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| 3.6.3 191
Estero Americano Calibration

page 35

The draft document is inadequate in that it acknowledges that insufficient data are
available upon which to base a calibration under bar-closed conditions, and then
fails to recognize that artificial opening of the bar at the Estero Americano is no
longer permitted. |

| page 55 192
The draft document is inadequate in that it assumes, with no substantiation, that
the incremental load of nitrogen to Americano Creek and Stemple Creek from
project irrigation will be removed by 33 and 93 acres of riparian corridor,
respectively. No justification for these arbitrary acreages is provided. |

| The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to incorporate in the baseline 193
assumptions for the Stemple Creek corridor the riparian restoration work and
watershed rehabilitation efforts already completed or being planned by groups such
as the Soil Conservation Service, Gold Ridge RCD, the Shrimp Club, and the
California Coastal Conservancy, within this watershed. |

[ 3.7.2 . 194
page 56
The assumption is made, but not documented, that both Esteros become nearly fresh
during high flow periods. This appears to be based on assumptions, not justified
with data, of total volume replacement times of 4 and 26 hours for the Estero de San
Antonio and Estero Ameticano, respectively. The Final EIR/EIS must substantiate
these unsubstantiated assumptions. |

| 1-12 195
Development of Evaluation Criteria for Potential Water Quality Impacts

3.0 Evaluation of Project Relative to Criteria
page 57

The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to recognize and propose
compliance methodologies with the relevant anti-degradation regulatory statutes. |

[ 321 196
Biostimulatory Substances
page 58
The project evaluation criterion is flawed for levels of allowable increase in
monthly average attached or planktonic chlorophyll. The draft document is
inadequate in that it fails to indicate how it arrives at a 10 percent decrease as a
“significant” threshold. |
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(3.3 — 197
Special Site Criteria

page 61

No effective mitigation measures are identified in the document for alteration of
water quality within the waters of the Gulf of the Farallones National Marine
Sanctuary, including the Estero de San Antonio and the Estero Americano. |

Appendix XIII

[L-2 198

Santa Rosa Subregional Long-Term Wastewater Project
Anadromous Fish Migration Study Program
1991-1994

The draft document is inadequate in that it covers oniy one project option at this
tevel of detail, and completely omits consideration of this type of information for
the South County and West County alternatives. The habitat survey, abundance
information, and survey of redds and spawning activity evidenced in this document
represents an unusual level of focus on one particular disposal option alternative.
Information of this nature, and to this level of detail, should be developed for the
water resources and waterways downstream of other proposed project options so
that a realistic comparison m

(L3 199
Memorandum June 13, 1994
Coho Salmon Listing

ESA implications of the National Marine Fisheries Service listing of the Coho
Salmon and the Steelhead on ail of the project alternatives need to be addressed in
detail and in a more up-tﬂatgﬁ.shi_o&l It appears probable that a listing of either of 200
these species as endangered by the federal government could render entire
alternatives evaluated in the DEIR/EIS irrelevant and unbuildable. The final
DEIR/EIS should explain project contingencies for listing prior to project selection,
and consider what the economic and retrofit implications for a particular project
element might be should the coho salmon or the Steelhead be listed under ESA

subsequent to construction and implementation of a particular project alternative.
|Presently-listed ESA species are not adequately considered in the DEIR/EIS (see 201

Attachment J).|
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[L4 “202
Aquatic Habitat Survey Results

21

page 2-3

The discussion of habitat types to be evaluated in the methodology described at 2.0
and 2.1 fails to identify estuarine habitats as a habitat type to be considered. |

| page 5 203

The Project Area Sensitive Species Table 1 recognizes the FE status of the Tidewater
Gaby, the California red-legged frog, and the California Freshwater Shrimp, but
followup discussions provide only anecdotal evidence of the presence or lack
thereof of any of these species in the project sites studied. For example, on page 11,
the document states that the California Freshwater Shrimp is believed to be
extirpated in the Americano Creek watershed, provides a citation from 1975, but
offers no more re i

[ page 11 204
Discussions of existing habitat conditions in the Draft EIR/EIS tend to focus
exclusively on observations by the preparer on what appear to be negative
conditions within the watershed. This bias undermines the objectivity of the
document. This trend continues throughout other site evaluations en the
following pages, including pp. 14 and 15, and represenis a bias on behalf of the
preparer. No mention of existing riparian restoration projects, clearly visible at
some of these sites, is made in

I page 12 _ 205
A number of Sensitive SPP are considered present or likely to be present at a
number of Americano and Stemple creek sites, but no consistent standard for
determination of significance thresholds is established. |

I L-5 206
Aquatic Life Survey Results

2.0 Methodology

page2

No evidence of a required take permit for the capture of the Tidewater Goby or
Syncaris Pacifica is provided by the researcher. This information must be provided
in the Final EIR/EIS|

l32 Aquatic Invertebrates 207
pageb
This section makes only a brief mention of Tributary 2 at the Two Rock site, still
23
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flowing when visited on August 21. Distinguishing this tributary, and correlating 207 (cont.)
Tributary 2 so that it can be identified by reviewers on Table 2 as a perennial year-
round stream, will be necessary in evaluating impacts in the Final EIR/EIS. |

L&
Evaluation of Bioaccumulation in Organisms Exposed to Reclaimed Water from the 208

Santa Rosa Subregiona! Water Reclamation System.

1.0 Summary

The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to consider additional loading of
various contaminants likely to occur as a result of increased utilization of the
expanded trea acity resulting from increased urban and industrial

ischargers. | Assumptions gained from evaluation of bioaccumulation 209

phenomenon in the Kelly Farm Demanstration Wetland are artificial, since this is a
constructed wetland and provides none of the range of natural conditions,
including salt to brackish to fresh water habitats, which would be found in the
Estero de San Antonio or the Estero Americano. Evidence from Kelly Farm
Demonstration Wetland is not transferable to assumptions about unrelated

conditions in natural wetlands or estuaries.

[ page1 210
The draft document is inadequate in that it acknowledges that a bioaccumulation
factor for copper of 3.5 was observed for crayfish but attempts to discount this
documented. bioaccumulation_by rationalizing it as a phenomenon which “can be
expected”. |The draft document also identifies bioaccumulation factors for zinc in 211
crayfish and mercury in crayfish and mosquitofish ranging from 0.56 to 1.24, and
discounts this information as not significant without further explanation.|The draft 212
dacument states that zinc concentration in mosquitofish was twice as high as that
measured in sediments, which suggests a possible accumulation, but makes no
conclusory statement from which a reviewer might attribate this level of zinc to a

particular metabolic pathway.]

| page7 213

The draft document is inadequate in that it states that increases in metals content of
the sediments in 1994 relative to 1991 were documented for arsenic and mercury, but
fails to connect this observation to wastewater, stating that the increase in the levels
was not attributable to wastewater since levels of arsenic and mercury did not
increase. This rationalization fails to recognize that perhaps the levels of arsenic
and mercury in the sediments of Kelly Farm Demonstration Wetland are
accumulating over time, and are therefore cumulative.|

l 15 214

State Mussel Watch Program Results
The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to explain why surveys found high
variability between stations within years. The document blames pesticide

24
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applications within the Laguna watershed as a likely source of pesticide application, 214(cont.)
but fails to determine whether such pesticide application may or may not be
connected with agricultural irrigation of crops using wastewater. |

4.2 215
Biological Sampling

page 9

The draft document is inadequate in that it states that metals (including aluminum)

in crayfish may be overestimated, but does not indicate a realistic reason why this

assumption is made. |

14.3.2 216
page 10

Exposure Pathways and Receptors

The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to provide any detailed explanation

of biomagnification and bioaccumulation as part of the exposure pathways and

receptors discussion,]

(43.3 217
Benchmark Values

page 10

The draft document is inadequate when it states that a lack of federal criteria for
sediment quality creates the need to use ar apparent effects threshold as a
benchmark for potential effects of sediment-sorbed contaminants on aquatic
organisms. EPA standards for discharge to an aquatic habitat {which the waste
stream fails to meet for Cu) should be referenced at this point. |

| page 10 218
The draft document is inadequate in that it applies benchmark levels for effects on
terrestrial plants which were obtained from soil remediation criteria for parkland
and residential use, derived by the CCME. Remediation criteria are inappropriate
for benchmark use in this context, essentially providing the “dirtiest allowable”
baseline instead of the “cleanest possihle” i

['6.0 Comparison of 1994 Results with 1991 Resulis 219

6.1.1

Aluminum

page18

The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to assign the responsibility for the
greatly increased aluminum concentration in mosquitofish to any particular source,
stating only that the difference between years “may be genuine”.|

| page 19 220
The draft document is inadequate in that it does not explain the increase in arsenic

25
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found in the Kelly Farm Demonstration Wetland from 1991 to 1994. | 220 {cont.)
[ page21 221,

The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to assign the responsibility for the
increased chromium concentration in mosquitofish to any particular source. |

| page22 222
The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to assign the responsibility for the

increased lead concentration in mosquitofish and crayfish tissues to any particular

SOﬂl‘CQ.I

| page 23 223
The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to assign the responsibility for the
increased mercury concentration in sediments to any particular source. |

{ page 25 224
The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to assign the responsibility for the
increased silver concentration in all tissue types to any particular source.
Photographic and industrial sources should be identified as possible sources of this

increase.

[63 225
Summary of 1991 and 1994 Comparison

page 27
The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to assign the responsibility for the
increased levels of concentrations of aluminum, chromium, and lead in reclaimed

water from 1991 to 1994 to any potential source.|

| page 28 226
The draft document is inadequate in that it assigns the probable responsibility for
the increased levels of concentrations of arsenic and mercury in the sediments of
Kelly Farm Demonstration Wetlands to increased loading from wastewater, but fails
to suggest mitigation measures, such as source reduction, which might rectify this

increase.

| page2s 227
The draft document is inadequate in that it identifies silver and copper levels as
having increased in plant tissue between 1991 and 1994 but does not explain the

increase other than to state that it was not “likely” to be due to changes in reclaimed

| page 28 228
The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to assign the responsibility for the
increased levels of concentrations of aluminum in mesquitofish from 1991 to 1994,
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in gpite of an increase in the averare concentration in aluminum in reclaimed 228 (cont.)

water during the same period of time.

(7.0 229
Bioaccumulation

7.2

Aquatic Fauna

page 32
Bioaccumulation factors of 3.5 for copper in crayfish and 0.56 to 1.24 for zinc in
crayfish and mercury in crayfish and mosquitofish were identified, but not

explained. |

I page 36 230
The document states that there is not a trend toward bioaccumulation of metals, but

immediately contradicts itself by stating that copper is an exception to this statement.|

[9.3.1 231

page 53
Again, the document fails to explain the importance of significant exceptions to the
»no increase” statement, when aluminum, chromium, and copper show increased

levels in clam tissues.]

[ page 54 232
The draft document is inadequate in that it fails to suggest a source reduction
strategy for Lindane pesticide, thought to be the source of the elevated levels of

Gamma BHC. |

L7 233
Aquatic Biological Resources Impact Analysis Report

2.0 Evaluation Criteria
page2

The Draft EIR/EIS fails to consider the full range of evaluation criteria, limiting
itself instead only the determination of impact significance based on physical lineal
feet of stream impacted. This makes no adjustment or accommodation for the fact
that various segments of streams may have relatively more or less importance as
habitat for various aquatic organisms. Spawning gravels, deep pools, and undercut
banks each provide special habitat types of critical importance for selected species. |

| page3 234
The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in evaluating as sensitive species only those which

are identified as having some state or federal listing status. Other, endemic species
27
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native to that particular stream segment or watershed are not evaluated. Species 234 (cont.)
with pending federal Endangered Species Act listing are not considered as such,
including the Coho Salmon and the Steelhead (see Attachment J). |

[ page 4 235
The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in claiming that only the professional judgment of
the preparers need be considered as establishing the threshold percentages
considered in evaluating the relative importance of these habitat types within the
region of the project area. This is ambiguous and must be replaced with a more
objective criteria for evaluating thresholds of significance in the Final EIR/EIS.|

| page 4 236
2.2.2

Barriers to Movement

The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in claiming that zero barriers to migratory
movement are significant, and then failing to maintain this as an unmitigable
impact in subsequent conclusions reached by the document. |

i pages 4-5 237
223 '
Changes in Salinity
The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in failing to provide for effective mitigation
measures which can maintain the existing salinity regime of estuaries within the
Gulf of the Farallones National Marine Sanctuary (Estero Americano and Estero de
San Antonio). The impacts on the “few species adapted only to the brackish
environment” are not adequately identified and discussed. The document correctly
assumes that “the significant impact threshold for salinity change in the two
estuaries is 0 percent change”, but provides for no effective mitigation strategy.|

| page5 238
224
Changes in Stream Flow
The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in claiming that the main effect of any project
storage reservoir is to intercept flow. Other reservoir impacts on levels of ammonia,
dissolved oxygen, and hydrogen sulfide are identified elsewhere in the document,
but not effectively provided for in the mitigation strategies.|

| pageé . 239
The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in asserting that summer flows are generally much

more critical to aquatic life than are the wet season flows. Historic salmon
migrations have taken place in the affected West County watersheds and should be
taken into account in the Final EIR/EIS analysis. |
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[page 6 240
2.2.5 Stream Bed Alteration '

The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in failing to consider the need for a stream bed
alteration permit from the California Department of Fish and Game in constructing

project elements, such as stream bed crossings for pipelines. |

Ipage 10 241
4.0 Potential Impacts to Aquatic Habitat

4.1 Storage Reservoirs

4.1.1 West County

The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in that it erroneously states that no impacts would
be expected to result from the proposed dams acting as barriers to movements of
migratory fish for the Huntley, Two Rock, Bloomfield, or Valley Ford sites. This
assertion fails to take into account anecdotal evidence of prior stream conditions
and historic migratory use which might be restored. |

[ page 11 242
The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in claiming that the Carroll Road reservoir site is
the only site where spawning habitat loss reaches the threshold of significance. |

[page12 243

Operations and Maintenance

Streams

The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in claiming that only in cases where runoff causes

the reservair to fill beyond its capacity would impacts to aquatic habitats result from
increased streamflows. The Draft EIR/EIS assumes that only during such
infrequent events would overtopping of the spillway of a dam occur, but goes on to
admit that the frequency of such events has not been estimated. To discard such
events from consideration, without a discussion of their anticipated rate and
frequency, is not responsible. |

| page 12 244

The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in claiming that reservoir seepage could partially
offset the downstream flow reduction caused by the dams.
Elsewhere in the Draft EIR/EIS, it is claimed that reservoir seepage would be
recaptured and pumped back upstream into the reservoir. The Draft EIR/EIS is
inadequate in making two conflicting assertions at different points in the document.|

| page13 245
Esteros
The Draft EIR/EIS is inadequate in that it asserts that increases of up to 2.5 parts per
thousand (ppt} in salinity in the upper reach of the esteros during summer would
result from all of the West County project componenis. Irrigation is identified as

29
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the cause of the the anticipated elevated TDS in the inflowing water. No mitigation 245 (cont.)
strategy can be envisioned that would effectively prevent this impact from
occurring. Since any change in water quality is considered significant under the
regulatory framework of the Marine Sanctuary, mitigation measures must be
identified or all Alternative 3 options dropped from further consideration in the

Final EIR/EIS as infeasible, |

A TrRCHMENT T 246

'SR part
of House
rewrite of
water law

By TIM TESCON]
Sl Wrlier

The House
approved @
weeping ¢
wrlle af one of
the <country's
d isndmark envi-
B rormenlal laws
I Tuesdmy, vOUNE

WM to reduce Teder
p . ul proteclion u;

wetlands Bn

Ri"‘ spproving
[ amendments by
Rep, Frank Riggs that allow more
wgstewnler Lo be ducharged inio
the Ruslen River.

In & 240185 voie reauthorinini
the Clean Watsr Act, the Repubi-
can-dominzted House further dem-
anstrated g Wwhi to reshape US
environmenlal policy,

The package approved Tuesday
inplndes smandrrirs Uy RIESS
R-Windgsor, thal clesr (ng way for
Sants Rosa {5 substantany in
CreRsy the wastawhter L Qiaharges
jata the Russian River. For 20
years, Senta Ross has been seeking
a teng-tarm sotution for wagtewater
disposal,

A companion amenomeént by
Riges would ailow nundreds of
acrel plong Lazuna de Santa Rosd
10 bt reslored ay wetlands using
wastewater 23 Dart of o naturei
sysiem 1o furthar cleknse the waler
betate It draing Intc the river. The
AMendmanl removes wasiewater:

See Warer, back pekr

138th Year. No. 208«
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Water

Continued from Page Al

craated wellands (rom the suthor:
¥ of the army Corps of Engineers,
which Bas pronidiled Sant3 Rosa
from using wastewater [OF restory-
{ton.

Esvironmental groups in
Sonoma County opposed Riggs’
amendments,

“[t opens the doors for similar
urban Igwer projects (hat could
dastroy wetlgnds across the Ameri-
£8n Jandscape,” said Tom Yarlsh of
the Priends of tha Esteron.

Presidential veto?

The Clinton adgministration and
gther ¢ritles, including Rep, Lynn
Woolsey, D-Petalyma, who repre:
sents Santa Rosa, said the prosd
chinges passed Tuesday gul the
tB71 Clean Waler Act, reversing
"wo decades of progress [n cleaning
up the natlon's 1akes and rivers,

The bill 6tlH feces o hard hght in
tha Senate, where support ls mixed,
and & possible presidentz] velo.
Prasigent Clinton hay said he woyld
agl sign the statule if 1T comes to Dis
degk,

The bill garnered (he sypport of
195 Republicans ued 45 Democrals.

Riggs volad for the will and
Woolsey volad 3gainst It saying the
Republican-sponsared bill threat.
ens Nortn Cosst drinking water and
thwarts efforu (o protect wetlaads
&n the Santa Rosa Plain.

“Agfarus [ amconcerned t's the
naw Dirty Waler act” Woolsey
sald,

But Riggs end many rapreseata-
tives atincked the 33-year-old wa-
ter »ollytion |aw as an ¢xample of
overly pyrdensome and costly led-
eral regulstians,

Riggs was unavailable for com:

ment Tuesasy night. Rigga' presy
awde Beall Phillips said the Windsor
congresyman supported [he bl
becauss |} makes the Clean Water
Act more reslistic ang less onaroys
on prepery owhars,

“The reviiions |n the il pre-
venis gome ¢ the regulatory herror
staries thal we Bave heard rrom al}
over the courtry.” PRillips said.

Split on the North Coast

Reaction on the North Coast
showed that linas are being drawn
in the alcelsrating battle between
property rignty and enviroamertal
protection.

“This 8 a step 1n ihe right
direction in getting some common
sense back into the lepiststion, The
Clean Wasr Act lsa't belng gutted.
The stapdarcs are still there, if's
Just that ncw weé have clesrer
definitions o1 what's to be profect
¢d,” 5ald Healdsburg dairy rancher
John Bucher, president ¢ the
Sonarna County Farm Buresu.

Members of the Sierra Club 1aid
the bitl I§ & victory for polluters and
8 serious defeai for clean water,

“Ii's & Bad day for everyone who
believey in clean waler, & bag day
for (he populelion o! America and
the wiighife thz! lives In and arsung
waterways,” sal¢ David Bannister,
co-chairman of the weler commil-
tee for the Sterra Club's Sonoma
County groud.

The l2gislation would significant-
ly narrow Lhe definition of »
wetland, requiring that i contaln
standing water for 21 eonsecutive
days before it could be protectas,
und wouid require the government
to reimburse landowners for finan-
cinl losses from a welland ossigna-
tion,

The measure would bypsss the
Envirpnmental Protection Agency,
which acw plays & ¢entral role in

wetlandy policy, (o coasolidate re.
spansibiiity for deflning weatlands
In the Army Corps of Erglineers
and U5, Agriculiure Dapartment.

1 weould direct those agencies (¢
clazsify such tereawn Inte three
categories, with lesd fsuling ony
into (he most environmentally gan-
sitive category being subject (2
Severe land-usa resirictians,

Wetland changes decried

© Critics of tha new system charge
ine plan would free as much as #0
percent of wellands now protycted
by the governmeént lor develop-
ment. That, they add, would con-
tribute te a general decling in
waler QURLiLY.

EPA Adminisirator Cara] Browa.
ercalled the bll1 irrasponsidle ane
wid it provides numersous igop-
holes :hai wil] allow industry o
poliute the NALION'E walETWEYY.

“Thnis lan't & Question of do we
centinve to move ferward, Thls bl
iakes vy back 10 & {ime when raw
sewyge and [ORIC chemicals were
discharged 1010 rivers and lakey.”
Browner said.

Rep. Buc Shuster. R-Pg. chair
man of the House panel (ha
drafted the 01|l cells the bul s
major enviroamental sccomplish.
ment” thal disarmy the “radical
savirpamental frings™ |n the de-
bate over controlling water pollu-
tien.

Shuster said the bill fixes what
M becodme 8 rmughimare for all
Invalved in the systemn of wetands
protection.

“Wellands wiil net nave burzag:
cruts practiciag Gestapo-tihe toc
1ics on [he Americin peopie” he
saic¢

This stary Rcludes informatian from
ihg Associgied Preyy and Los Angeica
Times.
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P s lacee 18i3%  REP FRRNK RIGAS D.7. SEFICE » 9163

RLCSS AMENVMENT NC. 48 - Tigle VIII . H.2. 9%}

H.R. 981
OFFEIED BY: MR. RICSS

AMENDMENT 0. 48: On page 273, strixe
lines 3 through 7 and insert in lie. therecs

the following: o
‘ponds, wastew.ter management facilities
(including pipelines, dikes and berms) that
ars used by concentrated animal feeding or
municipal wastewater reuse operations. or
irvigation canale and ditches or the mainte-

nance of drainag: ditches: .

248

~Xplapption .

Riggs Amendment No..43 adds pipelines and municipal water
teuse operations to the explicit Ust of activities not requiring paTics
under section 404 of tha Act. Other applicable water quality
standards must still met.

The affert +f tht wnmdment Wil ¥9 19 oNUeWIage ailes 0 U

propér!y treated wastewater 1O restore degraded wetlands and

create new wetlands.
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-Hl ¢ Water Plan

¥ »
§ Oritios
WASHINGTON Local conserva.
damiy on Wednssday Rinsted an
wnéidinent & te federal Slean
water Act that would allow Santx
Rota 10 use wastewiter 10 resiore
wetlands slong Lapina de Santa
Rosa 1nd increats wasiewiler
diseharges into the Russian
River. That amendment,
approved Tuesday dy the House
of Representatives and included

.4t the requost of Rep. Frank

Riggs. R Windsor, would make
the city exempt from current
Army Carps of Bngineers requla:
tions. It is part of & controversial
reauthorization of the landmark
envirommenta! law that critics
ay will affecrively @it the touih
ragulations  Thase weslewatar
discnarges could poluie ssnsitive
wetlands and coastal areas with
heavy metals and wgas-forming
nitrogen snd st 4 dangerous
pracedent for similay planc,
sccording te Tom Yarish aof
Pohenly uf dre Petwae et
Basa's wastawatar dlscharge
giand for the Esters dr a0
Antonic have now spanad the
door for similar urban sewer pro-
jectg that could desToy weiands
acroes dre Amectonn tandsuae
¥azish said UL esqentially
pemavee: ali fedaral nvareight to
Canta Mose's wastewaier pros
mum pdided Yleplt Duene, smami
LA WAl By bLU [T [RVNIETUF] RS [SINYE N
Lryauranian Sitia "4 saame
vty adrehivse Kok Indr Il

(IS LR E Yin | TYIAR] Wiianw's

Green tharged thet Ripss s dm-
ply Dshing for campatgn contrl-
butjons among Sanis Rosa
Repudlicans, since the city lant
evan b his district, Rep. Lynn
Woolsay, who Joor reprecent
‘llll’l “li\. _|tl|ll‘ ﬂ“ill\l l'll’
renurhastzadan, ceoping e Wit

“the Dirty Water Act.”
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Clean water politics

MW Efficiency and environmental
protection not irreconcilable goals

I's naver hard to find examples of
dupltcanye, burdensome governmeni
over-regulation, parilcularly ont envi-
ranmental lsaues.

Lost week, fof axampie, Soncm Coun'y
gupervisors werc concerngd about whathsr
all the siims apd federnt apencles that
overses wellands could be convinced o
pign or tu & ocal wetlnads prascrvation
plan

They know that gelting the Army Corps of
Enginesrs, federal and stele environmentoi
proleclion agenclae, the Californla Depart.
ment of Fish and Game, (he U5, Fish andd
Wildllfc Service, etc., on the samez page
rogulres some raal polttical magic.

Are all these regulators pacassary? No.

Bui when cungressional Republicans sos
that, epvironmenialisis bocome Dervous
They tear the GOP's brosd swiper al
exlating regulation will crippie werthwhliv
¢fforiste prulect the envirunmant.

Last week, [he [saue wes cioan water. The
House approved an overhaul of the Clear
Waler Acl, which would aarrow the defini-
tion of weilands, requite the government 12
campensale Tand owners for financial
|oasoy caused by o wetlands declaration
and make It casier for Industries to claim
pallution walvers.

Some miperts aay the bill would frac as
much as 10 percent of the netion's wetlands
tor developmenl

S0 im response to years of fallure ™
Democralis leeders o clean up the b.
renucrmiie morass of environmants! leget
Iation, wa heve Repuhlicans swingtng the
poticy pendulum oo far In the othe
directinn.

1 otally, most of the altentfon was fr
cused on two pmandments offered by Rer
Frunk Riges, R-Windsar, thi would pllse
more of %anin Rosa's wastownler to 10

duer ¢¢ into the Russlan River and
we In‘nzf ‘wreny

The criliciern thal R|ggs |5 drawing for
these propasals Iv out of proportion tothe's
snvironmenial affects

The proposed change an the amount =
wastawaler dlspasal would oniy bring !+
cenl poivey In line wilh A reasonat.s
Twosvaur-0ld strte dictate

The stpte Depertrient of Health Services
ruled that the cliy could Incremse I
disposal of wastewater Into the Ruysinn
River if it could show that {1 d1d not have @
negative Impact an the river.

Disposing wastewater at 8 retc of up to 20
percent of the river's fow durlng the relny
season 18 nol a great tdexn, bul not because
of the harm {t would qo o the tiver. Thia
frouted water iy &9 clean, or clasner than,
the river {famif,

Tty inslead a Hrwed notlan hacryuse that
wastewnler is a valuable commodlty that
shauld be pul [0 beller use.

And usitg waslewater {or weliands resto-
ration 13 nol 2 bad |dea at sl In fact, !t
could prove Lo be B cosi-aftactive (a term
seldom henrd as the astronomical price of
dispusal pians rtaes) way Lo produce Lhrae
good results.

11 would nltow the re.usa of some portion
of the wastewnter from the regional plant
would help relnvigorate the Laguns de
Sonta Rnsa and the trested water would be
further cleansed by the notural processes
atwork in the wetionds

Despite the ¢laling by (v critics, the ¢ty
of Santa Rosa has, of lale, besan environ-
mentally responsible I trytng to find & way
oufof [18 wastowuler dllcmma.
~di1s wastewater U5 treated to near.drink-
able standards.

The cily has bent over dackward to reach
consensus with ¢ritics who live in commy-
nities (hat hove far lower slandards of
wastowaler treatmeant.

But (he real concern ralyed by weaXening
tederal oversight of clean water is that It
dossn't Just apply to cliies Lhat are closaly
walched by environmental activisis and
ecclogicaily mwnre valers

Strang federa! overtight is wupposed to
prevent sne commumiy from dumping of
the next, Withoui it !* |5 easy to wee how
egvironmentnt profeclian ¢ouid be reduced
1o tha trerest commar denominaior

Can ressonmble fedsra! siandards De
anforced without burdensome, overlapping
regulatlon®

[t'4 mn Imporiant geal. The task now falls
to the Senate 10 f1gure cul how (o stop the
pendulum sl dead canter.
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