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Reclamation Seeks Public Input on the Newlands Project
Planning Study Draft Report

CARSON CITY, Nev. - The Bureau of Reclamation today released for public review a draft report that presents alternatives to
satisfy Newlands Project water rights and reduce risks to public safety from the Truckee Canal. Reclamation has scheduled three
public meetings in January to discuss the Newlands Project Planning Study Draft Special Report.

The Study was initiated as a result of a January 2008 breach of the Truckee Canal that flooded 590 properties in the city of Fernley,
Nev., and led to restrictions on the amount of water the canal may convey. The Study is Reclamation’s effort to investigate options
for safely satisfying Project water rights, and the report will help guide decisions about the Project’s future.

During the meetings, Reclamation will present the key findings in the Draft Special Report, describe the process to develop
alternatives and receive public feedback on the report and its conclusions. The Draft Special Report includes seven alternatives for
safely serving people, communities and lands that rely on Truckee River or Carson River water delivered by the Project.

Each meeting will include the same format and content and a presentation followed by a question-and-answer session. Meeting
dates, times and locations are:

Nixon: Tuesday, January 29, 2-4 p.m., Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribal Council Chambers, 208 Capitol Hill
Fernley: Tuesday, January 29, 7-9 p.m., Fernley City Council Chambers, 595 Silver Lace Boulevard

Fallon: Wednesday, January 30, 7-9 p.m., Churchill County Commissioners’ Chambers, 155 N. Taylor Street, Suite 145

The Draft Special Report is available online at http://www.usbr.gov/mp/lbao/newlands.html. If you encounter problems accessing
the document online, please call 916-978-5100 or email mppublicaffairs@usbr.gov.

Written comments must be received by close of business Thursday, Feb. 14, and should be sent to Harvey Edwards, Bureau of
Reclamation, 705 N. Plaza Street, Room 320, Carson City, NV 89701 or emailed to hedwards@usbr.gov.

Originally known as the Truckee-Carson Project, the Project is one of Reclamation’s oldest irrigation projects. Since 1903, it has
served water users in the Truckee and Carson River Basins for agricultural and, increasingly, other purposes. Operation and
maintenance of Project facilities is performed by the Truckee-Carson Irrigation District under a contract with Reclamation. For
information about the Project, please visit http://www.usbr.gov/mp/Ibao/.

If special accommodations are needed or for additional information, please contact Donna Potter, Public Affairs Specialist, at 916-
978-5103 (TTY 916-978-5608) or Ipotter@usbr.gov.

Hit#
Reclamation is the largest wholesale water supplier and the second largest producer of hydroelectric power in the United States, with

operations and facilities in the 17 Western States. Its facilities also provide substantial flood control, recreation, and fish and wildlife
benefits. Visit our website at http://www.usbr.gov.
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Extension of Public Comment Period on the Newlands Project
Planning Study Draft Report

CARSON CITY, Nev. - The Bureau of Reclamation announced today an extension for public review and comment period on the
Newlands Project Planning Study Draft Special Report from the original date of Thursday, Feb. 14, to Thursday, Feb. 28. The Draft
Special Report presents alternatives to satisfy Newlands Project water rights and reduce risks to public safety from the Truckee
Canal. Reclamation held three public meetings in January to discuss the Draft Special Report.

The Study was initiated as a result of a January 2008 breach of the Truckee Canal that flooded 590 properties in the city of Fernley,
Nev., and led to restrictions on the amount of water the canal may convey. The Study is Reclamation’s effort to investigate options
for safely satisfying Project water rights, and the report will help guide decisions about the Project’ s future.

During the meetings, Reclamation presented key findings in the Draft Special Report, described the process to develop alternatives
and received public feedback on the report and its conclusions. The Draft Special Report includes seven alternatives for safely
serving people, communities and lands that rely on Truckee River or Carson River water delivered by the Project.

The Draft Special Report is available online at http://www.usbr.gov/mp/lbao/newlands.html. If you encounter problems accessing
the document online, please call 916-978-5100 or email mppublicaffairs@usbr.gov.

Written comments must be received by 5:00 p.m. Thursday, Feb. 28, and should be sent to Harvey Edwards, Bureau of Reclamation,
705 N. Plaza Street, Room 320, Carson City, NV 89701 or emailed to hedwards@usbr.gov.

Originally known as the Truckee-Carson Project, the Project is one of Reclamation’s oldest irrigation projects. Since 1903, it has
served water users in the Truckee and Carson River Basins for agricultural and, increasingly, other purposes. Operation and
maintenance of Project facilities is performed by the Truckee-Carson Irrigation District under a contract with Reclamation. For
information about the Project, please visit http://www.usbr.gov/mp/lbao/.

For additional information, please contact Donna Potter, Public Affairs Specialist, at 916-978-5103 (TTY 916-978-5608) or

Ipotter(@usbr.gov.
it

Reclamation is the largest wholesale water supplier and the second largest producer of hydroelectric power in the United States, with
operations and facilities in the 17 Western States. Its facilities also provide substantial flood control, recreation, and fish and wildlife
benefits. Visit our website at http://www.usbr.gov.
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Newlands Project Planning Study
Public Meeting

Nixon, Nev.
January 29, 2013

Agenda
2:00 Welcome
2:10 Study Team Presentation

Introductions

Overview of the Study

Key Findings in the Draft Special Report
Study Process

Study Alternatives

Next Steps

3:30 Question-and-Answer Session

4:00 Adjourn



Newlands Project Planning Study
Public Meetings

Fernley and Fallon, Nev.
January 29-30, 2013

Agenda
7:00 Welcome
7:10 Study Team Presentation

Introductions

Overview of the Study

Key Findings in the Draft Special Report
Study Process

Study Alternatives

Next Steps

8:30 Question-and-Answer Session

9:00 Adjourn
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Newlands Project Planning Study
Draft Planning Study Results

Public Meetings
January 29-30, 2013

Agenda

e Introductions

» Overview of the Newlands Project Planning Study

» Key Findings in the Draft Special Report
» Study Process
* Overview of Study Alternatives

* Next Steps

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Goals for Today’s Meeting

* Explain the key findings of the planning study.

* Introduce the range of alternatives developed for
providing safety for Truckee Canal operations and
water supply reliability for Project rights holders.

* Discuss how results from the Study could be used
in next steps.

Newlands Project Planning Study

OVERVIEW OF THE
NEWLANDS PROJECT
PLANNING STUDY

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
Subject to Revision 2
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Newlands Project Background

» Federal irrigation project started
under the Bureau of Reclamation
in 1903.

« Serves water rights in the Truckee
and Carson divisions.

* Operated and maintained by the
Truckee-Carson Irrigation District
(TCID) under contract with
Reclamation since 1926.

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
Subject to Revision 3
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A Century of Changes

* The Newlands Project’s complexion has changed from
exclusively serving irrigated crops to also serving
wetlands and municipal users.

» Health of ecosystems in the lower Truckee River and at
Pyramid Lake has increased attention on Truckee River
water diversions.

» Urbanization — converting agricultural land along the
Truckee Canal to residential neighborhoods — has
increased the risks of operating the Project.

» These changes, in combination with aging facilities,
complicate the operation and maintenance of the Project.

Fernley in 1948

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Fernley in 2008

Truckee Canal Breach

* January 5, 2008, at around 4 am, 50 feet of the
Truckee Canal’s embankment collapsed.

— 590 properties in Fernley were flooded,
most to depths of 1-to-4 feet.

— No fatalities occurred.

* Project operations were
halted immediately, and
the breach was sealed
by 4 pm.

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only

Subject to Revision
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Project Challenges Following the
Breach

* The Truckee Canal breach in 2008 revealed
additional concerns about risks to public safety and
property from operating the Truckee Canal.

* Public safety concerns have led to significant canal
conveyance restrictions for the Truckee Canal.

* In the long-term, canal conveyance restrictions may
reduce the water supply reliability and/or viability of
the Newlands Project.

Study Purpose and Authorization

* 2009 Federal Omnibus Appropriations Act:
Funding to “determine the full extent of rehabilitation
needed for the canal to resume flows above 350
cubic feet per second.”

— Assess the canal’s problems and risks.
2011 Risk Assessment
— Develop canal risk reduction alternatives.
2011 Corrective Action Study
— Conduct a planning study to investigate Project
alternatives.
2013 Planning Study

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Planning Study Objectives

The Newlands Project Planning Study will
formulate alternatives to meet the

following objectives:

* Reduce public safety risk from
operating the Truckee Canal.

» Satisfy the exercise of Newlands

Project water rights.

Study Safety Objective

LIKELIHOOD OF

CONSEQUENCES OF FAILURE

FAILURE LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4
(Low Hazard) (Significant Hazard) (High Hazard) (High Hazard)
Lokr;g ;errr:oaﬁ;g gl)ay Long term risk Immediate risk
VERY HIGH mairﬂginz s reduction action reduction action may
(1/100) o dibilgijty y likely appropriate be appropriate
(RR3) (RR1) (RR1)
) . Immediate risk
Monitoring likely Loy fim st Loy iam Gt reduction
HIGH T CEiE reduction action may reduction action D RERD
(1/1,000) pprop! - be appropriate likely appropriate Y
agency credibility appropriate
(RR2) (RR1) (RR1)
Long term risk iy fim Gt
Monitoring may be Monitoring likely . . reduction
MODERATE appropriate risk appropriate risk il acthn may action likely
(1/10,000) By A be appropriate A
management activity management activity appropriate
(RR2) (RR1)
Monitoring may be Monitoring likel Ly iz st
Low No further action likely e riglte riysk T ria%e rislg reduction action may
(<1/100,000) needed pprop| L pprop - be appropriate
management activity | management activity (RR2)
REMOTE No further action likely | No further action likely No further action No further action
needed needed likely needed likely needed
Potential Life Loss 0 Otol 1to 10 10 to 100
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Study Water Supply Objective

» Water supply reliability has components:
— Frequency of shortages
— Magnitude of shortages

e Study uses a simulated
“Desired Reliability” that
is based on:

Historical hydrology

900 cfs Truckee Canal

Current regulations

Current, maximum
potential Project demands

L strtent

e |
‘“\\l\}ﬁ

~
vy

NGS |
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Draft Special Report is Available

* The Newlands Project Planning Study Draft Special
Report was released for public review and comment
on January 17, 2013.

* Website:
http://www.usbr.gov/mp/lbao/newlands.html

« Comments are due by
February 14, 2013.

— Send comments to
Harvey Edwards

( )

Without Action, Canal Safety Issues
will Continue to Worsen

e TCID invested $2.7 million in 2012 for
conduit repair project

» Larger, more comprehensive repairs
are required to meet public safety
needs

* Without these additional repairs
(“Without Action” condition in Study),
the threat to public safety is
anticipated to gradually increase

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Project Demand will Remain Steady

* Ongoing programs are changing the use of
Newlands Project water rights:
— USFWS Water Rights Acquisition Program
— AB 380 & Water Right Compensation Program
— Acquisitions for Truckee River by Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe
— Dedications to City of Fernley

» Despite these changes
and reductions, the
estimated maximum
volume of future Project
water demand is 97%
of the current potential
maximum.

Action is Necessary to Preserve
Water Supply Reliability

» Without repairs, safety risks will increase and the
Truckee Canal’s capacity will likely be reduced
below the current 350 cfs level to protect the public.

100%

» Decreases in Truckee
Canal capacity limit the -
Project’s long-term access : **
to Truckee River rights,
and reduce Project .

reliability.

0%

Demand Met

0%

0%

350 s Retenerce Sceran
150 cfs Reference Soenano
Desired Rnlabiey

0 ) 0 0 £ & M & E w0

Years, Ranked from Driest (1) o Wettest (100)
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The Truckee Canal is Fundamental
to the Project

e The Study considered a range of
conditions for the alternatives,
including:
— Decommissioning the Truckee Canal
— Investing in options other than the Truckee Canal

 Decommissioning the canal:
— Would require retirement of 50-80% of agricultural rights
— Costs 3to 18 times as much as repairing the canal

» Alternatives that do not address the Truckee Canal
safety issues cost more than alternatives that do.

Several Alternatives Exist for Meeting
Both Safety and Water Supply Objectives

* The Study presents seven alternatives.
— Each meets Reclamation safety level RR3
— Each provides water supply reliability for the Project

» Alternatives rely upon a blend of the following
measures:
— Truckee Canal capacities of 600, 350, or 250 cfs
— Lining the Truckee Canal to reduce
seepage losses
— Lining Carson Division canals and
laterals to reduce seepage losses
— Dry-year fallowing programs
for agricultural users

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only

Subject to Revision

1/29/2013
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Study Uncovered Several Technical
Realities about the Project

» Upstream Truckee River storage looks promising.
— Less expensive than some structural modifications
— If achieved, could help smaller canal meet Project needs
— Requires broad discussion with TROA signatories

 OCAP storage targets limit the value of
increasing Lahontan Reservoir storages.

* Enhancing Carson River inflows to
Lahontan Reservoir would yield
marginal benefit for the Project.

Study Alternatives Present Complex
Tradeoffs Among Stakeholders

» Study alternatives that rely less on the Truckee River
have higher costs.

* Some Study alternatives reduce ancillary supplies:

— Reduced spills from Lahontan Reservoir reduce a source of
water supply relied upon by Stillwater National Wildlife
Refuge.

— Reduced seepage from the Truckee Canal reduces
groundwater supplies that have been relied upon by the City
of Fernley.

— Reduced seepage from Carson Division canals and laterals
reduces groundwater supplies that have been relied upon
within Churchill County.

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Reclamation is a Required Participant in
the Implementation of any Alternative

Reclamation must participate due to Federal interest in:

Serving water rights to Project agricultural and municipal and
industrial users

Serving water rights of Tribes and Stillwater National Wildlife
Refuge

Potential effects on Truckee River habitat conditions

Federal ownership of facilities requiring rehabilitation,
including the Truckee Canal

Implementation Will Require
Partners and Proponents

* The Study identifies three potential, non-Federal
partners:
— TCID and the Project’s water right holders
— City of Fernley
— Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe

» Other cost-share partners may exist.

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only

Subject to Revision

1/29/2013
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Timeline for Newlands Project Studies

Federal, State and Local Agency Coordination

Newlands

Truckee Canal
Risk Project
Assessments Planning Study

Next
Steps

Identify the risks of
operating Truckee Canal
across a range of canal
capacities (from no-flow
to full-service).

Formulate plans for
reducing risks to
acceptable levels across
a range of canal
capacities.

Estimate the costs of
each risk-reduction plan.

For a range of canal capacities,

formulate alternatives for

serving Newlands water rights.

Provide a comparison between

the alternatives developed,

including environmental effects

and economic benefits.

Identify potential cost-share
partners for each alternative.

Discussed at the end
of today’s
presentation.

Newlands Project Planning Study

STUDY PROCESS

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Planning Study Approach

Describe

Objectives and
Conditions

Identify

Measures

« ldentify the existing
Project conditions.

« ldentify discrete
actions that might

« |dentify water use provide for supply
trends. improvement or
demand
management.

Formulate

Preliminary
Alternatives

Evaluate
Alternatives

« Determine how well
each alternative

* Develop alternatives
for a range of canal
capacities by
combining measures to
meet the study
objectives.

» Compare economic
impacts, costs, and
benefits.

« Identify which
agencies would be
involved in
implementing each
alternative.

meets the objectives.

Study Objectives

o Safety for
urbanized
portions of the
Truckee Canal

* Water supply
reliability for
Newlands
Project water
rights holders

DRAFT - For Discussion
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Purposes Only

1/29/2013

15



U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Reclamation

Measures were Collected and Organized Around
Safety & Water Supply Objectives

| Preliminary list based on

| previous studies and

reports, public input, and
meetings with agencies and

tibes ]
e® 4
.. . . . [ ]
. 50+ °
® )
L0
e Initial
\dentification SE[??,’IWQ 77777
High-level

i assessments of
{ measures based on
i existing information

________________________________

Water Supply Measures Screening

{ Hydrologic and

: economic modeling |
i to determine :
| measures

: effectiveness

Secondary

Analyses Selection

{ Combined with

| safety measures |
i into preliminary

| alternatives
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Preliminary Alternatives

Alternatives Evaluation

e Alternatives evaluated on:
Completeness
Effectiveness

Efficiency

Acceptability

e Other features noted:

— Preliminary environmental effects and
permitting or regulatory considerations

— TCID financial effects and ability to pay
— Potential for cost-share partners

Describe

Objectives and
Conditions

Identify

Measures

Formulate

Preliminary
Alternatives

-

Evaluate

Alternatives

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Newlands Project Planning Study

STUDY ALTERNATIVES

Without-Action Alternative

» Performance
— Does not meet Water Supply Objective
— May not meet Safety Objective

* Key Features
— Based upon a planning horizon that occurs by 2050
— Water transfer and retirement programs are completed
e Truckee Division has reduced quantity of agriculture
e Stillwater meets water right acquisition goals

— Without further investment, Truckee Canal safety issues
require 150 cfs maximum flow

» Basis for Measuring Benefits

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only

Subject to Revision

1/29/2013
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Without-Action Alternative

Alternative 250.a (1 of 7)

» Performance
— Meets the Water Supply Objective
— Meets the Safety Objective

* Key Features
— Truckee Canal capacity is 250 cfs, achieved with cutoff wall

— Relies on fallowing 25% of agriculture in approx. 1 of 5
years

— Groundwater recharge in Fernley similar to recent history,
some reduction in Churchill County related to fallowing

— Relatively higher flows to Pyramid Lake among alternatives

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only

Subject to Revision
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Alternative 250.a

Alternative 250.b (2 of 7)

» Performance
— Meets the Water Supply Objective
— Meets the Safety Objective

* Key Features

— Truckee Canal capacity is 250 cfs, achieved with
HDPE cutoff wall

— Project efficiency increased by lining 45 miles of canals and
laterals in the Carson Division

— Highest cost alternative
— Reduced groundwater supplies in vicinity of Fallon
— Highest flows to Pyramid Lake among Study alternatives

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only

Subject to Revision

1/29/2013
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Alternative 250.d (3 of 7)

* Performance
— Meets the Water Supply Objective
— Meets the Safety Objective

* Key Features

— Truckee Canal capacity is 250 cfs, achieved with lining

Relies on fallowing 10% of agriculture in approx. 1 of 5
years

Truckee Canal losses reduced in Fernley Reach
Reduced groundwater supplies in vicinity of Fernley
Relatively higher flows to Pyramid Lake among alternatives

Alternative 350.a (4 of 7)

» Performance
— Exceeds the Water Supply Objective
— Meets the Safety Objective

* Key Features

— Truckee Canal capacity is 350 cfs, achieved with cutoff wall
No additional measures/actions were required
Lowest cost among Study alternatives (same cost as 600)
Regional groundwater recharge similar to recent history
Flows to Pyramid Lake in mid-range of alternatives

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Alternative 350.b (5 of 7)

* Performance
— Exceeds the Water Supply Objective
— Meets the Safety Objective

* Key Features

— Truckee Canal capacity is 350 cfs, achieved with
HDPE cutoff wall

— Project efficiency increased by lining 45 miles of canals and
laterals in the Carson Division

— Highest cost alternative
— Reduced groundwater supplies in vicinity of Fallon
— Relatively higher flows to Pyramid Lake among alternatives

Alternative 350.d (6 of 7)

» Performance
— Exceeds the Water Supply Objective
— Meets the Safety Objective
* Key Features
— Truckee Canal capacity is 350 cfs, achieved with lining
— Truckee Canal losses reduced in Fernley Reach
— Reduced groundwater supplies in vicinity of Fernley
— Flows to Pyramid Lake in mid-range of alternatives
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Alternative 600 (7 of 7)

* Performance
— Exceeds the Water Supply Objective
— Meets the Safety Objective

* Key Features

Truckee Canal capacity is 600 cfs, achieved with cutoff wall
No additional measures/actions were required

Lowest cost among Study alternatives (same cost as 350.a)
Regional groundwater recharge remains unchanged
Lowest flows to Pyramid Lake

Performance Against Federal
Planning Criteria

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Other important notes

e Summary of Study Alternatives
e Study of Alternative Costs
» Other potential alternatives

Newlands Project Planning Study

NEXT STEPS

DRAFT - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Timeline for Newlands Project Studies

‘ Federal, State and Local Agency Coordination

Truckee Canal Newlands Next
Risk Project Stex
Assessments Planning Study Chs

TO BE DETERMINED.

Could include:

» Local, State, District,
or Tribal plans for
meeting objectives.

» Federal decision
process to select
preferred alternative.

Draft Special Report is Available

* The Newlands Project Planning Study Draft Special
Report was released for public review and comment
on January 17, 2013.

* Website:
http://www.usbr.gov/mp/lbao/newlands.html

+ Comments are due by
February 14, 2013.

— Send comments to
Harvey Edwards

( )
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Newlands Project Planning Study

The Newlands Project Planning Study (Study) will investigate a range of potential alternatives to serve
Newlands Project (Project) water rights holders and reduce public safety risks associated with operating
the Truckee Canal. The Study arose from a January 2008 breach of the Project’s Truckee Canal that
flooded 590 properties in the city of Fernley, Nev., and led to restrictions on the amount of water the
canal may convey. Currently, the canal is limited to a maximum of 350 cubic feet per second (cfs), but
prior to the breach, it had conveyed flows up to 900 cfs.

The Study is a federal effort to investigate options for safely serving Project water rights, and will
culminate in a special report out already for public review to help guide decisions about the Project’s
future.

Project Background

Originally known as the Truckee-Carson Project, the Newlands Project is one of Reclamation’s oldest
irrigation projects. Since 1903, it has served water users in the Truckee and Carson River Basins in
northwest Nevada for agricultural and, increasingly, other purposes. Many rights in the Truckee
Division are now exercised by municipal and industrial users, while the Carson Division now supports
thousands of acres of Lahontan Valley wetlands. In total, the

Project serves about 57,000 acres of irrigated land.

Sources of Project water include the Carson River and
Truckee River. Primary Project facilities include Lake Tahoe
Dam, Derby Dam, the Truckee Canal, Lahontan Dam and
Reservoir, Carson Dam, and a network of canals that serve
the Carson Division. (See Study area map, back page.)
Operation and maintenance of Project facilities is performed
by the Truckee-Carson Irrigation District under a contract
with Reclamation.

Derby Dam diverts water from the Truckee
Study Process River into the Project’s Truckee Canal
The planning study’s central task is to formulate and approximately 32 miles east of Reno.
evaluate a set of alternatives to meet the objectives of resolving problems with the Truckee Canal and
serving Project water rights. Each alternative is built around a potential Truckee Canal capacity
restriction to address the safety objectives, and includes a blend of additional measures to help achieve
water supply reliability and Project viability. Truckee Canal capacities investigated ranged from 0 cfs to
the full-service conveyance before the breach. Reclamation will conduct public meetings in affected
communities to present draft study findings, provide information and progress updates, and to obtain
feedback to be used in the Study.

For further information on the Newlands Project and the Study, please visit
http://www.usbr.gov/mp/Ibao/.

January 2013
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Newlands Project Planning
Study
Draft Special Report

Selected Tables from Chapter 6
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TCID Ability-to-Pay®

(millions) $7.30 $6.90 $7.40 $7.20 $6.90 $7.00 $6.90
Hydropower Generation
Revenue (millions) $1.35 $1.35 $1.25 $1.35 $1.30 $1.25 $1.30
Avg. Annual
Spill to
Stillwater
NWR from 12.6 12.1 14.3 13.2 11.6 13.9 12.7
Lahontan Dam
(TAF)’
83@%?1 Reduced by Reduced by
Environmen Groundwater Significant Significant lining Significant Reduced by lining Reduced b
change not | change not Carson change not . Carson .
tal and and L L A . fallowing A fallowing
. anticipated anticipated Division anticipated Division
Other Agricultural canals canals
Effects Drain Flows®
City of Fernleg/
Demand Met 115% 108% 108% 56% 105% 105% 56%
(percent)
Avg. Annual
Flow to 480 487 505 491 498 512 501
Pyramid Lake
(TAF)

Notes:

' The 150 cfs flow stage is believed to pose a lower risk to the Fernley area because the water elevation in the canal would be maintained at a level low e
destabilizing the canal embankment. However, this is not a solution specifically designed to reduce risk of operating the canal, and thus the degree to which it meets the Stud
objective (RR3) is unknown.

2 Long-term average annual percent of Newlands Project demand met.

% Includes deliveries to Carson Lake and Pasture, the Fallon Paiute-Shoshone Tribal wetlands, and Stillwater NWR.

* Annual costs include interest and amortization of the capital cost estimated over 50 years at the current federal discount rate of 4 percent. Costs also include annual ope
maintenance estimated at 0.2 percent of the field cost. For some alternatives with the Dry-Year Fallowing, annual costs for the program were estimated at $100 pe
plus an administrative cost at 20 percent of the fee. For additional information, see Appendix E3.

® Ability to pay estimates represents potential maximum increases to charges that TCID could apply to their customers while maintaining farm profitability, and a
the sole basis for capital investment decisions. Ability to pay has been estimated using Reclamation guidelines and relies substantially upon the 5-year
volatile and presently on the higher end of historical ranges. For example, if alfalfa prices fell from current levels ($155/ton) to levels experienced a decade ago ($1
pay could be reduced by as much as $8.7 million per year. The estimated current ability of TCID to pay for projects and improvements beyond current o
(See Appendix G.)

® Assessment of financial conditions was not conducted for the Desired Reliability scenario. This scenario was developed to estimate a historical water suppl
regulations and does not represent a current or future ability to pay.

" Spills are not considered a Project delivery, but are included in the calculation of benefits to wetlands.

® Effects of alternatives on Carson Division groundwater and agricultural drain flows are not quantifiable, and are described in comparison to current cond

°The City of Fernley's municipal supply relies on groundwater available through incidental recharge from the Truckee Canal. While this is not a valid Project delivery
would have the effect of reducing the availability of this groundwater. The demand met for the City of Fernley is noted as an environmental outcome. For ad
Study evaluated the effects of Study alternatives on Fernley’s ability to meet future demand, see Appendix B4.

19 Because the Desired Reliability scenario is based upon current demands, which are smaller than the future demands used for Study alternatives, the flow
automatically be somewhat higher for the alternatives than for the Desired Reliability scenario.

Key: RR = risk rating
Ag. = agricultural TAF = thousand acre-feet
Avg. = average TCID = Truckee Canal Irrigation District

M&I = municipal and industrial




Table 6-2. Cost Summary Comparison of Alternatives (in millions)

600 | 350.a | 350.b | 350.d 250.a 250.b 250.d

Safety Cutoff | Cutoff | Cutoff Linin Cutoff Cutoff Linin
Measure wall | wall | wall 91  wal Wall 9
Water Supply i i cl:‘g;!snogn ) Dry-Year (l:_g;lsnfn Dry-Year
Measure Div Fallowing Div Fallowing
Capital Cost

Field Costs $44.0 | $44.0 | $210.0 | $59.0 $44.0 | $210.0 $59.0

Non-

contract $15.0 | $15.0 $60.0 | $21.0 $15.0 $60.0 $21.0

Costs’

Total

Construction | $59.0 | $59.0 | $270.0 | $80.0 $59.0 | $270.0 $80.0

Cost?

Total Capital $61.0

Cost® . $61.0 | $320.0 | $87.0 $61.0 | $320.0 $87.0
Annual Cost* $2.9 $2.9 $15.0 $4.2 $6.5 $15.0 $5.6
Notes:

Cost estimates are appraisal-level and subject to change in the future. Appraisal-level cost
estimates are not suitable for requesting project authorization and/or construction fund
appropriations. Cost estimates are presented in January 2012 dollars, and may have
discrepancies due to rounding. Additional detail is discussed in Appendix E3 of this Report.
Non-contract costs includes estimates for the following: 5 to 12 percent of the field cost was
estimated for Planning and Environmental Compliance non-contract costs. 10 percent of the
field cost was estimated for Engineering and Design non-contract costs. 10 percent of the field
cost was estimated for Construction Management non-contract costs. 1 percent of the field
cost was estimated for Easements non-contract costs. 3 percent of the field cost was estimated
for Cultural Resources non-contract costs.

Total construction cost is the sum of field and non-contract costs.

Total capital cost is sum of construction costs and interest during construction (IDC). IDC was
estimated over duration of the construction period, which ranges 2 to 8 years, and at the
current federal discount rate of 4 percent.

Annual costs include interest and amortization of the capital cost estimated over 50 years at the
current federal discount rate of 4 percent. Costs also include annual operations and
maintenance estimated at 0.2 percent of the field cost. For some alternatives with the Dry-Year
Fallowing Program, annual costs for the program were estimated at $100 per acre of land
fallowing plus an administrative cost at 20 percent of the fee.

[

w N



Welcome

Newlands
Project Planning Study
Public Meetings

Fernley and Fallon, Nev.
January 29-30, 2013

AGENDA

7:00 Welcome

7:10 Study Team Presentation
Introductions
Overview of the Study
Key Findings in the Draft Special Report
Study Process
Study Alternatives

Next Steps
8:30 Question-and-Answer Session

9:00 Adjourn

Newlands Project Planning Study RECLAMATION



Welcome

Newlands
Project Planning Study
Public Meeting

Nixon, Nev.
January 29, 2013

AGENDA

2:00 Welcome

2:10 Study Team Presentation
Introductions
Overview of the Study
Key Findings in the Draft Special Report
Study Process
Study Alternatives

Next Steps
3:30 Question-and-Answer Session

4:00 Adjourn

Newlands Project Planning Study RECLAMATION



Study Authorization

2009 Federal Omnibus Appropriations Act:
Funding to “determine the full extent
of rehabilitation needed for the canal
to resume flows above 350 cubic feet

per second.”
— Assess the canal’s problems and risks.
— Develop canal risk reduction alternatives.

— Conduct a planning study to investigate
Project alternatives.

Fernley, Nevada 1948 Fernley, Nevada 2008

Newlands Project Planning Study RECLAMATION



Study Objectives

Reduce the risk to nearby communities
from Project operations.
— Truckee Canal safety

Satisfy Newlands Project water rights.
— Water supply reliability
— Project viability

Derby Dam Dedication, 1905

Newlands Project Planning Study RECLAMATION



Ongoing Studies and
Future Decisions

Federal, State, and Local Agency Coordination

]

Truckee Canal
Risk Assessments

—ldentify the risks of
operating Truckee Canal
across a range of canal
capacities (from no-flow
to full-service).

—Formulate plans for
reducing risks to
acceptable levels
across a range of
canal capacities.

—Estimate the costs of
each risk-reduction plan.

Newlands Project Planning Study

]

Newlands Project
Planning Study

—For a range of canal

capacities (from no-flow
to full-service), formulate
alternatives for serving
Newlands water rights
reliably and maintaining
project viability.

—Provide a comparison

between the alternatives
developed, including
environmental effects
and economic benefits.

—ldentify potential

cost-share partners for
each alternative.

RECLAMATION

L]

TO BE DETERMINED.
Could include:

-Local, State, District, or
Tribal plans for meeting
objectives.

—Federal decision
process to select.
preferred alternative.
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Appendix H
Public Participation and Outreach Report
Attachment 2: Written Comments

Attachment 2: Written Comments

This attachment to Appendix H contains the written comments received
throughout the Newlands Project Planning Study.
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Appendix H
Public Participation and Outreach Report
Attachment 2: Written Comments

Comments Received from August — September 2011

During and following the public meetings in August 2011, Reclamation
received 27 sets of written comments. Several of those comments were
anonymous. Commenters who identified themselves are shown in Table H-2-1.
All written comments received appear in the following pages.

Table H-2-1: Sources of Written Comments Received in 2011

Name Organization or Affiliation (if given) | Comment Date(s)
Tim Ballard TCID August 22, 2011
Jane Enhilder Friends of the Truckee Canal August 22, 2011
Eddie Miller Water User August 22, 2011
Venus Bevins August 24, 2011
Kris Hanneman August 24, 2011
Grace Klise August 24, 2011
Loni Kowalski Seatombor 5, 2011
Holly Bute Resident/Swingle Bench August 25, 2011
Charlie Donohue NDSL August 25, 2011
Eleanor Lockwood | Churchill County August 25, 2011
Ann B. Pawson Farmer August 25, 2011
Michael Ward Landowner August 25, 2011
Lynda Freeman September 30, 2011
Dave Zimmerman October 13, 2011

H-3 — April 2013
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From: Lynda Freeman [mailto:webmaster@paragonpubs.com]

Sent: Friday, September 30, 2011 2:03 PM

To: Potter, Loredana

Subject: RE: Newlands Project Planning Study http://www.usbr.gov/mp/Ibao/

Thank you for your quick response and support.

It is the public’s misfortune that you have chosen an acceptance date only 5.5 weeks after the informational meetings
were presented. Due to the fact that July and August are vacation months, Sept thru Nov are hunting months, plus the
fact we are struggling [with the restricted water levels] to irrigate several properties ... gathering people together to make
informed decisions is a task in itself. You must also realize that the majority of the community are not at the Engineering
level of expertise that your Study Team is most likely accustomed to.

Hopefully with the information that you have provided and a stronger concerted effort to organize useful responses, the
community can give you a larger response than you have received to date. Whether it is timely enough to make a
difference in the choices that you make with regards to preserving the Truckee Canal and delivery of surface water to the
remaining water right owners will have to be a gamble the community will have to bear. | just wanted you to know that
some of us are working on this issue.

Yours Truly,

Lynda Freeman

PO Box 648

Fernley, Nevada 89408
775.575.7522 voice

From: Potter, Loredana [mailto:LPotter@usbr.gov]

Sent: Friday, September 30, 2011 11:03 AM

To: Lynda Freeman

Subject: RE: Newlands Project Planning Study http://www.usbr.gov/mp/lbao/

Hello Ms. Freeman,

Thank you for your e-mail. We have posted the four documents on the web http://www.usbr.gov/mp/Ibao/.

Under Newlands Project, Newlands Project Planning Study, you can find the Newlands Project Planning Study sheet with
map, the PP presentation, the Preliminary Measures List/Demand Management Measures, and two maps.

At the meeting, we stated that it would be most helpful if comments were received by September 30.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best regards,
Donna

Loredana (Donna) Potter
Public Affairs Specialist
Bureau of Reclamation
Mid-Pacific Region

2800 Cottage Way MP-140


http://www.usbr.gov/mp/lbao
mailto:mailto:LPotter@usbr.gov
http://www.usbr.gov/mp/lbao
mailto:mailto:webmaster@paragonpubs.com

Sacramento, CA 95825

[potter@usbr.gov

Office Phone: 916-978-5103
Cell Phone: 916-296-3480
Fax: 916-978-5114

From: Lynda Freeman [mailto:webmaster@paragonpubs.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2011 11:28 AM

To: Potter, Loredana

Subject: Newlands Project Planning Study

Ms Donna Potter,
| was wondering if you could supply me with additional information on the Newlands Project Planning Study?
RE: August 22 2011 - Newlands Project Planning Study - Fernley meeting

1) Preliminary Measures List - Can you supply me with this list in PDF or Word Doc format? '

2) Demand Management Measures - Can you supply me with this list in PDF or Word Doc format? '

3) Powerpoint presentation print out, is there an actual PPT document that | could have?'

4) There's a map on the back of one of the handouts with this path in the footer: '
G:\US_Bureau_Reclamation\Newlands| _MXDs\General\Working\Project_Area_20110811.mxd Can | get a copy
of that in PSD, JPG, TIFF, PNG, Al, or at the very least; PDF format?

5) Can you tell me if there was time limit placed upon acceptance of public input? Some of us require a bit more
time to discuss these proposed changes in some depth.

Yours Truly,

Lynda Freeman

PO Box 648

Fernley, Nevada 89408
775.575.7522 voice
webmaster@paragonpubs.com



mailto:mailto:webmaster@paragonpubs.com

Appendix H

Public Participation and Outreach Report
Attachment 2: Written Comments

Comments Received from October — November, 2012

Following a meeting with the agencies and tribes on October 4, 2012,
Reclamation received five sets of written comments. These commenters are
identified in Table H-2-2. All written comments received appear in the

following pages.

Table H-2-2: Sources of Written Comments Received in 2012

Name

Organization or Affiliation (if given)

Comment Date(s)

Rusty Jardine

TCID

October 10, 2012

Carl Lunderstadt

USFWS

October 10, 2012

Terri Pereira

Churchill County

October 15, 2012

Ali Shahroody

Stetson Engineers, Inc.

October 31, 2012

Shari Whalen

City of Fernley Public Works Department

November 19, 2012

H-5 — April 2013
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