
STATE OF MICHIGAN 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
'f\JIFER M. GRANHOLM LANSING REBECCA A. HUMPHRIES 

GOVERNOR DIRECTOR 

October 12, 2009 

Ms. Jessica Barber 

Sea Lamprey Barrier Coordinator 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Marquette Biological Station 

3090 Wright Street 

Marquette, Ml 49855-9649 


Dear Ms. Barber: 

SUBJECT: Proposed Manistique River Lamprey Barrier 

The Department of Natural Resources (DNR), Fisheries Division appreciates the opportunity to 
provide additional comment regarding the proposed plans by the Great Lakes Fishery 
Commission (GLFC) and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to begin design engineering for 
construction of a new barrier to block sea lamprey on the Manistique River. 

The DNR has previously provided comment on this project, most recently by letter dated April 8, 
2008. In that letter it was requested that fish passage be incorporated into the proposed barrier 
design. Recently Fisheries Division's Lake Michigan Basin Team revisited previous discussions 
and recommendations for this project. After that discussion we reached consensus that 
management needs at this site were in priority order: 1) sea lamprey control, 2) passage for 
native species, and 3) passage for salmonids. 

The 2003 Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between the GLFC, the FWS and DNR clearly 
states that a "Multi-use Barrier" may be designed into a project of this type if DNR wishes to 
reserve the ability to use such a barrier for fisheries management purposes. The MOA further 
provides that such design, construction, and operational costs for purposes other than sea 
lamprey control will be paid for by the DNR. 

As you know the DNR currently has no financial ability to provide for these costs. It is important 
to the DNR, however, that any future fishery management ability or needs for the Manistique 
system are not compromised by building only a sea lamprey barrier. We request that an 
estimate be provided to us that detail the cost of designing a fish passage option suitable to 
meet our needs for potential future management of the Manistique River system. 

In particular, we are interested in a fish passage design that would allow native species, 
including suckers, walleye, northern pike, and potentially sturgeon as primary species of 
concern, to utilize the Manistique River system for their life history requirements. While we 

recognize that most passage designs cannot accommodate all species desired to be passed, 

the potential for future fish passage could facilitate additional native species recruitment that 
could have some level of influence on our existing Lake Michigan fish community objectives. 

NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION 
Keith J. Charters, Chair o Mary Brown " Hurley J. Coleman, Jr. •John Madigan "Timothy L. Nichols "J. R. Richardson" Frank Wheatlake 

STEVENS T. MASON BUILDING " P.O. BOX 30028 <> LANSING, MICHIGAN 48909-7528 
www.michigan.gov/dnr o (517) 373-2329 

Great Lakes, Great Times, Great Outdoors! 

www.michigan.gov/dnr


Ms. Jessica Barber 
Page 2 
October 12, 2009 

We envision that a potential passage design could be a 4-8 foot section of the barrier that 
includes a removable gate either for a section of the barrier, or smaller orifices sufficient to pass 
species of interest, and similar to designs on existing Michigan fish ladders. This design could 
facilitate a vertical slot ladder of varying proportions and configurations to effectively allow 
passage of spring native species through use of a trap and transfer mechanism, and direct 
passage of other species of interest during non-sea lamprey run periods. 

We suggest that such a design would allow for construction of a future passage facility on either 
side of the barrier without having to breach the barrier to add the passage facility. Using this 
process, the DNR would be better positioned to take advantage of what "was" built, and be able 
to add a passage facility while maintaining the structural integrity of the barrier. 

We look forward to signing a separate Manistique barrier MOA that describes cost sharing and 
other responsibilities once we know what the costs are for designing a barrier to which fish 
passage can be added at a later date. 

Sincerely, 

James L. Dexter, Jr. 
Lake Michigan Basin Coordinator 
269-685-6851, ext. 116 

cc: Mr. Kelley Smith, DNR 
Mr. Chris Goddard, GLFC Secretariat 
Mr. Steven Scott, DNR 
Mr. Steve Hewett, DNR 
Ms. Sharon Hanshue, DNR 
Ms. Jessica Mistak, DNR 
Mr. Troy Zorn, DNR 
Lake Michigan Basin Team, DNR 
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RICK SNYDER MICHIGAN STATE HOUSING DEVELOPMENT .AJUTHORITY GARY HEIDEL 

GOVEF~NOI{ STAJ'E ll!ST\JIW' l'RESl'.RVATlON Ol'fllli E.XECIJllVE DIRECTOR 

Jnnm11y 18, '.W ! 1 

!ZAREN KREPPS 

U S i\RfVIY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

DETROIT DlSTR!CT 

477 MICHIGAN AVENUE 

DETROIT i'vll 48226 


RE: BR-I l-96 Sea Lamprey Barrier Repair at Manistique Papers. Inc. Dam, City oC l\fanistique. Sdwok:raft 
County. (US,\CE) 

))ear \\ls. Krepps: 

Under the authority of Section I06 ofthe National Historic Preservation Act of 1 %6 as amended. we have reviewed the 
above-cited undcr~aking at the locution noted abovi:. Based on the infornrntion proviUed for our review, it is the opinion or 
the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) that no historic properties ;trc affected within the arl';1 ufpote11tiul crtb.:ts 
{Jfthis undertaking. 

The views rifthc pubHe arc essential to informed decision m:iking in the St:cti•Jn lUii prm:css. rcdcral Agc1tcy Officials 1;r 

their delegared authorities must plan to involve the public in a manner that 1·efkcts the nature and cmnplexity of the 
li1H.krtaki11g. it::; dfccts on his!oricpropcrlics and mbcr provisions per 36CFR ~ 800.~(d). We remind you thal Federal 
Ag1:11cy Officials or their delegated au!horities arc required to consult with the appropriate Indian tribe amL\1r Tribal 
Historic !'reservation Officer (Tl !PO) when the undertaking may occur on or affect tiny historic properties on tribal lands. 
In all c:1scs. whether the projcd occurs Oil tribal lands or not, Fcdcrn( Agency omci!i!s or their delegated authoritic;; ~l!"C 
t.1Tso required to make '.11.·easo.nable and. good fnith effort to idcntif).' any fndiun tribestrNativeHaw:1iiun orgunizatiom; that 
might attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties in the m·ea ofp lcntial effects and Invite them to be 
co115ulti11g, parties pcr 36 CFR § 800.2(iAJ. 

Thi~ l eit~r.evidenccs _u~!\CE's c~mplian;e with 36 CFR § ~00.4 "fd~ntificatio1~ ofliiistodc properties". and the folfillmcnt0
~if Li_SM._E's ri.:sp.ons1bd1ty !~1 not_1Cy the Sl_Il'O, as a C(:.nsult1ng party 111 the Sectrnn lr6 prnccss, lllHicr 
.\6 CFR ~ 800.4(d)(l J ·'No h1stonc properties affected . 

The Stak I lbtork Pn:~crvation Office is not the office of"m:md for lhi!; undcrtnkingJ You :in: tltct·efo1'c •tskcd to maintain 
a copy of this letter with your environmental review record forth is undertaking. {fthe xc:or!e 0(11'ork d1a11ge.~ in r111y 11•ay. 
ur i/artiji1cts or ho11es ill'L! di.1·1.·01·ered. pleuse 1101ifi· r/Jis office immediatdy. 

Ifyou hnvc any quc:;tions, p!easc cont::i.:t Bris.n Grennell, Cul!ur;':l Re~ource Prot<:c1k\n Sp~cialist, at i,5 ! 7) 335-27'.1. I or by 
cnmil at grcnndlb(1gmic.:higan.g,ov. Please reference our project number in all t:m\1munication with this uflice 
rc~arding this undertaking. Thank you for this opportunity to ri.:view and co1i1111cnt and fbr your coopcralion. 

Sincerely. 

Deputy State Historic Preservation Onicer 

for Brian D. Conway 

Slate l llstoric Preservation Ofticer 


f\flv!F: DLl\:BGG:nlm 


~ (s"
riqoe:rl STATE HISTORIC PRE':SERV!1TlON OFF!Cto 

Houdnq 702 WES! KALAf.1AZOO STREET• P.O. BOX 30740 • LANStNG, MICHIGAN 48909-8240 
Lerdf:l- WWW l•lich<pn ~ovhhpJ l.~11] }7~·1Gc0 F/\X (017i 3:15 r:V1 



STATE OF MrCillGAN 

RICK SNYDER MICHIGAN STATE HOUSING DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY GARY HEIDEL 
GOVERNOR 	 STAIE H!STORIC PRESERVATION 0Ff!CE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

March 22, 2012 

KAREN KREPPS 

DETROIT DISTRICT CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

PO BOX 1027 

DETROIT Ml 48231-1027 


RE: 	 2012 Sea Lamprey Barrier Repair at Manistique Papers, Inc. (lVfPI) Dam, City of 
Manistique, Schoolcraft County (USACE) 

Dear Dr. Krepps: 

We have received your request for review ofthe above-cited undertaking at the location noted above. 
The information that you have sent has prompted us to ask for additional details. Please send the 
following infomrntion so that we may complete our review: 

@ 	 What is called the Training Wall seems to be part of the paper mill complex that, located downstream, 
includes the t1ume. Please provide additional photos showing the training wall and the mill complex 
and flume and how the training wall relates to the rest, and also more history of the paper mill. In 
addition, please provide information on the original purpose of the training wall. 

Pfease note that the Section 106 review process cannot proceed until we are able to consider the 
information requested above. This letter does not clear the prnject. ffyou have any questions, please 
contact Brian Grennell Cultural Resource Management Specialist, at (517) 335-2721 or by email at 
grennellb(@michigan.gov. Please reference our project number in aU communication with this office 
regarding this undertaking. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Brian G.. re 
Cultural Resource Management Specialist 

for Brian D. Conway 
State Historic Preservation Otlicer 

SAT:ROC:BGG 

STATE HISTORIC PRE:'.St:!RVATlON OFFICE 
~ & 702 WEST KALAMAZOO STREET• P.O. BOX 30740" LANSING, MICHIGAN 48909-8240 

Equal v«ww. michigan.go•tishpo (517) 373-1630· f."<X (517) 335 0348 

H~usi11g 
1,.,,... ,.r,...,. 

mailto:grennellb(@michigan.gov


STATE OF MlCH!Gt\N 

RICK SNYDER MICHIGAN STATE HOUSING DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY GARY HEIDEL 
GOVERNOR STATE l!1S J'OR!C PRESERVAT!O'' OrFln" e;.u::CUT!VE OJi':iECTOR 

Jnne 4, 2012 

KAREN KREPPS 
DETROIT DISTRfCT CORPS OF ENGlNEERS 
PO BOX 1027 
DETROlT MI 48231- l on 

RE: ERI 1-96 Sea Lamprey Barrier Repair at Manistique Papers, Inc. (1v1Pl) Dam, Section 12, T41N. 
R16\V, City of l\lanistique, Schoolcrat1 Cotmty (COE) 

Dear Ms. Krepps: 

Under the authority of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of! 966, a.~ amended, we have 
reviewed the above-cited undertaking at the location noted above. Based on the information provided for our 
review, it is the opinion ofthe State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) that no historic properties are ~tffected 
within the area of potential effects of this undertaking. 

The views of the public are essential to infom1ed decision making in the Scction 106 process. Federal Agency 
Officials or U1eir delegated authorities must plan to involve the public in a manner that reflects the nature and 
complexity of the unde1iaking, its effects on historic properties and other provisions per 36 CFR § 800.2(d). We 
remind you that Federal Agency Officials or their delegated authorities are required to consult with the appropriate 
Indian tribe and/or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) when tl1e undertaking may occur on or affect any 
historic properties on tribal lands. In ull cases, whether the project occurs on tribal lands or not, Federal Agency 
Officials or their delegated authorities arc also required to make a reasonable and good fuith effort to identify any 
Indian tribes or Nutive Hawaiian organizations that might attach religious and cultural significance to historic 
properties in the area of potential effects and invite them to be consulting parties per 36 CFR § 800.l(c-O. 

This letter evidences the COE's compliance with 36 CFR § 800.4 "Identification ofhistoric properties", and the 
11.ilfillmcnt of tilt: CO E's responsibility to notify the SIIPO, as a consulting party in the Section I 06 process, under 
36 CFR § 800.4(d)(I) "No historic properties affected." 

The State Historic Preservation Office is not the office of record for this undertaking. You are therefore a:>kcd to 
maintain a copy of this letter with your environmental review record for this undertaking. If the scope of work 
changes in any way, or ifartifacts or bones are discovered, please notify this office immediately. 

ffyou hav·~ nny questions, please contact Brian Grcnncll. Cultural Resource Management Specialist, at (517) 335­
2721 or by email at grennellb@michigan.gov. Please reference our project number in all communication with 
this office regarding this undertaking. Thank you for this opportunity to review and comment. and for your 
cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

for Brian D. Comvay 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

SAT:ROC:BGG:kah 

STATE HISIORI(; PRESERVATION Of"FICE 
~6. 702 WEST KALAMAZOO STREET P.0- SOX 30740 lANSING. MICHIGAN 4$909-$240 
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June 2012 

Michigan 

US Department of the Army 

Detroit District, Corps of Engineers 

477 Michigan Ave. · 

Detro[t, Ml 48226 

Sea Bani er 

To whom It rnay concern; 

In response to vour request for comment for the above stated notice, the Keweenaw Bay Indian 
Communitv Tribal Historic Preservation Office has found no areas of archaeologica!, cultural, historical, 

or religious interests documented at this time within the Area of Potential Effect 

If the scope of the work changes in anv way, or lf artifacts or human remains are discovered, please 

notify the KBIC THPO immediately so we can assist in making an appropriate determination. 

Thank You, 

Christopher J. Chosa 

KBIC IHPO/NAGPRA Director 

16429 Beartown Rd. 

Baraga, Ml 49908 

{906) 353-6623 ext 4272 

cchosa@kbic-nsn.gov 

mailto:cchosa@kbic-nsn.gov


of the 

FISH AND \VTLDUFE SERVICE 
East Lansing Field Office (ES) 
2651 Coolidge Road, Suite I 0 I 

IN RI:PI Y REl+R TO: East Lansing. l\lichigan ,-l8823-6316 

February 14. 2011 

Ms. Pam Homer, Acting Chief 

Environmental Analysis Branch 

U.S. Anny Co111s o!'Engineers 

Detroit District 

Box 1027 

Detroit, l'vlichigan 48231-1027 


RE: 	 Proposed Sea Lamprey Banier within the l\fanistiquc River. Schookraft County. 
Michigan 

lknr Ms. fTorner: 

We arc responding to your January 6. 2011 coordination letter on the proposed 
construction of a banier on the !Vlanistiquc River in Schoolcraft County. Michigan. The 
purpose of this barrier is to block the movement of sea lamprey and prevent lhcm from 
spawning upstream. We have prepared this letter under the authority orthe Fish and 
Vv'ilcllifo Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 ct seq.) and the Endangered Species i\ct of 
1973. as amended (FSA). 

An existing deteriorated barrier. the Manistique Papers, Inc. dam. is present at the project 
site and will be retrolitte<l to prevent upstream sea lamprey movement. Three alternatives 
wt: being con:-,idcrcd by your agt:ncy: l) con~truction of a cantilevered sted sheet pile 
wall; 2) construction of a post and panel wall on the existing darn sill: and 3) no ledcral 
action. 

Endangered Species Act Comments 

Your January letter indicated that you have reviewed our on-line endangered spct:ics 
database and fbund that the following threatened or endangered species occm in 
Schoolcraft County: Canada lvnx. d\varf lake iris, grav \Volt: Hou12J1ton 's f!:oldcnrocl,... "' -	 """' ... ~ '­

Kiiiland's warbler. Pitcher"s thistle, and piping plover. You have determined that habitat 
for these spcdcs docs not exist in the action area. and therefore c,mcludcd that the projcd 
would not ntTcct these species. \Ve agree that these species should not be nllccted by the 
proposed project. This precludes the need for further action on this project as required hy 
the ESA. IIowcver, if the project is modified or new inforniation about the project 



becomes available that indicates Ii.steel species or critical habitat may be affected, you 
should rdnitiate consultation with this ol'ticc. 

Ii~h and Wildlit£ ~'oordination Act Comments 

The proposed barrier \viii not only block sea lamprey. hut will also block the movement 
or other aquatic organisms. Since most organisms are blocked from upstream and 
dovvnstrcam movement by the current dam. the construction Llf the sea lamprey barriet 
may provide an opportunity lo incorporate fish passage at this !oc.:atinn. Thi: polc11tial 
benefits nnd risks of im:orpornting fish passage at the proposed barrier arc i~sucs that 
have been discussed by the U.S. Fish and \Vildlifo Service (Service}. Michigan 
Department of Natural Resources and Environment and others over the last several 
years. To help resolve this issue and allow for barrier construction. the lVlarque!te 
Biological Station. Green Bay Fish and Wildlife Conservation Oflice. Seney National 
Wildlife Ri.::l'ugc. and East Lansing Field Office devclupecl an agency wide position 
regarding fish passage at this location. The S1.:rvice's position paper is attached here frir 
your rdercncc. 

There are three primary concerns highlighted in our paper. Hrst. the Service does not 
support passage of non-native species due to potential intcrndions wilh native :>pecics at 
Seney National Wildlife Refuge and the supporting watershed. Second. the Service 
supports passage of native species ifsupported by an analysis of the risks and benefits 
associated with passing native species. Finally, the Service supports a barrier dcsi gn that 
accommodates future construction of a fish passage facility. J\s part or the 
Environmental Assessment. we recommend you describe ifor hmv each alternative will 
prevent non-native fish passage, allmv native fish passage, and accommodate ltlittrc 
construction of a fish passage facility. 

We appreciate the opportunity to cooperate with the Army Corps of Engineers in 
conserving lish and wile.Iii le resources. If you have any questions regarding these 
comments. please contact Christk Ddoria ol'uur U .P. sub-onicc at (906) 22(1- I 240. 

Sincerely. 

,•' 

Scott II icks 
Field Supervisor 

Cc: 
l'Vfark IIoley, Green Bay Fish an<l Wildlife Conservation Office 
Katherine ivlulkt, Marquette Biological Station 
Mark Vnniman, Seney National Wildlife Refuge 
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The Mission of the U.S. Fisf1 & Wildlife Service is working with others to conserve, protect and enhance fish, wifdHfe, and 
plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of tl1e American people. 

Manistique River Sea Lamprey Banier Fish Passage 

ISSUE: 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is rebuilding a defacto sea lamprey barrier that is no 

longer dTectivcly blocking spawning-plrnse sen lampreys due tll deterioration or the structure. 

Fish passage is being considcn::d during the design phase of the no..:w bmricr. 


POSITION: 

The Service position on fish passage at the new i\fanistique River sc<1 lamprey barrier [s as 

fnllO\vs: 


1) 	 The Service does not support the passage of non-native species due to interactions 
with 11at1vc species in the Seney Natt@al Wildlile Refuge and the supporting 
watershed. 

2) 	 The Service suppoiis the passage of native species ifor when a risk nnalysis or 
structured decision process supp01is passing native specks. The analysis sl!ou!d 
consider and weigh the potential benefits of passing native species and the potential 
risks rcltttcd to inva:-;ive species, disease, and contaminants. 

3) 	 The Service supp011s a barrier design th al accomn10dates future ennstructiun of a fish 
passage facility. fish passage design should protect the upper river from Invasive 
species, disease, and contaminants. 

The Service position is supported by correspondence from the IVlichigan Dcpmiment of Natural 
Resources and Environment (MON RE) dated October l 2, 2009. The MDNR.E has requested that 
the Service consider a barrier design that would acc(illlmodate construction or a Cuturc lish 
p~lssagc facility. The MDNRE is interested in a fish passage design that would allow native fish 
species including suckers, walleye. nrnihern pike, and potentially sturgeon as primary species of 
concern to utilize the ivlanistiqu1; River system for their life history requirements. 

The Marquette Biological Station will continue tn lead the bnrricr construction cff(11i and cngugi: 
with staff from the Service's Green Bay Fish and Wildlife Conservation Office. Scncv National . 
Wildlife Rdi.1ge. and Upper Peninsula :sub-Office when necessary. Prior to pursuing.fish passage 
at this location. the Service offices will engage in and facilitate development or a risk asscss111c111 
or structured decision process with MDNRL 

CONTACT: 
Jessie<! Barber. Fish Biologist, Marquette Biological Station. (906) 226-124 l. 

Roh Elliott, Fish Biologist. Green Bay Fish and Wildlife Conservation Office, (920) 866-1762. 

Mark Vaniman. Refuge l\fonager. Seney National Wildlife Refuge. (906) 586-9851. 

Christie Ddoria. Fish and Wildlil;; Biologist. Upper Peninsula Sub-Office. (906} 226-1240. 




STATE OF MICHIGAN 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

LANSING 

RICK SNYDER KEITH CREAGH 

GOVERNOR DIRECTOR 


February 9, 2016 

Lt. Col. Michael L. Sellers 
Detroit District Commander 
United States Army Corps of Engineers 
477 Michigan Avenue 
Detroit, Michigan 48226 

Dear Lt. Col. Sellers: 

SUBJECT: Manistique Sea Lamprey Barrier Project 

I am writing this letter in response to an inquiry from your staff regarding the status of 
the Michigan Department of Natural Resources' (MDNR) permit application for the 
construction of a sea lamprey barrier on the Manistique River in Manistique, Michigan. 

The Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) has been engaged in the 
review of the joint permit application (MDEQ File No. 15-77-0008-P) since April 28, 
2015. Extensive coordination has taken place with personnel from the MDNR and other 
agencies partnering in the project, including the Great Lakes Fishery Commission, 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and United States Army Corps of 
Engineers: We understand the importance of this project to sea lamprey control efforts 
in the region and agree that the project is vital to reducing the harmful impact of the 
invasive sea lamprey on the Great Lakes ecosystem, would aid in restoration of the 
fishery, and would increase recreational opportunities in the Great Lakes Region. 

We have made significant progress in resolving questions associated with this 
application; however, we are not yet ready to initiate the. public review phase of the 
permit process. We are committed to working with the MD.NR to resolve the remaining 
open issues, including wetland impacts, changes in flood elevations, and site ownership 
so that we can move forward with the public review process. The MDNR also 
understands that we will require final stamped drawings before we can issue a permit. 
The MDEQ is confident that a permit for the barrier project can be granted once the 
aforementioned issues, and any pertinent issues brought to light during the public notice 
process, are resolved. 

CONSTITUTION HALL• 525 WEST ALLEGAN STREET• P.O. BOX 30473 •LANSING, MICHIGAN 48909-7973 
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Lt. Col. Michael L. Sellers 
Page 2 
February 9, 2016 

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Ginny Pennala, Supervisor, Upper 
Peninsula District Office - Water Quality Unit, Water Resources Division, at 
906-250-6176; pennalav@michigan.gov; or MDEQ, 1504 West Washington Street, 
Marquette, Michigan 49855; or you may contact me. 

eith Creagh 
Director 
517-284-6700 

cc: 	 Ms. Jessica Barber, USFWS 
Dr. William Moritz, Director, MDNR 
Ms. Jessica Mistak, MDNR 
Mr. Jim Sygo, Chief Deputy Director, MDEQ 
Ms. Kim Fish, MDEQ 
Ms. Ginny Pennala, MDEQ 

mailto:pennalav@michigan.gov
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DEPARTMEl"1T OF N.ll.TURAL RESOURCES 
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RICK SNYDER KElTH CREAGH 

GOVERNOR l DIREqOR 


August 10, 2012 

Dr. Chris Goddard 
Great Lakes Fishery Commission 
2100 Commonwealth Boulevard. Suite 100 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48105-1563 

U.S. FISH&. VVILDUFE SERV!Ct:: 


RECEIVED 


MARQUETTE BIOLGG:C!'.' <;!l\TION 

MARQUETTE, Ml 491355 


Dear Dr. Goddard: 

First, let me thank you once again for taking the time to come to Lansing with the Great Lakes 
Fishery Commission (GLFC). United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the United 
States Army Corps of Engineers (USAGE) staff to discuss the proposed Manistique Dam Sea 
Lamprey Barrier. The Michigan Department of Natural Resources (DNR). as partners with the 
GLFC, USFWS and USAGE, continues to fully support your mission to control invasive sea 
lamprey in the Great Lakes. Without these control efforts the Great Lakes sport fisheries would 
be severely compromised and result in serious economic consequences to our lakeshore 
communities and Michigan's quality of life for its citizens . 

. We have reviewed information regarding a Recognized Environmental Condition (REC) located 
near the project property in the Manistique Industrial Park. I have discussed the significance of 
the REC in relation to the proposed dam structure and understand that the contaminated area 
likely does not extend into the project area. We further understand that additional soil borings 
will be taken at the project location that will inform us as to any potential future concerns. 

This single proje0 t has great ramifications for future control of sea lamprey, not just in Lake 
Michigan but for the Great Lakes basin. We view the project as a win-win, both for Great Lakes 
fishery management, and also for the current property owners, the City of Manistique. and its 
citizens. Because the latest USAGE analysis of the dam and the west wall has determined that 
both are project components and covered under the 2003 Memorandum of Agreement, the 
DNR is willing and able to receive ownership of the barrier and associated structures. 

We look forward to our future involvement with this important project. 

cc: 	 Mr. Dale Burkett, GLFC 
Mr. Michael Twohey, USFWS 
Mr. Scott Thieme, USACE 
Dr. William E. Moritz, Natural Resources Deputy, DNR 
Mr. Jim Dexter. DNR 
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