/1. Comment Received and Response to Comments
[Note: Changes to be made to Draft EIS text are presented as strikeeut for removed text

and underline for new or replacement text.]

Comment Letter 1. United States Environmental Protection Agency, San Francisco, CA.
Lisa B. Hanf, Manager, Federal Activities Office.
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[l

Aprl 15,2004

Do Meubacher, Superimensdent
Poani Reyes Mational Scashaone
Traimi RL‘J\:\. A Woss

Subgect: Dwaft Fire Management Plan and Deaft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for
Poini Reyes Mational Seashore and Monh District of Golden Gate Mational Recreation Area
ROy #TkINRG]

[Benr Mr, Nenbacher

The 115, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) ks reviewed the ahove referenced
document. Our review and commenis are provided pursuant 1o the National Envirenmental
Policy Act (NEPAYL the Cowncil on Environmental Coality's NEPA Implementation Regulatons
at HPCFR 1500-1 508, and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act

We have rated this FEIS as 1O — “Lack of Objections™ {see enclosed “Summary of
Rating Definitions™)y. Altemative O is the National Park Service’s prefemed altemanive bocause
it would involve increased effons to enhance natural resources while reducing hazardous fuels.
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The DEIS indicites that all siiterdhieds ulnq&lud fierr [lhee Pamint H.E_lrL'h matiiial
Seashore Water Cuality Monilonng Repon hod tolal suspended solids that exceed the
recommeneled stamband, Furthermone, Tomales Bay und Logunitas Creck and Walker
Creck walcrshods ane listed as impaired waters under Clean Water Act Section 303d), 1t
Comment | 15 unclear from the DEIS what specific measures will he taken 1o improve water quality in
1-1 these watersheds. We recommend that vour office work closely with the California

Regional Water Quality Comtrsl Boord (CRWOOCE) w develop specific mamagement
mizasures that will not only offset firc manzgement impacts, but actually improve waler
quakity in these watersheds, These measures shoald be descnbed in the Final
Envirommental Impact Statement {FEIS)

The CEWORCH recently released the proposed total maximum doily lead {TMDOL)
anil implementatien strdegy for pathogens in Tomabes Bay, and will be developing and
adopting TMDLe and their implementstion plans over the next several vears for the other
Comment pollutanis imparming Tomales Bay, Lagumiias Creck and Walker Creck. We recommend

1-2 that woar ofTice work closely with the CRWOUH as you develog individual bum plans o
ensure consislency with the TMDL mmplementation plans as they ane developed for these
impaired watersheds.

Friard o Recpelal Papir
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Comment 1-1. In light of exceedences of levels of total dissolved solids (TSS) noted in the
DEIS for PRNS watershed, the US EPA recommends that NPS work closely with the RWQCB
and develop specific management measures to offset potential effects of fire management actions
and to improve water quality overall.

Response to Comment I- I. The NPS is working in conjunction with the RWQCB, and in
partnership with ranchers leasing lands within PRNS, to implement agricultural improvements
aimed at reducing impacts on water quality. The park and leaseholders have developed several
initiatives to reduce the levels of TSS and other pollutants and correct source areas for erosion on
the ranchlands. Examples of these initiatives include the McClure diary barn, funded entirely by
the leaseholder, which will house their herd during the winter, permitting their removal from
several open pastures during rainy season. On this and other ranches, PRNS has fenced cattle out
of creek channels, seasonal drainages and wetlands. On the Stewart Ranch, a grassed buffer strip
was construction between high use horse pens and Olema Creek to filter out sediment from
runoff. Sediment basins were constructed at the Nunes and Giacomini Ranches to trap runoff
from the concentrated use areas of the ranches and avoid deposition of the runoff into creeks and
drainages.

Comment 1-2. US EPA recommends that the NPS work with RWQCB to assure that FMP
actions not only offset potential project affects but work to improve water quality in the Tomales
Bay, Lagunitas Creek and Walker Creek watersheds. The NPS should assure that prescribed burn
plans remain consistent with the Total Maximum Daily Level (TMDL) implementation plans
currently being developed.

Response to Comment 1-2. Mitigation measures to protect water quality and water resources are
listed in the Draft EIS on pages 57-58. Measure W-1 calls for a review of the erosion control
plan for each prescribed burn. In response to Comment 1-2, the following text change will be
made to Mitigation Measure W- 1 in the Final EIS:

W-1. Individual burn plans will weuld be written with enough detail to determine the extent of
erosion within the burn area due to a) the prescribed burn and/or, b) mechanical treatments.
Subject matter experts will would determine if the erosion control plan submitted is sufficient to
prevent long-term moderate or major impacts to the water resources and water quality and will
assure project compliance with the TDML implementation plans for Tomales Bay, Lagunitas
Creek and Walker Creek, according to availability through adoption by the EPA. Strategies to
minimize erosion and sediment transport to water resources associated with prescribed burning
include avoiding overly steep slopes, timing burns to minimize erosion potential, or using
erosion control devices after bums. Strategies to minimize erosion and sediment transport to
water resources associated with mechanical treatment include avoiding overly steep slopes,
avoiding scraping or clearing to bare mineral soil (leave duff layer), or installing erosion control
devices as part of mechanical treatment (if necessary).
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The DEIS indicaies that your affice initisted consuliation with the US. Fish apad
Comment Wildlife Sarvice in 2000 for this fre monagement plon. We recommend that the
1-3 Piokogical opinien Forths plan be included in the FEIS.

We appreciate the opportunity to review Uiis DEIS and request s copy of the FEIS when e
o5 filed witk owr Washingion, DO office. W you have amy questions, please call me ai (415p972-
WAL, or have vour staf T call Jennne Geselbencht ol (415) 972-3851,
ﬁl'.u:l:'n:"l_l.'.
ltzn B. Hanf, Manager
Federl Activines Office
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Comment 1-3. US EPA recommends that the biological opinion from the US Fish and Wildlife
Service for the PRNS FMP be included in the FEIS.

Response to Comment 1-3. The biological opinions received from the US Fish and Wildlife
Service and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration on the FMP are included in
this Final EIS. The biological opinions present the conclusions of these agencies on the potential
affect of the FMP on species listed by the federal government under the Endangered Species Act.
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