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August 22, 2014 

Coastal Conservancy                                                                                                    
1330 Broadway, 13th Floor                                                                                       
Oakland, CA 94612 

Re:  Support for the Upper Newport Bay Living Shorelines Project 

 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing this letter to express support for the Upper Newport Bay Living Shoreline 
Project. The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has supported the 
efforts of the Orange County Coastkeeeper’s work on eelgrass education and 
restoration in Upper Newport Bay since 2009. In support of the Newport Bay Eelgrass 
Project, the Department has lent staff support, equipment, and the use of the Back Bay 
Science Center facility for educational purposes and for restoration staging areas. The 
Orange County Coastkeeper has been an integral part of educating the public on the 
ecological value of eelgrass in marine habitats.  

The Department is committed to protecting and restoring critical habitats in Upper 
Newport Bay and supports the efforts of Orange County Coastkeeper to expand the 
restoration of eelgrass and oyster beds in Upper Newport Bay.  The Department will 
continue to provide facility space and equipment for restoration activities and 
educational programming. By working collectively, we can fix these identified issues to 
improve health of the habitats in urbanized areas.  

 
I thank you in advance for your consideration of funding for the Orange County 

Coastkeeper to help improve marine habitats and educate the public in Upper Newport 
Bay. 

 
Sincerely, 
  
 
 
Rick Mayfield 
Wildlife and Lands Program Supervisor 

 South Coast Region 
 
 

cc:  California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
       Theresa Stewart, Environmental Program Manager (email) 
       Carla Navarro, Reserve Manager (email)  
       Lands Chron File, San Diego 
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100 Civic Center Drive · Post Office Box 1768 · Newport Beach, California  92658-8915 

Telephone:  (949) 644-3151 · Fax:  (949) 644-3155 · www.newportbeachca.gov 

  

 

RECREATION & SENIOR SERVICES 
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CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH 

 

August 19, 2014    

 

Re:  Support for The Living Shorelines: Native Oyster and Eelgrass Restoration in Upper 

Newport Bay    

To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I am writing this letter to express The City of Newport Beach’s support for the Upper Newport Bay Living 
Shoreline Project. 
 
The City of Newport Beach has a history of active involvement and stewardship of our natural heritage and 
resources. The Natural Resources Office within the City's Recreation and Senior Services Department works 
to protect habitat, maintain biological diversity and preserve natural areas for research, education and 
recreation. 

 
Through grants from the California Coastal Commission and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
and funding from the City of Newport Beach, Coastkeeper was able to launch the Newport Bay 
Eelgrass Project in 2009. The City of Newport Beach has been a vital part of the eelgrass education 
component of the previous Upper Newport Bay Eelgrass Restoration Project since its inception and 
acknowledges the importance of eelgrass both ecologically and economically in Newport Harbor 
within its adopted Land Use Plan. We recognize the need to balance conservation of our harbor’s 
natural resources with the need to maintain the economic viability of Newport Harbor as one of 
the largest recreational boat harbors on the U.S. west coast. 
 
We support the expansion of this project in coming years, with the goal of protecting and restoring 
not only eelgrass beds, but also shorelines in Upper Newport Bay.  The City of Newport Beach 
supports Coastkeeper’s oyster and eelgrass restoration project to restore oyster and eelgrass beds 
in Upper Newport Bay, as well as educate the public about the ecological value of these critical 
habitats.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 

Michelle Claud-Clemente 

Natural Resource Management Specialist 

City of Newport Beach 
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Department of Biological Science 
College of Natural Sciences & Mathematics 

McCarthy Hall-282 

800 N. State College Blvd., Fullerton, CA  92831   /   Tel: 657-278-3614   /   FAX:  657-278-3426   /   http://biology.fullerton.edu 

 

THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Bakersfield / Channel Islands / Chico / Dominguez Hills / East Bay / Fresno / Fullerton / Humboldt / Long Beach / Los Angeles / Maritime Academy       

Monterey Bay / Northridge / Pomona / Sacramento / San Bernardino / San Diego / San Francisco / San Jose / San Luis Obispo / San Marcos / Sonoma / Stanislaus  

 

August 18, 2014 
 
To:  California State Coastal Conservancy 
 
Subject:  Letter of support for proposed project, “Living Shorelines: Native Oyster and Eelgrass 
Restoration in Newport Bay” 
 
To whom it may concern:  
 
I am Dr. Danielle Zacherl, Associate Professor in the Department of Biological Science at California 
State University Fullerton. This letter is in support of Orange County Coastkeeper’s “Living 
Shorelines: Native Oyster and Eelgrass Restoration in Newport Bay.”    

The Zacherl lab has been pursuing science-based oyster restoration projects in southern California 

since 2010 with partners Dr. Christine Whitcraft, (CSU Long Beach), Orange County Coastkeeper, and 

KZO Education.  Our objective is to use a science-based approach to explore which factors affect the 

ability of native Olympia oysters to recover. We accomplish this both through extensive monitoring 

of the demographics and ecology of oyster species throughout southern CA, and through 

manipulative restoration studies aimed at examining which restoration practices result in the best 

outcomes for oysters and their associated community. 

“Living Shorelines: Native Oyster and Eelgrass Restoration in Newport Bay” is a special opportunity 
to continue successful restoration efforts while exploring new methods for achieving erosion 
control, carbon sequestration, and cost-effective environmental balance.  More than just supporting 
this project, I will be working closely with the Orange County Coastkeeper staff on restoration and 
monitoring to help ensure its success.  Our Technicians from the Zacherl Lab will also be contributing 
their time, skills, and expertise to the project.     
 
The potential to leverage multi-species restoration to achieve measurable and varied benefits, for 
both people and the greater environment, is unique and well deserving of funding.   
 
Please contact me if you have any questions or need further information. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Danielle Zacherl, Associate Professor 
Department of Biological Science 
California State University, Fullerton 
(657) 279-7510; dzacherl@fullerton.edu 
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June 25, 2015 Conservancy meeting; agenda item 17 

(Climate Ready: Friends of the Dunes project) 
 
Staff responses to Mr. Uri Driscoll’s 5/12/15 letter to the Conservancy 
 
(Responses are primarily to allegations potentially pertaining to the Conservancy) 
 
1. Friends of the Dunes (FOD) has failed to conduct dune monitoring under a 

memorandum of understanding as a contractor to a local district.   
 
 [Response: Conservancy staff are not familiar with the commenter’s 

allegation, but note that it does not have to do with the presently proposed 
project.  The Conservancy’s approvals are implemented through Conservancy 
grant agreements, and Conservancy staff assure that the requirements are 
met.  FOD has indicated to staff that it completed monitoring in the manner 
required by the contracting district.] 

 
2. In a lawsuit settlement, FOD agreed to stop removing beachgrass “in hind dune 

areas” “for now into the foreseeable future,” but has continued to remove grass 
in some areas. 

 
 [Response:  According to FOD, the lawsuit settlement in question pertained 

only to land owned by a public district.  FOD has continued to remove beach 
grass on its own land.  The allegation has nothing to do with the currently 
proposed project.] 

 
3. The commenter alleges various conflicts of interest between a county planner 

married to FOD’s restoration manager. 
 
 [Response:  This has nothing to do with the currently proposed project.  

Nonetheless, FOD responds that the two were not married at the time, and 
anyway had taken other steps to avoid any conflict.  Further, the referenced 
permits do not pertain to the current project.] 

 
4. Permits for work on the dunes have stated that there should be no erosion.  The 

stated goal [of the current project?] is destabilization of dunes, resulting in 
massive sand migration into wetlands. 

 
 [Response:  According to FOD, the existing permits state that there should be 

no significant erosion, rather than no erosion.  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (FWS) has responded at length to similar allegations contained in Mr. 
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Driscoll’s comments on FWS’s environmental document for the currently 
proposed project, and those responses are contained in the FWS 
environmental document.  FWS concludes that while there will be some sand 
movement from the current project, it will be beneficial and will not adversely 
affect wetlands.  In any event, one of the purposes of the project is to study 
the effects of replacing invasive grasses with native plants.] 

 
5. FOD closed to horses some “historic trails” on property acquired with 

Conservancy funds.  The county required that they be reopened to horses. 
 
 [Response:  This has nothing to do with the presently proposed project.  FOD 

did designate various trails on its property for different uses.  The county 
asked that the signs be removed, and FOD complied.] 

 
6. The commenter makes various allegations about losses of wetlands, lack of 

monitoring goals, failure to replant in unspecified areas, erosion caused by 
removal of exotic grasses, and the inferiority of native grasses. 

 
 [Response:  Mr. Driscoll made similar claims in his comments on FWS’s 

environmental document for the currently proposed project, which is 
attached to the staff recommendation.  FWS responded in the environmental 
document detail that the claims are counterfactual.] 

 
7. A draft of the FWS Environmental Assessment provided little time for “a full 

review by the public and the Conservancy review board,” meaning that “no 
complete evaluation had been provided to the agencies, municipalities and the 
public.” 

 
 [Response:  Staff believes that the substantive and procedural requirements 

of the National Environmental Policy Act and the California Environmental 
Quality Act have been properly met.  The Environmental Assessment/Finding 
of No Significant Impact adequately address potential environmental effects 
and find that the project will not have a significant adverse effect.  The project 
is fully described in the environmental documents and in the Conservancy’s 
staff recommendation, and will be considered at a public meeting.  The public 
has had a full and usual right to comment on the environmental documents 
and, indeed, Mr. Driscoll himself submitted extensive written comments.] 

 
8. The proposed projects “need to be first vetted with sea level projections in 

mind.”  Destabilizing dunes and replacing invasive grass with inferior native 
grass is “not in our best interest.” 
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 [Response:  The purpose of the project is to collect data and analyze two 
demonstration sites.  Information from FWS regarding the demonstration site 
on its property and included in the environmental documents attached to the 
Conservancy’s staff recommendation and in FWS’s responses to Mr. Driscoll’s 
comments indicates that the proposed actions will benefit the natural 
resources and allow improved adaptation to sea level rise. 

 
9. “The attempt to principally permit these vegetation removal projects was 

fortunately struck down unanimously by the Supervisors during general plan 
update vote last July.” 

 
 [Response:  Regardless of which types of vegetation-removal projects the 

general plan considers to be principally permitted activities, projects within 
the coastal zone nonetheless are subject to permit review where appropriate.  
The FWS has already obtained a consistency determination from the Coastal 
Commission for the project on FWS land.  Coastal Commission staff have 
apparently indicated that, with respect to the southern demonstration site, 
which involves planting, no coastal development permit would be required.] 

 
10. The Conservancy should welcome public participation, evaluate FOD’s 

credentials, assuring that projects that destabilize dunes are eliminated. 
 
 [Response:  The Conservancy’s approval process is public, as is the process for 

review of environmental documentation.  The Conservancy has worked 
successfully with FOD in the past.  FWS has concluded that the demonstration 
project on its property is beneficial to the natural resources.  The entire 
project is essentially a series of studies to obtain data about what works best 
in adapting to sea level rise and protecting resources. 

 

Exhibit 3:  Project Letters

28



Exhibit 3:  Project Letters

29



Exhibit 3:  Project Letters

30



Exhibit 3:  Project Letters

31



	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   	  
	  

	  

1385	  Eighth	  Street,	  Suite	  228,	  Arcata,	  CA	  95521	  
(707)	  825-‐1020	  

www.humboldtbaykeeper.org	  	  	  
	  

	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  March	  9,	  2015	  

California	  Coastal	  Conservancy	  
Climate	  Ready	  Grant	  Program	  
	  
Subject:	  Friends	  of	  the	  Dunes	  Coastal	  Dune	  Vulnerability	  and	  Adaptation	  Proposal	  
	  
I	  am	  writing	  to	  express	  support	  for	  the	  proposal	  for	  a	  Climate	  Ready	  grant	  proposal	  
submitted	  by	  Friends	  of	  the	  Dunes	  for	  Coastal	  Dune	  Vulnerability	  and	  Adaptation	  at	  
the	  Humboldt	  Bay	  and	  Eel	  River	  dunes	  in	  Humboldt	  County.	  	  
	  
Humboldt	  Baykeeper	  was	  formed	  in	  2004	  to	  safeguard	  coastal	  resources	  for	  the	  
health,	  enjoyment,	  and	  economic	  strength	  of	  the	  Humboldt	  Bay	  community.	  Sea	  
level	  rise	  has	  become	  a	  top	  priority	  for	  local	  planners	  and	  researchers,	  since	  the	  
Humboldt	  Bay	  area	  is	  experiencing	  twice	  the	  state	  average	  relative	  sea	  level	  rise.	  
Humboldt	  Baykeeper	  has	  been	  doing	  outreach	  and	  advocacy	  on	  sea	  level	  rise	  
readiness	  for	  several	  years,	  and	  it	  is	  very	  clear	  that	  local	  scientific	  research	  is	  critical	  
for	  developing	  local	  adaptation	  strategies.	  
	  
This	  proposed	  project	  is	  urgently	  needed	  in	  that	  there	  are	  very	  few,	  if	  any,	  projects	  
of	  this	  type	  occurring	  on	  the	  west	  coast.	  Understanding	  vulnerability	  of	  dune	  
systems	  is	  critical	  for	  development	  of	  adaptation	  strategies.	  The	  dune	  topographic	  
survey	  component	  of	  the	  project	  will	  provide	  science-‐based	  information	  on	  these	  
dunes	  that	  will	  be	  vital	  to	  plan	  for	  and	  adapt	  to	  sea	  level	  rise.	  The	  demonstration	  
sites	  will	  allow	  the	  public	  to	  see	  the	  effects	  of	  adaptation	  efforts,	  which	  will	  help	  
build	  support	  for	  proactive	  adaptation	  in	  our	  community.	  	  	  
	  
We	  strongly	  support	  this	  proposal,	  which	  builds	  upon	  existing	  data	  as	  well	  as	  
existing	  collaborations	  of	  stakeholders,	  managers,	  and	  researchers	  from	  numerous	  
agencies	  and	  other	  land	  management	  entities	  in	  our	  region.	  For	  these	  reasons,	  
Humboldt	  Baykeeper	  strongly	  supports	  funding	  of	  this	  important	  project.	  
	  
Sincerely,	   
	  
___s/_______________________________	  
Jennifer	  Kalt,	  Director	  
jkalt@humboldtbaykeeper.org	  	  	  
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June 25, 2015 Conservancy meeting; agenda item 17 

(Climate Ready: Friends of the Dunes project) 
 
Staff responses to Mr. Dennis Mayo’s 5/20/15 letter to the Conservancy 
 
(Responses are primarily to allegations potentially pertaining to the Conservancy) 
 
1. Public participation in the process surrounding current coastal land 

management policies has been actively thwarted by the Dune Co-op, consisting 
of agencies and nonprofit organizations including the Coastal Commission, the 
Conservancy, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Friends of the Dunes (FOD), and 
the Department of Parks and Recreation.  Meetings are held in secret; 
participation not allowed; no transparency. 

 
 [Response:  The comment is not related to the proposed project.  FOD is not a 

public entity.  The Co-op does not make policy or advise, but meets to allow 
land managers to discuss informally work undertaken on members’ properties 
and to coordinate efforts through sharing of resources and information.  The 
Conservancy, in its projects, follows the Open Meeting Act, though this is not 
applicable to or appropriate for most staff-level meetings.] 

   
2. Manila Long Term Management and Monitoring Plan includes strict 

requirements and monitoring protocol.  There has been little of the monitoring 
that was put into place to specifically protect various projects. 

 
 [Response:  Conservancy staff are not familiar with the commenter’s 

allegation, but note that it does not pertain to the presently proposed project.  
Conservancy approvals are implemented through Conservancy grant 
agreements, and Conservancy staff assure that requirements are met.] 

  
3. The Conservancy is a funder to many area dune projects.  [Project manager Su] 

Corbally [sic: Corbaley] took many trips “often to discuss this grant 
application with Dune Coop members out of the public’s eye.”  She is well 
aware of issues surrounding many Conservancy-funded projects “related to the 
gross negligence surrounding the lack of reporting by Coop members” about 
adverse environmental effects of the projects. 

 
 [Response:  Ms. Corbaley, like all Conservancy project managers, frequently 

visits project sites and holds meetings with people and organizations 
regarding agency projects and business.  She is unaware of any negligence, 
gross or otherwise, in this connection.  She does not hold “secret” meetings, 
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though many meetings with individuals are not open to the public.  Ms. 
Corbaley did not meet with anyone to discuss this grant application, though 
after the public announcement for the grant round, she shared procedural 
information such as deadlines with several individuals.] 

 
4. The Conservancy has supported projects that have dug out “vast amounts of 

vegetation” from within wetland buffer zone without wetland restoration 
permits. 

 
 [Response:  Staff do not know to which projects the commenter is referring, 

though it is not the currently proposed project.  Project grantees are required 
under Conservancy grant agreements to obtain any necessary permits and 
approvals, and staff is unaware of violations in the area relating to this 
proposal.  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has stated that buffer 
zones are not applicable to the current restoration work on its property.  

 
5. The Conservancy funded construction of a “look out and tsunami gathering 

area” that has been undermined by wind erosion after vegetation was removed.  
Trees also died. 

 
 [Response:  Staff believe that the comment may pertain to a dune overlook 

that was constructed elsewhere sometime before 2001.  In any event, the 
comment does not pertain to the currently proposed project.  In that case, 
trees have died, but there is not a known correlation to foredune restoration 
work.] 

 
6. Project manager Corbaley is aware that Friends of the Dunes had agreed to 

stop removing vegetation after a 2008 lawsuit settlement pertaining to 
unpermitted destabilization. 

 
 [Response:  Staff believe that the referenced settlement may pertain to 

parties that are not involved in the current project, and does not pertain to 
the currently proposed project.  The Conservancy was not a party to that suit 
or settlement and staff are not aware its terms.] 

 
7. “[M]ost of us agree” that gathering data to inform coastal management 

decision can be useful, though it would be better to gather data that has been 
required to date. 
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 [Response:  Staff is not sure whom the commenter claims to represent.  Staff 
agrees that collection of relevant data is useful to addressing climate change 
and protecting coastal resources.  The proposed project includes collating and 
analyzing existing data, and collecting new data to establish current 
conditions to use in evaluating results of the project.] 

 
8. Many supporters of this project are unaware that the project includes a 

component requiring replacement of invasive grasses with grass less effective 
in controlling erosion and productive of smaller dunes.  The current dunes are 
“secure” and protect wetlands habitat.  Much money is focused on a small area, 
while other areas area available to be studied. 

 
 [Response:  The Conservancy’s staff recommendation and board meeting are 

public.  The staff recommendation fully describes the intended action.  The 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and Conservancy staff, as well as the 
grantee concur that the proposed authorization will result in the collection of 
valuable data.  FWS has addressed in writing comments about invasive and 
native plants and their effect on dunes in the Environmental 
Assessment/FONSI attached to the Conservancy’s staff recommendation.  
FWS scientists do not concur with the assertions of the commenter.] 
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David F. Hitchcock 
1487 I Street 

Arcata, CA 95521 
Cellular Telephone: (707) 672-9143 

dfhitchcock@sbcglobal.net 
 
 

June 17, 2015 
 
Doug Bosco, Chair 
State Coastal Conservancy 
1330 Broadway, 13th Floor 
Oakland, CA 94612 
 
Reference:  Friends of the Dunes Climate Ready grant application  
 
Dear Mr. Bosco, 
 
Friends of the Dunes is the fiscal sponsor of the Climate Ready Grant proposal recently submitted to the State 
Coastal Conservancy.  I am writing to express my support.  This grant will help to understand the impacts of 
climate change on coastal dune habitats due to rising sea level.  This project is regional in scale covering both 
Humboldt Bay and the Eel River Estuary.   
 
There is an education and outreach component that will enable results to be shared with the public.  This will 
inform interested parties of the entire coastlines of California, Oregon and Washington.  I believe climate 
change is the greatest threat to humankind.  Again, I urge the board of the State Coastal Conservancy to support 
the staff’s recommendation to approve funding. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
David F. Hitchcock 
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Doug Bosco, Chair 
State Coastal Conservancy 
1330 Broadway, Suite 1300 
Oakland, CA 94612 
 

Dear Mr. Bosco, 

I am writing to express my support for Friends of the Dunes Climate Ready grant application. 

I am a retired teacher who was born in and grew up in Humboldt County. I have seen many 
changes in our environment and in our climate over the years.  I am very concerned.  I believe 
we need to know more so we can do more to adapt to and, hopefully, mitigate these changes.   

I can not speak to the details of the science involved in the proposal submitted by Friends of the 
Dunes, but I have read a summary of their grant application. It seems like an excellent idea and a 
good use of funds.  I can also attest to the value of the Friends of the Dunes to our local 
community and to the enthusiastic altruism of the people who staff it.  I became a volunteer at 
the Friends of the Dunes Nature Center over a year ago.  At the time, I was looking for volunteer 
opportunities that I felt would be a worthwhile way to contribute to my community. I continue to 
volunteer and plan to keep doing so because I was thoroughly impressed by the people who 
worked for the organization, by their programs, and by the enthusiastic response of the visitors 
who come to the center. I have complete confidence that any funds that are granted would be 
used responsibly and effectively, and that taxpayers and citizens will benefit from this 
investment.  

 

Sincerely, 

Jeanne L. Chapin 

3012 Brier Lane 

Eureka, CA 95501 
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17 June 2015 

Doug Bosco, Chair 
State Coastal Conservancy 
1330 Broadway, Suite 1300 
Oakland, CA 94612 

 Dear Mr. Bosco: 

 I am writing as a resident of Humboldt County and as a wildlife biologist to express my support for 
the Friends of the Dunes’ Climate Ready grant application. This project will greatly enhance our 
ability to prepare for climate change-related vulnerabilities of coastal dunes. 

 The USFWS, the lead agency in this project, has been collecting three years of data from transect 
studies at Lanphere and Ma-le’l Dunes which support the premise that removal of invasive non-
native vegetation coupled with native plantings, can maintain foredune integrity and allow for 
landward migration in response to sea level rise.  Their preliminary results also show that native 
foredunes have similar average heights compared to dunes dominated by European beach grass but 
have the added benefit of allowing sand to move beyond the foredune crest and into the dune system.  

 This project would expand upon their initial studies to help us understand how best to facilitate a 
landward migration of the foredune that will maintain the buffering capacity of the dune system.  The 
Climate Ready grant will include an adaption demonstration site that will test different configurations 
of native plantings (after invasive specie are removed) to see what combination is best for facilitating 
the long-term, natural migration of the foredune. 

 The proposed project is regional in scale and will expand the transect monitoring program and 
modeling of shoreline vulnerability to dune spits in both Humboldt Bay and the Eel River estuary. 
This expanded data collection is needed in order to refine and implement climate-ready adaption 
measures that can be applied on a broader scale, from the north spit of Humboldt Bay to the mouth of 
the Eel River.  

 The education and outreach component of the project will ensure that results are shared with the 
public in a way that helps engage the community in being informed of how data is used to help 
manage coastal resources in the face of climate change.  

 I urge the SCC board to support the staff’s recommendation to approve funding for the first phase of 
this important project.  

 Sincerely, 
 
 Judy Haggard 
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Nancy Correll 

1922 A Ave., McKinleyville, CA 95519 
707-839-2500 duning@humboldt1.com 

 

 
Doug Bosco, Chair 
State Coastal Conservancy 
1330 Broadway, Suite 1300 
Oakland, CA 94612 
 
Dear Mr. Bosco 
 
I am writing to express my support for the Friends of the Dunes (FOD) Climate Ready 
grant application. This project will enhance our ability to prepare for climate change by 
improving conditions on our coastal dunes. 
 
I have been involved in environmental issues over the years, including anti-pesticide 
groups, environmental groups and land conservancy. I have also watched the dunes near 
FOD and seen them bloom, covered with native plants once the beachgrass was removed. 
I feel the following summary is accurate as far as the predictions of the results of this 
work. 
 
The USFWS, the lead agency in this project, has been collecting three years of data from 
transect studies at Lanphere and Ma-le’l Dunes which support the premise that removal 
of invasive non-native vegetation coupled with native plantings, can maintain foredune 
integrity and allow for landward migration in response to sea level rise.  Their 
preliminary results also show that native foredunes have similar average heights 
compared to dunes dominated by European beach grass but have the added benefit of 
allowing sand to move beyond the foredune crest and into the dune system.  
 
This project would expand upon their initial studies to help us understand how best to 
facilitate a landward migration of the foredune that will maintain the buffering capacity 
of the dune system.  The Climate ready grant will include a adaption demonstration site 
that will test different configurations of native plantings (after invasive specie are 
removed) to see what combination is best for facilitating the long-term, natural migration 
of the foredune. 
 
The proposed project is regional in scale, and will expand the transect monitoring 
program and modeling of shoreline vulnerability to dune spits in both Humboldt Bay and 
the Eel River estuary. This expanded data collection is needed in order to refine and 
implement climate ready adaption measures that can be applied on a broader scale, from 
he north spit of Humboldt Bay to the mouth of the Eel River.  
 
The education and outreach component of the project will ensure that results are 
shared with the public in a way that helps engage the community in being 
informed aware of how data is used to help manage coastal resources in the face 
of climate change.  
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I urge the SCC board to support the staff’s recommendation to approve funding 
for the first phase of this important project.  
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Correll 
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June 11, 2015 
 
Douglas Bosco, Chairman 
State Coastal Conservancy 
1330 Broadway, Suite 1300 
Oakland, CA 94612 
  
Dear Mr. Bosco, 
 
I am writing to ask for your support for The Nature Conservancy’s (TNC) Climate Ready application for 
the project, Monterey County River Management.   
 
The Central Coast Wetlands Group is partnering with TNC along the Monterey County coastline to 
improve resilience to climate change and to reduce water quality loads from agricultural lands, and we 
see this project to improve management of the Salinas Valley floodplain as essential to the success of 
our coastal efforts.  
 
Last year we applauded The Nature Conservancy’s leadership in breaking a long-standing stalemate on 
flood risk management by developing a multi-benefit floodplain project to bring objective hydrological 
and biological science to growers within collections of landowners called ‘River Management Units’. This 
enabled growers to, for the first time, better understand how the floodplain worked and to coordinate 
management strategies to maximize flood reduction while improving habitat for steelhead trout and 
other riparian wildlife. By creating bypass channels co-located where possible with large stands of 
Arundo donax the team was able to incentivize growers to recreate more historic riparian conditions 
while benefiting their food production goals.  
 
The expansion of this successful model is greatly needed throughout the Salinas Valley in order to 
develop a foundation for more integrated watershed management. The Central Coast Wetlands Group 
sees great potential for the river management project to lead to improved coastal resilience and we will 
continue our partnership with TNC to identify where we can integrate flood risk best practices with 
those to improve water quality and improve fisheries’ habitat.  
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
 
Ross Clark, Director 
 
Central Coast Wetlands Group at Moss Landing Marine Labs 
8272 Moss Landing Rd 
Moss Landing, CA 95039 

                 Moss Landing Marine Labs        (831) 771-4463       www.centralcoastwetlands.org 
 

 

Central Coast Wetlands Group 

To coordinate the advancement of wetland science and management on the Central Coast  
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June 9, 2015 
 
Douglas Bosco, Chairman 
State Coastal Conservancy 
1330 Broadway, Suite 1300 
Oakland, CA 94612 
 
Dear Mr. Bosco, 
 
I’m writing to express The Grower Shipper Association’s commitment to partner with The 
Nature Conservancy in the Climate Ready Grant project, Monterey County River Management.  
As a project partner, we are prepared to participate throughout the process including 
landowner/grower support and outreach.  We will bring our experience working with growers 
and landowners to the project in order to deliver the roll-out of a successful river management 
strategy that combines management practices that reduce flood risk while removing thirsty 
invasive such as Arundo, and improve wildlife habitat within the floodplain. We do this in 
support of the overarching goal of expanding a successful model trialed last year to 
simultaneously reduce flood risk while removing thirsty invasive such as Arundo, and improving 
wildlife habitat within the floodplain. 
 
We are participating in this project because we want to continue to support a community-based 
solution that provides a multi-benefit approach to river watershed management with 
public/private partnerships. 
 
Through participation in this effort, we can help growers and landowners in the Salinas Valley 
continue to produce healthy produce by directly reducing risk of inundation to farms while 
attending to the longer-term need to sustainably manage the lands and waters on which 
agricultural production depends. 
 
We have already begun preparations for this work in anticipation of the Coastal Conservancy’s 
funding to share the costs of scientific and hydrological analyses that will enable the Salinas 
Valley community to develop co-beneficial strategies. Specifically we have with our partners 
organized willing landowners and farmers into cooperative units – ‘River Management Units’ 
(RMUs) – that allow them to better analyze risks and coordinate management strategies while 
sharing costs and benefits throughout the entire unit. There are seven RMUs identified 
throughout the Monterey County portion of the river and we are currently working with growers 
and landowners to prepare them to participate in a series of Technical & Design Committee 
meetings to develop the management strategies in partnership with The Nature Conservancy, the 

Grower-Shipper Association of Central California 
“OUR MEMBERS: PARTNERS PRODUCING PROSPERITY” 
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Monterey County Water Resources Agency and the Monterey County Resource Conservation 
District.  
 
Growers and landowners will be contributing to the success of this program through participation 
in two preparatory workshops and in-person field visits and additional surveys, and through 
funding all pre-construction surveys and maintenance work. This match is expected to total 
approximately $186,000. 
 
We are thrilled with the success of our first year’s demonstration near the towns of Chualar and 
Gonzales and the incorporation of this model in the Monterey County Water Resource Agency’s 
Stream Maintenance Program, and we look forward to expanding the benefits of this project 
throughout the rest of Monterey County over the next year.  
 
Please feel free to contact be with any questions at 831-422-8844 or abby@growershipper.com.  
 
Sincerely,  

 
Abby Taylor-Silva 
Vice President, Policy & Communications 
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