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Sound, Washington. (FWS Reference #1-3-01-1-0584) -

Dear Mr. Berg and Mr. Landino:

Thank you for your letter of April 18, 2002, regarding the Navy’s Biological Assessment
for EOD operations in Puget Sound. I also appreciated having the little extra time to respond to
your letter. 1 did not want to respond until I could give you a meaningful counter-proposal.

In your letter you suggested several possible mitigative measures. We have considered
these measures very carefully. As you might surmise, we found some of the suggested measures
to be feasible while others we found to be inconsistent with our training objectives. Rather than
repeat your list and address each item individually, T would like you to consider the following list
of potential mitigative measures. As you recall, we have three sites in Puget Sound where we
perform the in-water training described in the Biological Assessment: Crescent Harbor (near the
Navy’s Seaplane Base), Port Townsend Bay (near the Naval Magazine, Indian Island), and Hood
Canal (near Submarine Base, Bangor). The measures that follow correspond to those three
geographic areas.

1. Place the explosive charge on the sea floor. In our Biological Assessment, we committed to
raising the charge off the sea floor. We did so as a proposed mitigative measure in order to
protect the benthic life on the bottom. It has been rightly pointed out to us since that, while this







