Final comments on revised technical reports submitted in support of the application by Taylor Resources
for placement of mussel rafts in North Totten Inlet.

A report prepared November 25, 2008 by Roger I. E. Newell for Thurston County and submission
through:

Vicki Morris Consulting Services
7732 18th Avenue NE

Seattle, WA 98115-4426

Tel: 206.522.8057

Fax: 206.523.4648

Roger I. E. Newell / /
5711 Beach Haven Road -

East New Market (ng’% M.f}—-
Maryland 21631

Tel: 410-228-5231
email: rnewell@hpl.umces.edu

To streamline this final review process | have not written a new report. Instead, | went through the
following three documents and used track changes etc to add in various editorial comments and places
where clarification is still needed. | have also added in comments that are intended to help Vicki Morris
prepare the EIS.

Newell Scientific review of the technical reports

| have added to my original scientific review where | think that there may be some minor concerns
remaining that were not addressed by the revised technical consultant reports. Some of these comments
will require the consultants to make some final wording changes to their reports.

NewFields Report

NewFields did not make it easy to review their revised report as they did not write a separate “response
to reviewers” document showing how they altered their original report in response to our reviews. | must
say it was a waste of time having to search through their entire document to ferret out the changes they
made. Anyway, | have made comments directly on the NewFields report that was submitted as a PDF file.
My comments are embedded directly using the text edit mode and also as comment notes. These are
mainly wording changes to increase clarity.

Summary Comments by Dr. Brooks

Dr. Brooks submitted a single document in which he consolidated his response to reviewer comments.
This made it much easy to see how he addressed our concerns. | have added some new comments into
relevant places in Dr. Brooks’ response document. None of these comments require additional changes to
be made to any of Dr. Brooks’ reports.

Overall, I think that most of my concerns are relatively minor. After my suggested changes to the
Newfields report have been fully considered I think that the information contained within these numerous
reports will be suitable for use as the background information for writing the EIS.



