








Comment Letter 1185: Britton Donaldson , April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1186: Dawn Douglas, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1186-1



Intentionally Left Blank

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1186-2



Comment Letter 1187: Linda Douglas, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1188: Steve Duarte, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please refer
to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1200: Fraa Fizzz, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1201: Johannah Frank, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1202: Julie Frank, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1203: Luis Fuentes, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1204: C G, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1205: K G, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1205-1



Intentionally Left Blank

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1205-2



Comment Letter 1206: Einar Gall, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1207: Juanita Gama, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1208: Armando Garcia, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1209: Ked Garden, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1210: Missy Garvin, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1211: Michele Gelboin, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1212: Megan Gibney, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1213: Robert Giles, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1214: Carrie Gingrich, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1215: Joyce Glennon, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1216: Daniel Goldberg, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1217: Nerin Gonzalez, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1218: Brian Gottejman, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1219: Kathlyn Grabenstein, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1220: Donna Grampp, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1221: Liliana Griego, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please refer
to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1222: Mason Griffith, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1223: Michelle Grimes, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1224: Alexis Grone, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1225: Kurt Gross, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1226: Eugenia Guilin, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1227: Jill Gustafson, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

From: jillegusfeveryuctionenstom cam <jillegusigev ervactioneusiom com:=
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2023 633 Al

I Sandel. Scott “S9andel Fsandiego govs

Subject: [EXTERWAL| De Anva Natural Wetland Restoration Plan

1 hig email came from an external saurce. Be canttions absout olicking on any links in this email or opening
atrachments **

Deear Scow Sandel.

Ax you consider how to build and imprave npon the e Anza Natural wetlan restoration plan for the northeast
corner of Mission Bay, 1'd like to ask vou to pricritize the need for maximum weatlaned resteration in order 1o truly
make the city's wetland restorarion etfort successtul

Lhe city's final Environmental lmpact Report (ELR ) for this praject must pricritize water quality by adding a specific
projecr objective to improve the warer quality of the study area and the hay through natural, reailiont infrastmicnre
you're aware, water quality iz a crucial component of the 1994 Mission Bay Park Master Ilan. and water qualiny
can best be guaranead by the kind of green infrastucture restered wetlands will provide

Lhe city's draft ELR for the e Anza plan is also missing detalls on the foreseeable impacts from sea Level rise. How
can the ciny determine the bear land-uze plan withont knowing how climate change will affect o park! While the
city's Climare Action Plan calls for 700 acres of restored ridal marsh by 2035, only the ReWild Mission Bay Wildeat
plan provides the niest direct way to achieve this goal with maximum wetland restoration. Unfortunarely . the draft
EIR forthe D¢ Anza hanaral plan fail ro congider the ReWild Mission Bay Wildezr proposal against the city's own
Climats Aerion Plan goals

I'he acological implications are eritical and rima is wazgting. Kendall-Frost hMarsh Preserve in Mission Bay provides
the hest hahitat for endangered Ridgway's Rails. Vet these hirds — original members of the 1973 Tindangered Species
Acr —will loge their habirat over the next several decadeas as sea levels rise and their habitat is imndared. Lnless we
bagin the ReWilding process now, these and other threatenad anel endangared native speeies will be loat, when they
cokdve veadily been saved,

I'ha city’s proposal also faila to analyze the recreational and anlhiral apportanitias of connecting Mission 13ay Park
o 2 restored tidal seosystem. Doing so would berter balanee and expand the park’s recreational offerings. All San
1iegans, inchiding our Kumegaay neighbora and those in underserved commmnities, will benetit from access to a
vibranr tidal marsh with expanded recreation apporhinitics.

Fhank o far your kind consideration of our recommendations on how to improse the e Anza Nanural plan

Sineerely,
Tl Gustafson
SOHO Dorothy Way San Dicge, CA 921152307
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Comment Letter 1228: Raul Gutierrez, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1229: C H, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1230: Dale Haas, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1231: Karen Hafer, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1232: Jennifer Hagglof, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1233: Holly Hall, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1234: Cathy Handzel, April 19, 2023

1234-1:

1234-2:

1234-3:

This comment requests that the City of San Diego (City)
prioritize the need for maximum wetland restoration. This
comment will be provided to decision makers for their
consideration. This comment does not address the
adequacy or accuracy of the Program Environmental
Impact Report (PEIR) for the proposed De Anza Natural
Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan (project),
and no further response is warranted.

This comment provides support for the San Diego Audubon
Society’'s recommendations. This comment will be provided
to decision makers for their consideration. This comment
does not address the adequacy or accuracy of the PEIR for
the project, and no further response is warranted.

This comment states that ecotourism is the fastest
growing type of tourism in the world and that bird-
watching, canoeing, kayaking, and rowboating are
especially common for wetlands. As discussed in PEIR
Chapter 3.0, Project Description, regional parkland
supports activities such as picnicking, kiteflying, Frisbee
games, informal sports, walking, jogging, children’s play,
bicycling, and skating. The upland (dune, sage) and buffer
areas would accommodate the proposed multi-use path
with educational signage and, in some instances,
mounded landforms. The mounded landforms would
feature native coastal sage, dune, and other native plants
that would be seen and experienced from the waterfront
multi-use path. Within this area, passive recreation
amenities such as overlooks, pathways, picnic areas, and
interpretive signs could be accommodated and would
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1234-4:

provide opportunities for bird-watching activities. Access
for non-motorized watercraft, including kayaks and
canoes, would be provided in De Anza Cove at the
proposed Boat Facilities/Clubhouse land use and/or in
association with the low-cost visitor guest accommodation
lease. This comment does not address the adequacy or
accuracy of the PEIR for the project, and no further
response is warranted.

This comment requests adherence to the light pollution
ordinance. As discussed in PEIR Chapter 7.0, Other
Mandatory Discussion Areas, implementation of the
project would result in additional sources of light at
various points in the project area, particularly in the low-
cost visitor guest accommodation area and the De Anza
Cove Park area. Further, in accordance with the Mission
Bay Park Master Plan (MBPMP) Design Guidelines in the
MBPMP Update (November 2021), path and parking lot
lighting would be implemented for nighttime use and
security purposes. The MBPMP Design Guidelines indicate
that “lighting should be provided by cut-off, non-glare pole
fixtures. The height of light fixture shall be 12 to 15 feet
above the adjacent surface of the path.” Additionally,
where paths or lit areas affront residential or resort hotel
areas, “2-1/2 to 3-1/2 feet height bollard-type lights should
be used . .. so as not to affect the nighttime view of the
Bay from residences and guest rooms” (MBPMP Update
[November 2021]). Therefore, downward-pointing, lower-
intensity lights would be used. In addition, this type of
lighting would comply with the Multi-Habitat Planning Area
(MHPA) Land Use Adjacency Guidelines, which require
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1234-5:

1234-6:

lighting of all developed areas adjacent to the MHPA to be
directed away from the MHPA.

This comment requests that the City prioritize cleaning
water through maximum wetland restoration. This
comment will be provided to decision makers for their
consideration. This comment does not address the
adequacy or accuracy of the PEIR for the project, and no
further response is warranted.

This comment states that sea level rise must be
researched, considered, and prioritized to determine the
best land use plan and that the ReWild Mission Bay
“Wildest” proposal should be considered in relation to the
City's Climate Action Plan (CAP) restoration goal of 700
acres of restored tidal marsh by 2035.

A project-specific Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical
Report has been prepared and is included in the Final PEIR
as Appendix N to inform the future design of the project.
The Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical Report includes a
sea level rise modeling assessment and conceptual grading
exercise that demonstrates how 85.6 acres of viable
wetland habitat for the proposed project and 87.3 acres of
viable wetland habitat for the Wetlands Optimized
Alternative can persist under a 7-foot sea level rise scenario.

Furthermore, pursuant to California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Section 15126.6, an EIR need not
consider every conceivable alternative to a project, but it
must consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible
alternatives. The PEIR includes a reasonable range of
alternatives in PEIR Chapter 8.0, Alternatives. Chapter 8.0
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1234-7:

evaluates four alternatives that were selected for additional
analysis; in addition, Chapter 8.0 also identifies the ReWild
Mission Bay “Wild,” “Wilder,” and “Wildest” alternatives;
Campland-Provided Plan Alternative; and Mission Bay
Gateway Plan Alternative, which were considered in the
PEIR but rejected for their failure to meet the project
objectives. The rationale for elimination of each of these
alternatives, including the Re Wild Mission Bay “Wildest”
proposal, is provided in Chapter 8.0.

Other restoration areas within the City's jurisdiction are
being considered to meet the goals of the City's Climate
Action Plan (CAP). The goal of CAP Measure 5.1,
Sequestration, is to meet a 2030 target of restoring 350
acres and a 2035 target of restoring 700 acres of salt marsh
land and other associated tidal wetland and riparian
habitat. The project proposes to enhance 227 acres of
wetlands in the Mission Bay Park. The project was not
intended to restore all salt marsh land and other associated
tidal wetland and riparian habitats identified in the City's
CAP. As identified in the City's CAP, one of the identified
actions to meet the 750-acre goal was to develop an area-
specific management plan to protect, restore, and preserve
wetland and upland areas on City managed lands,
prioritizing Communities of Concern. The project would
assist the City in reaching its 2030 and 2035 target
restoration acreage. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the endangered Ridgway's rail
and other threatened and endangered native species will
lose their habitat as sea levels rise and will be lost if the
rewilding process is not started now. A project-specific Sea
Level Rise Study has been prepared and is included in the
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1234-9:

Final PEIR as Appendix N to inform the future design of the
project. The project would expand habitat areas, resulting
in long-term benefits to wetland habitat; species, including
the endangered Ridgway's rail; and the functions and
values of the aquatic resources. No further revisions to the
PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR fails to analyze the
recreational and cultural opportunities of connecting
Mission Bay Park to a restored tidal ecosystem, and that
all San Diegans will benefit from access to a vibrant tidal
marsh. The City concurs that access to a restored tidal
ecosystem would be a benefit to all San Diegans, including
members of local Tribal nations. However, as stated in
CEQA Statute Section 21002.1, “The purpose of an
environmental impact report is to identify the significant
effects on the environment of a project, to identify
alternatives to the project, and to indicate the manner in
which those significant effects can be mitigated or
avoided.” No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment concludes the comment letter by offering a
thank you for consideration. This is a closing comment and
does not raise a significant environmental issue regarding
the adequacy or accuracy of the information provided in
the PEIR. Therefore, no further response is required.
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Comment Letter 1235: lise Hanning, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1236: Linda Heidt, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1237: Patricia Heilig, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1237-1



Intentionally Left Blank

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1237-2



Comment Letter 1238: James Hemmick, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 1143. Please
refer to comment letter 1143 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1239: Karla Henderson, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1240: Amber Heredia, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1241: Crystal Hernandez, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1242: Paul Hildebrand, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1243: Nigella Hillgarth, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1244: James Hodgdon, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1245: Marcia Holcomb, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1246: Diane Hollenbeck, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1247: Mary Ella Holtam, April 19, 2023

1247-1:

1247-2:

1247-3:

This comment requests that the City of San Diego (City)
prioritize the need for maximum wetland restoration. This
comment will be provided to decision makers for their
consideration. This comment does not address the
adequacy or accuracy of the Program Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) for the proposed De Anza Natural Amendment
to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan (project), and no further
response is warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR should include a project
objective that prioritizes improving water quality through
natural resilient infrastructure. The project objectives listed in
PEIR Chapter 3, Project Description, include project objective
4 to embrace responsibility and stewardship of the
environment by restoring and safeguarding natural habitats
in De Anza Cove. Please see PEIR Section 5.7, Hydrology and
Water Quality, for a discussion of how the proposed project's
design features and restoration of natural habitat will
enhance water quality. The project does prioritize improving
water quality, as called for in the Mission Bay Park Master
Plan, and no revisions to the project objectives are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR is missing details on the
foreseeable impacts from sea level rise. A project-specific
Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical Report has been
prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as Appendix N to
inform the future design of the project. The Sea Level Rise
Assessment Technical Report includes a sea level rise
modeling assessment and conceptual grading exercise that
demonstrates how 85.6 acres of viable wetland habitat for
the proposed project and 87.3 acres of viable wetland
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1247-4:

habitat for the Wetlands Optimized Alternative can persist
under a 7-foot sea level rise scenario.

The comment states that the PEIR fails to consider the
ReWild Mission Bay “Wildest” proposal in relation to the
City's Climate Action Plan (CAP) restoration goal of 700 acres
of restored tidal marsh by 2035.

Pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, Section 15126.6, an EIR need not consider every
conceivable alternative to a project, but it must consider a
reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives. The PEIR
includes a reasonable range of alternatives in PEIR Chapter
8.0, Alternatives. Chapter 8.0 evaluates four alternatives that
were selected for additional analysis; in addition, Chapter 8.0
also identifies the ReWild Mission Bay “Wild,” “Wilder,” and
“Wildest” alternatives; Campland-Provided Plan Alternative;
and Mission Bay Gateway Plan Alternative, which were
considered in the PEIR but rejected for their failure to meet
the project objectives. The rationale for elimination of each of
these alternatives, including the Re Wild Mission Bay “Wildest”
proposal, is provided in Chapter 8.0.

Other restoration areas within the City's jurisdiction are being
considered to meet the goals of the City’s Climate Action Plan
(CAP). The goal of CAP Measure 5.1, Sequestration, is to meet
a 2030 target of restoring 350 acres and a 2035 target of
restoring 700 acres of salt marsh land and other associated
tidal wetland and riparian habitat. The project proposes to
enhance 227 acres of wetlands in the Mission Bay Park. The
project was not intended to restore all salt marsh land and
other associated tidal wetland and riparian habitats identified
in the City's CAP. As identified in the City's CAP, one of the
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1247-5:

identified actions to meet the 750-acre goal was to develop an
area-specific management plan to protect, restore, and
preserve wetland and upland areas on City managed lands,
prioritizing Communities of Concern. The project would assist
the City in reaching its 2030 and 2035 target restoration
acreage. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR fails to analyze the
recreational and cultural opportunities of connecting
Mission Bay Park to a restored tidal ecosystem, and that all
San Diegans will benefit from access to a vibrant tidal marsh.
The City concurs that access to a restored tidal ecosystem
would be a benefit to all San Diegans, including members of
local Tribal nations. However, as stated in CEQA Statute
Section 21002.1, “The purpose of an environmental impact
report is to identify the significant effects on the
environment of a project, to identify alternatives to the
project, and to indicate the manner in which those
significant effects can be mitigated or avoided.” No revisions
to the PEIR are warranted.
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Comment Letter 1248: Deborah Honeycutt, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1249: Terrance Hutchinson, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1250: Erin ImHof, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1251: Craig Jackson, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1252: Alexis Jacovides, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please refer
to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1252-1



Intentionally Left Blank

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1252-2



Comment Letter 1253: Padma Jagannathan, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

Trom: paddy j ervactioneustom, com <pacddy |
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2023 14 AM
lo: Sandel, Seatt <SSandel fsandisgo.govs

Sulbiject: |[EXTERNAL] De Anza Watural Wetland Restoratian Plan

gan ey uryacticneusloneonn:s

** Tl ernail carme from an extemal source. Be caulious about elivking onauy ks i this eroail or opening
attachments,™*

Dear Scoll Sandel,

A you cotsider how Lo build and improve upen the De Aisa Nalural sweiland restoration plau for Bue norlleast
corner of Miszion Bay, I'd like o ask yonto prioritize the need tor maxmmum werland restoration in arder o rmly
make e crty’s wetluud resloralion elfort successtul

The cily's [insl Fuvircmmental Immpact Report (EIR) for this project musl priorilize water quality by adding o specilic
project objective ro improve the water quality of e shudy area and the bay throngh natural, resilienr infragtnicrure.
As youre aware, waler quality is o arueial component of Uie 1994 Mission Bay Park Masler Plan wd water qualily
can hest be gnarammeed by the kind of green infragtruchire restored wetlands will provids

U'he city's diaft K1 for the e Anza plan is also missing details an the foreseeable impacts from sea level rise. How
i the cily delermine the besl Land-use plan wilhoul knowing how climale clange will alleet our park? Wiile e
city’s Climate Action Plan calls for 700 acres of restored tidal marsh by 2035, only the ReWild Mission Bay Wildest
plan provides the mosl direcl way te aclneve this goal with maximumn wellaxl restoration. Unfortuwalely, the drafl
HIK forthe 1De Anza Nanwal plan thils ro considar the ReWild Mission Bay Wildest praposal against the cify's own
Climate Action Plan goaly

The ecological implicalions are crilical sud line is wasting. Kendall-Trost Mansh Preserve i Mivsion Bay provides
the best Lubitat [or endangered Ridgway's Ruile. Yol these birds  criginal membens of e 1973 Endungered Species
Act =l loge their habitat over the next several decades as sea levels mse and therr habitat is inundated. Unless we
begin the ReWilding process nen, these and ofher threarened and endangered narive species will be lost, when they
could've readily heen saved

Thie cily™s proposal dlso fails 1 aualyze e reereational aud cullural epportunities of coinwetng Mission Bay Park
10 azestored tidal seosystenn. Dofg so would Belter balance and expand Use park’s recreational offerings. All S
ISiegans, inchuding our Kumeyass neighhors and those in underserved communitics, will henefit from access fo
vibrant tidal ma

sh with expanded recreation apportunities
Thimk you for your kind eonsideration of eur recommendations en how (o improve e De Arin Matral plan
Sincerely,

Padma jagannathan
10524 Abalone Landme Ter San Dicgo, TA 92130-8714¢
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Comment Letter 1254: Diane Jaynes, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

From: djuynes{f#everyaclicneustom. com <idjaynesiev eryaclionouslom conts
Sent: Wednesday, April 12, 2023 10:38 AM

T'o: Sandel gsandiego.govs

Subject: [EXTORNAL] De Aurza Natural Wetlux] Restoratiou Pl

~*This amail came from an axtermal scnree. Be canrions ahont. elicking on ong Tinks in this amail ar apering
allaclmmenls **

Diear Scotl Sandel.
As youeansider haw to uild and improve upon the e Anza S anral werlard rearoration plan for ths northeasr

corner of Mission Bay. I'd like Lo ask you 1o pricritize Uie 1eed for maximun wetland restoration m order Lo ruly
make the ciny's wetland resteration effort suceessful

The city's final Environmental Linpact Report (LLRY for this project must prioritize water qualr
project ohjeetive 1 imprave the water quality of the shidy ares and the bay throngh natural, ros
As you're aware, warar quality i3 a crucial camponent of the 1994 Mission Bay Park Master Tlan, and water quality
can best be guaranvesd by the kind of green infrastructure restored wetlands will provide

v adding a speeific

s infrastnichre

The ciry's draft. EIR for the e Anza plan is also missing details on the toreseeable impacts from sea level rise. How
can the enry determine the best land-use plan without knowing how climate change will atfect our parky While the
city's (lmate Action Plan calls for 700 acres of restorad fidal marsh by 2635, only the RoWild Mission Bay Wildest
plan provides the most direct way fo achieve this goal with maximum wetland restoration. Tnforturarely, the draft
LR for the De Anza Natural plan fails to consider the ReWild Mission Bay Wildest proposal against the city's own
Climare Action Plan goals.

I'he ecological implications are critical and time i3 wasting. Kendall-I'rost Marsh Preserve in Mission Bay provides
the best hahitat for endangered Ridgway's Rails. Yet these hirds — original members of the 1973 Endangered Species
Acl will lose their habilal over the next several decades as sea levels rise and their Labitat is iwnwdaied. Tiless we
hegin the ReWilding proeess now, these and other threatencd and endangered narive species will he lost, when they
could've readily heen saverd.

I'he city"s propesal also faila to analyze the reereational and eulhwal opportunities of connecting Mission Bay Park
tem. Daing so would hetrer balance and expand the park’s recreaticnal offerings. All San
- wcluding our Komey ady neighbors and those in uederserved commuties, will benelil rom sccess (0 a
vibrant tidal marsh with expanded reeraation oppominitics

Thurk you Lor your kind eensideration of our recommendalions on how wimprove the De Aea Nalural plan.

Sincerzly,
I3iane Jaynes
A034 Crown Paint Tr San Diegn, CA 92109-620M
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Comment Letter 1255: Elliot Jones, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1256: Joshua Jones, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1257: Linda K, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1258: Chad Kapusta, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1259: Lise Kastigar, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1260: Murray Kaufman, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1261: Gary Kent, April 19, 2023

1261-1:

1261-2:

This comment provides an introduction to the comment
letter. This comment does not raise a significant
environmental issue regarding the adequacy or accuracy of
information provided in the Program Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) for the De Anza Natural Amendment to the
Mission Bay Park Master Plan (project). Therefore, no further
response is warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR should recognize the
organized and unorganized recreation events in the area and
the inadequacy of existing facilities. PEIR Chapter 2.0,
Environmental Setting, establishes the analyzed project area.
PEIR Section 2.3.1.1, Existing Land Uses, identifies the existing
uses of the project area, including regional parkland and
active recreation uses such as the Mission Bay Golf Course
and Practice Center operated and managed by the City of San
Diego (City), the Pacific Beach Playing Fields (also known as
the Bob McEvoy Field Complex) currently used by the Mission
Bay Little League and Pacific Youth Soccer League, the
Mission Bay Boat and Ski Club, and tennis courts and
clubhouse currently used by the Pacific Beach Tennis Club.
The existing uses form the baseline from which the PEIR
evaluates the impacts of the project at the program level.
Improvements to current facilities may be implemented as
future projects come forward. Future projects will be subject
to the City’s General Development Plan process to ensure that
all requirements are met before they are approved. This
comment does not address the adequacy or accuracy of the
PEIR, and no further response is warranted.
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1261-3:

1261-4:

This comment inquires if the additional population in the
area was recognized in the project. As discussed in PEIR
Section 7.2.5, Population and Housing, the project would not
introduce additional residents to the area or substantial
population growth in the area either directly or indirectly. In
accordance with CEQA, future residential development
projects would be required to analyze the increase in
demand for public park and recreation facilities and their
physical impact on those facilities. Those future projects
would be required to mitigate for any significant impacts to
recreational facilities.

This comment further states that residents across Interstate
5 expressed desire for a neighborhood park in the Mission
Bay area but have no safe pedestrian or bicycle path. The
project would provide improved pedestrian and bicycle
infrastructure to connect the active recreation uses on site
to the surrounding community through connections to
existing facilities, including the Class Il bike lanes along
Grand Avenue and Class Ill bike routes along North Mission
Bay Drive. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the project would reduce low-cost
campsites, park space, and shoreline access and asks how
these reductions would be mitigated. The project would
replace much of the low-cost visitor guest accommodations
offered by Campland on the Bay (Campland) and Mission Bay
RV Resort by providing 48.5 acres of new low-cost visitor guest
accommodations, which would include land use for
recreational vehicles, cabins, or other eco-friendly
accommodations. The project also includes active and passive
recreational amenities to include but not be limited to sand
volleyball, pickleball, tennis, walking, cycling, athletic fields, and
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1261-5:

inline/roller skating and a sandy beach area at the northern
and western edges of De Anza Cove. The project would
improve access to the park areas along the bay shoreline for
residents and visitors. As described in PEIR Chapter 3.0, Project
Description, the project would provide a waterfront multi-use
path that would provide users with shore access and would
connect the project area to points to the north, west, and east
to enhance public equitable access and increase connections
to the surrounding communities. The multi-use path would be
a feature for users to view the marshes and have distant views
of Mission Bay. In addition, areas designated as Regional
Parkland would include passive recreation amenities such as
overlooks, pathways, and picnic areas. Finally, PEIR Figure 3-1,
Site Plan, and PEIR Table 3-2, Proposed Land Use Acreages,
have been revised in the Final PEIR to reflect a no net loss of
active recreation use acreage compared to the existing
condition.

A boat facility and shared clubhouse would be sited on the
northern shore of De Anza Cove and would provide
watercraft access on De Anza Cove. In addition, no changes
are proposed for the existing boat ramp southeast of the
project area thatis easily accessed from Interstate 5. Asandy
beach area at the northern and western edges of De Anza
Cove would be adjacent to the low-cost visitor guest
accommodations use and the boating use. The project
would provide a range of recreational features consistent
with the Mission Bay Park Master Plan (MBPMP).

The comment asks if other areas of potential tidal marshland,
including Tecolote Creek, have been considered. The
proposed project is the De Anza Natural Amendment to the
MBPMP. As stated in response to comment 1261-2, PEIR
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Chapter 2.0 establishes the analyzed project area, which is
identified as the northeastern corner of the Mission Bay Park.
The project focuses on habitat enhancements within the
boundaries of the project area as outlined in PEIR Chapter 2.0.
Tecolote Creek is outside the project area boundary.

Other restoration areas within the City’s jurisdiction are
being considered to meet the goals of the City's Climate
Action Plan (CAP). The goal of CAP Measure 5.1,
Sequestration, is to meet a 2030 target of restoring 350
acres and a 2035 target of restoring 700 acres of salt marsh
land and other associated tidal wetland and riparian habitat.
The project proposes to enhance 225.1 acres of wetlands in
the Mission Bay Park. The project was not intended to
restore all salt marsh land and other associated tidal
wetland and riparian habitats identified in the City’'s CAP. As
identified in the City's CAP, one of the identified actions to
meet the 750-acre goal was to develop an area-specific
management plan to protect, restore, and preserve wetland
and upland areas on City-managed lands, prioritizing
Communities of Concern. The project would assist the City
in reaching its 2030 and 2035 target restoration acreages.

The comment further asks about construction costs
associated with implementation of the project, financial
costs of fewer campsites, and costs associated with building
marshland on the western and eastern sides of Rose Creek.
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15131, specifically states that
“economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated
as significant effects on the environment.” CEQA defines
“environment” as “the physical conditions which exist within
the area which will be affected by a proposed project,
including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, noise,
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1261-6:

objects of historic or aesthetic significance” (California Public
Resources Code, Section 21060.5). An EIR project analysis is
limited to those socioeconomic issues that could result in a
direct change to the physical environment. Therefore, the
economic cost of the project is not required to be analyzed
in the PEIR. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

The comment asks about the environmental costs associated

with digging and removing yards of land mass. The PEIR was
prepared to identify the environmental impacts associated
with implementation of the project, including proposed
construction grading. As discussed in PEIR Chapter 3.0, no
development is currently being proposed; therefore, specific
details regarding schedule, construction activities, and
implementation of the project are not currently available. As
described in PEIR Section 1.4.1, Type of PEIR, General
Development Plans would be developed over time and would
provide precise engineering and construction plans for the
recreational elements of the project.

However, as further discussed in PEIR Chapter 3.0, the
proposed habitat area improvements would involve the
conversion of the existing Campland property to natural
habitat area, as anticipated in the MBPMP. This would
involve the demolition of the developed area within
Campland, including structures, pavement, and utilities, and
demolition of the adjacent boat docks to the south. It would
also involve backfilling portions of the bay south of the
proposed marsh and southwest of the proposed low-cost
visitor guest accommodations area. Grading related to
construction of the project is estimated to be balanced on
site with approximately 873,886 cubic yards of overall cut
and fill. PEIR Table S-4, Summary of Significant
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Environmental Impacts, provides a summary of the
environmental impacts associated with the project and
mitigation measures proposed to reduce those impacts.
Therefore, the PEIR adequately analyzes the impacts of
project construction, including grading activities. No
revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment further asks about the carbon footprint
associated with the proposed grading activities and inquires
as to what toxic wastes would be found during project
construction. PEIR Section 5.4, Greenhouse Gas Emissions,
analyzes the potential impacts related to greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions that could result from the implementation
of the project. The PEIR concludes that temporary project
construction emissions were included in the City's CAP GHG
emissions inventory and business-as-usual GHG emissions
projections; therefore, they were accounted for in the City's
CAP. Thus, compliance with the City's CAP Consistency
Regulations upon implementation of the project would
result in less than significant impacts associated with GHG
emissions. Therefore, the PEIR adequately analyzes the GHG
impacts of project construction, including grading activities.
No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

Furthermore, PEIR Section 5.5, Hazards and Hazardous
Materials, analyzes potential impacts related to hazards and
hazardous materials, including public health and safety, that
could result from the implementation of the project. The
Phase | Environmental Site Assessment Technical
Memorandum (PEIR Appendix F) was conducted for the
project area and included a review of historical source
information, a search of regulatory agency databases within
specified distances of the subject property, review of
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1261-7:

available local agency records, interviews, and site
reconnaissance. The PEIR concludes that construction of the
project could encounter contaminated soils during grading
and excavation, which could result in adverse hazards and
hazardous materials impacts to on-site
construction/grading personnel and cross-contamination of
soils if contaminated soil is placed as fill in currently
uncontaminated areas. The project would be required to
implement Mitigation Measures MM HAZ 5.5-1 through MM
HAZ 5.5-4 to reduce impacts. Therefore, the PEIR adequately
analyzes the hazards and hazardous materials impacts of
the project. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment requests consideration for a balance
between education, recreation, and the environment. The
MBPMP calls for a “balanced approach” with three
components: recreation, commerce, and environment.
This is a closing comment and does not raise a significant
environmental issue regarding the adequacy or accuracy
of information provided in the PEIR. Therefore, no further
response is warranted.

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report

Page RTC-1261-7



De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1261-8



Comment Letter 1262: Richel Khoury, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1263: Richel Khoury, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1264: Christine Kim, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1265: Gale Kirk, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1266: Adrienne Kirkeby, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1267: Carl Kish, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

From: ckishA01S8igeveryactiomeustom com <clishaos
Sent: Wednascay. April 19, 2003 007 AM

To: Saudel, Seoll =SFundel iEsmdiego zov

Subject: [EXTERNAL] De Anza Matural Wetland Restoration Plan

everyactionoustom com:

*~This email came from an external sowee. Bo cauriens abonr clicking on any links in this email or apening
atrachments *+

Dear Seou Sandel,

As you consider how 1o build and improve upon th 1 Anea Natiml werland restorarion plan for the nosthoasr
sowmer of Mission Bay. I'd like ta ask you o pr

ioritize the need for maximun wetland vestoration in order to truly
make the city's wetland restoration effort successful

The cily’s (] Buv ironmental Trupael Report (BIR ) Jor this project must prioritize water quality by adding a speilic
prajest ehjective Lo mpreve e water quality of Qe sludy arca and the Lay Qrough nalural, resilivnl inlrasruclure.
As vou're aware, water quality is a crucial component of the 1994 Mission Bay Park Master Plan, and water quality
can best be guaranteed by the kine of preen inflastmeture restoved watlands will provide.

The eily’s drafl LIR [or the De Anza plan i also missing delails on e foreseeable impacts from sea level nise. Tow
et the ity determmee e best Tarcl-use plan withow kiowing how climate dumge will alfeen our park?
eily's Clirnate Action Plan ealls lor 700 aeres olresiored Hidal mands by 2035, only e ReWikd Vission Tay Wildest
jplan provices the most divect way 1o achieve this goal with maxinwn svetland restoration. L afarnately, the dratt
EILL for the De Anza Natwal plon fails to consider the ReWild Mission Bay Wildest propuosal against the city's own
Climate Action 'lan gpals

Tile e

The ecologioal implications are arirical and fime is wasting Kendall-Frost Marsh Prescrve in Mission Tay prevides
the best hahitat for endangered Ridgweay's Rails. Vet theso hirds — origimal members of the 1973 Tndangered Spocies
Act will lose their babitat cver the et several decades as sea lsvels rise and their habitat is inundated. Lnless we
begin the ReWilding process now, thes and ather thisatenss and endang ered native species will be lost, when they
couldve realily been saved

Tha eiry’s proposal alro failz ro analyze the reercarional and cultural opporhnitics of eonnecting hission Tay Park
to & reatored tidal ecosystem. Daing 3o would better balance ancl expand the park’s reercational offerings. All San
Diegans, meluding our Kumeyaay neighbors and those inunderserved communities, will benelit from access 1oa

vibrant tidal marslwith expanded recreation opporiunUes

Thank you for your kind consideration of o recommendations en how to improve the e Anza Manwal plan.

Sincerely,
Carl Kish
4526 Ul $1 i Diego, GA 921161425
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Comment Letter 1268: Barbara Klein-Robuck, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1269: Russell Knipp, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1270: John Knox, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1271: Deborah Koken, April 19, 2023

1271-1: This comment requests that the City of San Diego (City)
prioritize the need for maximum wetland restoration. This
comment will be provided to decision makers for their
consideration. This comment does not address the
adequacy or accuracy of the Program Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) for the proposed De Anza Natural Amendment
to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan (project), and no further
response is warranted.

1271-2: This comment states that the PEIR should include a project
objective that prioritizes improving water quality through
natural resilient infrastructure. The project objectives listed
in PEIR Chapter 3, Project Description, include project
objective 4 to embrace responsibility and stewardship of the
environment by restoring and safeguarding natural habitats
in De Anza Cove. Please see PEIR Section 5.7, Hydrology and
Water Quality, for a discussion of how the proposed project’s
design features and restoration of natural habitat will
enhance water quality. The project does prioritize improving
water quality, as called for in the Mission Bay Park Master
Plan, and no revisions to the project objectives are
warranted.

1271-3: This comment states that the PEIR is missing details on the
foreseeable impacts from sea level rise. A project-specific
Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical Report has been
prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as Appendix N to
inform the future design of the project. The Sea Level Rise
Assessment Technical Report includes a sea level rise
modeling assessment and conceptual grading exercise that
demonstrates how 85.6 acres of viable wetland habitat for

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1271-1



1271-4:

the proposed project and 87.3 acres of viable wetland
habitat for the Wetlands Optimized Alternative can persist
under a 7-foot sea level rise scenario.

The comment states that the PEIR fails to consider the
ReWild Mission Bay “Wildest” proposal in relation to the
City's Climate Action Plan (CAP) restoration goal of 700 acres
of restored tidal marsh by 2035.

Pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, Section 15126.6, an EIR need not consider every
conceivable alternative to a project, but it must consider a
reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives. The PEIR
includes a reasonable range of alternatives in PEIR Chapter
8.0, Alternatives. Chapter 8.0 evaluates four alternatives that
were selected for additional analysis; in addition, Chapter 8.0
also identifies the ReWild Mission Bay “Wild,” “Wilder,” and
“Wildest” alternatives; Campland-Provided Plan Alternative;
and Mission Bay Gateway Plan Alternative, which were
considered in the PEIR but rejected for their failure to meet
the project objectives. The rationale for elimination of each of
these alternatives, including the Re Wild Mission Bay “Wildest”
proposal, is provided in Chapter 8.0.

Other restoration areas within the City's jurisdiction are being
considered to meet the goals of the City’s Climate Action Plan
(CAP). The goal of CAP Measure 5.1, Sequestration, is to meet
a 2030 target of restoring 350 acres and a 2035 target of
restoring 700 acres of salt marsh land and other associated
tidal wetland and riparian habitat. The project proposes to
enhance 227 acres of wetlands in the Mission Bay Park. The
project was not intended to restore all salt marsh land and
other associated tidal wetland and riparian habitats identified
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1271-5:

1271-6:

in the City's CAP. As identified in the City's CAP, one of the
identified actions to meet the 750-acre goal was to develop an
area-specific management plan to protect, restore, and
preserve wetland and upland areas on City managed lands,
prioritizing Communities of Concern. The project would assist
the City in reaching its 2030 and 2035 target restoration
acreage. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the endangered Ridgway's rail
and other threatened and endangered native species will
lose their habitat as sea levels rise and will be lost if the
rewilding process is not started now. A project-specific Sea
Level Rise Study has been prepared and is included in the
Final PEIR as Appendix N to inform the future design of the
project. The project would expand habitat areas, resulting in
long-term benefits to wetland habitat; species, including the
endangered Ridgway's rail; and the functions and values of
the aquatic resources. No further revisions to the PEIR are
warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR fails to analyze the
recreational and cultural opportunities of connecting Mission
Bay Park to a restored tidal ecosystem, and that all San Diegans
will benefit from access to a vibrant tidal marsh. The City concurs
that access to a restored tidal ecosystem would be a benefit to
all San Diegans, including members of local Tribal nations.
However, as stated in CEQA Statute Section 21002.1, “The
purpose of an environmental impact report is to identify the
significant effects on the environment of a project, to identify
alternatives to the project, and to indicate the manner in which
those significant effects can be mitigated or avoided.” No
revisions to the PEIR are warranted.
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1271-7: This comment concludes the comment letter by offering a

thank you for consideration. This is a closing comment and
does not raise a significant environmental issue regarding
the adequacy or accuracy of the information provided in the
PEIR. Therefore, no further response is required.
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Comment Letter 1272: Vicki Kopinski, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1273: Kelly Kramer, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1274: Laura Kramer, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1275: Kyoko Kremp, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please refer
to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1276: Laszlo Kurucz, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1277: Rochelle La Frinere, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1278: Georgia Labey, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1279: David Laguardia, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 1143. Please
refer to comment letter 1143 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1280: Deborah Lancman, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1281: Diane Lane, April 19, 2023

1281-1:

1281-2:

1281-3:

1281-4:

This comment requests that the City of San Diego (City)
prioritize the need for maximum wetland restoration. This
comment will be provided to decision makers for their
consideration. This comment does not address the
adequacy or accuracy of the Program Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) for the proposed De Anza Natural Amendment
to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan (project), and no further
response is required.

This comment states that there is no Plan B. It is unclear
what the comment is referring to. Therefore, no further
response is warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR should include a project
objective that prioritizes improving water quality through
natural resilient infrastructure. The project objectives listed in
PEIR Chapter 3, Project Description, include project objective
4 to embrace responsibility and stewardship of the
environment by restoring and safeguarding natural habitats
in De Anza Cove. Please see PEIR Section 5.7, Hydrology and
Water Quality, for a discussion of how the proposed project's
design features and restoration of natural habitat will
enhance water quality. The project does prioritize improving
water quality, as called for in the Mission Bay Park Master
Plan, and no revisions to the project objectives are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR is missing details on the
foreseeable impacts from sea level rise. A project-specific
Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical Report has been
prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as Appendix N to
inform the future design of the project. The Sea Level Rise
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1281-5:

Assessment Technical Report includes a sea level rise
modeling assessment and conceptual grading exercise that
demonstrates how 85.6 acres of viable wetland habitat for
the proposed project and 87.3 acres of viable wetland
habitat for the Wetlands Optimized Alternative can persist
under a 7-foot sea level rise scenario.

The comment states that the PEIR fails to consider the
ReWild Mission Bay “Wildest” proposal in relation to the
City's Climate Action Plan (CAP) restoration goal of 700 acres
of restored tidal marsh by 2035.

Pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, Section 15126.6, an EIR need not consider every
conceivable alternative to a project, but it must consider a
reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives. The PEIR
includes a reasonable range of alternatives in PEIR Chapter
8.0, Alternatives. Chapter 8.0 evaluates four alternatives that
were selected for additional analysis; in addition, Chapter 8.0
also identifies the ReWild Mission Bay “Wild,” “Wilder,” and
“Wildest” alternatives; Campland-Provided Plan Alternative;
and Mission Bay Gateway Plan Alternative, which were
considered in the PEIR but rejected for their failure to meet
the project objectives. The rationale for elimination of each of
these alternatives, including the Re Wild Mission Bay “Wildest”
proposal, is provided in Chapter 8.0.

Other restoration areas within the City’s jurisdiction are
being considered to meet the goals of the City's Climate
Action Plan (CAP). The goal of CAP Measure 5.1,
Sequestration, is to meet a 2030 target of restoring 350
acres and a 2035 target of restoring 700 acres of salt marsh
land and other associated tidal wetland and riparian habitat.
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1281-6:

1281-7:

The project proposes to enhance 227 acres of wetlands in
the Mission Bay Park. The project was not intended to
restore all salt marsh land and other associated tidal
wetland and riparian habitats identified in the City’'s CAP. As
identified in the City's CAP, one of the identified actions to
meet the 750-acre goal was to develop an area-specific
management plan to protect, restore, and preserve wetland
and upland areas on City managed lands, prioritizing
Communities of Concern. The project would assist the City
in reaching its 2030 and 2035 target restoration acreage. No
revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the endangered Ridgway’s rail and
other threatened and endangered native species will lose their
habitat as sea levels rise and will be lost if the rewilding process
is not started now. A project-specific Sea Level Rise Study has
been prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as Appendix N
to inform the future design of the project. The project would
expand habitat areas, resulting in long-term benefits to
wetland habitat; species, including the endangered Ridgway's
rail; and the functions and values of the aquatic resources. No
further revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR fails to analyze the
recreational and cultural opportunities of connecting
Mission Bay Park to a restored tidal ecosystem, and that all
San Diegans will benefit from access to a vibrant tidal marsh.
The City concurs that access to a restored tidal ecosystem
would be a benefit to all San Diegans, including members of
local Tribal nations. However, as stated in CEQA Statute
Section 21002.1, “The purpose of an environmental impact
report is to identify the significant effects on the
environment of a project, to identify alternatives to the
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project, and to indicate the manner in which those
significant effects can be mitigated or avoided.” No revisions
to the PEIR are warranted.

1281-8: This comment concludes the comment letter by offering a

thank you for consideration. This is a closing comment and
does not raise a significant environmental issue regarding
the adequacy or accuracy of the information provided in the
PEIR. Therefore, no further response is required.
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Comment Letter 1282: Victoria Lea, April 19, 2023

1282-1:

1282-2:

1282-3:

1282-4:

This comment requests that the City of San Diego (City)
prioritize the need for maximum wetland restoration. This
comment will be provided to decision makers for their
consideration. This comment does not address the
adequacy or accuracy of the Program Environmental
Impact Report (PEIR) for the proposed De Anza Natural
Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan (project),
and no further response is warranted.

This comment requests that the priority level for the birds
that warn us of our fate be raised. This comment does not
address the adequacy or accuracy of the PEIR for the
proposed project, and no further response is warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR should include a project
objective that prioritizes improving water quality through
natural resilient infrastructure. The project objectives
listed in PEIR Chapter 3.0, Project Description, include
project objective 4 to embrace responsibility and
stewardship of the environment by restoring and
safeguarding natural habitats in De Anza Cove. Please see
PEIR Section 5.7, Hydrology and Water Quality, for a
discussion of how the proposed project's design features
and restoration of natural habitat will enhance water
quality. The project does prioritize improving water
quality, as called for in the Mission Bay Park Master Plan,
and no revisions to the project objectives are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR is missing details on the
foreseeable impacts from sea level rise. A project-specific
Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical Report has been

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report

Page RTC-1282-1



1282-5:

prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as Appendix N
to inform the future design of the project. The Sea Level
Rise Assessment Technical Report includes a sea level rise
modeling assessment and conceptual grading exercise
that demonstrates how 85.6 acres of viable wetland
habitat for the proposed project and 87.3 acres of viable
wetland habitat for the Wetlands Optimized Alternative
can persist under a 7-foot sea level rise scenario.

The comment states that the PEIR fails to consider the
ReWild Mission Bay “Wildest” proposal in relation to the
City's Climate Action Plan (CAP) restoration goal of 700
acres of restored tidal marsh by 2035.

Pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, Section 15126.6, an EIR need not consider
every conceivable alternative to a project, but it must
consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible
alternatives. The PEIR includes a reasonable range of
alternatives in PEIR Chapter 8.0, Alternatives. Chapter 8.0
evaluates four alternatives that were selected for
additional analysis; in addition, Chapter 8.0 also identifies
the ReWild Mission Bay “Wild,” “Wilder,” and “Wildest”
alternatives; Campland-Provided Plan Alternative; and
Mission Bay Gateway Plan Alternative, which were
considered in the PEIR but rejected for their failure to meet
the project objectives. The rationale for elimination of
each of these alternatives, including the Re-Wild Mission
Bay “Wildest” proposal, is provided in Chapter 8.0.

Other restoration areas within the City's jurisdiction are
being considered to meet the goals of the City's Climate
Action Plan (CAP). The goal of CAP Measure 5.1,
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1282-6:

1282-7:

Sequestration, is to meet a 2030 target of restoring 350
acres and a 2035 target of restoring 700 acres of salt marsh
land and other associated tidal wetland and riparian
habitat. The project proposes to enhance 227 acres of
wetlands in the Mission Bay Park. The project was not
intended to restore all salt marsh land and other associated
tidal wetland and riparian habitats identified in the City's
CAP. As identified in the City's CAP, one of the identified
actions to meet the 750-acre goal was to develop an area-
specific management plan to protect, restore, and preserve
wetland and upland areas on City managed lands,
prioritizing Communities of Concern. The project would
assist the City in reaching its 2030 and 2035 target
restoration acreage. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the endangered light-footed
Ridgway's rail and other threatened and endangered native
species will be lost if the rewilding process is not started
now. A project-specific Sea Level Rise Study has been
prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as Appendix N to
inform the future design of the project. The project would
expand habitat areas, resulting in long-term benefits to
wetland habitat; species, including the endangered
Ridgway's rail; and the functions and values of the aquatic
resources. No further revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR fails to analyze the
recreational and cultural opportunities of connecting
Mission Bay Park to a restored tidal ecosystem, and that
all San Diegans will benefit from access to a vibrant tidal
marsh. The City concurs that access to a restored tidal
ecosystem would be a benefit to all San Diegans, including
members of local Tribal nations. However, as stated in
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1282-8:

CEQA Statute Section 21002.1, “The purpose of an
environmental impact report is to identify the significant
effects on the environment of a project, to identify
alternatives to the project, and to indicate the manner in
which those significant effects can be mitigated or
avoided.” No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment concludes the comment letter by offering a
thank you for consideration. This is a closing comment and
does not raise a significant environmental issue regarding
the adequacy or accuracy of the information provided in
the PEIR. Therefore, no further response is warranted.
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Comment Letter 1283: Enora Lecuyer, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1284: Kathy Lee, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1285: Tiana Lee, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1286: Steve Leffler, April 19, 2023

1286-1:

1286-2:

The comment states that the Program Environmental
Impact Report (PEIR) for the proposed De Anza Natural
Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan (project)
should account for increased public access to the active
recreation area and should recommend expanded and
enhanced facilities for both field and court sports within
the projected active recreation area (reduced 5 acres from
the currently available area). PEIR Figure 3-1, Site Plan, and
PEIR Table 3-2, Proposed Land Use Acreages, have been
revised in the Final PEIR to reflect a no net loss of acreage
for active recreation uses. The City of San Diego (City) will
strive to design and phase future development in a
manner that minimizes disruption to active recreation
access. Any necessary buffer zones and other land uses
proposed on existing recreation facilities would be
implemented after these facilities have been modified,
moved, or replaced for continued use unless imminent
climate hazards necessitate more immediate mitigation.
No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR should recommend
that public transportation services (bus stops, etc.) be
available close to the active recreation and wetland
locations to reduce vehicle trips and improve accessibility.
As discussed in PEIR Section 5.10, Transportation and
Circulation, the project would include multi-use pathways
for pedestrians and bicyclists that would provide
connections to existing public transit facilities. The Balboa
Avenue Station, approximately 0.25 mile northeast of the
project area, and the Clairemont Drive Station,
approximately 0.75 mile southeast of the project area,

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report

Page RTC-1286-1



1286-3:

would provide region-serving high-quality light-rail transit
to the project area. In addition, the project would reduce
overall development density in the project area, which
would decrease vehicle trips compared to the current
baseline condition. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR should recommend that
field and court lighting be converted to LED illumination and
that solar panels and possibly battery storage be employed
to mitigate the greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions impact of
the active recreation areas and wetlands activities. PEIR
Section 5.4, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, analyzes the
potential impacts related to GHG emissions that could
result from the implementation of the project. PEIR Section
5.4 concludes that any increase in GHG emissions
associated with the construction and operation of the
proposed project were included in the Climate Action Plan
(CAP) GHG emissions inventory and business-as-usual GHG
emissions projections prepared for the 2022 CAP.
Temporary project construction emissions were included in
the CAP GHG emissions inventory and business-as-usual
GHG emissions projections and, thus, were accounted for in
the CAP. Most new discretionary and ministerial
development, as specified in the CAP Consistency
Regulations, would be required to comply with the CAP
Consistency Regulations, which contain measures that are
required to be implemented on a project-by-project basis to
ensure that the GHG emissions reduction targets identified
in the CAP are achieved. Therefore, compliance with CAP
Consistency Regulations upon implementation of the
proposed project would result in less than significant
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1286-5:

impacts associated with GHG emissions. Therefore, no
mitigation measures are required.

This comments states that the PEIR should recommend
that public parking include electric vehicle charging
stations to encourage the use of non-polluting vehicles.
The City appreciates this recommendation; however, this
recommendation would be more appropriate to submit
for consideration during future project-level review. This
comment does not address the adequacy or accuracy of
the PEIR. No further response is warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR should recommend
that buildings or structures be designed or modified to
minimize the number of bird strikes. The City appreciates
this recommendation; however, this recommendation
would be more appropriate to submit for consideration
during future project-level review. This comment does not
address the adequacy or accuracy of the PEIR. No further
response is warranted.
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Comment Letter 1287: Lacey Levitt, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1288: Jean Linder, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1289: Florence Litton, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1289-1



Intentionally Left Blank

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1289-2



Comment Letter 1290: Ruth Logan, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1291: John Lomac, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1292: Barry Lovinger, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1293: Carl Luhring, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1294: Erin Luke, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1295: Helen Lynn, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1296: Yolanda Mariscal, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1297: Sheryl Marsh, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1298: Karen Martien, April 19, 2023

1298-1:

1298-2:

1298-3:

This comment requests that the City of San Diego (City)
prioritize the need for maximum wetland restoration. This
comment will be provided to decision makers for their
consideration. This comment does not address the
adequacy or accuracy of the Program Environmental
Impact Report (PEIR) for the proposed De Anza Natural
Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan (project),
and no further response is required.

This comment states that the PEIR should include a project
objective that prioritizes improving water quality through
natural resilient infrastructure. The project objectives
listed in PEIR Chapter 3.0, Project Description, include
project objective 4 to embrace responsibility and
stewardship of the environment by restoring and
safeguarding natural habitats in De Anza Cove. Please see
PEIR Section 5.7, Hydrology and Water Quality, for a
discussion of how the proposed project’s design features
and restoration of natural habitat will enhance water
quality. The project does prioritize improving water
quality, as called for in the Mission Bay Park Master Plan,
and no revisions to the project objectives are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR is missing details on the
foreseeable impacts from sea level rise. A project-specific
Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical Report has been
prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as Appendix N
to inform the future design of the project. The Sea Level
Rise Assessment Technical Report includes a sea level rise
modeling assessment and conceptual grading exercise
that demonstrates how 85.6 acres of viable wetland
habitat for the proposed project and 87.3 acres of viable
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1298-4:

wetland habitat for the Wetlands Optimized Alternative
can persist under a 7-foot sea level rise scenario.

The comment states that the PEIR fails to consider the
ReWild Mission Bay “Wildest” proposal in relation to the
City's Climate Action Plan (CAP) restoration goal of 700
acres of restored tidal marsh by 2035.

Pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, Section 15126.6, an EIR need not consider
every conceivable alternative to a project, but it must
consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible
alternatives. The PEIR includes a reasonable range of
alternatives in PEIR Chapter 8.0, Alternatives. Chapter 8.0
evaluates four alternatives that were selected for
additional analysis; in addition, Chapter 8.0 also identifies
the ReWild Mission Bay “Wild,” “Wilder,” and “Wildest”
alternatives; Campland-Provided Plan Alternative; and
Mission Bay Gateway Plan Alternative, which were
considered in the PEIR but rejected for their failure to meet
the project objectives. The rationale for elimination of each
of these alternatives, including the Re Wild Mission Bay
“Wildest” proposal, is provided in Chapter 8.0.

Other restoration areas within the City's jurisdiction are
being considered to meet the goals of the City's Climate
Action Plan (CAP). The goal of CAP Measure 5.1,
Sequestration, is to meet a 2030 target of restoring 350
acres and a 2035 target of restoring 700 acres of salt marsh
land and other associated tidal wetland and riparian
habitat. The project proposes to enhance 227 acres of
wetlands in the Mission Bay Park. The project was not
intended to restore all salt marsh land and other associated
tidal wetland and riparian habitats identified in the City's
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1298-5:

1298-6:

CAP. As identified in the City's CAP, one of the identified
actions to meet the 750-acre goal was to develop an area-
specific management plan to protect, restore, and preserve
wetland and upland areas on City managed lands,
prioritizing Communities of Concern. The project would
assist the City in reaching its 2030 and 2035 target
restoration acreage. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the endangered Ridgway's rail
and other threatened and endangered native species will
lose their habitat as sea levels rise and will be lost if the
rewilding process is not started now. A project-specific Sea
Level Rise Study has been prepared and is included in the
Final PEIR as Appendix N to inform the future design of the
project. The project would expand habitat areas, resulting
in long-term benefits to wetland habitat; species, including
the endangered Ridgway's rail; and the functions and
values of the aquatic resources. No further revisions to the
PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR fails to analyze the
recreational and cultural opportunities of connecting
Mission Bay Park to a restored tidal ecosystem, and that
all San Diegans will benefit from access to a vibrant tidal
marsh. The City concurs that access to a restored tidal
ecosystem would be a benefit to all San Diegans, including
members of local Tribal nations. However, as stated in
CEQA Statute Section 21002.1, “The purpose of an
environmental impact report is to identify the significant
effects on the environment of a project, to identify
alternatives to the project, and to indicate the manner in
which those significant effects can be mitigated or
avoided.” No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.
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1298-7:

This comment concludes the comment letter by offering a
thank you for consideration. This is a closing comment and
does not raise a significant environmental issue regarding
the adequacy or accuracy of the information provided in
the PEIR. Therefore, no further response is warranted.
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Comment Letter 1299: Margaret Martinovic, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1300: Richard Martyn, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1301: Kathleen Marvel, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1302: Marcie Mason, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1302-1



Intentionally Left Blank

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1302-2



Comment Letter 1303: Mary Mason, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1303-1



Intentionally Left Blank

De Anza Natural Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
Program Environmental Impact Report
Page RTC-1303-2



Comment Letter 1304: Gretchen Mavrovouniotis, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1305: Michael Mavrovouniotis,

1305-1:

1305-2:

1305-3:

April 19, 2023

This comment requests that the City of San Diego (City)
prioritize the need for maximum wetland restoration.
This comment will be provided to decision makers for
their consideration. This comment does not address the
adequacy or accuracy of the Program Environmental
Impact Report (PEIR) for the proposed De Anza Natural
Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan
(project), and no further response is warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR should include a
project objective that prioritizes improving water quality
through natural resilient infrastructure. The project
objectives listed in PEIR Chapter 3.0, Project Description,
include Objective 4 to embrace responsibility and
stewardship of the environment by restoring and
safeguarding natural habitats in De Anza Cove. Please
see PEIR Section 5.7, Hydrology and Water Quality, for a
discussion of how the proposed project's design
features and restoration of natural habitat will enhance
water quality. The project does prioritize improving
water quality, as is called for in the Mission Bay Park
Master Plan, and no revision to the project objectives is
warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR is missing details on
the foreseeable impacts from sea level rise. A project-
specific Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical Report has
been prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as
Appendix N to inform the future design of the project.
The Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical Report
includes a sea level rise modeling assessment and
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1305-4:

conceptual grading exercise that demonstrates how
85.6 acres of viable wetland habitat for the proposed
project and 87.3 acres of viable wetland habitat for the
Wetlands Optimized Alternative can persist under a 7-
foot sea level rise scenario.

The comment states that the PEIR fails to consider the
ReWild Mission Bay “Wildest” proposal in relation to the
City's Climate Action Plan (CAP) restoration goal of 700
acres of restored tidal marsh by 2035.

Pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, Section 15126.6, an EIR need not consider
every conceivable alternative to a project, but it must
consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible
alternatives. The PEIR includes a reasonable range of
alternatives in PEIR Chapter 8.0, Alternatives. Chapter
8.0 evaluates four alternatives that were selected for
additional analysis; in addition, Chapter 8.0 also
identifies the ReWild Mission Bay “Wild,” “Wilder,” and
“Wildest” alternatives;  Campland-Provided  Plan
Alternative; and Mission Bay Gateway Plan Alternative,
which were considered in the PEIR but rejected for their
failure to meet the project objectives. The rationale for
elimination of each of these alternatives, including the
Re-Wild Mission Bay “Wildest” proposal, is provided in
Chapter 8.0.

Other restoration areas within the City's jurisdiction are
being considered to meet the goals of the City's Climate
Action Plan (CAP). The goal of CAP Measure 5.1,
Sequestration, is to meet a 2030 target of restoring 350
acres and a 2035 target of restoring 700 acres of salt
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1305-5:

1305-6:

marsh land and other associated tidal wetland and
riparian habitat. The project proposes to enhance 225.1
acres of wetlands in the Mission Bay Park. The project
was notintended to restore all salt marsh land and other
associated tidal wetland and riparian habitats identified
in the City's CAP. As identified in the City’s CAP, one of
the identified actions to meet the 750-acre goal was to
develop an area-specific management plan to protect,
restore, and preserve wetland and upland areas on City
managed lands, prioritizing Communities of Concern.
The project would assist the City in reaching its 2030 and
2035 target restoration acreages. No revisions to the
PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the endangered Ridgway's rail
and other threatened and endangered native species will
be lost if the rewilding process is not started now. The
project would expand habitat areas, resulting in long-
term benefits to wetland habitat; species, including the
endangered Ridgway's rail; and the functions and values
of the aquatic resources. See response to comment 1305-
3 regarding the Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical
Report prepared for the Final PEIR.

This comment states that the PEIR fails to analyze the
recreational and cultural opportunities of connecting
Mission Bay Park to a restored tidal ecosystem, and that
all San Diegans will benefit from access to a vibrant tidal
marsh. The City concurs that access to a restored tidal
ecosystem would be a benefit to all San Diegans,
including members of local Tribal nations. However, as
stated in CEQA Statute Section 21002.1, “The purpose of
an environmental impact report is to identify the
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1305-7:

significant effects on the environment of a project, to
identify alternatives to the project, and to indicate the
manner in which those significant effects can be
mitigated or avoided.” This comment does not raise a
significant environmental issue regarding the adequacy
or accuracy of the information provided in the PEIR, and
no further response is warranted.

This comment asks to restore the Ridgeway's rail and
concludes the comment letter by offering a thank you
for consideration. The project would expand habitat
areas, resulting in long-term benefits to wetland habitat;
species, including the endangered Ridgway's rail; and
the functions and values of the aquatic resources. This is
also a closing comment and does not raise a significant
environmental issue regarding the adequacy or accuracy
of the information provided in the PEIR. Therefore, no
further response is warranted.
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Comment Letter 1306: Barney McComas, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1307: Sparrow McMorran, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1308: Shannon McNeil, April 19, 2023

1308-1:

1308-2:

1308-3:

This comment requests that the City of San Diego (City)
prioritize the need for maximum wetland restoration. This
comment will be provided to decision makers for their
consideration. This comment does not address the
adequacy or accuracy of the Program Environmental
Impact Report (PEIR) for the proposed De Anza Natural
Amendment to the Mission Bay Park Master Plan (project),
and no further response is warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR should include a project
objective that prioritizes improving water quality through
natural resilient infrastructure. The project objectives
listed in PEIR Chapter 3.0, Project Description, include
project objective 4 to embrace responsibility and
stewardship of the environment by restoring and
safeguarding natural habitats in De Anza Cove. Please see
PEIR Section 5.7, Hydrology and Water Quality, for a
discussion of how the proposed project’s design features
and restoration of natural habitat will enhance water
quality. The project does prioritize improving water
quality, as called for in the Mission Bay Park Master Plan,
and no revisions to the project objectives are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR is missing details on the
foreseeable impacts from sea level rise. A project-specific
Sea Level Rise Assessment Technical Report has been
prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as Appendix N
to inform the future design of the project. The Sea Level
Rise Assessment Technical Report includes a sea level rise
modeling assessment and conceptual grading exercise
that demonstrates how 85.6 acres of viable wetland
habitat for the proposed project and 87.3 acres of viable
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1308-4:

wetland habitat for the Wetlands Optimized Alternative
can persist under a 7-foot sea level rise scenario.

The comment states that the PEIR fails to consider the
ReWild Mission Bay “Wildest” proposal in relation to the
City's Climate Action Plan (CAP) restoration goal of 700
acres of restored tidal marsh by 2035.

Pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, Section 15126.6, an EIR need not consider
every conceivable alternative to a project, but it must
consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible
alternatives. The PEIR includes a reasonable range of
alternatives in PEIR Chapter 8.0, Alternatives. Chapter 8.0
evaluates four alternatives that were selected for
additional analysis; in addition, Chapter 8.0 also identifies
the ReWild Mission Bay “Wild,” “Wilder,” and “Wildest"
alternatives; Campland-Provided Plan Alternative; and
Mission Bay Gateway Plan Alternative, which were
considered in the PEIR but rejected for their failure to meet
the project objectives. The rationale for elimination of
each of these alternatives, including the Re Wild Mission
Bay “Wildest” proposal, is provided in Chapter 8.0.

Other restoration areas within the City's jurisdiction are
being considered to meet the goals of the City’s Climate
Action Plan (CAP). The goal of CAP Measure 5.1,
Sequestration, is to meet a 2030 target of restoring 350
acres and a 2035 target of restoring 700 acres of salt marsh
land and other associated tidal wetland and riparian
habitat. The project proposes to enhance 227 acres of
wetlands in the Mission Bay Park. The project was not
intended to restore all salt marsh land and other associated
tidal wetland and riparian habitats identified in the City's
CAP. As identified in the City's CAP, one of the identified
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1308-5:

1308-6:

1308-7:

actions to meet the 750-acre goal was to develop an area-
specific management plan to protect, restore, and preserve
wetland and upland areas on City managed lands,
prioritizing Communities of Concern. The project would
assist the City in reaching its 2030 and 2035 target
restoration acreage. No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment states that the endangered light-footed
Ridgway's rail and other threatened and endangered
native species will be lost if the rewilding process is not
started now. A project-specific Sea Level Rise Study has
been prepared and is included in the Final PEIR as
Appendix N to inform the future design of the project. The
project would expand habitat areas, resulting in long-term
benefits to wetland habitat; species, including the
endangered Ridgway's rail; and the functions and values
of the aquatic resources. No further revisions to the PEIR
are warranted.

This comment states that the PEIR fails to analyze the
recreational and cultural opportunities of connecting the
Mission Bay Park to a restored tidal ecosystem and that all
San Diegans will benefit from access to a vibrant tidal
marsh. The City concurs that access to a restored tidal
ecosystem would be a benefit to all San Diegans, including
members of local Tribal nations. However, as stated in
CEQA Statute Section 21002.1, “The purpose of an
environmental impact report is to identify the significant
effects on the environment of a project, to identify
alternatives to the project, and to indicate the manner in
which those significant effects can be mitigated or
avoided.” No revisions to the PEIR are warranted.

This comment concludes the comment letter by offering a
thank you for consideration. This is a closing comment and
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does not raise a significant environmental issue regarding
the adequacy or accuracy of the information provided in
the PEIR. Therefore, no further response is warranted.
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Comment Letter 1309: Mike Merlesena, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1310: Vanessa Metzler, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter 188. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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Comment Letter 1311: Michael Michel, April 19, 2023

This comment letter is a duplicate of comment letter I88. Please
refer to comment letter 188 for responses to this comment letter.
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