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Subject: Reimagining Big Basin Redwoods State Park Facilities Managment Plan and
General Plan Amendments, Notice of Preparation of a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report, SCH No. 2001112104, City of Boulder Creek,
Santa Cruz County

Dear Will Fourt:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has reviewed the California
Department of Parks and Recreation Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Reimagining Big Basin Redwoods State Park
Facilities Management Plan and General Plan Amendments (Project) pursuant the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.’

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding
those activities involved in the Project that may affect fish and wildlife resources of the
State. Please be advised, by law, CDFW may be required to carry out or approve
aspects of the Project through the exercise of its own regulatory authority under the Fish
and Game Code.

CDFW is providing the California Department of Parks and Recreation, as the Lead
Agency, with specific detail about the scope and content of the environmental
information related to CDFW’s area of statutory responsibility that must be included in
the EIR (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15082, subd. (b)).

CDFW ROLE

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State. (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7,
subd. (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd.
(a).). CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection,
and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically
sustainable populations of those species. (/d., § 1802.). For purposes of CEQA, CDFW

" CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq. The “CEQA
Guidelines” are found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public agency
environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that
have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife resources.

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. (Pub.
Resources Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381.) CDFW expects that it may
need to exercise regulatory authority over the Project pursuant to the Fish and Game
Code. For example, the Project may be subject to CDFW'’s Lake and Streambed
Alteration regulatory authority, if the Project impacts the bed, channel or bank of any
river, stream or lake within the State (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the
extent the Project may result in “take” as defined by State law of any species protected
under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et seq.),
the project proponent may seek related take authorization as provided by the Fish and
Game Code.

REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS
California Endangered Species Act

A CESA Incidental Take Permit (ITP) must be obtained from CDFW if the Project has
the potential to result in “take” of plants or animals listed under CESA, either during
construction or over the life of the Project. Under CESA, “take” means “hunt, pursue,
catch, capture, or Kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill.” (Fish & G.
Code, § 86.) CDFW'’s issuance of an ITP is subject to CEQA and to facilitate permit
issuance, any project modifications and mitigation measures must be incorporated into
the CEQA document analysis, discussion, and mitigation monitoring and reporting
program. If the Project will impact CESA listed species, early consultation is
encouraged, as significant modification to the Project and mitigation measures may be
required in order to obtain a CESA Permit.

CEQA requires a mandatory finding of significance if a project is likely to substantially
impact threatened or endangered species. Pub. Resources Code, §§ 21001, subd. (c) &
21083; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15380, 15064 & 15065.) In addition, pursuant to CEQA,
the lead agency cannot approve a project unless all impacts to the environment are
avoided or mitigated to less-than-significant levels, or the Lead Agency makes and
supports findings of overriding consideration for impacts that remain significant despite
the implementation of all feasible mitigation. Findings of consideration under CEQA,
however, do not eliminate the Project proponent’s obligation to comply with the Fish and
Game Code.

Lake and Streambed Alteration

CDFW requires an LSA Notification, pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 1600 et
seq., for Project activities affecting river, lakes or streams and associated riparian
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habitat. Notification is required for any activity that may substantially divert or obstruct
the natural flow; change or use material from the bed, channel, or bank (including
associated riparian or wetland resources); or deposit or dispose of material where it
may pass into a river, lake, or stream. Work within ephemeral streams, drainage
ditches, washes, watercourses with a subsurface flow, and floodplains is generally
subject to notification requirements. In addition, infrastructure installed beneath such
aquatic features, such as through hydraulic directional drilling, is also generally subject
to notification requirements. Therefore, any impact to the mainstems, tributaries, or
floodplains or associated riparian habitat caused by the proposed Project will likely
require an LSA Notification. CDFW may not execute a final LSA Agreement until it has
considered the final EIR and complied with its responsibilities as a responsible agency
under CEQA.

Migratory Birds and Raptors

CDFW has authority over actions that may result in the disturbance or destruction of
active bird nest sites or the unauthorized take of birds. Fish and Game Code sections
protecting birds, their eggs, and nests include section 3503 (regarding unlawful take,
possession, or needless destruction of the nests or eggs of any bird), section 3503.5
(regarding the take, possession, or destruction of any birds-of-prey or their nests or
eggs), and section 3513 (regarding unlawful take of any migratory nongame bird).
Migratory birds are also protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION SUMMARY
Proponent: California Department of Parks and Recreation

Objective: The proposed Project includes amendments to the Big Basin Redwoods
State Park General Plan and the adoption of the Reimagining Big Basin Redwoods
State Park Facilities Management Plan. The proposed General Plan amendments
include text changes to provide clarity and consistency between the 2013 General Plan
and the Facilities Management Plan. The General Plan amendments would also expand
the park boundary to include new parcels. The proposed Facilities Management Plan
guides the stewardship, management, and use of existing and future facilities,
consistent with the 2013 General Plan and other relevant planning documents.
Additionally, the proposed Project would guide the rebuilding of facilities lost in the 2020
CZU Lightning Complex fire and the construction of new facilities and infrastructure.
This includes 19 identified sites in five proposed zones, including visitor-serving
facilities; overnight facilities; tribal facilities; transportation-related facilities; utilities
infrastructure; administrative facilities; and staff residences. The Project also includes
road and circulation improvements, the introduction of a shuttle program, utility
upgrades and replacement, habitat restoration, and an improved emergency response
and evacuation plan.
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Location: Big Basin Redwoods State Park is in the western, coastal portion of the
Santa Cruz Mountains between State Route (SR) 1 and SR-9, which both run north to
south. The majority of the park is in Santa Cruz County and a small northern portion is
in San Mateo County. The park is surrounded by other parks and open space with
communities along SR-9. Big Basin Redwoods State Park encompasses approximately
18,200 acres; however, the proposed Project focuses specifically on areas along
SR-236 and Sky Meadow Road, encompassing approximately 5,500 acres in the
eastern part of the park.

Timeframe: Activities will be implemented over five to fifteen years, or longer
dependent on funding.

The CEQA Guidelines (§§15124 & 15378) require that the draft EIR incorporate a full
Project description, including reasonably foreseeable future phases of the Project, and
that contains sufficient information to evaluate and review the Project’s environmental
impact. Please include a complete description of the following Project components in
the Project description including, but not limited to the below information.

e Land use changes resulting from, for example, rezoning certain areas.

e Footprints of permanent Project features and temporarily impacted areas, such
as staging areas and access routes.

e Area and plans for any proposed buildings/structures, ground disturbing
activities, fencing, paving, stationary machinery, landscaping, and stormwater
systems.

e Operational features of the Project, including level of anticipated human
presence (describe seasonal or daily peaks in activity, if relevant), artificial
lighting/light reflection, noise, traffic generation, and other features.

e Construction schedule, activities, equipment, and crew sizes.
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Sufficient information regarding the environmental setting is necessary to understand
any potentially significant impacts on the environment of the proposed Project and any
alternatives identified in the draft EIR (CEQA Guidelines, §§15125 & 15360). CDFW
recommends the draft EIR provide baseline habitat assessments for special-status
plant, fish and wildlife species located and potentially located within the Project area
and surrounding lands, including all rare, threatened, and endangered species (CEQA
Guidelines, §15380). The draft EIR should describe aquatic habitats, such as wetlands
or waters of the U.S. or State, and any sensitive natural communities or riparian habitat
occurring on or adjacent to the Project site (for sensitive natural communities
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see:https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VeqCAMP/Natural Communities#sensitive%20natural%?2

Ocommunities), and any stream or wetland set back distances the City or County may

require. Fully protected, threatened or endangered, candidate, and other special-status
species or sensitive natural communities that are known to occur, or have the potential
to occur in or near the Project site, include, but are not limited to:

Common Name Scientific Name :tatu
I . FT,
California red-legged frog Rana draytonii e
California giant salamander Dicamptodon ensatus SSC
Santa Cruz black salamander Aneides niger SSC
Southwestern pond turtle Emys marmorata pallida SSC
San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat Neotoma fuscipes annectens SSC
Townsend's big-eared bat Corynorhinus townsendii SSC
FT,
Marbled murrelet Brachyramphus marmoratus SE
Steelhead - central California coast DPS Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus FT,
pop. 8 SSC
Coho salmon- Central California coast . FE,
ESU Oncorhynchus kisutch SE
Pacific lamprey Entosphenus tridentatus SSC
Anderson's manzanita Arctostaphylos andersonii ?BR IZR
Chorizanthe pungens var. FE,
Ben Lomond spineflower . ' CRPR
hartwegiana 1B.1
Santa Cruz Mountains pussypaws Calyptridium parryi var. CRPR
hesseae 1B.1


https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/NaturalCommunities#sensitive%20natural%20communities
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/NaturalCommunities#sensitive%20natural%20communities
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Hesperocyparis abramsiana SE,
Santa Cruz cypress var. abramsiana CRPR

1B.2

Amphibians and other aquatic wildlife
Roosting bats

Nesting Birds
Riparian vegetation

Notes:

FT = listed as threatened under the federal Endangered Species Act; FE = listed as
endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act; ST = listed as threatened
under CESA; SE = listed as endangered under CESA; SSC = state species of special
concern; SP = state listed as fully protected; CRPR = California Rare Plant Rank.

Habitat descriptions and species profiles included in the draft EIR should include robust
information from multiple sources: aerial imagery; historical and recent survey data; field
reconnaissance; scientific literature and reports; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s
(USFWS) Information, Planning, and Consultation System; California Aquatic
Resources Inventory; Santa Cruz County Regional Conservation Investment Strategy;
and findings from “positive occurrence” databases such as California Natural Diversity
Database (CNDDB). Only with sufficient data and information can the California
Department of Parks and Recreation adequately assess which special-status species
are likely to occur in the Project vicinity.

CDFW recommends surveys be conducted for special-status species with potential to
occur, following recommended survey protocols if available. Survey and monitoring
protocols and guidelines are available at:
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocol.

Botanical surveys for special-status plant species, including those listed by the
California Native Plant Society (http://www.cnps.org/cnps/rareplants/inventory/), should
also be conducted during the blooming period for all sensitive plant species potentially
occurring within the Project area and include the identification of reference populations.
Please refer to CDFW protocols for surveying and evaluating impacts to rare plants
available at: https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Plants.



https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocol
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https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Plants
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IMPACT ANALYSIS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The CEQA Guidelines (§15126.2) necessitate the draft EIR discuss all direct and
indirect impacts (temporary and permanent) that may occur with implementation of the
Project. This includes evaluating and describing impacts such as:

e Land use changes that would reduce open space or agricultural land uses and
increase residential or other land use involving increased development;

e Changes in hydrological conditions that could alter the timing and magnitude of
streamflows both during construction and operation of the Project;

e Potential for impacts to special-status species;

e Loss or modification of breeding, nesting, dispersal and foraging habitat,
including vegetation removal, alteration of soils and hydrology, and removal of
habitat structural features (e.g., snags, roosts, overhanging banks);

e Permanent and temporary habitat disturbances associated with ground
disturbance, noise, lighting, reflection, air pollution, traffic or human presence;

e Obstruction of movement corridors, fish passage, or access to water sources and
other core habitat features;

e Water quality impacts resulting from construction and operation of the Project;
e Impacts both from construction and operation of the Project;

e Impacts to the bed, channel, and bank, in the reservoirs and creeks downstream
of the Project; and

e Impacts to bed, channel, bank, and riparian habitat, and the direct and indirect
effects to fish, wildlife, and their habitat.

The CEQA document also should identify existing and reasonably foreseeable future
projects in the Project vicinity, disclose any cumulative impacts associated with these
projects, determine the significance of each cumulative impact, and assess the
significance of the Project’s contribution to each impact (CEQA Guidelines, §15355).
Although a project’s impacts may be insignificant individually, its contributions to a
cumulative impact may be considerable; a contribution to a significant cumulative
impact (e.g., reduction of available habitat for a listed species) should be considered
cumulatively considerable without mitigation to minimize or avoid the impact.
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The CEQA Guidelines direct the California Department of Parks and Recreation, as the
Lead Agency, to consider and describe in the draft EIR all feasible mitigation measures
to avoid and/or mitigate potentially significant impacts of the Project on the environment
based on comprehensive analysis of the potential direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts of the Project. (CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15021, 15063, 15071, 15126.2, 15126.4
& 15370.) This should include a discussion of take avoidance and minimization
measures for special-status species, which are recommended to be developed in early
consultation with the USFWS, National Marine Fisheries Service and CDFW. These
measures can then be incorporated as enforceable Project conditions to reduce
potential impacts to biological resources to less-than-significant levels.

Fully protected species may not be taken or possessed at any time except in limited
circumstances (Fish & G. Code, §§ 3511, 4700, 5050, & 5515). Therefore, the draft EIR
should include measures to completely avoid take of fully protected species.

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the information provided in the NOP CDFW offers the comments and
recommendations below to assist the California Department of Parks and Recreation in
adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially
significant, direct and/or indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources.
These comments and recommendations are not an exhaustive list and CDFW may
provide additional recommendations as more Project specific information is
disclosed. The draft EIR must include a full Project Description, Environmental
Setting, and Impact Analysis and Mitigation Measures as outlined above. Editorial
comments or other suggestions may also be included to improve the document.

COMMENT 1: Marbled Murrelet Avoidance

Issue: The Project has potential to impact breeding marbled murrelets (Brachyramphus
marmoratus, MAMU) from auditory and visual disturbance generated during Project
activities in proximity to suitable MAMU nesting habitat. While the 2013 Big Basin
Redwoods State Park General Plan EIR provides a set of biological measures that
would continue to apply to the Project, the measures may not provide clear avoidance
of impacts or appropriate mitigation for MAMU.

Evidence impact would be significant: MAMU is a small pacific seabird listed as state
endangered pursuant to Fish and Game Code 2050 et seq., and federally threatened
pursuant to Title 16, United States Code 1531 et seq. MAMU uses coastal redwood
forests from Santa Cruz to Del Norte counties during the breeding season (March 24 to
September 15). MAMU have been documented nesting in mature, old-growth forests as
well as younger forest stands with late-seral elements such as large trees with moss-
covered limbs greater than six inches wide or limb defects (McShane et al. 2004).
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Mature conifer stands often have a complex tree crown structure with gaps in the
canopy that allow access by adult murrelets to and from nest platforms during parental
incubation exchanges and chick feeding (Ralph et al. 1995b). Given the extent of
MAMU habitat loss due to the CZU Fire in 2020, protection and preservation of
remaining MAMU breeding habitat in the Santa Cruz Mountains, including within the
Project area, is paramount.

Recommendation: CDFW recommends the following mitigation measures to be
included in the Supplemental Draft EIR.

Mitigation Measure 1 — Marbled Murrelet Habitat Assessment: In areas where
marbled murrelet nesting habitat or designated critical habitat may be present, a
qualified biologist shall conduct a habitat assessment prior to the start of Project
activities. The habitat assessment shall include a visual inspection of suitable nesting
habitat features within 0.25 miles of the Project area and access road(s) that occur
within forested unburned, low, or moderate burn severity areas, as these burn severities
may result in habitat still considered suitable. Suitable habitat characteristics shall be
defined as mature and old-growth coniferous forest stands, and younger coniferous
forest stands having platforms with a relatively flat surface at least 10 centimeters in
diameter and 10 meters high in the live crown of a coniferous tree. Platforms can be
created by a wide bare branch, moss or lichen covering a branch, mistletoe, witches’
brooms, and other deformities, or structures such as squirrel nests (Pacific Seabird
Group 2024). Habitat features found during the assessment shall be identified for
avoidance and retention as a sensitive area and shall be communicated to CDFW. If no
suitable marbled murrelet nesting habitat is identified within 0.25 miles of the Project
area and access road, then no specific marbled murrelet mitigation measures are
required.

Mitigation Measure 2 — Marbled Murrelet Surveys: If any suitable marbled murrelet
nesting habitat is identified during the habitat assessment, the habitat shall be assumed
occupied by nesting MAMU unless a qualified biologist conducts protocol level audio-
visual murrelet surveys following the Pacific Seabird Group A Revised Protocol for
Surveying Marbled Murrelets in Forests (Pacific Seabird Group 2024), available online
at http://www.pacificseabirdgroup.org, which may entail two years of surveys. Protocol
level surveys shall be utilized to determine the presence of nesting murrelets within 0.25
miles of the Project area and access road(s) and whether Project activities will have an
impact on marbled murrelets.

Mitigation Measure3 — Marbled Murrelet Nesting Habitat Avoidance: If conducting
two-year protocol level surveys is not feasible, or if nesting marbled murrelets are
detected during surveys, a qualified biologist shall develop appropriate avoidance
disturbance buffers around suitable habitat identified within 0.25 miles of the Project
area and access road(s) to be implemented during Project activities that occur during


http://www.pacificseabirdgroup.org/
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the murrelet breeding season (March 24 to September 15). This shall minimally include
implementation of the following measures:

Restrictions on Tree Removal:

1.

Tree removal and trimming required by the Project shall occur outside of
the MAMU breeding season (March 24 to September 15) to minimize
disturbance to MAMU nesting.

Trees identified for removal under the Project shall first be assessed for
suitability as MAMU nesting or screen trees by a qualified biologist.
Typical credentials for a qualified biologist shall include a minimum of five
years of academic training and professional experience in biological
sciences and related resource management activities, and successful
completion of the Inland Marbled Murrelet Observer Training (Certified
Observer) and a minimum of two years of experience conducting surveys
for MAMU.

Trees determined to have suitable elements for nesting by MAMU and
screen trees will be retained under the Project, if feasible. If a suitable nest
tree(s) or screen trees cannot be retained as part of the Project, the
qualified biologist shall coordinate with the USFWS and CDFW regarding
removal of a potential MAMU nest/screen tree from occupied habitat and
shall identify additional measures to address this loss. This may include
follow-up monitoring of nest activity in the area to provide additional data
on MAMU use of the Project Area, or other measures considered
appropriate by the USFWS and CDFW.

Project Construction Activities:

4.

In consultation with USFWS and CDFW, the qualified biologist shall
develop a Nest Avoidance Program (NAP) by evaluating the potential
sound levels of proposed activities occurring at each stage of construction
to calculate appropriate no-disturbance buffers to be employed.
Appropriate audio and visual disturbance buffers shall follow USFWS’
Estimating the Effects of Auditory and Visual Disturbance to Northern
Spotted Owls and Marbled Murrelets in Northwestern California, dated
October 1, 2020. Although the cover letter indicates that the guidance is
valid only to the southern limit of the Russian River watershed, CODFW
recommends use of the guidance document throughout the entire MAMU
range including San Mateo and Santa Cruz counties. A project area map,
with seasonal no-disturbance buffers placed around occupied habitat,
shall be distributed to work crews. To alert work crews to their presence,
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MAMU no-disturbance buffers, as determined by the NAP, shall be
flagged within the project area. If the determined audio and visual
disturbance buffers around the identified suitable nesting habitat do not
incorporate the Project area and access road(s) footprint, then no specific
marbled murrelet mitigation measures are required.

5. No construction shall be allowed in the NAP-identified no-disturbance
areas during the MAMU breeding season (March 24 to September 15). If
Project construction activities must occur during the MAMU breeding
season, the Project shall obtain a CESA ITP prior to construction.

6. The qualified biologist shall perform a worker training prior to the start of
any construction to educate all workers on the sensitivity of the area,
presence of MAMU, and importance of avoiding attracting predators as a
result of construction activities. Ravens, crows and jays, which have large
home ranges, are known predators of marbled murrelet eggs and
nestlings (Marzluff and Neatherlin 2006). All garbage and food scraps
shall be packed out and disposed of in animal-proof containers. Workers,
when feasible, shall consume food inside their vehicles. These measures
shall also apply for construction activities occurring during the marbled
murrelet breeding season outside the seasonal disturbance buffer.

7. In sensitive areas identified in the NAP, vehicles shall be restricted to a speed
limit of five miles per hour (mph) during the MAMU breeding season.

8. Access routes and the number and size of staging and work areas shall be
limited to the minimum necessary to construct the proposed Project. Routes
and boundaries of staging areas and access shall be clearly marked prior to
initiating construction or installation.

Mitigation Measure 2 — Prohibition of Marbled Murrelet Noise Deterrent: The
Project shall not include any noise deterrents for MAMU intended to prevent MAMU use
of a potential nesting location or area. Noise deterrents disrupt MAMU natural behavior
during important stages of their life cycle, such as identifying nesting locations and
feeding of young or fledglings, which could result in take.

COMMENT 2: Artificial Lighting

Issue: The Project has the potential to increase artificial lighting from the addition of
buildings and other development. Artificial lighting often results in light pollution, which
has the potential to significantly and adversely affect fish and wildlife.

Evidence impact would be significant: Night lighting can disrupt the circadian
rhythms of wildlife species. Many species use photoperiod cues for communication such
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as bird song (Miller, 2006), determining when to begin foraging (Stone et al., 2009),
behavioral thermoregulation (Beiswenger, 1977), and migration (Longcore and Rich,
2004).

Recommendation: CDFW recommends eliminating all non-essential artificial lighting. If
artificial lighting is necessary, CDFW recommends avoiding or limiting the use of
artificial lights during the hours of dawn and dusk, when many wildlife species are most
active. CDFW also recommends that outdoor lighting be shielded, cast downward, and
does not spill over onto other properties or upwards into the night sky (see the
International Dark-Sky Association standards at http://darksky.org/) and limited to warm
light colors with an output temperature of 2700 kelvin or less.

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and
negative declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to prepare
subsequent CEQA documents or to make supplemental environmental determinations.
(Pub. Resources Code, § 21003, subd. (d) & (e).) Accordingly, please report any special
status species and natural communities detected during Project surveys to the CNDDB.
The CNDDB field survey form can be filled out and submitted online here:
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data. The types of information reported
to CNDDB can be found here: https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-and-
Animals.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FILING FEES

CDFW anticipates that the proposed Project, will have an impact on fish and/or wildlife,
and assessment of environmental document filing fees is necessary. Fees are payable
upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the Lead Agency and serve to help defray
the cost of environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the environmental document
filing fee is required in order for the underlying project approval to be operative, vested,
and final. (Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources
Code, § 21089.)

CONCLUSION

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the NOP in order to assist the
California Department of Parks and Recreation in identifying and mitigating Project
impacts on biological resources.

Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to

Alexis Harrison, Environmental Scientist, at (707) 815-2779 or
Alexis.Harrison@Wildlife.ca.gov; or Wesley Stokes, Senior Environmental Scientist
(Supervisory), at (707) 339-6066 or Wesley.Stokes@wildlife.ca.gov.



http://darksky.org/
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-and-Animals
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-and-Animals
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Sincerely,

DocuSigned by:
=B77EQA6211EF486

Erin Chappell
Regional Manager
Bay Delta Region

ec:  Office of Land Use and Climate Innovation (SCH 2001112104)
California Department of Parks and Recreation

Reimagining.BigBasin@parks.ca.gov
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