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

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-322 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Mark Randall, January 12, 2011 

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

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

NA_Randa-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_Randa-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_Randa-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_Randa-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_Randa-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_Randa-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_Randa-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 3.3-324 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Elizabeth Reyna, January 19, 2011 

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

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

NA_Reyna-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_Reyna-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_Reyna-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_Reyna-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_Reyna-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_Reyna-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_Reyna-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 3.3-326 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Peter Riaboff, February 3, 2011 

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

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

NA_Riabo-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_Riabo-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_Riabo-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_Riabo-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_Riabo-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_Riabo-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_Riabo-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 3.3-328 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Sharlene Rose, January 16, 2011 

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

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

NA_Rose-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_Rose-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_Rose-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_Rose-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_Rose-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_Rose-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_Rose-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 3.3-330 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Bev Rowe, January 14, 2011 

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

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

NA_Rowe-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_Rowe-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_Rowe-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_Rowe-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_Rowe-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_Rowe-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_Rowe-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 3.3-332 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Dorothy & William Ruppert, January 17, 2011 

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

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

NA_Ruppe-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_Ruppe-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_Ruppe-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_Ruppe-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_Ruppe-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_Ruppe-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_Ruppe-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 3.3-334 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

George Rush, January 12, 2011 

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

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

NA_Rush-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_Rush-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_Rush-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_Rush-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_Rush-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_Rush-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_Rush-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 3.3-336 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Luann Schend, January 30, 2011 

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

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

NA_Schen-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_Schen-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_Schen-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_Schen-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_Schen-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_Schen-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_Schen-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 3.3-338 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Linda Schmidt, January 12, 2011 

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

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

NA_Schmi-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_Schmi-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_Schmi-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_Schmi-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_Schmi-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_Schmi-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_Schmi-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 3.3-340 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

John Schubert, January 25, 2011 

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

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

NA_Schub-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_Schub-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_Schub-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_Schub-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_Schub-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_Schub-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_Schub-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 3.3-342 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

E. Shen, February 5, 2011 

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

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

NA_Shen-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_Shen-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_Shen-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_Shen-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_Shen-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_Shen-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_Shen-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 3.3-344 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Charles & Lindsey Shere, January 12, 2011 

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

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

NA_Shere-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_Shere-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_Shere-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_Shere-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_Shere-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_Shere-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_Shere-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 3.3-346 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Mercy Sidbury, January 13, 2011 

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

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

NA_Sidbu-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_Sidbu-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_Sidbu-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_Sidbu-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_Sidbu-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_Sidbu-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_Sidbu-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_Sklen 
Page 1 of 2 

Megan Steer 

From: Carol Sklenicka [sklenicka.carol@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 11, 2011 4:31 PM 
To: estuaryproject 
Cc: Jessica 
Subject: Comment on Estuary Project DEIR 
Importance: High 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Green 
Attachments: Comment on Estuary Project DEIR; ATT1570522.htm 

Subject: Comment on Estuary Project addressed to: 

To: estuaryproject@esassoc.com 

Jessica.Martini.Lamb@scwa.ca.gov 

From: Carol Sklenicka, PO Box 21, Duncans Mills, CA 95430 

Sklenicka.carol@gmail.com 

Please let me know you have received this comment. 

Date: February 11, 2011 

I am writing to comment on the Draft EIR recently issued by the Sonoma County Water Agency. As a 
resident of the lower river, I have watched with great curiosity as SCWA has attempted to manage the 
river mouth and estuary for the past several summers. What I have seen so far has every appearance of 
being nothing more than a trial-and-error experiment, with emphasis on the error.  I believe the goal of 
creating a semi-fresh water estuary for the rearing of salmonids is and will be severely compromised by 
the failure of SCWA and other agencies and the general population to deal with the myriad other factors 
that have already harmed the health of the Russian River watershed. 

I am particularly concerned that the DEIR for the Estuary Project does not consider the impact of 
temporarily or permanently lowering river flows (D1610).  There are several problems here. The need 
for low-flow to protect buildings in Jenner is not proven: the Estuary EIR states that water will not rise 
above 8 feet, which is not high enough to affect the lowest building in Jenner. (It is in fact absolutely 
absurd to think that the entire flow of a river might be adjusted to protect a handful of buildings in 
Jenner, but that is a side issue). The separation of the Estuary modification EIR from the low-flow EIR 
ignores abundant evidence that lowered river flow is destructive to the river’s habitat for fish and other 
species as well as for recreation. The Regional Water Board has recently noted that there is inadequate 
data about water quality in the lower river; the EPA has also recently commented on the need for more 
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NA_Sklen-

NA_Sklen-

6

7

Comment Letter NA_Sklen
 
Page 2 of 2 

NA_Sklen-5specific water-quality data regarding the impact of urban run-off on California rivers in the delta 
watershed. cont. 

To draft an EIR for modifications of the mouth of the river without considering the overall impact of 
raising the estuary level and of lowering flows in the middle river above Vacation Beach is a 
completely futile effort, potentially a harmful one.  I urge you to start over from scratch with a full 
evaluation of all factors in the Russian River Watershed – including urban pollution, agriculture runoff 
and water use, silt, sediment, and stream alterations – that may have led to the demise of the salmon 
population. This expensive piecemeal effort -- could be far worse than doing nothing.  It's unlikely to 
save salmon and it will have a negative impact on many other species as well as human enjoyment of 
the river above the estuary. 

Sincerely, 

Carol Sklenicka 

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

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-349 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Carol Sklenicka, February 11, 2011 

NA_Sklen-1 Please refer to Master Response 2.3, Project Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master 
Reponses for a discussion regarding the adaptive management process.  

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

NA_Sklen-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, and a discussion relevant to the 
comment’s assertion that the change in minimum flows is intended to prevent 
flooding, refer to Master Response 2. 1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Sklen-4 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, refer to Master Response 2. 1, 
Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. Potential water quality impacts of the Estuary Management Project 
on fisheries are analyzed in Draft EIR Section 4.5, Fisheries, Impact 4.5.2. 
(beginning on page 4.5-22). 

NA_Sklen-5 The comment states that the Regional Water Quality Control Board and 
Environmental Protection Agency have commented on the need for more water 
quality data for the lower Russian River and the impact of urban run-off on 
California rivers in the delta watershed, respectively. These comments are not 
directed to the Draft EIR for the Estuary Management Project. The letter from the 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, dated November 15, 2011, as letter 
referenced in the comment is directed toward the Fish Habitat Flows and Water 
Rights Project, not the Draft EIR for the Estuary Management Project. The Draft 
EIR does not include an analysis of potential violation of water quality objectives 
associated with the Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project because it is a 
separate project. For additional discussion, refer to Master Response 2.4, Water 
Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. As noted in Draft EIR Chapter 3.0, 
Project Background and Environmental Setting, the Water Agency implements 
biological and water quality monitoring as required by the Biological Opinion, 
and will continue to make this information available.  

NA_Sklen-6 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, refer to Master Response 2. 1, 
Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses.  
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NA_Sklen-7 The Draft EIR analyzes the effects of the proposed Estuary Management Project 
as required by CEQA. Analysis of all factors affecting fisheries within the 
watershed is beyond the scope of analysis for this EIR. The Water Agency does 
not have decision-making authority over logging, gravel mining, vineyard 
conversion, or chemical pollutant discharge. 
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Mary Anne Sobieraj, January 11, 2011 

NA_Sobie1-1 Commenter’s name and address added to distribution list.  

NA_Sobie1-2 Commenter is identifying individual uses of the Russian River.  

NA_Sobie1-3 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_Sobie1-4 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_Sobie1-5 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_Sobie1-6  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_Sobie1-7 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_Sobie1-8  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_Sobie1-9 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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Mary Anne Sobieraj, February 5, 2011 

NA_Sobie2-1 Please refer to Master Response 2.3, Project Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master 
Reponses for a discussion on management of other river and lagoon systems in 
California. The Draft EIR includes the Russian River Biological Opinion by 
reference; other estuary studies and examples are presented in research as part of 
the Biological Opinion. 

NA_Sobie2-2 Please refer to Master Response 2.3, Project Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion on management of other river and lagoon systems in 
California. The Draft EIR includes the Russian River Biological Opinion by 
reference; other estuary studies and examples are presented in research as part of 
the Biological Opinion. 

NA_Sobie2-3 Please refer to Master Response 2.3, Project Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses for a discussion regarding the adaptive management process as it 
relates to success criteria. Draft EIR Chapter 2, Project Description, describes the 
project purpose and objectives, including the Estuary water level management 
targets identified in the Russian River Biological Opinion. 

NA_Sobie2-4 Please refer to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses for discussion on the effects of bacteria on fish health. 

NA_Sobie2-5 Please refer to the discussion of water quality parameters, including temperature, 
considered for fish habitat in Draft EIR Section 4.5, Fisheries, Impact 4.5.2. 
(beginning on page 4.5-22).  

NA_Sobie2-6 Comment cites statement on Draft EIR page 5-39, “Long-term implementation 
and increased duration of the freshwater lagoon may have significant adverse 
effects that, considered concurrently with other projects in the Russian River 
Watershed, may be cumulatively considerable.” This statement appears under the 
Impact 5.2.7 heading as part of an analysis of the cumulative long-term impacts 
to biological resources and is intended as an introductory statement leading into a 
more detailed discussion of cumulatively considerable impacts related to natural 
vegetative communities, plants, amphibians, reptiles, marine mammals, 
jurisdictional waters and wetland habitat, and nursery sites and migratory 
corridors (Draft EIR pages 3-40 through 3-42).  

NA_Sobie2-7 The cumulative analysis in Draft EIR Chapter 5.0 analyzed potential contribution 
of Estuary Management Project impacts considered cumulatively with other 
related projects. The projects considered are presented in Draft EIR Chapter 5.0 
Cumulative Analysis, Table 5.1, page 5-5, and include other Russian River 
Instream Flow and Restoration Program elements and other projects within the 
watershed. For additional discussion of the relationship of the Estuary 
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Management Project to river flows, please refer to Master Response 2.1, 
Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 
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Stephen Sobieraj, January 17, 2011 

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

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

NA_SobieS-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_SobieS-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_SobieS-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_SobieS-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_SobieS-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_SobieS-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_SobieS-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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Soracco, January 20, 2011 

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

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

NA_Sorac-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_Sorac-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_Sorac-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_Sorac-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_Sorac-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_Sorac-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_Sorac-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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Darrell Sukovitzen, February 8, 2011 

NA_Sukov-1 The Water Agency will be responsible for most monitoring efforts associated 
with the Estuary Management Project. Formal monitoring requirements related to 
wave action at the mouth of the river during the Lagoon Management Period is 
not required. As noted in Draft EIR Section 3.2, Estuary Management, wave and 
tidal action is dynamic and influenced by a number of variables. Average 
monthly wave energy changes with the seasons; wave energy is greatest in 
winter, reduces over spring, and is minimal from July to September. However, 
late spring storms, early fall storms and Southern Hemisphere storms can 
occasionally produce waves exceeding 10 feet in the vicinity of the river mouth 
during the Lagoon Management Period. Swell waves with periods longer than 10 
seconds from either the northwest or south are often the cause of closure during 
the management period. Large wave events are particularly likely to cause 
closure when they coincide with the reduced tidal exchange that occurs 
approximately every two weeks during neap tides. 

NA_Sukov-2 For a discussion related to mitigation for recreation refer to Master Response 
2.6 Recreational Impacts, Socioeconomic Impacts and Mitigation Feasibility, 
in Chapter 2, Master Response. It should be noted that wave and tidal action is 
dynamic and influenced by other forces aside from the Estuary Management 
Project. Please refer to response to comment NA_Sukov-1, above.  

NA_Sukov-3 The Water Agency does not have formal data regarding surfer (human) use at the 
Russian River mouth. Marine mammal data, specifically harbor seals, is collected 
through the Water Agency’s annual biological and water quality monitoring 
effort. Draft EIR Chapter 3.0, Project Background and Environmental Setting 
summarizes the active Estuary monitoring programs (page 3-8). Draft EIR 
Section 4.5, Biological Resources provides additional baseline information about 
seal presence at the various haulouts in the project area (page 4.4-16 through 4.4-
20). The potential for occurrence of listed marine mammals was addressed in 
Table 4.4-3. The comment does not indicate any deficiency or question about the 
adequacy of the analysis or mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR.  

NA_Sukov-4 The Water Agency annual biological and water quality monitoring reports, 1996 
through 2000, prepared by Merritt Smith Consulting, have been published and 
are part of the Agency’s administrative record (as listed below). The Water 
Agency and Stewards of the Coast and Redwoods partnered in 2009 to develop 
monitoring data to comprise the Incidental Harassment Authorization (IHA) 
application and permit. The IHA, as well as all other monitoring data and reports 
are publicly available and part of the Water Agency’s administrative record. The 
following documents relating to pinniped monitoring were included in 
References Section 4.4.5.  
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Merritt Smith Consulting, Biological and Water Quality Monitoring in the 
Russian River Estuary, 1996, Annual Report, February 21, 1997. 

Merritt Smith Consulting, Biological and Water Quality Monitoring in the 
Russian River Estuary, 1997, Second Annual Report, February 5, 1998. 

Merritt Smith Consulting, Biological and Water Quality Monitoring in the 
Russian River Estuary, 1998, Third Annual Report, March 15, 1999. 

Merritt Smith Consulting, Biological and Water Quality Monitoring in the 
Russian River Estuary, 1999, Fourth Annual Report, March 24, 2000. 

Mortenson, J. 1996. Human interference with harbor seals at Jenner, California, 
1994-1995. Prepared for Stewards of Slavianka and Sonoma Coast State 
Beaches, Russian River/Mendocino Park District. July 11. 1996.  

Mortenson, J. and E. Twohy. 1994. Harbor seals at Jenner, California, 1974-
1993. Prepared for Prepared for Stewards of Slavianka and Sonoma Coast 
State Beach, California Department of Parks and Recreation, Duncans 
Mills, CA. 

National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), Biological Opinion for Water 
Supply, Flood Control Operations, and Channel Maintenance conducted 
by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Sonoma County Water Agency, 
and the Mendocino County Russian River Flood Control and Water 
Conservation District in the Russian River Watershed¸ September 24, 
2008. 

National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), Incidental Harassment Authorization 
(IHA), March 30, 2010. 2010c. 

Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA) and Merritt Smith Consulting, 
Biological and Water Quality Monitoring in the Russian River Estuary, 
2000, Fifth Annual Report, June 12, 2001. 

Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA) and Stewards of the Coast and 
Redwoods, Russian River Estuary Management Activities – Pinniped 
Monitoring Plan, prepared by Jessica Martini-Lamb, Sonoma County 
Water Agency, and Michele Luna and Joe Mortenson, Stewards of the 
Coast and Redwoods, September 9, 2009a. 

Stewards of the Coast and Redwoods (Stewards) and Sonoma County Water 
Agency (SCWA), Harbor Seals at Jenner and at Peripheral Sites, 
Presentation, April 2010a.  

Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA), Request for Marine Mammal 
Protection Act Incidental Harassment Authorization: Russian River 
Estuary Management Activities, July 2009. 

Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA), Russian River Estuary Management 
Activities, Pinniped Monitoring at Jenner Haulout Counts, unpublished 
data and photographs, July 1, 2010b. 
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Data provided in these documents were considered in the biological resources 
analysis. These documents were available during the Draft EIR comment period 
by request as part of the administrative record, and are still available, by request, 
at the Sonoma County Water Agency. 

NA_Sukov-5 The Draft EIR uses the best available information at the time the Draft EIR was 
written. Several documents, listed in response to comment NA_Sukov-4 prepared 
on pinniped populations in the Russian River Estuary were reviewed and 
discussed in the Draft EIR. Please refer to Master Response 2.7, CEQA 
Statutes: Adequacy of EIR Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_Sukov-6 Potential effects to biological resources, including sea life and bird populations, 
including review of available information, is provided in Draft EIR, 4.4, 
Biological Resources. As discussed in Draft EIR Section 4.4.1, Introduction, on 
page 4.4-1 of the Draft EIR, several sources of information were used to assess 
the existing conditions and potential impacts that could occur on biological 
resources, focusing on terrestrial, aquatic, and wetland resources, with 
implementation of the project. These sources included resource studies and 
reports prepared for the Estuary, as well as information obtained from 
conservation and planning documents prepared for lands within the vicinity of 
the Estuary, and presented the methods and results of vegetation classification 
and mapping and terrestrial and wetland plant and animal surveys. In addition, 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California Natural Diversity Database 
(CNDDB), and California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Electronic Inventory 
were reviewed to identify special-status species known to or having the potential 
to occur in the project vicinity. Project Impacts on biological resources present or 
potentially present were addressed in Section 4.4, Biological Resources, 
beginning on page 4.4-5 of the Draft EIR for the creation and maintenance of the 
lagoon outlet channel, and beginning on page 4.4-75 of the Draft EIR for the 
long-term lagoon adaptive management.  

NA_Sukov-7 Refer to response to comment NA_Sukov-6, above. 

NA_Sukov-8 The Draft EIR considered the potential for special status species, including 
cetaceans, to occur within the study area in Table 4.4-3 on pages 4.4-32 and 4.4-33 
of Section 4.4, Biological Resources. All of the special status cetaceans evaluated 
in Table 4.4-3 were deemed unlikely to occur within the study area due to the 
absence of suitable habitat.  

NA_Sukov-9 Water Agency artificial breaching activities have followed the conditions and 
monitoring measures established in the Incidental Harassment Authorization  
issued by NMFS to avoid and minimize impacts on pinnipeds at the Jenner 
haulout. These measures are listed on Draft EIR pages 4.4-69 through 4.4-71, and 
have been established to minimize disturbance to pinnipeds.  
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NA_Sukov-10 Refer to response to comment NA_Sukov-6. Additionally, in Draft EIR Section 
4.4, Biological Resources Figure 4.4.1 on page 4.4-7 shows the vegetation 
communities on Penny Island within the study area. Impact 4.4.6 on pages 4.4-75 
through 4.4-77 addresses the potential impact of the long-term adaptive 
management plan on sensitive natural communities within the study area. 
Impact 4.4.7 on page 4.4-78 addresses the potential impact of the long-term 
adaptive management plan on special-status plant species within the study area. 

NA_Sukov-11 As described in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, the Water Agency proposes to 
modify Estuary management in order to reduce marine influence (high salinity 
and tidal inflow) and promote a higher water level in the Estuary (formation of a 
fresh or brackish water lagoon) from May 15 to October 15. The Water Agency 
will continue the historical practice of artificially breaching the barrier beach 
outside the Lagoon Management Period (October 16 to May 14) to minimize the 
potential for flooding of low-lying properties. Anadromous species that occur in 
the Estuary (with a focus on special-status species) are described, with reference 
to timing of migration and life-stage habitat requirements, in Draft EIR Section 
4.5, Fisheries (pages 4.5-4 to 4.5-14). Additionally, as described in Section 4.5.4 
(Approach to Analysis, Section 4.5 Fisheries, pages 4.5-17 to 4.5-19) the timing of 
the project is considered unlikely to affect: Green sturgeon, Longfin smelt, 
Russian River tuleperch, Clear Lake-Russian River roach, hardhead, and 
Lamprey. Salmonids (addressed under Impact 4.5.2, Section 4.5, Fisheries, page 
4.5-22 et seq.) typically immigrate upstream following winter storms outside the 
proposed management period, when the Estuary would be open due to natural or 
artificial breaching. With respect to outmigration of Chinook and coho smolts, 
Water Agency monitoring data in 2009 and 2010 indicate the timing of 
outmigration varies year to year, but that in most years the peak of the run may 
be expected between mid-April and mid-May, generally before the beginning of 
the Lagoon Management Period.  

Additionally, as described under Impact 4.5.1 (Chapter 4, Section 4.5, Fisheries, 
page 4.5-19 et seq.), Estuary management to promote freshwater lagoon 
conditions would increase the frequency, duration and volume of freshwater 
storage within the Estuary during the Lagoon Management Period, thereby 
increasing potential habitat availability for juvenile salmonids. As, as concluded 
in the EIR, the project will be unlikely to result in adverse impacts to migratory 
fish populations. 

NA_Sukov-12 Please refer to response to comment NA_Sukov-10. Islands, or gravel bars, 
within the Estuary Study area are mapped in Draft EIR Chapter 3.0, Project 
Background and Environmental Setting, including mapping of anticipated 7 and 
9 foot water levels. It is anticipated that higher water levels will reduce the gravel 
beach area around individual islands. Draft EIR Section 4.7, Recreation, 
estimates the total gravel bar area in the Estuary Study Area is comprised of 
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approximately 27 acres; 24 acres, or 97 percent of the mapped beach area, is 
anticipated to be inundated at a 9 foot water level. Inundation associated with 
higher water levels would reduce the amount of beach acreage available within the 
Estuary, and these conditions would occur for a longer duration, depending upon 
performance of the outlet channel. At 9 feet, beach area would remain present at 
most gravel bar locations, and riverside access to these gravel bars would still be 
available. CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every recommended 
test and perform all recommended research to evaluate the impacts of a proposed 
project (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15204, subd[a]). 

NA_Sukov-13 Refer to response to comment NA_Sukov-6. In addition, the Draft EIR 
adequately assessed the special-status species known within the project vicinity 
(Section 4.4, Tables 4.4-2 and 4.4-3) and evaluated each special-status species 
for its potential to occur in the Estuary given the habitat requirements of each 
species relative to the observed existing conditions and results of previous 
biological resources studies (refer to special-status plants discussion beginning 
on page 4.4-22 of the Draft EIR and special-status animals discussion beginning 
on page 4.4-43 of the Draft EIR). CEQA does not require a lead agency to 
conduct every recommended test and perform all recommended research to 
evaluate the impacts of a proposed project (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15204, 
subd[a]). 

NA_Sukov-14 As described in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, the Water Agency proposes to 
modify Estuary management in order to reduce marine influence (high salinity 
and tidal inflow) and promote a higher water level in the Estuary (formation of a 
fresh or brackish water lagoon) from May 15 to October 15. As described in 
general Section 4.5 (Chapter 4.0), and in detail under Impact 4.5.1 (Chapter 4.0, 
Section 4.5, pp. 4.5-19 et seq.), the ecological benefits of lagoon habitat for 
salmonids (and especially rearing steelhead) have been documented extensively. 
Please refer to response to G_RRWPC-45 regarding potential predation risk to 
salmonids. There is no substantial evidence to indicate that intrusive predation 
would be significantly altered as a result of the project.  

NA_Sukov-15 The Draft EIR provides analysis and disclosure of potential environmental 
impacts associated with the Estuary Management Project. Potential impacts 
related to sedimentation are discussed in Draft EIR Section 4.3, Hydrology. As 
noted in Section 4.3, Hydrology, the Estuary Management Project would not 
create or contribute to sedimentation within the Estuary. Refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses, and response 
to comment NA_Burge-1. 

NA_Sukov-16 Refer to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. This response recognizes that fertilizers and chemicals affect aquatic 
life when discharged to streams. The Draft EIR does not address specific 



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

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-371 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

fertilizers and chemicals used by the public and agricultural industry; the Estuary 
Management Project does not require use of fertilizers or chemicals, nor will it 
result in new sources of discharge of fertilizers or chemicals. The purpose of this 
Draft EIR is to disclose the potential environmental effects of the project on the 
physical environment. The use of fertilizers or chemicals in the Russian River 
Watershed is an existing condition that would not be affected by the project. 
Therefore, an exhaustive list of all fertilizers or chemicals used within the 
watershed is not included in the Draft EIR. 

NA_Sukov-17 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. 
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_Sukov-18 Please refer to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses for discussion of potential effects to water quality and potential 
secondary effects related to algae blooms.  

NA_Sukov-19 Project implementation is not anticipated to affect distribution of algae. Please 
refer to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses 
for discussion of potential effects to water quality and potential secondary effects 
related to algae blooms. 

NA_Sukov-20 Draft EIR Section 4.5, Fisheries, includes a description of the common and 
special status aquatic species found in the Estuary, and characterizes the type of 
habitat provided by the Estuary. The Estuary provides habitat for a variety of fish 
species including salmonids and other important recreational fish species such as 
American shad and smallmouth bass. In terms of conservation, much attention is 
given to three Endangered Species Act-listed salmonid species that are known to 
occur in the Russian River watershed. These are Central California Coast 
steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), California Coastal Chinook salmon (O. 
tshawytscha), and Central California Coast coho salmon (O. kisutch; NMFS, 
2010). The Estuary is important for adult and juvenile passage for the three 
Endangered Species Act-listed salmonids (NMFS, 2008). The Estuary provides 
an opportunity for smolts to acclimate to ocean conditions before migrating to the 
ocean, as well as potentially providing rearing habitat for steelhead and Chinook 
salmon. The Estuary does not provide “ripple” habitat, as noted by the 
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commenter. Draft EIR Section 4.5, Fisheries, quantifies that anticipated increase 
in potential available rearing habitat that would be created through lagoon 
conditions. It is expected that the Estuary Management Project will have a 
discernable environmental benefit and would further the goal of environmental 
protection through provision of 6,357 acre feet of potential rearing habitat in the 
Estuary from the mouth to Vacation Beach (Draft EIR page 4-21). Draft EIR 
Section 4.5, Impact 4.5.1, Habitat Availability, quantifies the expected increase 
in potential rearing habitat that would be made available through implementation 
of the Estuary Management Project. Impact 4.5.2, Habitat Quality, describes 
expected habitat conditions that would be made available through 
implementation of the Estuary Management Project. 

NA_Sukov-21 It is anticipated that summer dam deployment would not be affected by increased 
in water levels. Summer dams are deployed in order to provide increased water 
levels for recreational uses. The lower Russian River summer dams at Johnson’s 
Beach and Vacation Beach are upstream of the Estuary Study Area and 
Maximum Backwater Area (Draft EIR Figure 2-3A) and are not anticipated to be 
impacted by the Estuary Management Project. 

NA_Sukov-22 Refer to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses for a discussion related to Ludwigia. 

NA_Sukov-23 The Draft EIR does not address introduction of fungicides, herbicides, and 
pesticides into the Russian River. The Estuary Management Project would not 
create or contribute to new or more severe sources of pollution; additionally, the 
Water Agency does not have the authority to control input from other 
dischargers.  

NA_Sukov-24 The Draft EIR does not address historical introduction of mercury into the 
Russian River. The Estuary Management Project will not result in new sources of 
discharge of mercury. The purpose of this Draft EIR is to disclose the potential 
environmental effects of the project itself on the physical environment. Pollution 
in the Russian River is an external factor that cannot be controlled by the project, 
or enforced by the Water Agency. For a discussion of impacts related to heavy 
metals, including mercury and copper, refer to Master Response 2.4, Water 
Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Sukov-25 As noted in Draft EIR Chapter 2.0, Project Description, page 2-22, certain 
conditions during the Lagoon Management Period, such as water quality 
degradation1

                                                      
1 Water Quality parameters are defined in the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Basin Plan and 

would be further defined in consultation with NMFS and RWQCB.  

 or imminent flooding to properties and structures adjacent to the 
Estuary, could require a change in management, and may result in the Water 
Agency breaching the barrier beach during the Lagoon Management Period. 
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Therefore, in the unlikely event that septic or chemical spill into the Estuary or 
Russian River result in nuisance conditions, the Water Agency would consult 
with NMFS and CDFG regarding artificial breaching during the Lagoon 
Management Period. 

NA_Sukov-26 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, and 2. 7, CEQA 
Statutes: Adequacy of EIR Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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Daniel Sullivan, January 11, 2011 

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

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

NA_Sulli-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_Sulli-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_Sulli-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_Sulli-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_Sulli-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_Sulli-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_Sulli-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_Sulli-10 The Biological Opinion analyzed the impacts of the Water Agency’s water 
supply, flood channel maintenance, and Estuary management activities on listed 
salmonid species, and the incidental take statement in the Biological Opinion 
covers all such activities. The specific project objectives of the proposed Estuary 
Management Project are established in Draft EIR Chapter 2.0, Project 
Description, and include providing are enhanced rearing habitat for juvenile 
salmonids within the Russian River Estuary and minimizing flood hazards.  
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Ann Thomas, January 16, 2011 

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

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

NA_ThomaA-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_ThomaA-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_ThomaA-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_ThomaA-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_ThomaA-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_ThomaA-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_ThomaA-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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Bertha Thomas, January 15, 2011 

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

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

NA_ThomaB-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_ThomaB-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_ThomaB-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_ThomaB-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_ThomaB-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_ThomaB-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_ThomaB-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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Leilani Thompson, January 12, 2011 

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

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

NA_Thomp-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_Thomp-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_Thomp-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_Thomp-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_Thomp-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_Thomp-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_Thomp-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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Jim Tranchina, January 11, 2011 

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

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

NA_Tranc-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_Tranc-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_Tranc-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_Tranc-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_Tranc-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_Tranc-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_Tranc-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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FJ Trapani, January 11, 2011 

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

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

NA_Trapa-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_Trapa-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_Trapa-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_Trapa-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_Trapa-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_Trapa-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_Trapa-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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Cynthia Urbina, February 14, 2011 

NA_Urbin-1 Please refer to Master Response 2.3, Project Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses for discussion regarding the adaptive management process. With 
respect to Draft EIR consideration of logging, gravel mining, vineyards, 
pharmaceuticals from wastewater and chemical pollutants, the Draft EIR 
provides analysis and disclosure of potential environmental impacts associated 
with the proposed project. The Estuary Management Project would not create or 
contribute to new or more severe sources of pollution; additionally, the Water 
Agency does not have the authority to control input from other dischargers. 

NA_Urbin-2 Recreational resources, including surfing and river beach access are addressed in 
the analysis provided in Draft EIR Section 4.7, Recreation. Potential impacts to 
harbor seals are addressed in Draft EIR Section 4.5, Biological Resources.  

 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, refer to Master Response 2. 1, 
Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. Reducing minimum instream flows under Decision 1610 is addressed 
in the Draft EIR Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Analysis which concludes that 
recreational and water quality impacts associated with the Estuary Management 
Project, considered in conjunction with foreseeable effects associated with 
lowering flows, could result in cumulatively considerable impacts. Refer to 
Master Response 2.6 Recreational Impacts, Socioeconomic Impacts and 
Mitigation Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master Response for discussion of CEQA 
requirements relative to analysis of socioeconomic impacts. 

NA_Urbin-3 The Estuary Management Project is proposed to achieve the primary project 
objectives of enhancing rearing habitat for juvenile salmonids managing Estuary 
water levels to minimize flood hazard. As noted in Draft EIR Section 4.2, 
Hydrology and Flooding, water levels are not anticipated to exceed 9 feet during 
the Lagoon Management Period. However, as noted in Draft EIR Chapter 2.0, 
Project Description, page 2-22, certain conditions during the Lagoon 
Management Period, such as water quality degradation2

 With respect to water supply, the Biological Opinion analyzed the impacts of the 
Water Agency’s water supply, flood channel maintenance, and Estuary 
management activities on listed salmonid species, and the incidental take 
statement in the Biological Opinion covers all such activities. The specific 

 or imminent flooding to 
properties and structures adjacent to the Estuary, could require a change in 
management; the Water Agency would consult with NMFS and CDFG regarding 
artificial breaching during the Lagoon Management Period. 

                                                      
2 Water Quality parameters are defined in the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Basin Plan and 

would be further defined in consultation with NMFS and RWQCB.  
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project objectives of the proposed Estuary Management Project are established in 
Draft EIR Chapter 1.0, Introduction, and include providing enhanced rearing 
habitat for juvenile salmonids within the Russian River Estuary and minimizing 
flood hazard.  

NA_Urbin-4 As noted in Draft EIR Chapter 2.0, Project Description, page 2-22, certain 
conditions during the Lagoon Management Period, such as water quality 
degradation3

 The Estuary Management Project does not require use of fungicides, herbicides, 
and pesticides, nor will it result in new sources of discharge of fungicides, 
herbicides, and pesticides. The purpose of this Draft EIR is to disclose the 
potential environmental effects of the project itself on the physical environment. 
The use of fertilizers or chemicals in the Russian River Watershed is an existing 
condition that would not be affected by the project. Therefore, an exhaustive list 
of all fertilizers or chemicals used within the watershed is not included in the 
Draft EIR. 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. 

 or imminent flooding to properties and structures adjacent to the 
Estuary, could require a change in management, and may result in the Water 
Agency breaching the barrier beach during the Lagoon Management Period. 

                                                      
3 Water Quality parameters are defined in the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Basin Plan and 

would be further defined in consultation with NMFS and RWQCB.  
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Gladys Vail, January 14, 2011 

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

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

NA_Vail-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_Vail-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_Vail-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_Vail-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_Vail-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_Vail-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_Vail-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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Charles Wagner, January 31, 2011 

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

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

NA_WagneC-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_WagneC-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_WagneC-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_WagneC-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_WagneC-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_WagneC-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_WagneC-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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Richard Wagner, January 26, 2011 

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

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

NA_WagneR-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_WagneR-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_WagneR-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_WagneR-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_WagneR-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_WagneR-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_WagneR-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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Mr. & Mrs. Warren Watkins, January 30, 2011 

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

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

NA_Watki-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_Watki-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_Watki-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_Watki-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_Watki-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_Watki-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_Watki-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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Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Edward Watson, January 11, 2011 

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

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

NA_Watso-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_Watso-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_Watso-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_Watso-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_Watso-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_Watso-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_Watso-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 3.3-402 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Lenny Weinstein, January 14, 2011 

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

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

NA_Weins-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_Weins-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_Weins-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_Weins-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_Weins-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_Weins-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_Weins-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 3.3-404 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Margaret Whitaker-Greene, March 11, 2011 

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

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

NA_Whita-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_Whita-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_Whita-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_Whita-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_Whita-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_Whita-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_Whita-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 3.3-406 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Victoria Wikle, January 9, 2011 

NA_Wikle-1 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 regarding impacts from Austin Creek to Vacation Beach during the 
Lagoon Management Period. The response assumes that the comment regarding 
“lack of flow” relates to residence time of water in the Estuary and not reduced 
flows. The comment asserts the Draft EIR should address water quality issues 
that occurred during prior closings. Prior natural closure conditions are not a 
subject of the Draft EIR and are not retroactively analyzed. Refer to Draft EIR 
Section 4.3, Water Quality, page 4.3-22 for information regarding the residence 
time of flow in the lagoon system.  

Water quality issues, including short-term impacts during outlet channel creation 
(Impact 4.3.1), impacts to salinity, dissolved oxygen, and temperature during the 
Lagoon Management Period (Impact 4.3.2), and effect of nutrient and bacteria 
levels during the Lagoon Management Period (Impact 4.3.3), are disclosed in 
Draft EIR Section 4.3, Water Quality. For additional discussion regarding 
potential impacts to water quality, refer to Master Response 2.4, Water 
Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_Wikle-2 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.  
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-408 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

William Winters, January 18, 2011 

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

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

NA_Winte-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_Winte-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_Winte-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_Winte-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_Winte-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_Winte-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_Winte-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 3.3-410 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

AJ Wood, January 17, 2011 

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

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

NA_Wood-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_Wood-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_Wood-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_Wood-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_Wood-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_Wood-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_Wood-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 3.3-412 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Anne Wurr, January 14, 2011 

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

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

NA_Wurr-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_Wurr-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_Wurr-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_Wurr-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_Wurr-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_Wurr-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_Wurr-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 3.3-415 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Dana Zimmerman, February 4, 2011 

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

NA_ZimmeD-2 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, and 2.7, CEQA 
Statutes: Adequacy of EIR Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

NA_ZimmeD-3 For a discussion of the relationship of the Estuary Management Project to the 
Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project, and a discussion relevant to the 
comment’s assertion that the change in minimum flows is intended to prevent 
flooding, please refer to Master Responses 2.1, Relationship to Other 
Biological Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. Commenter 
is expressing preference for Reduced Project Alternative. 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_ZimmeD-4 Comment is not directed to Draft EIR analysis; no response or text changes are 
necessary. 

NA_ZimmeD-5 Please refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, for a discussion related flows and Master Response 2.4, 
Water Quality in Chapter 2, Master Responses. Reducing minimum instream 
flows under Decision 1610 is addressed in the Draft EIR Chapter 5.0, 
Cumulative Analysis which concludes that recreational and water quality 
impacts associated with the Estuary Management Project, considered in 
conjunction with foreseeable effects associated with lowering flows, could 
result in cumulatively considerable impacts. The Draft EIR reviews and 
discloses potential impacts to water quality associated with implementation of 
the Estuary Management Project (Section 4.3, Water Quality). 

NA_ZimmeD-6 For a discussion of water quality, and analysis of best available data, please refer 
to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

NA_ZimmeD-7 As stated in Impact 4.3.3, Estuary Management Project implementation would 
not alter water quality inputs for bacteria or nutrients into the Estuary. 
Additionally the Water Agency does not have the authority to control inputs 
from other discharges. Refer to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 



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

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-416 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

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

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-419 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Marilyn Zimmerman, February 4, 2011 

NA_ZimmeM-1 Refer to response to comment NA_ZimmeD-1. 

NA_ZimmeM-2 Refer to response to comment NA_ZimmeD-2. 

NA_ZimmeM-3 Refer to response to comment NA_ZimmeD-3. 

NA_ZimmeM-4 Refer to response to comment NA_ZimmeD-4. 

NA_ZimmeM-5 Refer to response to comment NA_ZimmeD-5. 

NA_ZimmeM-6 Refer to response to comment NA_ZimmeD-6. 

NA_ZimmeM-7 Refer to response to comment NA_ZimmeD-7. 

NA_ZimmeM-8 Refer to response to comment NA_ZimmeD-8. 

 



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

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-420 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 
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3. Responses to Comments 
3.3 Responses to Individuals (No Affiliation) Comments 

Russian River Estuary Management Project 3.3-422 ESA / 207734.01 
Final Environmental Impact Report July 2011 

Shula Zuckerman, January 13, 2011 

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

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

NA_Zucke-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_Zucke-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_Zucke-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_Zucke-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_Zucke-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_Zucke-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_Zucke-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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