LETTER 305

This letter was resubmitted as 111.
Please refer to letter 111 for additional comments.
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LETTER 305

Dct. 7,1986 p4 |

City of Santa Rosa Fax # 543-3218 Marie
Accuracy of the £.I1.R.
Sept. 24, 1986

Becky Lepori
6800 Gericke Rd.
Petatuma, Ca. 94952

Public Hearing/Finley Center
¥0l.1I "Affected Groundwater" 4.5.5

“predictable quantities of groundwater for the west county irrigation sites is

contigeous and detached groundwater in Sonoma and Marin counties are based on various
reparts by the Calif, State Dept. of Water Resources 1975, 1982a, and b, and 1987 which
are the most current.”....There have been numerous floods since 1987, and in many places
there has been filling, and widening of the Americano creek, landslides an surrounding
hills; exposing new water sources that ultimately will effect the facts contained in
these reports that are 9 years old. My first question to you is what mitigation is

in place to secure the effects on the envirchment due to the changes that have occured
over the past 9 years?

Yol. III 4.9.21 pp3

‘Waters near shore provide foraging habitat for waterfowl, Herons, Shorebirds, and

belted Kingfisher."..... which are birds that feed from the rivers and creeks, and on

the fish that return to the ocean where they become a part of our food supply by
commercial fishermen. Earlier today, I went to a safety supplier and asked the vendor if
he had anything pertaining to water, He showed me the sign the {ity of Santa Rosa
caontracted him to make for them to put around their existing reclaimed wastewater.

(No swimming, drinking, or fishing pictoral) If the E.I.R. passes, will our commercial
fishermen see these signs along the coast of Marin and Sonoma counties because of the
wateﬁseepage from irrigation sites into the Stemple and Americano creeks?

My last issue and concern to bring up 1s the actual volume of water contained in the
surrounding hills, and their effect if a resevolr is put in an adjoining valley, or

their affects on the aguifers when the area of output has been saturated with waste-
water. Though it has been difficult to get access to an E.I.R., when I have, I have only
found this topic covered briefly. Groundwater wells have been discussed extensively,

but the issuye of side hill wells and actual volume of water, [ camnot find much. I

am concerneabecause our ranch has numerous artesian wells in these hills that have heen
active since the ranch's existance over the past 100 years. In the past six years we
have activated 3 additional wells to increase water suppily to our animals, but to alsec
relieve water pressure/mounding, to control; tandslides, and the negative effects brought on
by erosion. Discussion of rock and soil type has also beén reported prooving that

water can be found, but proove to me that the City of Santa Rosa knows about the true
volume of water in the west county hills, and what affect these volumes would have on

the implementation of the west county alternative.
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Throughout the E.I,R. it states one of the mitigating factors is a "No Alternative"
alternative. One of the guidelines under the "No Alternative" alternative is that
the city continues with its existing water conservation practices thereby reducing
wastewater flow. {leaving the Laguna plant} Why isn't this practice included in the
guidelines for all other alternatives? Wouldn't this insure lower cost for everyone
jnvolved? Without strict water conservation practices being implemented as a part of
the octher alternatives, what kind of revenue is the city seeking to claim from the
high volume of ‘product' the city will have due to the implementation of those other
alternatives? The cost of construction is going to be passed on to the rate payers,
but how is the revenue from heook-ups, and any other charges the city will receive
be distributed? The same question again, but over a 5,10,20, and 20+ year plan?

Yol. VII N{?)

During construction is the amount of asphalt being torn up during pipe-line laying
going to be stored on site or is it being hauled tc a central Yocation? Isn't such

a volume of tar and asphalt considered to be hazardous material? What about recycling-
s this a possibility? Will there be revenue for the city through the recycling of
asphalt? If there is, will it be passed on to the rate payers, or property awners?
Wil) the property owner be respansible for the stock piling during excavation? What

I have read of this section, I did not see answers to these quesiions.

Questa Engineering May 28, 1986 pg 3 ﬁp.l last two sentences.

“Inclusion of Sebastopol lands {2200 acres) may be required for this alternative

to be successful if the project {West County frrigation) evolves over time to one or
more intensively farmed fruit and vegetable crops for the one-percent river discharge
alternative. Higher river discharge alternatives reduce the irrigation land require-
ments correspandingly.” ...1. This implies that west county will evolve from dairies,
sheep, and beef farms to farmed fruits and vegetables. This is an inaccurate statement.
This paragraph should be defined as 'the west county will be FORCED to change to more
intensively farmed fruit and vegetable crops...." 2. [If stricter water conseryation
practices were in the place under this alternative, why would higher river discharge
still have to take place?

pg.5 pp.1l last two sentences.

what are the numbers of owners who denied entry for studies? What are the acres invelved
of denied access? The imcompleteness of these studies should be a very important
criteria for the inaccuracy of this E.I.R.  Another inaccuracy is the fact that

photo interpretation doesn't cover on sfte {nor roadside) studies, or the years of know-
ledge possessed by each individual landowner. It is their knowledge of the land, water,
soil, and seasonal patterns that govern their day to day lives, and businesses. They
know more about their piece of property than the city has printed in some of their
studies, Important facts are missing.

p2.2.1 2nd paragraph

"to produce revenue to offset those production cost borne directly by the water user"

For many of the businesses currently in place, the revenue they are taking in is

because of a working relationship with their property that has evolved over many years., I[f
their land were to be abused, their revenue would then go down. The implementation of the
West County alternative woud force a change that would take years to establish itself
fiscally. Will the City of Santa Rosa subsidize the landowners for the loss of income

due to the construction of/or implementation of the West County Alternative?
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Questa Engineering May 28, 1986 pg. 8 ppi.

At what time of year was this study done? What mre the acres involved? The total
acre value of the ‘occasionally occurring wetland'characteristics  are important

facts that should be included. The volume could play an important role in the imple-
mentation of pasture irrigation, and soil saturatiaon,

page 10 pp4

Where are the studies that support this statement? Where is the proof that one isn't
possible? "The lack of a developed, dependable, and inexpensive water supply...."...
implies that one cannot be done without the City of Santa Rosa's reciaimed water. Where
is the actual proof that the City has checked other than at Two Rock's dry wells?

As for the statement of inexpensive water supply, what would the actual cost be to

the water user? MWhat governing body would control the pricing, and supply? What
controls would be in place to protect the initial user for their supply quantity if their
became a greater demand for the water in a more financially backed county or city?

The issue of supply and demand is a current headache curvent users/buyers along the

State of California have. Once again, describing the 'gently sloping valley bottom
lands and the cool coastal climate’...does not offer facts to prooving the volume of
water already existing in the surrounding hillsides, This untapped water source could be
an excellent source of revenue for each of the invididua)l lendowners if they wished

to pursue it.

page 12, ppb

"..dependable source of irrigation water". There again, there is not adequate procf that
one daes not exist. "There is a high risk of crop failure or reduced yields in many

areas with poor drainage conditions, particularly fellowing wet springs.” If the wet
spring seasons can damage the crops, how does a dependable water source {Santa Resa
wastewater] better the situation and market conditions? At least now, property owrers are
abie to work with the changes in weather. The city's waterflow will go from continual

to constant . Where the supply of water is greater than the need, the E.I.R. already
states that land will be condemmed for irrigation sites. Which will render the land
unuseful to the awner.

page 13, ppl

This paragraph is inaccurate. At other points in the E.I.R. it states what areas will

be needed to be converted into irvigation pasture. Sc this sentence should read,

"will be converted into permanent irrigated pasutre", instead of 'can be'. As for the
rest of this paragraph, wouldn't this render most lands unuseable do to the incomp-
atability of heavy anima) traffic during heavy irrigation times. Furthermore, .
wouldn't supplemental feed costs risﬂduring a redection in total pasture avai]abflity?
Or, in cases where the property owner may not have enough acreage to implement rotation-
al pasturing? And whe will pay for the cost of the perimeter fencing and crass fencing?

pp. 4

This doesn't include the option, or give adequate rcom to continue with current crops that
are now being utalized by the property owner.

page 18, ppZ, & 4, page 19 pp5

Page 18's comments totally contradict the projected plan on page 19. "jrrigation
efficiency really means ‘inefficiency’ ." “Typical efficiencies for sprink?er irrigation
range from 60 to 80 percent....” ¥Page 19,. "Based on a sprinkler irrigation system
efficiency of 80 to 85 percent.” Due to the earlier facts, sprinkler irrigation in the
west count4w0u1d be totally ineffective.
cond,
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cond. from page 3
" wind drift that occur after water leaves the sprinkler head." Wind in the west county

is daily, Where is the study on this? Have you asked current {rrigators {using
private water) in west county how much water is lost, or how many irrigation days are

lost, due to the wind?
page 20 tap sentence

Currentvater users of the existing reclaimed wastewater systembperate their businesses
in a tdtally different area, and environmenta! canditions than' property owners in west
county, How can their statistics be applied accurately?

page 21 ppb

This contradicts the "ng crop restriction® previously committed on page 14 and 15.
Alsp, where is the proof this lyr out of 5 or 7 yr. problem will fix itself in that
time? Where are the controls for neighboring sites not to effect the "dry year” re-est-
ablishment? What about the financial loss for that time frame to the property owner?
{Which they are now accustomed to getting because of the City of Santa Rosa)

Will the City of Santa Resa financially compensate the owner for the loss of standard
income they committed to the landowner through the facts stated in this E.L.R. {'more
revenue')? How many years will it take to establish a change of farming to where

it is operating in the ’black’ upon canversion to the plans suggested in this £.1.R.?

page 23 ppl

Whers are the case studies of this actually working in the soil areas matchin? that of
west county? If they cannet be found, how can project implementation proove tself
accurate and effective?

PPz
At what cost? Who pays? How does this effect the cost handed down to the rate payer?

ppé

what mitigation and compensation is. in place for the dimirishing effect on the
local productivity of agriculture?

pp5

Mast of these practices would be implemented after the water presented jtself to seen
and un-forseen problem areas. Which is a problem chasing tactic versus a problem
detourant tactic. What controls are in place, and what personnell capacity does the
¢ity of Santa Rosa have set up to chase and solve all the problems that surface upon
implementation of any one of their 'plans'?
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Qﬁesta Engineering.

Irrigation Suitablility
Potential Crops

The facts contained in these reports strongly insinuate the 'west county would prosper'
and have the potential to become a more economicajly viabia area if it were to

utalize the City of Santa Rosa's reclaimed wastewater. Cyrvent agricultural practices
would uitimately be replaced by 'high-tech' and intensive fruits and vegetable

farming. This evolution would take place out of bureaucratic enfaorcement, instead of
through the property owners rights and choices. The previous E.I.R. referred to the
west county as the West County Option. This time around we are referred to as the
nzlternative”. Which truly defines the lack of open options.

To label the agricultural developement as constrained due to the lack of a dependable
watersource in the west county totally denies the current econcmic yitality of this
area.

The follewing figures were based on averages of the Cost of Production figures calc-

ulated from 22 dairies surveyed in Sonoma county and 2 on the border of Sonama/Marin

county by the Cost of Production Unit, Dairy Marketing Branch, California Dept. of

Food and Agriculture, 1220 N St. Sacramento California. {This obvigusly does not .
represent the econcmic value to all of the other many specialty crops and businesses

that make Sonoma and Marin counties $0 famous around the wor1d¥

Sonoma County (and two dairies on the county line)

Grade A dairies -- 100.

Grade B dairies -- 2

# of cows 30,817 {avg. per dairy 302)
Total milk prod/yr 610,205,551 pounds !!!

There are 282 employess employed strictly to service the milking cows with another 100
employees that do outside work. The average manthly salary is g1325 with another
$460 for perks, housing, utilities, meat, insurance and other misc. items.

Average feed cost ¥ 21,000,000/ year 902 s purchased in So. Co.

Hay purchases # 14,000,000/ year

Wet roughage (grown or bought) £ 4,250,000/ year

Gallons of milk 6£,000,000/month Berkely Farms, Sunnyside, Clover

have contracts exclusively with

dairymen® in these counties for

their 857 free milk, and state so

in their worldwide advertising.
Products are produced through 1 fluid milk plant, 9 manufacturing plants, 8 cheese only
plants, 1 butter plant and 1 pawder plant in Sonoma county.

$1,000,000 a month is spent in Sonoma county on all outside service: operating costs,
utilities, vet-meds, breeding, bookkeeping, legal, bedding, repairs, barns, carrals,
that are dairy specific.

$1000,00 per cow 15 spent as a one time investment in the milking barn, corrals, freestall
barns, and anything pertaining strictly to the production of milk. This does not include
any expenses for fence repairs or any of the expenses associated with the raising of
heifer calves. :

This a fiscal look at just one industry in Sonoma county that not only contributes diyect-
ly, but indirectly through its employees and their families. Also monies are brought in

thraugh worldwide sales of their special products. d
cond.
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{ An interruption in the agricultural community of Scnoma and Marin counties of any 002
magnitude, let alene the magnitude the City of Santa Rosa wishes to impose, would have
catostrophic impacts on the Coynty as_a whole.}

ﬁns E.I1.R, 15 .filled with "assumptions", "maybe's", “wouid be's", "could do”, 002
“additiogal studies needed" e empty statements combined with partial
repor ;;,i The mitigation. factors read about the same way.fThe city of Santa Rosa 003|004

isn't even sure implementation will effectively work during construction or operatwn
by their frequent use of empty statements printed in this . I.R. |}

| So my last queshon is how can this open admittance of inaccuracy be certified as : 005
accurate?|
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- , October 7,198  P¢ 2

Throughout the E.I.R. it states one of the mitigating factors 1s a "No Alternative”
alternative, One of the guidelines under the "No Alternative" alternative is that
the city continues with tts existing water comservation practices thereby reduring
wastewater fiow. (leaving the Laguna plant) Why fsn't this practice included in the
uidelines for all other alternatives? Wouldn't this insure Inwer acnct for sveryone
invoived? Without strict water conservation practices being implemented as a part of
thc other alternatives, what kind of revenue 13 Lhe cily seeking to clatm from the
high volume aof 'product’ the city will have due to the impiementation of those other
alternatives? The cost of construction ic going to be passcd# on to the rate payers,
but how 13 the revenue from hovk-ups. aml any nlber charges the city w11l recoiva
be distributed? The same questinn again, but over a 5,10,20, and 20+ ycar plan?

Vol. . ¥IT N(?}

Puring canstruction is the amount of asphalt being torn up during pipec-line laying
gnin? tn he skarad nan <ite or is it being haulad to a cantral location? Isn't such

a volums of-tar and asphall whinidered L0 Do fidcaTdous MATEriaTT Wiat aboul recycling-
is this a pnssibility? Will there be ravanua for the city through the recyciing of
asphalt? LY there is, will it be passed on to the rate payers, ur pruperly owners?
Will thu property owner bc reaponsible Tor the stock piling during excavalion? Whatl

I have read of this sectinn, 7 did not see answers to these gquestions.

Questa Engineering May 28, 1986 pg 3 pp.l last two sentences.

"Inclusion of Sebastopol Tands {2200 acres) may be required fur Lhis alternative
ta be succassful if the project (West County irrigation) evolves over time to cne or
more Intensively Tarmed Trulf and vegetable crops tor the one-percent river discharge
alternative. Higher river discharge alternatives reduce the irrigaticn land require-
e Mments correspondingly.” ...l. This implies that west county wiil evolve fram dairies,
sheap, and beel {arms bu farmed fruits and vegetablgs. This 1% 4n inaccirats <TaATamonT,
This paragraph should be defined as 'the west county will be FORCED to change to more
intensively farmed fruit and veyelable crops...." 2. IT stricier waler conservation
practices were in the place under this alternative, why would higher river discharge
ST111 nave tTo tTake place?

pg.5 pp.l Tast two sentences.

what are tne numbers QT Owners who denied entry for studies? What are the acres involved
of deniad access? The fncunpleldnucy of these studics should be a very dmpartant
criteria for the inaccuracy of this E.I.R. Anulher inaccuracy is the fact that

photo interpretation doesn't caver on site (nor roadside) studies, or the years of xnow-
ladge passessed by each individual landowner. [t is their knowladge of the land, watsr,

soil, and seasonal patterns that govern their day to day lives, and businesses. They
know mora about their plece of property than the city has printed in some of their
studies. Important facts are missing.

pZ.2.1 Znd paragraph

“Lu produce revenud Lo glffset those producllon Cosi burne direclly by Lhe waler user”

For many of the businesses currently in place, the revenue they are taking in is o

pecause of a warking relationship wWith atr property that has cvolved ovcr many ycars.
their land ware to Be abusad, thair revenug would then go down. The implementation of the
West County altarnative woud Furve d change that would take years to establish 1iself
fiscally. HWill the City of Sanla Ruza subsidice the Tandowners Tor the foss of income
dus to the construction of/or implomentatien of the West County Alternative?
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Questa Engineering May 28, 1986 pg. 8 pp3.

At what time of year was this study done? What are the acres involved? The total

“e  acre value ot the ‘occasionaily occurring wetland'characteristics ' are important
Fazls Lhal should e inclutbed.  The valume could play an important role in the tmpla-
mentation of pasture irrigation, and s0i1 saturation.

page 10 pp4

Where are tha studies that support this statement? Where is the proof that one isn't
possibie? *“The lack of a developed, dependable, and inexpensive water supply...."...
{mplies that one cannot be done without the City of Santa Rosa's reclaimed water. Where
is the actual proef that the City has checked wolher than at Two Rock’'s dry wells:

As for the statement of inexpensive water supply, what would the actual cost be to

the water user? What ?overning body would control the pricing, and supply? wWhat
controls woeuld be in place to protect the initial user for their supply quantity if their
became a greater demand for the water in a more financially backed county or City?

Tha izzua of supply and domand iz a current hcadache currankl unera/huyers along the
State af California have. Once again. deesrihing the ‘gently slaping valley bottom
Tands and the cool coastal climate'...does not offer facts te prooving the voluma of
water already existing in the surrounding hillsides. This untapped water source could be
an excellent source of revenue for each of the fnvididual landowners if they wished

to pursue 1t. -
vayz 12, ppl

® . dopendakla souecn af.irrigation.watee’....Thare 2gain, thers iz.not zdequats proct thay.
WhHe UUEs Ul watst. CTiereE Ia a IYgN Pink Uy Crup Tdiurd or roguced ¥icids n many

arcas with poor drainage conditions, particularly fulluwing wel springs.” I the wet

S=— gpring scusuis cun dumuge Lho orups, how dees a dependablc water iource {3anta Rusa

wactowataor) bettar the cituation and markct conditions? At least now, propeorty swrsrs aro.
able to work with the changes in weather. The city's waterflow will go from continual

to gonstant . Wheore the supply of water is greatar than the naerd, tha I T R atresady
states that land will be condemmed for irrigation sites. Which will render the land

unusaful to the owner.
page 13, ppl

This paragraph {s inaccurate, At ather points in the E.1.R. it states what areas will
be needed ta be converted into Sreigatiun pasture.  Su Miis sentenos stondd cesd,
"will be convertod into permanent irrigated pasutre", instead of 'can be'. As for the

rest &f this paragraph, wouldn't this render most lands unuseable do to the incomp-

atability of heavy animal traffic during heavy irrigation times. Furthermore,
wouldn' L supplemaerilal Teod Co$Ts risgduring 3 reduction 1A Total pasture avaliapliaty.

Or. in cases where the property owner may not have anough acraaga tn implamant vatatian-
al pasturing? And who will pay for the rast af the perimeter fencing and cross fencing?

pp- &

This dogsn't include tha optinn, ar giva adequahe room to continue with current crops that
are now being utalized by the property cwner.

page 18, pp2, & 4, page 19 ppd

e Paye 18's wommenls Lutally conlradict the projected plan ont page (Y. “irrigation

aefficiency really means 'incfficicney' ." "Typical efficiencies for sprinkler irrigation
range from 60 to 80 percent...." Page 19.. "Based on a sprinkler irrigation system
cfficicncy of 80 to 05 percent.” Due Lu Lhe carlier fauls, sprinkler trrlfgatlion I vhe

west c0untﬂh0uld be totally ineffective.
I cond.
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Octoher 7, 1886 pg.4

cand. from page 3

t  uind drift that occur aftar water leaves the sprinkler head." Wind in thc west count;
‘' is daily. Where 1s the study on this? Have you asked current irrigators (using

privatn wataw) in woet goundy how mush weabsr 78 Taast, wi Jneer way i dyativn Jayas are
1asT, Gue To The wind?

page 20 top senlence

Currentwater users of the existing reclaimed wastawater systembperate their businesses
{n a tdtally different area, and environmantal conditions than proparty owncrs in west
county. How can their statistics be applied accurately?

page 21 ppé

This contradicts the "no crop restriction previously committed on page 14 and 15.
Also, whera is the proof this lyr out of § or 7 yr. probiem will fix ftself in that
tima? Where are the controls for neighboring sites not to effect the "dry year" re-est-
abl1shment? What about the fimancial loss for that time frame to the property owner?

(Which they are now accustomed to getting because of the City of Santa Rosa)

Will the City of Santa Nosa financinTly compensate the owner fur Lhe luas uf »landdrd
income they committed to the landowner through the facts stated in this E.I.R. ('more
revenug')?  Mow many years will 1T tTake To establish a change aof farming to where

it is operating in the 'black’ upen conversion to the plans suyyested in Lhis E.I.R.7

page 23 ppl

Where are the case studies of this actually working in the soil areas malching thai of
west county? If they cannot be found. how can project implementation proave 1tself
%~  accurate and effective?

pp2

At what cost? Who pays? How does this effect the cost handed down Lo Lhe rale payer?

ppéd

What mitigation and compensation is {n place for the diminishing effect on the
local productivity of agriculture?

pp5

Mt of these practices would Le implemented after the water presented itsalf to seen
and un-forspen prohlem areas. Which ic a problem chaging tactic_versus a problcm
dotourany haasic. What centrola arw i plava, aud whal puraunautl wepdul ey dyes L

city of Santa Rosa have set up to chase and solve all the problems that surface upon
jmplemantation of any ane of their ‘plans'?
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QET 87 2% WECD oX:i14 MM TRCOSIE DAIRY IHE. TOT 7o

Questa Enginesring.

; Irrigation Suftablility
N~ potcntial Crops

The facts contained in these repurls slrungly Jnsfnuate the "WesT COURTY would prosper’
and have the potential to become a more economically viable area if il were to

utalize the City of Santa Noza's reclaimed wastewatwr . Cirrrenl ageloultural practicas
would ultimately be replaced by 'high-tech' and intensive fruits and vegetable
tfarming. This evolution would take place out of bureaucratic enforcement, instead of
thraugh tha proparty ownavs rights and choices. The previous E.I.AR. referrcd to the
wagt sounty as tha Wact County Qption. Thia time argund we are refersed Ly es Lhe
"altarnative". Which truly defines the lack of open aptions.

To label the ayricullural develupenenl o3 constratned due 1o the Tack Of a dependable
waterscurce in the west county totally denies the current economic vitality of this
area. :

The following figures wera based on averages of the Cost of Production figures calc-
ulated from 22 dairies surveyed In Sunuma county and 2 on the bBorder of Sonama/Marin
county by the Cost of Praduction Unit, Dairy Marketing Branch, California Dept. of
Food and Agriculture, 1220 N St. Sacramento California. (This gbviously does not
represent. the economic value to all of the other many specialty c¢rops and businesses
that make Sonoma and Marin counties So famous around the warld

Sonoma County (and twe dairies an the county line)

_ Grade A daivies =— 100,
.. Grage B dairies -- 2
# of cows 30,817 {avg. per dairy 302)

Total milk prod/yr 610,205,551 pounds 1!!

There are 282 employess emp]oied strictly to service the milking cows with another 100
empioyees that do outside work. The average monthly salary is 31325 with another
$460 for perks, housing, utilities, meat, tnsurance and other misc. jtems.

Average fred cast 321,000,000{)'331" 0% is purchaesed in So. Cu.

Hay purchases # 14,000,000/year

Wet roughage {grown or bought} # 4,250,000/year

Gallons of milk 6,000,000/month Berkely Farms, Sunnyside, Claver

have contracts exclusively with

daivrymon® in these countias for

thoiv BST froe milk, and state 3¢

in therir worldwide adverticing
Products are produced throu?h 1 fluid milk plant, 9 manufacturing plants, 8 cheese only
plants, [ butter plant and powder plant in Soncma county.

£1,000,000 a month i3 spent in Sonoma county on all vulsidu 3ervives: wperalling cosls,
utilities, vet-meds, bresding, bookkeeping, legal, beddiny, repdirs, barns, corrals,
that are dairy specific.

$1000.00 per cow is spent as a one time investment in the milking barn, corrals, freastail
barns, and anything pertainfng strictly to the production of milk. This does not inelude
any expenses for fance repairs or any of the expenses associated with the raising of

heifer calves.

This a fiscal Took at just one industry in Sonoma county that not only contributes dipect-
1y, but {ndircelly Lhrough 11% employees and thedir fandlies. Also munies are brought 1n

through worldwide sales of their special products.
cand.
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An interruption in the agricultural community of Scnoma and Marin counties of any
i\ Mmagnitude, Tet alone the magnitude the City of Santa Rosa wishes to Impose, would have
catostrophic {mpacts on the County as a whole.

This E.1.R. 1s filled with "assumptions". "maybe's”. "wnuld he's”, "eould dn",
"additional studies needed", and many mnre emply statements combined with partial

reports. The mitigation factors read about the same way. The city of Santa Rosa

inn't suen auwa frptlamentatiomn Wi 11 AfFraddualy wanb Juy-.uE wwrtn bruwbion e eparasian

by their frequent use of empty statements printed in thj 1.R. .

So my last queation iz how san this opan pdmitbance of {naccuracy bo cor L ficd as
accurate?
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