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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-252 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

James Mancini, January 12, 2011 

NA_Manci-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Manci-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Manci-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Manci-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Manci-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Manci-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management, please refer to 
Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, 
and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Manci-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Manci-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_Manci-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-255 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Donald Martin, February 10, 2011 

NA_Marti-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Marti-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Marti-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Marti-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Marti-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Marti-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Marti-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Marti-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Marti-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Marti-10 The Estuary Management Project does not include a specific component for jetty 
removal. As described in Draft EIR Chapter 6.0, Alternatives Analysis, the Water 
Agency does not own, maintain, operate, or have jurisdiction over the jetty 
structure, and is therefore not authorized to make policy decisions for action to 
remove the jetty. However, the Water Agency is required by the Russian River 
Biological Opinion to develop a study plan to analyze the effects of the Russian 
River Estuary jetty on Estuary water levels and on beach morphology, as well as 
evaluate alternatives that modify the jetty to achieve target estuarine water levels. 



3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-256 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

This is included as a potential alternative to the Estuary Management Project in 
Draft EIR Chapter 6.0, Alternatives Analysis. For additional discussion regarding 
feasibility and uncertainty of outcomes of jetty removal, refer to Master 
Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Marti-11 Please refer to Master Response 2.6, Recreational Impacts, Socioeconomic 
Impacts and Mitigation Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Marti-12 Draft EIR Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Analysis, includes a cumulative analysis of 
some environmental effects of the Estuary Management Project that would be 
“cumulatively considerable”, indicating that the incremental effects of an 
individual project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of 
past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects. The scope of the analysis includes other projects in the watershed 
that were recently implemented or could occur in the foreseeable future, 
including gravel mining and water quality impacts. Illegal diversions are known 
to occur on the Russian River, but are not well documented such that a 
substantial analysis could be performed.  

NA_Marti-13 Please refer to response to comment NA_Marti-10. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-258 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Art McNulty, March 29, 2011 

NA_McNul-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_ McNul-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_McNul-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_McNul-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_McNul-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_McNul-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_McNul-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_McNul-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_McNul-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-260 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Eugene Meade, January 13, 2011 

NA_Meade-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Meade-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River. 

NA_Meade-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Meade-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Meade-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Meade-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Meade-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Meade-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Meade-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-262 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Susan Meyer, January 18, 2011 

NA_Meyer-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Meyer-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River. 

NA_Meyer-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Meyer-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Meyer-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management refer to Master Response 2.2, Project Description, 
Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Meyer-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Meyer-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Meyer-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Meyer-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-264 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Genevieve Moller-Duck, January 20, 2011 

NA_Molle-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Molle-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Molle-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Molle-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Molle-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Molle-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Molle-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Molle-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_Molle-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-266 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Charles Murphy, January 8, 2011 

NA_MurphC1-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_MurphC1-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River. 

NA_MurphC1-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_MurphC1-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_MurphC1-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_MurphC1-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_MurphC1-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, 
please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_MurphC1-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_MurphC1-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-269 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Charles Murphy, January 25, 2011 

NA_MurphC2-1 Commenter is in favor of closing the river mouth to benefit the fish. It should 
be noted that the proposed lagoon outlet channel will only be implemented 
following barrier beach closure and that mechanical closure of the barrier 
beach is not included as a project component. Please refer to Draft EIR Chapter 
2.0, Project Description. 

NA_MurphC2-2 Refer to Master Response 2.3, Project Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. Additional analysis would be required, if this alternative is pursued, 
to determine the permit status of the structures, as well as potential physical 
environmental effects associated with raising or modifying the structures. For 
additional discussion regarding feasibility and uncertainty of outcomes of this 
alternative, refer Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_MurphC2-3 For additional discussion regarding feasibility and uncertainty of outcomes of 
this alternative, refer Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. Implementation of this type of a permanent 
dam with removable sections as an alternative is limited by substantial 
engineering, environmental, permitting, and other constraints. Without formal 
engineering feasibility and design review, it is speculative to determine 
whether a structure would function as intended, and with less environmental 
impacts than those identified for the proposed project. Please refer to Draft EIR 
Chapter 6.0, Alternatives Analysis, for alternatives considered. 

NA_MurphC2-4 Comment asserts that there is no need for consideration to seals since they move 
locations when the barrier beach forms. The comment states that the seals are not 
impacted by the project and should not be considered in the Draft EIR. Please 
see Impact 4.4.1 and 4.4.8, beginning on pages 4.4-67 and 4.4-79, respectively, 
for a discussion on the potential project impacts to special status marine 
mammal, including seals. 

Draft EIR Section 4.5, Biological Resources, includes analysis of short-term 
effects to harbor seals during creation of the lagoon outlet channel, as well as 
long-term effects of maintaining barrier beach conditions during the Lagoon 
Management Period. The general assertion of the comment concurs with the 
conclusions in the Draft EIR that there will be no significant impacts associated 
with lagoon outlet channel creation; however consideration of alteration of river 
conditions that could restrict interior river harbor seal haulout locations is 
considered significant. 

NA_MurphC2-5 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-272 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

James Murphy, January 11, 2011 

NA_MurphJ-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_MurphJ-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River. 

NA_MurphJ-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_MurphJ-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_MurphJ-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_MurphJ-6 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_MurphJ-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_MurphJ-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_MurphJ-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-274 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Michael Murphy, January 11, 2011 

NA_MurphM-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_MurphM-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_MurphM-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_MurphM-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_MurphM-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_MurphM-6 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses 

NA_MurphM-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, 
please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_MurphM-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_MurphM-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-276 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Kenneth Myers, February 28, 2011 

NA_Myers-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Myers-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Myers-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Myers-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Myers-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Myers-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Myers-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Myers-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_Myers-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 



NA_Naegl-1

mxs
Typewritten Text
Final EIR page 3.3-277



3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-278 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Elizabeth Naegle, January 12, 2011 

NA_Naegl-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Naegl-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Naegl-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Naegl-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Naegl-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Naegl-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Naegl-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Naegl-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_Naegl-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-280 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Anna Narbutovskih, January 15, 2011 

NA_Narbu-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Narbu-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Narbu-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Narbu-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Narbu-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Narbu-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Narbu-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Narbu-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Narbu-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-282 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Pete & Sandy Nesteroke, January 13, 2011 

NA_Neste-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Neste-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Neste-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Neste-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Neste-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Neste-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Neste-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Neste-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Neste-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-284 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Roland and Bess Niemcewicz, January 11, 2011 

NA_Niemc-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Niemc-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Niemc -3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Niemc -4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Niemc -5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Niemc -6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Nienc-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Niemc -8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_ Niemc -9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-286 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Spencer Nilson, January 17, 2011 

NA_Nilso-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Nilso-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Nilso-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Nilso-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Nilso-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Nilso-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Nilso-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Nilso-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Nilso-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-288 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Thomas O’Callaghan, January 13, 2011 

NA_OCall-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_OCall-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River. 

NA_OCall-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_OCall-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_OCall-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_OCall-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_OCall-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_OCall-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_OCall-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 



 

 

     
                                                                                    

                                                                       
                                                                                                              
                                                                                                            

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Comment Letter NA_OLear 
Page 1 of 2 

Megan Steer 

From: mcranch [mcranch@sonic.net] 
Sent: Monday, February 14, 2011 4:22 PM 
To: estuaryproject 
Cc: Jessica.Martin.Lamb@scwa.ca.gov; Brenda S. Adelman 
Subject: Comments of DEIR 

Dennis O’Leary _______________ (Name: Please Print) 

P.O.Box 251,__________    (Street Address) 15800 Old 
Cazadero Rd.

 Guerneville, CA______________95446
 (Town)     (Zip Code)

 February 14, 2011 
SONOMA COUNTY WATER AGENCY 
ATTN: JESSICA MARTINI-LAMB 
404 AVIATION BLVD. 
SANTA ROSA, CA 95403 

Dear Ms. Martini-Lamb: 

I wish to express my concerns about the “Russian River Estuary Management Project: Draft Environmental 
Impact Report” released on December 15, 2010. Please put my name and address on your notification list for all 
meetings and documents related to this project. 

QUESTIONS: 

1. Why is the Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA) the lead agency for this project? 

SCWA appears to have an obvious conflict of interest here.  Page 57 of the Biological Opinion (BO) identifies 
SCWA practices as likely causing part of the problem – (The Water Agency stream channel maintenance, estuary 
maintenance and dam operations are likely to jeopardize and adversely modify critical habitat for endangered 
coho salmon and steelhead.)  This alone should bring into question whether SCWA can serve as a non partial 
lead agency. But furthermore, considering the fact that SCWA is in the business of supplying (selling) Russian 
River water to approximately 700,000 customers emphasizes the question; can the general public expect SCWA 
to over look it’s own special interest and act as lead agency for this project?  I think the State Water Resources 
Control Board should be the lead agency on this project. 

2. Why wasn’t Project Alternative “No Future Estuary Management” given serious consideration? 

DEIR, 6.3.3 (page 482) “Project Alternatives”, identifies this alternative and goes into several brief statements, 
supposedly explaining why this alternative was not considered.  The reasons listed seem contrived and hardly 
justify dismissal of this alternative.  The DEIR(page 582) says that breaches might occur that are uncontrolled, 
unpredictable and unsupervised…  To that I say, so what, that is the nature of “nature”. 

As to the issue of flood management, there is no flooding problem around the estuary. I find no record of 
inhabited structures flooding in the estuary area, even during the highest winter floods. River front property 
owners should expect shoreline fluctuations throughout the year.  It is unavoidable. Most likely all efforts to 
manage the estuary level will have limited success or fail (as in July, 2010). 

Therefore: 

Stop all mechanical and artificial breaching.  Allow the estuary water surface level to rise and backup. 

NA_OLear-1 

NA_OLear-2 

NA_OLear-3 

2/15/2011
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 NA_OLear-3 
cont. 

 
 NA_OLear-4 

Comment Letter NA_OLear
 
Page 2 of 2
 

Historically, we know the river breaches the ocean sandbar at approximately 11 feet. Allowing this natural
sequence of events will most likely provide the desired lagoon conditions more predictably and for longer
durations than the proposed project described in the DEIR. 

3. HB 885 – Effect of this Legislation on Jenner river front properties? 

This legislation, passed in 2004, could have onerous implications for properties with septic systems within 600
feet of the river.  I bring this up in the context that it makes no sense to protect estuary area septic systems from
flooding if, in fact, the systems are in violation of current laws and face future compliance or abatement actions.
  Why wasn’t this mentioned in the DEIR? 

Thank You for the opportunity to comment on this DEIR. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis O’Leary 

2/15/2011
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-291 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Dennis O’Leary, February 14, 2011 

NA_OLear-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list. 

NA_OLear-2 As established in CEQA Section 21067, “lead agency” means the public agency 
which has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project which 
may have a significant effect upon the environment. Similarly, if a project will be 
carried out by a public agency, that agency shall be the Lead Agency even if the 
project would be located within the jurisdiction of another public agency [CEQA 
Section 15051(a)]. Therefore, Water Agency is the correct Lead Agency under 
CEQA because the Estuary Management Project will be carried out by the Water 
Agency staff, funding, and direction. 

NA_OLear-3 As noted by the commenter, the Draft EIR includes a discussion regarding the No 
Future Estuary Management Alternative. As discussed in Section 6.2 (page 6-4), 
according to CEQA Section 15126.6(f)(3), an EIR need not consider alternatives 
for which the effects cannot be reasonably determined and for which 
implementation is remote and speculative. The No Future Estuary Management 
Alternative is a potential alternative to the proposed Estuary Management 
Project; however based on preliminary review, was found infeasible, would not 
achieve the project objectives, would not substantially reduce impacts, or could 
incur new or more severe impacts than those associated with the proposed 
project. Therefore, it is not considered further. Refer to Draft EIR Chapter 6.0, 
Alternatives Analysis, and Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses, for additional discussion.  

NA_OLear-4 The reference in the comment letter HB 885 refers to Assembly Bill 885, adopted 
in 2000 and codified in California Water Code Section 13290-13291.7, Chapter 4.5 
Division directs the State Water Resources Control Board to adopt regulations for 
onsite wastewater treatment systems (septic systems). The regulations require 
septic tank owners to pay for inspections every five years, have a state certified 
laboratory analyst analyze well water for constituents every five years, and provide 
compliance documentation. For owners of systems within 600 feet of a surface 
water body that does not meet water quality standards, special requirements apply. 
Where existing septic systems have been identified by the NCRWQCB to be 
contributing to the water quality impairment (pollution) of specific surface water 
bodies, owners of septic systems within 600 feet of the impaired surface water 
body will be required to have a qualified professional determine whether the septic 
system is contributing to the impairment; and if so, retrofit the septic system with 
supplemental treatment1

                                                      
1 State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), Proposed Regulations and Proposed Statewide Waiver for Onsite 

Wastewater Treatment Systems (OWTS) (Septic Systems), February 18, 2009. 

. 



3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-292 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

SWRCB, with delegation to the NCRWQCB, is the implementing and enforcing 
agency for these regulations; the Water Agency does not have enforcement 
authority to regulate septic system owners along the Russian River.  
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-294 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Rio Olesky, January 14, 2011 

NA_Olesk-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Olesk-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Olesk-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Olesk-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Olesk-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Olesk-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Olesk-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Olesk-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_Olesk-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-296 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

John & Mary Ann Oldham, January 13, 2011 

NA_Oldha-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Oldha-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Oldha-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Oldha-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Oldha-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Oldha-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Oldha-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Oldha-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Oldha-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-298 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Harold Olson, January 17, 2011 

NA_Olson-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Olson-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Olson-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Olson-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Olson-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Olson-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Olson-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Olson-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Olson-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-300 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Dennis O’Rorke, January 14, 2011 

NA_ORork-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_ORork-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_ORork-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_ORork-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_ORork-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_ORork-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_ORork-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_ORork-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_ORork-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-302 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Susan Packer, January 29, 2011 

NA_Packe-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Packe-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Packe-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Packe-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Packe-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Packe-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Packe-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Packe-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Packe-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-304 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Susan Pappan, January 12, 2011 

NA_Pappa-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Pappa-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River. 

NA_Pappa-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Pappa-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Pappa-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Pappa-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Pappa-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Pappa-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_Pappa-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-306 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Jannell Parr, January 13, 2011 

NA_Parr-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Parr-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Parr-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Parr-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Parr-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Parr-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Parr-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Parr-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Parr-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-308 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

R.L. Pedrazzini, January 12, 2011 

NA_Pedra-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Pedra-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River. 

NA_Pedra-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Pedra-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Pedra-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Pedra-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Pedra-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Pedra-8 Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Pedra-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-310 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Raymond Peterson, January 11, 2011 

NA_Peter-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Peter-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Peter-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Peter-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Peter-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Peter-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Peter-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Peter-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Peter-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-312 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Linda Petrulias, February 3, 2011 

NA_Petru-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Petru-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Petru-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Petru-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Petru-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Petru-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Petru-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Petru-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Petru-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-314 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Christine Philpitt, January 26, 2011 

NA_Philp-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Philp-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Philp-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Philp-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Philp-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Philp-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Philp-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Philp-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Philp-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-316 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Gloria Potter, January 12, 2011 

NA_Potte-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Potte-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River. 

NA_Potte-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Potte-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Potte-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Potte-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Potte-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Potte-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR. 

NA_Potte-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-318 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Dorothy Praeger, January 18, 2011 

NA_Praeg-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Praeg-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Praeg-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Praeg-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Praeg-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Praeg-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Praeg-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Praeg-8 Commenter is expressing preference for the Reduced Project Alternative. 

NA_Praeg-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-320 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Cheri Puig, January 13, 2011 

NA_Puig-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Puig-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Puig-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Puig-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, please refer to Master 
Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Puig-5 For a discussion of the geographic extent of the project area analyzed under the 
Estuary Management Project, please refer to Master Response 2.2, Project 
Description, Impact Areas and Scope of Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

NA_Puig-6  For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to river 
flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

NA_Puig-7 For discussion of the relationship between barrier beach closures and flow, please 
refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Puig-8  Refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion of alternatives, including the Reduced Project 
Alternative, considered in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Puig-9 For a discussion of potential impacts to water quality, please refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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