
 
South Bay Salt Pond Restoration Project  December 2007 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Report  1750.07 

APPENDIX A 

  

 

 

 

 

PUBLIC SCOPING 



 
South Bay Salt Pond Restoration Project   March 2007 
Environmental Impact Statement/Report  1750.07 
 

APPENDIX A. PUBLIC SCOPING 

 
Scoping, or early consultation with persons or organizations concerned with the environmental effects of the 
project, is required when preparing a joint EIS/R.  NEPA regulations Section 1506.6 requires that agencies 
make diligent efforts to involve the public in preparing and implementing their NEPA procedures.  Pursuant 
to NEPA, a Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS/R for the SBSP Restoration Project and the Shoreline Study 
was published in the Federal Register on November 9, 2004.  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, a 
Notice of Preparation was distributed to responsible agencies and the public on November 15, 2004.  These 
notices announced a public comment period during which comments were received on the appropriate scope 
of the EIS/R.  Two public scoping meetings were held on November 16 and 17, 2004 to solicit comments on 
environmental issues to be addressed in the EIS/R.  Scoping comments received during scoping period are 
presented here.    

 
I. Scoping Comment Letters Received (letters follow) 

• Sandy, Olliges, National Aeronautics and Space Association 
• Steve Edmondson, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Association 
• Joseph R. Rodriguez, Federal Aviation Administration 
• Shin-Roei Lee, Regional Water Quality Control Board 
• Ann Draper, Santa Clara Valley Water District 
• Daniel Strickman, Santa Clara County Environmental Resources Agency 
• Kevin Woodhouse, City of Mountain View Environmental Management Coordinator 
• David Lewis, Save The Bay 
• Florence M. LaRiviere, Citizens Committee to Complete the Refuge 
• George Trevino, Alviso Water Task Force 
• Frank and Janice Delfino 
• Donna Olsen, Tri-City Ecology Center 
• Evelyn M. Cormier, Ohlone Audubon Society 
• Libby Lucas,  California Native Plant Society 
• Jim McGrath 
• Yves Zsutty, City of San Jose Department of Park, Recreation, and Neighborhood Services 
• Laura Thompson, San Francisco Bay Trail 
• Jim Foran, SC Open Space 

 
 
II. November 16-17 Scoping Meeting: Attendance Lists (lists follow) 

III. November 16-17 Scoping Meeting:  Comment Lists (lists follow) 

 
 
 
 

































































































S C O P I N G   M E E T I N G   A T T E N D E E S   (11/16/04) 
 Name Address Email 
1 Keiko Reaves 

 
938 N. Clark Ave. #60, Mountain View, CA keikoreaves@hotmail.com 

2 Ben Reaves 
 

938 N. Clark Ave. #60, Mountain View, CA benreaves@hotmail.com 

3 Carole Foster 
 

2924 Fallwood Lane, San Jose, CA 95132 Redtail444@yahoo.com 

4 Kate Streams 
 

2290 N. First Street, Suite 212, San Jose, CA  95131 kstreams@rmcengr.com 

5 Libby Lucas 
 

174 Yerba Santa, Los Altos, CA  94022  

6 Eric Thaut 
 

333 Market Street, San Francisco CA 94105 Eric.w.thaut@usace.army.mil 

7 Jim Foran 
 

403 Camille Circle #12, San Jose, CA  95134 foran@alum.mit.edu 

8 Eileen McLaughlin 
 

Wildlife Stewards, P.O. Box 1177, Alviso, CA  95002 Wildlifestewards@aol.com 

9 Dan Strickman 
 

Santa Clara County ERA, 976 Lenzen, San Jose, CA  95126 Daniel.strickman@deh.co.scl.ca.us 

10 John Schmidt 
 

Resources Legacy Fund, Sacramento  

11 Kevin Murray 
 

San Francisquito Creek JPA, 591 Moreland Way, Santa Clara, CA  95054 kmurray@menlopark.org 

12 George Trevino 
 

P.O. Box 761, Alviso, CA  95002 trevinogeo@aol.com 

13 Tom Laine 
 

P.O. Box 543, Alviso, CA  95002  

14 Sean Michael 
 

P.O. Box 730, Alviso, CA  95002 Sean2250@earthlink.net 

15 Carin High 
 

CCCR Howardhigh1@comcast.net 

16 Bill DeJager 
 

Corps of Engineers William.r.dejager@usace.army.mil 

17 Ann Stillman 
 

County of San Mateo, 555 County Center, 5th Floor, Redwood City, CA  94063 astillman@co.sanmateo.ca.us 



S C O P I N G   M E E T I N G   A T T E N D E E S   (11/16/04) 
 Name Address Email 

18 Joe LaClair 
 

BCDC joel@bcdc.ca.gov 

19 Sandy Olliges 
 

NASA Ames Research Center, MS218-6, Moffett Field, CA  94035 solliges@ma.l.arc.nasa.gov 

20 Felicia Borrego 
 

Save the Bay Felicia@savethebay.org 

21 Charles Laslor 
 

P.O. Box 984, Alviso, CA  95002 charles@tomato.com 



S C O P I N G   M E E T I N G   A T T E N D E E S   (11/17/04) 
 

 Name Address Email 
1 Frank and Janice 

Delfino 
 

18673 Reamer Road, Castro Valley, CA  94546 Phone: 510-537-2387 

2 Caitlin Sweeney 
 

BCDC, 50 California Street, Suite 2600, San Francisco, CA  94111 Caitlin@bcdc.ca.gov 

3 Pat Gordon 
 

1922 Hillsdale Street, Hayward, CA  94541 pagpeg@aol.com 

4 Raga Johnson 
 

399 Elmhurst Street, Hayward, CA  94544 Joh19201@comcast.net 

5 Eric McCaughrin 
 

1825 Vine Street #1, Berkeley, CA  94703 meric@ebbc.org 

6 Beth Dyer 
 

SCVWD, 5750 Almaden Expressway, San Jose, CA  95118  

7 Meredith Williams 
 

18 Casells Avenue, San Francisco, CA  94114 mersemail@rcn.com 

8 Judy Sheen 
 

8 Hearst Avenue  
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South Bay Salt Pond Restoration Project / South San Francisco Bay Shoreline Study 
Scoping Meetings 

 
 
 

Tuesday, November 16, 2004, 7:00-9:00 p.m. Wednesday, November 17, 2004, 7:00-9:00 p.m.
NASA/Ames Research Center, Building 943 Centennial Hall, 22292 Foothill Blvd., Room 4 

Moffett Field Hayward 
 
 
 
Comments from November 16 Scoping Meeting 
 

 Need to investigate mercury issue and potential impacts, in particular, mercury levels in 
Alviso Slough and Pond A8 

 
 Evaluate option to move freshwater/sewage outfall deeper into Bay to allow salt marsh 
restoration 

 
 For Phase 1, consider making Pond A8 tidal, and restoring the tidal connection to 
Guadalupe Slough 

 
 Want a design to promote sediment removal and improve water conveyance in Alviso 
Slough 

 
 Need to address project impacts on navigation through Alviso Slough 

 
 Need to provide access for physically challenged 

 
 Need to address excessive seagull population and predation on other birds 

 
 Consider for Alviso Option 2:  A1, A2W, AB1 A2E, and A9 should be managed ponds, 
and A9, A13, A14 and A16 should be tidal.  This would provide better water quality 

 
 Ponds A8 and A12 should be tidal  

 
 A8 should provide tidal connection to Guadalupe River to increase salinity and to provide 
flood protection 

 
 Restore navigable waterways to Alviso and Guadalupe Sloughs 

 
 Design Pond A8 to minimize mosquitos – it is close to Alviso community 

 
 Also design ponds to minimize odors near Alviso and other communities 

 
 How to limit geographic scope of flood management (100-year floodplain)? 
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Comments from November 16 Scoping Meeting (continued) 
 

 To what extent will restoration project limit or extend area of other potential restoration 
projects?   

- Need to identify other potential restoration sites 
- Make sure our alternatives promote rather than prevent other restorations 

 
 Long-term planning with respect to landfills – public access could exist if a landfill is 
closed in the future 

 
 Map of endangered species hot spots and historic least tern foraging spots 

 
 Establishing connectivity in habitats (e.g., SMHM corridor) 

 
 Create outboard habitat levee if shoreline levee must be maintained free of vegetation 

 
 Create upland transitions with shoreline levee 

 
 Natural levees adjacent to tidal sloughs for species such as SMHM 

 
 Impacts to future or proposed transportation plans, especially as habitats are restored 

 
 Conflict between ongoing maintenance of flood control levees and infrastructure as 
sensitive habitats are restored.  Possible permitting difficulties 

 
 Use of dredged materials from neighboring sites 

 
 Effect of spartina on sediment dynamics – coordination with spartina project 

 
 Look at how changing hydrology of channels affects small boat use, allowing more access 
as well as preventing it, such as in small channels where clapper rails exist 

 
 Incorporate adjacent habitats including existing problem areas/invasives.  Encourage 
community participation 

 
 Communication between SBSP and neighboring watershed management initiatives 

 
 Phasing affects cumulative impacts 

 
 Address impacts to fisheries and native fish 

 
 Better understanding of adjacent land use and open space for compatible goals 

 
 Opportunities for local governments to rethink their edge 

 
 Can landfills compliment upland ecosystems and wetland transitions? 



 3

 
Comments from November 16 Scoping Meeting (continued) 
 

 Possibility of positive benefits of acquiring adjacent lands, such as warm springs transition 
area behind salt ponds.  Affects levee placement 

 
 
Comments from November 17 Scoping Meeting 
 

 Perry Gun Club should be within the project boundary 
 
 Is EBRPD work part of the project?  Are you working with EBRPD? 

 
 Concerned about winter bird populations.  Is bird data available? 

 
 Look at effects on all birds, including grebes 

- Effects of ISP on birds 
- Don’t want to reduce rich bird diversity/habitat 

 
 What assumptions are we using for bird usage on plant sites?  On Cargill ponds? 

 
 Connect Bay Trail across Dumbarton Bridge, through Alviso 

 
 Will you be able to plan trails which correspond to other plans for trails? 

 
 EIS/R should address Bay Trail gaps 

- What is shown on the option maps? 
 
 Some levee paths are not passable year-round 

 
 Describe the term “spine trail” 

 
 Need to address unexpected levee breaches that could occur and how to maintain the levees 

 
 Take Cargill’s Redwood City ponds into consideration – bird habitat 

 
 Try to protect Mowry Ponds 1, 2 and 3 (owned by Cargill) 

 
 Try to protect Ponds E10 and E11 in Eden Landing 

 
 How will you control spartina and hybrid? 

 
 Should we consider letting levees erode away/breach? 

 
 What is the status of the algae problem? 
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Comments from November 17 Scoping Meeting (continued) 
 

 What is the reason for high mercury levels in Pond E11? 
 

 Railroad tracks through Drawbridge routinely flood – do you plan to provide flood control? 
 
 Explain term “scour” 

 
 Address impacts to existing and planned facilities 

 
 Increase level of flood protection to one percent – this would be a beneficial impact 

 
 Address effects on groundwater quality  

- Abandoned wells in the project area 
 
 Need close coordination with TMDL efforts to establish the baseline for evaluating impacts 

 
 Consider predator control in a broad way – not just within large habitat blocks (refers to the 
wording of the Notice of Intent) 

 
 Need analysis on potential for trails and water access 

 
 Where is spartina a problem? 

 
 Will you address spartina through management, or upfront control? 

 
 Are you working with people involved in the spartina project? 

 
 Are spartina impacts going to affect the restoration project? 




