
 

 

San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board 
 

 

Sent via electronic mail: No hard copy to follow 
 
August 31, 2026 
 
City of Pittsburg 
65 Civic Avenue 
Pittsburg, CA  94565 
Attn:  Kelsey Gunter (kgunter@pittsburgca.gov) 
Subject: Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact 

Report for the Suisun Trails Project (State Clearinghouse No. 2026071247) 
 
Dear Ms. Gunter: 

San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (Water Board) staff appreciate the 
opportunity to review the July 2026 Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (DEIR) for the Suisun Trails Project (Project). The City of Pittsburg (City) is the 
CEQA lead agency for the project, which would develop approximately 773 residential units, 
roads, and associated infrastructure within 106.3 acres throughout an approximately 222-acre site 
north of Willow Pass Road and south of the former Pittsburg Power Plant in the City of Pittsburg 
(38.031500, -121.918167). We have the following comments on aspects of the Project as 
presented in the NOP, recognizing the project likely involves significant impacts to wetlands and 
other waters of the State. 

Impacts to Jurisdictional Waters of the State, Including Wetlands 

The NOP’s discussion of potential Project impacts to jurisdictional wetlands and waters does not 
include, but should be revised to include, a discussion of the State’s Porter-Cologne Water 
Quality Act (Water Code Section 13000 et seq.). We recommend including the following text as 
a discussion of Porter-Cologne authority in the DEIR: 
 

The Water Board has regulatory authority over wetlands and waterways under both the 
federal Clean Water Act (CWA) and the State of California’s Porter-Cologne Water 
Quality Control Act (California Water Code, Division 7). Under the CWA, the Water 
Board has regulatory authority over actions in waters of the United States, through the 
issuance of Water Quality Certifications (Certifications) under Section 401 of the CWA, 
which are issued in combination with permits issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(Corps), under Section 404 of the CWA. When the Water Board issues Section 401 
certifications, it simultaneously issues general Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) for 
the project, under the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act. Activities in areas that 
are outside of Corps jurisdiction (e.g., isolated wetlands, vernal pools, or stream banks 
above the ordinary high water mark) are regulated by the Water Board as waters of the 
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State, under the authority of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act. Activities that 
lie outside of Corps jurisdiction may require the issuance of either individual or general 
WDRs from the Water Board.     

Construction of the Project will likely require fill in jurisdictional Waters of the U.S. and 
State, including subsided diked baylands, managed and muted tidal marsh, and tidal wetland-
upland transition zones. Permitting this fill under CWA Sections 404 and 401 will require an 
acceptable Alternatives Analysis developed  pursuant to CWA Section 404(b)(1) and the State 
Wetland Definition and Procedures for Discharges of Dredged or Fill Material to Waters of 
the State, also known as the Dredge or Fill Procedures, that demonstrates that impacts to 
waters of the U.S. and the State have been avoided, minimized, and/or compensated for as 
appropriate. We encourage the City to develop alternatives for CEQA that are consistent with 
the Section 404(b)(1) framework. These alternatives must also be consistent with Executive 
Order W-59-93, otherwise known as the California No Net Loss Policy, which requires no net 
loss and a long-term net gain in the acreages, functions, and values of wetland habitats. 

Impacts to Beneficial Uses 

The discussion of Project impacts to jurisdictional wetlands and waters in the NOP does not 
include a discussion of the impacts to beneficial uses. The Project study area encompasses a 
broad variety of waters of the State, including estuarine wetland, diked bayland, and open water 
habitats associated with Suisun Bay/Marsh and the confluence of the Sacramento and San 
Joaquin rivers. The DEIR must consider the potential impacts of Project alternatives on the 
current and anticipated future beneficial uses of these systems, which include agricultural supply, 
municipal and domestic supply, navigation, shellfish harvesting, estuarine habitat, cold 
freshwater habitat, fish migration, fish spawning, warm freshwater habitat, wildlife habitat, 
preservation of rare and endangered species, industrial service supply, ground water recharge, 
commercial and sport fishing, water contact recreation, and noncontact water recreation.  

Special Status Species  

The Project could result in direct impacts to habitat for rare and special-status plant and animal 
species, including (but not limited to) California Ridgway’s rail (Rallus obsoletus), California 
black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus), salt marsh harvest mouse (Reithrodontomys 
raviventris), California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii), western pond turtle (Actinemys 
marmorata), Suisun Marsh aster (Symphyotrichum lentum), Suisun thistle (Cirsium hydrophilum 
var. hydrophilum), Delta tule pea (Lathyrus jepsonii var. jepsonii), and soft bird’s beak 
(Chloropyron molle ssp. molle). By impacting estuarine wetlands that support nearshore and 
pelagic productivity, the Project could also result in indirect impacts to rare and special-status 
fish species such as longfin smelt (Spirinchus thaleichthys), salmonids (Oncorhynchus spp.), and 
sturgeon (Acipenser spp.). Although the Water Board often defers to the California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and National Marie Fisheries Service when 
they are involved in the permitting, the DEIR should include a discussion of the Water Board’s 
jurisdiction in this area. The Water Board’s jurisdiction in this area includes the beneficial uses 
of the study area that support rare and special-status species (e.g. estuarine habitat, cold 
freshwater habitat, fish migration, fish spawning, warm freshwater habitat, and wildlife habitat). 

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/docs/2021/procedures.pdf
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/docs/2021/procedures.pdf
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/docs/2021/procedures.pdf
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Scope of Environmental Review  

The DEIR will need a detailed assessment of the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of 
Project alternatives on site- and landscape-scale hydrology and water quality, geomorphology, 
and ecology (including native and special-status plant, fish, and wildlife species). This 
analysis should consider the potential intensity, duration, and frequency of future storm events 
in catchments draining to the Project area in addition to the potential range of sea level rise in 
the Bay over the Project’s intended lifespan.1 It should address how the alternatives will 
impact existing and future patterns of tidal and watershed flooding, sediment 
erosion/deposition/transport, vegetation establishment/dispersion/succession, and related 
physical and ecological processes that support the diversity, integrity, and resilience of the 
region’s Waters of the State (including wetlands). It should also address the impacts of Project 
alternatives on the safe movement of fish and wildlife within and between the Bay, the 
region’s bayland and shoreline habitats, and terrestrial habitats in contributing local 
watersheds. 

Placement Feasibility for Beneficial Reuse of Dredged Sediment to Support Regional Tidal 
Marsh Restoration Goals 

The Project site is situated within the Bay Point Operational Landscape Unit (OLU), one of the 
region’s few diked baylands and muted or managed tidal marshes that are an ideal candidate for 
direct placement of dredged sediment for the multi-benefit purposes of tidal marsh restoration 
(see Baylands Resilience Mapbook, p. 36; Version 1.2; revised April 2025). Diked baylands are 
areas that were historically tidal marsh and mudflat ecosystems with full tidal action but were 
drained and converted due to disconnections from tidal influence by unnatural obstructions (e.g., 
dikes, levees). Similarly, muted or managed tidal marshes are tidal ecosystems that are still 
tidally connected but whose tidal ranges are limited by infrastructure, such as tide gates, 
roadways, and undersized culverts. The tidal elevation range at the Project site has decreased 
significantly due to subsidence or soil compaction resulting from a combination of diking and 
draining for conversion to diked baylands and tidal restrictions for conversion to muted or 
managed tidal marsh, warranting the dire conditions for tidal marsh restoration (Figure 1).  
 

 
1 Consistent with the California Ocean Protection Council’s 2024 State of California Sea Level Rise 
Guidance, and the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission’s 2024 Regional 
Shoreline Adaptation Plan, the DEIR should assess the Project’s vulnerability to the 0.8 ft (2050), 3.1 ft 
(2100 Intermediate), 4.9 ft (2100 Intermediate-High), and 6.6 ft (2100 High) of projected sea level rise. 

https://www.sfei.org/sites/default/files/biblio/2025-04/Resilience%20Metrics%20Mapbook%20-%20Spreads.pdf
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Figure 1: Graphic provided by the San Francisco Estuary Institute (SFEI) illustrates the 
significant reduction of tidal range elevation (primarily by up to 4x Mean Lower Low Water 
(MLLW)) and therefore the need for tidal restoration within the diked bayland Bay Point OLU at 
the Project site (Source: SFEI Baylands Resilience Metrics). 
 
Since the 19th century, approximately 90 percent of San Francisco Bay’s tidal wetlands have 
either disappeared or been severely degraded primarily from their conversion to diked baylands 
and muted or managed tidal marshes (USFWS, 2020). Tidal wetlands are proven to be highly 
effective at providing multiple benefits, including but not limited to coastal flood and storm 
surge protection, wave attenuation, community climate resilience, water filtration, aquatic 
species habitat and food sources, and carbon sequestration. Moreover, the restoration of at least 
100,000 acres of San Francisco Bay tidal wetlands is recommended to protect shoreline 
communities, improve flood control and water quality, support recreation and endangered 
species, and to improve the overall health of the Bay ecosystem (Baylands Ecosystem Habitat 
Goals Report, 1999; revised 2015). Given the site’s characteristics, as well as residential 
development and significant infrastructure to the south including the Union Pacific Railroad and 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe lines, the Project site must be further prioritized for tidal marsh 
restoration through sediment placement efforts and other nature-based sea-level rise (SLR) 
adaptation plans. 
Sediment placement is the critical process of applying sediment on subsided diked baylands to 
raise their elevation necessary for tidal wetland restoration or strategically placing sediment on 
or near existing tidal marshes and mudflats to increase their elevation and allow them to keep 
pace with accelerating SLR. Methods of strategic sediment placement to increase the SLR 
resiliency of diked baylands and muted or managed tidal marsh ecosystems include: shallow 
water placement (sediment is placed offshore, resuspended by wave and tide action, and then 
transported by tidal currents onto the marshes), thin-layer placement (dredged sediment is 
sprayed directly onto the marsh surface to raise its elevation), and water column seeding 

https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/f1af3c0b094d421a8e37a547894fe7aa#widget_1=active_datasource_id:dataSource_8,center:-13570605.292607062%2C4583545.210090937%2C102100,scale:18055.954822,level:15,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A18055.954822%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22latestWkid%22%3A3857%2C%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-13570605.292607062%2C%22y%22%3A4583545.210090937%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_1-dataSource_8%22%3A%7B%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66fce63-layer-82%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66707a2-layer-71%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66b3d5f-layer-79%22%3Atrue%2C%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66cca34-layer-81%22%3Atrue%2C%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66cca34-layer-81-192b516a87d-layer-70%22%3Atrue%7D%7D
https://www.fws.gov/story/2020-01/reversing-history-san-francisco-bay
https://www.sfei.org/projects/baylands-ecosystem-habitat-goals-project
https://www.sfei.org/projects/baylands-ecosystem-habitat-goals-project
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(sediment is released into the water at the marsh channel entrance during an incoming tide and 
then carried onto the marsh by tidal currents).  
At Suisun Trails, the City is proposing residential and roadway development within four diked 
bayland and managed or muted tidal marsh OLUs that are suitable for direct sediment placement 
prior to restoration given their unique proximity to potential offloading locations. For instance, 
all four OLUs are located within 0-2,200 feet (including less than 180 feet to the nearest diked 
bayland) from deep water (Suisun Bay) that allows a scow to approach and offload sediment 
closer to the shore. The four OLUs include the Bay Point Regional Shoreline I (406 acres), Bay 
Point Regional Shoreline A (49 acres), Bay Point Regional Shoreline B (27 acres), and Bay Point 
Regional Shoreline F (3 acres). In addition, the Bay Point Regional Shoreline P OLU (317 acres) 
is immediately to the west of the proposed project site. 
 
The required volume and depth needed to achieve the target restoration elevation (1 foot below 
the marsh plain) for each OLU is 95,000 to 430,000 cubic yards (CY) and 4.2 to 10.4 feet, 
23,000 to 94,000 CY and 0.9 to 1.5 feet, 23,000 to 94,000 CY and 0.0 to 0.8 ft, and 5,400 to 
22,000 CY and 1.6 to 2.6 ft, respectively (Figures 2A and 2B). Once target restoration elevations 
are achieved through direct placement, tidal connections can be restored for diked baylands and 
improved for muted marshes. Restoring full tidal action to muted tidal areas improves tidal 
flushing and habitat, increases sediment delivery and SLR resilience, and reduces hypersalinity 
and water quality impacts. In summary, the Project may impact the feasibility of restoring up to 
485 acres of diked baylands and muted or managed tidal marsh, which would be a significant 
obstacle to achieving regional tidal marsh restoration goals and related benefits.  
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Figures 2A (top) and 2B (bottom): Graphics provided SFEI indicate the relative volume (top) and 
depth (bottom) of placed sediment needed to feasibly achieve the target restoration elevation for 
each Bay Point OLU within the Project site (Source: SFEI Baylands Resilience Metrics). 
 
Rare Regional Opportunity to Support Special-Status Species with Wetland-Upland 
Transition Zone Connectivity 
 
The Project proposes residential and roadway development on the site’s wetland-upland 
transition zone, which provides critical habitat for numerous special-status plant, wildlife, and 
fish species, including but not limited to longfin smelt (Spirinchus thaleichthys), Ridgway’s rail 
(Rallus obsoletus), and salt marsh harvest mouse (Reithrodontomys raviventris). Wetland-upland 
or estuarine-terrestrial transition zones (transition zones) are the transitional areas between tidal 
wetlands and uplands, and they serve as an important connection between the intertidal habitats 
and watersheds. Transition zones provide a range of ecosystem functions and benefits, including 
high tide refugia, wildlife corridors, niche habitats, public access and recreation, carbon 
sequestration, flood detention, and marsh migration space, among others. 
  
Although the Water Board often defers to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marie Fisheries Service when they are involved in the 
permitting, the EIR should include a discussion of the Water Board’s jurisdiction in this area. 
The Water Board’s jurisdiction in this area includes the beneficial uses of the study area that 
support rare and special-status species (e.g. estuarine habitat, fish migration, cold freshwater 
habitat, warm freshwater habitat, and wildlife habitat). The DEIR should assess how Project 
activities will directly, indirectly, and cumulatively impact special-status species habitat, as well 
as the physical and ecological processes within and adjacent to the study area that sustain this 
habitat.  
 

https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/f1af3c0b094d421a8e37a547894fe7aa#widget_1=active_datasource_id:dataSource_8,center:-13570605.292607062%2C4583545.210090937%2C102100,scale:18055.954822,level:15,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A18055.954822%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22latestWkid%22%3A3857%2C%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-13570605.292607062%2C%22y%22%3A4583545.210090937%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_1-dataSource_8%22%3A%7B%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66fce63-layer-82%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66707a2-layer-71%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66b3d5f-layer-79%22%3Atrue%2C%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66cca34-layer-81%22%3Atrue%2C%22widget_1-dataSource_8-192b66cca34-layer-81-192b516a87d-layer-70%22%3Atrue%7D%7D


City of Pittsburg - 7 - Suisun Trails Project NOP Comments 
 

 

The Project does not yet provide adequate upper boundary and Bay margin transition zones that 
are critical for supporting protected marsh wildlife. For instance, proposed Project impacts from 
residential and roadway development are located within upper boundary transition zones that are 
currently disconnected from the Bay and adjacent to Bay margin transition connectivity zones 
for 317 acres of tidal marsh in the Bay Point Regional Shoreline P OLU. Upper boundary 
transition zones do not depend solely on elevation and require sufficient width to support the 
broad range of ecosystem functions and benefits mentioned above. The Bay margin transition 
zone is based on elevation relative to the tides and provides high water refuge for marsh wildlife. 
The Project site is located at the appropriate elevation and if restored could support a sufficient 
extent of space to ensure adequate wetland-upland transition zone connectivity.   
 
The Project impacts are also located within migration space connectivity zones both connected 
and disconnected from Bay. Migration space is the space available for marshes to move upland 
and inland in response to SLR. In addition to providing inadequate transition zones for habitat of 
special-status species listed above, the Project does not provide adequate migration space for the 
impacted and adjacent wetlands to migrate and keep pace with SLR, exacerbating conditions that 
may eventually drown out tidal marshes commonly known as coastal squeeze. Within San 
Francisco Bay, low-lying uplands that could support the inland migration of Bay habitats is 
already scarce. If restored, the Project site is located at an elevation that could mitigate the 
impacts of coastal squeeze. The restoration of these tidal marsh ecosystems could not only 
provide sufficient flood accommodation space and climate resilience for adjacent communities, 
but also enhance beneficial uses and improve water quality and ecological health of the Bay.  
 
Protecting Special-Status Species with Patch Compactness and Connectivity 
 
In addition to impacting transition zone connectivity for rare and special-status plant and animal 
species, the Project proposes significant impacts to patch compactness and connectivity. Patch 
compactness describes the size and shape of a habitat patch and is commonly used as a proxy for 
measuring habitat quality. For instance, more compact shapes, like a circle or square, have less 
edge and more core habitat than convoluted shapes. Small, non-compact marshes can provide 
benefits as habitat connectors between other marshes, but they do not provide the same extent of 
habitat benefits as large, compact patches, which are less susceptible to edge effects (e.g., 
invasion, disturbance, pollution) that can negatively impact marsh species. Patch compactness is 
also used as a metric to help identify areas where large, compact marshes are present or lacking, 
and where restoration projects may enhance wildlife support by expanding or adding compact 
marsh patches. Large, compact patches provide a range of microhabitats that increase the 
likelihood of wildlife to find suitable habitat in response to variable environmental conditions, 
such as climate change. The size of a patch that will support a viable population varies for 
different species. For example, marsh patches greater than 150 acres are demonstrated to be 
viable for salt marsh harvest mouse, while patches greater than about 250 acres support denser 
Ridgway’s rail populations (Goals Project 2000, USFWS 2013).  
 
Similarly, patch connectivity among marsh patches is essential for maintaining viable 
populations of rare and special-status plant and animal species and is a critical element of 
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ecological function. The patch connectivity metric indicates how much each marsh and diked 
bayland (potential future tidal habitats) contributes to or could contribute to connectivity across 
the Bay’s network of marshes, including at Suisun Trails. The metric assesses connectivity for 
two endangered species: Ridgway’s rail and salt marsh harvest mouse. These special-status 
species require different types of patch connectivity between marshes to maintain population 
health.  
 
The Project impacts are proposed within three diked bayland and managed or muted tidal marsh 
habitat patches across a spatial gradient of patch size, compactness, and connectivity that provide 
a range of support for numerous rare and special-status plant and animal species. These habitat 
patches include the following OLUs: Bay Point Regional Shoreline I (406 acres; large compact), 
Bay Point Regional Shoreline A (49 acres, small compact), and Bay Point Regional Shoreline B 
(27 acres, small compact). Moreover, the Project proposes residential and roadway development 
within 106.3 acres of existing salt marsh harvest mouse patch connectivity areas that rank 0-20 
(most important), 41-60, and 61-80, and within potentially restored salt marsh harvest mouse 
patch connectivity areas that rank 0-20 (most important) and 61-80 (Baylands Resilience 
Mapbook). Connecting the three patch areas by restoring the diked baylands and muted or 
managed tidal marshes would significantly increase patch size and compactness, habitat 
connectivity, and population resilience for salt marsh harvest mouse and other endangered 
species like the Ridgway’s rail and longfin smelt.  
 
Design Considerations and Alternatives Analysis 

As the Project is refined for the DEIR, we recommend the following design considerations to 
reduce impacts to beneficial uses of wetlands and Waters of the State:  
 

• Avoid and minimize impacts to diked baylands and muted or managed tidal wetlands that 
support the direct sediment placement of beneficially reused dredged material for the 
purposes of tidal marsh restoration.   

 
• Avoid and minimize impacts to diked baylands and muted or managed tidal wetlands that 

support marsh wildlife movement between tidal wetlands in Mallard Island north of the 
site and upland transition zones south of the site. It is especially important to avoid and 
minimize impacts from disturbance to the existing tidal marshes along Mallard Slough 
north and west of the site, as these are an important movement corridor for wildlife in 
between Suisun Bay and the interior of the Bay Point marsh complex.  

 
• Avoid and minimize fill impacts to wetlands and waters of the State. The NOP explains 

that a minimum of three alternatives, including the No Project Alternative, will be 
evaluated in the DEIR. The Project must appropriately analyze alternatives to filling or 
otherwise impacting waters of the State and avoid and minimize impacts to the maximum 
extent practicable. Where impacts are unavoidable, the Project must propose acceptable 
mitigation to compensate for the loss of wetlands and waters of the State.  

 



City of Pittsburg - 9 - Suisun Trails Project NOP Comments 
 

 

• Minimize the footprints of Project activities, such as residential lot or roadway widening, 
to minimize impacts to diked baylands and muted or managed tidal marshes and allow for 
the natural movement of water and sediment between Suisun Bay and the Bay Point 
marsh complex.  

 
Each design alternative will require a detailed assessment of the direct, indirect, and cumulative 
hydrologic, geomorphic, and ecological impacts to the estuarine and baylands habitats in the 
Project study area, including but not limited to consideration of the issues listed above. The 
preferred alternative should be the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative 
(LEDPA) that accomplishes the basic project purpose and avoids and minimizes impacts to the 
conditions and processes that support these habitats. 
 
Stormwater Treatment and Trash Controls  
 
The Project will be required to control potential urban runoff pollutants using source control 
measures, and to treat stormwater runoff from all new and reworked impervious surfaces through 
low impact development stormwater treatment controls consistent with requirements in the 
Municipal Regional Municipal Stormwater NPDES Permit (MRP) (Order No. R2-2022-0018, as 
amended, and as may be reissued). If stormwater treatment of the Project’s new and reworked 
impervious area cannot be implemented onsite, an offsite alternative compliance project(s) will 
be required to treat an equivalent area of impervious surface with similar pollutant loading. 
 
Closing 
 
In summary, the NOP does not demonstrate that impacts associated with the proposed fill of 
diked baylands and muted or managed tidal wetlands in Suisun Trails will be successfully 
mitigated to a less than significant level. Therefore, the DEIR will likely not support the issuance 
of future permits from the Water Board for fill of waters of the State under the current Project.   
We encourage the City to include conceptual mitigation plan(s) in the DEIR to compensate for 
Project impacts and ensure no net loss to wetlands and waters of the State in accordance with our 
California Wetlands Conservataion Policy. In addition to allowing the feasibility of mitigation 
measures to be assessed, conceptual mitigation plan(s) will be of value in evaluating the relative 
costs of the proposed mitigation measures.   
Finally, the DEIR should not assume that resource agencies will allow the proposed fill of the 
wetlands at Suisun Trails. Large expanses of diked baylands and undeveloped uplands 
immediately adjacent to tidal marsh and sloughs are extremely rare in San Francisco Bay. Suisun 
Trails represents a rare opportunity to restore this complex of habitats in continuum with the 
Bay, provide habitat connectivity for rare and special-status plant and animal species, and 
provide an area for tidal marsh species to migrate and adapt in response to accelerating SLR. We 
encourage the City to request an interagency meeting with the Corps, the California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Bay Conservation and Development 
Commission, and the Water Board as soon as possible, to discuss permitting issues related to 
jurisdictional waters in Suisun Trails.  
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If you have any questions or comments, please contact Nathaniel Goetz of my staff at (510) 622-
2346 or via email to nathaniel.goetz@waterboards.ca.gov. 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Keith H. Lichten, P.E. 
Assistant Executive Officer 
 
cc:  SWRCB, DWQ, stateboard401@waterboards.ca.gov 
  Water Board, San Francisco Bay Region: 
   Margaret Monahan, Margaret.Monahan@Waterboards.ca.gov 
   Christina Toms, Christina.Toms@Waterboards.ca.gov 
   Joseph Martinez, Joseph.Martinez@Waterboards.ca.gov 
   Xavier Fernandez, Xavier.Fernandez@waterboards.ca.gov 
   Kathryn Hart, Kathryn.Hart@waterboards.ca.gov 
   Brian Wines, Brian.Wines@waterboards.ca.gov 
   Agnes Farres, Agnes.Farres@waterboards.ca.gov 
   Setenay Frucht, Setenay.Frucht@waterboards.ca.gov 

BCDC:  
Lisa Herron, lisa.herron@bcdc.ca.gov  
Erik Buehmann, erik.buehmann@bcdc.ca.gov 
Kathryn Riley, kathryn.riley@bcdc.ca.gov 
Jessica Fain, jessica.fain@bcdc.ca.gov  

  U.S. EPA, Region IX, R9cwa401@epa.gov  
   Zoe Chan, chan.zoe@epa.gov 
  State Clearinghouse, State.Clearinghouse@lci.ca.gov
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