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October 18, 2005

Mr. Carl Wilcox

Habitat Conservation Manager

California Department of Fish and Game

7329 Silverado Trail

Napa, CA 94558


RE:
Napa Plant Site Restoration Project, Environmental Scoping 

Dear Mr. Wilcox:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the salt pond restoration project proposed for 1,400 acres in southern Napa County, and the associated Environmental Impact Report (EIR).  The Napa County Board of Supervisors commends the goal of habitat restoration, and offers the following comments and concerns:

· The project site is in the immediate proximity of Napa County Airport and the EIR should identify and mitigate all potential conflicts inherent in this physical relationship, including any potential short and long-term increases in bird activity near the airport.   
· The project EIR should consider project revisions or mitigation to address any impacts to the goals and objectives outlined in the Airport Master Plan, which includes the extension of runways and taxiways, improvement of a runway safety area, construction of perimeter security fencing, acquiring property for a runway protection zone (RPZ) and improving access over Fagan Creek.
· The project site falls within Zones B, C, and D of the County’s Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. Thus the EIR should address the project’s consistency with the plan.  When a Draft EIR has been prepared, we request that you submit the proposed project to the Airport Land Use Commission for review.
· The project site is principally designated as Agriculture, Watershed & Open Space (AWOS) in the Napa County General Plan and the EIR should address the project’s consistency with the plan.

· The proposed project should be designed to avoid precluding potential activities and/or future improvements in the vicinity (such as those identified in the above mentioned plans), and the EIR should assess effects on these potential activities/improvements, including (a) agricultural uses; (b) use of recycled water for irrigation; and (c) boating and ferry service on the Napa River. 
· The project EIR and alternatives analysis should consider the opportunity for connectivity of regional trail networks planned in the area, including possible support for linkages between the City of American Canyon and the City of Napa.
· The EIR should fully assess potential impacts to erosion, sedimentation, and water quality, and discuss the project’s relationship to the Regional Water Quality Control Board’s ongoing Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) process intended to improve the beneficial uses of the Napa River.

· The EIR should fully assess potential impacts related to flooding in relation to FEMA Flood Maps of the area.  
· The Army Corps of Engineers and the Napa County Flood Control and Water Conservation District have found it in the public interest to dredge the Napa River periodically to maintain navigation channels, and in the future to maintain the 100 year flood control capacity of the flood control project currently under construction within the City of Napa.  Two existing dredge disposal sites have been removed due to the construction of flood plain terraces for the above mentioned flood control project.  The EIR should consider the potential of the two agencies being allowed to place dredge spoils from the Napa River in Ponds 9 and 10 (the area north of the railroad) to create uplands at the end of the runway as partial mitigation for the impacts of increased bird activity in the vicinity of the airport.   
· The EIR should identify all required approval actions by local, State, and federal agencies, and identify the federal agency acting as the lead under the National Environmental Policy Act. 
· It is known that continued State level funding for Resources Agency programs and the Department of Fish and Game in particular has been unreliable as of late. The EIR must address need and impact of funding availability to support the completion, management and long-term maintenance of the Napa Plant Site.
· Finally, we encourage your agency to invite the State Department of Transportation (Caltrans) to participate in the proposed restoration effort as mitigation for future improvements to State Route 37 to the south.

Please contact Bob Peterson, Director of Public Works at (707) 253-4351 or Hillary Gitelman, the Director of Conservation, Development and Planning at (707) 253-4805 if you have questions regarding these comments.  Future correspondence should be addressed to Mr. Peterson and Ms. Gitelman at Napa County, 1195 Third Street, Napa, California 94559.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Diane Dillon, Chair

Napa County Board of Supervisors

pc:
Bijan Sartipi, Caltrans District 4
Nancy Watt, Napa County Executive Officer



Bob Peterson, Napa County Director of Public Works


Patrick Lowe, Napa County Deputy Director, CDPD Conservation Division



