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6.0  Consultation and Coordination   

 
 

6.1  Agencies and Organizations 
 

This project will require consultation through the following agencies: 

Federal consistency review - California Coastal Commission  

Some of the sites associated with this project are within the coastal zone, and subject to federal 
consistency review by the CCC.  Federal consistency review to ensure the project is consistent 
with state coastal zone management guidelines.  Review of the project will be initiated in 
conjunction with public release Environmental Assessment. 

Clean Water Act Section 401 certification - San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control 
Board  

The San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board is responsible for Clean Water Act 
401 certification on projects that may effect water resources. Onsite visits will be conducted with 
staff from the Board.  In conjunction with the public release of this document, the NPS would 
apply for CWA 401 certification from the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board. 

Clean Water Act Section 404 consultation and permit - US Army Corps of Engineers 

The Clean Water Act provides for the restoration and maintenance of the physical, chemical, and 
biological integrity of the nation’s waters. Section 404 of the act prohibits the discharge of fill 
material into navigable water of the United States, including wetlands, except as permitted under 
separate regulations by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency.  The project will be conducted within jurisdictional wetlands as confirmed by the US 
Army Corps of Engineers.  The project will require 404 permits through the Corps.  Application 
for these permits under Nationwide Permit 27 will be submitted in conjunction with public release 
Environmental Assessment. 
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Endangered Species Act – Section 7 consultation 

US Fish and Wildlife Service & National Marine Fisheries Service are responsible for 
administering the Endangered Species Act of 1973 which protects threatened and endangered 
species from unauthorized “take”, and directs federal agencies to ensure that their actions do not 
jeopardize the continued existence of listed species. Section 7 of the act defines federal agency 
responsibilities for consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, or the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (the latter is responsible for fish and marine mammal species).  Consultation 
requires preparation of a Biological Assessment to identify threatened or endangered species likely 
to be affected by the proposed action.  In conjunction with the public release of this document, 
NPS has initiated consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and NOAA Fisheries 
regarding this project. 

NHPA - Section 106 documentation and compliance - California Historic Preservation Office  

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 requires agencies to take into account the effects 
of their actions on properties listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places. The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation has developed implementing regulations 
(36 CFR 800), which allow agencies to develop agreements for consideration of these historic 
properties. The NPS, in consultation with the Advisory Council, the California State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO), American Indian tribes and the public, has developed a 
Programmatic Agreement for operations and maintenance activities on historic structures. This 
1995 Programmatic Agreement (available on the web at http://www.achp.gov/npspa1.html) 
provides a process for compliance with National Historic Preservation Act, and includes 
stipulations for identification, evaluation, treatment, and mitigation of adverse effects for actions 
affecting historic properties.  In conjunction with the public release of this document, NPS will 
request concurrence of a determination of No Adverse Affect to cultural resources from the 
actions included in this Environmental Assessment.   

NHPA - Section 106 review - Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria.   

The initial cultural resources study was undertaken in consultation with the Federated Indians of 
Graton Rancheria (FIGR).  A FIGR representative was involved with initial site surveys.  No 
archaeological resources were documented at the 6 sites identified as part of this environmental 
analysis.  Consistent with other projects, the NPS will coordinate with the FIGR if new 
information or resources are uncovered during implementation of this project. 

Public Outreach – The Environmental Assessment will be made available to the public for a 30 
day comment period.  Announcement of the comment period and how to obtain the document will 
be made by mail to the park interested parties mailing list.  Printed copies of the document would 
be made available upon request.  In addition, the EA will be posted on the park web site, at 
(http://www.nps.gov/pore/pphtml/documents.html)   

6.2  Consultation Requirements 
 

This project may require consultation or permits through the following agencies: 
• California Coastal Commission – Federal consistency review  
• San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board – Clean Water Act Section 401 certification  
• US Army Corps of Engineers – Clean Water Act Section 404 consultation and permit 
• US Army Corps of Engineers – Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 review 
• US Fish and Wildlife Service – Endangered Species Act – Section 7 consultation 
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• National Marine Fisheries Service - Endangered Species Act – Section 7 consultation 
• California Historic Preservation Office – Section 106 documentation and compliance 
• Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria – Section 106 review 

6.3  Persons Consulted 
Marla Lafer - San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Leslie Ferguson – San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Marc D’Avignon - US Army Corps of Engineers 
Dr. Bill Jackson – NPS Water Resources Division 
Dr. Gary Fellers – USGS-BRD  

6.4  Report Preparers 
Anna Buising, Geologist, Jones & Stokes, Inc. 
Kevin Mackay, Ecologist, Jones & Stokes, Inc.  
Brannon Ketcham, Park Hydrologist, Point Reyes National Seashore 
Jonathan Gervais, NEPA Specialist, Pacific West Region 
Mark Rudo, Archaeologist, Pacific West Region 

 

6.5 Public and Agency Scoping and Summary of Issues 
Raised 

Project scoping was conducted between February 18, 2003 and March 21, 2003.  The public 
scoping document was mailed to the park public outreach mailing list including more than 200 
recipients.  Four comment letters were received.  Potential impact topics that were identified 
through the public scoping are described below. 

Ecological Restoration  Concern was expressed over restoration at Muddy Hollow, in particular  
the intent of removing a feature heavily used by birds, for the benefit of other species such as 
steelhead.  Ecological restoration results in benefits for some species over others.  The potential 
impacts associated with restoration of natural process, which affects ecological conditions and 
sustainability are evaluated as part of the EA.   

Recreational Use  Muddy Hollow Pond is a large pond area easily accessible from the Limantour 
Parking area and is often used by bird watchers and docent led bird watching groups.  The pond is 
one of many within the Seashore providing large areas of open water habitat for diving ducks and 
other birds to rest and forage during the migration seasons.   

A trail network runs adjacent to the south side of Muddy Hollow Pond (Muddy Hollow Trail) and 
across the dam (Estero Trail).  Comments noted that similar trail access to/from this area should be 
maintained.   The proposed action alternatives include trail reroutes that will maintain access to the 
existing trail network. 

Wildlife – Birds  Muddy Hollow Pond  provides habitat  for a wide variety of bird and aquatic 
species, including, according to a  local bird expert,  over 20 duck species grebes, coots, American 
bitterns, Soras, and Virginia rails.  Surrounding the edge of the pond are willow and alder that 
support numerous neotropical migrants along the pond edge.  The habitat and use of the Muddy 
Hollow Pond area is evaluated as part of this EA. 
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Concern raised with respect to proposed actions at Muddy Hollow effecting recreational use and 
bird use informed the evaluation of Wildlife and Recreational Use impact sections.  As stated in 
the purpose and need, the intent of the project is to restore natural process thereby allowing for 
sustainable hydrologic, shoreline, and ecological conditions at these sites.  Potential impacts to 
these resources under the action and no action alternatives are documented.  To ensure that this 
concern raised in the scoping letters is mitigated to the extent feasible, NPS is committed to 
working with the birding community to develop informational signage that explains the reasons 
for the change and identifies other nearby birding opportunities.   

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 




