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http://www.epa.gov/owow/nps/lid/stormwater _hg/

http:i{sustainab]esites.orqf

A Review of Low Impact Development Policies: Removing Institutional Barriers to Adoption:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lid/docs/ca lid policy review.pdf

Storm Water Resources:

The CASQA Construction BMP manual:
http://www.cabmphandbooks.com/Construction.asp

This is our MS4 website that has storm water and LID links:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/northcoast/water issues/hot topics/santa_rosa ms4 npdes stormwater

permit/

State Water Board Storm Water Program:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/stormwater/

Erase the Waste Campaign — California Storm Water Toolbox:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/outreach/erase waste/

State Water Board Storm Water Grant Program:
http:/iwww.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/grants loans/prop84/index.shtml

The San Francisco Regional Water Board storm water website:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/sanfranciscobay/water issues/programs/stormwater/avail docs.shtml|

EPA Storm Water Program:
http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/home.cfim?program_id=6

Federal Funding Sources for Watershed Protection:
http://cfpub.epa.gov/fedfund/

California Stormwater Quality Association:
http://www.casga.ora/

Stormwater Manager's Resource Center:
http://www.stormwatercenter.net/

Post Construction BMPs:
http://iwww.stormwaterauthority.org/library/library.aspx?id=190

For more information, piease contact Mona Dougherty at mdougherty@waterboards.ca.gov.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR

Letter B

Response B-1:

Response B-2:
Response B-3:
Response B-4:

Response B-5:

Response B-6:

John Short, California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Comment noted. The impaired status of these waterways is identified on
Draft EIR page 4.8-5 and 4.8-6.

The commenter is referred to Response to Comment B-1.
The commenter is referred to Response to Comment B-1.
The commenter is referred to Response to Comment B-1.

Comment noted. The commenter is referred to Draft EIR page 4.4-16
second paragraph, underneath the heading “State Definition of Covered
Waters.” The following textual additions are made to Draft EIR Section 4.4
to address the Regional Water Quality Control Board’s comments
concerning jurisdictional waters of the state.

. Draft EIR page 4.4-29, the following changes are made to the first
paragraph:

“Implementation of the proposed 2009 CTP may result in the loss of
jurisdictional waters of the state and waters of the U.S., including
wetlands.”

. Draft EIR page 4.4-29, the following additions are made to the
fourth paragraph:

“As described further above, Sonoma County and incorporated
city general plans include numerous policies that regulate
biological resource issues that are relevant to the 2009 CTP.
Applicable goals, policies, and implementation programs from
these general plans would assist in reducing any potential
biological impacts to waters of the U.S. Additional mitigation
measures are proposed below to further protect and minimize
impacts to waters of the U.S._The Regional Water Board has
jurisdiction over surface waters, groundwater and wetlands, and
has jurisdictional authority over any projects which may impact
surface waters, groundwater and wetlands.”

The following textual additions are made to Draft EIR Section 4.7 to
address RWQCB’s comments concerning coordination with appropriate
agencies.

. Draft EIR page 4.7-15, Mitigation Measure 4.7-3 the following
changes are made :

“Subsequent projects under the CTP shall consult all known
databases of contaminated sites and undertake a Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment or other appropriate hazard
assessment in the process of planning, environmental clearance,
and construction for projects included in the 2009 CTP. Prior to

Sonoma County Transportation Authority 2009 Comprehensive Transportation Plan

October 2009

Final Environmental Impact Report
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR

development on or near active cleanup sites, the project
proponent shall coordinate with all appropriate agencies.”

Response B-7: The Draft EIR does not include a Mitigation Measure 4-3. Assuming the
commenter meant Mitigation Measure 4.4-1b should be revised, the
suggested revisions are made to Mitigation Measure 4.4-1b. It should be
noted that this EIR addresses overall implementation of the proposed
Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) at a programmatic level of
detail as provided under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and is not
anticipated to full environmental review for all subsequent transportation
improvements under the CTP. Subsequent project-level environmental
review will likely be required for projects that impact waterways.

. Draft EIR page 4.4-25, Mitigation Measure 4.4-1b, fourth bullet is
deleted and replaced with the following text:

— POl hods.| I e fict

- Individual projects  will avoid the use of in-water
construction methods in all state of federally jurisdictional
surface waters, where feasible.”

Response B-8: The EIR addresses overall implementation of the proposed CTP at a
programmatic level of detail as provided under State CEQA Guidelines
Section 15168 and is not anticipated to perform full environmental review
for all subsequent transportation improvements under the CTP.
Subsequent project-level environmental review will likely be required for
projects that impact waterways. Nevertheless, the BMP’s are not an
exhaustive list of required pollution prevention practices, rather the Draft
EIR describes the types of measures that will be required to be included in
project specific SWPPPs and other water quality protection measures.

Response B-9: EIR addresses overall implementation of the proposed Comprehensive
Transportation Plan (CTP) at a programmatic level of detail as provided
under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and is not anticipated to full
environmental review for all subsequent transportation improvements
under the CTP. Subsequent project-level environmental review will likely
be required for projects that impact waterways. The following changes
are made:

. Draft EIR page 4.8-16, Mitigation Measure 4.8-1a, first bullet is
revised and replaced with the following text:

“BMP | £ I bed_al hall_be_|

BMPs shall be in place and operational prior to any construction
activities. Post-construction BMPs shall be in place prior to the
commencement of any work within the vicinity of waters of the
state.”

2009 Comprehensive Transportation Plan Sonoma Comprehensive Transportation Authority
Final Environmental Impact Report October 2009
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR

Response B-10: The EIR addresses overall implementation of the proposed CTP at a
programmatic level of detail as provided under State CEQA Guidelines
Section 15168 and is not anticipated to full environmental review for all
subsequent transportation improvements under the CTP. Subsequent
project-level environmental review will likely be required for projects that
impact waterways. Nevertheless, guidance and preventative measures
similar to those recommended and as required by law, will be followed to
ensure compliance with all applicable State CEQA Guidelines.
Additionally, the following text will be added as MM 4.8-1e.

) Draft EIR page 4.8-16, is revised to include Mitigation Measure 4.8-
le as follows:

“Mitigation Measure 4.8-1e: Where specific projects are located
within or adjacent to a water body that is under the jurisdiction of
the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the projects shall
implement the following measures:

¢ Include construction BMPs specifically targeted towards retaining
sediment onsite, preventing erosion of streambanks and pollution
from construction vehicles, and collecting and treating storm
water runoff onsite.

e Utilize staging areas for vehicles that are removed from riparian
areas and all construction should occur during the dry season. If
such measures cannot be taken, the individual project should be
required to analyze alternatives and provide mitigation measures
for adverse impacts.

e Where feasible, avoid the removal of riparian vegetation. If not
feasible, the individual project shall be required to demonstrate a
plan for revegetation including a post-construction _monitoring
plan to determine the success of revegetation efforts. Monitoring
and maintenance plans shall also be in place to ensure that
runoff treatment _mechanisms such as sediment basins or_silt
fences continue to function properly. Runoff from all areas of
new impervious surfaces should be mitigated for potential
impacts to receiving water quality and flow.

¢ Where feasible, specific projects shall incorporate Low Impact
Development techniques to implement Mitigation Measure 4.8-
le.”

Response B-11: The EIR addresses overall implementation of the proposed
Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) at a programmatic level of
detail as provided under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and is not
anticipated to full environmental review for all subsequent transportation
improvements under the CTP. Subsequent project-level environmental
review will likely be required for projects that impact waterways.
Nevertheless, guidance and preventative measures similar to those
recommended above and as required by law, will be followed to ensure
compliance with all applicable State CEQA Guidelines.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR

Response B-12:

Response B-13:

Response B-14:

Response B-15:

Response B-16:

Response B-17:

Response B-18:

Response B-19:

Response B-20:

Comment noted. The following text changes are made to the Draft EIR:

Draft EIR page 4.8-15, the following text change is made to the first
bullet, last sentence:

“MM 4.8-1la “Revegetation shall emphasize drought-tolerant
perennial- vegetation native vegetation.”

The mitigation measures provided in the Draft EIR include performance
standards to ensure mitigation of water quality impacts pursuant to State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a)(1)(B).

Comment noted. The EIR addresses overall implementation of the
proposed Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) at a programmatic
level of detail as provided under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168
and is not anticipated to full environmental review for all subsequent
transportation improvements under the CTP. Subsequent project-level
environmental review will likely be required for projects that impact
waterways. Nevertheless, the mitigation measures provided in the Draft
EIR provide clear performance standards that could require subsequent
projects to mitigate at greater than 1:1 mitigation ratios, on-site mitigation
and/or conservation easements depending on the extent of the wetlands
impact and site conditions.

A description of these regulatory permit/approval activities are provided
on Draft EIR pages 4.4-14 through -16.

Alteration of drainage patterns is addressed under Draft EIR Impact 4.8-3
on Draft EIR page 4.8-17, while water quality impacts are addressed under
Draft EIR Impact 4.8-1 on Draft EIR pages 4.8-14 through -16.

Water quality impacts are addressed under Draft EIR Impact 4.8-1 on Draft
EIR pages 4.8-14 through -16.

The EIR addresses overall implementation of the proposed
Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) at a programmatic level of
detail as provided under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and is not
anticipated to full environmental review for all subsequent transportation
improvements under the CTP. Subsequent project-level environmental
review will likely be required for projects that impact waterways and
water quality.

The commenter is referred to Response to Comment B-17 and B-18.

The commenter provides a summary of project permits that may be
required by the RWQCB. Comment noted.
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