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Letter from Jane Cirrincione, Northern California Power Agency, 
Continued 

396-2 See Response to Comment 396-1. Funding for mitigation would be 
included in consideration of future phases of the project, and could 
be derived from multiple sources ad programs. Lead agencies for 
this project have the authority and responsibility for assessing 
potential impacts from the project, and also for assuring that 
mitigation responsibilities are properly funded. 

396-3 Funding for the project is not considered to be an environmental 
consideration and was therefore not outlined in detail in the 
EIS/EIR. However, as noted in DEIS/EIR Section 2.0, additional 
detail, including consideration of costs of various elements of the 
alternatives, is included as Appendix A to the DEIS/EIR. 
Stakeholders with repayment obligations under various state and 
federal projects would be included as part of the normal decision-
making processes for those projects. The lead agencies have given 
careful consideration to the cost considerations of the project and 
will continue to do so. 

396-4 As noted in Response to Comment 396-1, funding responsibilities for 
the project are currently undefined. As these responsibilities become 
better defined, the lead agencies, along with other resource agencies 
and public entities, will comply with all applicable disclosure laws 
associated with public funding. However, such determinations are 
premature, and not required under NEPA or CEQA. 
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Letter from Jane Cirrincione, Northern California Power Agency, 
Continued 

396-5 Following the determination that the proposed pumping plant 
would become a component of CVP, and thus eligible for PUP, 
further analysis of alternative sources of power were not deemed 
necessary. The analysis of the California power market was included 
to provide readers with the environmental setting for the recent 
changes that have occurred in the California power market. 

396-6 The commentor is incorrect in her assertion that access to water and 
the subsequent effect on cropping patterns does not relate to the 
purpose statement. Reliable access to water, pursuant to contractual 
limits, is one of the purposes of the project. 

396-7 The potential operations and projects cited by the commentor are 
speculative at this time. Thus, consideration of the possible effect of 
the proposed project on these separate processes would also be 
speculative. 
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Letter from Jane Cirrincione, Northern California Power Agency, 
Continued 

396-8 The Fish Passage Improvement Project at RBDD has complied with 
the decisionmaking processes as outlined in NEPA and CEQA, 
resulting in the DEIS/EIR, and ultimately an FEIS/EIR. Further-
more, Northern California Power Agency has been represented in 
stakeholder meetings conducted parallel to the EIS/EIR process and 
has had several independent meetings with the lead agencies and 
their staff on this project. 
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Letter from Paul Olmstead, Water & Power Resources Specialist, 
Dated October 24, 2002 

397-1 The DEIS/EIR provides analysis of power resources in Section 3.9. 
That section provides information on the projected scale of power 
consumption, along with the timing of that consumption. Relative to 
the No Action Alternative, implementation of the selected project 
would result in less than significant impacts. 

397-2 See Response to Comment 397-1. Cost projections for operations of 
the project were an important consideration for the lead agencies, 
but are not a driving consideration under NEPA or CEQA in terms 
of environmental impacts. 

397-3 See the significance criteria outlined in DEIS/EIR Section 3.9. Power 
consumption by the proposed project is compared to CVP genera-
tion and consumption, which includes consumption by Western 
Area Power Administration customers, including the commentor. 
After consideration of the changes in power consumption against 
the No Action Alternative, the action alternatives were determined 
to not rise above the significance criteria, leading to the finding of 
less than significant impacts to power resources. 

397-4 As noted in Response to Comment 397-3, impacts to power 
resources were determined o be less than significant, and thus not 
require additional analysis. The precision requested by the 
commentor would not be practical when compared against the scale 
of PUP. See to DEIS/EIR Section 3.9 for additional information. 

397-5 According to the most current policy directive from Reclamation, a 
new pumping plant would qualify for PUP, largely because it would 
become a component of the CVP, similar to the other facilities 
currently onsite at RBDD. 
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Letter from Paul Olmstead, Water & Power Resources Specialist, 
Continued 

397-6 Power costs would be included as part of the operations and 
maintenance of the new facility, which would be the responsibility 
of TCCA. 

397-7 Your comment has been noted. See Responses to Comments 397-3 
and 397-4 for a discussion of PUP. 

397-8 This comment is overly broad for a concise response on direction of 
Reclamation policy. With regard to Sites Reservoir, the TC Canal is 
one possible conveyance facility under consideration for supplying 
water to the potential reservoir location. Other possible conveyance 
options include use of the GCID canal, and/or construction of a new 
diversion on the Sacramento River near Maxwell, and/or connec-
tions to the Stony Creek system. However, projected operations are 
speculative at this time and would be subject to a comprehensive 
environmental review that would include considerations of CVP 
(and SWP) water operations and projections. See DEIS/EIR 
Section 3.9 for a discussion of Reclamation’s policy guidance 
regarding PUP. 

397-9 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

397-10 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Letter from James D. Fenwood, Dated October 25, 2002 

398-1 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 
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Letter from James D. Fenwood, Continued 

398-2 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 

398-3 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 

398-4 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 

398-5 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 
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Letter from James D. Fenwood, Continued 

398-6 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 

398-7 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 

398-8 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 

398-9 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 

398-10 Text has been revised to address this comment. See text change in 
Section 2.0 of this FEIS/EIR. 
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Letter from Patrick Huber 

399-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Letter from Corley Phillips, Dated October 25, 2002 

400-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

400-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Robin J. Rhyne, Dated October 21, 2002 

401-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Capt. Barry Evans, Dated October 20, 2002 

402-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Joe Sanders, Dated October 20, 2002 

403-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Jim Anderson, Dated October 20, 2002 

404-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Michael Kirwin, Dated October 18, 2002 

405-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Garry Carter, Dated October 17, 2002 

406-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Richard Wantuck, Dated October 16, 2002 

407-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Rick Wantuck, Continued 
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Email from Paul D’Agostino, Dated October 16, 2002 

408-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

408-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Email from Robert Ransdell, Dated October 16, 2002 

409-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

409-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Email from Michael Keepper, Dated October 16, 2002 

410-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

410-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Email from Unsigned, Dated October 15, 2002 

411-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Ana Rita Antunes, Dated October 15, 2002 

412-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

412-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Email from Paul F. Amato, Dated October 15, 2002 

413-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

413-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Email from Karen Kirschling, Dated October 14, 2002 

414-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

414-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Email from Barbara Porter, Dated October 14, 2002 

415-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 
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Email from Richard Gaule, Dated October 14, 2002 

416-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

416-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Email from Unsigned, Dated October 15, 2002 

417-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Unsigned, Continued 
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Email from Unsigned, Continued 
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Email from Unsigned, Continued 
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Email from Unsigned, Dated October 15, 2002 

418-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Unsigned, Continued 
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Email from Unsigned, Continued 
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Email from Unsigned, Continued 
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Email from Allen Harthorn, Dated October 22, 2002 

419-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, and Section 3.10, 
Socioeconomics, for further information pertaining to this comment. 
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Email from David M. Luboff, Dated October 24, 2002 

420-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

420-2 See Response to Comment 355-2. 
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Email from Ken Say, Dated October 25, 2002 

421-1 Thank you for your comment. See DEIS/EIR Section 2.2.4 for a 
discussion of the Dam Bypass Alternative and reasons for lack of 
further consideration in the DEIS/EIR. 

421-2 Although there may be some opportunities for viewing fish as they 
pass through a bypass facility, there is significant uncertainty that a 
bypass will attract migratory fish and provide effective passage 
around RBDD. Furthermore, there are some inherent problems for 
viewing fish at any bypass facility. These could include, but are not 
limited to, water clarity, turbulence, and the time of day (fish 
passing during darkness). Also, there would likely be no 
opportunity to directly observe non-jumping species such as 
sturgeon. To accommodate sturgeon passage it would be necessary 
to provide openings (orifices or slots) in the weirs for sturgeon to 
swim through. Experience at other fish ladder passage facilities has 
shown that salmon and steelhead, given a choice of an orifice or a 
weir to jump, would likely choose to swim through an orifice rather 
than jump a weir. This behavior would also make it difficult to 
directly observe these fish passing the weir. 

421-3 See DEIS/EIR Section 1.2.1, page 1-2, for the Purpose and Need 
Statement. North-of-the-delta offsite storage is not a part of this 
project; however, numerous feasibility studies have explored the 
ideas of offsite storage. 
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Email from Ken Say, Continued 
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Email from Joshua Wolf, Dated October 24, 2002 
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Email from Joshua Wolf, Continued 

422-1 There are currently many ongoing fish monitoring programs at 
RBDD. These programs include monitoring the passage of adult and 
juvenile anadromous fish species at RBDD. It is likely that many, if 
not all, of these monitoring programs would continue. However, 
any additional fish monitoring necessary for adaptively managing 
the selected project would need to be developed as part of the AMP. 
It would be necessary to plan and develop monitoring elements for 
hypothesis testing for any active elements of an AMP. Planning and 
development of fish monitoring programs as part of the AMP would 
require direct input from the AMP Technical Advisory Committee 
(AMTAC) and AMP Policy Committee (AMPC), as discussed in the 
Draft AMP (Appendix H to the DEIS/EIR). However, until an AMP 
process is finalized for the selected project, it would be premature to 
specify which fish monitoring programs might occur. 

422-2 See Response to Comment 422-1. 

422-3 The term “Public Draft” is a widely accepted and often-used title. 
“Public” means that the document is ready for public scrutiny. 
“Draft” means this is not the “Final” version and 
comments/edits/changes are forthcoming. 
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Email from Joshua Wolf, Continued 
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Email from Joshua Wolf, Continued 

422-4 See Response to Comment 422-3. 
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Email from Joshua Wolf, Continued 
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Email from Joshua Wolf, Continued 

422-5 DEIS/EIR Section 1.5, page 1-8, describes the public involvement 
process. 

422-6 Power resource and noise impacts were reviewed in DEIS/EIR 
Sections 3.9 and 3.15, respectively. 
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Email from Joshua Wolf, Continued 

422-7 See Response to Comment 422-1. It could be safely assumed that fish 
monitoring at RBDD would occur independent of the alternative 
selected, and monitoring would be implemented under the AMP. 

422-8 Public involvement has not been terminated. Additional comments 
were received in 2007 concerning this project. 

422-9 See Response to Comment 422-6. 

422-10 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

422-11 See Response to Comment 422-3. 
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Email from David and Cathy Hubbard, Dated October 30, 2002 

423-1 See Response to Comment 21-2. 

423-2 Reclamation has signed contracts to supply water to various users 
(including TCCA) throughout the state. We are not aware of any 
contract between the City of Red Bluff and Reclamation to provide 
recreational water. 
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Email from Barry Williams, Dated October 29, 2002 

424-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Dan Terry, Dated October 28, 2002 

425-1 Thank you for your comment. The alternatives considered in the 
DEIS/EIR do not include building a new dam at Red Bluff. The 
DEIS/EIR alternatives consider combinations of building new fish 
passage facilities, including a bypass around the existing dam, 
reoperation of the existing dam with new fish passage facilities, and 
construction of a large pumping plant along with leaving the 
existing RBDD gates out of the river year-round, allowing free fish 
passage. See DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further 
information pertaining to the effects of the alternatives considered. 
Also see Response to Comment 427-1. As of November 2007, the 
selected project includes 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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Email from Bill North, Dated October 28, 2002 

426-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Bill Huber, Dated October 25, 2002 

427-1 The purpose for the project only included the substantial 
improvement in the long-term ability to pass anadromous fish and 
improvement of the long-term reliability of water to meet the need 
of the districts served by TCCA. These purposes do not necessarily 
assume less water will be diverted for irrigation or more water is 
available to fisheries, as surmised by the commentor. The 
commentor states that if the RBDD gates are left open, then the 
fisheries in the Sacramento River would improve and would then 
indirectly benefit the Trinity and Klamath River fisheries. However, 
quantitative improvement in the fish populations in the Sacramento 
River might not necessarily improve with a gates-out operation at 
RBDD. Although it is logical to conclude that benefits to fish 
populations MAY occur as a result of a RBDD gates-out operation, it 
would only be speculative to state that it WOULD occur or to 
quantify the increment of direct benefit to anadromous fish 
populations. Also see Response to Comment 509-9. 

427-2 Benefits of a healthy fishery might not be directly comparable to 
benefits of water for agriculture or for recreational purposes. In 
selection of the project, there will be a mixture of benefits and 
liabilities that occur to different resources. The purpose of the 
DEIS/EIR was to disclose those benefits and liabilities to the public. 
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Email from Joe Buckley 

428-1 Reclamation will decide in their CVP/SWP OCAP update what 
operational criteria will be implemented at RBDD. As of 
November 2007, the selected project includes 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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Email from Kirk Willard, Dated November 14, 2002 

429-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

429-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

429-3 TCCA cannot meet their agricultural water customer needs with the 
present 4-month operation of RBDD. Before the gates are lowered in 
May, TCCA must use their CHO to divert water via Stony Creek. 
This temporary method of delivery will not be allowed by agencies 
into the future. TCCA is supporting a pump station to improve 
water supply reliability. 

429-4 This comparison was just an illustration of relative magnitude of 
impact. DEIS/EIR Section 3.9, page 3-271, contains detailed 
information about the power usage of the proposed project. 

429-5 Page 3-105 of the DEIS/EIR clearly states that groundwater in the 
immediate vicinity of Lake Red Bluff is significantly impacted by the 
filling and draining of the area. DEIS/EIR Tables 3.3-1 and 3.3-2 
show the degree of variance between gates in and out. There is no 
evidence to indicate that Lake Red Bluff’s presence for 4 months 
each year provides regional groundwater recharge benefits for all of 
Northern California. It does have a distinct local impact as described 
in the EIS/EIR; however, it is unlikely that a gates-out alternative 
will have significant impacts to groundwater for all of Northern 
California. 

429-6 Complete inundation of the natural riparian zone is not usually 
associated with an environmental benefit. Although it is true that 
annual (natural) encroachment of floodwaters into the riparian zone 
does provide substantial benefits, these (short-term) flooding 
benefits do not persist when the riparian zone is unnaturally 
inundated for a 4-month period. 

429-7 See Response to Comment 29-1. 

429-8 We are unsure of the exact question being posed by the commentor. 
The objectives of CEQA are as follows: (1) To disclose to decision-
makers and the public the significant environmental effects of 
proposed activities. (2) To identify ways to avoid or reduce environ-
mental damage. (3) To prevent environmental damage by requiring 
implementation of feasible alternatives or mitigation measures. 
(4) To disclose to the public reasons for agency approval or projects 
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 Email from Kirk Willard, Continued 

429-8, 
cont’d 

with significant environmental effects. (5) To foster interagency 
coordination in the review of projects. (6) To enhance public 
participation in the planning process. Environmental documents are 
typically written to describe environmental effects as significant, less 
than significant, or no effect. The EIS/EIR is not structured to 
compare the relative positive benefits provided by gates in or out, 
but rather will determine what environmental effects each 
alternative might have on each resource area. In short, we typically 
speak in terms of negative impacts (or the lack thereof). 

429-9 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Pat and Ted Teman, Dated November 11, 2002 

430-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

430-2 The DEIS/EIR lists several facilities, including the boat ramps, that 
will no longer be used if the Gates-out Alternative is selected. The 
loss of these facilities is listed as significant in DEIS/EIR Table ES-4. 
As of November 2007, the selected project includes 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. 

 

 

No. 430 

430-1 

430-2 



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR 

RDD/023240004 (NLH2177.DOC) 4-432 

 
 

 

Email from Caryn Graves, Dated November 2, 2002 

431-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

431-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Flyers from Dan Curry, Dated November 4, 2002 
and Carole M. Mueller, Dated October 31, 2002 

432-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

433-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Flyers from Phillip Barker, Dated October 16, 2002 
and Colter Andersen, Dated October 21, 2002 

434-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

435-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Flyers from Jackson J. Williams, Dated October 23, 2002 
and Tonya Redamonti, Dated October 29, 2002 

436-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

437-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Flyers from Bobi Lynn Metcalf, Dated October 31, 2002 
and Bill & JoAnne Martin, Dated November 6, 2002 

438-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

439-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Flyers from Gail Ann Egbert, Dated November 6, 2002 
and Howard Carver, Dated November 6, 2002 

440-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

441-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Letter from Reid Bryson, Dated November 5, 2002 

442-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 

442-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 
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Letter from Reid Bryson, Continued 

442-3 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.8, Agricultural Resources, for further 
information pertaining to this comment. 

442-4 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 
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Email from Curtis K. Anderson, Dated November 5, 2002 

443-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 
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Letter from Sharon Zimmerman, Dated October 28, 2002 

444-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Letter from Robert Lesko, Dated October 30, 2002 

445-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

445-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Letter from H. A. McCormick 

446-1 See DEIS/EIR Section 2.2.4, Dam Bypass, page 2-20. 
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Letter from Robert Sullivan, MD, Dated October 29, 2002 

447-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 

447-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Sections 3.10, Socioeconomics, and Section 3.12, Aesthetic 
and Visual Resources, for further information pertaining to this 
comment. 
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Letter from Donald and Cathy Hubbard, Dated October 29, 2002 

448-1 The legislative and management history of the overall purpose of 
RBDD as part of the CVP is seen in DEIS/EIR Section 1.2.3, pages 1-4 
through 1-7. As discussed in that review of the history of the project, 
recreation was not identified as a project purpose. The 1950 Public 
Law authorizing the Sacramento Valley Irrigation Canals Project of 
the CVP stated the purposes were specifically to improve navi-
gations, river flow regulation, flood control, storage and delivery of 
irrigation water for the reclamation of arid lands and other beneficial 
uses, and generation and sale of electric energy. In a 1951 report of 
the feasibility plan for the project, a National Park Service investi-
gation notes that the development of the lake formed by the project 
may be developed and provide increased opportunities for 
recreation. The primary purpose of the reservoir created by the dam 
was for the diversion of irrigation water, and secondarily for power 
production.  
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Comment Sheet from David and Cathy Hubbard 

449-1 See Response to Comment 448-1. 
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Comment Sheet from David and Cathy Hubbard, Continued 
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Email from Sarah Hugdahl, Dated November 21, 2002 

450-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for 
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See 
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information 
pertaining to this comment. 
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Email from C. Hersey, Dated November 26, 2002 

451-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Email from Chris Zelenka, Dated December 1, 2002 

452-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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Letter from Ali Abbassi & Joe Froome, Dated November 14, 2002 

453-1 
In DEIS/EIR Table ES-4, under Socioeconomic, the Gates-out option 
lists impacts to Fish Runs/Spending/Property Value/ Quality of Life 
and Community Cohesion as significant. No mitigation is available. 
The purpose of the DEIS/EIR is to disclose project impacts, invite 
public participation, and identify mitigation measures where 
feasible. To date, no mitigation has been identified that would 
directly compensate the City of Red Bluff or A&J Events for 
economic impacts. 

453-2 As of November 2007, the selected project includes 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. 

453-3 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. 
No response is required. 
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