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• All buildings constructed within a coastal high hazard area, (any of the "V" Flood Zones
as delineated on the FIRM), must be elevated on pilings and columns, so that the lowest
horizontal structural member, (excluding the pilings and columns), is elevated to or above
the base flood elevation level. In addition, the posts and pilings foundation and the
structure attached thereto, is anchored to resist flotation, collapse and lateral movement
due to the effects of wind and water loads acting simultaneously on all building
components.

• Upon completion of any development that changes existing Special Flood Hazard Areas,
the NFIP directs all participating communities to submit the appropriate hydrologic and
hydraulic data to FEMA for a FIRM revision. In accordance with 44 CFR, Section 65.3,
as soon as practicable, but not later than six months after such data becomes available, a
community shall notify FEMA of the changes by submitting technical data for a flood
map revision. To obtain copies ofFEMA's Flood Map Revision Application Packages,
please refer to the FEMA website at http://www.fema.gov/business/nfip/forms.shtm.

Please Note:

Many NFIP participating communities have adopted floodplain management building
requirements which are more restrictive than the minimum federal standards described in 44
CFR. Please contact the local community's floodplain manager for more information on local
floodplain management building requirements. The Santa Rosa floodplain manager can be
reached by calling Michael Whitaker, Chief Building Official, at (707) 543-3234. The Sonoma
County floodplain manager can be reached by calling Phillip Demery, Director of Public Works,
at (707) 565-2231.

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to call Michael Hornick of the
Mitigation staff at (510) 627-7260.

Sincerely,

~~,.. """',,'\>.~~ .. \. c=.••...•\i;:;'·~~,_"",

Gregor Blackburn, CFM, Branch Chief
Floodplain Management and Insurance Branch

cc:
Michael Whitaker, Chief Building Official, City of Santa Rosa
Phillip Demery, Director of Public Works, Sonoma County
Ray Lee, State of California, Department of Water Resources, Central District
Michael Hornick, Floodplanner, CFM, DHS/FEMA Region IX
Alessandro Amaglio, Enviromnental Officer, DHSIFEMA Region IX

www.fema.gov
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MARK BHORTON, MD, MSPH

Director

State of California-Health and Human Services Agency

California Department of Public Health
DRINKING WATER FIELD OPERATIONS BRANCH

50 DSTREET, SUITE 200, SANTA ROSA, CA 95404
PHONE: (707) 576-21451 FAX: (707) 576-2722

INTERNET ADDRESS: www.cdph.ca.gov ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER
Governor
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System No. 4990004

Mr. Glen Wright
City of Santa Rosa
69 Stony Circle
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

AECEMVEIO
CfTY OF SANTA ROSA

Ml%Y 0 12008

UTILITIES DEPARTMENT

RE: SEASONAL STORAGE PROJECT DRAHENVIRONMENTALiMPACT
REPORT (SCH No. 2002072046)

Dear Mr. Wright:

The California Department of Public Health (CDPH) is in receipt of the Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the Santa Rosa Incremental Recycled Water Program
- Seasonal Storage Project.

Section 6031 O(b), Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations requires that no
impoundment of disinfected tertiary recycled watE3f shall ,occur within 100 feet of
any domestic water supply well. ".

The City of Santa Rosa must ensure that the location of the ponds chosen for the
Seasonal Storage Project comply with the 100-foot separation required in Section
60310(b).

If you have any questions about this letter, please contact Ms. Marianne Watada at
(707) 576-2076 or me at (707) 576-2006.

Sincerely,

Q~ JJ. f1Jt-,
J i" M. Oakley, P.E. c.::r­

ana a District Engineer
D' Ing Water Field Operations Branch

CC: Cathy Goodwin, 5550 Skylane Boulevard, SujteA, Santa Rosa, CA 95403

4990004/Recycled Water
070429DraftEIRComments/JMO
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Linda S. Adams
Secretaryfor

Environmental Protection

MAY 27 ZOOS

State Water Resources Control Board
Oivision of Financial Assistance

1001 I Street· Sacramento. California 95814· (916) 341-5700 FAX (916) 341-5707
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 944212· Sacramento, California· 94244·2120

Internet Address: http://www.waterboards.ca.gov
Arnold Schwarzenegger

Governor

Mr. Glen Wright
Season Storage
City of Santa Rosa
69 Stony Circle
Santa Rosa, CA, 95401

Dear Mr. Glen Wright:

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIR) FOR CITY OF SANTA ROSA (CITY);
SEASONAL STORAGE PROJECT (PROJECT); STATE CLEARINGHOUSE (SCH) NO. 2002072046

Thank you for the opportunity to review the above document. We understand that the City is pursuing
a State Revolving Fund (SRF) for this Project. State Water Resources Control Board (State Water
Board) staff has reviewed the DEIR and has several specific comments. As a funding agency and a
State agency with jurisdiction by law to preserve, enhance, and restore the quality of California's
water resources, the State Water Board is providing the folloWing comments on the environmental
document prepared for the Project.

Following the public review period and development of the final EIR, please send us a copy of: (1) a
Resolution certifying the final EIR and making California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) findings,
including a Statement of Overriding Considerations for Identified Significant and Unavoidable
Environmental Impacts, (2) all comments received during the review period and the City's responses
to those comments, and (3) the Notice of Determination filed with the Governor's Office of Planning
and Research applicable to the Project. In addition, we would appreciate notices of any hearings or
meetings held regarding environmental review of any SRF projects.

SRF funds are partially funded by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), and require
additional "CEQA-Plus" environmental documentation and review. The State Water Board is required
to consult directly with agencies responsible for implementing federal environmental laws and
regulations.

Note that SRF funded projects are subject to provisions of the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA)
and must obtain Section 7 clearance from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) prior to a
funding commitment. Please be advised that the State Water Board will consult with USFWS
regarding all federal special status species the Project has the potential to impact.

In addition, SRF projects must comply with federal laws pertaining to CUltural resources, specifically
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. If the City has any questions regarding the
Section 106 process please contact the State Water Board's Cultural Resources Officer,
Ms. Cookie Him, at (916) 341-5690.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Following are my specific comments on the DEIR:

1. On page 2-45 the DEIR states "If significant cumulative impacts are identified, mitigation is
recommended." Recommended is a suggestive word, which implies action is proposed rather
than implemented. Please correct wording regarding significant cumulative impacts.

2. Page 3-62 states "An artificial roost may be constructed and installed within the general Vicinity
of the existing roost site prior to demolition of the existing roost. Materials from the existing
roost should be incorporated into the artificial roost." To be consistent with CEQA terminology,
please change "may" and "should" to "shall" or "must" since "shall" or "must" identifies a
mandatory element. For more information on CEQA terminology refer to CEQA guidelines
(Article 1, Section 15005). Please correct this terminology where appropriate for all mitigation
listed in the DEIR.

3. Impact 2.2 on page 4.2-10 states "The Pump Station at the KF1, KF2, BF1, BF2, and AF sites
would be located in land that is under the Williamson Act contract, and thus no conflicts with
Williamson Act contracts would occur." Please c1airify Why there will be no impact to
Williamson Act contracts if the Pump Station will be located on Williamson Act contracted land.

4. Endemic to California, in 1991, Limnanthes vinculans (Sebastopol meadowfoam) was listed as
a federally endangered species by USFWS. Page 4.8-32 for BF1 site states "Sebastopol
meadowfoam is present in a swale that is located approximatly 85 feet from the Northern
corner of the site, which includes temporarily impacted boundary of the site." Sebastopol is
also cited as possibly occuring at KF1, KF2, BF2, and AF sites. Page 4.8-25 states "a loss of
20 percent of known populations was considered to be high enough to potentially jeopardize
the continued existence of that species in the geographic region." Please explain what
percentage of Sebastapol meadowfoam will be impacted by site BF1, and include in the final
EIR findings in regards to Sebastopol meadowfoam being located in other alternative sites.

5. Page 4.8-30 states "The entire 61-acre permanent impact area for the SSP at the KF1 site is
located within 1.3 miles of known breeding sites for California tiger salamanders and therefore
is considered terrestrial habitat for this species ... a 662-acre area of which a minimum of 350
contiguous acres are to be set aside for the conservation of California tiger salamanders per
Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy." Yet on page 4.8-35 the DEIR states "if 350
contiguous acres can not be preserved, then the preserve would require 450 non-contiguous
acres." Page 4.8-30 and page 4.8-35 contradict each other, because page 4.8-30 calls for a
minumum of 350 contiguous acres and, it contains no statement for an exception if 350
contiguous acres cannot be obtained. Please correct this contradiction, and explain if the area
set aside for the California tiger salamander conservation is as well suited for salamander
populations, breeding, and survival of young at the KF1 site currently provides.

6. Page 4.8-35 states "Impacts to listed plants and California tiger salamander would be
mitigated according to terms of the Santa Rosa Conservation Strategy (USFWS 2005)."
Please include in the final EIR the terms of the Santa Rosa Conservation Strategy that will be
implemented to mitigate impacts to the listed plants and the California tiger salamander.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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7. For SRF funding the State Water Board is required to consult directly with agencies
responsible for implementing federal environmental laws and regulations. When the City has
prepared its findings on Sebastopol meadowfoam and has determined that consultation is
required, please contact State Water Board staff to initiate consultation with the required
federal agency.

8. Page 6-9 states "On March 4, 2004, the City and BPU issued statement of overriding
considerations in accordance with Public Resources Code section 21081 (b) for the identified
significant and unavoidable impacts as part of their certification of the IRWP Program EIR and
Addendum and approval of the Preferred Program." According to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15093(b), "When the lead agency approves a project that will result in the occurrence
of significant effects which are identified in the final EIR but are not avoided or substantially
lessened, the agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to support its actions based on
the final EIR." If the City decides to certify the EIR and approve the Project, please include a
Statement of Overriding Considerations for the proposed Project for each significant and
unavoidable impact that addresses specific reasons why the City will approve the Project even
though significant and unavoidable impacts will remain, and provide substantial evidence to
support your reasons.

Significant and unavoidable impacts for the Project were identified for the following areas:

a. Agriculture
b. Surface Water Quality
c. Transportation
d. Air Quality
e. Noise
f. Cultural Resources
g. Visual Resources

Thank you once again for the opportunity to review the City's DEIR. If you have any questions or
concerns, please feel free to contact me at (916) 341-7388 or by email at
PThaler@waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Parker Thaler
Technical Environmental Assistant

cc: State Clearinghouse
(Re: SCH No. 2002072046)
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

California Environmental Protection Agency
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