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”Eelgrass beds are found in all suitable habitats 
with Drakes Estero, except between active oyster 
racks, where they do not exist due to shading and 
possibly other effects.  In 2003, with 38 active 
oyster racks, this amounted to at least 1.5 acres of 
lost eelgrass cover.”  

”USGS (Anima 1990) collected sediment cores 
from the estero and identified pseudo feces of 
oysters as the primary source for sediment fill ...  
An estimate 0.6 to 1.0 metric tons of fecal matter 
can be produced per year by a 60 meter square 
oyster raft.” 

Concerning impact of oyster farm: 
“In 2007, oyster bags and disturbance have 
reduced one sub colony by 80%.”  

”Schooner Bay, where there are many oyster 
racks, supported a different fish community    
than Estero de Limantour where no mariculture 
occurs.” 

”Specifically in Drakes 
Estero, ecological 
function has been 
degraded and altered over 
the past several decades 
due to activities 
associated with oyster 
farming and ranching.” 
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May 11, 2007 (public version #4): False Claims in NPS 

Drakes Estero Report (Drakes Estero, A Sheltered Wilderness Estuary)
 

oyster feces 



5


Secret non-public version #5 dated 7/27/07 given to NAS: 
NPS deleted three major false claims from May 11 version 

”Eelgrass beds are found in all suitable habitats 
with Drakes Estero, except  active oyster 
racks, where they do not exist due to shading and 
possibly other effects.  

.” 

”USGS (Anima 1990) collected sediment cores 
from the estero and identified pseudo feces of 
oysters as the primary source for sediment fill ...  
An estimate 0.6 to 1.0 metric tons of fecal matter 
can be produced per year by a 60 meter square 
oyster raft.”  

Concerning impact of oyster farm: 
“In 2007, oyster bags and disturbance have 
reduced one sub colony by 80%.” 

”Schooner Bay, where there are many oyster 
racks, supported a different fish community    
than Estero de Limantour where no mariculture 
occurs.” 

”Specifically in Drakes 
Estero, the ecology has 
been altered over the past 
several decades due to 
activities associated with 
human activities including 
ranching and oyster 
farming.” 

 

 

 

 

 

oyster feces 

[July 27 non-public version]
 

eelgrass
beneath
 

In 2007, with 63 active 
oyster racks, this amounted to at least 8 acres of
lost eelgrass cover [July 27 non-public version] 

[July 27 non-public version] 


harbor seals 

fish 
ecology 

[July 27 version][July 27 vers.] 
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May 11, 2007 Conclusions July 27, 2007 Conclusions
 

False claims deleted in July 27, 2007 non-public version
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May 11, 2007 Conclusions July 27, 2007 Conclusions
 

Conclusions expanded in July 27, 2007 version
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Concerning impact of oyster farm: 
“In 2007, oyster bags and 
disturbance have reduced one sub 
colony by 80%.” 

"One area where 250 seals nursed 
more than 100 pups two years ago, 
have around 50 total seals including 
around 25 pups in 2007, an 80% 
decline.” 

harbor seals 

•  At May 8, 2007 Marin Co. Supervisors hearing and in May 11, 2007 version of 
Drakes Estero Report, NPS Neubacher & Allen made provocative claim that 
DBOC caused “80% decline” in harbor seals at unnamed subsite in 2007 vs. 2005 

•  The NPS harbor seal database did not support this claim.  The decline took place 
at middle sandbar A away from DBOC.  DBOC had nothing to do with the decline.   

May 11, 2007 (public version #4): False Claims in NPS 
Drakes Estero Report (Drakes Estero, A Sheltered Wilderness Estuary) 

FALSE 
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July 27 2007: six days after Olema meeting, NPS removed “80% 
decline” claim from Drakes Estero Report but “not for distribution” 

Concerning DBOC and harbor seals: 
“In 2007, oyster bags and 
disturbance have reduced one sub 
colony by 80%.” 
"One area where 250 seals nursed 
more than 100 pups two years ago, 
have around 50 total seals including 
around 25 pups in 2007, an 80% 
decline.” 

•  NPS retracted claim of 80% decline in seals at one subsite due to oyster farm 
•  Learned of retraction 1 year later because NPS provided only this version to NAS 
•  NPS never told community that PRNS/NPS retracted “80% decline” claim 
•  After July 27, 2007, NPS and supporters continued to push this claim publicly; 

NPS knew this was a false claim: why didn’t NPS tell the public the truth? 

harbor seals 

[July 27 non-public version] 

[July 27 non-public version] 



   

 

The NPS claim that in 2007 vs. 2005, the oyster farm had 

caused an 80% decline in harbor seals at one unnamed 


subsite, so prominent in May 11, 2007 public version, was 

secretly deleted from the July 27, 2007 non-public version
 

Impact of oyster farm on seals: 
"One area where 250 seals nursed 
more than 100 pups two years ago,
have around 50 total seals including
around 25 pups in 2007, an 80%
decline.” [May 11, 2007] 
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HARBOR SEAL CLAIM DELETED – 
80% HARBOR SEAL DECLINE CLAIM 
IS COMPLETELY ABSENT FROM 
SECRET VERSION OF THE REPORT  
[July 27, 2007 non-public version] 


