabilized islands. Below are USGS before and 
after photos of damage and recovery efforts. Attempts to protect a few homes at the end 
of barrier islands may lead to 
major damage to causeways 
and properties near the 
center of islands as water 
trying to move seaward builds 
up along causeways. This is 
likely what will happen at 
Figure Eight island if the 
terminal jetty is built. It may 
happen if it is not if a severe 
storm like Sandy hits.







The COE’s FEIS fails to assess accurately the effects of building a terminal jetty on the 
properties south of the area where sand would be built up by the jetty. The COE would 
be recklessly endangering lives and property in the middle to Figure Eight Island. The 
failure of the FEIS to asses the effects of regional sea level rise and increasing oceanic 
heat content on the stability of the island renders all of conclusions of the shoreline 
modeling null and void.


Comparison of North Atlantic sea surface heights for 31July2016 vs 1Aug2005 
measured by altimetry and processed by NOAA/AOML shows rapid sea level rise off of 
the southeastern United States.















From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Cc: copy to file
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure 8 FEIS Comments: Economics
Date: Monday, August 01, 2016 4:11:38 PM
Attachments: Wakeman.Figure8.pdf

Mr. Mickey Sugg
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
69 Darlington Ave.
Wilmington, NC 28403

RE: Figure Eight Island Shoreline Management Project – SAW-2006-41158

Dear Mr. Sugg:

Attached please find my comments on the economic analysis contained in
the Final EIS for the Figure 8 Shoreline Management Project.

I appreciate the opportunity to participate in this important decision
process.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil
mailto:doug.wakeman@earthlink.net



August 1, 2016


Mr. Mickey Sugg
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
69 Darlington Ave. 
Wilmington, NC  28403
Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


RE: Figure Eight Island Shoreline Management Project – SAW-2006-41158


Dear Mr. Sugg:


I offer these comments regarding the Final EIS for the Figure Eight Island Shoreline
Management Project.


I am a professional economist, and have focused, and commented upon, only the analysis within
the purview of my expertise: Appendix G, Economic Assessment.


I find that despite the thorough and skilled analysis contained in this section, the flaws and
limitations in the data with which the writer(s) were able to work render this section largely moot. 
The economic assessment was based upon modeling results provided by the applicant’s
consultant.  As noted by others elsewhere (in particular the Southern Environmental Law Center,
whose comments contain appropriate details and citations), these results lack validity.  Reasons
for this are many and varied, but among them are:


C The modeling is based upon the 2006 shoreline, which no longer exists, and will never
exist again.


C The results rely upon extreme erosion rates that bear little resemblance to recent reality.
C The results rely in large part upon the Delft3D model, the usefulness and validity of which


is questioned not just by external parties, but elsewhere within the FEIS itself.


If the available data lack validity, then so will any economic valuations based on those data.


Further, the modeling data address only the simplest conceptions of the economic costs and
benefits of the various alternatives.  One need read no further than the second page of Appendix
G to understand the limitations of the scope and usefulness of the economic assessment.  As
noted there, no data were available regarding aesthetic value, recreational value, or the value of
ecosystem services.  These omissions are important; as the authors note, “Based on results in
the literature, these values are known to be substantial” (Appendix G, p. 2).  







Consequently, the Corps should both accept and abide by the authors’ own conclusion that 


“These values should not be considered definitive and should not be used as the
sole basis for choice or ranking of alternatives” (ibid); 


and also, 


“... the select monetary values that are provided herein should not be considered to
be a representation of the true economic worth associated with the alternatives.
Given the lack of formal valuation and the inherent uncertainties regarding
specific performance of alternatives over a 30-year project horizon, providing an
estimate of total costs, total benefits or net gains is not possible. Further, ranking
of the alternatives based on their relative economic values is not possible” (ibid).


As noted above, based on available data, it is indeed impossible to estimate the relevant economic
values, and likewise impossible to rank the alternatives based on economic value.  Therefore, the
economic assesment contained in Appendix G ultimately serves no useful purpose in the permit
decision process, and should play no role whatsoever in that process.  The Corps should require
that the applicant conduct and furnish a far more comprehensive economic assessment, in which
all of the relevant economic values are collected, analyzed, and compared.


Thank you for consideration of these comments.


Sincerely,











From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure 8 Island FEIS
Date: Monday, August 01, 2016 3:56:22 PM
Attachments: FEIS comments.pdf

Dear Mr. Sugg,
Please accept these comments on my behalf regarding the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the
project known as "Figure 8 Island Terminal Groin Project."
Thank you,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil



         August 1, 2016 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
c/o Mickey Sugg 
69 Darlington Avenue 
Wilmington, NC 28403 
Email: mickey.t.sugg@usace.army.mil 
 
Dear Mr. Sugg, 


Please accept these comments on my behalf regarding the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
(FEIS) for the project known as “Figure 8 Island Terminal Groin Project.”  
 


I find it appalling that Figure 8 Island is still attempting to have a terminal groin constructed on the 
north end of the island.  Currently, not a single house on the oceanfront of the north end of Figure 8 
is in danger.  Their sandbags are protecting nothing because the north end of Figure 8 Island has been 
accreting sand for the past six years.  If a groin is constructed, all of the shoals, as well as the spit on 
the north end will disappear, which is public trust land.  Additionally, the vast majority of literature 
on terminal groins/hard structures demonstrate that these structures do not work as intended and sand 
will be lost to properties down drift of the structure.  The FEIS does not cite the most applicable and 
recent literature on the environmental impacts of terminal groins and fails to seriously discuss the 
impacts to endangered species that use this habitat.  The FEIS has not demonstrated a need for a 
terminal groin at this time and it is costly and will have adverse impacts both to habitat and 
endangered species.  I do not believe this alternative is the best option and the permit should not be 
issued.  Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


 











From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on the the figure 8 Terminal groin
Date: Monday, August 01, 2016 11:17:17 AM
Attachments: Microsoft Word - RICH INLET FEIS COMMENTS.pdf

Mr. Sugg,

Please see my attached comments on the figure 8 terminal groin FEIS in the attached report.

I kindly ask you to confirm receipt.

Best Regards,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil
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Alternatives	for	the	Rich	Inlet	Terminal	Groin/Jetty	Not	Considered	in	Previous	
Environmental	Documentation	along	with	Environmental	and	Economic	
Implications	Using	Innovative	Coastal	Management	and	Engineering	
Approaches	


	


Date:	30	July	2016		-	14	pages	


__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________	


Introduction	


In	regards	to	the	list	of		“purpose[s]	and	needs”	for	the	proposed	terminal	groin	at	figure	8	
island/rich	inlet,	it	is	in	my	professional	opinion	that	adequate	alternatives	satisfying	the	“purpose	
and	needs”	on	page	16	of	the	EIS	document	have	not	been	considered.	It	is	also	my	professional	
opinion	that	these	“purpose[s]	and	needs”	for	implementing	a	terminal	groin	can	be	adequate	
satisfied	with	less	risk	to	public	resources	and	less	risk	to	the	environment.	I	outline	and	discuss	my	
argument	as	follows	the	following	sections:	i)	Alternatives	for	Channel	Management	and	Island	
Protection,	ii)	Associated	Economic	Benefits,	iii)	Associated	Environmental	Benefits	and	Context	of	
Endangered	Species,	iv)	Associated	Construction	Benefits,	v)	Deterministic	Solutions	in	Coastal	
Design	Versus	Probabilistic	Solutions	relative	to	design	life	and	Role	of	Coastal	Management,	vi)	
Historical	Context	of	Terminal	groins,	groins,	and	Jetty’s	and	the	implications	of	concrete	and	
concrete	structures/Heavy	Rock	in	the	NC	Coastal	Environment	and	A	brief	history	of	Geosynthetics	
in	NC	and	on	the	US	East	Coast	Seaboard,	vii)	Deterministic	versus	Probabilistic	approaches	and	
relation	to	maintenance	and	monitoring,	viii)	Historical	Design	with	Geosytnthetics	and	Accurately	
Determining	Coastal	Geosynthetic	Longevity	with	Geosynthetics	in	the	Coastal	Environments,	ix)	
Plastics	and	Perception	and	the	Coastal	Environment,	x)	Example	Project	Successes	with	
Geosynthetics	in	the	Coastal	Environment,	xi)	Example	Failures	With	Geosynthetics	in	the	Coastal	
Environment,	xii)	Cost	Estimates	for	Geosynthetic	Alternatives,	xiii)	“What	if	it	doesn’t	work”	
Implications	of	installation	of	a	Terminal	Groin	Versus	a	Geosythetic	Structure,	and	xiv)	
Conclusions.	Ultimately,	drawing	from	and	implementing	innovative	and	industry	developing	
technologies	that	currently	exist	are	far	less	risky	than	the	application	of	a	terminal	groin	and	the	
application	of	a	Terminal	Groin	is	not	recommended.		


i)	Alternatives	for	Channel	Management	and	Island	Protection	


Many	different	alternatives	for	channel	management	and	shoreline	management	exist	that	are	
within	the	“purpose	and	needs”	for	the	figure	8	island	that	have	not	been	adequately	considered	in	
the		FESI	for	the	figure	8	island	project.	These	options	include	scour	mattresses,	artificially	
stabilized	natural	reefs	(ASNRs),	submerged	geosynthetic	structures,	emergent	geosynthetic	
structures,	geosynthetic	structures	within	the	intertidal	zone,	channel	training	walls,	geosynthetic	
revetments,	other	geosynthetic	structures,	or	a	combination,	coastal	management	tool	box	
application	of	these	engineering	and	environmental	solutions.	Further	these	alternatives	allow	for	
better	consideration,	response	to,	and	application	of	physical	fluid	dynamics	rationale	and	
geomorphologic	rationale	in	the	prediction	and	determination	of	the	best	solution	to	address	the	
“purpose	and	needs”	identified	in	the	figure	8	FESI.	Photos	examples	of	these	applications	of	these	
alternatives	are	provided	below.	
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Figure	1.	Noosa	Spit	Geosynthetic	Training	


Wall(From	ICM	Intl.	Pty)	


	
Figure	2.	Boston	Logan	Airport	Application	of	


Marine	Mattresses	
(From	Tensar	Intl.)	


4 | Geotube®  Technology – Protecting People. For Decades. 


 Geotube® Capabilities: Shoreline 
Protection/Marine Structures 


 Sand Dune Core 
 


 Wetlands Creation 
 


 Breakwaters 
 


 Jetties 
 


 Marine Structures 
 


  Island Creation  


	
Figure	3.	Baldhead	Island	Geosynthetic		
Intermediate	Tubes	(From	Tencate)	


	
Figure	4.	Scour	Mattresses	Applied	to	Offshore	


Windfarms	for	Foundation	Stabilization	
(From	Synthetex)	


	
Figure	5.	Gold	Coast-	Narrowneck	Geosynthetic	Reef	


ii)	Associated	Economic	Benefits	


The	economic	benefits	associated	with	the	application	of	geosynthetic	solutions	have	saved	
taxpayers	and	private	entities	millions	of	dollars	on	projects.	Geosynthetic	solutions	have	even	been	
applied	as	a	component	of	terminal	groins	and	jetties	to	extend	the	life	of	jetties	and	terminal	groins	
due	to	the	short	comings	of	traditional	jetty/terminal	groin	design	such	as	slumping,	de-stacking,	
toppling,	subsidence,	and	non-uniform	bearing	or	loading.	It	is	understood	that	simple	sand-bags	
have	been	applied	at	figure	8	in	the	intertidal	zone	and	amongst	dunes,	however	the	traditionally	
North	Carolina	applied	sand	bags	are	not	engineering	specified	for	longevity	and	lack	
comprehensive	design	rational	and	are	typically	only	applied	in	an	emergency	manner.	While	there	
may	have	been	economic	benefits	associated	with	these	simple	sand	bags,	the	full	potential	benefits	
were	not	and	have	not	been	properly	applied	and	evaluated	for	comprehensive	economic	







 


	


performance.	This	is	discussed	later	in	regards	to	abraision,	UV,	and	material	performance.		With	
new	and	recent	developments	with	geosynthetics,	further	economic	benefits	can	be	utilized	while	
also	achieving	performance,	coastal	management,	and	environmental	benefits.	The	substantial	
economic	benefits	are	derived	as	follows:	


A) Geosynthetics	allow	for	coastal	management	and	protection	using	primarily	local	materials	
such	as	sand	resulting	drastic	saving	in	import	costs.		


B) Geosynthetics	allow	for	improved	longevity	and	reduced	maintenance	costs.		
C) Geosynthetics	do	not	hinder	amenity	to	the	local	environment	to	the	extent	of	heavy	


terminal	groins.		
D) Geosynthetics	allow	for	reduced	installation	and	construction	costs.	
E) The	cost	risk	of	applying	a	geosynthetic	solution	versus	a	terminal	groin	is	substantially	less.		
F) Unforseen	or	unpredictable	results	from	the	application	of	geosynthetics	can	be	reversed	at	


very	little	cost.			
G) Speciality	Geosynthetics	Polymer	Lifetimes,	when	properly	specified	by	an	engineer,	can	


exceed	that	of	rock	groins,	especially	and	extending	to	the	30	years	design	life	cited	in	the	
FEIS.	Proper	anchoring	systems	can	ensure	harm	to	flora/fauna	does	not	exceed	that	of	a	
rock	terminal	groin.		


H) Application	of	Geosynthetic	materials	requires	less	costly	construction	methods	and	has	less	
risky	installation	methods.		


I) Geosynthetic	solutions	can	be	applied	or	merged	with	existing	dredging	solutions	to	
substantially	offset	costs	by	a	magnitude	of	half	or	more	and	also	result	in	comprehensive	
improved	environmental	conditions.		


	


Figure	6.	Stay	off	Jetty	Sign	


iii)	Associated	Environmental	Benefits	and	Context	of	Endangered	Species	


	 The	environmental	benefits	associated	with	the	application	of	geosynthetics	in	combination	
with	local	materials	substantially	outweigh	the	environmental	risks	associated	with	a	rock	terminal	
groin.	While	geosynthetics	are	plastic,	when	properly	specified	and	installed,	they	pose	no	risk	to	
flora	and	fauna.	Where	geosynthetics	are	applied	below	the	surface	of	the	water,	marine	growth	
rapidly	accumulates,	contributing	to	the	food	sources	of	pelagic	fish	and	crustaceans.	Submerged	
application	also	provides	an	excellent	substrate	for	the	growth	of	crustaceans	other	marine	
flora/fauna.	The	flora	and	fauna	that	establishes	on	these	reefs	supports	a	micro-ecosystem	that	
creates	a	food	source	for	endangered	species	such	as	the	piping	clover.	Where	geosynthetics	have	
been	applied	in	submerged	conditions,	improvements	to	water	quality	and	enhanced	ecosystems	
have	resulted.	When	geosynthetics	are	applied	in	a	completely	submerged	condition,	they	pose	no	
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danger	to	endanger	species	in	the	area.	Where	submerged	geosynthetics	are	applied	in	a	
submerged	condition,	they	pose	no	more	risk	to	navigation	than	existing	sand	bars	due	to	their	soft	
nature.		


iv)	Associated	Construction	Benefits		


	 There	are	substantial	construction	benefits	associated	with	geosynthetic	solutions.	This	
includes	but	is	not	limited	to	simpler	initial	construction	and	maintainability,	encapsulations	result	
in	less	water	disturbance,	improved	differential	load	bearing	upon	liquefied	or	fluidized	sands,	
economic	use	of	locally	available	materials	and	no	need	for	long	haul	import	of	rock,	reduced	heavy	
loading	on	roadways,	reduced	machinery	costs,	ease	in	design	amendment	where	necessary,	
flexibility	in	design,	safer		installation	processes,	less	heavy	loading,	and	reduced	need	for	
machinery.		


v)	Deterministic	Solutions	in	Coastal	Design	Versus	Probabilistic	Solutions	relative	to	design	life	
and	Role	in	Coastal	Management	


	 Coastal	engineering	varies	from	other	types	of	engineering	such	as	traditional	civil	
engineering	and	traditional	mechanical	engineering	in	the	following	manner:	


A) Coastal	engineering	require	accounting	for	larger	forces	in	design	and	specification	of	
materials.	


B) Coastal	engineering	relies	more	on	analysing	statistics	to	determine	potential	future	events	
that	will	impact	or	affect	the	ultimate	design.		


C) Coastal	engineering	relies	on	managing	a	body,	the	ocean,	which	is	not	governed	or	
controlled	by	finite	local	laws.	


D) Invariability	and	debate	in	the	aspect	of	sea	level	rise	control	theoretical	base	ocean	height.	
Base	ocean	height	or	level	is	a	drastic	design	variable	in	all	coastal	design	methods.	A	
variation	of	1-3	inches	in	the	design	methods	can	mean	a	variation	in	design	height	of	a	jetty	
or	structure	of	3-10	feet!	


Due	to	the	above	variables	and	range	in	statistical	analysis,	the	cost	to	be	deterministic	in	a	coastal	
environment	can	be	drastically	expensive.	Humans	are	naturally	adaptive.	We	arrange	and	
rearrange	the	environments	around	us	in	sought	to	minimize	risk	to	life	and	property.	The	
substantial	cost	associated	with	the	estimated	for	the	proposed	terminal	groin,	are	a	direct	result	of	
this	principle.	Attempting	to	be	deterministic	from	the	outset	also	requires	substantial	application	
of	factors	of	safety	to	protect	the	design	engineer.	The	actions	and	decisions	the	designing	engineer	
can	take	in	specifying	a	terminal	groin	on	the	basis	of	achieving	a	“factor	of	safety”	that	the	design	
engineer	can	feel	safe	with	while	also	appeasing	the	desires	of	the	client,	in	this	case	figure	8	HOA,	
can	result	in	over	designing	that	is	later	non-adaptable,	uneasily	amendable,	and	detrimental	to	the	
environment.	While	no	design	is	specifically	100%	deterministic	in	the	coastal	environment,	we	can	
seek	to	be	as	deterministic	as	possible	while	also	applying	adaptive	management	techniques	“just	in	
case.”	Geosynthetics	lend	themselves	as	an	applicable	tool	here.	Geosynthetics	solutions	can	bee	
added	to,	repaired	as	necessary	on	an	on-going	basis,	or	removed	with	overdesigning	and	putting	
public	interest	at	stake.		While	an	alternate	geosynthetic	structure	can	perform	well	here,	alternate	
to	an	outdated	rock	terminal	groin	design,	any	over	design	jeopardizing	the	public	interest	can	be	
substituted	with	coastal	geosynthetic	management	techniques	and	traditional	coastal	management	
techniques	that	does	not	result	in	an	immovable	structure	in	state	and	federal	waters.		
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Figure	6.	Repairs	on	a	Geosynthetic	Reef	


	


Figure	7.	Top	of	an	Existing	Geosynthetic	Reef	


vi)	Historical	Context	of	Terminal	groins,	groins,	and	Jetty’s	and	the	implications	of	concrete	and	
concrete	structures/Heavy	Rock	in	the	NC	Coastal	Environment	and	A	brief	history	of	Geosynthetics	
in	NC	and	on	the	US	East	Coast	Seaboard	


	 Rock	jetties	and	groynes	have	been	applied	over	the	last	200	hundred	years	on	the	Eastern	
seaboard	of	the	United	States.	Where	these	rock	jetties	and	groins	have	been	applied	they	have	
been	primarily	applied	in	navigable	waterway	and	maintained	for	the	purpose	of	navigation.	The	
primary	purpose	of	Rich	inlet	is	not	for	navigation,	and	it	remains	the	only	real	natural	and	
unaltered	inlet	remaining	in	North	Carolina.	Heavy	rock	Groynes	and	jetties	that	have	been	applied	
have	had	detrimental	and	non-reversible	effects	and	have	only	resulted	in	partial	removal,	
increased	cost	of	beach	renourishment	or	erosion	costs	down	drift	from	the	installed	area,	
additional	dredging	costs,	and	long	term	maintenance	cost.	Substantial	examples	include,	Merrils	
Inlet,	Oregon	inlet,	the	closing	of	new	inlet,	and	other.		
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Figure	8.	Cape	Cod	Jetty	Erosion	from	Wave	Wrapping	


	 Sand	bags	have	been	substantially	applied	in	North	Carolina	since	the	1950’s	and	with	
applications	on	the	other	banks	national	Seashore	as	“longard”	brand	tubes	by	Nilex	that	were	
closed	similar	to	a	trash	bag	with	confined	ends	twisted.		More	currently	new	and	innovative	fibers	
have	been	implemented.	This	has	followed	similar	advancement	as	automotive	fibers	and	fabrics	
have	improved,	however	there	has	been	a	lag	in	development	of	coastal	fabrics	as	automotive	fibers	
and	fabrics	have	developed	due	to	the	drastically	lower	quantity	of	coastal	fabrics	applied.	
Resultantly,	NC	regulations	have	tended	towards	regulating	coastal	sand	bags	as	a	material	that	
cannot	be	walked	atop	and	such	that	are	applied	only	in	emergency	conditions,	and	also	such	that	
the	bags	are	expected	to	only	have	a	real	life	of	2-8	years	typically.		


	 In	Puerto	Rico,	in	the	1990	and	early	2000’s	a	predominance	of	application	of	coated	wire	
gabions	and	reduced	cost	resulted	in	widespread	application	of	gabions.	The	ultimate	cost	of	these	
structures	in	now	being	seen	as	most	are	reaching	their	ultimate	life	and	resulting	in	rusty	wire	
shrapnel	on	public	beaches.	The	rusted	wire	components	are	a	detriment	to	the	use	of	the	beach	by	
the	public	and	has	discouraged	public	use	or	any	reasonable	use	of	the	beaches	where	applied.		That	
being	said,	other	developments	in	parallel	have	resulted	in	the	use	of	plastic	HDPE	grids	that	have	
been	successful	applied	since	the	90’s	and	before.	Examples	of	this	Include	application	of	plastic	
grids	in	areas	such	as	Boston	Logon	airport	for	scour	protection.	These	plastic	grids	do	not	break	
down	and	fall	apart	and	have	performed	very	well.		Similarly	Sand	bag	geosynthetics	that	are	made	
of	materials	that	only	comprise	about	8-10	oz	per	square	yard	have	been	applied	at	locations	like	
Salvo	and	Hatteras	with	mixed	performance	results.	Some	have	remained,	some	have	abraded	and	
lost	their	sand,	and	few	remained	after	10	years.	It	is	for	reasons	like	this	and	subsequent	
regulation	response	for	which	Geosynthetics	in	NC	and	on	the	east	coast	of	the	US	seaboard	have	
not	been	relied	upon	as	heavily.	Noting	that,	new	geotextile	and	other	geosynthetic	improvement	
and	innovation	have	resulted	in	bags	that	are	30oz/	per	square	yard	and	enhanced	grid	materials	to	
extend	this	longevity.	These	innovations	have	been	applied	around	the	world	and	are	now	making	
their	way	into	the	NC	market.		


	


Figure	9.	Profiles	of	Improved	Longevity	Textiles	
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	 It	is	opportune	to	note	the	example	of	the	commercial	inland	retaining	wall.	Retaining	walls	
prior	to	the	1990’s	were	predominately	rock	block	and	only	rock	block.	With	the	advancement	of	
the	green	movement	and	professional	organizations	like	LEED,	retaining	walls	are	now	available	
vegetated	to	the	same	design	life	as	rock	walls	thanks	to	geosynthetics.		


vii)	Deterministic	versus	Probabilistic	approaches	and	relation	to	maintenance	and	monitoring	


	 All	infrastructure	projects	require	monitoring	and	maintenance	to	ensure	best	return	on	
investment.	Deterministic	coastal	projects	may	or	may	not	require	as	much	maintenance	as	a	
probabilistic	project,	however	probabilistic	projects	typically	require	more	maintenance.	In	regards	
to	a	terminal	groin,	which	is	the	case	of	the	FEIS,	is	generally	described	as	a	more	deterministic	
solution	the	maintenance	of	the	actual	groin	structure	may	be	less	however	due	to	the	size	and	
magnitude	of	the	project,	restoration	or	addition	of	sand	that	can	be	lost	in	significant	weather	
events	should	be	consider	encompassed	in	the	maintenance	cost.	While	the	maintenance	cost	of	the	
more	determinist	structure	of	a	terminal	may	be	considered	less,	when	the	risk	of	loosing	large	
sand	deposits	to	the	north	or	south	of	the	structure	is	considered,	the	total	maintenance	cost	is	
significantly	large.	The	application	of	a	geosynthetic	structure	or	reef	or	channel	training	structure	
may	require	top	off	from	time	to	time.	Top	off	maintenance	could	be	in	the	magnitude	of	$25,000	
USD	to	$	150,000	USD	while	top	off	of	the	rock	structure	could	be	$100,000	to	$500,000	USD.	The	
cost	to	replace	disrupted	beach	by	the	groin	could	be	closer	to	$1,000,000	to	$5,000,000	USD	based	
on	recent	beach	renourishment	projects.	Considering	the	maintenance	cost	of	a	Geosynthetic	
structure	versus	a	terminal	groin	management	strategy,	a	Geosynthetic	Structure	is	less	risky	and	
less	to	maintain,	however	more	frequent	maintenance	may	be	necessary.		


viii)	Historical	Design	with	Geosytnthetics	and	Accurately	Determining	Coastal	Geosynthetic	
Longevity	with	Geosynthetics	in	the	Coastal	Environments	


	 Historically,	designing	with	geosynthetics	has	focused	more	on	UV	resistance,	Tensile	
strength	of	the	Materials,	and	filtration	characteristics	of	the	material.	Traditional	construction	
analysis	and	design	also	consider	these	properties	when	evaluating	tradition	materials	like	concrete	
and	rock.	Traditional	testing	of	construction	materials	has	also	included	abrasion	resistance	of	the	
materials	along	with	chemical	compatibility.	In	the	coastal	environment,	chemical	compatibility	is	
not	as	much	of	a	concern	for	polymer	geosynthetics	due	to	the	robust	chemical	nature	of	the	
materials,	however	abrasion	has	not	been	considered	as	a	variable	in	coastal	performance	until	
recent	year.	German	Standards	have	developed	abrasion	testing	using	a	drum	test	similar	to	the	LA	
abrasion	test	to	help	extend	the	known	life	of	geosynthetics.	This	test	has	only	been	recently	
implemented	in	the	united	states	and	the	majority	of	geosynthetics	that	have	failed	before,	have	
failed	from	abrasion	or	combined	UV	and	abrasion	degradation.	The	application	of	this	abrasion	
analysis	and	extrapolation	has	the	ability	to	make	geosynthetics	last	4-5	times	longer	in	applied	
environments.	An	example	of	this	testing	device	is	shown	in	the	photo	below.		
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Figure	10.	Example	BAW	Abrasion	Testing	Drum	


The	best	metaphor	for	explaining	how	geosynthetic	containers	work	is	reinforced	steel	concrete.	
Concrete	is	used	for	it	excellent	longevity	in	compression	and	applications	like	bridges,	however	it	
is	horrible	when	applied	in	tension.	For	this	reason,	steel	rebar,	which	is	excellent	in	tension,	but	
not	a	good	in	compression,	is	added	to	the	concrete	to	create	a	system	know	as	reinforced	concrete.		
Geosynthetic	structures	are	similar.	Geosynthetics	are	excellent	for	their	encapsulation	capabilities,	
modular	application,	tensile	properties,	chemical	resistance,	and	lightweight.	When	combine	with	
local	materials	like	sand	or	gravel	or	rip-wrap,	they	provide	a	well	performing	system,	similar	to	
reinforce	concrete.	If	you	were	to	take	the	steel	out	of	reinforce	concrete	bridge	they	would	
collapse,	likewise	if	you	were	to	take	the	geosynthetic	component	from	the	sand	or	aggregate,	the	
rock	would	sink	into	the	ocean	floor	bottom	or	the	sand	would	wash	out	to	sea.	For	this	reason,	the	
geosynthetic	need	to	be	treated	a	critically	as	the	reinforced	steel	in	concrete	with	inspection	plans	
and	material	testing.	In	the	past	this	has	not	been	the	predominate	case	and	geosynthetic	products	
have	been	applied	without	applying	the	critical	attention	required.	If	critical	attention	in	design	is	
applied	to	these	products,	geosynthetic	structures	can	outlast	and	out	perform	traditional	rock	
groins.		


ix)	Plastics	and	Perception	and	the	Coastal	Environment	


	 There	is	a	current	precaution	applied	to	plastics	in	a	coastal	setting	and	an	incorrect	public	
perception.	This	is	mainly	associated	with	plastic	waste	in	the	ocean	in	the	form	of	trash,	litter,	an	
micro	beads.	Previous	geosynthetics	that	were	inappropriate	for	the	coast	may	have	failed	and	
washed	out	to	sea.	When	geosythetics	are	properly	specified,	they	do	not	fail	and	they	remain	intact	
in	the	correct	location	and	do	not	pose	a	threat	to	flors/fauna	or	water	quality.	In	conclusion	where	
geosynthetics	are	properly	specified	or	applied	there	are	not	negative	environmental	impacts.	
Recent	studies	actually	suggest	that	marine	growth	that	establishes	preferentially	on	geosynthetics	
is	a	beneficial	impact	to	the	local	environment.		
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x)	Example	Project	Successes	with	Geosynthetics	in	the	Coastal	Environment	


The	following	figure	show	examples	of	project	successes	in	the	coastal	environment:		


	


	


Figure	11.	Narrowneck	Reef,	QLD	Australia	


	 	


Figure	12.	Artificially	Stabilized	Natural	reef	Study	on	Geosynthetics,	Taylors	Creek	NC	


	


Figure	13.	Oysters	Reef	Development	on	a	Uniaxial	Grid	Mattress		
for	Retrofit	of	Sil	protection	(From	tensar)	
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Figure	14.	Marine	Growth	on	Geosynthetic	Containers	in	the	Intertidal	Zone	Baldhead	Is.,	NC	


	


Figure	15.	Marine	Growth	on	Geosynthetic	Containers	in	a	Densely	Populated	Area,	Waikiki,	HI	


xi)	Example	Failures	With	Geosynthetics	in	the	Coastal	Environment	


The	following	are	examples	of	non-specified	materials,	or	low	longevity	materials	that	were	applied	
in	high-energy	areas	and	failed	due	to	lack	of	specification	or	no	engineering	design:	
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Figure	16.	Ocean	Isle	NC	Bag	Failure	due	to	Abrasion	


	


Figure	17.	Improper	Specification	and	Construction	


	


Figure	18.	Improper	Grid	Specification,	Vieques	Puerto	Rico	
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Figure	19.	Improper	Geosynthetic	Selection	of	Gabions	and	Fill,	Massachusetts	


xii)	Cost	Estimates	for	Geosynthetic	Alternatives	


Type	of	Management	Structure	 Estimated	Cost	 Lifetime	
Jetty,	Terminal	Groin	 $16,900,000	Initial	and	


Maintenance*	
30	years	


Scour	Protection	with	Rock	
Filled	Geosynthetic	Mattresses	


$10,000,000	initial	
$5,000,000	maintenance/	
monitoring	


30	year	


Artificial	Reef	of	Geosynthetics	 $6,000,000.00	initial	
$6,000,000.00	maintenance/	
monitoring	


30	year		


Channel	Training	Walls	 $3,000,000	initial	
$12,000,000	
maintenance/monitoring	


30	years	


Continued	Coastal	Sandbagging	 $75,000	per	property	per	year	
on	eight	critical	properties	
$18,000,000	


30	years	


Reported	from	FEIS	and	does	not	include	beach	renourishment	in	case	of	heavy	sand	moving	event	
such	as	cat	4	or	cat	5	hurricane.		


xiii)	“What	if	it	doesn’t	work”	Implications	of	installation	of	a	Terminal	Groin	Versus	a	Geosynthetic	
Structure	


	 The	risk	associated	with	a	Rock	terminal	groin	at	the	end	of	Figure	8	island	at	rich	inlet	is	a	
poor	choice	for	coastal	management	strategy.	If	the	rock	groin	is	constructed	the	cost	will	be	passed	
onto	the	citizens	of	North	Carolina.	The	alternate	construction	estimates	above	using	geosynthetic	
alternate	technologies,	that	can	stay	below	low	tide,	and	not	sacrifice	the	amenity	to	the	inlet	are	
less	expensive,	less	intrusive,	and	allow	for	adaptive	costal	environmental	management.	The	
permanent	rock	terminal	groin	does	not.	Should	a	geosynthetic	applied	reef	or	training	wall	be	
applied	the	risk	can	be	mitigated	by	removal	or	replacement	of	the	mattress	or	geosynthetic	
structure.	The	removal	cost	is	nil.	While	the	Jetty	seems	to	be	more	deterministic	solution,	the	
implications	if	it	partially	or	incompletely	works	is	of	large	magnitude.		This	has	proven	itself	time	







 


	


	
	


	


	 	


	
	


	


	 	


	
	


	


	
	


 


 
 


1 


 
 
 







 


p-1292	 14	


APPENDIX A “Purpose and needs of this[Terminal Groin] project” from the “Figure Eight Island 
Shoreline Management Project EIS” 
 
The purpose and needs of the Figure Eight Island Inlet and Shoreline Management Project are as follows:  


• Reduce or mitigate erosion along 3.77 km (2.34 mi) of Figure Eight Island oceanfront shoreline 
south of Rich Inlet and 427 m (1,400 feet) of backbarrier shoreline on Figure Eight Island along 
Nixon Channel; 	


• Provide reasonable short-term protection to residential structures in response to any unpredicted 
shoreline change within the next five years; 	


• Provide long-term protection to Figure Eight Island homes and infrastructure over the next 30 
years; 	


• Acquire compatible beach material in compliance with the North Carolina State Sediment Criteria 
for shore protection project; 	


• Maintain navigation conditions within Rich Inlet and Nixon Channel; 	
• Balance the needs of the human environment with the protection of existing natural 	


resources; 	
• Maintain existing recreational resources; and 	
• Maintain the tax value of the homes and infrastructure on Figure Eight Island. 	


	











From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet groin
Date: Friday, July 29, 2016 1:50:48 PM

Mr. Mickey Sugg
US Army Corps of Engineers
Wilmington Division

Dear Mr. Sugg,

I am writing you as one of thousands of wildlife enthusiasts in North Carolina to ask you to not go ahead with plans
to build a terminal groin at the northern end of Figure 8 Island and Rich Inlet.  I oppose the idea of building this
groin to provide temporary service for a small community at the expense of breeding ground and migratory stopover
spots for shorebirds. 

I’d like to remind you that birding in NC is big business.  According to a federal survey of hunters, anglers, and
wildlife-associated recreation, 2.4 million people watch wildlife annually in North Carolina – and 95 percent of
these people watch birds. Wildlife watchers spend almost $1 billion each year in North Carolina, including $817
million in travel expenses, lodging, food, equipment purchases and equipment.

I also feel that fighting sea level rise with groins is a waste of time and money in the long term.  I would hate to see
this groin built and wildlife suffer as their habitat is destroyed, then 100 years from now see the groin fail as sea
levels rise.

As we continue to postpone action on climate change, it’s time for developers to see the writing on the wall and
abandon attempts to fight the ocean with engineering plans of this nature.

Sincerely,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure Eight Island Terminal Groin: Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158
Date: Friday, July 29, 2016 12:40:03 PM

Mr. Sugg,
Please accept my following comments on the EIS for the terminal groin proposed for Rich Inlet, NC.
As a recreational user of Rich Inlet for the past 25 years, I am not in favor of the proposed groin that will
compromise public domain inlet shoreline areas where recreation has been a traditional use of the Rich Inlet beaches
for at least 25 years.
The EIS statements on Recreational Resources (p. 192) contain at least one error as well as missing data.  Both are
in "Table 4.14. Recreational boat usage in proximity to Rich Inlet as observed via select aerial photographs:"
1) The error is that Friday, June 30th, 2006 is identified as a "Holliday (Labor Day) weekend."
2) The missing data in that there are no August (and only one July) aerial photographs of Rich Inlet boat usage.  July
and August are likely the highest usage times as entire families, free from school, are most likely to recreate
together.  
The lack of summer aerial photogrqphy data - especially a holliday weekend, results in an underestimate and not a
"a reasonable assessment of boater usage including high usage times."
Given the evaluation of the Rich Inlet Recreational Resources, this EIS concerns me for the unintended
consequences, including habitat loss for migratory birds and sea turtles, that may have been underestimated by this
EIS

Rich Inlet is one of the last naturally-functioning inlets in the state.  Please do not move forward with any option that
involves terminal groins, jetties or other "permanent" structures for Rich Inlet.
Thank you for accepting my comments on the Figure Eight Island Terminal Groin: Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158.

Sincerely,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil
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From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet
Date: Friday, July 01, 2016 4:36:48 PM

Mr. Sugg,

I am a native of the area and am very concerned about the proposed Groin on Figure Eight.  Based on the evidence
provided the island is enlarging rather than eroding.   It would be unsightly, environmentally disastrous, and totally
unnecessary. I could see a possible use of rocks as have been done at other inlets again if there was a problem.  I
remember when the southern end was shifting and closing at Shell Island and that was dredged to keep the inlet
open.  The problem of all shifting started when the natural inlet where the Holiday Inn now sits was closed.  Nature
will find its own way to channel water as it should be.  Fixing one problem only creates another.  Why should these
handful of people have the right to destroy public waterways?  I will leave you to ponder that question.

Thank you for your time.
Respectfully,

Sent from my iPad

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Figure Eight Terminal Groin
Date: Thursday, June 30, 2016 5:01:10 PM

Mr. Sugg – As soon as I hit send I realized I transposed your first and last name from the information listed at the
Corp of Engineers site.

My apologies. 

 

From: 
Sent: Thursday, June 30, 2016 4:18 PM
To: 'mickey.t.sugg@saw02.usace.army.mil' <mickey.t.sugg@saw02.usace.army.mil>
Subject: Figure Eight Terminal Groin

Mr. Mackey – I am aware you are evaluating a proposal for a Terminal Groin on Figure 8 and hope you will view
the proposal favorably for the benefit of this region’s tax base, keeping the channels open that benefit all barrier
islands and all related infrastructure on Figure 8’s island

Thank you!

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure 8 Groin
Date: Thursday, June 30, 2016 9:04:47 AM

Dear Sir:
Since moving to the coast it has come to  attention that building hard structures as an attempt to ease erosion has
been unsuccessful. To the naked and uninformed eye, they appear to work. In reality, the dispersion of energy from
these structures is downward and outward, causing more erosion underneath and to the sides than was previously
experienced. A natural barrier would be much more efficient, or none at all, since over time this area will constantly
change.
Thanks for this opportunity to express an opinion.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] SAVE RICH"S INLET
Date: Wednesday, July 13, 2016 11:57:32 AM

PLEASE, do not allow this groin.  It will only benefit a few and destroy a beautiful and important public
access….not to mention the environmental disaster it will eventually cause.  Do not be short sighted. 

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure eight groin
Date: Wednesday, July 13, 2016 11:06:51 AM

Haven't we learned by now that when you put a jetty in we messed things up. Then we have to dredge hand ad sand
somewhere else. Leave Mother Nature alone. It's been fine for all these years. Look at Masonboro prime example.
Look at Fort Fisher another one. We don't even have enough money to take care of what we've already screwed up.
Talk to an old guy years ago at Hatteras now I'm old. He told me how screwed up things got up there.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure 8 terminal groin
Date: Monday, July 11, 2016 11:05:15 PM

Dear Mickey,

I'd like to officially submit my opinion and feelings regarding the construction of the terminal groin on the north end
of figure 8 island in Rich's inlet.  I am completely against the proposed construction. 

Aside from destroying beautiful recreational areas, there are several species of endangered species that either nest or
use this area in their migratory patterns. Figure 8 is a natural barrier island, subject to effects of nature, water
currents and a higher power.  The natural barrier islands serve to protect the mainland from the potentially harsh
effects of the ocean. As such, they are constantly subject to change, this is no secret. Residents who made the
conscious choice to erect multi million dollar homes on this barrier island clearly had to be aware of this.  To now
need a terminal groin built to protect these homes is unreasonable. The residents made their choice, when they either
built or bought their homes there. Now that their homes could potentially be threatened sometime in the future, does
not justify destroying, or trying to manipulate what nature has in store for this natural barrier island.

Additionally, should any federal or state funding be used to research or ultimately potentially build a terminal groin,
it would be my assumption that the island would no longer remain a private island. The tax payers would have a
right to view and take advantage of their investment in Figure 8 so therefore it could not remain a private gates
island. Access would have to be granted to any and all tax payer.

In conclusion, I'm very much against the construction of this terminal groin for the reasons stated above.

Regards,

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Terminal Groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Wednesday, July 13, 2016 2:45:19 PM

I am writing in regards to the proposed terminal groin being considered for the northern end of Figure Eight
Island/Rich Inlet, and my strong opposition against this ill-conceived project. I hope that sound science rather than
political pressure and politics, prevails with what is at stake and will be lost if this project comes to fruition.

I feel fortunate that as a child and into my adult years to be able to be exposed to beauty of the North Carolina coast,
and spend my hard-earned money to return and vacation here every year. These experiences have given me a life-
long love affair with the coast, and the realization of how special the beaches are in North Carolina. As someone
who vacations to the coast and uses Rich Inlet to boat and fish, this proposed structure is a bad idea for a number of
important reasons. Not only would be absolutely devastating and cause irreparable harm to Rich Inlet and the
biological systems that make it such a unique and beautiful spot, it is also one of the last natural inlets left in the
state. The science clearly shows there will be a strong negative impact on a number of declining bird species that use
that piece of land, as well as pass the problem of erosion up the coast to Lee-Hutaff Island.

On top of that, this terminal groin would only theoretically benefit a few individuals while negatively impacting the
thousands who yearly use the inlet. And there is a less expensive and more effective way at stopping the moving
inlet (like the Mason Inlet relocation project), even though right now the land on the north end of Figure Eight is
currently expanding rather than threatening those few homes.

Rich Inlet is truly an exceptional place that we need to protect and preserve for generations to come, for, and
especially for people. If the terminal groin is built on the north end of Figure Eight, it would have long-lasting and
deleterious effects on both Rich Inlet itself, the wildlife that depend upon, and the people who enjoy this spot.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:36:42 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:16:04 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:15:15 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:13:59 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 5:13:56 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 5:13:41 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 3:48:01 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 3:32:33 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 2:56:52 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 2:21:45 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 2:20:49 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 12:22:15 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 12:05:47 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.  Please study other options for erosion control protection such as living shorelines.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 12:01:34 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 11:54:11 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 11:32:41 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 11:32:27 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 11:26:13 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 11:24:58 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 11:08:22 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 10:48:39 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 10:48:17 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 10:45:31 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 10:24:11 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:54:47 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:52:35 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:51:46 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:41:53 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:32:29 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:29:14 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:18:04 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:16:40 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:10:55 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:10:00 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:05:42 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I am a retired Army Sr. NCO and the military, nor the government protect our lands. We only seem to care about
foreign protection. It's time we protect our own lands, the lands we LIVE in. Ecology balances are necessary for our
very survival as a human race. Please bring the protection to HOMELAND Securities and defend our rights to clean
air and water. This is what a balanced ecology system affords us. Don't kill that delicate balance, and us with it, by
building a jetty.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 9:03:24 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:47:05 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:43:06 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:42:54 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:29:58 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:23:01 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:11:21 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:08:33 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 8:02:19 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:54:01 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:45:55 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:41:42 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:40:29 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:36:33 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:21:28 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:17:33 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:15:17 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales, and shorebirds, but the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:15:08 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 7:10:12 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

Like many coastal "protection" approaches, groins increase erosion of nearby areas.  Rising sea level and decreased
sand supply (due to damming of rivers) are problems that groins do not address.  The money could better go towards
mitigating global warming.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 6:51:04 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 6:40:32 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 6:39:14 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 5:45:32 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2016 12:06:53 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 11:39:34 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 11:23:51 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area. We have already
previously moved the inlet which was supposed to solve the problem and did so at a cost to both wildlife and
taxpayers.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 10:56:41 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 10:31:17 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 10:29:21 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 10:25:36 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

com

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 10:25:11 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 10:25:01 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 10:05:50 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 9:48:31 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 9:46:05 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 9:39:03 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 9:25:25 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 9:18:45 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 9:07:03 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:49:07 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:47:36 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:46:07 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:44:47 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:43:21 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:43:06 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:39:49 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:31:46 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

Additionally, building grains prevents the long-term survival of beaches by preventing the natural flow of sediment.
This can be seen with grains built to try to "save" barrier islands. The ability for islands to change shape is the
ability that allows them to survive. Trying to stop sand now will only cause larger problems in the future.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:31:38 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

Additionally, building grains prevents the long-term survival of beaches by preventing the natural flow of sediment.
This can be seen with grains built to try to "save" barrier islands. The ability for islands to change shape is the
ability that allows them to survive. Trying to stop sand now will only lyrics cause larger problems in the future.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:27:11 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 8:13:20 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:51:17 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I am writing to ask you to not issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin project due to the
potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:48:52 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:46:11 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:41:01 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:39:47 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:34:23 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:24:42 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:19:21 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:15:01 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

I would like to add that anyone who build on an island or coastline just has to accept the fact that their property may
eventually be destroyed.  It isn't the state responsibility to try and save these people's property at my expense as a
taxpayer.  Plus to destroy public beaches and wildlife to do so makes it even worst! Please don't issue a permit for
proposed terminal groin.  

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:10:00 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:03:30 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:00:38 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 6:57:43 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 6:46:28 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 6:41:06 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 6:18:31 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 6:17:24 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 6:16:56 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:52:50 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:44:52 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:37:54 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:33:33 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:32:34 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:28:36 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:21:28 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:20:05 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:18:45 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:18:42 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:17:02 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:16:51 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:15:29 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:12:54 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:10:00 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:09:29 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:05:30 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:05:18 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:05:03 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:04:58 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:04:57 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:04:27 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:59:16 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:58:38 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:58:20 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:58:19 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:58:19 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:56:20 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:54:56 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:54:18 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:53:48 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:53:47 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:53:36 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:53:21 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:51:23 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:51:21 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:50:44 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:46:54 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:45:40 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:44:17 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:43:01 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:42:21 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:40:54 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:39:20 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:37:34 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:36:07 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:33:57 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:30:51 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:30:22 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:29:05 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:28:33 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival. A groin could well mean that the last beach they can raise their young on simply
disappears.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:28:16 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:27:57 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:25:00 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:24:37 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:24:27 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:23:34 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:23:29 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:22:45 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:21:08 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

Anna Sims 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:21:00 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 1:48:04 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 4:19:13 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Tuesday, July 19, 2016 7:55:14 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Tuesday, July 19, 2016 4:32:42 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Tuesday, July 19, 2016 2:11:49 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure eight island
Date: Friday, July 15, 2016 3:05:42 PM

Please stop the terminal groin at Figure eight island. This would hamper wild life in this area.

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet
Date: Friday, July 15, 2016 5:03:32 PM

My family and I have been vacationing at Figure 8 Island since 1982. We are saddened that there seems to be fewer
birds and ghost crabs in the past decade than when we started coming to Fig 8. This groin will destroy bird habitat
and cause harm to Lea/Hutaff Island. Since there are hardly any natural original inlets in North Carolina why does
this natural inlet have to be destroyed? Please do NOT construct a groin there. Thank You

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fig. 8 Groin /
Date: Monday, July 04, 2016 6:31:41 PM

Hello,

I can honestly say to you that we
have observed mother natures way of producing one of the most beautiful natural areas on the North Carolina Coast!
This area continually rebuilds itself with very large sand dunes. 

We are very much against the groin, not only because it will be …but also because it will
destroy the Wild Life Preservation Societies work and the numerous varieties
of beautiful bird species.

I would appreciate any and all information that you can share with me on stopping this groin, thank you.

Sincerely,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 10:25:30 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Sunday, July 24, 2016 10:25:36 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Sunday, July 24, 2016 9:31:45 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 5:02:39 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 4:29:43 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 12:49:54 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 8:59:10 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 5:29:55 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 5:26:28 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 11:25:48 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 10:43:40 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 9:51:26 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 7:20:54 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 6:30:44 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 3:00:57 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 2:50:30 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 2:07:33 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 2:07:00 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 2:06:23 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 2:04:35 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 1:34:23 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 10:54:52 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 10:54:40 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 10:38:06 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 9:49:17 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live and migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales, and shorebirds. But, the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species
in accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This missing information is essential to the permit decision-
making process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the animals that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 9:32:43 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 7:55:10 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.  No more private profit at public expense and at the cost of unnecessary damage to the
environment!  Just say no!

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 7:43:47 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 2:26:04 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 2:25:12 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 12:13:30 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed Terminal Groin Figure Eight Island
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 11:51:06 AM

Mr. Sugg,

    I am emailing you about the proposed terminal groin project for Figure Eight Island.  I have been a resident of
New Hanover County for the past 20 years. My family and I have enjoyed boating and fishing the Riches Inlet area
during that 20 years. As you know Riches Inlet is one of the few inlets in our state that allows access to the ocean
without having to be dredged or maintained.  There is hardly a weekend that my family and 1,000’s of others during
the summer enjoy relaxing on the northern end of Figure Eight Island. I am disappointed that the proposal for the
terminal groin project has made it this far. I thought for sure the USACE would see that  the 1,000’s that enjoy and
use this area regularly would out way the very few that the groin project would benefit. Especially for a project that
may or may not work. By building the groin, 1,000’s would be denied access to areas they have used for decades
and probably lose the ability to access the ocean by boat because of sand migration from the project.  As you know
there is a huge marine eco-system that is dependant from the tidal flow thru Riches inlet. Any disruption in that flow
would also affect this delicate balance.

I am asking on behalf of my family to not approve such a project that may benefit just a few and negatively affect
1,000’s that use this area.

Thank you,

________________________________

This message (and any attached files) is secret, confidential and proprietary and is intended solely for specific
addressee(s). If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by
reply email and delete it and all backup copies immediately.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet
Date: Friday, July 22, 2016 2:10:32 PM

Rich Inlet is one of the few remaining natural inlets in NC, and these natural inlets are essential for breeding and
feeding of many shore bird species. If the Corps of engineers approves construction of a terminal groin there, this
natural area will be lost. Please recognize that the bounty of our planet is limited, and that we must allow space for
wildlife if we are to maintain the rich diversity of life bestowed on us. Please do not approve construction of this
groin.

Sincerely,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] figure 8 groin
Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 2:27:43 PM

        Mickey
       

, I am writing to
oppose this project.

In the last few years, the beach and dunes at the north end of Figure 8 have grown significantly. Dunes and
vegetation are growing at a rapid rate over a large expanse of the beach. The dune growth is so large that is has
become more difficult  and during that time, I
have not seen beach growth like what has been happening in the last 2 to 3 years.

The bird sanctuary which is  is thriving and growing. Just this year, the size of the bird
sanctuary was expanded substantially to the south to include all of the new vegetation and dunes that I mentioned
above.

We are also very concerned as to the backlash of a hurricane 
We have been told that with the new structure that  should one occur.

In my opinion, the millions and millions of dollars that Figure 8 has spent pushing this project were wasted because
they did not obtain advanced permission from all of the homeowners that would be impacted.

I understand that several other beaches are pursuing similar projects with Bald Head already in the construction of at
least a phase one construction. Why not wait a few years and see how these other projects go and see if the goals
that they hoped to reach are realized?

Th
ank you and I look forward to discussing this with you.

 

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


 
 

 

 

 



From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure Eight Island Terminal Groin project
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 6:13:41 AM

Mr. Sugg:

I am opposed to Corps ID # SAW 2006 – 41158, the Figure Eight Island Terminal Groin project,  with the issue of
the FEIS.  Rich Inlet would be harmed and Rich Inlet is critical habitat for Piping Plovers and other coastal birds. 
This project affects a small number of upscale homes via the HOA on Figure Eight Island.  These homes were built
on a dynamic, moving shoreline.  They need to be moved.  Hardened beach structures do not work.  Precious federal
money should not be spent on this project. 

Thank you very much.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Rich Inlet
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 5:04:16 PM

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

        From:  >
        Date: July 23, 2016 at 4:57:19 PM EDT
        To: mickey.t.sugg@usace.mil <mailto:mickey.t.sugg@usace.mil>
        Subject: Rich Inlet
       
       

        Dear Mr. Sugg,
       
        Please do not approve the terminal groin application for the Rich Inlet
        in North Carolina.  This area is a vital nesting area for the American Oyster Catcher, the Red Knot and Piping
Plover.  My wife and I are avid bird lovers and watchers and therefore want to preserve vital habitat in our adopted
state. 
       
        We implore you to do the right thing.
        Sincerely,
        
        
        
        
       
        Sent from my iPad
       

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil
mailto:mickey.t.sugg@usace.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Terminal groin at Figure Eight Island
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 7:44:36 AM

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed construction of a terminal groin at Rich Inlet near Figure
Eight Island. I base my opposition on data presented by noted geologists Orrin Pilkey of Duke University, Stan
Riggs of East Carolina University, and others, who point out that hardened structures have proven ineffective in
preventing beach erosion and would threaten North Carolina's coastline in the long term. Putting the financial
concerns of a few ahead of the overall wellbeing of our state's precious coast is a poor choice indeed with damaging
environmental consequences.

I respectfully request that the Army Corps of Engineers deny the terminal groin project at Figure Eight Island.

Thank you.

Sent from my iPad

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 10:42:24 AM

Dear Mr. Sugg,

Please stop all plans to build a terminal groin at Rich Inlet.  I believe, as do so many others, that this would devastate
essential habitat for many species of coastal birds. The stability and existence of this habitat needs to be preserved
and not altered with man made structures. We need to support the survival of species at risk and preserve the natural
beauty of our barrier islands.

 When planning any project or pursuing any idea, I always ask myself, "Is this for the greatest and highest good of
all concerned?" If the answer not "YES!", then I either drop it or make adjustments that would benefit all.  The
expense of building a terminal groin and the long term effect on the coastal waterway it would affect would only
benefit a few. Changing the inlet flow would be detrimental to so many species of animals and heartbreaking for the
people who love to enjoy the beauty of the inlet and the wildlife it supports. Maybe there is another answer for
proponents of the groin that would have less far reaching effect.

Thank you for your consideration,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Riche"s Inlet Comentary
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 9:18:56 AM

Dear Mr. Suggs,

The public is against this project.  This may or may not be “political thing” for you personally or even others close
to this project; however,  I can say without a doubt the people I know believe it is.

They feel powerful politically connected voices whom reside on Figure 8 are selfishly pushing this project to protect
their vacation homes.

As a Wilmington resident I don’t know a single person in favor of a rock wall on Figure 8.  My family enjoys this
area weekly and the thought of a rock wall being added is a shame.

For the record let it be known also I am a stanchly conservative Republican.  Our local and state leadership may not
understand just how unpopular this project/proposal is from both sides.

This 1 issue is enough for me to change my future votes… not just because I am against it myself, but this is
evidence that a few politically connected folks can get their way despite the majority view.

Please do what you can to stop this project from occurring.

Thank you!

___________________________________________________

                                                            
                                                 

          

                                                         

  

   
            

                 

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


              
            

                     

______________________________________________________________

Disclaimer
This e-mail message, including any attachments, may contain confidential information and/or privileged material
and it is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient you are
hereby notified that any use, distribution, copying or disclosure of the information contained in this e-mail is strictly
prohibited. If you received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by immediately replying to this e-mail and
then destroy the e-mail and any copies of it. E-mails are susceptible to data corruption, interception, tampering and
viruses, and we only send and receive e-mails on the basis that we are not liable for any such corruption,
interception, tampering or viruses or any consequences thereof.



From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on Terminal Groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 1:59:58 PM

Dear Mr. Sugg,

 I'm contacting you to express my strong opposition to the proposal to construct a terminal groin at Rich Inlet. 
Doing so to would seriously damage one of the last remaining natural inlets in North Carolina, and one that provides
vital habitat to species such as the Great Lakes Piping Plover, Red Knot, and American Oystercatcher. 

 I taught  for over 30 years, and every year I led a 3-day field trip for
my students to the North Carolina coast.  One of the highlights of the trip for these students was a sighting of a
Piping Plover or an Oystercatcher (we usually missed the arrival of Red Knots).

 Prime habitat for such species gets harder and harder to find, and the possibility that a terminal groin would be built
at Rich Inlet is a threat that must be stopped.  Please DO NOT build a terminal groin at Rich Inlet, so that future
generations can continue to enjoy the pleasure of experiencing wildlife on such a beautiful beach.

Thank you for your consideration.

--
​

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: J
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] terminal groin
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 2:54:21 PM

Please do not build a terminal groin into Rich Inlet.  We need to protect and preserve the areas for birds.  Also I
don't think taxpayer money should be going to an island designed by and for rich people.  

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fig 8
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 11:44:02 PM

Hi, just thought I'd throw my opinion into the mix about a Term Groin at Rich's Inlet. If, like the imagined photo
shows, the sand on the inside of the inlet would disappear, then I am against it. My (lightly informed) .02 cents.
Thanks

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Terminal Groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 9:03:59 PM

Mr. Sugg:

I would like to state my strong opposition to the proposed plan for a terminal groin at Rich Inlet.  This plan would
remove critical habitat for species of birds which are already seeing decreasing numbers, as well as limiting access
to the beach for humans.

I strongly urge you NOT to proceed with the terminal groin at Rich Inlet.

Sincerely,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 9:01:12 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich"s Inlet, Terminal Groin
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 8:10:54 PM

Dear Mr. Suggs:

I’m a concerned citizen who frequents Rich’s Inlet.

I’ve been following, and am familiar with the “Terminal Groin” controversy regarding this resource.

I can see why the property owners along that shoreline would want the Terminal Groin.

However, it also seems to me that, when one builds their vacation home on the edge of the beach or the creek, one
assumes the inherent risk of that beach or creek eventually eroding……that is a risk which should have been
calculated into their decision to build on those locations.

I’m not sure the “legality” of this…..but based on the projections of the proposed terminal groin, its’ installation will
essentially “delete” the extensive sand bar that is currently not only beyond the site of the terminal groin, but WELL
beyond the property lines of the private owners of the houses.

Please educate me as to how they can legally “delete” the sand bar that is, at the moment, public domain? 

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 5:21:33 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I write to ask the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request for a terminal groin project on the north end
of Figure Eight Island.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But it doesn't have any data on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. How can the Corps issue a permit without this essential
information?

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to wildlife that depend on this fragile habitat
for their survival.

I respectfully urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please DO NOT build a terminal groin at Rich Inlet.
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 4:58:37 PM

 Dearest Mr Mickey Sugg,

I am writing to express my concerns about how vital bird habitat may effected by the possible building of a terminal
groin at Rich Inlet. 

I would urge you not to support such a project as it jeopardizes important bird habitat that we are greatly losing in
North Carolina.  
I am afraid that losing this vital habitat is both detrimental to the birds and to North Carolina's growing economy
through birding and eco tourism

Thank you for your time and consideration,

~    

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Terminal Groin - My Public Comment
Date: Monday, July 25, 2016 4:15:54 PM

Dear Sir,

Just want to add my voice on this issue.  I would hope that the Corps will not move forward on plans to construct the
terminal groin at the north end of Figure Eight Island, because I believe the impact on the environment in the inlet
there would be extremely detrimental to migratory birds.

In my retirement, I have been helping to coordinate a local Audubon program to help fourth graders appreciate birds
and understand growing challenges to bird survival.  Among the problems faced by migratory birds are changes
imposed by human development.  These include efforts to alter the currents around inlets on the U.S. East Coast,
which are causing major shifts within inlets.  These inlets are shoaling areas that are known to provide important
feeding areas for migrating shorebirds.

Projects such as the Figure Eight groin are examples of ill-advised efforts that not only disrupt or destroy wildlife
habitat but also are ultimately ineffective in achieving the outcomes they are designed to achieve.  It is my
understanding that the history of such groins is replete with failures, inasmuch as they result in the need for more
downstream groins, each of which causes more problems than it solves.

I hope you will consider comments such as mine, and decide against the terminal groin project at Figure Eight
Island.

Thank you,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet - Terminal Groin
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 9:54:41 AM

Dear Mr. Sugg,

I am writing you this morning to address the proposed terminal groin slated to be built at the northern end of Figure
8 Island.  I am an active member of the Audubon Society and have served a 

, the oldest Audubon chapter in the state of North Carolina.

While we have wonderful and abundant birding opportunities here in the Piedmont, Rich Inlet represents one of the
few remaining natural inlets in North Carolina.  This inlet provides critical habitat for multitudes of threatened and
endangered species, including Great Lakes Piping Plovers that depend upon the unique and rapidly disappearing
habitat that is present at Rich Inlet.

I ask you to please deny the permit for the proposed terminal groin in the interest of these birds and maintaining
North Carolina as one of the premier wildlife destinations in North America.

Thank you for your time,

       

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Terminal groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 11:16:09 AM

Dear Sir,

I am opposed to the construction of a terminal groin/jetty/rock wall to be located at the Rich Inlet.

What is the intended purpose of the project? What will the expected results be? How much maintenance will be
required to sustain the project during its life cycle?

What will be the unintended consequences of the project? It is safe to say that similar undertakings result in damage
to delicate ecosystems that are rarely if ever considered. Have those lessons learned been applied to this project?

This area represents some of the last remaining "natural" habitats for many birds and other wildlife. Every
threatened species is a harbinger of our own future, as it is the diversity of our ecosystems that demonstrate most
directly the health of our planet.

I expect at the root of this problem, as with so many of its type, is greed. Someone or some business, is pushing this
project through considering only what can be gained, financially in the short term, rather than what is preserved as a
natural resource in the long term.

Do not advance this project. Do not build this terminal groin, please.

Best regards,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil




From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Terminal groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 12:17:05 PM
Attachments: Deason Seekamp 2015 Bird Survey Report_FINAL.pdf

NCBT-2014-Birding-Study-Infographic_112414.pdf
US Fish and Wildlife Service 2011-birdingreport--final.pdf

Dear Mr. Sugg,

As the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is accepting public comments regarding a terminal groin at the northern end
of Figure 8 Island and Rich Inlet, I am writing to ask that no federal permit be issued for this purpose. The proposed
structure would put the extensive sand flats in jeopardy and could damage the highly specialized habitat at Rich Inlet
which is vital to supporting the endangered Great Lakes Piping Plovers, the Red Knot and American Oystercatcher,
as well as other coastal birds.

Aside from the need to take measures to protect avian species that are in peril, keeping this birding site intact also
makes economic sense. Various studies have shown that birders and wildlife observers make expenditures that
benefit the local economy and those who travel often do so to observe waterfowl. (See the attached reports.)
Construction of a terminal groin will impact these people’s (and my) ability to access the beach, view and
photograph birds and other wildlife at Rich Inlet. Very often steps are taken for the benefit of hunters and fishermen;
it is time that the activities of birders and wildlife observers/photographers are protected.

I respectfully request that your agency does not permit the building of a terminal groin at Rich Inlet.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil
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Executive Summary
 


 


This report presents survey research results 


from an online questionnaire distributed in 


2014 to bird club and ornithological society 


members in five states regarding their travel 


decisions and expenditures while on birding 


trips. The study was conducted by North 


Carolina State University (NC State) in 


partnership with the North Carolina Wildlife 


Resources Commission (NC WRC) and 


North Carolina Sea Grant (NC Sea Grant). 


The study was designed to assist Tourism 


Extension at NC State redesign the Birder 


Friendly Business (BFB) outreach program, 


a program developed in collaboration with 


the North Carolina Birding Trail (NCBT) in 


2004. 


 


Six different organizations agreed to the 


distribution of an online survey through their 


email lists. A total of 674 completed 


questionnaires were received. Questions 


focused on the following seven topics: 


demographics; trip planning; 


accommodation and dining selection; the 


use of other businesses and services; the 


NCBT and the BFB program; trip 


expenditures and willingness to pay for 


specific products and services; and trip 


behaviors under climate change scenarios. 


Some highlights from each category include: 


 


Demographics 


 The majority of respondents were in their 


60’s with above-average education and 


household income. 


 Avidity was high among respondents; 


most (92%) agreed or strongly agreed to 


the statement, “Birding is a part of me.” 


 


 


Trip Planning 


 The majority of respondents (91%) use 


the internet to plan their trips. 


 Google is the most commonly used 


search engine for trip planning.  


 Most respondents use a desktop or 


laptop when trip planning, but over one-


third use a mobile device (35%) or an app 


(37%) when planning or during their trips. 


 When planning birding trips, many 


respondents (73%) sometimes or often 


include other places to visit (visitors’ 


centers, museums) in their itineraries.  


 


Accommodation & Dining Options 


 40% of respondents often take birding 


trips that include overnight stays. 


 Google (35%), Trip Advisor (18%), and 


specific hotel websites (18%) were the 


websites most often used to find 


accommodations. 


 Proximity to the birding site and price are 


the two most important factors when 


choosing overnight accommodations for 


a birding trip. 


 Quality and location were the most 


important factors when selecting dining 


locations. 


 


Other Businesses & Services 


 Only 4% of respondents reported they 


never visit other businesses (e.g., 


bookstores, birding supply stores) and 


12% reported they never look for other 


services (e.g., guide, boat rental) while on 


birding trips. 


 Most respondents (67%) find birding 


services through an internet search. 


 Most respondents (59%) find other 


businesses when driving by them.  
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NC Birding Trail & Birder Friendly Business 


Program 


 The majority of respondents were neither 


familiar with the NCBT website (58%) nor 


had ever visited it (62%).  


 Most respondents (76%) are somewhat 


or very likely to use the NCBT website to 


plan their next birding trip to NC, to find 


accommodation, and to find dining 


locations. 


 Respondents typically reported that it is 


very or extremely important for a certified 


BFB to: provide early breakfast (59%); 


have feeders and baths and/or provide 


habitat (58%); display a list of recent bird 


sightings (55%); and display a 


certification sticker on the door (54%). 


 83% of respondents would be somewhat 


or very likely to visit the NCBT website if 


it listed certified BFBs. 


 


 


 


Expenditures & Willingness to Pay 


 Respondents spent, on average, almost 


$500 per person on their most recent 


birding trip in the U.S. 


 The amount that respondents were willing 


to pay more for most environmentally or 


birder friendly products or services 


peaked at about 6-10%. 


 


Climate Change & Visitation 


 Respondents were more likely to visit an 


area where a specific bird’s habitat 


increased and their chances of seeing 


that bird improved than an area where the 


habitat decreased and chances of seeing 


the species had dropped 


 Many respondents (39%) felt somewhat 


knowledgeable about habitat alterations 


related to climate change. 


 The majority of respondents were very or 


extremely concerned that climate change 


would affect bird habitat (63%). 


 One third of respondents reported that 


climate was a very severe threat to bird 


habitat (33%). 
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Introduction 
  


Birding (formally known as “bird watching”) is one of the 


most popular forms of wildlife viewing in the U.S., and 


has become popular worldwide over the past few 


decades (Cordell & Herbert, 2002; Naidoo & 


Adamowicz, 2005; USFWS, 2013). According to the 


most recent National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and 


Wildlife-Associated Recreation conducted by the US 


Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS, 2013), a “birder” is 


anyone who has “taken a trip one mile or more from 


home for the primary purpose of observing birds and/or 


closely observed or tried to identify birds around the 


home” (p. 4).  The USFWS (2013) reports that in 2011 


there were 47 million birders in the US who spent a 


record $41 billion on trip-related and equipment 


expenditures (USFWS, 2013).  


 


Rural areas are particularly well suited to capture these 


tourism-related revenues, given the diversity and 


abundance of grasslands, forests and wetlands habitat. 


More and more, rural areas are looking to tourism as a 


source of revenue and jobs (Che, 2006), and attracting 


birders is more frequently being recognized as a way to 


do so (Biggs, 2013). Yet many rural communities, and 


the businesses that operate in them, lack the 


knowledge and skills necessary to successfully attract 


and cater to birders as a strategy to maximize their 


profits from the seasonal nature of this activity. 


Understanding tourists’ preferences and travel decision 


behaviors (e.g., how they decide where to stay or 


where to eat, what they look for in a restaurant, what 


other types of activities they engage in while on birding 


trips) can enhance marketing efforts and build 


customer loyalty (Crotts, 1999; Hudson, 1999).  


 


The following report provides current information on 


birders’ travel decisions and spending habits during 


birding trips, as well as information on their perceptions 


of climate change and climate change impacts on 


habitat and trip-taking behaviors. The primary purpose 


of this report is to share birders’ spending information 


and travel decision behaviors with North Carolina 


Photo credit: Ginger Deason 
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Cooperative Extension Service (NC CES) agents and 


local businesses along the North Carolina Birding Trail 


(NCBT). These data will also inform the redesign of the 


Birder Friendly Business (BFB) program as an online 


training and certification program for extension agents 


and tourism businesses. 


 


  


Photo credit: Liani Yirka 
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Methods 
 


Survey research was conducted with subscribers to six 


different birding clubs and ornithological societies 


(hereafter, “birding clubs”) located in North Carolina 


and five nearby states (Georgia, Kentucky, South 


Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia). Permission was 


obtained to post a request for participation and survey 


link to the birding clubs by contacting the listserv 


administrators. The survey was administered using 


Qualtrics, an online survey administration tool, and only 


surveys completed by respondents 18 years and older 


were included in the analysis.  


 


Initial requests were posted to the listservs in July 2013, 


reminders were sent each week for two more weeks, 


and the survey links were closed at the end of the third 


week. As an incentive for completing the survey, the 


respondent could provide her/his email to be entered in 


a drawing to win a set of three NCBT guidebooks. A 


total of 674 usable surveys were receivedi. The percent 


of respondents from each birding club is displayed in 


Table 1.  


 


 
Figure 1. Profile of respondents by birding club affiliation 
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Demographics 
 


Nationwide, there are more females (56%) birding than 


males (44%) (USFWS, 2011). In this study, the 


proportions were almost reversed (47% female and 


53% male; Figure 2). Also differing from the most 


recent national study, a greater proportion of this 


study’s respondents held advanced education degrees. 


Most respondents (85%) reported having at least a 


bachelor’s degree, and one-half (53%) reported having 


a graduate degree (Figure 3; as compared to 20% with 


some college and 28% with college graduate or 


advanced degree; USFWS, 2011).  


 


The average age of birders completing this survey was 


59, which is higher than the national average of 53 


(USFWS, 2011). The age range was somewhat 


dispersed, with 54% of birders in their 60’s and 70’s, 


and 40% in their 30’s, 40’s, and 50’s (Figure 4). This 


finding contradicts the image of only retirees and the 


elderly enjoying birding as a pastime. 


 


Respondents’ household income demonstrates that 


many birders are in the upper levels of socio-economic 


status, as 21% of respondents had a household income 


of $75,000 - $100,000 and 45% of respondents had a 


household income of over $100,000 (Figure 5). This is 


higher than the 2011 national average (25% of birders 


with a household income of $50,000-$74,999 and 24% 


$75,000 or more). 


 


Overall, respondents in this survey were older, more 


affluent, and more educated than birders who 


responded to the USFWS nationwide survey (2011). 


This demographic information can better assist 


businesses along the NC Birding Trail to plan their 


marketing strategies to reach these potential 


customers. 
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Figure 3. Proportion of respondents by education 
level 


Figure 2. Proportion of respondents by gender 


Figure 4. Proportion of respondents by age 


Figure 5. Proportion of respondents by household 
income   
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Birding Involvement 


 


As the sample population is birding club listserv 


subscribers, it was assumed that respondents would be 


avid birders (not only listserv subscribers but ones who 


actively read posts and take the time to voluntarily 


participate in birding-related research). The survey 


results confirmed this assumption. When asked how 


often they bird when traveling, almost 84% of 


respondents answered often or all of the time (Figure 


6). To gauge their involvement in birding as a leisure 


pursuit they were also asked how much they agreed 


with the following statements: 


- Birding is a part of me. 


- A lot of my life is organized around birding. 


- I get greater satisfaction from birding than other 


vacation activities. 


 


Results (displayed in Figure 7) demonstrate that the 


respondents to this survey were an avid group of 


birders, with nearly all respondents (92%) agreeing or 


strongly agreeing that “birding is a part of me”. 


 


It is important to keep in mind that these respondents 


are avid birders and their answers to questions 


throughout the survey will reflect their avidity. Birders 


come in a variety of types, with the Cornell Lab of 


Ornithology concluding there are 14 different types of 


birders who interact with them (Enck, 2013). Birders’ 


involvement and dedication to birds and birding will 


differ according to what type they are.  


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Figure 6. Frequency of birding when traveling 


Figure 7. Birder avidity 


0.4% 2%


14%


49%


34%


0.0%


10.0%


20.0%


30.0%


40.0%


50.0%


60.0%


%
 o


f 
re


sp
o


n
d


en
ts


92%


67%
74%


0%


20%


40%


60%


80%


100%


Birding is a part
of me.


A lot of my life is
organized


around birding.


I get greater
satisfaction from


birding than
other vacation


activities.


%
 o


f 
re


sp
o


n
d


en
ts







6 
 


Trip Planning 
 


Many of the survey questions focused on the use of the 


Internet and/or apps for making decisions about where 


to find lodging, where to eat out, and where to find other 


services. Most respondents (91%) sought travel 


information on the Internet when planning their birding 


trips. Friend recommendations (59%), travel books 


(50%), and local birders (49%) were also used as 


information sources. The majority of respondents use 


Google as their typical search engine for surfing the 


web (78%) and conduct web searches for travel 


information from a desktop or laptop (84%). About one-


third of respondents (35%) sometimes use a mobile 


device to seek travel information (Figure 8); similarly, 


about one-third of respondents (37%) sometimes use 


an app to locate businesses before or during their 


birding trips (Figure 9).  


 


Itineraries 


Before going on a birding trip, 31% of respondents 


sometimes plan a specific itinerary and 46% often do 


so. For those respondents who plan itineraries, 52% 


stated that those itineraries often include multiple 


birding sites. Most of the respondents who plan 


itineraries also reported that they sometimes (34%) or 


often (39%) include places other than birding sites. The 


most commonly listed other places that birders planned 


to visit were restaurants (93%), visitors’ centers (78%), 


museums (64%), and bookstores (44%) (Figure 10).  


 


  
Photo credit: Ginger Deason 
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Figure 9. Frequency of app use for locating 
businesses before or during birding trips 


Figure 8. Frequency of mobile device use for 
seeking travel information  


Figure 10. Proportion of respondents who plan to 
visit other places when developing birding trip 
itineraries by business type  
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Accommodation 


 


Many respondents take birding trips that include 


overnight stays. When asked how often their trips are 


overnight, 40% responded often (50-75% of trips) and 


34% responded sometimes (25-50% of trips) (Figure 


11). Less than 20% of respondents rarely (less than 


25% of trips) include overnight stays, and few replied 


all of the time (6%) or never (1%).  


 


Google (35%), Trip Advisor (18%), and specific hotel 


websites (18%) were the websites most often used to 


find accommodations (Figure 12). The following 


websites features were rated as the most helpful when 


selecting accommodations (in descending order): 


pricing, ease of search, reviews, descriptions/pictures, 


and ratings.  


 


When staying overnight, most respondents (80%) listed 


motel/hotel as the type of lodging that is most typical 


(Figure 13). Mid-range hotels were most usually 


frequented (70%), followed by economy hotels (26%), 


then luxury hotels (2%). Other types of lodging were 


Inn/B&B (8%), campground (6%), condo or vacation 


rental house (3%), friend or relative’s (3%). BirdingPal 


accommodation and AirBnB were each less than 1%.  
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Figure 11. Frequency of overnight stays during 
birding trips  


Figure 12. Websites most frequently used to find 
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The survey questionnaire asked respondents to list 


how important different factors were when selecting 


accommodations. Proximity to a birding site was most 


typically ranked as very important (53%) or extremely 


important (24%) (Figure 14). Price was rated as the 


second most important factor (46% rated price as very 


important and 21% rated price as extremely important). 


Other very or extremely important factors included: Wi-


Fi (57%), early breakfast (46%), service (46%), 


environmental concern (33%), star rating (32%), brand 


loyalty (21%), locally owned (11%), and pet friendly 


(9%).  


 


When staying overnight, 80% of respondents either 


often or always pre-book their accommodations. Most 


respondents (86%) find their accommodations by 


internet searches (Figure 15). Other means for finding 


accommodations included: prior use (47%), friend 


recommendation (28%), and/or driving by (18%). 


 


Note: Accommodation finding percentages do not add 


up to 100% as respondents were allowed to select 


multiple response categories. 


 


Many birders plan a specific itinerary for a birding trip, 


and not surprisingly, the Internet figures prominently in 


their planning. Businesses with a web presence are 


more likely to be seen by these trip planners. Further, 


trips are often planned with other stops in mind, such 


as visitors’ centers, restaurants, and museums. Local 


businesses that are interested in getting more of the 


birding business could potentially have marketing 


materials in those places to increase their exposure to 


visiting birders.   
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important) when selecting accommodations 


Figure 15. Frequency of accomodation finding 
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Dining Out 


 


When asked about how they select dining locations, 


many respondents stated they use the internet or an 


app (54%), or they find a place to eat while driving by 


(54%) (Figure 17). Referrals from hotels (48%), and to 


some extent referrals from other businesses (24%), are 


common information sources for birders looking for a 


place to eat. Google was the web site most often used 


to find a dining location (44%), followed by Yelp (21%) 


and Trip Advisor (16%). 


 


The survey questionnaire asked respondents to identify 


how important different factors were when selecting 


dining options. Quality, location, and price were the 


most important factors (Figure 18). Hours, local 


business, and local food were also important factors in 


birders’ dining decisions. 


 


To attract birders, restauranters should list themselves 


on Google Maps and food apps (particularly Yelp). 


Additionally, partnering among different types of 


tourism businesses (particularly hotels) would also 


benefit restaurants. 
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specific websites or apps to select dining location 


Figure 17. Proportion of respondents using specific 
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Other Businesses & Services 


 


While on birding trips, most respondents at least 


sometimes plan on visiting other businesses or using 


other services (Figure 19). Less than one-third 


indicated that they rarely (24%) or never (4%) visit other 


businesses (other than restaurants and gas stations). 


Regarding other services (such as guides, boat rentals, 


or other equipment rentals), slightly more respondents 


rarely (25%) or never (12%) use these services.  


 


Most respondents found other businesses either by 


driving by (59%) or through an internet search (49%) 


(Figure 20). Respondents also found these other 


businesses by: a friend’s recommendation (28%), hotel 


referral (26%), and prior use (23%). When using other 


services, such as guides or equipment rental, 67% of 


respondents stated that they found other services 


through an internet search. Other ways for finding these 


services included:  a friend’s recommendation (32%), 


prior knowledge (30%), hotel referral (19%), driving by 


(18%), and other local business referral (OLBR) (15%).  
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Figure 19. Frequency of trip planning to visit other 
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Figure 20. Proportion of respondents finding other 
businesses and services through specific means 
(unconstrained response option) 
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North Carolina Birding Trail 


& Birder Friendly Business 
 


North Carolina Birding Trail Website 


 


The North Carolina Birding Trail (NCBT) was initiated 


in 2003 as a partnership of six federal and state 


agencies to help North Carolina become a leading 


nature-based tourism destination. The NCBT, like 


many state birding trails around the country, includes 


special habitats or places where birds and other wildlife 


may be viewed by the public. A website was launched 


in 2008 to provide those interested with a mechanism 


for planning a birding trip. In 2013 an interactive map 


was added that identifies birding sites and includes 


descriptions of the area, species of interest, habitats, 


and directions.  The website will be updated to identify 


Certified BFBs (once the program is reinstated) and will 


include information valued by birders identified in this 


report.  


 


When asked about familiarity with the NCBT website, 


58% of respondents said they were not familiar, and 


62% had never visited it before (Figure 21). Seventy-


six percent said they were somewhat or very likely to 


use it to plan their next birding trip to North Carolina. 


Respondents were also asked how likely they would be 


to use the website to find places to stay and eat, as well 


as other businesses and services (Figure 22). Most 


respondents stated that they would be somewhat or 


very likely to use the website to find places to stay 


(76%), places to eat (76%), and other services (69%). 


Fewer respondents said they would be somewhat or 


very likely to use it to find other businesses (41%); 


however, 30% were undecided if they would use it to 


find other businesses.     


 


With such a large number of respondents stating they 


would use the NCBT website to plan future North 


Carolina based birding trips, as well as to find places to 


stay and eat, the website has the potential to be a very 


useful tool for businesses along the birding trail. 
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Figure 22. Likelihood of using the NC Birding Trail 
website for different purposes 


Figure 21. Familiarity with NC Birding Trail website 
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Birder Friendly Business 


 


The North Carolina Birder Friendly Business (BFB) 


program was developed in 2004 to help businesses 


along the NC Birding Trail better market to birders. It 


was designed to provide tools and information to local 


businesses that would help them gain knowledge about 


birders and their behaviors.  


 


Survey respondents were asked how important certain 


aspects or business practices were for a business to 


become a certified BFB. The most important aspects or 


practices for a BFB (rated as either very or extremely 


important) were: providing an early breakfast (59%); 


having feeders and baths and/or provide habitat (58%); 


displaying a list of recent bird sightings (55%); and 


displaying a certification sticker on the door (54%)  


(Figure 23). Other important BFB practices included: 


providing discounts for birders at birding events (52%); 


being a “green” business (51%); support birding causes 


through membership (49%); sponsoring birding events 


(45%); selling bird-friendly products (45%); supporting 


birding causes through volunteerism (42%); and selling 


bird-related items (38%).  


  


Furthermore, 83% of respondents would be somewhat 


or very likely to visit the NCBT website if certified BFBs 


were listed there, 75% of respondents would be 


somewhat or very likely to use coupons offered by 


BFBs on the NCBT website, and 71% would be 


somewhat or very likely to use birding itineraries 


suggested on the website (Figure 24).    


 


These responses demonstrate that relatively simple 


acts (e.g., opening earlier during peak birder season, 


installing a bird feeder or bird bath and keeping it filled, 


or displaying a list of recent sightings) could help 


businesses attract birders. Incorporating the availability 


of these birder-friendly services or products on the 


NCBT website would likely enhance the use and utility 


of the site. 
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Figure 23. Most important practices for certified Birder 
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Expenditures & Willingness 


to Pay 
 


Survey respondents were asked about their past 


spending on the most recent birding trip they took in the 


United States. Lodging and camping was the 


expenditure category with the greatest per person 


expenditure (mean = $228 per person), followed by 


transportation (mean = $169 per person) and 


meals/food (mean = $104 per person) (Figure 25). The 


average group size was 1.85 persons. 


 


The survey questionnaire also asked how much more 


respondents would be likely to spend for certain “green” 


or bird-friendly products and services (Figure 26). What 


is noteworthy is that the amount that respondents were 


willing to pay more for almost any product or services 


peaked at about 6-10%. This is an important threshold 


to keep in mind when BFBs are planning marketing 


strategies targeted at birders. 
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Figure 25. Mean per person expenditures on most recent 
birding trip in US 
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Figure 26. Proportion of respondents’ willingness to pay more for birder-friendly products and services. 
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Climate Change & Visitation 
 


With the release of Audubon’s Birds and Climate 


Change Report (2014) earlier this year, more birders 


are beginning to think about the impacts of climate 


change on birds and bird habitat. Before the report was 


published, we asked survey respondents several 


questions related to visitation and climate change, and 


its impacts on birds and their habitat.  


 


Respondents were asked, if they were planning a trip 


to a mountainous region to see a specific bird species 


and learned that its habitat was greatly reduced (their 


chances of seeing the bird diminished by half), how 


likely would they be to visit. Almost one-half were much 


or somewhat less likely to visit given this scenario 


(44%) (Figure 27). When asked about a species in the 


coastal plain whose habitat had increased and their 


chances of seeing a certain bird were doubled, the 


answers were the opposite. Most respondents were 


much and somewhat more likely to visit in this scenario 


(75%) (Figure 28).  


 


Respondents were also asked a question about travel 


behaviors related to species ranges. Specifically, 


respondents were asked if they were going on a trip to 


see a particular bird, would they be more likely to travel 


to a region where it was found in a few isolated areas 


or where it has a wider range. Most respondents chose 


the wider range (Figure 29). Additionally, most 


respondents (81%) stated that they at least sometimes 


base their decisions on the likelihood of seeing a 


certain species (Figure 30).  


 


Finally, respondents were asked how knowledgeable 


they were about possible bird habitat alterations 


related to climate change, how concerned they were 


that climate change will affect bird habitat, and how 


serious of a threat they believed climate change to be 


for bird habitat. Responses showed that most birders 


felt somewhat knowledgeable about habitat alterations 


related to climate change, but the majority were very 


or extremely concerned that it would affect habitat, 
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Figure 28. Likelihood of visiting an area with 
increased bird habitat 


Figure 29. Likelihood of traveling to see a species 
in isolated areas or wider range 


Figure 27. Likelihood of visiting an area with greatly 
reduced bird habitat 
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and that it was an extremely serious threat (Figure 


31). 


  


Generally, if habitat increases, it would probably be 


good for businesses along the trail near that type of 


habitat. If, however, habitat decreases, it could cause 


fewer birders to visit. In a situation where habitat 


increases, businesses should be able to capitalize on 


potentially increased visitation by having more of what 


respondents consider the most important practices for 


birder-friendly businesses (such as feeders and 


sighting lists). In areas where habitat decreases, 


businesses could promote other species that can still 


be seen in that area or new species that have arrived 


with the changing habitat. Given that respondents are 


concerned about the effects of climate change on bird 


habitat and feel it is a threat, businesses that provided 


habitat or made changes to reflect their levels of 


environmental concern could be viewed more positively 


and be patronized more than those who do not. 
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Figure 31. Frequency of basing travel decisions 
on likelihood of seeing a certain species 


Figure 30. Proportions of respondents’ climate 
change knowledge, concern, and threat 
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Conclusions 
 


Knowing the travel decisions of birders can enhance 


small, rural businesses’ ability to attract these tourists’ 


expenditures, which are typically greater than the 


average tourist. While not all birders are the same, the 


general characteristics, information seeking behaviors, 


desired services and products, and spending habits 


could be beneficial to businesses located along the NC 


Birding Trail (NCBT).  


 


For example, knowing that the majority of people 


planning birding trips use the internet to plan a specific 


itinerary ahead of time (one that often includes 


accommodations as well as other businesses to visit), 


tells us that having a web presence, and potentially 


online advertising, would likely be beneficial to some 


businesses. Furthermore, businesses could benefit 


from partnering with local visitors’ centers, museums, 


and other businesses (even competitors), as referrals 


were fairly common information sources for finding 


other products and services. Creating suggested 


itineraries, especially seasonal ones, could help 


businesses to be prepared for higher or lower numbers 


of birders and plan accordingly. 


 


Aside from networking and marketing, there are other 


things that businesses of all sizes can do to attract 


birders. Although many businesses cannot change 


their locations to take advantage of birders’ desire to be 


near birding sites, they can open earlier for breakfast 


during peak birding season, install birdbaths and bird 


feeders (and keep them filled) in obvious places on 


their grounds, and they could provide or display a list of 


recent sightings. All of these things were ranked as 


important in what respondents would consider a birder-


friendly business.  


 


The Birder Friendly Business (BFB) program revision 


will include the option for BFBs to be listed on the NCBT 


website. Specifically, the goal is to integrate the BFBs 


into the interactive map and include information about 


Photo credit: Ginger Deason 
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the provision of desired birder-friendly products and 


services. Their inclusion on the website indicates that 


those businesses are interested in catering to birders 


and/or supporting bird conservation, demonstrated by 


their completion an online training program (Birder 


Friendly Business, BFB). It is expected that the BFB 


online training program will be launched in early 2016. 


With the majority of respondents stating that they would 


use this website to plan their next birding trip to North 


Carolina, businesses becoming certified BFBs will 


likely attract some of those birders and capitalize on 


birders’ travel spending. 


 


Climate change was revealed to be a concern to most 


respondents. As a changing climate will likely lead to 


species shifts, businesses along the birding trail that 


are able to think out of the box and promote themselves 


or their area for lesser known species or species that 


have expanded ranges will have an opportunity to 


attract more birders. Businesses, who are not able to 


make similar changes, however, will likely not. Being 


flexible and able to make small modifications that would 


move them toward becoming a Birder Friendly 


Business (such as adding feeders or bird baths) could 


also help businesses to withstand fluctuations in 


visitors due to future bird habitat changes. 


 


Results included in this report will be used to develop 


an online training program for businesses to learn how 


to better attract birders, with an ultimate goal of helping 


rural communities to thrive while turning North Carolina 


into a leading nature-based tourism destination.  


 


 


  


Photo credit: Liani Yirka 
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Endnotes 


 


I   Readers are cautioned not to generalize the 


findings presented in this report, as we are unable to 


assess response rates and calculate non-response 


bias. If access to birding clubs’ email lists had been 


authorized (as opposed to posting a request and 


survey link to the clubs’ listservs), then generalization 


to birding club members in these states would be 


possible.   


Photo credit: Liani Yirka 
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Introduction


The following report provides up-to-
date information so birders and policy 
makers can make informed decisions 
regarding the management of birds and 
their habitats. This report identifies 
who birders are, where they live, how 
avid they are, and what kinds of birds 
they watch. In addition to demographic 
information, this report also provides 
an economic measure of birding. It 
estimates how much birders spend on 
their hobby and the economic impact of 
these expenditures.


By understanding who birders are, they 
can be more easily reached and informed 
about pressures facing birds and bird 
habitats. Conversely, by knowing 
who is likely not a birder, or who is 
potentially a birder, information can be 
more effectively tailored. The economic 
values presented here can be used by 
resource managers and policy makers 
to demonstrate the economic might of 
birders, the value of birding – and by 
extension, the value of birds.


All data presented here are from the 
wildlife-watching section of the 2011 
National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, 
and Wildlife-Associated Recreation 
(FHWAR). It is the most comprehensive 
survey of wildlife recreation in the 
United States. Overall, about 9,300 
detailed wildlife-watching interviews 
were completed with a response rate of 
67 percent. The Survey focused on 2011 
participation and expenditures by U.S. 
residents 16 years of age and older.
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Birders


In 2011, there were 47 million 
birdwatchers (birders), 16 years of age 
and older, in the United States – about 
20 percent of the population. What is 
a birder? The National Survey uses a 
conservative definition. To be counted as 
a birder, an individual must have either 
taken a trip one mile or more from home 
for the primary purpose of observing 
birds and/or closely observed or tried to 
identify birds around the home. Thus, 
people who happened to notice birds 
while they were mowing the lawn or 
picnicking at the beach were not counted 
as birders. Trips to zoos and observing 
captive birds also did not count.


Backyard birding or watching birds 
around the home is the most common 
form of bird-watching. Eighty-eight 
percent (41 million) of birders are 
backyard birders. The more active 
form of birding, taking trips away from 
home, is less common with 38 percent (18 
million) of birders partaking.


The average birder is 53 years old 
and more than likely has a better than 
average income and education. She is 
slightly more likely to be female and 
highly likely to be white. There is also a 
good chance that this birder lives in the 
south in an urban area. Does this paint 
an accurate picture of a birder? Like 
all generalizations, the description of 
an “average” birder does not reflect the 
variety of people who bird, with millions 
falling outside this box. The tables and 
charts show numbers and participation 
rates (the percentage of people who 
participate) of birders by various 
demographic breakdowns.


The tendency of birders to be middle-age 
or older is reflected in both the number of 
birders and participation rates. Looking 
at the different age categories in Table 
1, the greatest number of birders were 
in the 55 plus age group. People over the 
age of 55 had the highest participation 
rates while the participation rate was 
particularly low for people ages 16 to 24.


Chart 1. Birders in the United States: 2011
(16 years of age and older.)


	 Total Birders� 47 million
	 Around-the-home� 41 million
	 Away-from-home� 18 million


Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.


Table 1. Age Distribution of the U.S. Population and Birders: 2011
(Population 16 years of age and older. Numbers in thousands.)


Age U.S. Population Number of Birders Participation Rate


16 to 24  34,169  1,939 6%


25 to 34  41,613  4,767 11%


35 to 44  40,779  6,799 17%


45 to 54  46,167  10,396 23%


55 plus  76,586  22,840 30%


Chart 2. Birders’ Participation Rate by Age: 2011


U.S. Average: 20% ▼
	 16 to 24� 6%
	 25 to 34� 11%
	 35 to 44� 17%
	 45 to 54� 23%
	 55 plus� 30%
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The higher the income and education 
level the more likely a person is to be a 
birder. Birders with incomes above the 
median participated at a higher rate than 
the average birder while birders with 
incomes below the median participated 
at a lower rate. Education, which is 
often highly correlated with income, 
shows the same trend. People with less 
than high school education participated 
at 11 percent – far below the national 
average – while people with a college 
degree had the highest participation rate 
at 28 percent. See Tables 2 and 3 for more 
information.


Unlike hunting and fishing where men 
were overwhelmingly in the majority, a 
larger percent of birders were women – 
56 percent in 2011 (See Chart 5).


Chart 3. Birders’ Participation Rate by Income: 2011


U.S. Average: 20% ▼
	 Less than $20,000� 15%
	 $20,000 to $29,999� 16%
	 $30,000 to $49,999� 19%
	 $50,000 to $74,999� 25%
	 $75,000 or more� 24%


Chart 4. Birders’ Participation Rate by Education: 2011


U.S. Average: 20% ▼
	 11 years or less� 11%
	 High School Graduate� 15%
	 Some College� 20%
	 College Graduate +� 28%


Chart 5. Percent of Birders by Gender: 2011
(Population 16 years of age and older.)


Table 2. Income Distribution of the U.S. Population and Birders: 2011
(Population 16 years of age and older. Numbers in thousands.)


Income U.S. Population Number of Birders Participation Rate


Less than $20,000  30,550  4,455 15%


$20,000 to $29,999  23,154  3,661 16%


$30,000 to $49,999  40,036  7,734 19%


$50,000 to $74,999  33,850  8,432 25%


$75,000 or more  66,177  15,862 24%


Table 3. Educational Distribution of the U.S. Population and Birders: 2011
(Population 16 years of age and older. Numbers in thousands.)


Education U.S. Population Number of Birders Participation Rate


11 years or less  31,574  3,340 11%


High School Graduate  81,984  12,462 15%


Some College  55,014  10,849 20%


College Graduate +  70,740  20,089 28%


Male 
44%


Female 
56%
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Excluding people that categorize their 
race as “Other”, birders are not a racially 
or ethnically diverse group. Ninety-three 
percent of birders identified themselves 
as white. The scarcity of minority birders 
is not just a reflection of their relatively 
low numbers in the population at large; 
it’s also a function of low participation 
rates. The participation rates of 
Hispanics, African-Americans, Asians, 
and “Other” were all 8 percent or lower 
while the rate for whites, 24 percent, was 
slightly above the 20 percent national 
average.


The sparser populated an area, the more 
likely its residents were to watch birds. 
The participation rate for people living 
in small cities and rural areas was 22 
percent – 2 percent above the national 
average. Whereas large metropolitan 
areas (1 million residents or more) had 
the greatest number of birders, their 
residents had the lowest participation 
rate, 12 percent. See Table 5.


Chart 6. Birders’ Participation Rate by Race and Ethnicity: 2011


U.S. Average: 20% ▼
	 Hispanic� 8%
	 White� 24%
	 African American� 7%
	 Asian� 4%
	 All Others� 5%


Table 4. Racial and Ethnic Distribution of the U.S. Population and Birders: 2006
(Population 16 years of age and older. Numbers in thousands.)


Race U.S. Population Number of Birders Participation Rate


Hispanic  32,557  2,578 8%


White  182,872  43,323 24%


African American  23,402  1,697 7%


Asian  11,647  410 4%


All Others  21,392  1,105 5%


Table 5. Percent of U.S. Population Who Birded by Residence: 2011
(Population 16 years of age and older. Numbers in thousands.)


Metropolitan 
Statistical Area U.S. Population Number of Birders Participation Rate


1,000,000 or more  127,462  15,141 12%


250,000 to 999,999  48,157  7,479 16%


Less than 249,000  48,406  7,085 15%


Outside MSA  15,288  3,410 22%
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Participation rates are varied across 
the United States. However, the highest 
participation rates are prevalent in the 
northern half of the country (with the 
exception of West Virginia), where the 
top 5 States include Vermont, Wisconsin, 
West Virginia, Wyoming, and Alaska. 
See Chart 7 for more details.
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Chart 7. Birding Participation Ratees by State Residents: 2011


U.S. Average: 20% ▼
	 Vermont� 39%
	 Wisconsin� 33%
	 West Virginia� 33%
	 Wyoming� 31%
	 Alaska� 30%
	 Connecticut� 29%
	 Idaho� 29%
	 New Hampshire� 27%
	 Oklahoma� 26%
	 Colorado� 26%
	 Minnesota� 25%
	 Maine� 24%
	 Michigan� 24%
	 Pennsylvania� 24%
	 South Dakota � 24%
	 Washington� 24%
	 Arkansas� 24%
	 Indiana� 23%
	 Oregon� 23%
	 Tennessee� 23%
	 Montana� 22%
	 Georgia� 22%
	 Kentucky� 22%
	 Missouri� 22%
	 North Carolina� 21%
	 New Mexico� 21%
	 Kansas� 21%
	 Iowa� 20%
	 New York� 20%
	 Delaware� 19%
	 Virginia� 19%
	 Rhode Island� 19%
	 Arizona� 18%
	 Mississippi� 18%
	 Nebraska� 18%
	 Massachusetts� 18%
	 Maryland� 18%
	 Ohio� 17%
	 Illinois� 16%
	 California� 16%
	 Nevada� 16%
	 Alabama� 16%
	 New Jersey� 15%
	 Florida� 15%
	 Louisiana� 15%
	 Utah� 13%
	 Texas� 11%
	 South Carolina� 11%
	 Hawaii� 7%
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There were more participants in the 
South (34 percent) compared to the 
rest of the United States (see Figure 1). 
The Midwest had the second highest 
participation at 24 percent. The West and 
Northeast had lower participation of 22 
percent and 20 percent, respectively.


Figure 1. Participation by Region of Residence: 2011
(Population 16 years of age and older.)
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Bird watching by state residents tells 
only part of the story. Many people travel 
out-of-state to watch birds, and some 
states are natural birding destinations. 
Hawaii reaped the benefits of this 
tourism with 73 percent of their total 
birders coming from other states. Three 
other states (Alaska, Wyoming, and 
Maine) had more than 60 percent of their 
total birders coming from other states. 
(See Table 6.)
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Table 6. Birding by State Residents and Nonresidents: 2011
(Population 16 years of age and older. Numbers in thousands).


State Total Birders
Percent  


State Residents
Percent 


Nonresidents


Alabama 607 94% –
Alaska 512 31% 69%
Arizona 1,110 82% 18%*
Arkansas 539 98% –
California 4,864 94% 6%
Colorado 1,188 85% 15%
Connecticut 873 93% 7%*
Delaware 171 80% –
Florida 2,966 75% 25%
Georgia 1,903 87% 13%*
Hawaii 254 27% 73%*
Idaho 419 81% 19%*
Illinois 1,811 90% 10%*
Indiana 1,175 99% –
Iowa 531 89% –
Kansas 476 95% –
Kentucky 827 90% 10%*
Louisiana 712 71% –
Maine 689 38% 63%
Maryland 934 84% 16%*
Massachusetts 1,238 75% 25%
Michigan 2,015 93% 7%*
Minnesota 1,112 93% 7%*
Mississippi 456 87% –
Missouri 1,110 92% 8%*
Montana 291 60% 40%*
Nebraska 273 89% –
Nevada 447 72% 28%*
New Hampshire 527 55% 45%*
New Jersey 1,195 87% 13%*
New Mexico 415 78% 22%*
New York 3,272 93% 7%
North Carolina 1,854 84% 16%
Ohio 1,583 97% –
Oklahoma 773 97% –
Oregon 892 79% 21%*
Pennsylvania 2,699 89% 11%
Rhode Island 201 80% 20%
South Carolina 536 72% 28%*
South Dakota 235 64% 36%
Tennessee 1,382 82% 18%
Texas 2,238 95% 5%*
Utah 410 69% 31%
Vermont 292 69% 31%*
Virginia 1,425 81% 19%*
Washington 1,516 83% 17%*
West Virginia 547 88% –
Wisconsin 1,678 89% 11%*
Wyoming 417 31% 69%


Note: A hyphen (–) denotes sample sizes that are too small to report reliably (9 or less).  An asterisk (*) 
denotes an estimate based on a sample size of 10 to 29.  This sample size criteria is consistent with the 
“2011 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation.”
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Where and What are They Watching?
Backyard birding is the most prevalent 
form of birding with 88 percent of 
participants watching birds from the 
comfort of their homes. Thirty-eight 
percent of birders travel more than a mile 
from home to bird visiting both private 
and public lands.


What kinds of birds are they looking at? 
Seventy-five percent of away-from-home 
birders reported observing waterfowl 
(ducks, geese, etc.), making those the 
most watched type of bird. Birds of prey 
(hawks, eagles, etc.) were also popular 
with 72 percent of birders watching them, 
followed in popularity by songbirds such 
as cardinals and robins (68 percent) and 
other water birds such as herons and 
shorebirds (60 percent). See Chart 8.


Avidity
All people identified as birders in this 
report said that they took an active 
interest in birds – defined as trying to 
closely observe or identify different 
species. But what is the extent of their 
interest? In order to determine their 
“avidity” the number of days spent bird 
watching was considered.


Chart 8. Types of Birds Observed by Away-From-Home Birders: 2011


	 Total, all birders� 100%
	 Waterfowl� 75%
	 Birds of Prey� 72%
	 Songbirds� 68%
	 Other water birds*� 60%
	 Other birds**� 38%


* shorebirds, herons, etc.
**pheasants, turkeys, etc.


Table 7. National Birding Trends
2006 2011 Percent Change*


Total Birders  47,693  46,741 –2%


  Around-the-home  41,821  41,346 –1%


  Away-from-home  19,860  17,818 –10%*


Total Days  5,473,398  5,161,909 –6%


  Around the home  5,202,536  4,923,873 –5%


  Away-from-home  270,861  238,036 –12%


Note: An asterisk denotes the change is significant at the 95% level. All other “percent changes” are not 
statistically significant.
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Presumably because of the relative ease 
of backyard birding, birders around 
the home spent nine times as many 
days watching birds as did people who 
traveled more than a mile from home to 
bird watch. In 2011, the mean number of 
days for all birders was 110, for backyard 
birders it was 119, and for away-from-
home birders it was 13. Avidity for all 
birders is shown in Chart 9. Although 
avidity is varied across the country, 
birders’ avidity in 11 States was higher 
than the national average. Most notably, 
Mississippi averaged 155 days per birder.


Table 7 shows how avidity has changed 
from 2006 to 2011. The only change that 
is significant at the 95 percent level is 
“Total Away-from-Home Birders.” As 
shown, the number of away-from-home 
birders has decreased 10 percent as less 
birders are traveling to observe birds.


Chart 9. Birding Avidity by State: 2011
(Population 16 years of age and older.)


U.S. Average: 110 days ▼
	 Mississippi� 155 days
	 Connecticut� 133 days
	 Texas� 132 days
	 Ohio� 130 days
	 Arkansas� 130 days
	 Alabama� 129 days
	 Iowa� 126 days
	 Indiana� 122 days
	 Illinois� 121 days
	 New Mexico� 116 days
	 Idaho� 114 days
	 New York� 110 days
	 Kansas� 109 days
	 Rhode Island� 108 days
	 Delaware� 108 days
	 Georgia� 108 days
	 Missouri� 106 days
	 Michigan� 105 days
	 Tennessee� 102 days
	 Oregon� 98 days
	 Wisconsin� 95 days
	 Maryland� 95 days
	 Washington� 95 days
	 Nevada� 93 days
	 Florida� 92 days
	 Arizona� 92 days
	 Kentucky� 92 days
	 Oklahoma� 91 days
	 Massachusetts� 91 days
	 New Jersey� 90 days
	 Minnesota� 87 days
	 Louisiana� 86 days
	 Nebraska� 86 days
	 California� 85 days
	 Virginia� 83 days
	 North Carolina� 81 days
	 Vermont� 77 days
	 Montana� 73 days
	 West Virginia� 72 days
	 New Hampshire� 71 days
	 Pennsylvania� 67 days
	 South Dakota � 67 days
	 Maine� 64 days
	 Colorado� 63 days
	 South Carolina� 60 days
	 Utah� 57 days
	 Wyoming� 42 days
	 Hawaii� 34 days
	 Alaska� 31 days


Note: North Dakota is not included due to small sample sizes.


U
SF


W
S







12  Birding in the United States: A Demographic and Economic Analysis


The Economics of Bird Watching


Birders spend money on a variety of 
goods and services for their trip-related 
and equipment-related purchases. 
Trip-related expenditures include 
food, lodging, transportation, and 
other incidental expenses. Equipment 
expenditures consist of binoculars, 
cameras, camping equipment, and other 
costs. By having ripple effects throughout 
the economy, these direct expenditures 
are only part of the economic impact of 
birding. The effect on the economy in 
excess of direct expenditures is known 
as the multiplier effect. For example, an 
individual may purchase a bird house 
to enhance birding at home. Part of 
the purchase price will stay with the 
local retailer. The local retailer, in turn, 
pays a wholesaler who in turn pays the 
manufacturer of the bird houses. The 
manufacturer then spends a portion of 
this income to pay businesses supplying 
the manufacturer. In this sense, each 
dollar of local retail expenditures can 
affect a variety of businesses. Thus, 
expenditures associated with birding can 
ripple through the economy by impacting 
economic activity, employment, and 
household income. To measure these 
effects, a regional input-output modeling 
method1 is utilized to derive estimates 
for total industry output, employment, 
employment income, and tax revenue 
associated with birding.


1	 The estimates for total industry output, 
employment, employment income, and 
federal and state taxes were derived using 
IMPLAN, a regional input-output model 
and software system.
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Table 8 highlights birders’ trip-related 
and equipment-related expenditures in 
2011.2 Birders spent an estimated $15 
billion on their trips and $26 billion on 
equipment in 2011. For trip expenditures, 
52 percent was food and lodging, 34 
percent was transportation, and 14 
percent was other costs such as guide 
fees, user fees, and equipment rental 
(Chart 10). Equipment expenditures 
were relatively evenly distributed among 
wildlife watching equipment (29 percent), 
special equipment (37 percent), and other 
items (30 percent) (Chart 11). Auxiliary 
equipment accounted for only 4 percent of 
all equipment expenditures.


2	 The Survey does not have an expenditure 
category for birding. Therefore, 
expenditures are prorated by multiplying 
wildlife watching expenditures by a ratio 
to derive birding expenditures. For trip-
related expenditures, the ratio includes 
only away-from-home birders and is (total 
number of away-from-home days watching 
birds)/(total number of away-from-home 
days watching wildlife). For equipment-
related expenditures, the ratio includes 
both away-from-home birders and around-
the-home birders. The equipment-related 
expenditure ratio is (total number of days 
watching birds)/(total number of days 
watching wildlife).


Table 8. Trip and Equipment Expenditures for Birding by Category: 2011


Total Trip and Equipment Expenditures $40,942,680,033


Trip-Related Expenditures*, total $14,868,424,740


  Food $4,625,942,734


  Lodging $3,105,418,864


  Transportation $5,084,858,642


  Other $2,052,204,500


Equipment**, total $26,074,255,293


  Wildlife-watching equipment $7,573,105,647


  Auxilliary equipment $1,034,484,181


  Special Equipment $9,534,331,263


  Other Items $7,932,334,202


*Trip-related expenditures include food, drink, lodging; public and private transportation; and other 
trip-related costs such as guide fees, pack trip or package fees, public and private land use access fees, 
equipment rental, boating costs, and heating and cooking fuel.


**Wildlife-watching equipment expenditures include: bird food, nest boxes, bird houses, bird baths, 
binoculars, cameras and camera equipment, photo processing, day packs, carrying cases, special 
clothing and other wildlife-watching items such as field guides and maps. Auxiliary equipment includes 
tents, tarps, frame packs, and backpacking equipment, and other camping equipment, and other 
auxiliary equipment such as blinds and GPS devices. Special Equipment includes big ticket items 
such as boats and boat accessories, campers, trucks, and cabins. Other items include land leasing and 
ownership, plantings, membership dues and contributions, and magazine books, and DVDs.


Chart 10. Trip-Related Expenditures
(Total Expenditures: $14.9 billion)


Chart 11. Equipment Expenditures
(Total expenditures: $26.1 billion)


Food
$4.6 billion 


31%


Wildlife-watching 
equipment
$7.6 billion


29%


Lodging
$3.1 billion


21%


Auxilliary equipment 
$1.0 billion


4%


Transportation
$5.1 billion


34%


Special equipment 
$9.5 billion


37%


Other
$2.1 billion


14%


Other items
$7.9 billion


30%
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Total Industry Output
Table 9 lists the economic effect of bird 
watching expenditures in 2011. The 
trip and equipment expenditures of $41 
billion in 2011 generated $107 billion in 
total industry output across the United 
States. Total industry output includes 
the direct, indirect, and induced effects 
of the expenditures associated with bird 
watching.


Direct effects are the initial effects or 
impacts of spending money; for example, 
an individual purchasing a bird house 
is an example of a direct effect. An 
example of an indirect effect would 
be the purchase of the bird house by a 
retailer from the manufacturer. Finally, 
induced effects refer to the changes in 
production associated with changes in 
household income (and spending) caused 
by changes in employment related to both 
direct and indirect effects. More simply, 
people who are employed by the retailer, 
by the wholesaler, and by the birdhouse 
manufacturer spend their income on 
various goods and services which in turn 
generate a given level of output (induced 
effects).


Employment and Employment Income
Table 9 shows that birding expenditures 
in 2011 created 666,000 jobs and $31 
billion in employment income. Jobs 
include both full-time and part-time jobs, 
with a job defined as one person working 
for at least part of the calendar year. 
Employment income consists of both 
employee compensation and proprietor 
income.


Federal and State Taxes
Federal and State tax revenue are 
derived from birding-related recreational 
spending. In 2011, $6 billion in State tax 
revenue and $7 billion in Federal tax 
revenue were generated.


D
av


e 
M


en
ke


/U
SF


W
S


Table 9. Summary of Economic Impacts


Birders 46,741,000


Total Expenditures $40,942,680,000


Total Output $106,977,730,000


Jobs 666,000


Employment Income $31,391,977,000


State Tax Revenues $6,000,203,000


Federal Tax Revenues $7,089,387,000
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Conclusion


This report presented information on the 
participation and expenditure patterns 
of 47 million birders in 2011. Trip-related 
and equipment-related expenditures 
associated with birding generated nearly 
$107 billion in total industry output, 
666,000 jobs, and $13 billion in local, 
state, and federal tax revenue. This 
impact was distributed across local, 
state, and national economies.
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From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2016 12:53:42 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2016 8:57:33 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure Eight Terminal Groin
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2016 9:32:28 AM

Dear Mr. Sugg,

I am writing in regards to the proposed terminal groin being considered for the northern end of Figure Eight Island
and my strong opposition against this ill-conceived project. I hope the public will educate themselves on what is at
stake and what will be lost if this project comes to fruition. I feel fortunate that as a child and an adult, I have been
able to be exposed to the beauty and serenity of the North Carolina coast, and spend my hard earned money to return
and vacation here every year. These experiences have given me a lifelong love affair with the coast, and a
realization of how special the beaches are in North Carolina. As someone who vacations at the coast and uses Rich
inlet to boat and fish, this proposed structure is a bad idea for a number of important reasons. It would be absolutely
devastating and cause irreparable  harm to Rich Inlet and the biological systems that make it such a unique and
beautiful spot. It would have a deeply negative impact on the environment. Rich Inlet is a truly exceptional place
that we need to protect and preserve for generations to come. If the terminal groin is built on the north and of Figure
Eight, it would have long-lasting and deleterious effects on both Rich Inlet itself, the wildlife that depend upon it,
and the people who enjoy the spot.

Sincerely,

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 11:30:25 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public comment about Rich Inlet
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 5:24:19 PM

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I'm curious why a proposed terminal groin would be installed at Rich Inlet. I learned in geology years ago, that
natural inlets occur where they need to occur. It seems opposite of scientific reasoning to disturb sand flats or alter a
natural inlet which could have devastating impact on animal life that utilizes those flats.

Hopefully the US Army Corps of Engineers will forego the terminal groin and let the ocean continue to use what it
built.

Thank you.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet EIS, comments
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 4:26:41 PM

After reading the EIS referenced above I am opposed to the construction of terminal groins at Rich Inlet.
It seems inappropriate to try and and harden such a dynamic natural environment. The relocation of the Cape
Hatteras lighthouse pointed to the concept of retreat as the most useful long term solution to the dynamics of beach
environment in conflict with man made structures. The natural systems at work in the inlet will overcome or bypass
a hard structure over time. In the meantime, hard structures will, over the long term, uncertainly effect the natural
environment that the Piping Plover and the Red Knot have evolved to rely on.
Please do not select the alternatives that include terminal groin construction.The selection of alternative 1 or 2 would
be the best use of my taxes.

This message and any attachment are for the intended recipient’s use only. If you are not the intended recipient, you
may not use, disclose or reproduce this message, its attachment or any part thereof, or take any action in reliance
thereon. Please notify the sender immediately and delete this message and any attachment from your system.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 12:33:25 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 12:06:15 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Preservation of Rich Inlet
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 9:35:53 AM

Dear Mr.  Sugg,   As a professional Ph.D biologist, I am opposed to the construction of a terminal groin at Rich
Inlet.  With so many pressures on migrating birds these days, particularly habitat destruction, Rich Inlet becomes
more and more important to preserve for such declining numbers of bird species  as the Piping Plover, Oyster
Catcher, and  Red Knot .  We MUST be particularly aware of such issues as declining habitat if we do not want to
be agents of thoughtless development occurring throughout our entire planet.  We owe preservation of key areas to
our children and generations to follow as human populations increase and areas of beauty where declining bird
species live decrease.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Groin at Rich Inlet, Public comment
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 9:22:32 AM

Dear sir,

I strongly object to the proposed terminal groin at Rich Inlet because of the very negative effects it would on the
bird populations in the area.  There is strong evidence that a groin of this type with permanently alter the sand flats
and other habit used by birds such as Great Lakes Piping Plover, Red Knot, and American Oystercatcher, and
others.  These birds migrate thousands of miles and depend on the critical habit of Rich Inlet for food and a resting
point on their migrations.  As a frequent visitor to the NC beaches I do not want to see the pristine beach front
altered by groins of any kind.  My family loves this area and want it to remain in its natural state for wildlife and
people to enjoy.   Please do not let this terminal groin become a reality at Rich Inlet.  Thank you.

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich"s Inlet
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 8:38:48 AM

Please consider the good of all as opposed to the want of a few. I have seen turtles, dolphin, birds, and huge schools
of fish thriving in this environment. The terminal groin will certainly compromise their home. This inlet is pretty
stable, and those who bought on the ocean/water know the possibilities .....Please deny

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure Eight Terminal Groin
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 8:34:05 AM

Thanks for allowing public comment on this extremely important topic. As I do not have specific facts to comment
on, it is important to consider both sides. There does seem to be inaccurate comments regarding your impact
statement that also conflict with the national environmental policies that currently exist. The impact on current and
future public use of this area may be impacted forever. It seems by prohibiting a public hearing for comments also
inhibits a democratic approach and shifts the economy of this approach in favor of your side. Finally, it appears
there are alternatives to this approach that should be given serious consideration.
Thank you,

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed groin at Rich Inlet
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2016 8:29:23 AM

Hello Mr. Sugg,

My name is  and I live in  NC.  I am a long way from the coast but I visit regularly, mostly to
see birds.. 

I am writing to express my opposition to the construction of the proposed groin at Rich Inlet.

Rich Inlet is a wonderful birding area.  Several prominent geologists, including Dr. Orrin Pilkey from Duke
University and Dr. Stanley Riggs from East Carolina University, have published papers on the harmful effects of the
proposed groin.  The groin will threaten and likely destroy critical habitat for some of our most threatened
shorebirds, including the Piping Plover and the Red Knot.  These are birds that I make special trips from Asheville
to the coast to see. 

Between climate change and development, birds face incredibly difficult challenges.  Those species that use the
Rich Inlet area cannot afford to lose one more critical piece of their shrinking habitat.  I have only seen Red Knots
on a few occasions in my life.  This species makes one of the most amazing migrations in the natural world,
traveling almost 10,000 miles from the Arctic to southern South America.  The Red Know can ill afford to lose
critical habitat along its migration route.

I strongly encourage the Corps of Engineers the oppose the construction of the groin.  The preservation of critical
habitat for birds and other wildlife should be our highest priority.

Thank you for you consideration!

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW; 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RICH INLET
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 10:06:44 PM

NO TERMINAL GROIN AT RICH INLET!!! PROTECT OUR WILDLIFE!!! WE HAVE A RESPONSIBILITY
TO PROTECT WILDLIFE, NOT JUST OURSELVES!!!

        

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 6:22:30 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 6:18:32 PM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rich Inlet Opposition
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 6:00:51 PM

Hey Mickey, it's here, writings you to voice my opinion of the Rich inlet Groin
project.  As Oorin Pilkey taught me, and I teach my Marine Science class, groins rarely work as intended.  They
disrupt the natural flow of sand and the natural ecosystem.  Rich inlet is a breathing inlet that will survive on its
own.  Just think of the millions of taxpayer dollars, and we all know that's how it will end up, that will be spent
building, and maintaining the groin and inlet.  And for what?  A few rich people that should have known better than
to put a multimillion dollar house on a sandbar???? 

 and I, as well as countless others, enjoy the natural beaches as they are now and the marine life found there.  It
would be a shame to see that all wash away!!!  Literally! 

Please consider our plea to keep the north end of Figure 8 untouched by hard stabilization so that it may be enjoyed
by generations to come!

Sincerely,

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure Eight terminal groin
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 5:33:31 PM

Dear Mr. Sugg,
I am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed terminal groin at Figure Eight Island. There is currently an
abundance of sand in that area, and the groin is not necessary. It would disturb the habitat of many species of birds
that call that area home. There was considerable opposition in the public hearing held at Ogden School, and I think
the community that enjoys the area beaches made it very clear that the Corps of Engineers should not bow down to a
select wealthy few, and have the best interests of the majority in mind. Many of us enjoy Rich’s Inlet on a weekly
basis for its beauty, and the groin has the potential to destroy it. The photos that we were shown at the Corps
meeting at Ogden school clearly show that Figure Eight Island has a lot more land than they have had in over a
decade. If this is passed, its a clear sign of politics at its worst. Did your study address the impact of habitats for
birds and turtles or the impact of many taxpaying citizens to enjoy our paid for beaches?

Sincerely,

Sent from Windows Mail

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From:
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Figure 8 Terminal Groin
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 4:44:42 PM

Dear Mr. Sugg:

With all respect, we are asking to you please please please consider the impact a terminal groin will make at Rich’s
Inlet. I don’t think I need to list all the reasons…you have heard them by many many other before me.

There is not  much left to the beaches in this part of SE North Carolina. Habitat for wild life is disappearing at a
rapid rate. And we all know the consequences for messing with Mother Nature…another species goes instinct, the
natural order of the area habitat is disrupted etc etc. To save some real estate that people decided to build on (instead
of considering that erosion at a natural inlet could and does take place)….poor judgement and now the tax payer is
going to bail them out? Not right, on any level.

Thank you for reading this.

Sincerely, 

mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 29, 2016 8:50:02 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.
In addition, this a private island that normal, non-property owners are not allowed access!

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request. 

Sincerely,

 

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil


From: KnowWho Services
To: Sugg, Mickey T SAW
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Corps ID # SAW-2006-41158: Public Comment
Date: Friday, July 29, 2016 8:27:12 AM

Dear  US Army Corps of Engineers,

Dear Mr. Sugg:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to refuse to issue a permit for Figure Eight Island's proposed terminal groin
project due to the potential harm it may cause to wildlife that live or migrate through the area.

The Corps' own report notes that the area around Rich Inlet houses endangered and threatened wildlife including sea
turtles, whales and shorebirds. But the report lacks information on whether the project would protect these species in
accordance with the federal Endangered Species Act. This information is essential to the permit decision-making
process.

The Figure Eight Island terminal groin project poses too great a danger to the wildlife that depend on this fragile
habitat for their survival.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to reject the permit request.

Sincerely,

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:Mickey.T.Sugg@usace.army.mil
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