
From: Melanie Jarrell
To: Karl Morgan
Cc: Regina Staten; Lacoste, Angie D MVN
Subject: Re: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre
Date: Monday, July 19, 2010 3:34:40 PM
Attachments: REVISED EUA.pdf

sorry for the delay on this. Our SCAT team has done another recon of this island but I could not get any
more details than what I already have.

The attached letter and plat shows the area where the surf washing is proposed (marker shows lat/long
of extent of linear area).  The marked area (15 yards from surf toward the brush), which is open
sediment, is the area we would like to surf wash.  This area has active cleanup and some of this
shoreline only needs the surf wash of the sediment.

The proposed action plan is to move the stained sediment to the shoreline for surf washing then move
it back in place along the shoreline with small backhoe/soil moving equipment.

thank you,

Melanie Jarrell

Deepwater Horizon Response
Houma Command Center
Deputy Environmental Unit Leader

Environmental Strategies, LLC

________________________________

From: Karl Morgan <Karl.Morgan@LA.GOV>
To: Melanie Jarrell <mel.jarrell@att.net>
Cc: Monica Nicole Dandurand <Monica.Dandurand@LA.GOV>
Sent: Mon, July 19, 2010 2:26:47 PM
Subject: RE: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre

Melanie,

I have not received any additional plats yet.

From: Melanie Jarrell [mailto:mel.jarrell@att.net]
Sent: Monday, July 19, 2010 9:25 AM
To: Karl Morgan
Subject: Re: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre
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mailto:Karl.Morgan@LA.GOV
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mailto:Angie.D.Lacoste@usace.army.mil
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I will be happy to provide this to you. I will get with Dr. Owens and GIS and produce those maps today.

thanks.

Melanie Jarrell

Deepwater Horizon Response
Houma Command Center
Deputy Environmental Unit Leader

Environmental Strategies, LLC
 - cellular

________________________________

From: Karl Morgan <Karl.Morgan@LA.GOV>
To: Melanie Jarrell <mel.jarrell@att.net>
Sent: Mon, July 19, 2010 8:49:03 AM
Subject: RE: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre

Melanie,

Can you get me better plats?  Show where the activity is taking place (which Island) and a plat showing
how far from the vegetation the work is occurring. 

I will send the proposal for comment from the agencies and try to get an EUA document out today.

From: Melanie Jarrell [mailto:mel.jarrell@att.net]
Sent: Monday, July 19, 2010 6:34 AM
To: Karl Morgan
Cc: Regina Staten; ronald.dippo@bp.com; David E. Fritz; Ed Owens; Melanie Jarrell; sedebj@bp.com
Subject: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre

Mr. Morgan:

mailto:mel.jarrell@att.net


Enclosed is an EUA request for surf washing of sediment on Grande Terre.

Our purpose for requesting this is to obtain a verbal EUA from you today in order to begin the project. 
(If granted an EUA, a CUP permit will be forthcoming within the time frame established). 

Surf washing is a way of removing oily stain on sediments and has been accepted across industry and
government for many years.

Dr. Ed Owens, Polaris, is the scientist on this project and has submitted information regarding this
activity (attached).

The Deepwater Horizon Response Environmental Unit is requesting approval of this clean up technique
in order to minimize any further environmental impact to Grande Terre.

Your verbal approval today would be greatly appreciated!

For any questions, feel free to call me today at 

Many thanks for working with us on these important projects!

Melanie Jarrell

Deepwater Horizon Response
Houma Command Center
Deputy Environmental Unit Leader

Environmental Strategies, LLC
 - cellular









From: Lacoste, Angie D MVN
To: "kbalkum@wlf.louisiana.gov"; "rcdavis@wlf.la.gov"; "richard.hartman@noaa.gov"; "ettinger.john@epa.gov";

"Patrick.Williams@noaa.gov"; "Jay.Pecot@LA.GOV"; "christine.charrier@la.gov"; Walther, David;
"karl.morgan@la.gov"; Schindler, Paige P MVN; Schneider, Donald C MVN; Brown, Jane L MVN; "Jamie
Phillippe"; "Butler,  Dave"; "Seth_Bordelon@fws.gov"; "Monica.Dandurand@LA.GOV"; "patti_holland@fws.gov";
"houmasitl@uscg.mil"

Cc: Mujica, Joaquin MVN; Daigle, Michelle C MVN; Clark, Karl  J MVN
Subject: FW: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre
Date: Monday, July 19, 2010 4:02:00 PM
Attachments: REVISED EUA.pdf

Please review the attached request for an emergency authorization and provide comments by 2:00pm,
Tuesday, July 20, 2010. Lack of response will be construed as indicating no objection.

Angie D. Lacoste
USACE, Regulatory Branch
504.862.2281

In order to assist us in improving our service to you, please complete the survey found at:
http://per2.nwp.usace.army.mil/survey.html

-----Original Message-----
From: Melanie Jarrell [mailto:mel.jarrell@att.net]
Sent: Monday, July 19, 2010 3:34 PM
To: Karl Morgan
Cc: Regina Staten; Lacoste, Angie D MVN
Subject: Re: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre

sorry for the delay on this. Our SCAT team has done another recon of this island but I could not get any
more details than what I already have.

The attached letter and plat shows the area where the surf washing is proposed (marker shows lat/long
of extent of linear area).  The marked area (15 yards from surf toward the brush), which is open
sediment, is the area we would like to surf wash.  This area has active cleanup and some of this
shoreline only needs the surf wash of the sediment.

The proposed action plan is to move the stained sediment to the shoreline for surf washing then move
it back in place along the shoreline with small backhoe/soil moving equipment.

thank you,

Melanie Jarrell

Deepwater Horizon Response
Houma Command Center
Deputy Environmental Unit Leader

Environmental Strategies, LLC
- cellular

________________________________

From: Karl Morgan <Karl.Morgan@LA.GOV>
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To: Melanie Jarrell <mel.jarrell@att.net>
Cc: Monica Nicole Dandurand <Monica.Dandurand@LA.GOV>
Sent: Mon, July 19, 2010 2:26:47 PM
Subject: RE: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre

Melanie,

I have not received any additional plats yet.

From: Melanie Jarrell [mailto:mel.jarrell@att.net]
Sent: Monday, July 19, 2010 9:25 AM
To: Karl Morgan
Subject: Re: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre

I will be happy to provide this to you. I will get with Dr. Owens and GIS and produce those maps today.

thanks.

Melanie Jarrell

Deepwater Horizon Response
Houma Command Center
Deputy Environmental Unit Leader

Environmental Strategies, LLC
- cellular

________________________________

From: Karl Morgan <Karl.Morgan@LA.GOV>
To: Melanie Jarrell <mel.jarrell@att.net>
Sent: Mon, July 19, 2010 8:49:03 AM
Subject: RE: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre

Melanie,

mailto:mel.jarrell@att.net


Can you get me better plats?  Show where the activity is taking place (which Island) and a plat showing
how far from the vegetation the work is occurring. 

I will send the proposal for comment from the agencies and try to get an EUA document out today.

From: Melanie Jarrell [mailto:mel.jarrell@att.net]
Sent: Monday, July 19, 2010 6:34 AM
To: Karl Morgan
Cc: Regina Staten; ronald.dippo@bp.com; David E. Fritz; Ed Owens; Melanie Jarrell; sedebj@bp.com
Subject: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre

Mr. Morgan:

Enclosed is an EUA request for surf washing of sediment on Grande Terre.

Our purpose for requesting this is to obtain a verbal EUA from you today in order to begin the project. 
(If granted an EUA, a CUP permit will be forthcoming within the time frame established). 

Surf washing is a way of removing oily stain on sediments and has been accepted across industry and
government for many years.

Dr. Ed Owens, Polaris, is the scientist on this project and has submitted information regarding this
activity (attached).

The Deepwater Horizon Response Environmental Unit is requesting approval of this clean up technique
in order to minimize any further environmental impact to Grande Terre.

Your verbal approval today would be greatly appreciated!

For any questions, feel free to call me today at 

Many thanks for working with us on these important projects!

Melanie Jarrell

mailto:mel.jarrell@att.net


Deepwater Horizon Response
Houma Command Center
Deputy Environmental Unit Leader

Environmental Strategies, LLC
 - cellular

























From: Lacoste, Angie D MVN
To: "Richard Hartman"
Subject: RE: [Fwd: Re: FW: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre]
Date: Tuesday, July 20, 2010 11:31:00 AM

As discussed, your request for a time extension to provide comments is granted until Wednesday, July
21, at 9:00am.

Angie D. Lacoste
USACE, Regulatory Branch
504.862.2281

In order to assist us in improving our service to you, please complete the survey found at:
http://per2.nwp.usace.army.mil/survey.html

-----Original Message-----
From: Richard Hartman [mailto:Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 20, 2010 10:48 AM
To: Lacoste, Angie D MVN
Subject: [Fwd: Re: FW: EUA Request to Surf Wash sediments on Grand Terre]

resend
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July 21,  2010 
 
 

Mr. Pete Serio 
Chief, Regulatory Branch 
USACE 
P.O. Box 60267   
New Orleans Louisiana  70160 
 
Re: Emergency Permit:  MVN-2010-01753-EKK. Applicant: BP Exploration and Production 
 
 
Dear Mr. Serio, 
 
 We have read the material posted on the Corps' website for the above permit.  British Petroleum 
wants to use "surf-washing" of oil, contaminated-sand on Grand Terre Island, Jefferson Parish, LA. 
 
 We object to the issuance this emergency permit for the following reasons: 
 
1).  BP would be reintroducing contaminated oiled sands into the surf zone for "surf-washing" and it will 
move down-drift to other parts of the beach.  It would be the antithesis of a clean-up. 
 
2).  No scientific data was produced to document that the process would have no adverse impact on the 
tidal-zone infauna.   Although, BP states that they have evidence to document the level of toxicity in the 
water - they do supply those data. 
 
3).  Issuance of this permit would set a precedent for future oil spills and could be used along every oil 
contaminated beach, once the technique is accepted. 
 
4).  It appears to be a ploy by BP to avoid having to clean-up all the oil on the beach and disposing it at an 
EPA approved disposal site.   It also appears to be a cost-cutting measure.  
 
5).  Beach studies by Dr. J. W. Tunnell, after the Ixtoc spill, showed that the infaunal population of 
marine worms and amphipods, along the South Texas oil-contaminated barrier-islands, were reduced by 
80 percent in the inter-tidal zone and 50 percent in the sub-tidal zone.   What affect will the continued oil 
contamination have on the infauna of  Grand Terre Island? 
 
6). What quantity of oil will be reintroduced into the environment as a result of this permit?  Will it be 
quantified?  If not, what is the limit on the amount of oil that will be discharged into our coastal waters? 
 
7).  BP has publicly pledged to clean up the oil - not redisperse it into the nearshore environment. 
 
8).  How will the oil affect the repopulation of benthic organisms?  Re-oiling the beach could delay the 
recovery of benthic communities. 
 
 



 
 
 
 
9).  The short time allowed to review this application and lack of scientific documentation provided by the 
applicant does not allow the proper environmental review by marine biologists. 

 
We request that the Corps deny this emergency permit.   There is insufficient information 

supplied by the applicant to show that there would not be significant environmental impacts.  We thank 
you for considering our comments.  

 
 
 
      Sincerely,  
 

      
      Dr. Barry Kohl, President, 
      La Audubon Council 
      
      bkohl40@cs.com 
 

 
cc:  EPA 
 Gulf Restoration Network 
 Coalition to Restore Coastal La 
 Sierra Club, Delta Chpt 
 National Audubon Society 
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9).  The short time allowed to review this application and lack of scientific documentation provided by the 
applicant does not allow the proper environmental review by marine biologists. 

 
We request that the Corps deny this emergency permit.   There is insufficient information 

supplied by the applicant to show that there would not be significant environmental impacts.  We thank 
you for considering our comments.  
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From: Ellis Pickett
To: Lacoste, Angie D MVN
Subject: MVN-2010-01753-EKK
Date: Thursday, July 22, 2010 12:37:28 PM

Dear Mrs. Lacoste,
Thank you for your time on the phone today.

As I mentioned, I oppose the BP permit for "sand washing" oil on a 
coastal barrier island. I would be willing to bet the majority of 
Americans would oppose this ludicrous attempt by BP to reduce the cost 
of their promise to "make it right."

This plan, along with the woefully long and hypocritical list of BP 
statements/denials/solutions is another insult to the American people. 
What will they do next, bottle oily water and sell it as a health drink?

Ellis Pickett
Liberty, Texas

mailto:ellispickett@comcast.net
mailto:Angie.D.Lacoste@usace.army.mil
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From: Ellis Pickett
To: Lacoste, Angie D MVN
Subject: MVN-2010-01753-EKK
Date: Thursday, July 22, 2010 12:37:28 PM

Dear Mrs. Lacoste,
Thank you for your time on the phone today.

As I mentioned, I oppose the BP permit for "sand washing" oil on a 
coastal barrier island. I would be willing to bet the majority of 
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UNITED FOR A HEALTHY GULF 
______________________________________________________________________ 
 
338 Baronne St., Suite 200, New Orleans, LA  70112 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 2245, New Orleans, LA  70176 
Phone: (504) 525-1528  Fax: (504) 525-0833 
www.healthygulf.org 

 
July 22, 2010 
 
Angie Lacoste 
Regulatory Branch 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA  70118 
Via email: Angie.D.Lacoste@usace.army.mil 
 
 
RE:   Emergency Permit: MVN‐2010‐01753‐EKK; Surf washing proposal submitted by BP 

Exploration and Production 
 
Dear Ms. Lacoste, 
 
I am writing on behalf of the Gulf Restoration Network (GRN), a diverse coalition of individual 
citizens and local, regional, and national organizations committed to uniting and empowering 
people to protect and restore the resources of the Gulf of Mexico.  Please consider the 
following comments regarding the emergency permit for the Emergency Use Authorization 
(EUA) Request for “Surf Washing of Sand on Grand Terre Island” submitted by BP Exploration & 
Production Co. Inc. on July 19, 2010.  Given the information supplied on the Corps website, we 
object to the issuance of this EUA.  Some of our concerns are as follows:  
 

1. BP’s proposal states that a “demonstration of this clean up technique was performed 
with DNR observers (Steve Lorio and Regina Staten on July 16, 2010).  The results of this 
“demonstration” must be made available to the public and the commenting agencies 
before any action is taken.  Further, we request the permit or other authorization given 
to BP by the Corps and other Agencies for this demonstration on July 16, 2010 be 
released to the public.  If no such authorizations were given, we request that Corps 
Enforcement initiate investigations as to why no permissions were sought. 

 
2. No scientific data was produced to document that the proposed procedure would have 

no impact on the organisms and microorganisms that reside in the tidal zone.  While the 
request states that “neither the benthic sediments or suspended particulate material 
reach unacceptable toxicity levels,” there are no data to back this up.  What are 
“acceptable” toxicity levels?  Did they test for migration off‐shore?  What organisms did 



they study?  What would be the physical damage to benthic organisms as well as 
organisms that reside on and under the beach?  What are the impacts to water quality?   

 
3. Oil released from the BP Drilling Disaster is harmful.  It is BPs responsibility to remove 

the oil, not re‐introduce it to the ecosystem.  This re‐introduction in lieu of proper 
disposal is unacceptable. 

 
4. The request gives no information as to the quantity of oil that will be put back into the 

ecosystem.  Will this amount be quantified?  How much would be allowed under the 
General Permit? 

 
5. According to the one drawing, there is more than an “oily stain,” so Ms. Jarrell’s 

statement (p. 3 of 35 of document on Corps website) regarding this being “accepted 
across industry and government” is irrelevant to the current status of the BP Oil 
Disaster. 

 
6. The short time allowed to review this application (July 21, 2010 is the first time any of 

my colleagues heard about this proposal, which might be approved/disapproved by July 
23) and lack of scientific information within the application does not allow for adequate 
review by the public and concerned scientists. 

 
7. There is inadequate information regarding direct, indirect, secondary, and cumulative 

impacts of this proposal. 
 

8. Adequate information on the impact this activity will have on the habitat of the 
threatened piping plover has not been provided.  Additionally, the proposed timeframe 
of this project could interfere in nesting of other birds. 

 
9. No additional plats were provided to the Corps, despite repeated requests. 

 
10. We are concerned that BP is proposing a potentially harmful and controversial project 

to be covered under a general permit (NOD 20).  General permits are intended to have 
negligible impacts individually and cumulatively, however this project will certainly have 
impacts that would normally require an Environmental Assessment or full 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) under the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA).  While we acknowledge that this disaster requires regulatory flexibility, general 
permits were never intended to address projects with potentially significant 
environmental impacts.   We are deeply troubled by the precedent that would be set by 
this action. 

 
We would like to be clear that we are very concerned about the impacts of the BP oil drilling 
disaster; however, hastily moving forward with this effort that would re‐introduce 
contaminants into the Gulf and impact wildlife habitat is not the best approach.  For the above 
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reasons, as well as reasons submitted by many federal and state agencies, we request that the 
Corps deny BP’s request for the General Permit.   
 
Thank you for reviewing our concerns.  I would be happy to explore these ideas further if you 
have any questions. 
 
For a healthy Gulf, 
 
 
Matt Rota 
Water Resources Program Director 
 
 
CC:  Col. Alvin Lee, USACE New Orleans District 

Mike Boots, CEQ  
  Host Greczmiel, CEQ 

Garret Graves, State of Louisiana 
Lisa Jackson, EPA 

   Al Armendariz, EPA Region 6 
  Lawrence Starfield, EPA Region 6 
  John Ettinger, EPA Region 6 
  Jane Lubchenco, NOAA 
  Pete Serio, USACE New Orleans District 
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Angie D. Lacoste, Regulatory Branch 
US Army, Corps of Engineers 
P. O. Box 60267 
New Orleans, LA  70160-0267 
Angie.D.Lacoste@usace.army.mil 

 
Karl Morgan, Coastal Management Division 
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources 
P. O. Box 44487 
Baton Rouge, LA  70804-4487 
Karl.Morgan@LA.GOV  

 
Re: Emergency Use Authorization (EAU) Request for “Surf Washing” of Sand on Grand 
Terre Island: MVN-2010-01753-EKK 
 
Dear Ms. Lacoste and Mr. Morgan: 
 
On behalf of the Louisiana Wildlife Federation I am contacting you to state our objections to the 
referenced EUA to “surf wash” oil fouled sands on East Grand Terre Island.  We are concerned 
that the treatment method would do more harm than good to the environment where it is 
proposed to be applied.  No evidence is presented in the EAU request to the contrary. 
 
More specifically, we are concerned that the proposed “surf washing” process may have the 
effect of re-oiling nearshore benthic communities that are important to fish and wildlife species 
(for example, the endangered the piping plover relies heavily on inter-tidal benthic fauna as 
a food source) and therefore delay the recovery of these vital habitats.  During storms and high 
tides, some of the oil from the “surf-washed” sand will end up back on the beaches. Will the 
applicant then ask for another emergency permit that will disturb the system once again?   
 
Another concern is the fate of the sand that is moved from the beaches to the nearshore or littoral 
zone.  Will some of it be carried away by long-shore currents and permanently lost to the barrier 
island system?  Considering the dire rate of barrier island erosion and the difficult and costly 
efforts being applied to sustain them, no activity of dubious merit should be allowed that may 
contribute to such land loss. 
 
We concur with the comments submitted to the Corps of Engineers on the subject EAU request 
by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on July 20, 2010.  Further, we do not 
believe that the requested activity should be authorized under emergency or general permit 
provisions.  There is adequate time to fully assess the environmental impacts of the surf washing 
proposal prior to making a decision without causing harm to an environment already 
significantly impacted by the BP well blowout.   
 
We recommend that the Corps of Engineers appoint a panel of experts immediately to assess the 
most effective practices that can be employed in Louisiana’s coastal environment to remove oil 
from beach sands and from the adjacent vegetation that stabilizes these shorelines.  Doing so will 
prepare the Corps to evaluate future requests for authorization to apply “surf-washing” and other 
oil clean-up strategies on the many other beaches of the Gulf Coast that have been degraded by 
the Deepwater Horizon oil “spill.” 
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Thank you for your consideration.  We urge you to deny the subject EAU. 
 
      Sincerely yours, 

       
      Randy P. Lanctot 
      Executive Director
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