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via fax (831) 38&-3261

Dear Mx. McCue:

pebble Beach Company
Dol Monte Forest Preservation and Development Flan
braft Environmental Tmpact Report
SCH #2002021130

Department of Fish and Game (DFG) personnel have reviewed the
Draft BEnvironmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Pabble Beach
Company’s Del Monte Forest Preservation and Development Plan and
offer the following comments. We recognize the reduction in
residential development which this proiect proposes ovel that which
was the subject of the previous DEIR (for the iot Program and
Revised Alternative 2), and commend the applic?nt for the
concurrent reduction in environmental impacts.' Howevex, we helieve
the current proposal still leaves room for sighificant improvement
by way of reduction of impacts to natural resoprces of the project
site through avoidance, minimization, and praeservation, thereby
reducing reliance on mitigation neasures for which the outcome is
uncertain, such as translocation, enhancement, and management.

Our comments focus on saveral general areas, including

concerns regarding identification of project impacts, particularly

to sensitive plants, animals, and natural communities;

identification of mitigations which would be feasible; water supply

impacts to biological resources; the need to fully develop Resource

Management Plans for inclusion in the public review process; the

proposal to 1lift previously recorded easements; the development of

refined alternative(s) which will better address the important , _

natural resources which are found on the project site; and apecific I

comments on the Transplantation Design, Enhancement, and Adaptive '

Management (TEAM) plan. : b
: |
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The proposed project includes development of a new 18-hale
golf course with clubhouse and visitor servihg suites; relocation
of the existing equestrian center; construetion of 91 visitor-
serving units; additional meeting space; a new underground parking
10t and new driving range/golf teaching facility at Spanish Bay}
copstruction of 63 visitor-serving units, additional meeting and
hospitality space and parking at the Lodge at Pebble Beach;
craation of 33 residential lots: construction ¢f 12 employee-
housing units near Spanish Bay and 48 at the Pebble Beach Company'’s
Coypeoration Yard; road, infrastructure and trail improvements;
preservation and conservation of 500 acres of dpen space;
management, enhancement and restoration of the | various conserved
areas; and a proposal to amend prior permits/conservatiph easements

issued to the applicant. l

Tdentification and Consideration of Project Iméacts

This project has the potentlal to impact a number of sensitive
patural communities. The DEIR considers a wealth of information in
identifying impacts to various resources which would regult from
implementation of the proposed project, However, we ara poncerned
sbout some information gaps which may result in incomplete impact
analysis. In particulaz, information which Jones & Stokes and
Asgociates (JSA) had previoualy presented regarding Montersy pine
forest, the endemic plant species which are associated with the
forest and adjacent dune habitats, and management of Monterey pine
forest, doas not appear in this document, in spite of similar
information appearing in previcus draft and final EJRs for this
project area. We recommend that thisa information be incorporated
intoe the impact analysis for the propased project.

Sensitive Natural Communities i

The DEIR does not include information rdgarding the ecological
subtypes of Monterey pine forest, which were developed by JSA in
1594 in “The Monterey Fcological Stajrcase” and “The Montersy Pinae
Forest Rcological Assessment;” and 1D 1996 thae|“Monterey Fine
Forest Conservation Strategy Report.” We beliéve that the DEIR
should evaluate the impact of the proposed project on each of the
pnatural communities found on the geomorphic surfaces of the
Monterey Peninsula. J8A provides convincing evidence that
differing geomorphic surfaces support different assemblages of
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plant species, and may influence the distribét on of the rare and
endemic plants found on the Monterey Faninaunat including a number
of State and Federally listed species. '

L

Based on information presented in the Bcological Assessment,
saveral of the geomorphic surfaces found in the Del Monte Forest
are of very limited distribution, and any impacts within a type
should be considered as significant. In particular, the intact
areas of Flandrian dunes, Middle-aged dunes, and Oldest dunes, and
Marine terraces 1, 2, and 3, and potentially Marine terraces 4, 5,
and 6, warrant special consideration. We recommend that additional
analysis be done regarding the impacts and compensatory
preservation which would apply within each of the geomarphic 1 (cont.)
surfaces of the project area. 3

In partiecular, it appears that B, C, and MNOUV will result in
impacts to natural community sub-types that are of sxtremely
limited distribution, and may not have compensatory mitigation
identified of the same sub-type. Due to thairllimiced original
extent, combined with historic losses, the varions dune types are
particularly limited resourcea. The Flandrian,dunes have been
reduced to just a few acres, given the extansive rasidential
development, as well as the development of the| Spanish Bay Golf
Course complex; they now are limited primarily' to the vicinity of
Signal Hill. The Middle-aged dunes are now limited primarily to
the vicinity of areas B and C. The Oldest dunes persist inland
from Sigmal #ill, and though never extensive, have been greatly
reduced by residential development and the construction of the
Cypress Point Golf Course, -

The document states that the habitat Central Maritime
Chaparral was not delineated on its cwn as “this community most
commonly ocours in the Del Monte Foresgt within Monterey Pine
Porest, often as an understory assemhlage.” This habitat type 2
should be identified se that the impact assessment and proposed
nitigations can be evaluated. :

Sepsitive Plant Species pDistributions

DEG is concerned that impacts to all aens;tive resources be
adequately characterized. This project has the potential to impact
a disproportionately large number of specialfs$atua plant species

{
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due to the high level of endemism which exists in the Del Monte
Forest. Nineteen species of plants known from the project site are
considered to be rare or endangered for the purposesg of the
California Envirenmental Quality ACt (CEQA), seven of which are
State and/or Federally listed.

Two species of plants, the Monterey clover (Trifolium
trichocalyx) and the Pacific Grove clover (Trifolium polyedon) were
included in JSA’s 1985 “Recovery Strategies £bq #ix Coastal Plant
Species on the Monterey Peninsula,” and both are State listed. In
that document, distzibutions are mapped throughout the Monterey
Peningula and within the Del Monte Forest and discussed in the
context of recovery. .%

The occurrence for Pacific Grove clover in the vicinity of the
Equestrian Center grandscands and parking area, was mapped as a
much larger polygon in the 1995 document, based on Surveys done by
Jane Holte and David Allen., We believe that the population of the
clover may be more extensive than that presented in the DEIR, and
that the impact analysis may not be based on accurate information.

Tn the 1995 report, there are a sumber of locations which are
mapped for the Monterey clover and azre not identified in this DEIR,
In particulay, locations of Monterey clover are mapped as ogeurring
in or adjacent to G, ¥3, F2, the Haul Road and Sawmill Gulch.

These locations indicate that the gistribution'of the species is 4
more widespread than the DEIR acknowledges, and that impacts of the
project on this gpecies havae not been fully identified. The DEIR
needs to inelude this information and analyze: the potential
significant direect and indiract impacts to th1?'specias.

A
Indirect Impacts to gensitive Plant Species ah% Habitats

R
The DETR documents the presence of a numbir of sensitive plant

species and natural communities immediately adjacent to propesed
development. No buffers are recompended, and no analysis of
indirect impacts such as trampling, f£ire hazard abatement, fire
suppression, overspray with water, pesticides, and fertilizex 5
application has been completed., For example, the proposed
conservation area by Signal Rill in the dunes supports five State
and/or Federally listed plant species. The tee for Hole 16
intrudes into the dunes) a proposed walkway would bisect the dune
area between Holes 14 and 15; and portions of 15 and 16 are

\
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immadiately adjacent to mapped ypdividuals of sand gilia, beach
layia, Tidestrom’s lupina and Monteray spineflower. No agsessment
of indirect impacts to these specles is included in the DEIR. We
believe that they could be significant, and recommend that the
project be reconfigured to provide a meaningful buffer between the
sensitive dune habitat, the 1jsted specles, and golf facilities.
Similar analyses and development of meaningful sethacks should also
be undertaken for other semsitive species and habitats.

Need for Permits Pursuant to the Ccalifornia Endangered sgecies Act
(CESA) 6

A number of specles found in the project area are listed by
CESA, including sand gilia (Gilia tenuiflora arenaria); Tidestrom’s
lupine (Lupinus ridestromii): Menzies' wallflower (Ezysimum
menziesii); beach layla (Layia carnosa): Monterey clover (Trifolium B
trichocalyx); and Hiclman's cinquefoil (Potentilla hickmanii). In e
addition, Pacific Grove clover (Trifolium polyédon) is listed as
rare under the Native Plant Protection Act. We believe that this
project could have direct and indirect impacts on these species,
and may result in incidental take of the speciés, Incidental take
may only be authorized by DFG if the impacts of the take have been
minimized and fully mitigated., D¥G does not recognize
translocation as contributing substantially tb a mitigation
strategy, and in order to make 3 dotermination [that impacts have
peen fully mitigated, we will rely heavily on! measures which avold
impacts and provide for conservation of habitat.

Identification of Aggrogriate Mitigation Moasures

Both CEQA and CESA stress the desizability of avoiding and
minimizing impacts to sensitive resources prior to consideration of
compensatory mitigation measures. Where compensatory measures are
required such as the TEAN plan and the Master Redource Management
Plan’s (RMP) specilfic performance, gstandards and remedial measures
should be incorporated. P

The existing LCP establishes buffers of 100 feat between any |
development and sensitive spaciss and habitats, Table E~5a '
includes a list of those wetlands fer which there is an
infringemant of the 100-foot puffar requirement. The proposed new 7
Equestrian Center use would include encroachment within the
predeterminad 100-foot buffer of tha Lower Sawmill site S-A for
parking areas during temporary gvents. Mitigation measure

!
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encroachments should be evaluated and measures implemented to
insure the integrity of the buffezs, Mitigatien Measure pro-al-2
identifies no buffer for the dune sulte of apecies, instead
directing rare plant and dune rastoration azeas be located away
from the golf course. We believe the more appropriate approach is
to require a sufficient buffer, as required in the LCE, around
thase valuable resouxces. i*
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Bie Cl-2 indicates that the ared would be “dedicated to tha DMEF”
for protection. TemporaXy encroachment for evﬂnt parking should
not be permitted under this dedication. Other ‘knowa buffer 7(cont) |
nt. i
.3|¢

1

DEG is particularly concerned that impadt;'to Yadon’s piperia,
an endemic, dry-land orchid, be fuxther avoided and minimized.
Mitigation for impacts to Yadon’s piperia needs to £ocus on
aveidance, minimieation, and congervation of the three primary
populations in the Del Monte Foyest, which axe contained in three
large, contiguous blocks of habitat: PQR, MNOUV, and Huckleberry 8
Hi1l/SFB Morse complex, which ineludes G, H, -1, the Corporation
Yard, F1, F2, ¥3, the Sawmill site, and D, The TEAM plan, which
enphasizes translocation of salvaged piperia and enhancement of
potentially suitable habitat, ig intended to address those impacts
remaining after avoidance, minimization and pxqservation actions,
and it should be implemented with modifications addressed in detail
below. fo

The DEIR identifies a significant effect of the proposed >
projact on this species., The DEIR describes the importance of the P
MNOUV oceurrence, indicating that the impacts: gn that occurrence
wwould have a significant effect at the pepulation and species
level.” The document stresaes the importancet ¢f conservation of
blocks of large contiguous habitat, and identifies the importance
of both occupied and adjacent unoceupied nabitdt to provide room
for expansion, and to allow the spocies to rapqond to changing
habitat conditions, such as vegetation structyfe, ovar time.

Mitigation measure BIO-D1-1 requires thét!the golf course,
road alignments and other development areas (K, F=2, F~3, I-2 and
PQR) be redesigned to avoid and minimize development within
populatioens of Yadon’s plperia where feasible. We recommend that
this measure alsc apply to all semsitive resources, and he extended
to rmguire identification of additional areas' where the project 9
aould be redesigned to avoid impacts to sensitive resources
including, but not limited to, Yadon’s piperia. Mitigation measure
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BIO=D1~2 requires preservation of areas propeséd by the applicant,
and preservation of sdditional areas proposed?py the County. It
states that for all locations other than the Proposed Golf Course,
implementation of thesa mitigation measures woyld not result in a
w_substantially adverse effect on this gpecies, and thus considers
the impacts to be mitigated to a jess than significant level.”

The DEIR further notes that “preservation alone cannot offset
the substantial losses of existing populations, particularly at the
Proposed Golf Course” and requires development and ilmplementation
of a TEAM Plan to offset impacts to Yadon’s piperia for the
Proposed Golf Course. According to the DEIR, the deteyrmination
that impacts of the proposed Golf Course have been mitigated to a
level of less than significant “.rests on all of the applicant .
proposed and additionally required mitigation including Mitigation SR
Measures BIO=D1-3” (the TEAM plan). ; N

DFG is concerned that the outcome of implémentation of the
TEAM plan can be relied upon to mitigate impacts to the gpacies,
rranslocation of ¥Yadon’s piperia (as with many |other rare species)
can be difficult, time consuming and costly. ; he DEIR
notes that the applicant’s proposals “are insufriciently detailed
to gauge their feasibility and probable success.” I spite of the 10
¢act that the TEAM plam puts forward a detailed, rigorous and
scientific application to the task at hand, we:.still do not have
sufficient information to detarmine either feasibility or probable
success. Determination of Success oL failure of the translocation
and enhancement program will be difficult, given the life=history
of the orchid. For this reason, consideration of additional
preservation beyond that recosmended in the BIO-Dl-1 and 2 should
be considered. If this is not possible, spacific performance 11
standards and remediation measures axe needed to determine the
success of the TEAM Plan and implement gpctions to address failure
of the plan to meet specified performance gtandards. Remediation
could include protection and/or managenent and enhancement pf other
vadon’s piperia populations not protected as part of the current
mitigation measures identified in the DEIR. Due to the
uncertainties of the TEAM plan, DFG recommends that some level of
guccess in establishing, enhancing populations and growing plants 12
from seeds ba demonstrated before loss of Yadbq's piperia occurs.

: ' o

We alse recommend that approval of the gﬁ§n plan by DFG be

nade a condition of project approval, We believe this would best 13
G and the project

be accomplished through an agreement between P

3
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applicant to assure performance of the required mitigation measures
for sensitive biological resources, including the TEAM plan and
Forest RMP. L

The TEAM plan identifies 293 acres as appropriate for A
translocation throughout the Del Monte Forest area. We do not
concur that all of the proposed sites are appropriate as receiver
sites for plant materials originating in MONUV. 1In particular, PQR
and Huckleberry Hill/SFB Morse complex, including G, #, Fl, ¥2, F3,
the Sawmill site, and D should be off-limits $¢ plant materials
¢rom MONUV, or from other areas in or out of the Forest.
Importation of plant materials, and associated mycorrhyzae, soil,
and potential pathogens, poses 2 risk to the extant populations
which occur in these locations. We recommend that materials which 14
are salvaged from MNOUV be utilized in MNOUV and for ex=situ and
greenhouse manipulations.

Piperia tubers which are salvaged from development areas ;o
should be utilized to better inform the management process. There '
are numerous questions we have regarding the tolerance of the
plants to shade, compaction, drought, s0il saturation, competition
with other plant species, and herbivory; these can be tested in the
greenhouse, or in locations within MNOUV. 8alvaged tubers can
provide raw material to use for testing management hypetheses, with
1ittle risk to populations which we wish to conserve and manage in-
situ. i

It is not clear that all ayeas which baverbaen identified in
the TEAM plan for translocation and enhancement axe in fact
suitable for piperia. Although the plan identifies 294 acres for
translocation and 114 acres for enhancement, it is likely that
further screening of theme gsites will result if less habitat
available to the piperia; and even though the jreas identified in
the TEaM plan for translocation are not appropiiate 88 recelver 15
sites for the tubers from MNOUV, they would likely be appropriate
for consideration for enhancement activities.. We recommend that
the TEAM plan be refocused to &Creén all the translocation acras
and enhancement acres for enhancement, emphasize enhancement
activities on suitable sites, which could include sites within the
distributional range of the species, and develop a research program
to inform management that weuld atilize tha tubars salvaged fxom
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MNOUV that cannot be tranalecated into another site at MNOUV.
Prior to implementation of enhancenent activities, risks associated
with the implementation of emhancement activities should be 15 (cont.)
anticipated, and measures implemented to reduce the riske to extant
populations.

As with Yadon’s piperia, the DEIR suggests that impacts to
Pacific Grove clover and the guite of dune speciss can he
mitigated, in part, through a program of snhandement and
translocation. A& with Yadon’s piperia, DFG belleves that this 1s
not a feasible, reliable approach and has a low probability of
success. In regard to Pacific Grove clover, the DEIR also notes
that the existing information on the proposed project "doas not .
provide the site-speaificity necessary to ensure that final golf 16 i
course design and resource management will adequately provide for -
the conservation of this population” and recommends that specific
management and enhancement methods for the Pacific Grove elovex be
defined. Further definition of methods that have an unknown
outcome do not ensure either feasibility o prébability of success;
there are not specific pearformance standards and remedial measures
identified which would be implemented in the event of failure of
the management/ enhancement activities. We recommend that project
redesign be implemented with the goal of separating the population
of Pacific Grove clover from project activities which have a
potential to adversely affect the gpecies and its habitat.

Mitigation Measuré BIO-Al-2 suggests the same kind of approach
for the dune suite of species, direéting “rare plant dune
rastoration areas shall be located away from the perimeter of the
golf course unless such mitigation areas are not located where they
are likely to be directly affected by.” golf activities. The
measure asuggests performance eriteria for the dune revegetation
which may not he appropriate and not'stringent:enough to restore a
functioning dune habjitat, and again, there are no performance
standards and remedial actions identified which would be
implemented if any aspect of the management should not meet
performance standards. DFG doeés not have confidence that this type
of mitigation measure will adequately nitigate ipotential impacts to
sensitive habitats and listed gpeclies. We recommend that
additional avoidance measures be implemantad th further separate
extant populations of sensitive specles and ﬁa?itats from project
aativities. : i %

6(conL)v,i
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The wildlife section indicates that the nesting season for
raptors annually is March 1 to June 30. The document offars a
construction buffer from nesting pirds of 100 feet. We reconmend |17
the buffer distance be increased to a minimum of 150 feet.
Incoxporation of thess recommendations would assure compliance with
Fish and Game Code Section 3503, i :

Devalopmerit of Resource Mapagement Plans %}

mitigation Measure BIO-B1-1 requires deéehopmsnt,
implementation and menitoring of a Ccounty apprbved RME and site-
specific RMPs for all proposed and additionally required zetention,
restoration, and preservation areas. We note that there isg an
applicant-developed summary of RMPs and RMP implementation
framework; we also note that BIO-Bl-1 requires that a third pazty
sonsultant develop the RMPs. It is not clear what relationship the
applicant—developed'anro and framework have to the reguired RMFs.
In addition, we believe it is virtually impossible to as3edsd
Mitigation Measure BIO-Bl~1 as to feasibility or probability of
success in the absence of having the completed RMPs to review.
gince Mitigation Measure pIO-Bl-1 is the underpinning of the entire
mitigation program for natuzral zesowrces, and provides the basls
for mitigating impacts to Monterey pine forest, wetlands, dunes,
and special-status specles on all retained, redtored and/oz 18
preserved lands, RMPS should be completed prioy to certification of
the EIR in order to assess the efficacy of the: proposed mitigation
program, and to evaluate the DEIR's assertion that all impacts have
been mitigated to a level of lass than significant. As noted
above, the plans should include specific performance standards and
remedial measures and be subject to resource agency review and
approval, iy

: ' Vi

The DEIR indicates that a BMP plan for éo%trolling runoff
associated with the new Equestyian Center will 'be developed.
Appendix “H” says that animal waste shall bu§c§ntrolled at the
sita, “through a combination of design and source control measures
aimed at containing, coverind and removing wastes to avoid contact
and wash-off with rainfall runoff.” Implementation of this plan is
important to protect resource values in the projact area and should |19
ba developed, reviewed and approved prior to project approval.
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Conservation Easements

|

l

?
Copgexvation Easemonts -

The DEIR proposes to use conservation easements as a mechanism
to protect preservad lands in the project area. While we suppoxrt
the use of such mechanisms, we aIe troubled by the propesal of the :
applicant to remove OX amend two easements in the Sawmill axea in |
order to relocate the Equestrian Center to that location. This
undermines our confidence in the ability of an aeagement to provide
for protection of resources in parpetuity, if in fact it can be
undone at a later date. In addition to the requizsments of
Mitigation Measure BT0O-Bl-6, we request that for conservation
easements for sites to be preserved for the protection of sensitive
resources, DFG he included ez a thizd party bepericiary. Sinee the .-
easements were recorded to comply with permit conditions of prioer S
projects, it is troubling that they can subsquantly be modified. i
The DEIR indicates that the applicant has requested that permit
conditions for specific prior projects be amended and has 20
identified mitigation measures in Chapter 3.3 gection B to address
the potential lo&s of natural and revegetated‘{orast on the site.
Given the location of the Sawmill site in!the heart of S.F.B.

Morse/Huckleberzy Hill Natural Area complex’ the presence of
Monterey clover, a State listed plant species in the vieinity of
the site; and the stage of the restoration of natural vegetation on
the site, we recommend that the eagements remain, and this area not
pe considared for development of facilities which would be
inconsistent with the objectives for which the easements were
establishﬁd‘ :

Water Supply Impacts to Biological Resturces :

DFG believes the DEIR 40eS not disclose 'and analyze all the
project-ralatod envirconmental impacta resulting from this project’s
increased demand for potable water. CEQA requires that all direct and
reasonably foresesable indirect impacts of a project be disclosed and
analyzed, The DEIR discloses an increased demand for potable water 21 |
that relies on withdrawals from the Carmel River aguifer', but does not ;
include an analysis of the impacts cauged by thoae increased
withdrawals on the public trust resources in ‘the Carmel River systenm.

]
i L
bl
fi

T wmo DETR (E8-16 & 4.4-37) states “the increased demind would result in
incrgaseg withdgawal by Cal-Am £zom the Carmel River aquifer and/or Seaside
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To meet the increased demand for water,.

NO. P

F.13/15

the project praposes to

rely on potable water supplied by the california~amecican Water Company
(Cal=Am) . Currently Cal-Am is not able to meet delivery commitments

without ovez-pumping within the aquifer. Thi
adverse impacts to agquatic resources within t

1

s;ove:-pumping has caused
he Carmel Riveyr system,

specifically adversely impacting steelhead (opcorhynchus mykiss) and
California red-legged frogs (Rana aurors draytﬁnii) by dewatering and

reducing available habitat.

|

pased on review of the DEIR, it is clear that the post=project
water demand will require at 1east an additional 182 to 320 acre-feet
of potable water each year. It was noted that this may underestimate
the actual demand becauge additionsl potable water has historically
been required to supplement an inadequate supply of treated waste-
water. The DEIR presents the arqument that although the new project
will require additional potable water, this new demand 1s “offset” by &

pravious reduction in demand caused by conver
treated wastewater for irrigation. FHowevexr,

ting from potable water to
this “offset” scenario

does not include an appropriate disclosure and analysis of the

increased water demands of this project on the current pumping regime.
Infoymation on the {ncreased withdrawals required by the water demands
of this project as compared with curyent withdrawals must be disclosed

to allow appropriate analysis of the potentia

impact te publiec trust resources in the Carme

1ly significant adverse
1‘River system. '

There is general agreement that until quLAm develops alternative
water sources, it lacks the ability to meet any new water demands
without causing additional adverse impacts to the quantity and quality
of water in the Carmel River. In fact, Cal-:?[is currently under court

4

order to reduce pumping from the system. Un

developed, this pumping rastriction would appe
of Cal-Am to provide the additional water to t

t to curtail the ability

% alternatives are
is project, regardless

of any legal claim er additional entitlements held by the applicant.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the DEIR for the
Pebble Beach Company’s Del Monte Forest Preservation and Development

Plan. We remain available to work with the C
Company to identify a project which would mee

ounty and the Pebble Beach
t the project’s objectives

while protecting the valuable resources of the project site.
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Questions concerning Our comments should be directed to

Mr. Carl Wilcox, Habitat Conserv

or cwilcox@dfg.ca.gov.

cc: See next page

ation Manager, at (707) 944-5525

Bincerelg“

Robert W. ?1oarke H)
Regional Manager
Central do?st Region
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ce: State clearinghouse
Post Office Box 3044
- sacramento, CR 95814
via fax (916) 323-3018

Tony Lombaxdo
1ombardo & Gilles
post Office Box 2119
Salinas, CA 93902

Molly Martindale

U. §. Army Corpé of Engineers

333 Market Street i b
San Francisgco, CA 04105-2197 i

Rathy Mrowka ;t
State Water Resources control Board i
poat Office pox 100

sacramento, CA a5812

Joyce ambrosius

NOAMA Fisheries

777 Soncma Avenue, ROOR 325
ganta Rosa, CA 95404

L e e e o

Charlesz Leater

california Coastal Commission
725 Front Street, 3™ Floor
ganta Cruz, CA 95060

pavid Pereksta )

. §. Fish and Wildlife Service

293 Portola Road, suite B :
Yentura, CA 93003-7726 o

Mike Zander
Zander & Assaclates
via fax (41%) 8970425
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