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H_Water-1 The Draft EIR Chapter 2.0, Project Description, explains the proposed lagoon 
outlet channel will be created in the beach management zone, the area north of 
the jetty where current artificial breaching is conducted, and will avoid the area 
by the jetty. 

H_Water-2 The Estuary Management Project effect on seepage through the barrier beach is 
addressed in Draft EIR Section 4.2, Hydrology and Flooding. 

H_Water-3 The study of jetty removal is included in Draft EIR Chapter 6.0, Alternatives 
Analysis. For additional discussion, refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives 
Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

H_Water-4 The potential impact related to tsunami is included in the Draft EIR Chapter 4.2, 
Hydrology and Flooding, Impact 4.2.3. Sea level rise is addressed in Draft EIR 
Section 4.2, Hydrology and Flooding, and Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Analysis, 
page 5-2.  

H_Water-5 This comment is a statement and does not affect the environmental analysis in 
the Draft EIR; no revisions or text changes in the Final EIR are required. 

H_Water-6 Refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

H_Sukov-1 The Public Policy Facilitating Committee (PPFC) meeting was held on 
December 13, 2010. The Draft EIR had not yet been released for public comment 
at the time of the meeting, nor was it a public hearing to obtain comments on the 
Draft EIR. The transcripts for the PPFC meetings are publicly available via the 
Water Agency website: www.sonomacountywater.org/RRIFR. 

H_Sukov-2 This response clarifies that the commenter attended the scoping meeting for 
Estuary Management Project at the Jenner Community Center on May 19, 2010, 
and not the scoping meeting on May 20, 2010 at the Sonoma County Permit and 
Resource Management Department meeting room. The other scoping meetings 
referenced in the comment were for a different project.  

H_Sukov-3 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. 

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 
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providing enhanced rearing habitat for juvenile salmonids within the Russian River 
Estuary and minimizing flood hazards. 

H_Sukov-4 Please refer to response to comment NA_Sukov-16.  

H_Adelm-1 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.  

H_Adelm-2 Please refer to response to comments G_DOW-6 and G_RRWPC-25. 

H_Adelm-3 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. 

H_Adelm-4 This response acknowledges the photo report submitted during the Notice of 
Preparation scoping period.  

H_Adelm-5 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. Draft EIR Section 4.2, Impact 4.4.2 includes an 
analysis of flooding impacts to property and infrastructure. 

H_Adelm-6 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. For a discussion on water quality, include 
nutrients, Ludwigia and algal blooms, refer to Master Response 2.4, Water 
Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Adelm-7 Draft EIR Chapter 3.0, Project Background and Environmental Setting, provides 
environmental setting/existing conditions information based on best available 
data. For a discussion regarding mitigation, refer to Master Response 2.6, 
Recreational Impacts, Socioeconomic Impacts and Mitigation Feasibility, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Adelm-8 Refer to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for a discussion related to the Estuary Management Project impact to 
water quality. Under CEQA, baseline conditions are considered the physical 
conditions at the time of the Notice of Preparation. The Draft EIR concludes that 
there is a potentially significant and unavoidable impact associated with bacteria 
levels in the Estuary during the lagoon management period.  
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H_Adelm-9 Refer to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses, for discussion of potential effects to water quality and secondary 
effects related to algae blooms.  

H_Adelm-10 Potential changes in water temperature are addressed in Draft EIR Section 4.3, 
Impact 4.3.2. For additional discussion, refer to Master Response 2.4, Water 
Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

H_Adelm-11 Potential change in dissolved oxygen is addressed in Draft EIR Section 4.3, 
Impact 4.3.2. For additional discussion, refer to Master Response 2.4, Water 
Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

H_Adelm-12 No response or text revisions are necessary.  

H_Adelm-13 For a discussion of Draft EIR’s characterization of existing water quality 
conditions in the Estuary and impacts analyzed in the Draft EIR, refer to Draft 
EIR Chapter 3.0, Project Background and Environmental Setting, and Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. For a 
discussion of adequacy of the EIR analysis, refer to Master Response 2.7, 
CEQA Statutes: Adequacy of EIR Analysis, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
As the comment does not specify any particular use of that term in the Draft EIR, 
a specific response is not possible.  

H_Hardy-1 The Draft EIR recognizes a variety of aquatic and terrestrial species rely on 
estuarine habitat for some or all of their life phases. Draft EIR Section 4.5, 
Fisheries, includes analysis of other non-protected aquatic species, including 
Dungeness crab. Draft EIR evaluated the potential impacts on pinnipeds 
occupying the beach haulout site. For this assessment, refer to Impact 4.4.1, 
Special-Status Plant and Animal Species, Marine Mammals, on page 4.4-69. 
Additionally, the Draft EIR evaluated the potential impacts on pinnipeds 
occupying the beach haulout site, as well as haulouts located within the mainstem 
of the Russian River Estuary. For this assessment, refer to Impact 4.4.8, 
Protected Marine Mammals, on page 4.4-79. Refer to response to comment 
NA_Burge-8 for a discussion of other common fish species in the Estuary. 

H_Hardy-2 This response acknowledges the commenter’s concern for scope of authority of 
the Endangered Species Act.  

H_Hardy-3 The Draft EIR is prepared in accordance with CEQA and provides an analysis of 
potential project-related environmental impacts analyzed under the CEQA 
Guidelines criteria.  

H_Jelli-1 Refer to response to comment H_Hardy-1 for information about the range of 
aquatic and terrestrial species addressed in the Draft EIR.  
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H_Jelli-2 Water Agency activities conform to the conditions and monitoring measures 
established in the NMFS IHA 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 in Impact 4.4.1. The Estuary Management Project will require an IHA from 
NMFS and will incorporate the same conditions and monitoring measures. 
Mitigation Measure 4.4.8 details an adaptive monitoring plan that will be 
implemented in compliance with the NMFS IHA. Conditions are established in 
the IHA to avoid and minimize effects to harbor seals and their haulout, and all 
activities associated with Estuary management are subject to these conditions. 
The Draft EIR considered the IHA, drafted by government scientists and 
regulators with the responsibility of species protection, represents a reasonable 
approach for mitigating impacts and its provisions were consequently adopted. 
Under this adaptive monitoring plan, seal counts will continue to be conducted at 
the Jenner haulout and nearby coastal and river haulouts. If monitoring indicates 
decreases in overall use at the Jenner haulout are correlated with increases in use 
at the three closest haulouts, the Water Agency will consult with NMFS and 
CDFG to alter the Estuary Management Plan such that the haulout site is 
maintained as a resource. The IHA does not allow long-term harassment or 
alteration of habitat conditions that would contribute to abandonment of the 
Jenner haulout. The IHA, drafted by government scientists and regulators with 
the responsibility of species protection, represents a reasonable approach for 
mitigating impacts and its provisions were consequently adopted, recognizing the 
criteria listed by the comment. 

H_DeIon-1 This response acknowledges the commenter’s position.  

H_DeIon-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 
Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion Elements, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

H_DeIon-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. 

H_DeIon-4 The Draft EIR does not address impacts to swimming because the Estuary 
Management Project will not eliminate swimming opportunities available in the 
Russian River. 

H_DeIon-5 The Estuary Management Project is intended to balance all interests on the 
Russian River.  

H_DeIon-6 Draft EIR considered potential impacts to quality of the river from an 
environmental resource perspective, and analyzed a range of resources including 
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geology, hydrology, water quality, biological resources, fisheries, land use, 
recreation, cultural resources, noise, air quality, hazards and hazardous materials, 
public services and utilities, and aesthetics. 

H_Copes-1 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. 

H_Copes-2 The Alternatives Analysis in Chapter 6.0 of the Draft EIR includes an Alternative 
Flood Management alternative to the Estuary Management Project. For 
additional discussion, refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Copes-3 Comment asserts all EIRs and studies should be considered in one environmental 
document. Refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Copes-4 The Draft EIR provides analysis and disclosure of potential environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed project. Analysis of other issues within the Russian 
River watershed, including those listed by the commenter, 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.  

H_Copes-5 The Estuary Management Project does not include a specific component for jetty 
removal. As described in Draft EIR Chapter 6.0, Alternatives Analysis, the Water 
Agency does not own, maintain, operate, or have jurisdiction over the jetty 
structure, and is therefore not authorized to make policy decisions for action to 
remove the jetty. However, the Water Agency is required by the Russian River 
Biological Opinion to develop a jetty study plan to analyze the effects of the 
Russian River Estuary 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. 

H_Frey-1 Recreational resources, including surfing and river beach access are addressed in 
the analysis provided in Draft EIR Section 4.7, Recreation. For additional 
information, refer to Master Response 2.6, Recreational Impacts, 
Socioeconomic Impacts and Mitigation Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 
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H_Frey-2 For additional information about California Coastal Act policies, refer to Master 
Response 2.6, Recreational Impacts, Socioeconomic Impacts and Mitigation 
Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Frey-3 For a discussion regarding mitigation and compliance with a mitigation program, 
refer to Master Response 2.6, Recreational Impacts, Socioeconomic Impacts 
and Mitigation Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

H_Frey-4 For discussion regarding the public process, refer to Master Response 2.8, 
Public Participation, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Frey-5 The Draft EIR Section 4.3, Water Quality, provides the best available 
information as the baseline for the water quality analysis. Refer to Master 
Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 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. 

H_Frey-6 The Estuary Management Project does not include a specific component for jetty 
removal. As described in Draft EIR Chapter 6.0, Alternatives Analysis, the Water 
Agency does not own, maintain, operate, or have jurisdiction over the jetty 
structure, and is therefore not authorized to make policy decisions for action to 
remove the jetty. However, the Water Agency is required by the Russian River 
Biological Opinion to develop a jetty study plan to analyze the effects of the 
Russian River Estuary 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, and Master Response 2.2, 
Project Description and Impact Areas, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Frey-7 Refer to Master Response 2.2, Project Description and Impact Areas and 
Scope of Analysis, and Master Response 2.3, Project Objectives and 
Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Hanso-1 No revision or text changes necessary. This response assumes the comment refers 
to the 2010 implementation of the lagoon outlet channel. 

H_Hanso-2 The relevant resource analyses in the Draft EIR, Chapter 4.0 Environmental 
Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures, include a discussion of impacts 
associated with lagoon outlet channel creation. The proposed Estuary 
Management Project is intended to relieve some of the impacts associated with 
artificial breaching. With respect to the jetty that prevents a wide beachfront must 
be removed. The Jetty Removal Alternative is identified and evaluated in 
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Draft EIR Chapter 6.0, Alternatives Analysis. For a discussion of the range of 
alternatives, refer to Master Response 2.5, Alternatives Analysis, in 
Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Hanso-3 Comment asserts low flow should not be implemented to provide Flood 
management. Refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

H_Hanso-4 Comment supports jetty removal to avoid impacts to water quality and 
recreational uses. Environmental tradeoffs among alternatives are explained in 
Draft EIR Chapter 6.0, Alternatives Analysis. 

H_Hanso-5 Refer to Master Response 2.1, Relationship to Other Biological Opinion 
Elements, and Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, Master 
Responses. 

H_Hanso-6 This response acknowledges the commenter’s position.   

H_Yeate-1 Comment regarding public process. For a summary of process requirements 
under CEQA, refer to Draft EIR Chapter 1.0, Introduction. Refer also to Master 
Response 2.8, Public Review Process, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 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 1.0, Introduction, and 
include providing enhanced rearing habitat for juvenile salmonids within the 
Russian River Estuary and minimizing flood hazard.  

H_Yeate-2 Please refer to Master Response 2.8, Public Participation, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. No response or text changes are required.  

H_Yeate-3 This response assumes this comment is directed toward the public presentation, 
not the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR includes all CEQA-required environmental 
analyses, assessment methodology, conclusions, and mitigation. Refer also to 
Master Response 2.6, Recreational Impacts, Socioeconomic Impacts and 
Mitigation Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 

H_Yeate-4 The Draft EIR provides analysis and disclosure of potential environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed project. Analysis of other issues within the Russian 
River watershed, including those listed by the commenter, 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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H_Yeate-5 Refer to Draft EIR Chapter 1.0, Introduction, page 1-3 for the purpose of the 
project. Refer to responses to comments H_Yeate-1, H_Yeate-2, and H-Yeate-4. 

H_Yeate-6 The Draft EIR provides analysis and disclosure of potential environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed project. Analysis of other issues within the Russian 
River watershed, including those listed by the commenter, 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. 

H_Yeate-7 The slides the commenter refers to are included in graphics Figure 2-7 
(page 2-17) and Figure 2-8 (page 2-18) in Draft EIR Chapter 2.0, Project 
Description. The Draft EIR Figure 2-9 (page 2-20) includes photographs of the 
July 2010 outlet channel implementation. Suggests future presentations discuss if 
outlet channel implementation worked. 

H_Furch-1 The Estuary Management Project is intended to achieve the objectives defined in 
the Draft EIR Chapter 1.0, Introduction, page 1-3. Refer to Master 
Response 2.3, Project Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master Responses.  

H_Furch-2 Please refer to Master Response 2. 1, Relationship to Other Biological 
Opinion Elements, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. Similarly, the project 
does not control or contribute to pollution sources. For additional water quality 
information, refer to Master Response 2.4, Water Quality, in Chapter 2, 
Master Responses. 

H_Furch-3 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. For a discussion regarding project feasibility, please refer to Master 
Response 2.3, Project Feasibility, in Chapter 2, Master Responses. 
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