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A 
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A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and
Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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A 

B 

A. Project support noted. 

B. As described in the Draft EIS/EIR (page 2-21) the bypass tunnel closure
design would allow closure for an indefinite period of time; however, it
would allow for readily reopening the tunnel in the event that Congress
reauthorizes the Auburn Dam project.  Filling the tunnel, or installing a
concrete plug would accomplish the safety objectives, but would make it
more difficult and more costly to reopen the tunnel at a later date, if
needed.   
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A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 



American River Pump Station Project C2-117 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-87, pg. 2 

A (cont)



American River Pump Station Project C2-118 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-88 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump
Station Project Funding. 

B. The lead agency decision-makers have the option of selecting the Proposed
Project, one of the alternatives (including No Project/No Action) or some
other combination.  Downstream locations for a pump station were
considered and evaluated in the 1997 Value Planning Study.  These
alternatives were found to be either technically, economically, or
environmentally inferior to the alternatives selected for evaluation in the
Draft EIS/EIR.  Alternative ways of eliminating the safety hazards of the
tunnel were also evaluated in the value planning study, including protective
screens, and none of the alternatives were found satisfactory except for
blocking the tunnel.  Another safety concern associated with screening the
tunnel entrance is that the screen itself would be a hazard to boaters and
swimmers because people in the water could get stuck or tangled on  the
screen and trapped underwater.  Additionally, screening the tunnel would
not meet the federal and state project objective of restoring the river
channel.  Furthermore, any effort to screen the tunnel inlet would involve
constructing a “trash rack” of structural steel that would be strong enough to
withstand impacts from logs and the forces exerted when smaller debris
backs up.  Such a screening device would necessitate constant cleaning of
the debris that would collect at the tunnel inlet.  Furthermore, impacts from
logs and other debris have previously resulted in flow-related problems.
Accumulation of these materials in front of the tunnel would create a
potential public safety hazard. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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A 
A.  Project support noted. 




