Responses to Stacey Taylor comments to ESPAM2 final report sections.

Notation used in this response:

A:
Edit accepted.

R:
Edit rejected.

C:
We will consider the edit.

NC:
No underlying change.  Guidance from IDWR is to only change the document as required by differences between ESPAM1.1 and ESPAM2; this section appears to describe something that has not changed.

INTRODUCTION

1) Comment on first line after heading I.A. regarding "groundwater," "ground water" and "ground-water:

a) C:  I intended to replace all "ground water" and "ground-water" with "groundwater," consistent with new USGS practice.


HYDROGEOLOGY

1) Several corrections of hyphenation in "surface water" and "surface-water."

a) C.  I will try to use "surface water" when the pair of words is a noun, and "surface-water" when the pair is an adjective or adverb.


2) Page four second paragraph, change "450-800" to "450 to 800."

a) A 


MODEL I

1) Page nine last paragraph, addition of reference to Design Document.

a) A

MODEL II

1) Page 3, insertion of date for Taylor and Moore citation:

a) A


2) Page 6, deletion of redundant phrase "The Calibration Section of the Report..."

a) A


3) Page 11, wording changes regarding Perched Seepage.

a) A

Water Budget IVc

1) Page one first paragraph, question about role of steady-state model in generating starting heads.

a) A.  This section will need to be adjusted to correspond to the calibration section, when it is written.
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