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Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation
Public Scoping Comments

Comment Comment Comment Summary
Document Commenter Number
# H#-#
001 Andrea Vyenielo 001-001 support brood stock from New Zealand
001 Andrea Vyenielo 001-002 stock from small genetic pool of wild and
hatchery raised will cause more risk for genetic
mutation and disease
001 Andrea Vyenielo 001-003 Chinook salmon spend 4-8 years at sea - pilot
project would take at least 8 years - not 3
002 Ana Holub 002-001 include WWT
003 Donald Alley - certified 003-001 include WWT on the Steering committee
fishery biologist
003 Donald Alley - certified 003-002 Postpone the pilot study until genetic analysis of
fishery biologist chinook salmon in New Zealand have been
genetically tested for the presence of winter-run
characteristics
003 Donald Alley - certified 003-003 Do not use any salmon derived from captive
fishery biologist broodstock of winter-run salmon at the Livingston
Stone Hatchery in the pilot study
003 Donald Alley - certified 003-004 Do not use offspring from wild winter-run still
fishery biologist inhabiting the Sacramento River in the pilot study
unless the analysis of New Zealand salmon
indicates the absence of winter-run
characteristics
003 Donald Alley - certified 003-005 Consider and investigate volitional passage
fishery biologist alternatives for adult chinook salmon during the
pilot study
003 Donald Alley - certified 003-006 Abandon the trap and haul method of transferring

fishery biologist

salmon above and below Shasta Dam
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Comment Comment Comment Summary

Document Commenter Number

# H#-#

003 Donald Alley - certified 003-007 In the long run, volitional passage will be more

fishery biologist cost effective and result in a more suitable
salmon pop in the McCloud river. An off-channel
facility connected to volitional pathway is the only
reasonable alternative to consider

004 State Water Resources 004-001 Project may necessitate a water quality

Control Board - Diane certification from the Water Board for any juvenile
Riddle collector or anchored box, depending on how and
where it is anchored

004 State Water Resources 004-002 EIS should identify how the project will comply

Control Board - Diane with water quality objectives included in the

Riddle Water Quality Control Plan. The EIS should
include how the project may interact with the
potential new requirements and existing
requirements

004 State Water Resources 004-003 EIS should address Moyle's uncertainties raised

Control Board - Diane in his paper on trap and haul - attached
Riddle

005 Paige Connell 005-001 Do not block the WWT's efforts to restore the
salmon to their natural and appropriate
environment

006 Stephan C. Volker 006-001 Reclamation has failed to meet required
deadlines included in the RPA Action V. Every
year that salmon are denied access to the eleven
miles of historically essential spawning habitat
along the McCloud River the viability of the
species is reduced. Further delay is
unacceptable.

006 Stephan C. Volker 006-002 Draft Pilot Implementation Plan does not indicate
how the feasibility/determination investigation will
be implemented

006 Stephan C. Volker 006-003 Need to include the Winnemem Wintu Salmon

Restoration Plan as an alternative in the EIS
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Comment
Document
#

Commenter

Comment
Number
H-#

Comment Summary

007

Caleen Sisk

007-001

genetic pool and diversity of the Livingston Stone
Fish hatchery salmon and mainstem Sac River
salmon has resulted in one ESU and yet
Reclamation proposes to move forward with
utilizing the same genetically deficient stock from
the LSFH

007

Caleen Sisk

007-002

Reintroduction of salmon into the McCloud River
needs to be done now but only with the salmon
stock that has the genetic diversity to actually
strengthen the species as a whole. Winter-run in
New Zealand

007

Caleen Sisk

007-003

Trap and truck is doomed to fail. Support
Stephan Volkers comments. Volitional passage is
the only way the salmon population can be self-
sustaining and a genetically diverse and strong
wild salmon brood stock to establish a second
ESU

007

Caleen Sisk

007-004

Analysis needs to adequately list or evaluate the
impacts of the proposed action on water, wildlife,
terrestrial and aquatic plant and animal life along
the McCloud River, Shasta Lake and
environments

007

Caleen Sisk

007-005

Inclusion of traditional WWT knowledge is
essential for the sustainability of the fish and river
systems

007

Caleen Sisk

007-006

References to National Register Bulletin 38 and
its definitions should be included. Ceremonial
uses, ongoing practices in the area of the
proposed plan, and which fish is selected for
returning to the river need to be considered under
Historic Preservation law.

007

Caleen Sisk

007-007

Include WWT plan as an alternative
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Comment
Document
#

Commenter

Comment
Number
H-#

Comment Summary

007

Caleen Sisk

007-008

There will be significant negative, long lasting and
adverse impacts to Winnemem cultural
resources, historic properties, many bio-cultural
resources and the TCP. No valid conclusions can
be drawn about the significant impacts of the
proposed action as described in the preliminary
draft environmental assessment document.

007

Caleen Sisk

007-009

Currently the proposed action is a violation of
NEPA and CEQ requirements, which mandate
consideration of the impact of a plan on cultural
resources.

007

Caleen Sisk

007-010

Drilling into the ground and using screw traps will
have an impact. Traditional fishing methods such
as dip nets and weirs would not.

007

Caleen Sisk

007-011

Environmental Justice needs to be thoroughly
addressed

007

Caleen Sisk

007-012

Indian sacred sites of the WWT need to be
considered

007

Caleen Sisk

007-013

Reclamation has over 60 sites and historic
properties eligible for the National Register within
the project area and need to be acknowledged

007

Caleen Sisk

007-014

Reclamation needs to complete the necessary
work to figure out the implications of their
activities, not the WWT.

007

Caleen Sisk

007-015

Federal government is not in a position to decide
whether or not something is sacred.

007

Caleen Sisk

007-016

Reclamation might not be the right agency, given
its long term bias against the WWT and history of
conflict, in particular around the McCloud River.

007

Caleen Sisk

007-017

No Action needs to include the Winnemem Plan
that is already undergoing study. The No Action
alternative might be the best option.
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Comment
Document
#

Commenter

Comment
Number
H-#

Comment Summary

007

Caleen Sisk

007-018

Reclamation needs to consider the full array of
facts, options, and brought to that analysis the
best expertise available

007

Caleen Sisk

007-019

McCloud River might not be the right river for
studies

008

Randy Howard - Northern
CA Power Agency - GM

008-001

The draft EIS must describe the likely annual
costs and total multiyear costs for the proposed
long-term fish passage program, including how
Reclamation will fund and allocate these costs -
measured in dollars per increased adult returning
winter-run Chinook should be included/estimated.
Feasibility costs (near-term) need to be included
as well. Reclamation needs to include the costs
associated with the inclusion of New Zealand
Chinook if this is part of the reintroduction efforts
included in the draft EIS. If CVPIA funding is to
be disproportionately spent on the SDFPE efforts
at the expense of other programs then the draft
EIS must indicate which fisheries programs will
not receive funding or have funding deferred
because of the project.

008

Randy Howard - Northern
CA Power Agency - GM

008-002

CVP power and water rate impacts incurred by
the SDFPE feasibility study and implementation
of the long-term program need to be included in
this draft EIS.
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Comment
Document
#

Commenter

Comment
Number
H-#

Comment Summary

008

Randy Howard - Northern
CA Power Agency - GM

008-003

The draft EIS must describe and establish how
Reclamation will measure feasibility for the long-
term fish passage program. Feasibility should
include analyses of the number of adult winter-
run Chinook that return in comparison with other
reasonable alternatives. The cost and results of
reducing the salmon mortality rate in the Delta
should be evaluated and compared with the costs
and results in reintroducing salmon above Shasta
Dam.

008

Randy Howard - Northern
CA Power Agency - GM

008-004

The draft EIS must address the cumulative
impacts of the Program in conjunction with other
programs being considered by Reclamation to
improve returns of winter-run Chinook (ROC on
LTO, SWRCB updates to water plan).

009

Peter Louis Woiwode

009-001

Climate change = Salmon must return to their
traditional spawning grounds in the McCloud
River and its glacial waters

009

Peter Louis Woiwode

009-002

Follow WWT's swimway plan - trap and truck
system has never successfully re-established a
fish population

009

Peter Louis Woiwode

009-003

New Zealand Chinook should be brought home.
They are wild and disease-free unlike Livingston
Stone

010

Charles Love

010-001

Connect tributaries by tunnels, canals, and/or
manmade streams to Shasta Lake - like the Pitt
River with Little Cow Creek - to provide fish
bypass dam

011

Raven Stevens

011-a_b_001

Follow WWT's swimway plan - trap and truck is
not the solution

011

Raven Stevens

011-a_b_002

include WWT on the Steering committee
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Comment Commenter Comment Comment Summary

Document Number

# H#-#

011 Raven Stevens 011-a_b 003 | New Zealand Chinook should be brought home.

011 Raven Stevens 011-a_b 004 | Salmon take 4-8 years to return back to their
place of spawning. The length of the project
needs to be expanded - slow down

011 Raven Stevens 011-a_b 005 | Need to work closely with Joanne Biswell, cultural
resources person.

012 Janice Gloe 012-001 Bring back the original salmon from New
Zealand. New Zealand Funding - extend the
deadline if genetic testing of New Zealand fish
has not been determined

012 Janice Gloe 012-002 Initiate the bypass/swimway plan - trap and truck
is not the solution

013 Camellia Lee 013-001 Support WWT Plan

014 McCloud/Hearst/Resources | 014-001 draft EIS should analyze impacts of trap and haul

Law Group fully
014 McCloud/Hearst/Resources | 014-002 EIS should consider alternative conservation

Law Group

strategies for Chinook in order to provide insight
into the best strategies for improving Chinook
population abundance and resilience. Recovery
of winter-run need to be directed at strategies
that = less risk and more cost effective.
Reclamation should prioritize actions that are
more likely to yield successful results
(reintroduction by volitional passage together with
downstream habitat improvements). Caution on
the reliance outcomes of reintroduction efforts in
the Pacific Northwest - they are of limited value
as the conditions affecting those river systems
differ substantially from conditions affecting the
McCloud.
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Comment
Document
#

Commenter

Comment
Number
H-#

Comment Summary

014

McCloud/Hearst/Resources
Law Group

014-003

Alternatives - expand the efforts on the mainstem
of the Sacramento River and on certain other
reach's where opportunities exist for
enhancement and/or creation of fish habitat that
supports volitional passage of winter-run
opportunities to advance the recovery of winter-
run Chinook. Alternatives should include -
Restoration Actions on Lower Clear Creek -
alterations to the creek could now provide habitat
for winter-run, Completion of Battle Creek Project
- funding for this action could be used to
complete the current restoration project at Battle
Creek, Downstream Habitat Management and
Restoration - could use resources for this effort to
expand on current projects within the delta (CA
Waterfix), Focus on salmon strongholds -
Alternatives should prioritize needed
conservation and restoration actions in the
strongholds rather than implement the high-risk
reintroduction measures set out in the 2009 BO

014

McCloud/Hearst/Resources
Law Group

014-004

Need to include description alteration of flows
that would be required to support introduced
Chinook

014

McCloud/Hearst/Resources
Law Group

014-005

Need to address the potential introduction of
pathogens - even if only low humbers of fish are
released - they could still introduce pathogens
that could result in significant adverse impacts to
the existing fish communities
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Comment Commenter Comment Comment Summary
Document Number
# #-#
014 McCloud/Hearst/Resources | 014-006 Evaluation needs to answer - how much a Shasta
Law Group Dam trap and haul program would contribute to
returning adult Chinook salmon and to
maintaining or increasing the total Chinook
population in comparison to alternative
conservation strategies - Evaluation should
incorporate Moyle's paper
Sac Meeting
015 Robert Weese Duhh - 015-001 Has 45 years of experience on the river with fish
Guides and Sportsman and wildlife - call him to discuss
Association
016 Jeanne France 016-001 WWT Plan is the only viable and sensible plan
there is to restore wild salmon
017 Gary Mulcahy 017-001 2010 NMFS, WWT, and New Zealand
representatives met and discussed an MOA for
possibility of bringing back winter-run salmon
from NZ which were established from eye's eggs
from the McCloud River and Baird Fish Hatchery
017 Gary Mulcahy 017-002 include WWT on the Steering committee
017 Gary Mulcahy 017-003 Sacred sites all along the upper Sacramento and
McCloud rivers. WWT are opposed to the plan
the way it currently is and submitted a plan to use
the Cow to Little Cow to Dry Creek to the lake
and use volitional passage
018 Nikolas Lane Gillian 018-001 Include WWT on Steering Committee and
support of WWT restoration plan
018 Nikolas Lane Gillian 018-002 Extend fundraising deadline (and inclusion) for
New Zealand genetics
019 Kim Deocampo 019-001 supports fishway/natural way = no trap and haul
019 Kim Deocampo 019-002 No genetic mutations = no hatchery fish
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Comment Commenter Comment Comment Summary

Document Number

# #-#

020 Amanda Ford 020-001 No genetic mutations = no hatchery fish

020 Amanda Ford 020-002 Study should be longer - salmon spend longer in
the ocean

021 James Stone 021-001 30+ years Livingston Hatchery = zero success,
constant decline of winter, spring and fall run
Chinook

021 James Stone 021-002 Funding already is too much. Concentrate on
downstream effects (delta cross channel and
georgiana slough)

021 James Stone 021-003 Winter-run from 60 broodstock and 198 winter-
run in 1991; they are genetically connected

021 James Stone 021-004 Start releasing cold water from Shasta Dam

022 Patrick Porgans 022-001 systematic issues need to be addressed -
individual cannot violate ESA but the pumps
harm hundreds of millions of fish, CVPIA doubling
goals are not even close to being reached

023 Lupita Torres 023-001 Support WWT

024 Dan Bacher 024-001 Support WWT plan, Fishway up Cow or Dry
Creek is the only way. Know that they will spawn
above the dams

024 Dan Bacher 024-002 Need to focus on downstream conditions - delta
pumps are the biggest fish killer - stop the delta
tunnels

Lakehead

Meeting

025 Frank Martinez IV 025-001 Introduced salmon will not be the only fish caught
in the traps - describe how much stress will be
put on the fry to select or separate and remove
the fry from the trap

025 Frank Martinez IV 025-002 Describe the studies that will be done to

determine the effect of the genetics to the fish
themselves
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Comment Commenter Comment Comment Summary
Document Number
# #-#
025 Frank Martinez IV 025-003 Can he volunteer to help with the project?
025 Frank Martinez IV 025-004 Describe the cold water systems at Keswick and
Shasta and if they are "broken"
025 Frank Martinez IV 025-005 Evaluation of the effectiveness of different
genetic sources of salmon
025 Frank Martinez IV 025-006 Is it possible that the ecology of the river would
alter? Is this included in the effects of the project?
026 David Martinez 026-001 WWT Restoration Plan/swimway is only viable
plan to restore wild salmon to the McCloud River
026 David Martinez 026-002 New Zealand Chinook should be brought home.
026 David Martinez 026-003 Truck and haul has been proven to not work
027 Sabrina Rochey 027-001 Against hatchery fish
WWT package
028 Patricia R. Osborn + 131 028-001 Climate change = Salmon must return to their
signatures traditional spawning grounds in the McCloud
River and its glacial waters
028 Patricia R. Osborn + 131 028-002 WWT Restoration Plan/swimway is only viable
signatures plan to restore wild salmon to the McCloud River
028 Patricia R. Osborn + 131 028-003 New Zealand Chinook should be brought home.
signatures
028 Patricia R. Osborn + 131 028-004 Truck and haul has been proven to not work
signatures
028 Patricia R. Osborn + 131 028-005 include WWT on the Steering committee
signatures
Lakehead
Meeting
029 Audience member 029-001 Is there any prohibition about developing a
project that could serve both long-term and short-
term?
029 Audience member 029-002 Consider the Watt restoration plan
029 Audience member 029-003 Study should be longer - salmon spend longer in

the ocean - 3-7 years
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Comment
Document
#

Commenter

Comment
Number
H-#

Comment Summary

029

Audience member

029-004

Spawning beds could be dried out due to
fluctuation of releases

029

Audience member

029-005

Study should be longer than the NMFS BO of
three years

029

Audience member

029-006

consider the impact of releasing hatchery fish into
areas that are wild - consider genetically
appropriate fish in the Upper McCloud and Upper
Sacramento Rivers like introducing wild spring-
run and winter-run Chinook salmon - if they are
found to be genetically compatible or genetically
similar to the ones that have been there before

029

Audience member

029-007

support New Zealand fish studies monetarily

029

Audience member

029-008

Consider the impact of releasing hatchery fish
into areas that are wild - hatchery fish have
diseases, genetic diseases, and they don't
spawn. Need to analyze the impact reintroduction
of hatchery fish would have on wild salmon

029

Audience member

029-009

introduce the wild salmon now - New Zealand

029

Audience member

029-010

landowners issues and NMFS 10(j) development
concerns

029

Audience member

029-011

Section 10(j) rule and safe harbor type protection
for private landowners - Safe harbor is a
voluntary agreement process where landowners,
water users, etc.... have to come in and ask to be
part of a safe harbor agreement.

029

Audience member

029-012

Timeline of both the 106 and the NEPA process -
how do they coincide? Explain the 106 process
and how those determinations would be used in
the planning process for the EIS process

029

Audience member

029-013

Project would be risking foreclosure of the project
if the project were to proceed without completion
of the 106 process
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Comment
Document
#

Commenter

Comment
Number
H-#

Comment Summary

029

Audience member

029-014

Does Reclamation follow any guidelines about
the priorities of Native American cultural heritage
sites versus settlement monuments?

029

Audience member -
Anthony with AC Guide
Service

029-015

Projected fish would never be able to be
harvested and they have no economic value
other than we can save them. How can agencies
guarantee anglers that they are not looking at
more closure issues and fishing restrictions

029

Audience member

029-016

Livingston Stone Hatchery is misuse and not
being utilized to its fullest capacity. We need to
boost production in the hatcheries to offset the
losses downstream outside of all the other
downstream issues that we're facing

029

Audience member

029-017

Five to six thousand trout per mile in the
Sacramento river in the catch and release zone.
They would love the baby salmon.

029

Audience member

029-018

Livingston needs to be a 10,000 fish for ten years
for these fish to come off the ESA list. That's
never been achieved, never, not even in the 30
year closure that's already in the river now.

029

Audience member

029-019

Production at Livingston Hatchery needs to be
ramped up.

029

Audience member

029-020

Should utilize Keswick tailwaters to raise and
release fish and have a better improvised fish
catch and release system at Keswick - possible
having a trap like at Colman right at the hatchery.

029

Audience member

029-021

Cold water gates at Keswick or Shasta have
been an issue for 10 + years and need to be fixed
in order to regulate cold water releases.

029

Audience member - Chief
Sisk

029-022

Studies of wild fish before dams were built was
never done.
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Comment Commenter Comment Comment Summary
Document Number
# #-#
029 Audience member - Chief 029-023 Object to establishing fish traps in WWT sacred
Sisk places
029 Audience member - Chief 029-024 Need to look at fish passage before fish survival
Sisk can be measured
029 Audience member - Chief 029-025 Using hatchery fish is re-using what is already not
Sisk working. Hatchery fish are not built for swimming
the McCloud River
029 Audience member - Chief 029-026 Funding thus far on this is too much. Funding
Sisk should be spent on building a fishway so the
salmon can swim in and out of their wildlife
habitat area.
029 Audience member - Chief 029-027 Scoping comment period should be extended
Sisk
029 Audience member - Chief 029-028 Study needs to be longer than three years to
Sisk determine if the fish will survive
029 Audience member - Chief 029-029 Need to stop stocking brown trout in the river to
Sisk allow the salmon to take their place again
029 Audience member - Chief 029-030 WWT have knowledge about fish that biologists
Sisk have not studied
029 Audience member - Chief 029-031 Straying is increased due to the hatchery process
Sisk as the fish lack the knowledge of where their
spawning ground is
029 Audience member - Chief 029-032 Releases from Trinity River could result in wild
Sisk fish coming up the Sacramento River heading to
the Trinity River. Studies should be done to
determine the amount of Trinity River fish are
coming up the Sacramento when there is a major
release of Trinity water to the Sacramento.
029 Audience member - Chief 029-033 PG&E diversions and agreement on flow in river
Sisk would be required
029 Audience member - Chief 029-034 New Zealand fish are from the McCloud

Sisk
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Comment Commenter Comment Comment Summary
Document Number
# #-#
029 Audience member - Chief 029-035 Can't put other runs of Chinook salmon and
Sisk expect them to turn into Winter-run fish
029 Audience member - Chief 029-036 WWT have stopped taking fish from the
Sisk Sacramento River. The hatchery system has
changed the fish - their color, texture, and
presence of bugs. Man does the process for the
salmon now
029 Audience member - Chief 029-037 Cannot measure wild salmon success and
Sisk survival when using hatchery fish in a river
system that is closed off.
029 Audience member - Chief 029-038 Need more time and to be on the steering
Sisk committee
029 Audience member - Chief 029-039 Need to study the cost of a fishway
Sisk
029 Audience member - Chief 029-040 If New Zealand DNA proves winter-run then
Sisk WWT need a commitment that those fills will be
used for reintroduction to the McCloud River
029 Audience member - Holly 029-041 Support of a swimway - lots of dams have
Irene Cardoza swimways and ladders.
029 Audience member - Holly 029-042 Need to remove all obstacles that are fish
Irene Cardoza blocking
029 Audience member - Robert | 029-043 Winter-run are lost at the cross Delta channel
Weese Dunn
029 Audience member - Robert | 029-044 Diversions need to be screened off - like the Red
Weese Dunn Bluff facility
029 Audience member - Robert | 029-045 Need more fresh water flows out into the system
Weese Dunn for fish survival
029 Audience member - Robert | 029-046 Need to restore river side channels
Weese Dunn
029 Audience member - Robert | 029-047 Need to fix the cold water device on Shasta Dam

Weese Dunn

so cold water can be utilized during drought years
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Document
#

Commenter

Comment
Number
H-#

Comment Summary

029

Audience member - Robert
Weese Dunn

029-048

Increase Livingston Hatchery production and

make them naturally spawn in the river - use

natural spawning fish for reintroduction above
Shasta Dam

029

Audience member - Robert
Weese Dunn

029-049

Need higher flows so fish can travel out to the
ocean

029

Audience member - Robert
Weese Dunn

029-050

Have to have a conveyance system for this
project to work

029

Audience member

029-051

WWT should not be excluded from the steering
committee. Multiple reasons and background
why.

030

Peter Moyle

030-001

Reintroduction program should meet the ten
criteria outlined by Lusardi and Moyle (2017) and
should proceed cautiously making sure all the
requirements for success can be met before it is
established

030

Peter Moyle

030-002

Existing conditions in much of the McCloud
appear suitable for reproduction and rearing of a
small population of winter-run Chinook salmon.
The best site appears to be at Ah-Di-Na because
of accessibility, proximity of spawning habitat,
and cool summer temperatures.

030

Peter Moyle

030-003

A reintroduction program to create even lower
numbers of redds would require a larger
population of winter-run Chinook to exist below
Shasta Dam to support removal of so many
spawning adults

030

Peter Moyle

030-004

small increases in summer water temperatures
could result in conditions that reduce winter-run
Chinook distribution and abundance and reduce
the suitability of the McCloud River as a
reintroduction site
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#

Commenter

Comment
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Comment Summary

030

Peter Moyle

030-005

The abundance of trout of diverse size classes in
the river suggests that rearing habitat may be
close to saturation

031

Thomas Cannon

031-001

The plan should consider study areas above/lakin
Dam area and below the McCloud Falls. It has far
better access and important habitat attributes,
and fewer limitation of the lower river sites (i.e.,
area not subject to ravaging flood flows, far fewer
predators, better spawning and rearing habitat).

031

Thomas Cannon

031-002

Lakin area has significant advantages in ecology,
(holding habitat, spawning/incubation habitat,
rearing habitat, conditions for juvenile migration,
estimated spawner capacity, water temperature,
water supply reliability, flow variability, predation,
resource competition, disease, food, ability to
foster life history diversity, and resilience to
climate change), Stakeholder/Landowner,
Regulatory Implementation, and Physical
Implementation.

031

Thomas Cannon

031-003

Trap and haul would be most effective from the
above site/Lakin area

031

Thomas Cannon

031-004

The Pilot Program includes multiple pilot studies
that are conducted on a short-term basis. The
Pilot Program addresses immediate uncertainties
associated with the pilot studies. The Lakin area
would deal easier with uncertainties, would have
fewer, and offer better success potential.

031

Thomas Cannon

031-005

The amount of expanded habitat in the Lakin
area is significant as is the potential population
expansion.
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Commenter

Comment
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Comment Summary

031

Thomas Cannon

031-006

A habitat assessment to determine the
distribution of potentially suitable habitat and an
estimate of spawner capacity of the Lakin area
can be readily conducted

031

Thomas Cannon

031-007

When flows exceed 500 to 1,000 cfs it is
expected that the fish collection netting will need
to be removed and the primary collection would
occur at the head of reservoir location. Juvenile
winter and spring-run Chinook emigrate during
the first fall-winter pulse flows, which are nearly
always far in excess of the 500-1,000 cfs
equipment limit. This problem would be extremely
rare at the Lakin area.

031

Thomas Cannon

031-008

The Lakin area would be far more effectively
monitored by both direct observation and
electrofishing.

031

Thomas Cannon

031-009

The uncertainty of the duration that juvenile
salmon will occur in any of the proposed
accessible study reaches would be limited in the
Lakin area.

031

Thomas Cannon

031-010

Use of the Lakin area would not further
compromise redband restoration

031

Thomas Cannon

031-011

It may prove advisable to place barriers to keep
winter or spring-run Chinook from moving
upstream from the Lakin area.

031

Thomas Cannon

031-012

Although the Lakin area is technically
immediately upstream of the historic upper limit of
salmon, the upper site provides ideal historic
habitat with a significant chance of success.
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Comment Commenter Comment Comment Summary

Document Number

# #-#

031 Thomas Cannon 031-013 Monitoring - fish telemetry conditions would be

optimal at the lakin area. Ground and drone
surveys can be readily carried out at the lakin
area. - Lakin area best satisfies all ten factors -
UC Davis/Caltrout Review
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Andrea Vyenielo .

1013 Deetz Road® Mount Shasta, CA 96067® Phone: (760) 709-1313
E-Mail: dreyloon@yahoo.com

Date: September 24, 2017

Carolyn Bragg

Bureau of Reclamation, Bay-Delta Office
801 I Street, Suite 140

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Bragg:

I am writing to comment on the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation Project. This project brings me great joy and hope for
the future of California’s anadromous fish populations. I hope that the Pilot Project is a huge success so that this Project can
then be implemented as a fully functional and sustainable fish passage for the McCloud and Sacramento River Chinook

salmon.

My first undergraduate degree was from UC Davis where I studied Wildlife and Fisheries Conservation Biology under the
guidance of Dr. Peter Moyle. I am very passionate about the protection of California’s salmon populations, and as a
resident of Mount Shasta I am whole heartedly in support of a Shasta Dam Fish Passage, and the reintroduction of native
salmon stock to these pristine Northern California waters. There is no doubt in my mind, whether or not the river systems
of the Upper Sacramento and McCloud can support a salmon population. The challenges lie in the brood stock used for

the project and 1n the details of the passageway and fish transport.

The mission of the Department of the Interior includes protecting and managing the Nation's natural resources and cultural
heritage as well as to “honor its trust responsibilities or special commitments to American Indians, Alaska Natives, and
affiliated island communities”(Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation Draft Pilot Implementation Plan; U.S. Department of
Interior, Bureau of Reclamation- Mid Pacific Region, December 2016). The Bureau of Reclamation has a mission to
“manage, develop, and protect water and related resources in an environmentally and economically sound manner in the
interest of the American public” ”(Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation Draft Pilot Implementation Plan; U.S. Department
of Interior, Bureau of Reclamation- Mid Pacific Region, December 2016). With these combined missions I believe that
this project must include the partnership of the Winnemen Wintu and the Department of Interior should honor it’s

“responsibility or special commitments to American Indians”.

The Winnemem Wintu believe that the McCloud river salmon should be restored with stock from the original McCloud
River Chinook salmon population. The descendants of these fish are alive and well today, spawning in the high mountain
waters of New Zealand. As quoted in the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation Draft Pilot Implementation Plan: “Selecting
a [donor stock] source genetically similar to the historical population that inhabited the reintroduction area should maximize
the benefit and reduce the risks of a reintroduction. Reintroduced salmonid populations are expected to have a higher
probability of success when they origimate from donor populations that are most adapted to environmental conditions of the
river systems to which they are being reintroduced (Nielsen and Powers 1995, Huntington ct al. 2006).” For exactly these
reasons the brood stock from New Zealand salmon should be used in this pilot study as they are genetically equipped to
thrive in the McCloud River watershed.


mailto:drcyloon@yahoo.com

@

DNA testing of the New Zealand brood stock will likely show that these fish are the right choice for this project. Please
honor the cultural and spiritual beliefs of the Winnemem Wintu and at least consider the fish from New Zealand for this
plan. It makes perfect sense that the fish who were originally from these waters are used to reintroduce the population back
to the upper McCloud River. Obtaining brood stock from the existing winter run Chinook salmon that come up to

Keswick Dam 1s not the strongest way to start this pilot plan. Using stock from a small genetic pool of endangered fish both
Oo)

%o,

wild and hatchery raised will cause more risk for genetic mutation and disease, and ultimately the failure of this pilot

program.

The Winnemem Wintu fish passage plan also proposes a swimway around Shasta Dam for the salmon; this is the best
solution for a successful program. It is understandable that the expense of a swimway may be too costly for a pilot project,
but I believe for the ultimate success of this project the swimway must be provided. I would also like to address the
underlying problem that this “Pilot project” is only a three-year project before it is to be evaluated. It is well known that
Chimook salmon spend 4-8 years at sea before returning to their freshwater homes to spawn. If this pilot project is started it
will take at least 8 years to accurately assess the projects’ success or failure and to estimate the number of returning adult /¢ \

salmon to these river systems. 3

Thank you for considering my comments and for working hard on this monumental and critical project. Please remember
the Department of Interiors’ responsibility to protect our cultural heritage and to honor our commitments to the Native
People of this area. This project should strive to honor the spiritual beliefs and indigenous wisdom of the Winnemem
Wintu and to consider the New Zealand Chimook stock, as well as the Winnemem swimway plan.

Sincerely,

Andrea Vyenielo

Registered Nurse; former fisheries biologist and concerned citizen
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Shasta Dam Fish Passage Comment Letter
1 message

Ana Holub <info@anaholub.com> Wed, Sep 27, 2017 at 5:15 PM
To: cbragg@usbr.gov

Ms. Caroline Bragg

Natural Resources Specialist,

BLM Sacramento 9/27/17

cbragg@usbr.gov

Dear Ms. Bragg,

Please include my comment on the Draft EIS for the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation.

I support bringing the Winnemem Wintu tribe into the discussions. [ sincerely hope you an g
will listen to their ideas about reintroducing salmon that were brought from the McCloud /
River to New Zealand. This is the original fish stock, as [ understand it. I realize more study
is necessary to determine this claim. Why not do it? What if the Wintu elders are correct?

They have an excellent history of care and love for the waterways in the McCloud River and
the local bioregion. Out of respect, I feel we can include them and their ideas and wisdom.
We will all benefit from it.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments,
Ana Holub

Weed, CA

ShastaDamFishPassage.docx
62K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=582db545ab&jsver=BNKYf1ymS-0.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15ec5d7fc679c7d0&sim|=15ec5d7fc679... 1/1
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28 September 2017

Ms. Carolyn Bragg

Natural Resources Specialist

Bureau of Reclamation, Bay-Delta Office
801 I Street, Suite 140,

Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

Dear Ms. Bragg,

I am a fishery biologist with 40+ years of experience working in California. I spent a summer on
the McCloud River in the mid-1970’s and have worked closely with the Winnemem Tribe. I
have a number of recommendations:

1.

Put Chief Caleen Sisk on the Shasta Dam passage committee as a voting member. Her 60@\
tribe originally inhabited the McCloud River, and they have the largest stake in the Sy y
success of this project.

Postpone the pilot study until genetic analysis of chinook salmon in New Zealand have
been genetically tested for the presence of winter-run characteristics. These fishes’
ancestors came from the McCloud River (historical haven for winter-run salmon) and
possibly other northern California Sacramento River tributaries. If winter-run chinook Sg
salmon still exist in New Zealand, they are likely best adapted to survive in the snow- <
melt supplied headwater environment of the McCloud River, similar to what exists in the

New Zealand Alps.

Do not use any salmon derived from captive broodstock of winter-run salmon at the
Livingston-Stone Hatchery in the pilot study. These fish are likely to be genetically weak | O
and have a reduce probability of survival. Sacramento River winter-run salmon have ()
likely lost the key adaptive traits that suited them to the McCloud River due to the genetic W
bottleneck that occurred after Shasta Dam cut off access to the McCloud River and

because the Sacramento River is very different in habitat characteristics to the McCloud

River.

Do not use offspring from wild winter-run still inhabiting the Sacramento River in the %
pilot study unless the analysis of New Zealand salmon indicates the absence of winter run 0
characteristics. (V)

. Consider and investigate volitional passage alternatives for adult chinook salmon to reach 5

the McCloud River and for juvenile smolt chinook salmon to reach the Sacramento River | &,
during the pilot study. The Cow Creek drainage and an elevator at Shasta Dam should be % »
considered as volitional routes. I have provided volitional routes to the pilot project team %
in the past. I will attach them to this electronic communication.

Abandon the trap and haul method of transferring salmon above and below Shasta Dam
as a means of providing adult salmon access to the McCloud River and smolt access to
the Sacramento River from the McCloud River. This extremely human-dependent and

2
2

£




unnatural solution for fish passage is inappropriate for a long term solution intended to be
operational for hundreds/thousands of year. Human manipulation of when to trap fish and
where to put them will interfere with natural evolution. In the long run, the volitional
passage solution will be more cost effective and result in a more sustainable salmon
population in the McCloud River. According to a study performed by Lucardi and Moyle
(2017), the trap and truck method has proved to have limited success. Their “review
indicates that uncertainties associated with TH2 programs exist and include delayed
effects from transportation, maintenance of above-dam populations, out-migrant capture
efficiency, and the role of hatchery supplementation. Two-way trap and haul programs
should (1) clearly define measurable and objective success metrics, such as the 10 we
provide; (2) proceed experimentally under an adaptive management framework to
determine risk—benefit trade-offs; and (3) be part of comprehensive conservation
strategies that consider the entire life cycle of each species. Two-way trap and haul is
proposed as a high-priority recovery strategy for Chinook Salmon Oncorhynchus
tshawytscha populations in California. Our findings indicate that any such TH2 program
should proceed with extreme caution.” Efforts to operate an instream trap to capture
juvenile smolts in the McCloud River will prove to be inefficient at best and doomed to
failure due to extreme maintenance problems. An off-channel facility connected to

%S\a
2

volitional pathway is the only reasonable alternative to consider. I have provided Q 3

examples of these facilities for volitional passage to the pilot project group. ‘%
Thank you for your consideration. D
Donald Alley

Certified Fishery Biologist
Reference

Robert A. Lusardi & Peter B. Moyle (2017) Two-Way Trap and Haul as a Conservation Strategy
for Anadromous Salmonids, Fisheries, 42:9, 478-487, DOI:10.1080/03632415.2017.1356124
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Water Boards

State Water Resources Control Board

September 29, 2017

Ms. Carolyn Bragg

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
Bay-Delta Office

801 | Street, Suite 140
Sacramento, CA 95814

SCOPING COMMENTS FOR THE SHASTA DAM FISH PASSAGE EVALUATION PROJECT

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board), Division of Water Rights (Division) staff
appreciates the opportunity to comment on the scoping for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation Project. The project evaluates the near-term actions
of potentially reintroducing federally-listed endangered winter-run Chinook salmon and spring-run
Chinook salmon to tributaries above Shasta Dam. The near-term goal is to increase the geographic
distribution and abundance of the listed fish. The long-term goal is to increase abundance, productivity
and spatial distribution, and to improve the life history, health and genetic diversity of the target species.
This project is proposed in response to the 2009 National Marine Fisheries Service Biological Opinion
(2009 BiOp) that concluded that the Central Valley Project (CVP) and State Water Project (SWP)
operations were likely to jeopardize the continued existence of federally-listed fish species below Keswick
Dam on the Sacramento River. Action V of the 2009 BiOp listed enhanced fish passage as necessary to
maintain the viability of the affected fish species.

This project may necessitate a water quality certification from the State Water Board for any juvenile l e b
collector or anchored box, depending on how and where it is anchored. Division staff are happy to work
with Reclamation to help identify if or when these conditions may apply. To facilitate any necessary water
quality certification, the EIS should identify how the project will comply with water quality objectives
included in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Sacramento and San Joaquin River Basins and the
Water Quality Control Plan for the San Francisco Bay/Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta (Bay-Delta Plan). °°7-1-~®52
The State Water Board is currently in the process of updating the Bay-Delta Plan, including potentially
establishing new inflow and cold water habitat requirements that may relate to this project. The EIS

sshould address how the project may interact with these potential new requirements and existing
requirements, including State Water Board Order 90-5. In addition, a recent paper by Lusardi and Moyle
(2017) examines two-way trap and haul methods around dams, such as the one proposed in the Pilot
Plan. They concluded this practice should proceed with caution as there are many uncertainties with it 4
like capture efficiency of out-migrants, effects of transportation, implications of hatchery fish usage, and QoLy ~&D 3
maintenance of released fish. The EIS should address issues raised in this paper.

State Water Board staff looks forward to working with you on this project. If you have any questions
about this letter please contact Ken Emanuel at (916) 341-5317 or by email at
kenneth.emanuel@waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
Diane Riddle

Assistant Deputy Director
Division of Water Rights

FELictA Marcus, cHaim | EILEEN SOBECK, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

1001 | Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 | Mailing Address: P.O. Box 100, Sacramento, CA 85812-0100 | www.waterboards. ca.gov

qu? RECYCLED PAPER
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Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov>

Public Feedback: Salmon
1 message

Paige Connell <paige.awesome@gmail.com> Fri, Jul 28, 2017 at 10:06 AM

To: cbragg@usbr.gov

Hello,
I am writing in support of the Winnenmem Wintu's efforts to restore the salmon to the McCloud river. With so much

upheaval, | believe it is important to restore and protect what ecological factors we can. We owe it to the salmon, the
Winnenmem people, and our state to see what we can do for the salmon. Not only would it be a boon for the environment
but it would likely turn into a boon for the area's economy as well, as tourists would travel to see a salmon run as they do Q:s\
in other parts of the country. Please do not block or prevent the Winnemem's efforts to restore the salmon to their natural

~

and appropriate environment. )
Thank you, b/
Paige Connell

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=28ik=582db545ab&jsver=HFKfDbXmXEw.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15d8a2a1695490c7&simi=15d8a2a169... 1/1
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via email

cbragg@usbr.gov ECEIVIE

Carolyn Bragg Natural Resources Specialist S
Bureau of Reclamation, Bay Delta Office Jut ¢ 7 2011
801 I Street, Suite 140

Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

Re: Scoping Comments of the Winnemem Wintu Tribe and the North Coast
Rivers Alliance Regarding Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation

Ms. Bragg:

On behalf of the Winnemem Wintu Tribe and the North Coast Rivers Alliance we submit
the following scoping comments to assist the United States Bureau of Reclamation in its
development of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (“DEIS”) for the Shasta Dam Fish
Passage Evaluation. Please include these comments in the official record for this action.

INTRODUCTION

Given the perilous decline in salmon and steethead runs throughout the Central Valley
Project (“CVP”), the National Marine Fisheries Service (“NMFS”) has determined that “fish
passage at Shasta Dam in the long term” is “necessary to avoid jeopardy to the species.”

NMEFS, 2009 Reasonable and Prudent Alternative with 2011 amendments (hereinafter “RPA™), p.
27. In the short term, Reclamation is required “restore passage at Shasta Reservoir with
experimental reintroductions of winter-run to the upper Sacramento and/or McCloud rivers, to
partially compensate for unavoidable project-related effects on the remaining population.” RPA,
p. 18.

NMEFS set a series of deadlines for fish passage activities, including deadlines for Q
feasibility studies and comprehensive reports, but Reclamation has failed to meet these deadlines. é
Now, six years affer NMFS expected Reclamation to “complete a 3-year plan for the Fish %
Passage Pilot Program” (RPA, p. 87), and two years after Reclamation was to “begin to /
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Carolyn Bragg, Natural Resources Specialist
Bureau of Reclamation

July 21,2017

Page 2

implement the Pilot Reintroduction Program,” Reclamation is still scoping for an Environmental
Impact Statement. The death by delay impacts on imperiled salmonids cannot be overstated:

As the Draft Pilot Impelmenation Plan states, “[w]inter-run Chinook Salmon juvenile cohort
replacement rates dropped below 1.0 starting with brood year 2007, and the lowest passage
estimate between 2002 and 2012 occurred in 2011 at 848,976.” Draft Pilot Implementation Plan,
3-14 (citing USFWS 2014 Compendium Report of Red Bluff Diversion Dam Rotary Trap
Juvenile Anadromous Fish Production Indices for Years 2002-2012 [“USFWS 2014™], p. 28).
The Sacramento River fall Chinook adult population collapsed during that same decade.
USFWS 2014, p. 27; see also pp. 88, 90, 92, 94, 96 (graphed annual passage trends for fall, late
fall, winter and spring runs of Chinook, and for steelhead, respectively). Every year that salmon
are denied access to the eleven miles of historically essential spawning habitat along the
McCloud River — with “an estimated capacity for approximately 3,000 spawning female
Chinook™ — the viability of the species is reduced. Further delay is unacceptable. The time for
reintroduction is now.

The EIS Must Study Alternatives That Satisfy Reclamation’s Purpose and Need —
Including Volitional Passage

Reclamation states that “[t]he need for the proposed action arises from projections of
increased incidences of temperature related impacts to listed anadromous fish and their resulting
vulnerability below Shasta Dam. The purpose of the proposed action is to evaluate the feasibility
of establishing self-sustaining populations of listed anadromous fish above Shasta Lake. The
Pilot Program seeks to do this by evaluating various aspects of reintroduction including the
biological and technological challenges.” 82 Fed.Reg. 2753 (June 15, 2017). Reclamation must
study a reasonable range of alternatives that satisfies the purpose and need for the action. 40
C.F.R. § 1502.13. “The existence of reasonable but unexamined alternatives renders an EIS
inadequate.” Friends of Southeast’s Future v. Morrison, 153 F.3d 1059, 1065 (9th Cir. 1998)

Reclamation states that the pilot program’s “results will inform whether or not it is
feasible, and/or practical to implement a full-scale reintroduction in the watershed above Shasta
Dam.” Draft Pilot Implementation Plan, p. 1-2. Under the proposed action, Reclamation
indicates that, in the near-term, “fish will be transported in trucks in both the upstream and
downstream direction around Keswick and Shasta dams. Draft Pilot Implementation Plan, p.
6-1. Thus, Reclamation’s proposed alternatives for its EIS include various means of collecting,
transporting, and releasing the target fish. /d at 6-1 to 6-12. Chapter 6 of the Draft Pilot
Implementation Plan indicates that, during the Pilot Program phase, “an investigation of the
feasibility of technologies to be used for long-term reintroduction, including volitional fish
passage, will also take place. Id at p. 6-1. But the Draft Pilot Implementation Plan does not ch

N

indicate how that investigation will occur, given that Reclamation has already concluded that &

<

! Interagency Fish Passage Steering Committee (“IFPSC”), 2015 Annual Report, p. 5.
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Carolyn Bragg, Natural Resources Specialist
Bureau of Reclamation

July 21, 2017

Page 3

constructing a volitional passage project “would not meet the pilot program purpose and need of
determining the feasibility for long-term passage.” Id. at 6-13.

Reclamation was tasked with “identifying interim downstream fish passage options
through reservoirs and dams with the objective of identifying volitional downstream passage
scenarios and alternatives for juvenile salmon and steelhead migrating through or around project
reservoirs and dams.” RPA, p. 90. Yet Reclamation has already dismissed all volitional passage
options from the pilot program on the grounds that “[a] large construction and water re-routing
project would not meet the pilot program purpose and need of determining the feasibility for
long-term passage.” Draft Pilot Implementation Plan 6-13; see also Preliminary Draft EP p. 3-17
to 3-18 (dismissing volitional passage alternatives, and stating that “[m]oving directly into a fish
passage project would not allow the Steering Committee to test different passage methods and
designs and would not provide data on whether sustained passage is feasible”).?

These excuses for further delay are preposterous. Volitional passage is the only “self-
sustaining” method to restore anadromous fish above Shasta Dam. Reclamation should include
volitional passage — like that proposed in the Winnemem Wintu Salmon Restoration Plan — as an
alternative in its EIS, instead of dismissing it out of hand. Assurances that volitional passage will
be examined sometime later are insufficient to satisfy Reclamation’s own purpose and need
statement, let alone the terms of the RPA. Expeditiously restoring Chinook to the McCloud
River is essential to the survival of this imperiled fish and the cultural heritage of the Winnemem
Wintu Tribe.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, Reclamation must consider a volitional passage alternative
in its EIS and expeditiously act to restore anadromous fish runs above Shasta Dam. Reclamation
must not shut the door on volitional fish passage, nor stack the deck against long-term
reintroduction programs, by designing a pilot prokfram that precludes its us.

%‘ ) full: submil{d‘. Ul’[ /C’

Steply . Volker
Attorne¥ for the Winnemem Wintu Tribe and
North Coast Rivers Alliance

? Reclamation has shown no such hesitation when proposing other large construction and water
re-routing projects, such as the hugely expensive and highly problematic California WaterFix.
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September 26, 2017

via email

cbragg@usbr.gov

Carolyn Bragg Natural Resources Specialist
Bureau of Reclamation, Bay Delta Office
801 I Street, Suite 140

Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

RE: Additional Comments on the Preliminary Draft Environmental Assessment for the Shasta
Dam Fish Passage Evaluation (SDFPE) regarding brood stock and volitional passage.

The purpose of this letter is to supplement and clarify the Winnemem Wintu Tribe’s position on
matters related to the Scoping of the April 2017 Preliminary Draft Environmental Assessment
(“PDEA”), for the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation (SDFPE).

As a starting point, we wish to incorporate by reference the letter submitted by the Law Offices of
Stephan C. Volker, dated July 21, 2017, on behalf of the Winnemem Wintu Tribe and the North
Coast Rivers Alliance. We wish to further clarify our positions stated in that letter and to expand
the information on which we base our objections.

The Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) is well aware of the historical, cultural and spiritual
properties of the Winnemem Wintu Tribe encompassing the full landscape of rivers, the lake, and
lands above Shasta Dam. To that end, Reclamation has put out a Draft Winnemem Wintu
Cultural Landscape TCP, by Joanne Goodsell, Bureau of Reclamation May 2017, for submission
to the National Register of Historic Places (National Register).

Reclamation is also very aware of the cultural and spiritual connection that the Winnemem Wintu
have with the salmon (or Nur), and recognized as such in both the Draft Winnemem Wintu
Cultural Landscape TCP (pgs 4, 5, and 6 respectfully) and the PDEA 4-43. It is of grave
importance that this fact be spotlighted here because of the state of the current salmon population
in the Sacramento River.

In a report dated September 2017 submitted to the Pacific Fisheries Management Council
(PFMC) by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), CDFW submits:

“Using preliminary data, CDFW estimates a 2017 total escapement of 1,123 SRWC
[Sacramento River winter-run Chinook salmon], of which the majority (83%) were
hatchery-origin. This is the second lowest escapement estimate since the current
monitoring methodology was implemented in 2003, greater only than 2011 when an
estimated 824 SRWC escaped to the river...” in 2017. CDFW Report.

Page 1 of 3
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There are some who would view a portion of the information contained in this report as a positive
in the fact that 83% of the returning salmon where of hatchery-origin.

However, Reclamation and NOAA Fisheries have both recognized in various documents that the
genetic pool and diversity of the existing Livingston Stone Fish Hatchery (LSFH) salmon and

mainstem Sacramento River salmon has been so bottle-necked and manipulated by artificial
propagation and denial of access to historical spawning grounds, that the winter run salmon has
devolved to a single Evolutionary Significant Unit (ESU), and thus, could become extinct with

the occurrence of one catastrophic event, e.g., prolonged drought, toxic pollutants, or a number of G
other events that could take place in the current waterways. This is due to the fact that there is no ©
secondary ESU within the current winter run population to offer a reservoir of resiliency based on o
biodiversity. (PDEA 1-4; NMFS 2009 BiOp Secs 4.2.1.2.2.3 t0 4.2.1.2.2.5).

Yet, even with the above knowledge, Reclamation proposes to move forward with a ‘trap and
truck’ means for reintroduction and utilize the same genetically deficient stock to ‘attempt’ to
establish a viable population above Shasta Dam.

The Winnemem Wintu strongly advocate for the retumn of the winter run salmon to the McCloud
River, but are adamantly opposed to the winter run stock that Reclamation proposes to use for
that reintroduction. Reclamation’s current plan is to utilize brood stock from the (LSFH) for this'
reintroduction. The WWT believe that this plan is preordained to fail for a number of reasons.

As Reclamation has rightly pointed out in their PDEA (4-43), the Winnemem Wintu maintains
that the correct and genetically diverse salmon that should be used in the reintroduction project is
the McCloud River salmon currently residing in New Zealand.

In the late 1800s and early 1900s, salmon eggs were shipped all over the world from the Baird
Fish Hatchery then existent on the McCloud River. At the time of these shipments, New Zealand
did not have a salmon population, and this was an attempt to establish one. The salmon
population took hold and New Zealand now has several salmon runs year round. One in
particular is the winter run in New Zealand which runs all the way to their spawning grounds in
the upper reaches of the glacial waters similar to the historical spawning grounds of the winter
run salmon of the McCloud River. These are ‘wild salmon’. New Zealand does have a hatchery
operation but they only process fall run salmon through it. It is more than reasonable to assume
then, that these winter run and spring run salmon in New Zealand are the genetically diverse and
pure salmon that are the direct descendants of the McCloud River winter run and spring run.

Why then, in an effort to bring a species back from the edge of extinction, would you use a

genetically deficient stock to try and establish a separate ESU when you have the probability of

using a genetically diverse stock that could establish a true and strong ESU for the species? We,

the Winnemem Wintu, are adamant that the reintroduction of salmon into the McCloud River QD Q
needs to be done now. But ONLY with the salmon stock that has the genetic diversity to actually
strengthen the species as a whole. That would be the winter run salmon currently in New %
Zealand.

Page 2 of 3
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We are also adamant that a ‘trap and truck’ system is doomed to failure, and in no way is it a self- [
sustaining endeavor. Again, we reiterate and incorporate the comments submitted to Reclamation b?.
on the DEIS contained in Law Offices of Stephan C. Volker, dated July 21, 2017, on behalf of the
Winnemem Wintu Tribe and the North Coast Rivers Alliance.

We take note of the fact that even CDFW in its Steelhead Restoration and Management Plan also
takes a dim view of ‘trap and truck’ and hatchery propagation methods:

"Artificial propagation shall not be considered appropriate mitigation for loss of wild
fish or their habitat. This is of particular concern because of the history of failure of trap-
and-truck operations.” CDFW SHRMP

Volitional passage is the only way the salmon population can be self-sustaining and a genetically
diverse and strong ‘wild salmon’ brood stock is the only way to effectuate true bio diversity for
the winter run species and establish a second ESU.

We believe that this is best illustrated by the recent removal of dams on the Elwa River in
Washington State:

“More than 4,000 chinook spawners were counted above the former Elwha Dam the first
season after it came down. Overall, fish populations are the highest in 30 years. And
that's before the first progeny of salmon and steelhead going to sea since dam removal
come back this year.” Seattle Times Article

We understand that Shasta Dam will probably never come down in our lifetime or even the
lifetimes of our children, but that is not the point here nor the objective. The point here is that
when salmon can find their own way back to their historical spawning grounds, then the
population will prosper.” Volitional passage will accomplish this.

For all the above reasons, Reclamation must look to volitional passage and must look to rejecting
the LSFH brood stock for the purposes of fulfilling the 2009 BiOp RPA.

Respectfully,

Chief Caleen Sisk
Winnemem Wintu Tribe

Comments were written on behalf of Chief Sisk by Gary Mulcahy, Government Liaison,
Winnemem Wintu Tribe.
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September 22, 2017

via email

cbragg@usbr.gov

Carolyn Bragg Natural Resources Specialist
Bureau of Reclamation, Bay Delta Office
801 I Street, Suite 140

Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

Re: Winnemem Wintu Tribe’s Comments' on the Cultural Resources Sections of the Shasta
Dam Fish Passage Evaluation April 2017 Preliminary Draft Environmental Assessment
(PDEA)

Conclusion: The Draft is fundamentally flawed. It lacks accurate relevant information and fails
to conduct the legally mandated analysis of the cultural resources that will be affected by this Fish
Passage plan, thus violating both the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

The plan, as described in the Draft, will result in significant, negative, long lasting, and adverse
impacts to Winnemem cultural resources, our significant historic properties and districts, our
Traditional Cultural Property and the many biocultural resources of the McCloud River system.

Summary:

1. The Winnemem Wintu Tribe (WWT) strongly objects to the many unsupported conclusions
and selective references cited in the Draft, as well as the absence of any analysis of the impacts of
this project on even the known cultural resources information.

It is not the purpose of these comments to provide the information that is missing from the Draft
but to point out these defects. Most of the Draft is devoted to the plan that the Bureau of
Reclamation (BOR) wants to pursue, and clearly significant time and funding were devoted to
designing that plan. Still, the Draft does not address the impacts of the plan on the known and
unknown, but discoverable, cultural resources and the complex bio-cultural systems that it would
disrupt or damage.

Simply mentioning an issue does not constitute an intelligent assessment of how it would be
implicated by this plan. Many of the definitions used in this Draft do not meet the legal standards
set forth in the NEPA or the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations. This cursory
approach is inadequate, factually and legally. Instead of analysis, the Draft advocates and avoids.
These defects seem intended to support a preconceived conclusion that there will be no
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significant impact, rather than to clarify the planning process, inform the public, and reach a
reasoned set of conclusions that could mitigate or circumvent the damage that will result.

2. The Draft does not integrate relevant information previously provided to the Fish Passage
Committee and to BOR regarding the cultural impacts of this plan by the WWT, or its own
research. NEPA requires an analysis of cultural resources on its own terms. The cultural
resources must be integrated into the Draft along with it’s assessment of the environmental
values.

Furthermore, the Draft does not include or fully evaluate the environmental values and known

scientific research on wild salmon, specifically winter-run Chinook. It does not adequately list or OO 7 )
evaluate the impacts of the plan on water, wildlife, terrestrial and aquatic plant and animal life
along the McCloud River, Shasta Lake and environs. The lack of this critical scientific 0 OL{

information makes any conclusions about the impact of the plan on the environment useless and
no meaningful analysis of culture can be conducted without both more data and more research.

Moreover, cultural resources are not separate from natural resources. This is true both in reality
and in any basic understanding of science. The relationship between the salmon and Winnemem
culture is mentioned but not taken into account. Descriptions of salmon culture and ceremony are
widely available in academic journals and well-regarded publications on Northern California
Indian culture." And the specific Winnemem traditions and practices relevant to this Draft are
detailed in documents available to or already in the records of the BOR.

3. The Draft does not include any Traditional Ecological Knowledge, which, in this case, is
especially pertinent and available. It is axiomatic that salmon are the basis of many indigenous
cultures of the Pacific Northwest and in particular, Northern California’s original inhabitants of
the salmon and acorn rich north coast and river systems. Salmon (and acorns) are what made
Northern California what it is. So it stands to reason that those salmon cultures that lived here for
thousands of years might know something about salmon in all its forms and life cycles.

It is well documented that the Winnemem Wintu practiced natural resource management for

thousands of years. That term, when used in the context of traditional ecological knowledge, OO
would include close observation, practical arts and crafts related to fishing, and ritual practices 7 =
that resulted in regulating the supply of salmon in their rivers.™ It has also been shown in )
anthropological literature that these practices are responsible for the sustainability of the fish and D\S
river systems. Thus, if BOR wants this plan to succeed, the inclusion of traditional knowledge is

essential."

Until BOR built Shasta Dam, the McCloud River remained the finest, cleanest, coldest river

feeding into the Sacramento River system. No wonder it was chosen to provide salmon eggs that
were shipped all over the world. The story of the McCloud River salmon, and its presence in New
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Zealand today, as well as its potential for return to the McCloud is known to BOR. And that
information, both biological and cultural, must be included in the Draft because it demonstrates a
way to accomplish the goals of the Fish Passage Program in a culturally appropriate way.

Although the Draft acknowledges the salmon itself is sacred and integral to the Winnemem, it
does not deal with the meaning of that fact. And that must be a consideration. All the natural and
cultural features of the McCloud River and Shasta Lake (which covers Winnemem cultural

landscape and former villages) are part of what makes our cultural resources eligible for the OO
National Register. References to National Register Bulletin 38 and its definitions should have 7 =
been included, particularly with respect to the ceremonial uses, the ongoing practices on the river OO go

at the sites at issue here and the integral relationship between various sites along the river in the
area of the proposed plan. And, as our forthcoming documents will show, the sacred aspect of the
salmon itself, that is, which fish is selected for returning to the river, must be considered under
Historic Preservation law.

The narrow reductionist approach taken in this Draft along with the lack of cultural information

and analysis will result in its failure. However, the WWT share the ultimate goal of the project.

We are working to return the wild winter-run Chinook to the McCloud using volitional means.

Since we share the same goal, our plan for the return of the Winnemem Salmon to the Winnemem %o
river should have been included as an alternative in this Draft. ( 7 -
07

Winnemem, after all, means middle water, referring to the McCloud. The Winnemem are the
McCloud River Indians whose lifeways and culture are embedded in all aspects of the river and
the salmon. Likewise, the river and salmon are who the Winnemem are. The integral relationship
between natural features and culture and identity is well understood in Anthropology, but it was
not considered in the Draft. This vital relationship should have been integrated into the planning
process. This particular plan, which resulted from litigation that the WWT was a party to, has
been in the works for many years. But it can not be regarded as legally complete, or even
scientifically accurate, without including a full analysis and integration of Winnemem culture.

As we stated, there will be significant negative, long lasting and adverse impacts to Winnemem Du y
cultural resources, historic properties, many bio-cultural resources, and our TCP. However, it )
should also be understood that there are culturally appropriate methods that can achieve the same Go o
results, without the same damage. Proper and culturally inclusive planning could result in a 5
successful plan. Such a plan would be far less likely to have such significant adverse impacts on

either the environment or on culture. At a minimum, until mitigation negotiations begins —

mitigation that is mandated by both NEPA and NHPA - no valid conclusions can be drawn about

the significant impacts of the plan described in the Draft.
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DISCUSSION:
We are concerned that BOR is engaging in “deferral,” meaning that BOR — and its associated
agencies on the Fish Passage Committee - intend to proceed with NEPA planning and defer ) 9
compliance with the NHPA requirements. This is a violation of the NEPA and CEQ O /-
requirements, which mandate consideration of the impact of a plan on cultural resources. This QD g

work can be coordinated, but each process has distinct rules and both must be conducted before
the project is approved. Under NHPA, the 106 process must be completed not just prior to
implementation of the Pilot Program (as stated in the plan at 4-45) but prior to its approval and
funding,

WWT also strongly objects to the elimination of the necessary study of environmental and

cultural concerns by the simple slight of hand of just redefining terms, so as to avoid these issues.

(4-1) For instance, BOR insists that it’s plan does not involve “ground disturbing activities.” And

yet, in correspondence with WWT, BOR admits there is no standard or official definition of the

term “ground disturbing activities.” And WWT has explained how ground disturbing drilling

bolts into the ground or rocks of cultural importance is, in fact, disturbing. Apparently this term

means whatever BOR says it means, which is arbitrary and unacceptable. While we understand

that we now live in a literary wonderland where terms mean what the government says they

mean, in the legal world, defining terms accurately is still essential. Thus, given our traditional

view of sound, sight, and other factors (not discussed here) that are of concern to the WWT, and

our relationship with salmon, the act of drilling into the ground and using screw traps will have an

impact. Traditional fishing methods such as dip nets and weirs would not. Q) P
Similarly (on the same page 4-1) simply saying the plan will not result in Environmental Justice O’ O
concerns is indefensible. WWT maintains that BOR’s conduct throughout this process has
violated its responsibilities to us as a matter of environmental justice. These complaints are fully
documented in our correspondence with BOR. As to the environmental justice aspect of this plan,
it should be stated that the Winnemem are far more disproportionately and adversely affected
than any other tribe or group. We are the most affected. We should have been included on the 6o =
Fish Passage Committee, something that WWT has requested for years. The denial of our =
participation in the planning process is a denial of environmental justice to us as a minority status O 7

group.

BOR repeats in the Draft that WWT is not a “federally recognized tribe,” which is true. However,
what that status means is crucial to understanding our role in this project. It is our position that
BOR is singularly responsible for the fact that we lack the resources to participate as promptly or
fully as we would like to and are able to and we alone have been excluded from being
compensated for our expertise. All other experts and government participants in the planning that
resulted in this Draft are compensated. This does not refer to our participation in the Section 106
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process, which we do as a matter of advocating for our survival and our sacred sites. We
cooperate on the 106 consultation in support of BOR’s compliance with its own laws.

The more historically important point is that WWT was federally recognized and actions by the
Department of Interior, and its agency, the BOR, have created barriers to re-establishing
recognition for the WWT. So we are constantly faced with having to deal with the very agency
that caused these constraints. Put more simply, we would not be in this position if BOR had
complied with the terms of the law which was passed to allow the construction of Shasta Dam, 55
Stat 612. (Cited in the Draft at 4-43.) That matters a great deal in this instance because this Draft
is intended to form the basis of the planning process and yet it’s flaws will mislead the public and
others and may also be part of the reason that BOR seems constitutionally incapable of working
with the Winnemem in a cooperative productive way in all matters affecting our ancestral
territory.

We are also alarmed that on pages 4-1 and 4-2 Indian Sacred Sites that BOR would be so
dishonest as to say that they contacted “federally recognized tribes” and did not receive any
response, as if that is what the legal standard to consideration of sacred sites might be. While this
reference may be intended to stand on its own to show mere compliance with a particular legal
requirement, as we state repeatedly, the lack of reference to the Winnemem in every aspect of this
plan, where clearly we have an interest, is a serious omission. It is, in our opinion, misleading to
the public to not mention us, and our sacred sites, in this portion of the Draft. Our ancient and
ongoing sacred relationship to the McCloud River and the salmon that are at issue in this case
must be given full attention as part of the NEPA process. The public and others interested in this
project have a right to know about the Winnemem Wintu, our ancient relationship with the river
and the salmon, our expertise, and our salmon restoration plan. Why is BOR ignoring these
crucial aspects of this project in its public documents, while at the same time working with us on
these crucial issues?

We are a consulting party under NHPA Section 106 in this matter, and the consultation is still
ongoing. But NHPA does not supplant NEPA. They are separate and equal concurrent legal
obligations. These comments are directed to the work done to comply with NEPA. We will
continue our intense negotiations over the multiple and complex sacred sites involved in this
project but we expect the PDEA to be far more complete in understanding the adverse impacts of
this proposed plan.

We are still in the process of drafting documents that will assist BOR in its planning. We are, for
instance, working on comments and additions to the draft TCP, on boundary maps, on location
specific information on the plan and its impacts on our cultural resources, and on relevant
information regarding how salmon itself must be considered in the 106 process as well.
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When BOR has this information, it should include it in its NEPA planning, meaning that a revised
PDEA is imperative. However we remain concerned because, despite extensive consultation
already, the cultural values known to BOR were not analyzed. BOR knows of over 60 sites and
historic properties eligible for the National Register that are in the area of sites selected for
construction activities and yet this is not acknowledged in the Draft.

The “Cultural Resources” analysis, 4-41 to 4-45, seems to have been done without reference to
the progress made under the ongoing Section 106 consultation. There is no analysis of the
extensive and specific information provided to BOR by WWT. The Draft does mention the
information BOR has already had in its possession for over 70 years, as well as from previous
consultations with WWT, basically saying it was reviewed, but where is the analysis of that
information? How does the plan affect these sites? That must be included in this NEPA analysis.

One example makes the importance of this clear, and that is the extensive correspondence
between WWT, BOR and SHPO on the location of a juvenile collection facility. BOR first
located this at Puberty Rock, below McCloud Bridge, which was a known sacred site in regular
and active use by the Winnemem. BOR realized on its own that this place was significant and
moved the selected location up river, but the location was another sacred site. We pointed out the
relevant document that shows the sites along this section of the river. Then again BOR moved the
location further up the river, and positioned it in a way that would damage another site. All of
these three sites are eligible for the National Register and are part of the Winnemem TCP. They
can not be disturbed in any way. But proper planning and cooperation would have avoided this hit
and miss approach.

If BOR did the necessary work involved, it would know why these sites must not be involved in
the proposed plan. The underlying study that we frequently reference was provided to BOR
before the Fish Passage Program began and it and other extensive information provide BOR with
all the information it needs. BOR must do the work needed to integrate that information into its
planning. It is BOR’s obligation, not the WWT’s job, to figure out the implications of their
activities.

On page 4-42 BOR states that only a small portion of the area has been evaluated. We would
agree. But it is BOR’s responsibility to do a complete survey and then integrate what is known
with the proposal. BOR seems to think that WWT should do that work for them. We have offered
our expertise as consultants to assist in that effort. And that work would be outside of our
advocacy under Section 106. Since BOR already has most of the information it needs" if it is
unable to analyze it then BOR should hire a qualified ethnographer to do the study that connects
the sacred sites, cultural resources (and environmental values) with the specific locations and
activities in the plan, and then integrate the relevant cultural information that we provide in order
to fully vet its proposal. Until that is done, our conclusion about the adverse impacts must stand.
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This is our sacred land and that conclusion is up to us to make, and defend and the courts have
deferred to this right, but BOR is seemingly blind to how their study must be conducted.

It is fairly well established in First Amendment law that the federal government is not in a m7 =
position to decide whether or not something is sacred. It is up to the religious practitioner to O / 5
declare what it is, although there must be some substance to the claim. In our case these places

have been verified by both archeology and ethnography as places of significance to the

Winnemem. So that is not an issue here, the issue comes down to whether or not an activity

chosen by a government agency is disturbing. We say it is.

The Circuit Court in Wilson v. Block, a case about Native American sacred sites on public land,
said: “We agree that the First Amendment protection of religion ‘does not turn on the theological
importance of the disputed activity’ and that courts may not ‘dictate which practices are or are
not required’ in a particular religion.” Which means that we do not have to prove a site is sacred.
All we have to do is show that it is indispensible to our religious practice. The Court continued:
“We do not hold that” it must be proven that a place is sacred, that it is used for religious
practice, but “only that the First Amendment requires, at a minimum, proof that the religious
practice could not be performed at any site other than that to be developed.” Thus, our only
burden of proof is to show that our ceremony or practice is unique and exclusively attributed to
that particular place. We have done so, repeatedly.

Because of the use and location of our related, not distinct, sites, any cable stretched across the
river at any point there, or any disturbance at these sites by construction, even as simple as
described in the proposed plan, is a burden in that it will disturb the spirits of that place. Even
swimming disturbs our sites, but since our land was taken from us, we cannot prevent recreation
or fishing. These occasional and light uses are done at the risk of those who would unknowingly
disturb the site. Consider, for instance, that one can speak loudly in a church or temple and
disturb the sacred sense of place. Such disturbances, like those casual uses on the river, are a
reflection of the person who does them and it is, as we say “on them.” But you are asking us to
comment on plans, and tacitly allow you, as a government agency, to take actions that will have
long term consequences; actions that are on a completely different scale and level. You may
think they are minimal or even, for you, meaningless, but our point citing the case law is that it is
not for you to say.

On a First Amendment basis, in order for you to respect our religion, and obey the law, there
must be some accommodation. The environmental laws, if followed, allow for negotiations
around these issues and encourage an accommodation. And we are willing to work with the Fish
Passage Committee to find a way to do this study. But it must be done in a culturally appropriate
way. And that work must be done in advance of NHPA compliance, as part of the planning under
ESA and NEPA.
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We have invited BOR to engage with us in mitigation planning as a way to avoid the inevitable
adverse impacts. We can suggest revisions to the proposed project plan that could remedy some
of the problems referenced here. Mitigation planning can take place as part of the NEPA process,
as well as under NHPA. However, this cannot be commenced until the Section 106 consultation
is completed. We still have many questions about the project and why and how it was designed as
it is. WWT would prefer to finish our discussions, continue the Section 106 consultation, and
conduct mitigation negotiations as consulting parties. Due to actions taken by BOR however,
there has been delay and obstruction to the Section 106 consultation. Currently, WWT has asked
the ACHP to intervene to resolve these problems.

Again, we suggest acquiring the appropriate expertise in order to comply with the regulations.
Some of the descriptions on 4-43 are reasonably accurate but as a whole, the description of the
Winnemem cultural resources is inadequate. We agree with the statements that salmon are sacred
and that we have a long-standing relationship with the river and that this relationship is best
understood as a complex Traditional Cultural Property.

We appreciate BOR’s work on the first draft of the TCP. Our forthcoming contributions to that
process must be included in the TCP and that information should also be included in our Section
106 consultation and also included in this NEPA planning process.

As stated on 4-44 we are still in the process of consulting on both the drafting of the TCP and
evaluating the impacts of the various proposals, the ground disturbing activities, and construction
methods. We intend to ensure that our documentation and consultation are completed
successfully and will submit them as soon as possible as part of our ongoing consultation.

We provided ample information prior to the issuance of this Draft so we are concerned to see that
it was not included. We are most concerned with the lack of any analysis. Simply describing an
activity as being minimal does not remove it from consideration. The Draft lacks any mention of
NEPA mitigation planning that would include monitoring and enforcement. These are serious
omissions.

Accordingly, our position is that the cultural impacts of the plan, as described in this inadequate 007
Draft, would be significant, adverse, long term and lepally indefensible. We are suggesting that -
BOR might not be the right agency, given it’s long term bias against the Winnemem Wintu Tribe e

and our history of conflict, in particular around the McCloud River. ) b

For purposes of these comments we leave it to other environmental experts to comment on the
remaining portions of Section 4. But the science of environmental restoration, now an academic
discipline, must be brought into this planning process. That is the state of the art science that is
needed here. And the history of the BOR’s lack of success with diseased and weak hatchery fish
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in restoration work must also be acknowledged. It simply is not acceptable to proceed without the
best available science and the highest quality available alternatives.

Several other matters deserve mention:

The McCloud River (2-2) We note the way the River is described. As with all previous
publications on this matter by BOR, and as we have objected previously, this Draft, in its first
opportunity to show some integrity about this project, instead obliterates the true history, and
complex biological habitat and cultural reality of the McCloud River. It is as if the BOR’s entire
understanding of the McCloud River — which is a dynamic living system involving highly
complex and inter-related natural and cultural values - was obtained simply by looking at a map.
The reason this is worth mentioning is that it displays a lack of insight and understanding of the
entire McCloud river and waterways from the source on Mt. Shasta and throughout the
hydrological system that will be affected by this proposed project.

Much more is known about the environmental aspects and affects including the water, the
wildlife, and all terrestrial and aquatic plant and animal life along the McCloud River, Shasta
Lake and environs than is mentioned in the Draft or evaluated there. Hundreds of known species
were not included. There is no mention of well known medicinal and ethno-botanical plants of
high value, a serious omission. (4-32)

The reason this is worth noting is that while we understand the point was a brief description of
where the project might be, it also illustrates that BOR is using very limited, reductionist, and
outdated approaches to create this Draft.

No Action Alternative: the conclusion here is not correct. Not implementing this particular Draft
plan would not result in the Chinook not returning to the area described. There is another way, Cb 75
already undergoing study, the Winnemem Plan, which would return salmon to the McCloud.

The Winnemem Wintu Salmon Restoration Plan, cited at 3-17 of the Draft, if implemented, (9/ 7
would bring about a successful reintroduction and do so in a culturally appropriate manner. In

fact, the Tribe would argue that no action would be a logical choice as the conclusion of this

PDEA, because this Draft fails to consider any culturally appropriate alternative plan. However, if

BOR truly considered all the facts and fully complied with its legal obligations for this effort, it

would know that such an option is not only viable, it may be the only way to actually succeed.

Furthermore, cooperative project planning is not unusual between consulting parties and

government agencies and the BOR has experience with doing so.

BOR can remedy the many defects in this Draft by including the Winnemem Salmon Restoration
Plan, Winnemem TEK and expertise, along with our scientifically validated relevant knowledge
and designs, and work with us to create another alternative. That alternative should then be

Page 9 of 12



Winnemem Wintu Tribe

14840 Bear Mountain Rd
Redding, CA 96003

included in a revised PDEA. This option would provide for our participation in the planning, as
expert consultants, in order to complete the planning process in compliance with both NEPA and
NHPA.

However, the BOR plan, as described in the Draft, would most likely create conditions that would
be fatal to the success of the Winnemem Plan. It is for that reason, among others, that we so
strongly oppose this pilot project. Its impacts could preclude our success and destroy the
spawning areas that are crucial to a culturally appropriate plan.

Again, the question is: Has BOR considered the full array of facts, options, and brought to that
analysis the best expertise available? We think not.

The Oroville Dam disaster earlier this year was an object lesson in the price that can be paid when
government agencies ignore the warnings of environmental scientists. And there are 2,000 dams
across the West, mainly built by BOR, that are in need of repair in order to forestall a real disaster
downstream should they fail as well. Will government agencies head the warnings or will they
ignore the obvious and, admittedly doing the best they can in some circumstances, and proceed as
if they know best? When a situation arises where the unknowns, and the known risks of the
unknowns are high, the best option is the no action alternative.

If BOR cannot afford to study the bio-cultural complexity of the McCloud or hire the expertise
that can, perhaps only the law can keep it from acting impetuously on the assumption that it
knows what it is doing. Better that BOR withdraw this Draft and do the studies and research work
that is needed for a fish restoration plan that can succeed without causing irreparable harm to the
habitat and the established bio-cultural complex that is the McCloud River today.

Or perhaps BOR is not the right agency to lead this effort. It does not have the capacity to
evaluate the alternatives. Perhaps it should be a joint effort, with other agencies already involved
instead of BOR alone.

Or, perhaps the McCloud is not the right river. The Draft does not examine the other rivers that
are available for its unusual experiment but that were considered earlier. Given the fact that a far
higher quality fish is available, and that another vehicle (volitional passage) is available, and that
culturally appropriate methods are available, this Draft should be withdrawn and revised to
include an analysis of these other aspects of the plan. The Fish Passage Committee needs to go
back to the proverbial drawing board and start over. And this time, the planning must include the
knowledge and experience of the people who lived on the river with the Chinook salmon for
thousands of years. Meanwhile, the Winnemem will continue its own efforts.
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This is an existential matter for the Winnemem because, as our creation story tells us, to be
Winnemem means to speak for the salmon.*"

Respectfully submitted,

Gateer Liak

Caleen Sisk, Chief, Winnemem Wintu Tribe.

' These comments were written by Claire Hope Cummings, M.A., J.D., former tribal counsel for
the Winnemem Wintu Tribe (WWT) and reviewed and approved by Caleen Sisk, WWT Chief,
Mark Miyoshi, THPO, and others in the tribe.

i See, for instance pp. 191-192, 200 and related articles in Lightfoot, Kent and Parrish, Otis.
California Indians and Their Environment: University of California Press, 2009.

“ Heizer, Robert and Elsasser, Albert. The Natural World of the California Indians: University of
California Press, 1980.

v Just as these comments are being finalized, on September 22, 2017, the Winnemem Wintu
Tribe is gathering near the McCloud River Bridge for a ceremony. The ceremony will complete
the second “rundsalmon” effort, a prayerful re-enactment of the journey of the salmon from the
Pacific ocean through San Francisco Bay, all the way up to the cold waters of the McCloud River.
There will be prayers, songs and dances that are “put into” the ground, the river, the mountains,
the spirits and more, all for the safe return of the salmon. As BOR knows, the songs and dances of
the Winnemem have been done for the Salmon for many years, including the re-institution of the
Hup Chonas which was historically held on the McCloud when the first hatchery disturbed
Winnemem life on the river in the 1870’s, and has been held on many occasions since including
on top of Shasta Dam. At these ceremonies the drum that is used is set into the ground, because
salmon can hear the vibrations of the drum. The image of how the drum is traditionally used by
the Winnemem serves to illustrate the intricate relationship between nature and culture for the
Winnemem. As Chief Sisk explains, salmon use all their senses: sight, smell, sound, and more,
right down into their DNA, all of which is required for them to make their journey home. “We
know, for instance, that the salmon also followed the starlight, so we lit fires for them.”
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One of the first Westerners to observe the life of the Winnemem on the river was Livingston
Stone. He wrote about the drumming and the fires along the river. Those fires were also part of
the prayerful work the Winnemem did to assist in bringing the salmon back home. The
Winnemem understand the way the salmon navigates and their work is done on both the physical
and spiritual level as they participate in the salmon’s life cycle. To separate culture and nature, or
worse, to leave out the cultural aspects entirely, is an error of the first magnitude. Such simplistic
thinking is not supported by science, law, or even common sense.

v See, for instance, Okinawa Dugong v. Rumsfeld, No C 03-4350, 2005 U.S. Dist.
Lexis 3123 (N.D. Cal. Mar. 1, 2005).

vi See, in particular the Lyla June Johnston study and related notes from the
meeting on the McCloud River between BOR and WWT that reviewed the sacred

sites, their uses and meanings on record with the BOR.

vii The Winnemem Wintu Salmon Restoration Plan, cited at 3-17 of the Draft.

Page 12 of 12
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NORTHERN CALIFORNIA POWER AGENCY

651 Commerce Drive
Roseville, CA 95678

(916) 781-3636

www.ncpa.com

August 1, 2017

Ms. Carolyn Bragg

Natural Resources Specialist

Mid Pacific Region, Bay Delta Office
Bureau of Reclamation

801 | Street, Suite 140

Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation
Dear Ms. Bragg:

The Northern California Power Agency (NCPA) is pleased to provide Reclamation with comments
on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation
(SDFPE), as presented at its public meeting on June 27, 2017.

Regarding the scoping process for the SDFPE, we recommend that the document address the
following topics:

1. Costs: The DEIS must describe the likely annual costs and total multiyear costs for the
proposed Long-term Fish Passage Program (Program), including how Reclamation will fund
and allocate these costs. The efficacy of this Program, measured in dollars per increased
adult returning winter-run Chinook, should also be estimated. If Reclamation proposes to
include winter-run Chinook from New Zealand as part of the reintroduction efforts above
Shasta Dam as suggested at the public scoping meeting, then these costs must also be
included in the DEIS. As well, the costs of doing the SDFPE feasibility study, including how
the costs will be allocated to the Central Valley Project purposes, must be provided.

2. CVP Power and Water Rate Impacts: The impacts on rates incurred by the SDFPE
feasibility study and the implementation of the Program need to be included in this
evaluation.

3. Feasibility: The DEIS must describe and establish how Reclamation will measure
“feasibility” for the Long-term Fish Passage Program. Feasibility should include analyses of
the number of adult winter-run Chinook that return in comparison with other reasonable
alternatives. Also, the cost and results of reducing the salmon mortality rate in the Delta
should be evaluated and compared with the costs and results in reintroducing salmon
above Shasta Dam.
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4. Cumulative Impacts: The DEIS must address the cumulative impacts of the Program in
conjunction with other programs being considered by Reclamation to improve returns of
the winter-run Chinook. These other programs include the Bureau’s Long Term Operations
Reconsultation with Fish Agencies for the CVP and the State Water Project, and the State
Water Resources Control Board’s studies on revised flow requirements on the Sacramento
River. If Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) funding is to be
disproportionately spent on the Shasta fish passage efforts at the expense of other

a-00\ programs, then the DEIS must also indicate which fisheries programs will not receive

funding or have funding deferred because of this proposal.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the scoping for the DEIS for the proposed Shasta
Dam Fish Passage Evaluation.

Thank you for your consideration. Should you have any questions, please contact

Ms. lane Cirrincione, NCPA Assistant General Manager for Legislative and Regulatory Affairs, at
(916) 781-4203 or jane.cirrincione@ncpa.com.

Sincerely,

0

X ] N “”/\
RANDY S. HOWARD

General Manager

JDC/tk
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Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov>

Bring the Salmon home
1 message

Peter Louis Woiwode <sweetfeetpete@gmail.com> Thu, Jun 29, 2017 at 7:10 PM
To: cbragg@usbr.gov

Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning
grounds in the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam
using natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in
New Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish.
They have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to
successfully adapt to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that
truly successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the
salmon and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carry the traditional knowledge on
the McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their
relatives, the Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

Pete Woiwode

Cell: 734.709.1789
pete.woiwode@gmail.com

"The best country in the world, they say. May be, | haven't really lived anywhere else. But it's not good enough as far as |
am concerned.”
Ella Baker

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=582db545ab&jsver=1KukmJVEMCA .en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15cf6c434888c188&siml=15cf6c43488...
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8/1/2017 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mait - Fwd: Fish ladder around Shasta dam?
a "‘ Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov>
CONNECT

Fwd: Fish ladder around Shasta dam?
1 message

Hannon, John <jhannon@usbr.gov> Tue, Jul 11, 2017 at 4:09 PM
To: Carolyn Bragg <cbragg@usbr.gov>

John Hannon, Fisheries Biologist
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

801 I Street, Suite 140
Sacramento, CA 95814-2536
fhannon@usbr.gov
916-414-2413

---------- Forwarded message ---——--—---

From: Charles Love <inthegulley1@icloud.com>
Date: Mon, Jul 10, 2017 at 8:57 PM

Subject: Fish ladder around Shasta dam?

To: jhannon@usbr.gov

Couldn't tunnels, canals and man made streams connect a tributary of Shasta Lake, like the Pitt River, with say, Little
Cow Cream, so fish could bypass the dam to spawn?

Thanks

Charlie Love

Thegulley@gmail.com

2 attachments

D ATT00001
1K

-i‘ﬂ factsheetdraft-steering-comm-changes.pdf
I 293K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=28&ik=582db545ab&jsver=1KukmJVEMCA.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15d33ea5e204f8238&siml=15d33eabe2...
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Ol] =~ I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage. The best way to allow the Salmon to go back
DB l up to their traditional spawning grounds is to create a passage where the Salmon can swim. Trucking them is not a
solution. They need and deserve a natural water way.
You can do something almost unheard of, work WITH those that carry the traditional knowledge on the McCloud River,
|-~ the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the Salmon to their natural spawning
%2 [ grounds.
By = There are also genetically identical Salmon in New Zealand, as | know you are aware of. Please bring these relatives
hig f back to the land they came from.
oz
In support of bringing the Salmon home.
Raven Stevens
Mt. Shasta, CA
Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov> Wed, Jun 14, 2017 at 10:39 AM
To: Benjamin Nelson <bcnelson@usbr.gov>, "HANNON, JOHN" <jhannon@usbr.gov>
already got an email -
[Quoted text hidden]
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71312017 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Public Comment on Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation/MP-17-095
st Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov>
CONNECT

Public Comment on Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation/MP-17-095

2 messages

Raven <flyraven@sbcglobal.net> Wed, Jun 14, 2017 at 10:31 AM

To: cbragg@usbr.gov

Dear Bureau of Reclamation,

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=582db545ab&jsver=VO_5giruLes.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15ca7b05ae018efb&siml=15ca7a91a825...
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From: Raven Stevens
724 Butte Ave.

Mt. Shasta, Ca 96067
530-926-4339
flyraven@sbcglobal.net

Dear Ms. Bragg,

| would like to provide further comments to the "Shasta Dam Fish Passage
Evaluation-Pilot Study.” After listening to the BOR presentation by the
experts at the Lakehead site on June 28th, 2017, | felt as though | should
write again. | would appreciate you sharing this letter with the staff that
was present at the BOR presentation that day, as | was not afforded the
opportunity to say this publicly.

In my first letter | commented on these three items:

1) The '3 year' extent of the project is flawed from the beginning. Salmon
take 4-8 years to return back to their place of spawning. You must be aware
of this after listening to Chief Sisk, and know that the length of the project
needs to be expanded so that it is not flawed from the start.

2) Truck trips for fish around the dams is not a viable option. Strong, wild
fish need to swim around obstacles. We must create a passage way or
‘swim around’ for these Salmon.

3) The last point | made in the letter is that we need to use the true “wild
salmon” whose lives have been lived now over in New Zealand. These fish
have the strength and the lineage of swimming upstream to spawn.
Hatchery fish are not the same and using them is a set up for failure.

Today, | write to you again today because | believe that the team you have
assembled intends to do the best job possible for a successful outcome.
After listening to the presentation, it was clear to me that the same type of
thinking, that has gotten us into the situation we are in now, is still in place.
For example, the Shasta Dam was put in place with no thought to the
Salmon or what limiting its natural spawning runs would do to the winter-
run Chinook or any Salmon. No thought to what it would do to others that
relied on the River, like the Winnemem Wintu people. The mindset that
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created the dams didn’t think it was a problem. And now both the Salmon
and Winnemen people are small in number. The well being of both are
inextricably connected.

You will want to work closely with Joanne Biswell, the Cultural Resources
person. The cultural aspects of this project are important and should be
documented completely with representatives of the Tribe.

| see this project as an amazing opportunity. Your group has stumbled upon
a moment in history whereby your agency/s, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe
and the public, all want the same thing. You want to see the McCloud River
restored to its wholeness i.e. healthy again. You want the Salmon to be
brought back to their original spawning grounds. It’s an amazing project
and opportunity for healing on many levels. Working with the Winnemem
Wintu Tribe is one of those opportunities for you.

Please include the Tribe in all aspects of this project. They have special
knowledge and viewpoint that you could use in order for this project to
become a success. You may think you have all the experts you need, but
when | listened to the presentation, | realized you are missing the key
component: the Tribal perspective.

The Winnemem Wintu Tribe carries knowledge about this project that
cannot possibly be gained from studies, white papers, books and classroom
work, yet this knowledge will only support the work you undertake in
bringing the Salmon home to the McCloud River.

| am personally asking you to slow down, listen and respect knowledge that
comes from those that have the relationship with the Salmon and River
that you are charged to restore. They are invaluable to you for the success
of this undertaking. Include them in every aspect of this project as it moves
forward.

Sincerely,
Raven Stevens
Mt. Shasta, CA
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7/3/2017 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Re: Return of the Salmon to Northern California from New Zealand

Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov>

Re: Return of the Salmon to Northern California from New Zealand
3 messages

JANICE GLOE <RAINGLO@msn.com> Sun, Jun 25, 2017 at 3:29 PM
To: "cbragg@usbr.gov" <cbragg@usbr.gov>

Sunday, June 25th, 2017
To: Carolyn Bragg, Natural Resources Specialist, Bureau of Reclamation, Mid-Pacific Region

Dear Specialist Bragg,

| strongly support the project of Chief Sisk and the Winnemem Wintu people to bring back the Otz -
original salmon from New Zealand to Northern California. This is vital not only to the Winnemem ®,
Wintu people but to everyone. The salmon are an endangered species here and we need to

protect them. The salmon must not become extinct. They keep the precious water of the rivers

clean and healthy and support the entire ecosystem of the rivers.

| strongly support the proposed salmon bypass project connecting two streams around Shasta 0,
Dam. This is the natural way for the salmon to survive by swimming. | strongly reject the idea of 3\
trucking and hauling the salmon from one area to another. That would be detrimental to the health %Q

of the salmon.

Chief Sisk and many supporters are working hard to raise the money necessary for the project to

bring back the original salmon from New Zealand. Itis a huge amount of money but | do believe Op
it will be raised. A lot of money has been raised already. But, please, if the exact amount of money | ¢, <5
is not yet raised by your deadline, please extend the deadline. Please do not drop the project just

because there is not the exact amount of money you expect raised yet.

| don't think that | will be able attend your next meeting, 6/27, in person. That is why | am writing
you now. Could you

please include my e-mail in your public comments for the meeting and give a copy to those on the
committee at the meeting?

Thank You,

Sincerely,

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=582db545ab&jsver=VO_5giruLes.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15cea0ed203eb7da&sim|=15ce15f9ee53c... 1/2


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=582db545ab&jsver=VO
mailto:cbragg@usbr.gov
mailto:cbragg@usbr.gov
mailto:RAINGLO@msn.com
mailto:cbragg@usbr.gov

71312017 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Re: Return of the Salmon to Northem California from New Zealand
Janice Gloe

3100 Guido Street
Oakland, CA
rainglo@msn.com

(510) 531-6857

Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov> Mon, Jun 26, 2017 at 5:00 PM
To: Carolyn Bragg <chragg@usbr.gov>

[Quoted text hidden}

Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov> Tue, Jun 27, 2017 at 7:57 AM
To: Carolyn Bragg <cbragg@usbr.gov>

Forwarded message
From: JANICE GLOE <RAINGLO@msn.com>

Date: Sun, Jun 25, 2017 at 3:29 PM

Subject: Re: Return of the Salmon to Northern California from New Zealand
To: "cbragg@usbr.gov" <cbragg@usbr.gov>

[Quoted text hidden]
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9/6/2017 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Fwd: | support the Winnemem Wintu Salmon Restoration Plan

Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov>

Fwd: | support the Winnemem Wintu Salmon Restoration Plan
1 message

Public Affairs, BOR MPR <sha-mpr-publicaffairs@usbr.gov> Wed, Sep 6, 2017 at 12:16 PM
To: Carolyn Bragg <cbragg@usbr.gov>

Hi Carolyn,
FYI - we received this last night in our Public Affairs mailbox.

Thank you,
Lisa

Lisa Navarro

Public Affairs Specialist
916-978-5111
Inavarro@usbr.gov

--—-—— Forwarded message -—-—- —

From: Lee, Camellia <camellia_lee@brown.edu>

Date: Tue, Sep 5, 2017 at 5:05 PM

Subject: | support the Winnemem Wintu Salmon Restoration Plan
To: sha-mpr-publicaffairs@usbr.gov

To whom it may concern,

013 -~y

I'm writing to express my support for the Winnemem Wintu Salmon Restoration Plan. Please do what's right for
generations past, present and future.

Sincerely,
C. Lee

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=582db545ab&jsver=fBMLSIuXbkM.en.&view=pté&search=inbox&th=15e589fd79ace2c5&siml=15e589fd79ac... 1/1
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RESOURCES LAW GROUP, LLP

555 CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 1090 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
916.442.4880 916.442.4193 (FAX) www.resourceslawgroup.com

September 28, 2017

VIA U.S. POSTAL SERVICE AND ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION

Ms. Carolyn Bragg

Natural Resources Specialist
Bureau of Reclamation
Bay-Delta Office

801 I Street, Suite 140
Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

Re:  Scope of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Shasta Dam Fish
Passage Evaluation

Dear Ms. Bragg:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the appropriate scope for the draft environmental Q’ ¢
impact statement for the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation (“EIS”). The EIS should fully S,
analyze the potential impacts of the proposed trap and haul pilot project at Shasta Dam. |
However, the EIS should also carefully consider alternative conservation strategies for Chinook o
salmon in order to provide insight into the best strategies for improving Chinook population &8 Z, ¢
abundance and resilience. ce

Based on our review of the Shasta Dam Fish Evaluation Project Draft Pilot Implementation Plan
(“Draft Plan”), the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation Preliminary Draft Environmental
Assessment - April, 2017 (“Preliminary Draft Environmental Assessment”), and other
documents, we believe that the approaches proposed for evaluation in the Draft Plan are unlikely
to advance the recovery of winter-run Chinook salmon in California and that alternative
approaches are more likely to achieve the outcome sought by the Bureau of Reclamation
(“Reclamation”) and by the National Marine Fisheries Service in its June 4, 2009, Biological
Opinion and Conference Opinion on the Long-Term Operation of the Central Valley Project and
State Water Project.

We understand that the imperiled status of the mainstem winter-run Chinook salmon population
provides a strong basis for immediate action. However, precisely because of the precarious status
of the species, it appears to us that Reclamation should prioritize actions that are more likely to
yield successful results, such as reintroduction by volitional passage, together with downstream
habitat improvements. We caution that a reliance on the outcomes of reintroduction efforts in the \
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Carolyn Bragg

September 28, 2017

Page 2 of 4

Pacific Northwest are likely of limited value, as the conditions affecting those river systems
differ substantially from conditions affecting the McCloud.

Resources available to recover winter-run Chinook populations should be directed towards
strategies that are less risky, more cost-effective, and more likely to prove successful than a trap
and haul approach. We therefore recommend that the EIS include all of the following:

1. Alternatives. To evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives to the proposed action, we
recommend that the EIS evaluate the expansion of efforts on the mainstem of the
Sacramento River and on certain other reaches where opportunities exist for further
enhancement and/or creation of fish habitat that supports volitional passage of winter-run
Chinook. For instance, we believe that the following alternatives offer better
opportunities to advance the recovery of winter-run Chinook:

a.

Restoration Actions on Lower Clear Creek. Historically, winter-run Chinook have
not occupied Lower Clear Creek. However, the creek has been altered to the point
where it potentially could support a volitional population. The National Marine
Fisheries Service has already proposed this waterway as a potential site to support
the recovery of spring-run Chinook and steelhead, including through gravel

augmentation and flow modifications, and the same could be done for winter-run
Chinook.

Completion of the Battle Creek Project. Resources expended for the proposed
action could instead be used to increase efforts to complete the currently
envisioned restoration project at Battle Creek.

Greater Emphasis on Downstream Habitat Management and Restoration. Given
the relatively high population numbers of winter-run Chinook recorded in the
1960's, it is evident that the barrier to historic habitat created by Shasta Dam has
not been the only factor that has caused the decline of this run of salmon.
Numerous other stressors occur downstream of Shasta Dam that have been
identified as major factors in this decline, including: (1) impaired water
temperatures, (2) impaired water quality from pesticide and herbicide use,

(3) degradation of freshwater rearing habitat from levee protection that has
simplified riverine habitat and disconnected rivers from the floodplain, (4) new
water diversion sites, and (5) loss of estuarine rearing habitat in the Delta.
Resources proposed to be expended for the proposed action could instead be used
to supplement or complement the work already being advanced by Reclamation
and other agencies as part of California Waterfix , and could support extending
these efforts to additional areas outside the California Waterfix area.

Focus on Strongholds. An alternative that focuses on salmon strongholds should
be analyzed. This alternative should focus on preventing further impacts to
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Chinook salmon, prioritizing watershed conservation activities and expenditures
in salmon strongholds - those places where California has its healthiest remaining
populations of wild salmon. Unfortunately, the same forces that drove many
salmon populations to need federal protection continue to threaten healthier
salmon populations. If conservation efforts are not focused on those healthier
populations, they could well face the same fate as winter-run and spring-run
Chinook. California has already mapped its existing salmon strongholds
statewide. This alternative should prioritize needed conservation and restoration
actions in these strongholds, rather than implement the high-risk reintroduction
measures set out in the 2009 Biological and Conference Opinion on the Long-
Term Operations of the Central Valley Project and State Water Project.

/
f

Impacts on Existing Fish Communities. Potential impacts on existing fish communities
should be considered carefully, including, but not limited to, the introduction of
pathogens by Chinook salmon released into the Upper Sacramento and McCloud Rivers,
and the potential need to alter the flows of those rivers to support introduced Chinook and
any resulting potential to impact existing fish communities. The Preliminary Draft
Environmental Assessment states,

Experimental reintroduction releases of Chinook Salmon of various life stages in
the Upper Sacramento and McCloud rivers as part of the Pilot Program is
expected to involve low risk of adverse impacts to existing fish communities,
resident trout populations, and special-status aquatic species because of the
relatively low numbers of fish to be authorized and used in the various studies and
the minimal disturbance to the surrounding habitat. (p. 4-26.)

However, newly introduced pathogens, and changes in water management, that could
result from the introduction of Chinook salmon could cause significant adverse impacts
to existing fish communities even if “low numbers” of fish are initially introduced to the
Upper Sacramento and McCloud Rivers.

Incorporation of Recent Guidance. If Reclamation decides to proceed with the Shasta
Dam Fish Evaluation as proposed, the key question the Evaluation should try to answer is
how much a Shasta Dam trap and haul program would contribute to returning adult
Chinook salmon and to maintaining or increasing the total Chinook population in
comparison to alternative conservation strategies. The Shasta Dam Fish Evaluation
should incorporate this and other excellent guidance provided in Robert A. Lusardi &
Peter B. Moyle (2017) Two-Way Trap and Haul as a Conservation Strategy for
Anadromous Salmonids, Fisheries, 42:9, 478-487,
DOI:10.1080/03632415.2017.1356124, including “Two-Way Trap and Haul and
Reintroduction Considerations” (p. 483) and “Requirements for a Successful Two-Way
Trap and Haul Program” (p. 484). (See attached.)




Carolyn Bragg
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Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the proposed environmental impact
statement for the Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation If you have questions or would like to
discuss these issues, please contact Michael Mantell at mmantell@resourceslawgroup.com or
(916) 442-4880.

Sipcerely,

g ~——

Bob Fisher
McCloud River Club

-} r’ o
,ﬂ?;:,.n f' .‘.Iv.(,(/ﬂji_("

Steve Hearst
Hearst Corporation

cc: Maria Rea, Jon Ambrose, Brian Ellrott, David van Rijn, John Hannon, Alice Berg, Sue
Fry, Curtis Knight, Brian Johnson, Peter Moyle, Robert Lusardi, Guido Rahr, Mark
Trenholm (w/o enclosure)
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QUESTIONS AND IDEAS ;
Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation - Pilot Study

Please mail your questions and ideas to Carolyn Bragg, Bureau of Reclamation, Bay-Delta Office,
801 | Street, suite 140, Sacramento, CA 95814-2536, fax to (916) 414-2439
or email cbragg@usbr.gov, by Friday, July 28, 2017.

For additional information, please contact Ms. Bragg at (916) 414-2433.
(Please print clearly)

Name RogeT wecsE Du s

Organization and Address _ Hoe cac. Gouvi0£s ALD Spordmas AScpc. atio 4

Phone (5% )_2577/%  FAX( ) E-mail _Q0¢ 2080 & Y8 Hog. com)

6\5 -2 7
y Date J— .
PleAsE  cacce ne $on  Coufepencé I waAvE US ygar§

o-f- Q\vg(L AD STREAM STUDIES = Rsik adw wild e



mailto:cbragg@usbr.gov

PLACE
STAMP
HERE

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Reclamation

801 | Street, Suite 140
Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

Bay-Delta Office
Attn: Carolyn Bragg

Please fold, staple, stamp, and mail
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QUESTIONS AND IDEAS

Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation - Pilot Study

Please mail your questions and ideas to Carolyn Bragg, Bureau of Reclamation, Bay-Delta Office,
801 | Street, suite 140, Sacramento, CA 95814-2536, fax to (916) 414-2439
or email chragg@usbr.gov, by Friday, July 28, 2017.

For additional information, please contact Ms. Bragg at (916) 414-2433.
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U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Reclamation

801 | Street, Suite 140
Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

Bay-Delta Office
Attn: Carolyn Bragg
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Comments
1 message

Gary Mulcahy <gary@ranchriver.com>
Reply-To: gary@ranchriver.com
To: cbragg@usbr.gov
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| have corrected some and expanded on a few.

SDFPE Public Scoping Meeting - June 27, 2017
Gary Mulcahy - gary@ranchriver.com

Government Affairs - Water and Science
: In 2005 the Winnemem Wintu were plaintiffs in the litigation on the
biological opinion based on the 2004 OCAP;

In 2009 after a new biological opinion was issued by NOAA on the
2004 OCAP, the Winnemem joined the bureau and several other organization to
be defendant intervenors against the attack on the new BiOp

In 2010 NMFS, the Winnemem Wintu and New Zealand representatives met
and discussed an Memorandum of Agreement for possibility of bringing back
winter run salmon from NZ fish which were established from eye'd eggs from
the McCloud River and Baird Fish Hatchery

The Sacramento River winter-run are genetically depleted and
genetically bereft

The NMFS BO describes the effects of the dams and hatcheries'
influence and interbreeding

There is a small gene pool for these fish - only one ESU

There is a way to get salmon tested and back and use a genetically
pure fish instead of depleted

Reclamation should allow Winnemem Wintu to participate on the Fish
Passage Pilot Project steering committee

The area is the tribe's traditional homeland and salmon were the
main sustenance during the summer, spring, winter, and fall; also cultural,
spiritual, and religious connections to salmon

There are sacred sites all along the upper Sacramento and the
McCloud rivers; Reclamation chose one site for the juvenile collector that
was sacred so they moved it to another site but it was more sacred

The Winnemem Wintu are opposed to the plan the way it currently is,
and submitted a plan to use the Cow to Little Cow to Dry Creek to the lake
and use volitional passage

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Comments () | '7

Bragg, Carolyn <cbragg@usbr.gov>

Sat, Jul 29, 2017 at 7:42 AM
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SDFPE Public Scoping Meeting — June 27-2017

Nikolas Lane Gillian — lanegillian(@gmail.com

]

Strong favor of Winnemem Wintu restoration plan, they are stewards of the resources

Bring Chinook salmon home
Include the Winnemem Wintu’s plan in the Pilot Plan
Extend fundraising deadline






SDFPE Public Scoping Meeting — June 272017

Kim Deocampo — kdeocamp(@ctip.net
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Restore the salmon in a natural way

No modified, no genetic mutations, no hatcheries, no cab ride back
Leave something alone that is sacred

Natural way — good way for our children

SAE
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SDFPE Public Scoping Meeting — June 27-2017

Amanda Ford — amandal@ejcw.org

OZ20-Co | |
OZD-&Z)

Environmental Coalition for Water Justice

Traditional ecological knowledge should be considered with scientific knowledge and should be
considered a priority

The tribe has been living this for millennia

Genetically degraded fish aren’t going to thrive

Salmon spend longer in the ocean than the study is planned for






SDFPE Public Scoping Meeting — June 27:2017

James Stone — jstone(dincgasa.org
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Nor-Cal Guides and Sportsmen’s Association

For 30+ years fish have been worked on at Livingston Stone National Fish Hatchery with zero
success

Constant decline of winter, spring, and fall run

Opposed as a last resort. This is a smoke and mirrors and scapegoat for other problems.
Not opposed as a cultural/religious reintroduction for the Winnemem Wintu

Already spent $1million, need to focus on downstream effects

Everyone is for more fish, but need more research and studying

The estuary is polluted, there are problems such as the Delta Cross Channel and Georgiana
Slough; the issues are very very complicated

Although the pilot study is very thought out there is room for error

Winter-run from 60 broodstock and 198 winter-run in 1991; they are genetically connected
The New Zealand fish are exact pure genetic winter-run

Start releasing cold water from Shasta Dam
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SDFPE Publi¢c Scoping Meeting — June 27:2017

Patrick Porgans — pp@planetarysolutionaries.org

There are systematic issues that need to be addressed

Agree with Winnemem Wintu

This is a problem Bureau of Reclamation created

Individuals cannot violate ESA but the pumps harm hundreds of millions of fish
CVPIA doubling goals are not even close to being reached

Protracted process
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SDFPE Public Scoping Meeting — June 27:2017

Lupita Torres - lutorres(@ucdavis.edu

Ogia’ e Speak on behalf of Tuolumne Me-Wuk Tribe in support of the Winnemem Wintu
O’O\ Respect and trust native cultures and their Traditional Ecological Knowledge
e Thousands of people are in support of the tribe in the Davis community
e Have respect, listen, work with the tribe as peers and understand their indigenous sovereignty
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SDFPE Public Scoping Meeting — June 27-2017

Dan Bacher - danielbacher@fishsniffer.com

e Over 30 years ago winter-run was listed which was necessary because there were less than 200
fish; Fish still on edge of extinction and suffer the same government policy

Completely support the well thought out Winnemem Wintu plan. It is supported by scientific
history; Fishway up Cow or Dry Creek is the only way

e Already know they will spawn above, the McCloud River is pristine

e Focus on downriver conditions

Delta pumps are the biggest fish killer in history

e Stop the Delta Tunnels


http:hsniffer.com
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QUESTIONS AND IDEAS

Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation - Pilot Study

Please mail your questions and ideas to Carolyn Bragg, Bureau of Reclamation, Bay-Delta Office,
801 | Street, suite 140, Sacramento, CA 95814-2536, fax to (916) 414-2439
or email cbragg@usbr.gov, by Friday, July 28, 2017.

For additional information, please contact Ms. Bragg at (916) 414-2433.
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U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Reclamation

801 | Street, Suite 140
Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

Bay-Delta Office
Attn: Carolyn Bragg
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QUESTIONS AND IDEAS

Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation - Pilot Study

Please mail your questions and ideas to Carolyn Bragg, Bureau of Reclamation, Bay-Delta Office,
801 | Street, suite 140, Sacramento, CA 95814-2536, fax to (916) 414-2439
or email cbragg@usbr.gov, by Friday, July 28, 2017.

For additional information, please contact Ms. Bragg at (916) 414-2433.
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U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Reclamation

801 | Street, Suite 140
Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

Bay-Delta Office
Attn: Carolyn Bragg

Please fold, staple, stamp, and mail
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QUESTIONS AND IDEAS

Shasta Dam Fish Passage Evaluation - Pilot Study

Please mail your questions and ideas to Carolyn Bragg, Bureau of Reclamation, Bay-Delta Office,
801 | Street, suite 140, Sacramento, CA 95814-2536, fax to (916) 414-2439
or email cbragg@usbr.gov, by Friday, July 28, 2017.

For additional information, please contact Ms. Bragg at (916) 414-2433.
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801 | Street, Suite 140
Sacramento, CA 95814-2536

Bay-Delta Office
Attn: Carolyn Bragg

Please fold, staple, stamp, and mail
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Bureau of Reclamation Bay-Delta office

Ms. Carolyn Bragg September 26, 2017

Natural Resource Specialist

From: Patricia R. Osborn
1130 Uplands Drive
Mount Shasta, Ca 96067

Dear Ms. Braggs,

I have been a resident of California for over 30 years and am a 4™ generation
family from the town Shasta Lake City formally known As Central Valley, which is
the location of Shasta Dam. I am writing to summit my public comment on the fish
passage aspect of the Delta project.

I have been working with the local Winnemen Wintu tribe from the McCloud
river water shed for the last two years during their two week Run4Salmon prayer
journey. During this year’s events I collected signatures directly from the public and
I am forwarding them to you.

We are asking to have the mission statement of the Bureau of reclamation,
which states “is to manage, develop, and protect water and related resources in an
environmentally and economically sound manner in the interest of the American
Public” to be upheld to the fullest possible efforts of this EIR.

I formally request that Chief of the Winnemen Wintu tribe Caleen Sisk be
directly involved in the planning phase and throughout the completion of the
Salmon restoration project. I believe a fish ladder is possible and is a vital keystone
species that will restore balance to the entire ecosystem. I request that the salmon
located in New Zealand be considered and used for any studies conducted in the
McCloud River shed.

Thank you, for your ongoing efforts to restore the salmon runs in Northern

C%

o

/’Qc.>/1~_/

Patricia R Osborn, RN, BSN, Public Health Nurse

Community member of the Siskiyou County Air Quality Pollution Control
Board.
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[ would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

Deat Bureau of Reclamation, ! 5/ ComMmma_ i~ _g

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial watets.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants curtently thriving in New
Zcaland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-ftee than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish, They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt

to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be pattners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their tradiional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural crecks and bring home the McCloud Rivet salmon descendants curtently thriving in New
Z.caland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain ivets for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt

to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be pattners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must retutn to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Z.caland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-ftee than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.
Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.
In support of bringing the Salmon home,
INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
[ would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivers for generations and are far mote likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatd of, work with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SICGNATURE




Deat Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build 2 switnway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants curtently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for genetations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partnets in restoring their relatives, the

Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Pleasc bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,




Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must retumn to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial watets.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using

natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural crecks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants curtently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far mote likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatd of, work with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
[ would like to make a comment regatding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build 2 swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants curtently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt

to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Pleasc bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURF, f . . ——
/{\err\ L\QNDUN b orel

Vare 26 ™ At

OC‘»\achJ CHA
Ot\LHOOf



Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be pattners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.
Pleasc bring these relatives back to the land they came from.
In support of bringing the Salmon home,
INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
[ would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial watets.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zcaland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt

to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has nevet been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatd of, wotk with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be pattnets in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these telatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
[ would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zcaland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has nevet been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.
In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
[ would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural crecks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
7.caland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE



Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Z.ealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial watets.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon arc wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivets for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Deat Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution 1s to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be pattners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please biing these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Deat Bureau of Reclamation,
I'would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zcaland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the T avingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rvers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.,

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants cutrently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop ttying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE



Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

Thesc salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish, They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I'would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial watets.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants cutrently thriving in New
Zcaland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchety fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatrd of, work with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE



Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project,

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-ftee than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatd of, work with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE |
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants curtrently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatd of, wotk with those that carty the tradiional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be pattners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURIE
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Dear Burcau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Z.caland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish, They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has nevet been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partnets in restoring their relatives, the

Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,
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Deat Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must teturn to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial watets.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants cuttently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchety fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rvers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoting their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must retutn to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants cutrently thtiving in New
Zcaland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchety fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be pattners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.
Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.
In support of bringing the Salmon home,
INSERT SIGNATURIY
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivets for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatd of, work with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partnets in testoting their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon arce wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud Rivet, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be pattners in restoting their relatives, the
Salmon, to thetr natural spawning grounds.

Pleasc bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE




Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
[ would like to make a comment regatding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project,

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial watets.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta [Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and ate far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoting their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Pleasc bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their tradiional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural crecks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt

to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You nced to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Deat Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project,

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a switnway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatd of, wotk with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.
Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.
In support of bringing the Salmon home,
INSERT SIGNATURE 7
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants curren tly thriving in New
Z.ealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partnets in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build 2 swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
7.caland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-ftee than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatd of, wotk with those that carry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

Thesc salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain fivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt

to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population,

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud Rivert, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to, their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE




Deat Bureau of Reclamation,
['would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must retutn to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-ftee than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carty the tradidonal knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,
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Deat Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial watets.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants curtently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rvers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. There has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

o
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
[ would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Z.caland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchety fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE




Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants curtently thriving in New
Z.caland.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for genetations and are far more likely to successfully adapt

to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has nevet been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, work with those that catry the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Ttibe. Allow them to be partners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
[ would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivets for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them teturn to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheatd of, work with those that catty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be pattners in restoring their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Please bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,
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Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project,

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must retutn to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway around Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants currently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Livingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain rivers for generations and are far more likely to successfully adapt
to the new spawning route than hatchery fish.

Trapping and trucking them is not a solution. Thete has never been a ‘trap and truck’ system that truly
successfully re-established a fish population.

You need to follow the wisdom of Chief Sisk when she says we have to stop trying to control the salmon
and let them return to their natural life cycle.

You can do something almost unheard of, wotk with those that carty the traditional knowledge on the
McCloud River, the Winnemem Wintu Tribe. Allow them to be pattners in restoting their relatives, the
Salmon, to their natural spawning grounds.

Pleasc bring these relatives back to the land they came from.

In support of bringing the Salmon home,

INSERT SIGNATURE



Deat Bureau of Reclamation,
I would like to make a comment regarding the Shasta Dam Fish Passage project.

To protect the Salmon from climate change, they must return to their traditional spawning grounds in
the McCloud River and its glacial waters.

The best solution is to follow the Winnemem Wintu’s plan to build a swimway atound Shasta Dam using
natural creeks and bring home the McCloud River salmon descendants curtently thriving in New
Zealand.

These salmon are wild and far healthier and disease-free than the Iivingston Stone hatchery fish. They
have been spawning in high mountain tivers for generations <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>