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Draft Assessment and Multi-year Strategy 2006-2010 for the Section 309 Coastal Zone Enhancement

Grants Program

The Ohio Department of Natural Resources has made available for public review and comment the
Draft Assessment and Multi-year Strategy 2006-2010 for the Section 309 Coastal Zone Enhancement
Grants Program for the State of Ohio. This has been done in accordance with Section 309 of the
federal Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972. Section 309 of the CZMA requires states to assess
their programs in nine issue categories. These are 1. Wetlands, 2. Coastal Hazards, 3. Public Access,
4. Marine Debris, 5. Cumulative and Secondary Impacts, 6. Special Area Management Planning, 7.
Ocean Resources (Great Lakes Resources), 8. Energy and Government Facility Siting, and 9.
Aquaculture. Assessments are based on both the status of the resource and the status of existing



management authorities and programs to address the concerns. Strategies include general direction
and specific actions proposed by the Ohio Coastal Management Program to address these issues over
the next five fiscal years.

Ohio’s document (updated from Ohio’s 2001 assessment) identifies three of these categories as high
priorities: Great Lakes Resources, Wetlands, and Cumulative and Secondary Impacts. A fourth,
Coastal Hazards, is identified as a Medium priority overall, while chronic and episodic erosion are
considered a high priority for purposes of improving sand resource management and erosion control.

Comments must be postmarked or emailed by April 3, 2006 and sent to: Yetty Alley, ODNR, Office of
Coastal Management, 105 West Shoreline Drive, Sandusky, Ohio 44870, or
yetty.alley@dnr.state.oh.us. Print a PDF version of the Draft Assessment and Multi-year Strategy
2006-2010 for the Section 309 Coastal Zone Enhancement Grants Program or obtain a copy by
calling 1-888-OHIOCMP.
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Section 309 Programmatic Objectives
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Coastal Hazards

Section 309 Programmatic Objectives
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Wetlands

Section 309 Programmatic Objectives
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Cumulative and Secondary Impacts

Section 309 Programmatic Objectives
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Marine Debris

Section 309 Programmatic Objectives
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APPENDIX B
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RESPONSE 1)

From: Maggie Thurber [MThurber@co.lucas.oh.us]
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2006 12:18 PM

To: Alley, Yetty

Subject: Section 309 draft

Yetty - thanks for the draft. |[I"ve read through it and really don"t have
any comments except to say that it appears to be very thorough and
detailed. Thanks!

Maggie Thurber
Lucas County Commissioner
CRAC member

RESPONSE 2)

From: Quinn, Mike

Sent: Monday, March 27, 2006 1:38 PM

To: Alley, Yetty

Subject: FW: Your review and comment is requested

Follow Up Flag:  Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

| asked Phil Miller to review this document and he has only one comment, as he mentions below in his
e-mail response to me. | hope this helps and if there is anything else you require from our Division
please do not hesitate to call. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Mike Quinn

Michael E. Quinn

Ohio Division of Watercraft
Acting Chief
614-265-6420

From: Miller, Phil

Sent: Friday, March 24, 2006 12:25 PM

To: Quinn, Mike

Cc: McGarity, William

Subject: RE: Your review and comment is requested
Mike:

| have reviewed the Ohio Coastal Management Program, IMT’s Multi-year Strategy 2006-2010 for the
Section 309 Coastal Zone Enhancement Grants Program for the State of Ohio. | have made very
minor corrections on page 10 regarding the funding amounts of our CBFG and RHEP Programs.
Those are our only comments at this time.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
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RESPONSE 3)
From: Knight, Roger
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2006 2:25 PM
To: Alley, Yetty
Cc: Gray, Steve; Isbell, Gary
Subject: RE: Your review and comment is requested
, @
3% % & -5 7 8
& 2 + )+
+
)i - % & M, & 2 &
> & 2 M

The Lake Erie Fishing Guide is another publication that is available as a printed copy through the

ODNR Division of Wildlifet 3 & < "ok
)+?
Resource Characterization
£ 1 o> % T#8 E 2 92 92 2
8t
% &9 —-t$ ./ =
C ; 4 7 . 8; Procedures for Consultation on Introductions in
the Great Lakes Basin, & 2 % 2 & 2 ./
#

Thanks for the opportunity to review.
Roger

Roger L. Knight

Lake Erie Fisheries Program Administrator
ODNR Division of Wildlife

Sandusky Fisheries Research Station
305 E. Shoreline Drive

Sandusky OH 44870

(419) 625-8062

(419) 625-6272 fax
roger.knight@dnr.state.oh.us



RESPONSE 4)

From:
Sent:
To: Al
Subjec

Emily_Miller@dot.state.oh.us

Monday, April 03, 2006 8:18 AM

ley, Yetty

t: Re: Your review and comment is requested

Yetty Alley,

I have reviewed Section 309 Draft Assessment and I have no comments.
Thank you,

Emily Miller

Office of the Director and Assistant Directors

Ohio Department of Transportation

1980 West Broad Street

Columb

us, Ohio 43223

614-466-8991 Fax 614-644-0587

RESPONSE 5)

From: Berg, Thomas

Sent: Wednesday, April 05, 2006 2:36 PM

To: Alley, Yetty

Subject: FW: Your review and comment is requested

Yetty, Connie and Don made some amendments to the Section 309 comments. See below.

T. M. Berg

REVIEW AND COMMENTS ON THE SECTION 309 DRAFT
ASSESSMENT AND MULTI-YEAR STRATEGY
BY
LAKE ERIE GEOLOGY GROUP
DIVISION OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

TOC — Table of contents doesn’t match headings in the report.

p.1-

List of 9 priority enhancement areas doesn’t match report.

p. 2 & 18 V Because erosion is natural process, “chronic” erosion should be “ongoing.”
p.2V What steps were taken to improve enforcement?

p.3V
p.4V
p.4-

Must provide reference for 313.5-mile shoreline calculation.
High lake levels don’t cause erosion.
Open-lake disposal of sand and not dredging causes sand depletion in the littoral system.

p. 4 — The wider beaches tend to be the public beaches updrift of harbor structures. It is the reaches

of shore

between harbor structures that tend to be depleted of sand resources.

Fit all tables onto one page.

Place * explanation as a table footnote for each table using *.

Define “significant” and “moderate.”

1 #2—"ODNR” should be in parentheses.

Purchasing land protects property from development, but it doesn’t add to ecological diversity.
It is not clear how OCM was involved in the projects listed in the entire report. It would be

helpful to say if involvement was by providing 309 grant funding, office staff time, etc.
p. 10 —Top paragraph was previously stated.



p.11 — How is the Section 309 grant associated with the bacteria study. Neither OCM, nor NOAA were
mentioned in the USGS study’s authorship or funding acknowledgements.

p. 11 — Under point 1, does “this” mean Public Access?

p. 11 — Who is “we” in last paragraph? Is it OCM, ODNR, the State of Ohio, OCM and NOAA, or the
individuals writing the report?

. 12 — Either delete the text and use all X's or use all text in the table columns.

. 13 — Substitute “subaerial erosion” for “erosion.”

. 13 — Remove “all the levels” and just say “stakeholders.”

. 13 — Substitute “within the planning period” for “future.”

. 14 — Substitute “Data from this study” for “The following table.”

. 14 — Add “number of parcels” and “% lakeshore” in the table headings.

. 14 — Note % shoreline in the table may not match OCM'’s new shoreline mileage.

p.16 - What does the Corps 227 Study have to do with Section 3097

p. 16 — The Corps Buffalo District is the lead for the Section 227 project at Sheldon Marsh. ERDC
performed modeling as requested by the Buffalo District.

p. 16 — Substitute “innovative alternative” for “alternative.”

p. 17— Sand by-passing has been required by ODNR for 30-years and by DGS for 15-years.[OGS has
advocated sand bypassing and nearshore disposal for at least 30 years and ODNR adopted this
policy. Since the mid 1980s OGS has voiced concerns about burying coastal sand resources (beach
and nearshore sand) beneath fill material. deg]

p. 19 — “Improve?” — by what means?

p. 22 - Prior to harbor structures, dunes weren't prevalent along the Lake Erie south shore, except for
Western Basin barrier beaches and Bay Point and Cedar Point spits.

p. 25 — Either list all involved Divisions or just list ODNR.

p. 25 — The atlas is a tool, but it doesn’t do habitat research, assessment, and monitoring.

p. 31 — Are “Nearshore development activities” submerged lands structures or upland areas near the
lake?

p. 31 — When lake levels fall, wetlands migrate lakeward not landward. [The paragraph preceding the
discussion about wetland migration reads “lake levels generally have been normal or slightly below
normal ...and the effect on coastal marshes has been significant.” This leads the reader to link low
lake levels and “the unavailability of undeveloped land over which wetlands could retreat inland and
expand....” In a natural system, wetlands migrate lakeward during falling lake levels and landward
during rising lake levels. deg]

p. 31 — Change “wetland loss within the marsh area” to “wetland loss from the Lake Plain
Physiographic Region”.

p. 31 — When referring to the Great Lakes “basin” (] #5), the word “basin” should be capitalized; that
should be done throughout the document.

p. 36 — The Ohio EPA and ODNR-REALM are the lead on the HRU initiative. Therefore the
characterization here is misleading.

p. 38 — The Resource Characterization Section needs to be reorganized and rewritten before
comments can be given. Please provide.

p. 39 - The use of the phrase “the vicinity of (location)” conflicts with the statement “does not affect
private property.”

Entire document: Hyphens should be used in unit modifiers. Examples—p. 41, { #2: “...various site-
design practices...” and “...storm-water volume and velocity...”

T T TTTTDO

Comments/questions provided by Don Guy & Connie Livchak, 4/3/06
A few grammatical comments added by Tom Berg, 4/4/06



