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Discarded geoduck tubes litter the intertidal zone of 

heavily aquafarmed Burley Lagoon. 

Coalition Prepares for Geoduck Expansion 

Hearings by Kirk Kirkland, March Conservation eBlast 

Burley Lagoon is ground zero for impacts of the 

shellfish industry on local residents. For decades 

oyster companies have used the area, but lately clam 

and geoduck companies have taken over the 

shorelines.  

In 2021 Taylor Shellfish proposed the largest 

geoduck farm in the county. This expansion came at 

a time when the summer heat was increasing algae 

blooms in the inlet, which is part of a major salmon 

run in Pierce county.   

In December 2021, Tahoma Audubon joined with 

other environmental groups who had previously 

opposed expansion of geoduck aquaculture since 

2007. Each group has an area of specialty. Together 

we are quite a team. Laura Hendricks has the most 

legal experience. In 2019 she successfully appealed 

an Army Corp of Engineers Nationwide Permit and 

won. It resulted in 900 permits being revoked.   

We also have an environmental design planner, Rob 

Wenman, who has previously appealed a shellfish 

permit to state appeals court and won a favorable 

ruling on eelgrass buffers.  

There’s also Bruce Morse, who has brought in people 

from Hood Canal who have experience with wildlife 

and fighting Army Corps permits in their own area. 

Bruce Morse stepped forward to coordinate this effort 

when he put together a 9 page appeal with 6 different 

authors in just a few days.  

Audubon's role will be to show how the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) failed to 

look at the cumulative impacts of the shellfish 

industry in South Sound, and how one more 25 acre 

farm will contribute significantly to the continuing 

decline in eelgrass, forage fish and salmon runs.   

There were also significant mistakes made by the 

county staff when they limited the scope of the FEIS 

to just 25 acres rather than examine the total impact 

of continued expansion in the lagoon. We believe that 

with the current farming methods used, there has 

been a considerable net loss in shoreline function and 

value.  

These are only a few of the 40 concerns presented in 

the appeal, which will go to the local planning 

advisory board before appearing before the Pierce 

County’s Hearing Examiner this summer. 

Workers attempt to free bird entangled in geoduck 

netting. 
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Tree Swallows photographed at Morse Preserve by 

Jerry Broadus 

Airport Bill Goes to the State Senate 
by Kirk Kirkland, March Conservation eBlast 

UPDATE: HB1791 passed the House and will be 

considered by the Senate. It must pass the Senate 

by March 29. Neighborhood groups have accepted 

this version of the bill. 

On February 23 the House Transportation Committee 

approved a better method to select the location of a 

new airport the size of SEATAC. The Committee 

made several amendments to the previous 

Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission 

(CACC), which gave the commission the authority to 

select a new airport site, termed a Greenfield.    

Amended legislation HB1791 replaces the previous 

Commission with an Airport Workgroup and asks 

that the next "recommendation" meet a higher 

standard for selection. 

The workgroup is now required to consult with both 

military authorities and environmental groups about 

the loss of species and compliance with Growth 

Management Plans. At previous meetings, the 

Aviation Commission used inadequately detailed 

maps of Fort Lewis’ surroundings and wasn't 

required to consult with military authorities. The new 

legislation makes consultation a requirement. 

Committee chair Jake Fey said that the consultation 

with military installations "will effectively eliminate 

the three greenfield sites recommended by the 

CACC," which were the sites that alarmed local 

residents and environmentalists.  

Unfortunately these changes are insufficient for 

neighborhood groups in Thurston and Pierce 

counties. They want assurance that this newly 

constituted Airport Work Group will never again 

select Thurston and Pierce County as possible sites. 

This is understandable, because the Aviation 

Commission threatened these people with the loss of 

their land and businesses. This threat goes deep to 

their mistrust with the government process that was 

used to potentially take their land away. 

The co-sponsor of the amended bill, Representative 

Tom Dent R-Moses Lake said, “I recognize their 

concerns, with so many of our citizens, whether they 

felt like they may be losing where they live, they’re 

losing their houses, their homes and having to 

relocate,” said Dent on February 23. “I can 

understand that.” 

Concerned neighborhood groups want explicit 

immunity from being chosen again. They wanted the 

three county Greenfields named in explicit detail, and 

removed -- as clearly as the King County Airport 

near downtown Seattle was removed from 

consideration. Unfortunately, state legislation written 

to recommend an airport, with guidelines for all 

counties, cannot be that specific.   

To compensate, the bill's sponsors raised the 

standards for recommending an airport to include 

impacts on greenhouse gas emissions goals, 

Growth Management Act compliance, and water 

quality. Then they gave voting rights to the local 

community advocates to be part of the airport 

workgroup. Then the amendment increased the 

voting right to include two environmental groups.   

This will provide a significant minority voice that has 

to be included in the final recommendation to the 

Legislators. Going even further to give all 

stakeholders a voice, the amended legislation also 

includes a required consultation with the state Indian 

Tribes of any county that is selected.  

 



The required consultations are considerable obstacles 

for the 17 people on the new Airport Work Group to 

navigate around before making a recommendation. If 

these are still not enough for community advocates, it 

shows how deeply the people who live near the 

already proposed greenfields lack trust in government 

processes that may impact their lives.  

These people worry about the price of land changing 

or that they'll be unable to afford relocation when 

bought out. In a word, these people have been 

traumatized previously and fear being forced out of 

their homes.  

Sometime in March, HB 1791 will visit the Senate 

Transportation Committee. That will be the final 

place for these groups to share their concerns. This is 

a long way from the end of January when they 

protested on the steps of the State Capitol. 

Fortunately this issue has attracted a lot of newspaper 

coverage, which has helped explain the complexities 

of the legislation.   

 

In the end it is important for these neighborhood 

groups to know that they have been heard. Most 

important is to stay involved and watch the airport 

group in action, to make sure they don't miss any 

required steps before making their next 

recommendation. 

 

 

URGENT REQUEST 

Burley Lagoon Expansion – Speakers 

sought to present environmental data and views 

on expansion before County Hearing Examiner 

this spring. Information will be provided for you, 

we just need speakers for the Hearing. 

As detailed in the article above, Bruce Morse is 

coordinating four different groups working 

cooperatively to appeal the Final EIS submitted in 

support of aquaculture expansion at Burley Lagoon. 

Taylor Shellfish, a formidable opponent with many 

political connections, continues to fight our efforts.   

Witnesses are needed to present some of the forty 

different environmental impact issues which the 

county failed to properly evaluate in the EIS. Please 

volunteer to help out if you can! 

_________________________________________ 

Committee Work Updates 

 

Citizens and local advocates working to increase 

Tacoma’s tree canopy goal will encourage city 

council to commit. Tacoma’s canopy is only 10%. 

Revision of Tacoma Tree Ordinance Eric 

Seibel reported 

Tacoma’s Infrastructure and Planning (IPF) 

Committee has been meeting to discuss, among other 

things, changes to local tree ordinances to increase 

Tacoma’s tree canopy goals. Tacoma’s current 

canopy is only 10%, very low in comparison with 

other communities in Pierce County. Most of that 

is on park land, especially at Point Defiance, and 

there is even less than average in low income areas 

of the city. 

An update to the 1927 tree ordinance is in the works 

through the Office of Urban Forestry and the efforts 

of Mike Carey, the Forester. It pertains to removals, 

planting regulations and views. No one has seen the 

proposal yet. It seems to cover only the city land and 

right of way, not private land, which is probably why 

they have not called for nor encouraged public input. 

The existing 1927 proposal has no enforcement 

mechanisms within it. 

TAS and local tree lovers have our work cut out for 

us. We would like to suggest a comprehensive 

ordinance and are consulting with various sources for 

examples of what other cities have done. We would 

like to get that proposal to the relevant committees 

and the City Council for serious consideration during 

this update process. The next IPF meeting is April 12. 
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Tiny Houses in Spanaway 

Kim Underwood spoke on this topic at the March 

Conservation Committee meeting. 

Pierce County Council plans to approve new 

regulations for the proposal to build a Tiny Homes 

project in the Spanaway Marsh area that may impact 

the wetlands. The new legislation will allow more 

such affordable housing projects throughout the 

county. Developers claim they don’t need an 

Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed 

project.  

TAS has not been involved in this issue, as the 

concerns we originally had were resolved through 

discussions with County Council members.  

It appears the tiny houses plans will go through 

despite potential effects on the wetlands. Kim 

Underwood urges individuals to contact their County 

Council members and encourage them to take another 

look at the project. You can read details about the 

project and find links to contact your Councilmember 

on Pierce County’s website. 

 

 

Park Junction Appeals Court 

Update Kirk Kirkland, info from expert counsel 

At the recent Appeals Court hearing, Park Junction 

Partners’ attorney argued that their existing permit is 

a “vested permit” and that a delay to complete 

requirements within the permit for months or years is 

not hurting anyone. PJP also claimed the County 

Hearing Examiner’s instructions were not specific 

enough about the required wetland creation.  

Judges like to rule on broken laws, not favoritism by 

the county or unfair treatment. In these matters they 

defer to the Hearing Examiner. To the argument that 

delays working on their permit was not hurting 

anybody, the judge replied that it did affect people 

and business in the valley who have been unable to 

sell properties or expand because of the uncertainty 

of Park Junction’s impact on the local economy. 

Based on questioning by the appeals court judges, our 

attorney’s legal arguments were convincing and they 

said the Hearing Examiner was correct in deciding 

that the project has "not made progress in a 

reasonable and consistent manner,” and that Park 

Junction Partners has "not shown that it has the 

ability to complete a massive, complicated, resort 

project in the foreseeable future.” 

The judges did not require any further oral 

arguments. The appeals court decision may take three 

months.  

Meanwhile, on Monday 3-13-23, a County Superior 

Court hearing was also held about Milestones on this 

permit. The same arguments about whether 

Milestones pertained to one wetland or two were 

presented. In a way, no wetlands were completed so 

most likely the judge will send it back to the Hearing 

Examiner for clarification. According to our attorney, 

"Whatever the milestones were or did, revocation 

was appropriate." 

PJP cannot apply for a new permit when this appeals 

process is finally exhausted. The property is now 

zoned agricultural land, so no development permit 

will be awarded. There is no way to determine if 

they will appeal again if they lose this round. The 

word "revocation" seems to be confusing to them. 
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