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Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City Manager, Dated March 14, 2007 

548-1 This comment letter is duplicate to Comment Letter 521. 
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Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River,  
Dated March 16, 2007 

549-1 No new significant changes in the operation of RBDD or associated 
new information has become available since the DEIS/EIR was 
initially circulated; no changes have been made to the document. 
Therefore, a supplement DEIS/EIR is not required. See Response to 
Comment 549-3. 

549-2 The range of alternatives included in the document were equally 
analyzed, the impacts of the implementation of each disclosed, and 
mitigation identified where feasible. Because no new substantial 
information would be added to the analysis of potential impacts of 
each alternative, identification of an alternative does not warrant a 
supplemental DEIS/EIR. At this time, the selected project consists 
of a pumping facility with a maximum capacity of 2,500 cfs. 
Reclamation anticipates a gates-in period between July 1 and the end 
of Labor Day weekend; TCCA has no position on changes to gate 
operations 
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Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River, Continued 

549-3 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. See 
Responses to Comments 457-6 and 464-7. Furthermore, as stated in 
Response to Comment 457-6, green sturgeon was a federal 
candidate for listing under ESA at the time of the preparation of the 
DEIS/EIR. Because of its status at that time and for the purposes of 
the DEIS/EIR, the effects of project alternatives on green sturgeon 
were analyzed as if the species were a listed federal species. 
Nothing has been found to change the results of the analysis 
performed in the DEIS/EIR since the time of the preparation of the 
DEIS/EIR, nor since its formal listing as federal threatened in 2006. 
As determined in the DEIS/EIR (see DEIS/EIR pages 3-68, 3-58, 
and 3-61), the beneficial effects of RBDD gate operations to adult 
green sturgeon were found to be of significant magnitude for 
Alternatives 2A, 2B, and 3. Significantly beneficial effects to juvenile 
green sturgeon were less than those for adults except for under 
Alternative 3 (see DEIS/EIR pages 3-68, 3-58, and 3-61). As stated 
above, no significant biological information has come to light that 
would change the outcome of the analyses conducted in the 
DEIS/EIR. 

549-4 Because of their federal status as endangered and threatened, 
respectively, at the time of the preparation of the DEIS/EIR, the 
effects of project alternatives on winter-run and spring-run Chinook 
salmon specifically analyzed the effects of the project alternatives to 
these species. Neither redesignation of the critical habitat nor 
promulgation of ESA 4D “take” rules for these species since the 
DEIS/EIR was prepared changes the results of the analysis 
performed in the DEIS/EIR. As determined in the DEIS/EIR, 
significantly beneficial effects to juvenile and adults of these species 
were determined depending on the alternative (DEIS/EIR 
Tables 3.2-6 and 3.2-7, pages 3-36 through 3-38). As stated above, no 
significant biological or legal information as to the federal status of 
these species or of their habitats has come to light that would 
change the outcome of the analyses conducted in the DEIS/EIR. 

549-5 NMFS is currently writing a revised BO for RBDD. The schedule for 
the BO is unknown at this time. 
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Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River, Continued 

549-6 Environmental consequences of CVP water service contract renewals 
were considered by Reclamation during the renewal process. 
Operations of a pumping plant at RBDD would maintain the 
existing levels of contract diversions, resulting in no net change. As 
noted in DEIS/EIR Section 2.0, construction of any of the action 
alternatives would eliminate diversions from Stony Creek, which is 
considered an environmental benefit at Stony Creek. For these 
reasons, a supplemental EIS/EIR is not necessary. 

549-7 The proposed pumping facility associated with Alternatives 2B and 
3 would be used to divert Sacramento River flows in accordance 
with TCCA’s existing CVP water service contract. The use of this 
pumping facility to pump water for other potential future projects 
would need to be addressed in subsequent NEPA and/or CEQA 
documents after such projects are fully developed and proposed. 
The DWR is continuing to evaluate the potential for an offsite 
reservoir in the vicinity of the Sites area, but no single project has yet 
been formally proposed. 
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Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River, Continued 

549-8 See Response to Comment 549-7. 

549-9 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. The 
DEIS/EIR evaluates the range of alternatives capable of fully 
meeting the purpose and need identified in Section 1.2. Alternative 
pumping capacities are evaluated at 1,700 cfs, 2,000 cfs, and 
2,500 cfs. The suggested “second additional alternative” that would 
permanently raise the gates but would not allow for any pumping 
facility would meet the fish passage purpose of the project but 
would not allow for meeting the water supply needs of TCCA, 
which is also included as part of the project purpose. Accordingly, 
such an alternative would be infeasible and incapable of meeting the 
stated overall purpose and need for the action. 
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Press Release from Jeffrey P. Sutton, TCCA-General Manager, 
Dated February 6, 2007 

550-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Press Release from Jeffrey P. Sutton, TCCA-General Manager, 
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Email from Heiser Family, Dated April 12, 2007 

551-1 See Response to Comment 520-1. 
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Email from Ken LaVine, Dated April 13, 2007 

552-1 At the time of the preparation of the DEIS/EIR, passage of adult 
green sturgeon (as stated in Appendix B, page B-14) was determined 
through observations made by USFWS and best professional 
judgement of the TCCA Fish Improvement Project TAG to be March 
through June (assuming they could pass RBDD). According to recent 
(1999-2006) trapping data at RBDD, the majority of juvenile green 
sturgeon passing RBDD was determined to occur from June through 
August, suggesting spawning upstream of RBDD from May through 
July. This specific timing information updates that generally used in 
the assumptions provided by CDFG in their Final Restoration Plan 
(2001) for providing adequate flows to sturgeon during February 
through May. This timing of sturgeon spawning flows (February 
through May) would likely be more applicable to white sturgeon, 
which are known to spawn earlier in the calendar year and farther 
downstream of RBDD than green sturgeon. 

552-2 Sturgeon are known to spawn upstream of RBDD. In June 2001, 
larval green sturgeon were collected by USFWS near the Bend 
Bridge, upstream of RBDD. Because of the inability of adult sturgeon 
to pass through the ladders at RBDD, this larva would have been 
spawned by an adult sturgeon that passed upstream of RBDD prior 
to the gate closure on May 15 of that year. In addition, a University 
of California-Davis research project detected a tagged adult green 
sturgeon at a tag detection auto-receiver station in Lake Red Bluff, 
upstream of RBDD in June and July 2005. From the same University 
of California-Davis study, information from the 2006 and 2007 
tracking season indicates that additional green sturgeon have been 
tracked and seem to be spawning both upstream and downstream of 
RBDD. Furthermore, evidence to date indicates that post-spawning 
adult green sturgeon upstream of RBDD tend to remain in 
aggregations near spawning areas in the upper Sacramento River 
throughout the summer before emigrating downriver past RBDD in 
late fall (November). Finally, in May 2007, two adult green sturgeons 
were found dead within the gates of RBDD, and eight more adult 
green sturgeon were found dead immediately downstream of 
RBDD. This recent evidence clearly refutes previously published 
descriptions of green sturgeon ranges in the Sacramento River 
(www.calfish.org and Anadromous fishes of California, 
CDFG, 1973), as cited by the commentor. 
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 Email from Ken LaVine, Continued 

552-3 See Response to Comment 552-2. Additionally, USFWS routinely 
observes adult sturgeon in the vicinity and downstream of RBDD 
when the dam gates are in (see DEIS/EIR Appendix B, page B-13). 
Green sturgeon have been observed downstream of RBDD at 
Dairyville, Tehama County, in the 10-mile reach of the Sacramento 
River downstream of RBDD, and near Hamilton City, Glenn County, 
as stated in the DEIS/EIR Appendix B, page B-13. 
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Email from Pat Johnston, Co-leader of Red Bluff Girl Scout Troop 129, 
Dated April 16, 2007 

553-1 See Response to Comment 520-1. 

553-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. TCCA 
distributed a press release on February 6, 2007, notifying the public 
of the recirculation of the DEIS/EIR. The comment period was 
extended an additional 30 days from March 16, 2007 to April 17, 
2007, to allow sufficient time for public and agency input. 
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Email from Pat Johnston, Co-leader of Red Bluff Girl Scout Troop 129, 
Continued 

553-3 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. A 
broad range of alternatives is included in the document, the impacts 
of the implementation of each disclosed, and mitigation identified 
where feasible. TCCA, Reclamation, NMFS, USFWS, DWR, and 
CDFG have been intimately involved in the development, 
evaluation, and feasibility of each alternative. 

553-4 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
Bypass alternatives have been formally reviewed in at least three 
public documents since 1992. See DEIS/EIR Section 2.2.4 for a 
discussion of the bypass channel concept evaluated for this project. 
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Email from Pat Johnston, Co-leader of Red Bluff Girl Scout Troop 129, 
Continued 

553-5 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
Operations of a pumping plant at RBDD would maintain the 
existing levels of contract diversions, resulting in no net change. 

553-6 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. The 
DEIS/EIR document has not changed since its initial circulation in 
2002. The decision to recirculate the document was made solely by 
Reclamation pursuant to NEPA. This is clear from the Federal 
Register notice published on January 30, 2007, advising that the 
document was still available for comment. TCCA distributed a press 
release on February 6, 2007, notifying the public of the recirculation 
of the DEIS/EIR, and extended the comment period an additional 
30 days from March 16, 2007 to April 17, 2007, to allow sufficient 
time for public and agency input. 
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Email from Pat Johnston, Co-leader of Red Bluff Girl Scout Troop 129, 
Continued 

553-7 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
Numerous public meetings were held to solicit public input in the 
preparation of the DEIS/EIR, including the development of 
alternatives. The DEIS/EIR document has not changed since its 
initial circulation in 2002. In addition, TCCA distributed a press 
release on February 6, 2007, notifying the public of the recirculation 
of the DEIS/EIR, and extended the comment period an additional 
30 days from March 16, 2007 to April 17, 2007, to allow sufficient 
time for public and agency input. 
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Email from Pat Johnston, Co-leader of Red Bluff Girl Scout Troop 129, 
Continued 

553-8 See Response to Comment 520-1. 
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Email from Pat Johnston, Co-leader of Red Bluff Girl Scout Troop 129, 
Continued 

553-9 See Response to Comment 520-1. 

553-10 See Response to Comment 520-1. 
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Email from Pat Johnston, Co-leader of Red Bluff Girl Scout Troop 129, 
Continued 

553-11 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
DEIS/EIR Table 3.10-4 estimates construction costs for each 
alternative. Reference DEIS/EIR Appendix A for additional analysis 
of construction costs. 
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Email from Bob Carrel, Dated March 28, 2007 

554-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
TCCA, Reclamation, NMFS, USFWS, DWR, and CDFG have been 
intimately involved in the development, evaluation, and feasibility 
of each alternative. These resource agencies are the acknowledged 
experts in the current state of fish passage with respect to salmon, 
sturgeon, and other fish in the vicinity of RBDD. See Response to 
Comment 520-1. 
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Email from Dorothy Baldwin, Dated March 28, 2007 

555-1 See Response to Comment 520-1. 

555-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
Bypass alternatives have been formally reviewed in at least three 
public documents since 1992. See DEIS/EIR Section 2.2.4 for a 
discussion of the bypass channel concept evaluated for this project. 
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Email from fkherrmann@sbcglobal.net, Dated March 28, 2007 

556-1 A 1,000-cfs fish bypass around RBDD was considered as a 
component of Alternative 1B (page 2-10 of the DEIS/EIR). This 
would most nearly approximate the commentor’s “giant spillway” 
concept and was designed to accommodate the passage of sturgeon 
and other fish species that do not normally pass through fish ladders 
constructed for salmon. 
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Email from R.K. Harman, Dated March 28, 2007 

557-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No 
response is required. 

557-2 Numerous fish ladder improvements to the original fish ladders 
have been made at RBDD. In addition, many suggestions for 
improvement of fish passage have been evaluated by Reclamation. 
Despite the suggested improvements, there is large uncertainty in 
the actual effectiveness of additional modifications to these ladders. 
Also see Responses to Comments 311-76, 457-4, 457-13, and 461-5. 

557-3 A center fish ladder has been installed annually within RBDD gate 
Bay 6 since 1984 (see DEIS/EIR page 2-5). The numbers of fish 
passing this ladder are included in daily and annual estimates of fish 
passing RBDD and account for from 6 to 50 percent of the fish 
passing RBDD. This ladder is monitored via video camera from the 
top of the RBDD deck, and the video feed is sent to the counting 
station at RBDD. 

557-4 See DEIS/EIR Section 4.9 for a discussion of power resources and 
the amount of electricity that would be required to lift water from 
the river into the canal. Electric pumps are common features at the 
majority of agricultural and municipal diversions on the river. For 
example, agricultural pumping plants are operated by GCID, 
Provident Irrigation District, Reclamation District 108, and ACID, 
among others. Examples of municipal pumping plants include those 
operated by the City of Redding and City of Sacramento. 

557-5 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
Effects of project alternatives to other fish and wildlife species were 
addressed in DEIS/EIR Section 3.4 (pages 3-117 through 3-187). 
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Email from R.K. Harman, Continued 

557-6 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. See 
Response to Comment 473-1. The commentor cites that CNFH had 
more salmon arrive at the hatchery than it could handle, and that 
proves there is no shortage of salmon. However, the fish that the 
commentor is referring to are predominantly hatchery-derived fall-
run Chinook salmon, many of which pass through the ladders at 
RBDD; but a large portion also passes through RBDD unobstructed 
after the gates are lifted in mid-September. Although it is true a large 
number of fall-run Chinook salmon remain in the Sacramento River 
and its tributaries, populations of Chinook salmon are known to be 
diminished in numbers (e.g., winter-run and spring-run Chinook 
salmon), as witnessed by their listing as endangered and threatened, 
respectively, by the federal and state governments. 

557-7 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. See 
Response to Comment 360-2. 

557-8 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. Sites 
Reservoir is a proposed offstream storage reservoir that could 
potentially use the TC Canal as a conveyance facility for supplies 
from the Sacramento River. Any consideration of the impacts from 
constructing Sites Reservoir would be subject to separate 
environmental review. Other potential conveyance options include 
the Glenn-Colusa Canal and a new diversion and conveyance facility 
near Maxwell. As of the publication of this FEIS/EIR, actual opera-
tions and facilities associated with Sites Reservoir are considered 
speculative. However, it is worth noting that all of the potential 
diversions that could be used for conveying water to Sites Reservoir 
would use electric pumps. 
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Email from Dave & Jan Ramelli, Dated March 16, 2007 

558-1 See Response to Comment 520-1. 

  

  

 
 

 

No. 558 

558-1 



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR 

RDD/071800049 (NLH3528.DOC) 4-831 

 

Email from Larry Chase, Dated April 10, 2007 

559-1 See Response to Comment 520-1. 
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Email from Patty Plemons, Dated April 10, 2007 

560-1 See Response to Comment 520-1. 
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Email from Roger and Marcia Lyons, Dated April 17, 2007 

561-1 See Response to Comment 520-1. 
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Email from Dan Miller, Dated April 21, 2007 

562-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Dan Miller, Continued 
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Letter from Gregg Avilla, Dated April 24, 2007 

563-1 This comment letter is duplicate to Comment Letter 536. 
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Letter from Gregg Avilla, Continued 
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Letter from Gregg Avilla, Continued 
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Letter from Gregg Avilla, Continued 
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Letter from John Yingling, Red Bluff-Tehama County Chamber of 
Commerce, Dated March 19, 2007 

564-1 This comment letter is duplicate to Comment Letter 545. 
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Letter from John Yingling, Red Bluff-Tehama County Chamber of 
Commerce, Continued 
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Letter from John Yingling, Red Bluff-Tehama County Chamber of 
Commerce, Continued 
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Fax from Richard Crabtree, Dated April 18, 2007 

565-1 This comment letter is duplicate to Comment Letter 525. 
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