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October 5, 1936

Marie Meredith

City of Santa Rosa

Community Development Department
P.0O.Box 1673

Santa Rosa, CA 95402-1678

Re: Draft RIR/RI8 1996 8anta Rosa Subregional Long-Term
Wastewater Project

We require that you respond to the following comments on the
above-referenced Draft EBIR/BIS in writing.

l 1. 1t does not appear that the Draft EIR/EIS meets its 001
requirement for access of Information to the public. The
Draft EIR/BIS8 fails this requirement in two ways.

1. The documents are unavailable. The cost for purchasing

the 17 volumes of the Draft EIR/BIS (over $1000.00) ia
prohlbitive. Bven the cost of 3 volumas{8120.00) is more
than many can afford, but is also irrelevant because a '
thorough study of the Draft EIR/RIS cannot be made without
access to all volumes. The Draft EIR/EBIS ia available on CD
ROM. However, many membsars of the public do not have CD ROM
capability. Bven some of the llibrarians aze not trained in
accessing information on CD ROM. iIn addition, the CD ROM
does not contain volumes 16 and 17, so does not provide
access to the entire Draft BIR/EIS. All 17 volumes of the
Draft EIR/EIS are available in only four places: City of
Santa Rosa Library; OGuerneville Library; Sonoma State Library
(held on reserve: only two volumes available at one time);
Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant ( the only location
convenient to West County; only open week days 9-11 and
1-4.). In describing how this limited access meets your
requirement of public access, please speclfy the legal
requirements you must meet, and explaln how you have met
then.||hlso, please provide a count of the number of 002
responses you have received from West County residents and
the number of responses you have received from Weat County
rural residents.| | Also, please document that the introductory o003
Vvolume 1 has been sent to all necessary persona. One of the
landowners whose proparty would be condemned has not received
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the document. There may well be others whose lands will be 003 (cont.)
destroyed in one way or another who have not been notifled.l

2. The second way in which the Draft EIR/EIS does not meet 04
its burden of providing access to information ls that the
Draft RIR/RIS is almost incomprehensible. In the Draift
RIR/EIS are 5 Alternatives. However, each Alternative has
sub-alternatives, which results in 12 alternatives. In order
to determine the effects of any one sub-alternative the
reader must jump from spot to spot as the Draft RIR/E18
discusses an effect or mitigations on all Alternatives before
considering the next effect or mitigation. The length and
organization of the Dratt RIR/EIS make it almost impossible
to comprehend. The Draft EIR/BIS must be comprehensible to
the average person in a reasonable amount of time. The Draft
RIR/RI8 could have been made comprehensible had it followed
each sub-alternative separately. Please document that the
Draft EIR/EIS is comprehensible to the average person in a

reasonable amount of tiae.l

II. In regard to the West County Alternative, noise is a 005
problem. The Draft BIR/RIS ls inadequate in regard to its
discussion of noise. It is essential to know just how
destructive this noime is going to be, in determining the
adverse effects of each sub-alternative.

1. According to the Draft RIR/EIS there has been no study
of the ambient noise levels In the West County Alternative
area. Most of the pump-stations in the West County
Alternative are located 1n extremely quliet rural areas; areas
where the guiet is important. Each receptor-site {each
residence, business, etc.) must first be studied for amblient
noise at several different times of day and night, seasons of
the vear, and weather conditionsﬁj

2. Each receptor-site must then be studied to detaraines 006
how the sound of the pumps would carry to it. Because sound
carrles Aifferently over flat land than over hills, the study
must be topographic; because each receptor-site is unique in
terms of topography, each recaptor-site must be studied
separately. These studlies must also be done at several
different times of day and night, seasons of the year, and
weather conditions.| |In addition, these studies must be done (007
for each of the different sub-alternatives, and for each
possible combination of lnb-altgznltlxlzj|0! combination of 008
portions of sub-alternatives. In addition, the effect of the
dam, or dams, in reflecting noise must be taken into account
in determining the path and the effect of the noise
pollution.| [The current "estimated™ noise level table is 009

totally inadequate in that it reflects neither the factors
indicated above, nor the ambient noiag_lnxalaJl In addition, 010
Pable 4.13-19 indicates tewer pumps than are proposed for the

_ West County Alternative else where in the Dra t BI

3. In addition, studiss must be done or referenced to 011
determine the long term constant effect of this type of noise
pollution over time on persons, animals, plaats, and
wildlife, and the effects of such noise pollution on other
land usez, elither current or possible in the tuturo.l
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| 111. In the West County Alternative, the septic systems are 012
expected to be destroyed and will have to be replaced by
"unconventional " systems. The Draft RIR/BIS8 {s not adeguate
in its examination of this consequence. The EIR/EIZ must
determine all saptic aystems which it can guarantee will be
adequate under the Weat County Alternatlve.|rlt must further 013
determine, for each affected house or business, the cost of
putting in the new septic system, and address the guestion of
whether the City of Santa Rosa will accept f£inancial
responsibility for the cast of the new septic systems, and,if
not, whether it will pay condemnation cost if the land owner
is unable to utilize hi= property because he cannot afford
the cost of the "unconventional®™ septic system.|

[1v. In the west County Alternative, the Draft RIR/RIS 014
acknowledges that housing will be lost. However, the Draft
BIR/E18 ls inadequate because it refers only to houses lost
through actual condemnation of land for the dams and
reservoirs. The Draft BIR/EIS must detail, and list, by
addreas and parcel numbez, all housing which will be lost,
not only to the dams and reserviors, but also bacause the
noise, odor, cost of "unconventional®” septic system, or well
contamination makes property uninhabitable.|

V. In the West County Alternative wells will be contaminatea 015
by the resarvoirs. The Draft EIR/EIS maintains that this

will be & very slow process; however not all studies of

ground water seepage agree that the process will be slow.

The BIR/RIS must demonstrate that lts assumption in_:n::gctJ

| Also, wells may be contaminated by a wide range of 016
scbatances., Testing must be done on the wells for all

possible contaminates. There has been no indication of how

often the wells will re tested to determine wvhen the

contaninat ;llnor has there been any indication of 017
who will pay for this repeated wide-range testing. Will
residents of West County who lose their wells then be offared
unlimited fres water in perpetuity from the City of Santa

nosa?|

lvi, 1t apparently is under consideratlon to use not one 018
sub-alternative, but rathar parts from seaveral
sub-alternatives. What this does is create several hundred
posaible alternatives consisting of different parts of
different sub-alternatives that have been atudied in the
Draft RIR/EIS. The problem is that nons of these hundreds of
nev alternatives have been studlied. Parts of them have been
atudisd, but now each of thess posslble combinations must be
studied as a complete alternative. The detrimental sffects
of two sub-alternatives, could multiply, rather then add, if
the sub-alternatives, or parts of them, were combined. It is
necessary to determine the cumulative effects. 8Studying
parts of a plan separately will not necessarily demonstrate
the damage that will occur whan the parts are comblned. Bach
possible plan must be studisd in its entirety to determine
all of the etfects that can occur.|
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[ ¥IT. The implementation of most of the alternatives 019
discussed in the Draft RIR/ERIS would encourage increassd
growth and development. There was no discussion in the Draft
RIR/EIS of the impact thls encouragement to growth and
development would have. Since this would be an important
effect, it also must be studied. 1In additlon, the cumulative
imputs of all of the alternatives have not been analyzed
although, 1f this EIR were approved, all could be
implemented. This would result in massive amounts of
potential future development and trafflc, noise, and assorted
problems, none of which have been analyzed.|

| v11I. The West County Alternative appears to place a pump 020
station on the property at 6000 Bloomfield Road. A telephone
call to Community Development Senior Planner the Friday
before the last public hearing resulted in the information
that she was on vacation; a voice mall questlon to her
supervisor resulted in a message, 1¢ days later, from Pat
Collins, that they do not think anything is proposed for that
property. In that case, what is the location for pump
WBPS-10? And if they can't tell where a pump is, how can the
public? Neithear 5P ublic nor the "experts” can understand
the Dra IIn Eact, pump and pipe line locations are 021
uncertain. PFor example, for the Bloomfield Resevor
Suyb-Alternative, there are thres different alternative
txansmission routes to the reservoir. This iz true of other
gub—-Alternatives. As a result, the Draft EIR/RIS cannot make
statements about effects, because there are too many possible
alternatives, and many of the details are_nnnaxtainJl In 022
addition, one of the possible plans i=s to combine parts of
different Sub-Alternatives. This results in hundreds of
different alternatives. No RIR/RIS can effectively study
that many alternatives. The City of Santa Rosa must explain
why it has not abandoned some of the less desirable
alternatives and concentrated on producing a comprehensive
and responsive BIR/BRIS on limited and feasibile alternatives.|

| 1X. The Vest County Alternative is based on misconceptions. 023
1. It assumes that Waat County wants and can use Santa

Rosa’'s waste water. Despite repsated demands, Santa Rosa has
been unable to produce any significant acreage that is
willing to accept Santa Rosa's wastewater. If Santa Rosa is
to continue to maintain that there are willing irrigators in
West County, it must back up thls claim with proof in terms
of verifiable acreage, or admlit that 1t has no willing
irrigation nag:a.l

| Z. in addition To proving that there are willlng West 024
County irrigators, Santa Rosa wmust prove that West County
land is capable of accepting the volume of water that will
result from an implementation of the West County Alternative.
Many properties have year round springs; adding more water
will only rasult in wore run-off. Those persons who have
been involved in agriculture in West County for years, or, in
some cases generations, malntain that vater in the volume
regquired by the West County Alternative will destroy the
land. Destzoying Sonoma Courty Agricultural land to deal
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with Santa Rosa City's sewage is not acceptable. | 024 (cont.)

[x. 3oms West County farmers will have thelr livelihood _ 025
destroyed if the Santa Rosa wastewater contaminates their
land. Farmers growing organic produce will £ind it difficult
or impossible to market produce grown with wastewater. It is
also impossible to grow herbs for medicinal purposes with
wastewater because the products of these herbs are then
concentrated. How does the City of Santa Rosa plan to
prevent contamination of these lands?|

[xx. If lands are contaminated with wastewater, and therefore 026

cannot be continued in the use the landowners choice, or 1if
lands become unuseable for agriculture as a result of
excessive water drainage on the land, will the City of Santa
Rosa reimburse the land owners for the taking of their lands?|

iXII. The Draft EIR/RIS acknowledges that wastewater sludge 027
will cause odor problems. The Draft EIR/EIS must also study

the effect of continued exposure to these odors on the use

and value of land. Will some of the towns or residences

become virtually uninhabitable? What effect wilr ve on

the tourlst trade in such towns as V. Is the City

of Santa Rosa prepared to compensate the landowners and

business owners for thier losses?]|

—

XIXII. If lighting is to be used for the dams or pump 029
stations the Draft EIR/BIS must atudy the adverse effects of
lighting upon the wildlife, both plant and animal. Many of

the areas in West County have considerable wildlife and the
effect of lighting on them can be extremely destructive. |

|x1v. The lead agency should be the County of Sonoma. It is 030
inappropriate for a project within the bounds of Sonoma
County, but not within the bounds of the City of Santa Rosa,
to be declded by the City of Santa Rosa. |

| XV. The Sub-Alternative which can be called the Bloomfield 031

Project stands as a project on its own, yet does not have an
initial study of its own. This is a violation of CEQA. The
sams 1s true of all tha Sun-Alternatives, and of any
combinatlion of Sub-Alternpatlives. |

For the reasons stated above, the Praft REIR/EIS is
inconsistant, incomplete, and inadequate.

g8incexely

Linda Johnson
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