WPC Response

January 22, 2015
New England Interstate Water Pollution Control Commission (NEIWPCC) Review of the following report:
Application of SLAMM to Coastal Connecticut. Final Report. December 30, 2014. Prepared by Warren Pinnacle Consulting, Inc.
1. On page 2 of the PDF please add to the NOTICE section so that it includes the following text and the NEIWPCC and Long Island Sound Study (LISS) logos, per contract conditions:
This project was funded by an agreement awarded by the Environmental Protection Agency to the New England Interstate Water Pollution Control Commission in partnership with the Long Island Sound Study.

Although the information in this document has been funded wholly or in part by the United States Environmental Protection agency under agreement LI-96144501 to NEIWPCC, it has not undergone the Agency’s publications review process and therefore, may not necessarily reflect the views of the Agency and no official endorsement should be inferred. The viewpoints expressed here do not necessarily represent those of Long Island Sound Study, NEIWPCC, or EPA, nor does mention of trade names, commercial products, or causes constitute endorsement or recommendation for use.

We revised this section to include the language above. It now reads: 
This report was prepared by Warren Pinnacle Consulting, Inc. in the course of performing a project funded by an agreement awarded by the Environmental Protection Agency to the New England Interstate Water Pollution Control Commission (hereafter NEIWPCC) in partnership with the Long Island Sound Study.. Although the information in this document has been funded wholly or in part by the United States Environmental Protection agency under agreement LI-96144501 to NEIWPCC, it has not undergone the Agency’s publications review process and therefore, may not necessarily reflect the views of the Agency and no official endorsement should be inferred. The viewpoints expressed here do not necessarily represent those of Long Island Sound Study, NEIWPCC, or EPA, nor does mention of trade names, commercial products, or causes constitute endorsement or recommendation for use. Further, NEIWPCC, the State of Connecticut, and the contractor make no warranties or representations, expressed or implied, as to the fitness for particular purpose or merchantability of any product, apparatus, or service, or the usefulness, completeness, or accuracy of any processes, methods, or other information contained, described, disclosed, or referred to in this report. NEIWPCC, the State of Connecticut, and the contractor make no representation that the use of any product, apparatus, process, method, or other information will not infringe privately owned rights and will assume no liability for any loss, injury, or damage resulting from, or occurring in connection with, the use of information contained, described, disclosed, or referred to in this report.


2. On page 7, paragraph beginning with, “Further DEM hydrologic enforcement from initial SLAMM simulations.” Change sentence: This analysis, along with correspondence with NEIWPCC project managers CTDEEP technical leads, allowed us to identify areas that were either inundated too frequently or not enough.
Change made

3. On page 8, “Table 1” at the beginning of the third paragraph is a different font.
Fixed

4. On page 12 part of the figure 4 caption font is a larger size.
Fixed

5. On page 25, paragraph 1, consider revising as: 
a. Obviously, these land cover conversions were deemed acceptable. 
Or
b. Obviously, thisese land cover conversion were was deemed acceptable.
Fixed (version a above)

6. There is an extra period at the end of the last sentence on page 31.
Fixed

7. On page 58, for Table 23, it might be helpful to add a column to the right of the column for “Acres in 2010” for “Predicted Acres in 2100” to compare the acreage numbers side by side. It is understood that different SLR scenarios are displayed, but 1m seems to be the anticipated change and it would be helpful to see that displayed in acreage and not only as a percentage.
8. This isn’t a crucial edit but it was what I was looking to see and missing from that chart.

Fixed - We added 4 tables to this section, one for each SLR scenario, for the entire study area to provide the predicted acreages at each timestep. We prefer this approach rather than adding an additional column to Table 23 in order to avoid making that table too complicated. 

9. The following sentences are missing periods:
a. On page 82, last sentence in the first paragraph.
b. On page 93, last sentence in the second paragraph.
c. On page 97, last sentence in the second paragraph.
Fixed

10. The following numbers are missing commas:
a. On page 90: The portion of the Pawcatuck watershed within the Connecticut study area is limited to 1,144 total acres.
b. On page 97, paragraph 1: For swamps, a value of approximately 4,325 acres is most likely.
Fixed



New England Interstate Water Pollution Control Commission (NEIWPCC) comments on the following report:
Application of SLAMM to Westchester County, NY. Final Report. December 23, 2014. Prepared by Warren Pinnacle Consulting, Inc.
1. On page 2 of the PDF please add to the NOTICE section so that it includes the following text and the NEIWPCC and Long Island Sound Study (LISS) logos, per contract conditions:
This project was funded by an agreement awarded by the Environmental Protection Agency to the New England Interstate Water Pollution Control Commission in partnership with the Long Island Sound Study.

Although the information in this document has been funded wholly or in part by the United States Environmental Protection agency under agreement LI-96144501 to NEIWPCC, it has not undergone the Agency’s publications review process and therefore, may not necessarily reflect the views of the Agency and no official endorsement should be inferred. The viewpoints expressed here do not necessarily represent those of Long Island Sound Study, NEIWPCC, or EPA, nor does mention of trade names, commercial products, or causes constitute endorsement or recommendation for use.

Fixed – Now reads: This report was prepared by Warren Pinnacle Consulting, Inc. in the course of performing a project funded by an agreement awarded by the Environmental Protection Agency to the New England Interstate Water Pollution Control Commission (hereafter NEIWPCC) in partnership with the Long Island Sound Study. Although the information in this document has been funded wholly or in part by the United States Environmental Protection agency under agreement LI-96144501 to NEIWPCC, it has not undergone the Agency’s publications review process and therefore, may not necessarily reflect the views of the Agency and no official endorsement should be inferred. The viewpoints expressed here do not necessarily represent those of Long Island Sound Study, NEIWPCC, or EPA, nor does mention of trade names, commercial products, or causes constitute endorsement or recommendation for use. Further, NEIWPCC, the State of Connecticut, and the contractor make no warranties or representations, expressed or implied, as to the fitness for particular purpose or merchantability of any product, apparatus, or service, or the usefulness, completeness, or accuracy of any processes, methods, or other information contained, described, disclosed, or referred to in this report. NEIWPCC, the State of Connecticut, and the contractor make no representation that the use of any product, apparatus, process, method, or other information will not infringe privately owned rights and will assume no liability for any loss, injury, or damage resulting from, or occurring in connection with, the use of information contained, described, disclosed, or referred to in this report


2. On page 12 part of the figure 4 caption font is a larger size.
Fixed

3. On page 18, in table 5, why is the Caumsett Park accretion or elevation change value in red text?
Because it is an accretion rate as opposed to an elevation change rate. This is noted in the column header in Tables 5.


4. On page 21, I think TBA means “To be Announced” and if so this can be deleted, as the uncertainty analysis has now been added: The beach and tidal flat erosion rate was set to 0.44 m/yr, and the uncertainty due to the lack of site-specific data will be incorporated in the uncertainty analysis (TBA).
Fixed

5. On page 21 there is an extra period at the end of the footnote for fetch. 
Fixed

6. On page 40, for Table 12, it might be helpful to add a column to the right of the column for “Acres in 2003” for “Predicted Acres in 2100” to compare the acreage numbers side by side. It is understood that different SLR scenarios are displayed, but 1m seems to be the anticipated change and it would be helpful to see that displayed in acreage and not only as a percentage.
This information is available in Tables 13 through 16 and it is our thought that including more information in table 12 will make it harder to read. 
7. The following numbers are missing commas:
a. On page 19: Considering the above ground carbon weight percent of Spartina of 39.2% measured by Middleburg et al. (Middelburg et al. 1997), the peak biomass for the Guilford Marsh is that can be estimated of approximately 625 g/m2. Hartig et al. measured biomass of Spartina alterniflora ranging 700-1,450 g/m2 in Jamaica Bay (2002).
b. On page 54: … (a range between 6,900 and 7,100 acres).
Fixed
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