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Chapter 9 
Revisions to Chapter 9, “References” 

Chapter 9 presents only the references that are cited in this document (the Draft 
SEIS/REIR).  Chapter 9 is being revised in response to public comments received 
on the Draft EIS/EIR.  The complete revised chapter will be presented in the 
Final EIS/EIR. 
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Berry, Mike.  Senior Fishery Biologist.  California Department of Fish and 

Game, Redding, CA.  August 19, 2004—email to Kim Marcotte of Jones & 
Stokes regarding the stocking agreement for Oasis Springs Lodge. 

Cox, Bill.  Fish Pathologist.  California Department of Fish and Game.  June 3, 
2004—email to Harry Rectenwald of the California Department of Fish and 
Game regarding California Department of Fish and Game’s limited ability to 
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Fisheries Service, Kirk Rodgers of the Bureau of Reclamation, and Wayne 
White of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  
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with Tricia Parker, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  
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September 7, 2004—letter to Mary Marshall of the Bureau of Reclamation 
regarding CHRC comments received on Chapter 3 of the Administrative 
Draft Supplemental EIS/Revised EIR.  

Overton, Pat.  Senior Hatchery Supervisor.  California Department of Fish and 
Game. February 14, 2005—conversation with Harry Rectenwald of the 
California Department of Fish and Game regarding estimated size of an 
aquaculture facility to contain the number of raceways, water supply 
pipelines, discharge pipelines, and settling ponds for effluent treatment 
estimated for potential production at Willow Springs. 

Pert, Ed.  Fisheries Programs Branch Chief.  California Department of Fish and 
Game.  February 4, 2003—letter to Carl Werder of the U.S. Department of 
Interior, Bureau of Reclamation.  

Rectenwald, Harry.  Environmental Scientist.  California Department of Fish and 
Game.  June 18, 2004—memorandum to Erin Vandehey of Jones & Stokes.   

Remy, Michael; Thomas, Tina; and Moose James.  Attorneys at Law.  October 
14, 2003—letter on behalf of Mount Lassen Trout Farms to Mary Marshall 
of the Bureau of Reclamation and Jim Canaday of the State Water Resources 
Control Board.   

Tecklin, J.  Environmental Scientist.  University of CA, Sierra Foothill Research 
and Extension Center, Browns Valley, CA.  May 2003—Telephone 
conversation.  
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White, Wayne S., Field Supervisor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; Lowell F. 
Ploss, Deputy Regional Director, U.S.  Bureau of Reclamation; Donald B.  
Koch, Regional Manager, California Department of Fish and Game; and 
Michael Aceituno, Sacrament Area Office Supervisor, National Marine 
Fisheries Service.  September 20, 2001—letter from the Four Agencies to 
Leland Davis, President of the Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy 
regarding a problem solving approach to address concerns voiced by the 
local community. 


