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2.6. Letter D, from Marine Conservation Biology Institute, California Coastkeeper 
Alliance, Heal the Bay, Audubon California, The Otter Project, Russian 
Riverkeeper, National Parks Conservation Association, Golden Gate Audubon 
Society, Earth Care, San Diego Coastkeeper 
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2.6.1. Responses to Letter D 

Response to Comment D-1: Comment noted. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment D-2: See response to comment C-2. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment D-3: See Response to Comment C-8.  

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment D-4: See Response to Comment C-10 and C-11. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment D-5: See Response to comment C-16. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment D-6: See Response to Comment C-23. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment D-7: See Response to Comment C-33. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment D-8: See Response to Comment C-40. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment D-9: Comment noted.  

No changes to the DEIR are required.  
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2.7. Letter E, from Curt Billings 
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2.7.1. Response to Letter E 

Response to Comment E-1: Comment noted. The Commission will consider all 
alternatives in its decision making.  

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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2.8. Letter F, from Chris Cervellone 
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2.8.1. Response to Letter F 

Response to Comment F-1: Comment noted. The Commission will consider all 
alternatives in its decision making. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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2.9. Letter G, from the California State Lands Commission 
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2.9.1. Responses to Letter G 

Response to Comment G-1: Comment noted.  

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment G-2: MPA use restrictions are proposed under the 
authority of the Marine Life Protection Act (Stats. 1999, Chapter 1015) as amended by 
Statutes of 2000, Chapter 385. The MLPA can be found in Chapter 10.5 of the 
California Fish and Game Code, Sections 2850 to 2863. See also Master 
Response 1.0. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment G-3: Comment noted. The DEIR complies with the 
CEQA public notification requirements in Public Resources Code Section 21092.  

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment G-4: The commenter is referred to Section 2861 of the 
Fish and Game Code which states:  

2861. Review of Petitions to Add, Delete or Modify MPAs 

(a) The commission shall, annually until the master plan is adopted and 
thereafter at least every three years, receive, consider, and promptly act upon petitions 
from any interested party, to add, delete, or modify MPAs, favoring those petitions that 
are compatible with the goals and guidelines of this chapter. 

(b) Prior to the adoption of a new MPA or the modification of an existing MPA 
that would make inoperative a statute, the commission shall provide a copy of the 
proposed MPA to the Legislature for review by the Joint Committee on Fisheries and 
Aquaculture or, if there is no such committee, to the appropriate policy committee in 
each house of the Legislature. 

(c) Nothing in this chapter restricts any existing authority of the department or the 
commission to make changes to improve the management or design of existing MPAs or 
designate new MPAs prior to the completion of the master plan. The commission may 
abbreviate the master plan process to account for equivalent activities that have taken 
place before enactment of this chapter, providing that those activities are consistent with 
this chapter. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment G-5: The Department will contact the CSLC to discuss 
the Proposed Project and to ensure that the existing public trust uses are not 
comprised.  

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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2.10. Letter H, from Environmental Action Committee 
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2.10.1. Responses to Letter H 

Response to Comment H-1: Comment noted. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

 Response to Comment H-2: See Response to Comment C-2. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment H-3: See Response to Comments C-8. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment H-4: See Response to Comment C-10 and C-11. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment H-5: See Response to Comment C-16. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment H-6: See Response to Comment C-23. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment H-7: See Response to Comment C-33. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment H-8: See Response to Comment C-40. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment H-9: See Response to Comment C-50. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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2.11. Letter I, from Chris Grossman 
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2.11.1. Response to Letter I 

Response to Comment I-1: Comment noted. The Commission will consider all 
alternatives in its decision making.  

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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2.12. Letter J, from Paul, Hastings, Janofsky & Walker LLP 
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2.12.1. Responses to Letter J 

Response to Comment J-1: See Master Response 3.0. The designation of 
MPAs does preclude the continued operation of existing aquaculture/mariculture 
activities. The Drakes Estero SMCA encompasses the oyster farm and allows continued 
mariculture operation until such time as the National Park Service makes a final 
decision regarding the continued operation of the facility. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment J-2: The commenter is directed to the Ecotrust 
Summary of Potential Impacts of the Integrated Preferred Alternative and the North 
Central Coast Regional Stakeholder Group MPA Proposals on Commercial and 
Recreational Fisheries in the MLPA North Central Coast Study Area. CEQA does not 
require an evaluation of socio-economics per se, but does extend to the secondary 
effects of socio-economic influences, where they would have a measurable effect on the 
physical environment. The DEIR provides a detailed evaluation of impacts related to 
socio-economic considerations (see Chapter 4 of the DEIR and related impact 
analysis). Furthermore, siting alternatives were based on considerations addressed by 
the BRTF with input from the NCCRSG, the SAT, and local communities. See also 
Master Response 3.0. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment J-3: The commenter is directed to Sections 4.3 to 4.5 of 
the Regional Profile for the North Central Coast Study Region for information regarding 
water quality information for the study region. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment J-4: See Response to Comment J-1. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

 Response to Comment J-5: See Response to Comments J-1 and J-2.  

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment J-6: See Response to Comment J-1. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment J-7: See Response to Comment J-1. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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Response to Comment J-8: See Response to Comment J-1. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment J-9: See Response to Comment J-1. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment J-10: See Response to Comment J-1. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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2.13. Letter K, from Ralph Kanz 
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2.13.1. Responses to Letter K 

Response to Comment K-1: The Department disagrees. The DEIR is neither 
inaccurate nor fatally flawed, and meets the legal requirements of CEQA in presenting 
information for the Commission. The commenter does not provide evidence to support 
their claims regarding the inadequacy of the DEIR. See also Master Response 2.0. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-2: Several of the references in the DEIR can be 
obtained from the MLPA website at http://www.dfg.ca.gov/mlpa/impact_ncc.asp. 
References may also be obtained from public libraries or through online web searches. 
If a reference in the DEIR does not appear to be readily available, it can be requested 
from the Department. A 45-day public review and comment period was provided. In 
addition, public comment on the DEIR was taken during the Commission meeting during 
the public review period.  

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-3: As the commenter notes, a public hearing is not 
required during the public review period of the DEIR. Circulation of the DEIR and notice 
of availability to public agencies and libraries provides interested members of the public 
with the opportunity to comment on the project. Additionally, public comments on the 
CEQA document can and have been provided at the regularly scheduled Fish and 
Game Commission meetings. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-4: A 45-day public review period was provided 
consistent with the requirements of CEQA. The level of effort one puts into reading and 
reviewing the DEIR is a personal choice, and not of the Department’s making. The 
Department disagrees with the assertions made by the commenter regarding the 
purpose of the DEIR and scientific basis of the Proposed Project. Again, the commenter 
does not substantiate their statements. See also Response to Comment K-1. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-5: The Proposed Project focuses solely on the 
designation of an MPA network component for the north central coast; therefore, the 
focus of the DEIR analysis is on the alternative MPA network components presented in 
Chapter 2.0 Project Description. Fisheries management practices are not part of the 
Proposed Project. See also Master Responses 1.0 and 5.0. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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Response to Comment K-6: See Response to Comment K-5. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-7: See Response to Comment K-5. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-8: The commenter is directed to page 2-1 of the 
DEIR which identifies the Proposed Project goals and objectives. A key goal of the 
Proposed Project is the protection and conservation of marine life and habitats such that 
economically valuable species populations are able to rebuild (e.g., maintain 
sustainable numbers). Proposed MPA network components compliment existing 
fisheries management practices. The DEIR considers the existing fishery management 
system in the No Project alternative, which includes existing regulations and only 
existing MPAs. The DEIR concludes that this alternative would not be as effective as 
the Proposed Project at meeting the goals of the MLPA, nor would it meet the most 
basic requirement of the MLPA, that is, the improvement of the existing array of MPAs 
and development of a scientifically based network. See also Master Response 5.0. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-9: The Department disagrees. The comment 
indicates that the Proposed Project is being improperly segmented. There is no 
requirement in CEQA or the MLPA that prohibits the Commission from implementing the 
MLPA in a regional manner. Impacts of the project in combination with other existing 
and future MPA designations were explicitly addressed in Section 8.4 of the DEIR 
(Cumulative Impacts, beginning on page 8-2). Further, the MLPA expressly addresses 
the concepts of “regions” and “networks” [FGC Sections 2852(b), 2853(b)(6)], expressly 
authorizes regional networks [FGC Section 2856(a)(2)(D)], contemplates multiple 
networks [FGC Section 2857(c )], and the phasing in of MPAs, which is consistent with 
a regional approach [FGC Section 2857(e)]. The Marine Managed Area Improvement 
Act also contemplates “networks of sites” (Public Resources Code Section 36870). 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-10: The California Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) 
excludes freshwater systems. The MLPA concerns addresses ecosystem management 
within biogeographical regions, which are defined as the oceanic and nearshore areas 
seaward of the mean high tide line or the mouth of coastal rivers (Section 2852(b)). 
Salmon is a federally-managed species pursuant to the Pacific Coast Salmon Plan. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-11: Historic ecosystem management by indigenous 
peoples and related predator effects are not relevant to the current environmental 
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setting under which the Project is proposed, and the commenter does not explain how 
such information is germane to the impact analysis. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-12: Individual fish species likely to benefit from the 
MPAs in the north central coast study region are provided in Appendix E of the DEIR. 
The table in Appendix E identifies the habitat preferences of each species and includes 
notes regarding potential impacts of human activities where appropriate. The 
information in this table contributed to the identification of habitat areas that would 
support achieving MLPA goals and the design of the Proposed Project and Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3. Consistent with the MLPA, the Proposed Project considers management on 
an ecosystem level, not a species level. See Master Response 5.0. 

Fishing activities can impact the marine ecosystem thru overfishing or depletion 
of specific species, alteration to the natural species community including predator/prey 
ratio, and thru habitat modifications resulting from specific fishing techniques such as 
bottom trawling. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-13: Comment noted. The commenter has expressed 
opinions regarding the north central coast study region design process, and not 
commented directly on the content of the DEIR. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-14: Potential physical environmental impacts 
associated with displacement of fishing effort are described throughout the DEIR 
including Chapters 4, 5, 6 and 7. All potential impacts were found to be less than 
significant; therefore, no mitigation was required. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-15: See Response to Comment K-9. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-16: See Response to Comment K-12 and Master 
Response 5.0. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-17: See Master Response 2.0. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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Response to Comment K-18: Greenhouse gas emissions resulting from the 
Proposed Project and Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 were conservatively estimated and 
determined to be less than significant relative to their cumulative contribution to State-
wide emissions. No mitigation is required for such emissions, and there is no 
requirement for the DEIR to consider prevention of greenhouse gas emissions. The 
analysis of project-related greenhouse gas emissions and rationale supporting the 
assessment can be found in Section 8.4.5.2. of the DEIR.  

No changes to the DEIR are required.  

Response to Comment K-19: Trawl and non-trawl RCA closures may have 
been consistent in recent years; however, they are subject to seasonal and regional 
changes. The boundaries of RCAs are subject to change within and among years based 
upon stock assessments and in-season catch levels of overfished federally-managed 
groundfish species. Boundaries can be eliminated or modified as rockfish populations 
rebuild or decline. In contrast, MPA boundaries are maintained over long periods of time 
and thus provide some degree of permanence to achieve broader ecosystem goals. 
See also Master Response 5.0. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-20: The Commenter is directed to the DEIR 
discussion under Impact BIO-1 on page 6-40 which addresses potential adverse 
impacts on marine populations and habitats outside MPAs from displacement and 
congestion of fishing effort outside MPAs. The potential for rebuilding and maintaining 
fish stocks described in the DEIR is not speculation. The discussion of a fourfold 
increase in productivity under Impact BIO-1 is based on published empirical data 
regarding reserves worldwide. The DEIR does not make any specific conclusions 
regarding the productivity of the MPAs that would be designated under the project. As 
discussed in the DEIR, existing empirical data suggest that enhanced production within 
reserves can more than compensate for the effects of displaced fishing effort even with 
up to 50 percent of the fishing area closed. Finally, the DEIR makes the conservative 
assumption that fishing effort is unchanged to allow consideration of worst-case 
impacts. Potential adverse effects include depletion of individual fish species and 
habitat degradation. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-21: See Response to Comment K-20.  

No changes to the DEIR are required. 
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Response to Comment K-22: The DEIR provides a complete and legally 
adequate analysis of alternatives consistent with the requirements of CEQA. The DEIR 
is the result of extensive stakeholder participation and describes a range of reasonable 
alternatives to the proposed project. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-23: The comment is speculative and no evidence is 
provided to support the commenter’s assertion of increased greenhouse gas impacts 
associated with the Proposed Project.  

No changes to the DEIR are required.  

Response to Comment K-24: Individual fish species likely to benefit from the 
MPAs in the north central coast study region are provided in Appendix E of the DEIR. 
Resiliency of an ecosystem is defined by the ability of the system to recover from an 
outside influence which could include fishing pressure or other influences. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-25: Potential individual increased operational costs 
that may result following implementation of the Proposed Project are not potential 
environmental effects for consideration under CEQA. See Response to K-18 regarding 
the Proposed Project’s greenhouse gas contribution. 

No changes to the DEIR are required.  

Response to Comment K-26: See Master Response 2.0. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 

Response to Comment K-27: See Response to Comment K-1. 

No changes to the DEIR are required. 




