SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Mr. Bird amd Mr. Rodgers
March 16, 2007
Page ol ll

the CALFED ROD. Therefore, the EWA cannot be nelied upon 1o maligase any
15 associaied with an increase in Della pumping

A Long-Tern Coairact Resgwal

As explained abave, o primary purpase of the Progoct analymad in the DEIS/EIR is 1o
substantially improve the loag-tesm abilily 1o reliably and cost-effectively move
sufficient water inta the TC Canal and Coming Canal systems (o meet the needs of
waler diginiets served by TOCA. At minimuem, those waber districts appear o include
the loag-term contracion within the Tehama-Calusa Canal, Coming Canal, and Black
Butte Unils af the CVE. However, the amount, use and timing of waler auithorized for
delivery 1o those waler districs is defimed and limated by lang-term comtracts wiih the
Pisrean. Those lomg-term contracts were recently renewsed, and the impacts of that
remewal ostensibly were analyzed in an entively separate NEPA review thal gives only
passing notice to the DEIS'EIR and its analysis. See Final Enviroansenial Assessmem,
Long-Term Renewal af Water Service Contracts in the Black Buite Umit, Corming
Canad Unit, ar Tehama-Coblusa Unit ol ile Sscramento River Division (USBR, 2005)
{“Long-Term Contract EA™L As we mentioned in our comments on the Lang-Term
Contract EA, the failure 10 analyze the impacts of the coniract renewals in ianidem with
the kmpacts of re-opemting the Dam o myprove water supply reliabiliny and fish
survival improperly piecemcals analysis of these two clasely-related proposals. See
Commentz of NRDC, TBI and PCL on Revised Daft EA on Sacramento River
Diviston Rengwal Coatracts (Aug. 27, 2004). Both of these proposals shoald be re-
amalyred s the single peoject that they are

The termek of the bomg-term contracts for the water districts served by the TC and
Coming Canals as well as the purporied basas of those terms (e, the Burcau's “needs
amsessments” for the alTected water districts) have o significant impact on this Project’s
effect on wabter supply reliabalily and fshenics. For cxample, the exigting Facilifies an
the Dam, including the Rescarch Pumping Plast amd Ssomy Creek Diversions, ollow
l.'I.r|u'r|:| of substantial amounts of waler withoul any gales-in operation or any new
construction, DEISEIR, pp. 24680 2-8. Yeu, the DEISEIR never analyzes this optien
apparently sssuming that any altesmative must deliver a cetain amount of water in

excess of mstorical demaed. DEISEIR, pp. A<65 to A-69. But the quantity of water
delivered under lomg-term CVE comtracts is diseretionary, and 15 nal predeiermined by
historical use, which is precisely why the impacts of choosing a certain contrac
quantity term should have been aralyzed in conjunction with the impacts of Dam re-
aperation
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No. 530
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530-9

530-8,
cont'd

530-9

Letter from Natural Resources Defense Council, Continued

The renewal of TCCA members’ contracts was a separate project
that was the subject of extensive NEPA and CEQA analysis. There
are no plans to re-evaluate contract renewals for the TCCA
members. As noted in the DEIS/EIR, the total contract volumes
provided in the TCCA members’ contracts would remain
unchanged, although the timing of deliveries could change
somewhat if operations of RBDD are no longer a constraint on crop
selection in the member districts. The contracts do not include any
constraint on the timing of water deliveries, and that fact was the
subject of previous environmental review. Water deliveries to the
member districts will be made under the terms of, in accordance
with, and limited by, the terms of their existing CVP contracts.
Moreover, although crop selection might change in some respects,
the crops available to be grown in the member districts still demand
substantially all of their water in the May to October timeframe
identified in the DEIS/EIR.

In the same way that there are no plans to re-evaluate contract
renewals in a broad sense, there are specifically no plans for
Reclamation to reanalyze the member districts’ needs analyses.
Reclamation performed a needs analysis on every member districts’
long-term water contract supply during the contract renewal
negotiations. The negotiations were an open and public process, and
the commentor was an active participant and commentor during
that process, including the environmental analysis of the proposed
renewals. The current contracts, which will expire in 2030, include
no provision that would allow Reclamation to reopen the contracts,
with regard to contract quantity or any other provision. Conversely,
the contracts clearly state that they are subject to CVP operations
and ESA requirements. Otherwise, however, unless and until a
contractor tenders its contract for amendment, the current contract
recognizes the contractor’s historical use of the water supply and its
right to continue the use of the entire contract quantity. This is
consistent with Reclamation’s water rights for the CVP and federal
law. All of these aspects of the contracts, including the likelihood of
full deliveries of the entire contract quantity to the contractor every
year, through diversion facilities at Red Bluff, were fully analyzed in
the course of the NEPA analysis and ESA consultation during the
contract renewal process.
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Natural Resources Defense Council, Continued
No. 530
530-9, Reference to the Orland Unit Water User’s Association (below Black
cont’d Butte Reservoir) is irrelevant; the Orland Unit is neither a member
of, nor served by, TCCA.

See DEIS/EIR page 2-6 for a description of the RPP and page 2-8 for

a description of Stony Creek diversions. The DEIS/EIR considered
A use of both of these options as part of the alternatives. Use of the
RPP was carried forward throughout the DEIS/EIR. Stony Creek
was not carried forward because of concerns about the unreliability
of the water supply from Stony Creek and the long-term need to

530-9 provide a fish screen at the Stony Creek diversion into the TC Canal.

cont’d 530-10 See Response to Comment 530-3. Sites Reservoir is a separate project
being considered by a separate agency, DWR.

.

szociabod with 1he Froject "oowld make if more leasabia [ provKie WaST 1 an
offstream storage reservolr in tlve Sacramento Valley, such as Siles Reservoar, which
wontihd be locaied approxinasely 10 niiles west of Maxwell, Califormia.™ DEISEIR, p
4-15, Californin’s Depariment of Water Resowrces (“DWR™) more pointedly
comments that the agency “prefers an allernative that provides the capability of
diverting npproximately 2,000 el inio the Tehama-Colusa Canal during the winter
myomths as a potentinl sousce of water for an offstream storage project, such s Sites
Reservair.” Letter from Dwight Russell, Chief, Norhem Dastrice, DWR, (Jan B, 2002),
DEIREIS, App. G. Since the time that the Draft EISTEIR was prepared in 2002, Sites 530-10
Reservoir has become ene of two siorage projects statewide that the Governar has

identified as a high priority for fundimg and implemsentation, and for which e

Legislature is considering funding ard insplementation. See, e.g., Senate Ball 59 In

addition, the Burcau and DWE have completed an Initial Allermatives Infommation

Report for North-of-Delta storage (hat explicitly recognizes the link between Sites

Reservoir and changes to operation and capacity a1 Red BlulT Diversion Dam. See

USBR, D'WR, North-of-1he-Dilts Offstresm Stomge Investigation Initial Altematives
Information Report (May 2006) (avaslable at

stk shorage Aty s nonbdeita indes ol ). That document identifies the
Sacramento River at Red Bluff Diversion Dam as one of seven passible diversion sites

for filling Sites Reservair. fdl, p. G-22. Thas, these proposals, too, should have been j
analyzed as a single project
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No. 530

530-11
Mr. Bind and Mr. Rodgers

Sarch 16, 2007
Page Bol 1l

At the very least, it & clear that the sddstsonal pamping capacity provided by ihis

Project could have significant environmental and growth-inducing impacts related 1o 530-10
the constrsction amd operation ites Reservoir that have nal been disclossd or , 4
analyred in the DEIS/EIR, but musi be cont'd

IV The DEIZ/EIR Fails o Analyee n Beasonabbe Rangs of Aliematives \
The DEIS/EIR only exsnines altematives, other than the “no action™ altemative, thal

g capacity well beyond the eapacity required 1o meet current

contract amounts aithorieed for the Tehama-Colusa and Corming, Canal contracion

The allernatives consider increxsing pumping capacity from between 1,700 cfs to 2,500

efs. These pumping capacities would enafle deliveries of betwoon approximalely

1,231 000 ard 1,810,000 acre-feet per year. Yied, scconding 1o ibe Long-Term Contrac

EA. the Sscramento River Division CVP conimacts only authorize o maximam delive
amaund of 322,000 scre-feet per year, The DEIS/EIR fails to adequately explain why
mare than fowr imes this autherized smount i peeded to “reliably™ deliver this waler,

woald incnease

Ty

nor why this excessive capacity i cost-effeclive

The DEIS/EIR entirely fals to mention one obvioas alierisative: year-rousd gates-out
operation with no new pumnping capacity. The DEISEIR conservatively assumnss

delivery capacity of 483 cfs under existing conditions during gates-owl operation. See

530-11
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Letter from Natural Resources Defense Council, Continued

The commentor misunderstands the seasonal need for water during
the irrigation season, roughly correlated to the summer months.
Ensuring the higher delivery capability at RBDD is necessary to
meet peak irrigation season demands in the hot summer months.
Virtually all of the water diverted under the current contracts is used
for crop irrigation, roughly during the period from May through
September as identified in the DEIS/EIR. A year-round gates-out
operation with no new pumping capacity would condemn the
member districts to a water supply wholly inadequate to meet their
needs and, therefore, inconsistent with the Purpose and Need
Statement (DEIS/EIR Section 1.2.1).

The commentor’s note in footnote 2 about the limit on the use of
additional pumping capacity ignores the statements throughout the
DEIS/EIR that use of the project will be limited to delivering the
current contract quantities of the member districts. Any new
contract supply would require separate NEPA /CEQA analysis and
is presently highly speculative.
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Mir, Bird and Mr. Rodlgers
March 16, 207
Page 9ol ll

I were peeded. DEISEIR, p. 2-7. The document fails
wation of why these allematives weng not sddnessed.”

demonstrale that swch addit
o provide an adequale cxp

v The DEISEIR Fail
Personal ‘Water Craf and Motor Boats Recreatin

& i Adalyze the Full Range of Impagts Assodiated with
Laks Red Blull

The DEISEIR asserts that both the Burean's preferred aliemative 2B and year-roumid
gates-ouat operation woidld have significant and unavoidable impacts on recrestsomal
rescairces by reducing opportunities 1o host the Muro National Drag Boal reocs an Lake
Red BT, and oiber motar boating, jet skiimg, and water skiing e Lake

DEISEIR, pp. 3-213 10 3-215. Given the existing significant, adverse and cosily
impacts of gates-in operation on fish and Californea’s fishing industry. and the
,-,_,’.",ﬁcm| amouis of taxpayer money expended on restoring impertled fisheres, these
impacts dis nat outweigh amd shoukd mot foresiall efforts o imnsedestely imp ]
year-round gales-out operations. Furthermore, as discussed by other commen
recrestional impacts analysis in the DEISTEIR is Mawed because M fils to includs the
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No. 530

530-11,
cont'd

530-12

530-12

Letter from Natural Resources Defense Council, Continued

Your comment has been noted. In considering relative impacts
under the alternatives, it is important to conduct relative
comparisons. Thus, although the commentor may be correct in
estimating emissions from personal watercraft, there is no indication
that implementation of a gates-out operation would eliminate
personal watercraft use. Certainly, some boating would continue in
the absence of gate operations, including the use of personal
watercraft. Other watercraft use would be displaced to other
locations such as Black Butte Reservoir, Shasta Reservoir, or
Whiskeytown Lake. To the degree that personal recreation would be
displaced, rather than eliminated, the pollution posited by the
commentor would continue.
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 530 Letter from Natural Resources Defense Council, Continued

| {svailsble a1 530-12,
e e e COnt’d

The DEISEIR estimates that approximately 1087 wser days are speni jet skiing on
Lake Red BlufT. DEIS/EIR, Fig. 3.5-3. It estimates that another 7,988 user days are
spent boating on the Lake, and 2,194 waterskiing. fd Assuming (hat one user day is
roughly equivalent 1o the use of o 100 horsepower personal walercrall for 7 hotrs, and
that this use has likely increased significanily in the past few years snd will continee o
increase (as the CARB repon miicaes), acconting to CARB's repon, watercrail use on
Lake Red Bluff could easily resull in more otone precurser emissbons (hydrocarbons +
oxides of nitagen) than driving approximately 10,000 cars over | 00,000 miles.

Ignitson Marme Engines { 199%), p

Tedige ok v {HLLRE Lt

The CARB stal¥ report quantifies some personal waiercrafl emassions on a statewide
lewel, For examgple, it compares the projected emissions for a 2010 ststewide sammer
weekend day mventory for passenger cars compared 1o owiboard manne engines and
personal walererafl contralled to 1996 US. EPA standards. The projected ROG
emissions (a subsel of hydrocasbons) from the watercraft nearly I.'L]'Llilltll'li!\.'»li.ll'li {ram
passenger cars statewsde. o pp. 60-61. The NOx emissions are also substantial, ot 18

toms per day. fd
The report goes on to cxplain that the gasoline constituents discharged iso the water /
by personal watercrafl include MTBE, PAHS, sylenes, ethyl benzene, toluene, and
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 530 Letter from Natural Resources Defense Council, Continued

530-13 The lead agencies contend that the EIS/EIR complies with NEPA
and CEQA and does not require recirculation.

} 530-12,
cont’d

530-13
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No. 531 Email from Steven Clark, Dated March 16, 2007

531-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

Darvid Bird No response is required.

Ta - ana

Subject: P F SdraRaE v el progec] 1 B Soyw iy

|.-.-I...-- .!|. ._':"_ .:“-{.E---._I-.I I A endk by Rl FluiT ety con } 531-1
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No. 532

lanch 14, 2007

Mir. Tl Sastiun

I
1 FISEIR for the Fial Passape Improvement Projoa
srmd periaad i the Fodoral Register on Pasuary M), 2007

for eniendivg the oatiment period B all
ar wotkd filke o peilceate What | suppornt al

wments fn 007 @ the prefired shemative

providing & Win i e v v

Dhwring the iniial coculation the Deafl EISEIR T o 0
grofect in 2002, it wea i n
eeapemded

- 1

o i & timely

& any bevel Thee
Divali EIST
SIR) s the T

wal cosmponerd with in fhe

mrs the pirpee and need statemmen oot doss nod include the recreation vakse

i Fed Pl J

o Tederally ramed amd mansged reseny

Wiy qustion o you is, will the: perpose and nood stalement fir his prosoct be mdified 1o
i lmle ahove pefionn [

e years, | anended
where thin inse w
wwiped by the lechni

\a previonly relabid 10 your agency
Califoinia reqiaees moee weler mal wasor

iy ard ndlegpanty
Al We wa
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532-2

532-3

Letter from Ali Abbassi, Dated April 9, 2007

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. All
comments submitted on the DEIS/EIR prior to April 16, 2007
(including those submitted in 2002), have been accepted and are
being responded to at this time. The final preferred alternative
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. The DEIS/EIR evaluates the potential impacts associated
with the range of alternatives identified as capable of meeting the
purpose and need presented in DEIS/EIR Section 1.2. After making
the FEIS/EIR available to the public, Reclamation will release a ROD
announcing its decision.

The Omnibus Parks and Public Lands Management Act of 1996
developed “an advisory commission to review the current and
anticipated demand for recreational opportunities at federally-
managed manmade lakes and reservoirs...and to develop
alternatives for enhanced recreational use of such facilities... Any
such alternatives shall be consistent with and subject to the
authorized purposes for any manmade lakes and reservoirs...” The
RBDD was constructed in the mid-1960s to allow gravity diversion
of Sacramento River waters when the gates were lowered into the
Tehama-Colusa and Corning Canals for delivery to irrigation
districts. Creation of a lake was a by-product of lowering the RBDD
gates and not a project developed by Reclamation with an intended
purpose; therefore, the Omnibus Parks and Public Lands
Management Act of 1996 does not apply. Recreational value of Lake
Red Bluff is not a purpose or need of this project; however, potential
impacts to recreation are evaluated for each alternative in DEIS/EIR
Section 3.5, and mitigation identified where feasible.

The Purpose and Need Statement for this project will not be
modified to include the Omnibus Parks and Public Lands
Management Act of 1996 because it does not apply.
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No. 532

532-4

Letter from Ali Abbassi, Continued

(a) The final preferred alternative 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.
The DEIS/EIR evaluates the potential impacts associated with
the range of alternatives identified as capable of meeting the
purpose and need presented in DEIS/EIR Section 1.2.

(b) No new significant changes in the operation of RBDD or
associated new information has become available since the
DEIS/EIR was initially circulated.

(c) See Response to Comment 532-4 (a).

(d) After completing the FEIS/EIR, Reclamation intends to release a
ROD that will include identification of the preferred project and
associated mitigation as appropriate.

(e) See Response to Comment 532-4 (a).

(f) No new significant changes in the operation of RBDD or associ-
ated new information has become available since the DEIS/EIR
was initially circulated. Comments received on the DEIS/EIR
and responses to these comments are included in this FEIS/EIR.

(g) President Bush’s 2008 Budget includes $5.5 million to address a
fish passage solution at RBDD. Funding for full implementation
of the selected project would likely originate from federal and
other sources.

(h) All comments submitted on the DEIS/EIR prior to April 16, 2007
(including those submitted in 2002), are addressed in this
FEIS/EIR.

(i) See Response to Comment 532-4 (h).

() Reclamation intends to produce a ROD 30 days after making this
FEIS/EIR available to the public. TCCA intends to certify the
FEIS/EIR no fewer than 10 days after providing state responsible
and other commenting agencies a written response to their
comments.

(k) The anticipated potential impacts of the proposed pumping
facility associated with each alternative are evaluated in the
DEIS/EIR. No additional analysis is proposed. No new
significant changes in the operation of RBDD or associated new
information has become available since the DEIS/EIR was
initially circulated.



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Ali Abbassi, Continued

No. 532

532-4, (I) See Response to Comment 532-4 (k).

cont'd (m) As stated in the 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. It was formally listed as federal
threatened in 2006.

(n) It is not anticipated at this time that a new TAG will be formed.

(0) Consultation with USFWS and NMFS has been underway
throughout the EIS/EIR preparation process. The DEIS/EIR
states on page 1-6 that among the required permits and
approvals, ESA Section 7 consultations with USFWS and NMFS
would need to be conducted. As stated on page 5-6 of the
DEIS/EIR, a pending BA and decision on terrestrial compliance
is in progress. At the time of the release of the DEIS/EIR (2002), a
BA for federal species under the jurisdiction USFWS was
appended to the DEIS/EIR as Appendix L. Subsequently, in
December 2006, Reclamation provided an updated BA to USFWS
as part of the ongoing consultation for the project. Additionally,
in December 2006, a BA was prepared and submitted by
Reclamation to NMFS as part of the ongoing consultation for
the project with that agency. These BAs are currently being
evaluated by these federal agencies, and preparation of the BOs
for the project is in progress.

(p) See Response to Comment 532-4 (n). Given the intent of forming
the TAG is to obtain input and guidance from relevant technical
experts, public information meetings and input will continue to
occur and be gathered in a public forum, as necessary.

(q) All comments and suggestions related to mitigation and other
recommendations submitted as part of the public review process
are included in this FEIS/EIR.
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No. 533 Letter from Retired Public Employees Association,
) Dated April 13, 2007

AT,
.ﬁ"! T % RETIRED PUBLIC EMPLOYEES ASSOCIATION OF CALEFORNLA
". 533-1 See Response to Comment 520-1.
April 13, 2007
Dhavid Bink 05
femeril Manager

Tehams-Colesa Csnsl Auihariey
Folie Ha 1025
Willown, CA #5053

Wheir Mor. Mhind;

The Retbred Public Espleyee A woakl Bl io capres seppsa

For Lake Red Blall, keasviag ia the gate @ ihe Red Bla il Diversies

Dum from May 15 1o Sepe. 15® of rvery year, (hus proservisg Lake

B 1017 snd I1*s sconomicsd gnd recrestions] Benefits for the

enmmunity, The peteaial mitkgarion for ks of thise soaaamic 533_1
and reereslionil boeefs will ran bae millioss of daollarm.

hur urganiratica woulld sappard "N ACTION ALTERNATIVE™
Thank Yiu,
HFEA

Chapser 15
oo BlwlT, CA
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Letter from Terry Mackey, President of Downtown
No. 534 Red Bluff Business Association, Dated April 16, 2007

%ﬁ- 534-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
H | . .
FE| Downtown Ted Blull Business fAssoclation No response is required

A P e 534-2 See Response to Comment 520-1.

L4

Aprdl Ih, 2007

hon Hock

DBeoreau of Heclasonion
1639 Shasta Dam fifvd
Shasaa Lake, CA 0319

Dear Mr. Reck,

D bohalf of sha 130+ butinesaes in the dowinesn arca of Red Riuil, | sm weming o

ifficially crmsmuinicats cut organratinon’s position, and that of s overwiel a7
i, with feapect e The Dvall EISFEIR foi the Fish Passage lngoose the
Rid Ml [Hversen e

Histmwically, oui arganitation has sspporisd whaigwr gases-openation shematvee I \

ihe ganes ", mnd (v preserves Lake Rl Blul, Soe e Inngest poriod o

Char paait

5 nael change

# lintiad i the re-cimulsiod Dhali FESTEIR. we unasns

O the v

i Tt 4 mosstha { froms bl

Alersaive A which reising 8 gaies “in” opc

155 irproreen: b ladders, and providies for ping acility 10 meer fanus water nesds of The > 534 1

Tehama Coluis Canal Asthosiny

I thai owr downiown mres depends heavily on the irsiTic that our peometional offams

wall as St of our comnrnily"s asictons and eeonts, bring o eur svea. For this resnon we

t poeple can enjoy Lake Red BlelTand  _/

eppos any allernative thal reduces e length of tme
i cvers. Further, amy reduction in oo tirvily im the dowiiows sees woidld negativel
smpaet the revitalirstion process of eur divwniows: district and sy fuswre plam for developss 534-2

asdlioe oYL
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Letter from Terry Mackey, President of Downtown
No. 534 Red Bluff Business Association, Continued
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Letter from Kenneth Hill, Dated April 20, 2007

No. 535 535-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. See
Responses to Comments 31-6 and 473-1.

Tha REIDD was enmitrscied i 1965 mnd did its insendod job of di far
yearn. Lot s ol go i the Sish raising Fasco. hlmﬁlm“nm" I:h:r
W&h_lhﬂh‘whurfhmﬂmmh‘|mhhu
mﬂ::whﬂuhwmﬂnh-iﬂ-mﬁdn{hw T ewy
whhmhﬂlmlw'mﬂlﬂmwhmm
nqwrl|updm.nm:uu_hu-1mmlhhfﬂhnm
ﬂmﬁﬂqmmrmmnmﬁbﬁ-ﬁmmw T i by
wiatas] shasl i Fiah lackdorn thal e orvernment dovigeed s baild in |93 were oot 535'1
mhﬂmmuﬂm*uhmnﬂmhﬂmwh
ﬂmln-dhhmﬂmhmﬂmﬁiy This will cresss
—l-vrmfam-pdn_mmdhnuhumwﬁmhm
terwe et camal by gravity fiow withot the nod fos pamps. |t was proposed 1 build
Hmmmjhﬂﬂl-rmnmumdn{mmh!im
Hu;hﬂﬁmh-ﬁ_wmmudy. Wi Misatibaond paradinit will oot
s o et g b e oY b o e,
mi i e Y
mui-nmnmmﬂ-_nh o Eh s

Hmﬂmwﬁlluﬂhﬂmiﬂﬂﬂ_hhw parrping
uhﬂmqrﬂilhhﬂm.}uhummhhh:&m
mumm-mﬁ_thqwmm Keep the KOO
r;unm“_nﬁvnl—d_hlﬁwmﬂmmu-r—q' il o s R by sty =1
T‘hlrnﬂ—nuhmh—d = e o “whal b the rosd season fod }

Kaoneth il
3 Ry Wy
Redd Blutl, Ca
LE Rl

0 Agrd 20T
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Letter from Gregg Avilla, Board of Supervisors, County of Tehama,
No. 536 Dated April 24, 2007

Board of Supervisors

COUNTY OF TEHAMA
s 536-1 See Responses to Comment Letter 462.
D Gt Wi 536-2 Maintenance schedules and plans would be developed as part of the

Dt 4 - o WiBismy
[ e —

final design of the facilities. Maintenance of the facility would
require periodic maintenance and inspection to avoid costly
downtime that would hamper normal operations. The commentor is

[P .
higf Ao

gl B4, 05

.\: Feff Satrem correct that forced gates-out operations without replacement

o Cotos Cans vt facilities would have harmful effects to agricultural resources within
Wi, A 33041 Tehama County. See DEIS/EIR Section 3.8 for a discussion of

BE:  Resirvubied Doxh EIR/ELS for i Fiss Passape Lmprovemans Prejoct st o e furaion D agricultural resources.

Dlear ks, Sanae

At pou my be wwerr, the Tohars Cousty Noard of Sopordses his provioly sdbmatied
ety of tha Dealfl ERRELS fof dha Fish Pusiape Lnprovesent Projoct sl Red Blai¥ Divenion Den, by
beter o My, Af Bullock deted Movanber 16, 300 A copy of e commanin o atuched. The Beard of
Seaparvisory herchy reafirms thow comman 50 refieting e comonsss of th Cowsry o Tebarm } 536-1

T Tloard of Saperviscs regogmisrs Bl U satnd parponan of the progect - emgeovnd fish peisige
ared imgrzved ngrmuluesd et wpsly - prestot sctefansial potenial heefin i e nokdent nf e
Conamiy ared o tha St of Californis |krmervr, the Board alss sooogrines that § peojeot of this magrinabe
will unqrmionaby harvs 8 significan bmpec oo the bl aviemuniny, aesd eovkl ultisaely rend i
mﬂwmmnﬂmtm Thee bl schufion would halaser fie noods of
Purmmeri, b wred he wrad wrikd wead Len e ing vl e

COMITRAITY PRIRATES, Ihmrl-l-dqulnmurhe ey e sivge of thin preject, e Courty
intceads b urgn it aiovied expresestatives a1 the e and foderal irvch 10 paress canchal and Balascod
sctioa i ¥ renatee the g vicrrats imp =

E-vnu#mﬁmmm--qunn;mnummmmm
imfrrmutioas] min under 104 and KX, Uy privding raonsbls reshaton ind skl of the
Feviroma nial impeacty of thet pragieit, ssd of any gl mifigason oo e dirmativn. The
purpeat of these ooy, il of the Bowsd"s 2000 commant, [x o capres e Bosed's concam el i
Deuh EXR/EIS doey mot astively mosst Uurss equisrmemstr. Tiot Couney beFeves this sbitisrad srview il 536-2
Sl SRR W PR | o -k ared ter putlie with e e and comple
srabarpimralig of the iempuscts o the proposed project snd i alwrmesres, Spegifically, n sddiiken o the
s ppon. wdom ad i T County’s 2000 cooreranis, the Bl Baa ideriteland tha Fellewiag irens of cosoom

PO Baw 150+ N o S0 ld Wil 0, W0RE = (TR0 120009 = FAK (197 soiimen
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Gregg Avilla, Board of Supervisors, County of Tehama,

No. 536 Continued
536-3 See Response to Comment 483-4.

- A gk o the wiaind prarposs of the praetd Srojord n enpeovemeTs [ e
“#ﬂhmmmt;umiﬁ_dnq“hﬂé h
P v wnd Tridy wirvon. sl appewny o smsr 2t s e w4 ittty 536-4
vt kel capmcity forcver, Tha Denhl KTR/ERS ostnion re wrabysis of the wll-
lrurwn msintcrmncs 4 ECuitiey isberest i Trih soreos g [ . . .
of e P e e st ubibde ety eoep Nhatbuir v e ,,"‘""'"'"“'; 536-5 Your comment has been noted. The lead agencies remain committed
! The h . . . . o e . .

valusie e lsalihond of echasiod beabikimms, e et et woch hemsbsbouts mimbd > 536-2, to identifying appropriate mitigation measures to offset potential
sy, shondd s brcakikoams sccus. O the B sk, the Diral ETRVELS doey mon dacass cont’'d impacts from gates-out operations, but to date have been unable to
Oha ek Wt ety o judicial mction fecas the emoral of e gutes wihout mny do so. See DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for a discussion

Comanty, ansd 1 b wiad Bual e project’s e iarmentl revie sonaniel Sairsh the i
mpacit o spricubanl i Sepply i ot S 1t I et £ of fish ladders.

See Responses to Comments 462-3 and 462-4.

& Wiater rrssarors and potentisl Mlondang s Bhirsim of inmoms importsocs i Tehams
Conry, A mons thovnghily dvisvied i e 2000 comment Woisry uvsined by e
Dirsmntenert of iter Rrsowrons wd he Doty of Pad BlefL boriain aapects of the ppoass
T o the sy S e epiaed Mhoueling dhar 4 ripanan veprsion g,
which ot adaqainely edlriasd of mitigaind in the Desf) EIRTIS

536-3

= A e Board"s 2007 comments indiouted, the Croanry do mo bl thed 158 ofistumeion of
e reanaroes i the Dl EIRVELS bs eadii or thoroegh. The puasae f fime nisce
2002 by et bbrened dhln whew. The proponed projoct will b hoasily dapondant upon thet
e o 0 kgl mrmemn of porweer i, porptulty i mpply Setesiary iFigation sier i
greialnl operations. The impact cassod Yy fhdn oy uiaps sassat ghily be dismid
= iprifican, nox can the PropST s eRvissTennal review propecty 1o cenlesis U
impacs that sl s o the pinsds Sercarsble evers thar Peraw cossration ey
PR W FRdOlion B Porwer asagr.

J
- Thot Drall EIRVEDS identifics significant impacty oo momatos ssd
ocionsesomic b oroesity lrgd R
wny pncazal
-hn. B

536-4

e, bl dod s per o e gfally eratus

536-5

cromes & mor et comerpace b dgtetieg; fsh wiik recrationa! cppeTenes
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Gregg Avilla, Board of Supervisors, County of Tehama,
Continued

No. 536

536-6 See Response to Comment 462-1.

A rxplained in dha Mol s 2000 Gontwrtoctdl betier, the Coanty belivvss et & 5 premstirs for ey
bl ontity — wherders Wt Cossary, TOCA. o b Norrwa of Revlammios - 53 seiom 8 prefermed aiomatieg
The Druh ERRVEIS maset bt rwvinel do prorvada o complavs pionare of e relative Sonais asd i of
each of the poceible cooren of aizion before sach udevision can property be mase. The Buad arpen ite 536-6
bend mgrncin  wandbiraln et rstvband nalyin beflrr maving Banewsd, & erire - 2a CFEQU, and MUPA
Fiipasr = wiry devitsion iy mosde st Bl weamirs o e pomseguenees o e et sl U
el porrramiip

/‘!3' /

Crregg Avd

o Cosgreammin Wally Horge
maser Diirel Foatiosd
Smannt N by Bainr

RDD/071820001 (CLR3627.DOC) 4-768



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Gregg Avilla, Board of Supervisors, County of Tehama,
No. 536 :
Continued

TERASLS COUNTY BOARD OF SCTFERVESORS

COMMENTS (3N THE RESD ELUFF DEVERSION BAM DRLAFT ENYIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENTANVIRINMENTAL BMPACT REFORT

Muwmber 30, b3

Tha Tudirrst Consmty Bourd of Suporeisn b wsirn of the recfond porpas of te Bad [T Derarsan
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e, bt iy md et g
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Ther Wegand it alng wwarn that that ISR & ropesid vy HEPA 18
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sharrsitive bebort (he Dl EREL wee poblihed (Augem J007) [ thawe sgascisn haes
wesrmledge of ibn aedite disnermrd bmfirs Tory iy Sher darmon, o wE ey Deraly proey
e warn iTrterastal Tha Howed 7 Suparvists rliwand from bevag i sdvecsie of sy sbamashen
wnill § pewe Gsderanding of sl b ey ookl be dresloped Ot Belel b e RO dodeiion
Anbarmansa) i) going 18 b wealusony for o macoheifen, Bawever, U1 abetien rw b aoalpoed
ANy whei BTN Goln waaT (b b el by WERCT 10 B T B8 e P Do

The Bowdl bus fenem 16 believe thil majod fevivioms e dbaled i be feal HIZEDL io mee o
mmmuuumnﬁmummhm

EE

Tha dispeasal af wp 0 170,000 subic s off muterial from tha stien PACTTY indoateul Losd [ o
[*1] “midl T pempisg Pl oould have s foes apesti W e
Thaw ispacti de oot addecmd i o EISOTR T W
mxpmially Satabing in P Bosd, w1 i B ol wedermaieg et CHIM NIl somsoud tha Soliid
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Gregg Avilla, Board of Supervisors, County of Tehama,
No. 536 :
Continued

Ermer Aean
muﬂm—ﬁlhmmlﬂﬂ W ] 05 0 Al T b [ SRR R
Iifave 1o be imebeal “The mpenh from oprofens o posir el mesbl b dni she

mﬁ-ll.--lhl— H!-m‘ EIRTI Pages 3292, 1-188. Abersaen B4, T8 requiie i

wstemaied pddivieel | 3 milies ibak's samul winge over Aberraiten | Alarsaaiv 1 s e
astmaied 4 1 @ilion kwh's ool Altrsitie | rvis Soet of S sdditony Semasd will sous i
wir meaths whan SPRES dmind i D Wghelt, we fink Ue conchurion of e sgiicusn
I-p-nm Wist The i Eid beed adied b sovarrer, coaserve, conimrve aad wifitas

[
imngrmilcant Frtapt # b small poomstipe of the powar murkstad by Wesan Pawsn, b, 10
U anrsiemery mivw peisbaiiny Uik prrey, d =l b all probebiny S vary gnifios,

Tt EIRTR jpris nio tdwniadivibla detisl 1 saeipiing the exieaosroms: tmpech of the waroas
alteraasos e il e mamary persmel g, o b, aetenati of Bl siivioen wRpa o S
arns o fha s he ey iy impardted Brhind S dam s el Brom esies gondaiens Tble 115
14 s e o s Imones Broen, el o the Witrn Masonal Drg Bious Mt 5 Ba 51,114,060
wmdin gthe Adrrates T 1 Asral iains bman Boe e oacreeion wed s ek b
FP60,000 for Aloreesivn § wid §1,094,000 for Alboreetivy 1. Kaducion bn anmmal s sl sk sy
0y g Clry il T MY I sociomaniad 0o bow 51,000 il 399, 000), rigestivnly. Rumbpoiand o prigearty
wubcan wnd bout of pOpRITY i evves, whels s v b wnal| el b aogi b propety
oy e e Chy ol Couniy. Rotoosd qualicy of B wel les of oosumessioy athevion e
for Al 1 nned gl B e F
Ciwan it beren esiimutes of impact, e mibors af e EISEDL e is e concleson (e fr
L

The Teluma Couary Bawd of Seporvisen tiom luss with da osschoiies tuil the ispaim o
P would “ned be viguifaaed ~
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Gregg Avilla, Board of Supervisors, County of Tehama,
No. 536 :
Continued
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Gregg Avilla, Board of Supervisors, County of Tehama,
No. 536 :
Continued

BECOAMMENDA TH

Tha Tebami Cownly Bowd of feprvoen ronnimdinb tal te BIFEIR dotutuct Wdoni e s
covstnrnd wn wall an Bsaen asbed 9 e Vil tepurt W aie oleriest 5 dabect o prafrred alermitier
il Corie iiman) Birn bpts ablerned Haweon, dot o what we belieg 82 be e asrigubic
mEmla SRR b (e usierosngem i impacts 18 (e Cip of Red BT asd the Coty of Tabarna
ol Avmnstives 1 i 3, rhe Bk ol Sespulii sy pposcs oondEe of feiie dhavnises 5 iy
Ar

Tha Bewd of Supervisors in acwisly ssen of the seed for the Tobams-Colans Canal Autborey 15 ey
8 relible, cout-affcciier sbdlly 12 morer walo iste the conal gymera. W erge o isvolved i work
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 537 Letter from Donald Bode for Brian Person, Bureau of Reclamation,
United Staves Department of the Interior ) Dated April 11, 2007

537-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.

hir. Martin Mickols
Mlanager

Ciry &l Hed Bl

555 Waihington Strect
Bod Bladl, Ca S50E0

Subpecy: [ake Had BdudT Recreatminal Concesm

g B, Mickals

SitemertErmvisnnssental Impact Report (FESEIR) sdkirossing the Rad DT Diverseon Das
Fish Paseage Improvement Program. Cirostating the Drafit EISTEIR for pablic review ia 8 very
impariam sop in the envimmmenial revies peocess, which {5 sorssally Slfowed by addressing
iy puble commenty prosived i devementing say nevdid changes in the Final EISEIR. Afia
making the Firal E1S/EIR svailable 1o the poblic, the Beresu of Reckemation may releass s
Record of Decislon mpoucing (i Secialon sbost whether ke e any particular projeot
Teatisres deseribed in the env | &

Thamk you for providing your recem eomments on te Dirsfl Envinnmants] |mypsct \

R lamation anrounced lae bast year thar o Peefeared Alcimstnve wan welecind. Alematnve 201
This ahermmive comsiars of consinetsg o new mermpey plast @ S Mill Siwe (1,000 cuble feet
et setnnd capacity ), inatallation of a convryance Facility from the sew pumping plast 1 the
Tvhsma-Coluss Canal; operating e Rod Hlull Diversion Das with “gates-in™ fr 2 montha,
anrually, between July | and Aupsri 31; el isplementing an sduptive manspement program 537—1

Wiy wanl 10 reassurg you Sl v s sware of esd appreciste your concersa with epec! 1o the
potential pecreational and commescial impacts of any chasge in S operations of the Red Wia¥
fucalitica. In pan, B w these concerni that led Reclamation io select lis Prefersed Aliemative
vevsus & Full “gates-oun™ alternative. Plosos be sasured thai Reclasanen will contines b e
dherne values imie acoount as aliermatives are farter analyzed

Wi wenalel alse e be daide poul Bl ver will contiaue o work with pertner sgencies following

wny dechiion in comiruct an addisional pusping plard arsliorn recpesate e Red BlulT facdlitien

In this prooess, we would evaleie opoons & nais some bevel of recreation while sluy meetisg

odher operasional goals, providing for the sseds of the fisherses, atd complying with Endangersd
Species A requinements. We also ssthcipate ket mblitinnal, relevant biological information j
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No. 537 Letter from Donald Bode for Brian Person, Bureau of Reclamation,
) Continued

 the Red 1 537—1/
sy e cont'd
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 538 Letter from Donald Bode for Brian Person, Bureau of Reclamation,
) Dated April 11, 2007

United Seares Department of the lnterior

P RECLAMATION
e | i Ebras ST S P 538-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
g No response is required.
ERW-A.00
Wi, Juy Ham
Presideni-Elec
Hed Blulf-Tehama Cosarty Chamber of Commeme
100 belain Strest
Hed Nluff, CA 36080
Sabjoct: [ake Rod Blull Recerational Concers
Diwar bbr. Ham
Thard you for providing yous mecent commens oa the Dall Fovinnesenal Impec
StatementErnvironmental Impact Heport {EISFIR) sdderining the Hed Bufl Diversion Dam \

Fish Pavsage Improvement Frogram. Ciseulsting the Dt ESEIR for public review iy 8 very
Imposnan step in e environmental review prooess, which b nersally follrwed by sddresing
any public coenments received amd documeaning ey seedol changm im the Fisal EISEIR. After
making the Final EISEIR svailable i fw public, the Boreau of Reclsmation may relesse o
Pezimd uf Decitiun asnmacing it decishon sboi whether s s any particulss project
frwtures desczibed & the envilonenental decamentation

Hee lmmationh smmcansed late bt year that o Prefiomed Alisnalive was srlocied. Aliersmive 18
Thin altenative cosnists of consructing & new petnpeg plant af the Ml Site (1,680 cabic Boet
per secnnd capacity ) installation of & cosveyance fcility from the new pumpsag pland 3o the >

Tehams-Cohaa Canal, operating the Rad Riulf Diversion Dam with “gates-in* for 2 moaths,
annially, hetwees July | and Awgus 12 s isplementey an adaptivg massgemens progras

We wani 10 pessmire you that we and awars of snd approcisie yoor concema with nespect 1o the
potential peereatioral ared commercial impact of asy change &= the operatsons of the Hed Ry
facilition. In part, it wan these coacemns that led Reclamation o select ies Prefereed A llemative
versun 3 Rall “gases-out” aliersstive. Flease b ssvared that Beclamation will contimee o iske
these valiies ims sccoum an alivrmaiives me Rirer salyed

Whe would also like to assse you St we will contines o wink with patine: agencics felflowag
ity deciion Wb comstruct in addstional poempiag plant and'or reopesste the Red Diudl facilines
In this process, we weuld gvalusie options o sestaln some Jevel of recrestion while alsn seeting
ather operational goals, providing for the needs of the faheries, and complyiag with Fndangered
Speciin A rmjuements. We also asticipaic tha sdditional, rebevant biological
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Letter from Donald Bode for Brian Person, Bureau of Reclamation,
No. 538 Continued
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 539 Letter from Donald Bode for Brian Person, Bureau of Reclamation,
ﬁ‘_:?% Unived States Deparcment of the Interior ' Dated April 1 1, 2007
539-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.

N300
ENV&00

Mir. All Abbuss

CEQ

Hew Linartaimmant Concepts
1457 Hill Sarest

Ried Pufl, CA el

Subjecy Labe Hed IWNulf Hecrestional Coscermi
Diear Wi Abbaisi:

Thank you for providing yom recenl cismenis on e Drall Eavimnmental Impact \
Sratemem Envenessents] [mpse Repon (FISER) addnewing the Red 3687 Diverion Des

Finh Pasage Improvement Program. Ciroalating the Dindt EISEIR Jor public soview is o very
important scp in the envirenmenial review process, which b norrally Ellowed by addravsing

yy public comments received and decsmenting any neodod changes ia the Final EISEIR. Afes
making the Firal FISEIR svailable io the poblic, e Baresy of Reckimation may rrloss 3

Fecord of Dearson sanoincing (s docision sbout whether 1 punise any pamcular poject

feanires descrdad in the envifenmenal documestsfion

oo lmmation arsounced Isie lasi yean thar & Prefersal Alsemative was sdeciod: Alemative 28
This ahermative comsists of consiretisg & sew fusping plant of the Mill Site {1,680 cubse fest
pet setond cxpacity), installation of a conveyancs facility from whe new pumping plaat i the

Tekamna-Colus Canak, operating te Red Blull Diversbeon D wish “gales-in™ for 2 months, 1
smsually, betwom July | and Augssi 31; and implessenting an adaptive mansgessent pevjpiam. 539-

Wit il b (rasmet oo that 'y g wwire of ind appreciste yons concerme with rorpes o the
poéential rorvationad and commertial imipacts of sxy change In e operations of e Red Dl
Tacalitses. I parr, it wans thess concerm that bed Reclamation ie select its Prefersed Aliernative
verma & ful] “patci-ou™ allernative. ["losse be ssvared dat Fooclamiston will corime io take
sy waluery anins acoouni i shermaives e ither smalyeed

We wirukd shns like 4 annse poes that wy will goniinee o week with pantect agencies Bollowiag
sy degation & constrct an additional pamping plant and'or reoperale the Fed Il facilines
R thiss process, we wesld evaliste sptions 1 sstain wine leved of prcreation while alsn meeting
utles cperational goals, providing for f neods of the Fihories, and complying with Endsngermd
Spetict At requisements. We sbws anticipaie el sdbcenal relevam balogasal infnimstion }
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No. 539 Letter from Donald Bode for Brian Person, Bureau of Reclamation,
) Continued

\ 539-1,
s et g cont’d
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River,
No. 540 Dated November 26, 2002

THE RIVER
e 4 A1 R 540-1 This comment letter is duplicate to Comment Letter 464.

Movermbes 36, 2013

Felr. At Bullock

Tehama-Coduss Canal Autberiry
O B 1035

Willorwn, A 95988

R Bed Diull Diversbsn Diam Fich Passage Impravemeni Projeci
Draft Envi Lal Empasnt St Mapani (DEISR)

Diear &r, Pullock

Thasik you for soliniting comerests oo the public in rmponse o ihis isesortant o
Lalso wanied 1o n}-rr:hr? appreciation foe the excellen catneack -nd“lﬁhlﬂhmﬂf:i
prushilic ecenimemis prow by the Tebama-Coluss Casal Authord at the pubiic
mavtingy andd vid Be interred. The seractive futune of your |..,1.E¢ Parhicipation
process s & maodel] for ofher agencies b follow.

Friemdds of i River strongly supponts implemsentation of the prefeered slismal
indemtifiedd in the DELS /K - Alternative % Cales-Oul. The t;.-.un.-arrdhu ,||l:-..-..."‘|'_.-r: Ii:|
immyprroves fish passage for senaisve, thavalenad, and endangreed B species and et
e intimil ol various legislative snd admimstrative decisions FosuiFIng e fremedaation
of fish passage griobderms a8 the Red Mull diversion dam (RODC)

Haweerr, the DEIS/R lails S0 provide some essendial infermasion s ot atn
sdeqsion. The final E15,' I showld provide moew perspective i i whmn Pessige
neeuds b b improvesd at the RBOLY, as vl a3 include saddditonad indoemmation
ooncerrang, linpacts and propised miligation messares ssociatad with all alSernatives

W beliarve the DEIS) R's impact analdysis of the GabesOut siemative has been
arversisied in many arvas {including recrestion, visusl reousos, lourism, and L
walue}, and that simi commmon Mmss metigaion meastnes have been igrosed. bn
addition, at least one sdditional altemative = rrenoval of the REDD - should be
cemidinnd i e final EIS/R

O detailind ommuments are antsched. Thank you for yous comideraton

Sir

¥

Shrven |- Tvans
Consetvation Dinector

Hf o
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Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River, Continued

No. 540

Crommaenss of Friends ol the River
MNoversber I6, 2000
Red Blaalf Diversion Dam Fish Passage wamard Progect
Divah Enveironmental Impact Statement. tIDES, K}
I'g. w ~ Thare in refevensos b the TCCA Board reserving ihe right to consider other
-Imlﬁnmﬁbm‘ﬁnﬁkfﬂ Arrniative, b n Burthew information
eemorening this alsernative o be feand o the DEE/H. Therefone, the TOCA Board

canm h-g.lllr under CEQA MWEPA covaader s alusieative.
l] 17 - The l-uwllhhﬂr ﬂd l-lumwrmmt Hlistory section fails 80 menlion the
il

actins that placr they in
er lejal least inform the public wivy the progect is pnp:cg Theese
v and adminiserative sotions inchide

:mw At = dirsets federal a i prolect and
hﬂw'vﬂ-mmﬂdnw spcien, and thewr
m

The Sacrammenio Biver winser-run chinook salmon is subsequesily

whiler he Act &8 &n i in 1954, thee winber steelhead an s
thresterd spaocies i PRI, and B sprivg-ren chirook sslmon as a threatened
BpCies im 199

# 1 Califormis Enclangered A= R ez C il (&
Fsth & Guaeme 0 mw Ehreateried sl fish, widlife, and

phmum-.mmw.rm-;tmmnhmmm
salmon a3 a shate threatenied species in 199

= 10ER Sabmom, Stewlh Fisheries Frogram Aci — Disects the
Llhhﬂﬂl&pﬂ“dﬁuﬂi&mlulmpﬂmmwmmhﬂlm
mumbsers of salmon asd steclbead peesernt in the Ceniral Yalley.

& 1950 Ceniral \'m
Dipartrmant of I:Fﬂ-duphnihpﬁ\ by, D!whvndﬂhwwr
PEFITAREN MeESUrES [ minimiee mﬁ;ﬂﬂamm
anad reress ah at the Rird Blulf Divenicon m-mnmlhﬂpmhuw
deLﬂwﬂldlmhaﬂwdwﬂhmw

. 1ml:a.|m'-' m_,u:WM Mesjuites the Busra of Reclamation
mﬁ‘ L

for aduli
mmrmkm-umuudummrmuum m.-m.hmmu
preniies Tor B use of sssociated Cavdral h"Iru.[
qumhnmm\'m W.l:l.dl.lh:lll.ﬂupt 'r.mn

with

ol mﬂqqmntmhmdumpmmlmﬂj
peecerd skl be comaideed & nn-m.rrﬁ-ur-bhhh-'lnptndl.mr- and B5 peroond
shall b paid by thee Stabe of Calidnma”

[Frovacdy af v Bar Cpmsspany - RO DGR Page

RDD/071820003 (CLR3628.DOC) 4-780



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River, Continued

No. 540

& {head B et anad B PPlan o Califeenia - Dinects the
'C-lllhrnu l!rwrlmtﬂ' Puh & (..lrn: m |mp|.mqn| scions by resiore Cenizal
Valley i b e Rand BladT Dvprision; Elam
that would vliminate or reduce the I'H'ﬂ‘.l- fioe the clasn gaten, and alow unobsiructed
fuky pasange.

V#IT Projpased Recorery Flan for the Sacramenio Rives Winter-nan Chinook Salmaon
-hﬂwﬂumm&wnwu;mmnmuhmrﬂﬂ
mmhmhmﬂhﬂ' Dham and

p o of =4 Frrraned -rlhmmmumumm-m
providis masimi fros asege for el adlulx] wirker-run chinook
Ihwuﬂﬂ!hﬂﬂuﬁmmmhudmmmwmﬂm
andd fruh bypas Lacili

& MO0 CALFED Bay-Dielta Restoral H-upm!l.hmddj.\:mut horiaes
-whwhrmmdhdtul- o a commgachenaive ;:‘:,M -

ik Fring or
[E—] ﬂrmdmmmdhm
technalogy.”

conabrection of lish screees thai wse the bet available
= HNOCALFED B-rmhhupmlumm
conservation “hlanage hemmdrmm 'E::nh

at i

urwn'\:h.rlmp:ﬂwr-l! ocluice the level of prdation ile fisth, wndl
increase fish survival™ ansd o Iwﬂhhwﬁl}lﬁmw;::lmh& the
Riexl Wil Dyveersion Dam by modifying operations.™

21 = Allematives: & dam remeval alberaitive shiuld be included in this a
Tiﬂw:lmmMMmllmlwmm&wd CHI.},UNF_;“
dhocamenis list aliematives ot sl Mhﬂhlnmmmh

iy ofl i am feroaeval -Im-ruuvg
MhﬁnlﬂnhdhhﬂmNWMLml
result in fubsre opesstions that could fusther
nh'fnlrl! Irrwl:f these valuses.

P 3-2 - “The current gai t RBDD (Septernber 16 through May 14) bas
Mrrfdmmpﬂbdnfuﬂwhmﬂuhnm:ﬂdnd mmmﬂmﬁ
alfected by REDD operations.” This stabemend ks primarily applicable i the
Mnmwd':wnmﬂmdaﬁﬂﬂmkdmh;h:ummhumm
Iralcates ireprovrmnent in adul A iETpIrCRETeT
pmﬂmﬂwmnhrmmmh,md y:r"hmm_mlkﬁjﬂ

b shars significant measuralle berwfity for several other salmen stocks and fnh
spwien, some off teem listed as threatened and endangened.

Pge 2-20 through 25 - Diam : O of the standards for ghe dam brypass i that it
e sufliciend atirsction i siirraatull Fwd;;ﬂrlmnummun
R EMth:llnlhpmlﬁnM wirmilaer o fluwes from

wwinting fish ladders, theve is ro evidenoe (hal & dam would i Fiady

passage. Civen the cost of this albernative, b G Bat Ladke Bed Bl will sonitines o

rirads of e Bivwrr Commrnti — SRID) DEISW Pugr 2
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T —— Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River, Continued
oy the R B!u!l"'bvh_;mahl.m Area, as well &5 the fact that the bypass is likely b not N 540
rm\rﬂkﬂ hhca.nl ||'rrplsr::|ru1‘m! in fish passage, this alternative should be eliminated (o]

thirr consideration.

36 - Species Listed or Proposed for Listing: This section fadls to note mandates 1o
Epmwl i at the REDD ﬁur&dﬂillja.rglhle]iﬂrd salmonid species in the
hupmadﬁ:rnqr‘aﬁur Run Recovery Flan, the Califomia Steclbead Restoration and
Managernenl Tian, and many other administrative documents and decsions. [talso
fails o note that the Sacramente River ... the most important waterway in e
Cemlgal '|."¢1I:¢y,' in :fgul! b ansdrosnous Bsh (COPG 1993), In addition, this section of
ihe DEIS /R fails to place in ive the overall statas of the Hsted stocks and the
uipirifgmu”m salmondds spavwn upstream of the REDD.

Bedore dams biocked S0% of their spawning habitat, the spring chinock run was the
urﬁﬂtlnllul:enln'l Valley and was conservatively estimated at nearly a million fish
amrusally. In the Sscramento River and iis mhuu!lu. the spring run population
l:uglmnmll]- 35,000 fish in 1540 10 an average of fish today. Today,
sp.'lwnh'l.gwdd spring fun are considered b be extispated from the main stem

Sacrammaanto River. 5 stock sp iin ik ies, including a few
1rl1uuu'|u-upﬂrmmnl the RADD, The spawning trilutaries upstoeam of the K00 -
Baatle Creek, Cottonwood Creek, Clear Creek, and a few others - suppot just a few
handped spring rin sabmon annually,

Battle Croek is considened the best unity to restore all five muns of salmonids in
ﬂuﬁuranmﬂow:bﬂshedlnd.l:.k Dlsm\rﬂmgrrlm': than $30 million ko di S0,
CALFED hus also madbe signil | d habitat resloration on Clear

Creeke (including the removal of lhe Mmrnch—&d'lurdlm! anad on Cottonwood
Creek, The low numbaes and unique nsture of the stocks upstream of the RUDD, and
the investment in public resources. bo restore these stocks, is a powerful argument in
favor of maximizing suceessful passage of TES salmenids past the RELHD.

P, 3-16 through 18 < Other Mative Anadromous Fish: This section fails o fully
docurment the status of the Sacramento River green stungeon, whld‘lnuﬂ]ﬁlll}'
% ’:,l|ilt!|‘1'-lll Dcpa:lm of Fhkh 3 'f'-lmr as a fsh
freen shurgean - I’.ndw bn teid. ;IEL“K?W
Iunder the .MI rru:.' WATTAL ng "
upmdl.n M%sh]ﬂalum:u'runhql tube;&d kaduzm“r:mmd
Maoyle also dis a row
mmmmdm» n.a:n‘rm Am:amqr,m Muuctcmm:u: all knawn or
g populat cantain only a few
hundred mature femates. .Amd lulh-o I p-ﬁlllmlo{m the groen sturgeon, the
Sacrarmenio River siock is one of only two g spawming populations in
Califarnia (the other is located {n the Klamath watershed). Al it may be unclear
whether of not gli sturgeon observed downstream of the RBDD the gates are
ddoven are in fact een sturgean, thero is etensive documentation that green sturgeon
do indeed migrate at least as far as the REDD. The fact that sturgeon are commonly
sighited below the RBCHD when the gabes are down is evidence that the REDD Elnr:- a
significant rode in impeding passage of adult stargeon. In contrast, the Ga

Friends of i River Comsmenia - EROO DEISE Faged
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alternative significantly improves passage for adult green sturgeon by 54% and 28% for
juveniles.

Pg. 316 - Riveer Lam : This section fadls 1o note that river Lamy ey ane nflmully
recognized by the California Departenent of Fish & Game 25 a fish species of special
CONCETTL

Pg. 3-28 - Species Listed or Proposed for Listing: This section should nofe that a petition
weas filed in 2001 proposing the ESA listing of the green sturgeon, and that N
debermined that listing may be warranted andd a lisling decision is pending

Pg. 3-34 = Significance Criteria: The delinealson of <10 percent difference in
indices as “less than significant” is arbitrary, It fails 1o idder the importance of the
stoches that maust pass the RBDD @ spawn o) m in the Sacramento River and in
eritical ieibutaries such as Battle Creek and onwood Creek. Even a modest 4% and
% improved passage for endangersd winter nun niless and threatened steclbhosad
puvenibes respectively should be considered signs . Any measurable improvement
for a species listed as endangered should be considered significant, and the steps taken
o achieve that improvement reasonable and prsdent.

Pg. 338 = “__no alicenative resulbed in significant (measurable) adverse impacts o
tadulis or juvendles) of any of the five nabve anadromous salmonid species.” One
wnaled that a project intended to improve passage for teeatened, endangered, and
sensitive Hmsﬁ«mmH indeed have no significant adverse bmpacts, But the
DEIS/R narrative fails o emphasize the defindtive corollary to this statement - that
some of the alternatives provide sagnificant measuralle positive impacts
{improvements) for TES fish species.

Table 3.2-6 shows that adult winter chinook and steelhead recelve alsle Benadit
and adult spring chinook receive large measurable benedit from the gates out
alternative. In addition, the table demonstrates that adult spring chinook receive a large
measurable benefit from the 2 month impreved and 2 month existing Lidders
alternatives. Although the table arbitranly assigns no measurable benelit betwesn
alternativies for juvenile salmonids, it also indicates 4% Impu'm-pd passage [
mdungrmdpjwcmh winber run and B% imp | passage for threabened fuvenibe
steellwad, Passage bnprovement for green sturgeon under the Gates-Out albernative is
even more impressive = 54% for adults and 38% for juvendles,

g, 367 — Water Resources: The discussion concerning surface waler hydrology shauld
consider the potential for fiver meander affecting the ability of existing and rew pumps
B clivert water from the river,

Pga. 3-89 through %0 - Hydrology /Waler Ma b lmipacts: It should be nobed in
this section that one of the reasonably foreseea :'mp.lcunfarq,rdhrfnallw that allows
additional water diversion (or pumping) beyond current operations [y Action
alternalive) rru{;:mlt:n increased diversions from the Sacramento River for offsiream
starage, and subsequent bmpacts on thi river ecosystern, fish, and wildlife.

Friessls af il Hiver Cammsents - EROD DESR Page 4
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i Tt o i i docomsa kot i aiorial Nooding No. 540 Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River, Continued

cansed h!..:.rthe RBDD and its reservoir restricts the amount of riparian habatat in thas
section. Without the seasonal Nooding, riparian habitat would normally re-vegetate
much of the affected river segment,

Pg. 3-179 = Riparian Habitat Impacts: Natural re-vegetation of the inundation zone
under the Cates-Out Alternative would almost certainly create more riparian habitat
than the 6.81 acres lost due to construction impacts. There is extensive research
concerning Sacramento River riparian resources o provide a reasonable estimate of
recreated riparian habitat assoctated with the Gates-Out Alternative.

Pg. 3189 — Recreation: This section fails 1o compare recreational use on other segments

the Sacramento River with recreational use of the Red Blulf segment under the
various alternatives. Without this comparison, it is difficult to determine whether any
of the recreational impacts are permanent or long term. Logically, reservoir-based
recreation will simply give way to river-based recreation under the Gates-Ohut
.Ifbenuli.vr. Extensive river-based recreation already occurs upsiream and downstream
of the RADD.

We compared the 1995 Lake Red Blulf segment recreational data in the DEIS/R with
recreational use data compiled for various segments of the river by the California
Dwpartment of Water Resources in 1980, The COWR data shows that the Sacramento
River segments upstream and downstream of Lake Red Blull supported more power
boating, swimming, and fishing in 1980 than Lake Red Bhuff does today. In fact, total
recreation use in the upstream and downatream segments in 1980 is competitive with
1995 Lake Rod Bluff use figures. It is logical (o assume that total recreational use in the

tream and downstream segments is actually much hi today. The COWR data
also shows a 61% increase in overall recreatbonal use in the Lake Red Bluff segment,
compared to the 1995 DEIS/R data. But this may be because the 1980 data combrines
Lake Red Blaff recreation use with river-based recreation activities that ocourred
betwieen the lake and Jellys Ferry bridge.

1t is reasonable to expect that maore than half of the recreational use in the Red Blulf area
correlates with the ruﬂnd whien the gates are down under current operations. But this
use is not necessarily associated with RBDD operations. The correlation is more likely
associated with the prime summer recreation period from May to Seplember.

Pigs- %213 through 215 - Operations Related Impacts: A careful examination of actual
recreational wses indicates that most activities are not strictly reservoir-based. Even
assuming that all power boating and water skling would end under the Gates-Ohut
alternative (an unreasonable assumption), these activities comprise less that 16% of the
overall recreational use along the river. Power boats and jet skis are comimon along
other free lowing 1= of the Sacramento River, including segmenis just upstream
and downstream of Bed Bluff. Redding and Sacramento enjoy extensive river-based
recreational opportunities in parks along rivers flowing through their comnmunities.

There is no factual basis for the assumption that the Gates-Ohat allernative will
permanently impact recreational use, It will aimpalr change some but not even most of
the recreational use already occurring in the Red Bluff area. The impact on drag boat

Friends of the River Comminiés - REDD DEIS® Page 5
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T P 1 No. 540 Letter from Steven L. Evans, Friends of the River, Continued

mitigation was not apparently considened in the DEIS/R. The impacts of lowering the
gates for the drag boat races on fish passage and riparian habitat re-vegetation would
have to be analyzed and mitigated.

Pg. 3-237 - Boot Docks / Ramps Impacts: Although boat docks would no longer be
needed under the Gates-Onut alternative, boal ramps designed o accommaodate river-
based wie would beappmgrium. The statement that the Gates-Out altermalive’s
impacts on m:m and public boat ramps would be significant and cannot be mitigated
5 ned b DES /R should consider proposing the construction of one of mare
public boat ramps designed 1o a alie ﬂwwﬁ:aﬂd boating as mitigation for the
Gates-Ont alternative.

Pgs. 3-307 through 313 - Economic lm&aﬂ:: This section appears 1o assume that most or
all surnmertime recreatbon in the Red Bluff area is lake dependent. This is a false
assumption. Many of these sconomic activities would occur even without the lake due
o increase bowrism associated with the summers pecreation period,

Pgs, 3-313 through 315 = Property Values: The discussion on property values apparently
fails to compare river front property with lake !:nnt';;mpeﬂ . Froperty adjacent o
water is likely to have a hi value than property distant from water. But what is the
difference in value between river front and Lake front property? This important
information is lacking in the DEIS/R.

Pigs. 3-368 through 370 - Permanent Landscape Changes: The impact on visual qualit
ﬂE;vmm.ad and fails to consider the fact rhaFt'f:'mr ﬁ: the :Eemr;nl.r imprint 3.11 4
naturally revegetate, Most of the barren gravel areas now evident under current
operations when the gates are up, will revegetate. A flat, broad expanse of water under
current operations when the gates are down will be replaced with a dynamic
meandering river clothed in riparian forest. Visual impacts are likely to be lullﬁ
mitigated with 10-20 years and could be accelerated with an active riparian habitat
reslofalion program.

Friends of the Riper Comments - RODD DEIS/R Puge &
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No. 541

Cka

ERIRCb (L A FoR AT

VIR Cirbg Way
Bapawidin, £& F9E70

P FI-MR

Me. David Bird

General Manager
Tehama-Colusa Cans] ﬁulhmu]-
P. O. Box 1025

Willows, CA 95988

Dieaft Envice
(EIS/EIR)

ot/ Enviconments] lmpact Repont

SUBJECT: ] Impact Stat

Desr Me. Bizd

NCPA spprecistes the oppasenity to provide comasents to the Buseas of Reclunstion sad
the Tehams-Coluss Canal Authonty on the Draft Environaments! Irmpact =
Sttement/Environmental Impace Repoce (EIS/EIR) for the Fish Passage Improvement
Project at the Red Bhaff Diversica Dam. The fallowing &re our comments,

We are concerned about the project’s impact on Central Villey Project (CVE) prefercnce
power custamers, even though the project is being builz for the benefit of irmigstion and
fishesy inteseits, The EIS/EIR shews that power svailsble g CVP preference customen
will be rechaced by approximately 1,500 megawan hous to 4,500 megawatt houss from te
exiiting condition, assuming the sdditonal pumping requirement is designated as Prasect use
power. While this oaly teduces power svailable to the peefesence customess by approximately
one percent, the ciamulative impscts of these reductions from all fishery projects has been
significant. ln 1980, the CVP genesation available eo preference customers in an average
water year was approxizmacely 4,200,000 megawatt hours. Todsy, the smount svailsble in an
Trenipe year i approxmmately 3,200,000 megavatt hows, The comulative impact of many
umall EI5/EIR decisions has boen huge, reducing CVP preference perwer by approximmanely
25 percent for environmental and fishery purposes. In addition, the allocstion of CVP costs
to paeference power customers has not been adjissted to reflect tsat lost value.

C‘-"F_gmtuu.m & a renewuble and emdisdon-free resource. Recent California legrslation is
requering more generation (o be developed from seacwable, emission-fres resources, et the
preference customen’ shase of CVP genesasion, the lsgest renewable, emission free
geoemation tesoutee in Califurmia, is continually being esoded by these types of incremental
dectiions. This causes preference cotomers to replace CVP generstion with senewalile
generation that is much mose expensive and Jess relisble. Furthes. fos the past 25 years CVP
reservoir and fver operations kave been changed 1o impeove Aiheres, with questionable
success. Ve, all of these changes kave caused the renewabile, emission-free genention froem
the CVP to be reduced.

RDD/071820003 (CLR3628.DOC)

N

} 541-1

> 541-2

541-1

541-2

Letter from James H. Pope, Northern California Power Agency,
Dated March 16, 2007

Your comment has been noted. However, power generation -
although important - is considered an incidental benefit of CVP
operations. Also, it is assumed that the commentor is referring to
systemwide operational changes that resulted from CVPIA and
Trinity River restoration efforts, not fish screen projects.

You comment has been noted. Resource management of the CVP
system has changed since its inception and will likely continue to

evolve over time.
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No. 541 Letter from James H. Pope, Northern California Power Agency,
0. Continued

541-3 See Appendix A to DEIS/EIR for a discussion f the allocated costs of
the alternatives and their relative association with improvements to
fish passage. Possible direct correlations with fish populations are
difficult to project because there are many confounding factors that
are beyond the scope of this project. These factors include weather
patterns, commercial fishing regulations, delta operations, and water
quality, among others.

541-4 Approval, operations, and financing of Sites Reservoir are not a part
} 541-3 of this project. Sites Reservoir is currently being considered and
evaluated by the state, through DWR.
541-5 Your comment has been noted. The allocation of PUP for this project
541-4 will be consistent with policy guidance from Reclamation regarding

operation of CVP facilities.

541-5
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ELECTRIC
LITILITY

Mr. Paul Freemsan
Baapean of Reclamation
PO, Box 159

Red Bhall, TA 96080

Mir. Dravid Bard

Cenerl Munager
Tehama-Colusa Canald Awihority
PO, Boa 1025

Willows, CA 95988

Subjeci: Draft Envirenmenial Impact SintementEnviconmental Impeet Repart
{EISFIR)

Drear Mlessin, Freeinan and Bisd
Rodiding Eleceric Uiility (REL) i pleased 10 participate in the Drafi EISEIR process for the
Red Hlull Deversion Daen Figh Pasage Improvemeni Project being re-cimulaied For pablie 542'1
review and coenment by the Buresss of Heclamation snd the Tehama-Colusa Canal Autbority
(TCCAY REL is coneerned that this docsnenl win peepancd in 2002 and is bir circulased 542_2
fior cormments withoan ke appropriste epdating coquised 10 sdequalely consid

w1s associabed with the project sed proposcd slersativ } 542-3

identifled im the Drafi FISEIR Perpuse and MNeod Ssatemen
that the project will “su tally improve the bang- e ability 1o refishly snd gost-¢Toctively } 542-4

Lempaineits ackded) move sudBickent water Inio the TOCA and Cos Canal gyaterss 10 meet the
meeds of the waier districis served by TOCA,™ updaiing thee conts sco cxatetis

generafion, ypically associsted with 542'5

PTTL m——Y A
B TH NG + fan BH0RHE TN - sl
[Ty Y ——
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No. 542

542-1

542-2

542-3

542-4

542-5

Letter from James C. Feider, Redding Electric Utility,
Dated March 16, 2007

Your comment has been noted. Public participation is an important
element of informed decisionmaking, and is a central tenet to NEPA
and CEQA.

The DEIS/EIR was extensively reviewed for major changes to the
project or to the subject areas that might warrant re-analysis. None
were found. However, in the interest of expanding the public’s
opportunity to comment, Reclamation re-opened the comment
period before finalizing the EIS/EIR.

Project construction estimates would be updated as part of the
design phase.

Construction cost estimates from 2002 are considered to present a
reasonable estimate of relative costs. The lead agencies acknowledge
that the estimates will require updating.

The increased use of power by the proposed pumping station is
considered less than significant. See DEIS/EIR Section 3.9 for a
discussion of the proposed project on power resources. A full
assessment of how an incremental increase in PUP would affect
individual Western Area Power Administration customers is beyond
the scope of this evaluation because each customer has a unique load
and resource profile.
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Messrs. Freeman and id
March 15, 2007
Page 2

Additionally, 2002 consiraction cost eslimabes are inalequale in the cunenl document
cansidering the redent increzses in material and labor ¢osts, particulary in concrete and sieel
Construction of o new pumping fucility coubl result in double the original cost estimales
tdentified in 2002

One of the purpeses of this peoject is (o tmmsport waser 10 the TCCA in a cost-cifective
manner. We question the ability of the irrigators to pay for increased costs associaled with this
project, a8 we indersipnd many imigators receive abiliy-ro-pay eliel, which means that the
reapocsibility of repayment of the capital costs would elfectively be placed on preference
power users. Incurring sigrificant capital costs without the ability far repayment by the water
users would seem contrary 1o the fundamental Parpose and Meed Statement referenced above

In lght of Central Valley Project (CVI") gencration being a remewsble or emission-fres
resource, we believe that the imparance of CVP generstion has potentinlly increased sipce
2002. Therefore, the analysis of the impact of the altematives 1o power resources preseniced in
ihe Drafi EIREIS should be fully reexansined and resvalusted. In 2004, power contracts with
Westem expired and there entailed & pew dynamics to the CVP resource. W believe that ihe
determénation from each alemative of whether Project Uise Power 1o serve mcreasing loads is
significant should be peevaluated - pasticularly for dry water years

REL s also concemed with the potential impacts of the praposed project alternatives on the
Southern Green Sturgeon.  In 2005, & siatus review was condueted for this species by ibe
Naticnal Maring Fisheries Service, and it was found that the Southem Gireen Shergeon ks likely
1o become endangered in tbe foresceable future, We do mot believe that the evaluation of the
project propasals in relstbon to this speches were as well endersicod in 2002 a3 it is now five
years lnter, aned should therefore be properly readdressed to determine the impacts of the
proposed allematives on operational restrictions.  We suggest that the costs of altemative 1B
(4-memth Bypass Alternative) be reexamined in light of the benefita this option may bring o
this poteriizlly endangored specics.  Similarly, the data relating o salmon mwns in ihe
Sacramento River is duted. We believe that updated information needs to be incorporsed into
recalculations of the benclits o the fishery nesowross by the proposed slbematives, since one of
the primary purposes of this progect is 10 bnprove the ability to reliably pass amadromous fish
ipstream and downstream of the dam

Thank you for considering our commenls.

Sincerely,

= I ©, Peider
Electric Utility Dbrector

3wy byt Lty 000 ¥ il Pl 1N B F- DR oy 1 1837 o
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J

542-6
542-7

542-8

542-9

Letter from James C. Feider, Redding Electric Utility, Continued

See Response to Comment 542-3.

Specific details of project financing have not been determined, but
are likely to include reimbursable, non-reimbursable, state, and local
cost-share arrangements. Relative shares of these sources will be
determined following project approval and, to the degree applicable,
will be open for comment in the appropriate forums.

Your comment has been noted. The determination that PUP is
appropriate for an element of the CVP is an important aspect of
project approval and will be consistent with federal policy guidance
on the matter.

Green sturgeon was considered to be a special-status species in the
DEIS/EIR. The recent elevation of green sturgeon to Threatened
status under ESA may result in more restrictive use of the dam gates
in the foreseeable future.
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No. 543 Email from Ali Abbassi, Dated March 12, 2007

. = 543-1 The comment period was extended an additional 30 days from
jsuttoni@tccanal.com \
March 16, 2007 to April 17, 2007.
Fram; Al Abbasa [ahfilco ned)
Sent Mianday, March 12, 2007 11:01 AM
To: Baltongfitccanal com
Ce: bholtflimp ushs. gy

Subiject: Red Biulf Diversion Dam propssd EISEIR
Impartancs: High

GanSeman, | hope this massags find you dong well. In regands fo tha new circulation ol the dralt EIS/EIR, | am
writeyg b ask for an extorsion ko the current commant pericd ending on March 169, 1 ask this because he initial 543-1
announcamant thal Ba documant was boing re-circulated for additional commenls was somewhal obscura and -

wilh the holiday Season being at ks hasght, why & wenl relatively wnnoliced. | appreciate your Consadamon wnd
Ik fonward B hear Back Broim you S00N

W 1WHNT
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No. 544
544-1
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Letter from John Cooper

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 on a
discussion of the bypass channel concept evaluated for this project.
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— e s = oo ey Letter from John Yingling, Red Bluff-Tehama County
=
Qi{] ﬂAMBERPFCDMMERCE No. 545 Chamber of Commerce, Dated March 19, 2007

% 3 il rbetamderfficonn

545-1 This comment letter is duplicate to Comment Letter 520.
March 19, 2007 -

M el sution, Gerreral Matiager
Tehamia - Colusa Canal Autharity
PO Box 25

Willows, CA 95988
Re:  March 14 Commems Cormection
Deear JefT,

W e seaidiag Lo voul 8 Tevised copy Ol o Guieieis
levter of March 14 which includes the phrase.“out of Tehama
Counly sl wins mudvertamiy ommaed oo peragiaph 4

Wiz hope this helps clarify our commenis . we apologize
fiwr the confisston

Sincerely,
O\ W
I'UL-'*H"'."r'- “1
_.:II.IIIII 1|"|,é_$|ug LV

:IF{nd Bl - Tehama County
ﬂhambcr of Commerce

1003 Hn frreei - POR Bow B30 Rrd B8, Collorres 080 Bea (300 1274330 Fax (380 337198
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No. 545 Letter from John Yingling, Red Bluff-Tehama County

;1% Red Bluff —Tehama County Chamber of Commerce, Continued
s HAMBER OF COMMERCE
L“‘J" ;';'bb Page: werw redsisfichenborcl ommarce com R _-m

Mr. Jeff Sutton, General Monager
Tehama - Colusa Canal Authority
P.O. Box 0235

Willows, CA 95958

Re:  Writhen Comment on the Drafi EIS/EIR for the Red BlufT Diversion Dam Figh Passage
Improvement Froject

Date:  March 14, 2007

Dear Mr. Sutton,

On behalf of the 400 plus members of the Red Bluff - Tehama County Chamber of
Commerce, | am writing to officially re-affirm owr organization's position, and incidentally, that
of over 7,008 individuals from throughout Northern Califormia, with respect to the operation of
the Red Bluff Diversion Dam.

You will recall that in 2002, our Chamber, the City of Red BlufT, and thousands of
individuals and husinesses communicated to the Burcau of Reclamation asd the Tehama Colusa
Canal Autherity our eollective suppont of alternate 1-A of the 6 Diversion Dam operation
alternatives proposed at thal time, -A was (and is) the altemative which retains a gates-in
operation for 4 moaths (from May 15 to September 15), improves the fish ladders, and provides
for & pumping facility 1o meet the water neads of the TCCA into the future.

Our position has not changed. We still favor and recommensd alternative |-A and strongly
oppose any altemative thal reduces the operation of the Diversion Dam below 4 moaths which
would cause an unacceptahle level of economic and community development damage extending
well beyond the local community and includes: logs of Towrism and the benefit of Toarism
expenditures thal generate sakes tax and occupancy tax revenue 1o the City of Red Bluff, loss of
recreational benefits including popular community events such as the Memorial Day Bout Drags,
besat launching sctivity and shoreline leisure, loss of property value, degradation of the City's
main cemmunity - gnthening park; and negative impacis 1o the Downtown Bed Blufl
Revatalization process that includes rver front pedestrian/trail aceess plans.

HE0 Mam Street - PO Bow 850 - Bed Bl Colilorma 080 « Bug (500) 537-6230 - Fas: (5307 527-1208
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No. 545 Letter from John Yingling, Red Bluff-Tehama County
) Chamber of Commerce, Continued

In that approximately 51% of the 7,000 people whe signed petitions supponting the City of
Red BlulTs Resolution Mo, 37-2002 expeessing suppon for Lake Red Bluif were from “out-of-
Tehama County,” we fieel it is extremely impartant that concern over the loss of Lake Red Bluff
goes well bevond the interests of local individuals and businesses. The regional use of this Lake
cannot be minimized and its loss affects persons and businesses well beyond the local
commiunity, Eliminalion or reduction in the gales operating period of the Red BlufT Diversion
Daem mus addeess the regional impacts, o just the local impaects. We ask what analysis does the
DEIS/EIR provide to demonstrabe the impacts oulside of the local community, and what
measures 1o miligate regional losses ane contemplated ?

Finally, we respectfully request that the deadline for comments be extended in that: the
anncunceme of the re-circulation of the Drafi EIS/ER for the Fish Passage Improvement
Mroject at the Red Blufl Diversion Dam for public review occurred duning the height of the
200607 Holiday Season; public awareness of the availability of the document was (and is)
extremely low; and the window of opportunity 10 comment was extremely short,

W beliove thatl an extension would provide a greater oppomunity for mose people (o review
the issue and provide pertinen! input

Thank you for this oppontunity to comment ence again on this Drafl DEIS/EIR,

o ety

tiy Ham, President-Elect Marshall Pike, Chair
Red Bufl - Tehama County R BlufT - Tehama County
Chamber of Commerce Convention & Visilors Bureay

oo Paul Freeman, Burcau of Reclamation
Martin Nichols, City Manager, City of Red Bluff
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No. 546 Letter from Jay Harn, Red Bluff-Tehama County Chamber of Commerce,
) Dated August 14, 2007
Red Bluff = Tehama County

HAM BE_R _Q F_ C O M M E__I_:_{C E 546-1 This comment letter is duplicate to Comment Letter 520.

T S ST S ———— et rhcharmber(ocn e

Y s

Mr. Jeff Sution, General Manager
Tehama - Colusa Canal Authority
P.O. Box 1025

Willows, CA 95U88

Re:  Written Comment on the Draft EIS'EIR for the Red Bluff Diversion Dam Fish Passage
lmprovement Project

Date:  August 14, 2007

Dear Mr. Sutton,

On behalf of the 400 plus members of the Red Bluff - Tehama County Chamber of
Commerce, | am writing to officially re-affirm our organization’s position, and incidentally, that
ofover 7,000 individuals from throughout Monthern Califomnin, with respect to the operation of
the Red Bluff Diversion Dam.

You will recall that in 2002, our Chamber, the City of Red Bluff, and thousands of
individuals and businesses communicated 1o the Bureas of Reclamation and the Tehama Colusa
Canal Authorty owr collective support of allernate |-A of the 6 Diversion Dam operation
altematives proposed al that time. I-A was {and is) the sltemative which retains a gates-in
aperation for 4 months (from May 15 1o September 15}, improves the fish ladders, and provides
for n pumping facility bo meet the water peeds of the TOCA into the future,

Our position bas nof changed, W still favor and recommend alternative 1-A and strongly
oppose any allernative that reduces the operation of the Diversion Dam below 4 months which
would eause an unascceptable leved of economic and community development damage cxtending
well beyond the local community and inclisdes: bosz of Tourism and the benefit of Tousism
expendilures thal generate sales tax and ocoupancy tax revenue 1o the City of Red Bluff: loss of
recreational benefits including popular community events such as the Memorial Day Boat Drags,
boat Launching activity and shoreline leisure; loss of propenty value; degradation of the City's
main community - gathering park; and negative impacts to the Downtown Red Bluff
Revitalization process that includes river from pedestrian/irail access plans.

100 Main Sereet - PO Bow B50 « Red Blull, Cabferrn %080 - B (530) 5278700 - Fax: (330} 537-2908
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No. 546 Letter from Jay Harn, Red Bluff-Tehama County Chamber of Commerce,
0. Continued

In that approximately 31% of the 7,000 people who signed petitions supporting the City of
Red Bluff's Resolution Mo, 37-2002 expressing support for Lake Red BlulT, we feel it is
exiremely bnportant that eoncern over the loss of Lake Rod Bluff goes well beyond the intercats
of local individuals and businesses. The regional wse of this Lake cannol be minimized and its
loss affects persons and businesses well beyond the local commumity. Elimination or reduction in
the gates operating period of the Red BlufT Diversion Dam must address the regional impacts,
not just the local impacts. We ask what analysis does the DEIS/EIR provide 1o demonstrate the
impacts outside ol the local community, and whal measures to mitigate regional besses ane

contemplated T

Finally, we respectfully request that the deadline for comments be extended in that: the
announcement of the re-cinculation of the Drafi EIS/ER for the Fish Passage Improvement
Project at the Bed BlufT Diversion Dam for public review occurred during the height of the
200607 Holiday Season; public swareness of the availability of the document was {and is)
extremely low; and the window of opportunity to comment was extremely shon

We helieve that an extension would provide a greater opportnity for more people to review
the issue and provide perfinent input.

1 14 /
et
Marzhall Pike, Chair

Red Buff - Tehama County Red BlofT - Tehama County
Chamber of Commerce Convention & Visitoss Buneau

ec; Poul Freeman, Bureaw of Reclamation
Manrin Michols, City Manages, City of Red Bluff
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No. 547 Fax from A. Leigh Bartoo, Dated March 16, 2007

b
P
Lo

U.5. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

sacramanto Fish and Wildlife Office
2800 Cottaga Way, Foom W-2E05
Bacgamenta, California 95825-1846

Phona: [(916) 414-6600 or 6601
Fax: (9218] A14=86712 or 713

Pyl TRAaNSHEZSIOM Covi® SHELT

DATE: ﬁ% H;?Irkﬂf
TO: T{’ .
FROM: ,q Mcﬂ,\,&(r‘{fi@

RE: W fo DEJ’S/QFE-

TOTAL PAGES (excluding coverl
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramento Fish and Wikdlife Dffics
2500 Catage Way W.2605
Sacramento, California 95525

In reply refer to

Memorandim

Ta: Regi Manager, Mud:Pacific Regional Office
Burgl) of Rec

won Socramento, Californin
wfvisor, Sacamento Fish and Wikdhife Office

Sacramento, Califomia

Subject: Supplemental Fish and Wildlife Conrdination Aet Repon for the Fish Passage
Imnprovement Progect a1 the Red Bluff Dwersion Dam, Tebama Counry,
Califormia

Thes memomnndun supplements the Flah and Wildhife Coordination Act (FWCA) Repant
provided by the ULS, Fish and Wildlife Service {Service) under the FWCA (Public Law 85-624;
16 U.5.C, 660 -667e) o the Burcaw of Reclamation (Reclamation) in Augest 2002, regarding the
proposed Fish Fassige Improvement Project at the Red BhufT Diversion Dam (Project), Tohama
County, Califormia, The Service is providing Reclamation the following recommenlations on
thse recircualated Draft Envisonmental Impact ReporyEnvirormmental [mpact Statensent (Draft
EIR/EIS) oniginally released o August 2002 (72 FR 19:4252-4263)  Reclamation also
anrounced selection of o Preferred Allernative: Altemnative 2H. This memaranidum is intended
1o provide technical assistance for the project planning process

The Service provided previous recommendasions for the Project in our August 2002 Draft Fish
FWCA Report. The 2002 Draft FWCA Repont is avalable !‘n:_vm the Service’s Sscramento Fis]_:
apd Wildlife (fice upen request. The recomemendations and associated discission contaned in
the Feport most applicable to the Janaary 30, 2007, rocurcalation of the Draft ETR/ELS and
selection of Alsernative 2B as a Proferred Alernative are summanzed below (pages 32-36 of the
Draft 2002 FWCA Report)

1. The Service contimees to suppart and recomemend the Gates-outl allomstive. Selection of
{his alternative would retumn the Sacranvenio River at Red Bbuff w pre-dam conditions
snd provide unrestricted passage (o all targeted fish species. This sltemative provides the
opportanity for a substantinl nanaral riparian area to bécome extabliched at the seasonal
Lake Red Bluff, which would provide incressed benefits 1o fish and wildlife resoarces,

TAKE PRIDE]
INAMERICA

RDD/071790007 (NLH3519.DOC)

547-1

547-1

Fax from A. Leigh Bartoo, Continued

Your comment has been noted. See Response to Comment 523-1.
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whale peolecting senaitive fish species with a positive bamries fish screen. Should
Reclamation decsde 1o remove the Hed BlufT Diversioa Dam (RBDDY), sdditional
environmental measures would need 1o be deternéined 1o minimize adverse effeets 1o the
Sacramento River and the associased riparian areas

2 In sddition 1o maximizing Gsh passage berefits at the dam, the Gates-out Albemative
provides the opporiundty 4o restore twa lineas miles of nverbank and associated npanan
habizat. This habitat presently is adversely affected by the emporary Lake Rad Bhufl,
which forms from backed up river waler when the REDD gates se down

1. The Gstes-out Allemative would provide a signaficast pestoralvon eppornmnity abong the
Sacramendo River, a5 mwr’ulg one linexr mile of ripanan forest comidor woald belp lhink
pther riparian forest ancas along the iver. This would be an ecosystem-wide benefit that
has the potential 1o positively affect namerous aguatic and terrestrial species in the
Cemral Valley of Californda thal use Shaded Riverine Aguatic Cover (SRA Cover) and
other componenis of riparian forest. Many of these spixcies have Stato or Federal
probection status. Restoring the npanizn comuunity & Lake Red Blafl, therefore, bas the
potential to beaefit n wide nge of the Central Valley's fish and wildlife respurces

4, Califonia Bay-Delta Program (CALFED) envitonmantal docusmenis recognaze that
projects like RBDD fish passage program together with similar fith restoration actions,
would result in cumulative beneficial impact on recresthon resources that should increase
oppostumitics for recreation in the CALFED project area and imprave commercial
fishing. 1o sddition, removal of the gates allows for navigation of the river by
pecreational interests and fisking gaides (this corridor is a designated pevigable reach of
riwer under State of Califomia Harbors and Mavigation Code Section 105)

. The proposed project is designed to improve the long-lerm ability to reliably pass
anadromeus fish both upstream and downstresn, past RBDD. Constnsction of same
pioject components would bave temporary adverse impacts in the strean channel, and
some upland, nipasian, and weiland habitats within constnsction footprints would be Jost
To belp maximize the project’s contribution to overall ecosystem quality in the project
area, the Service provides the following recommendations:

o Minimize and compensate unavoidable impacts to SRA Cover, wetland habitats,
and ather fish and wildlife hahitats, and minimize and compenzate adverse
impacts that are unavoidable. This would reduce losses of existing béological
values in the project rea, as well as reduce planping, land acquisition, and
Fusting needed for marigation

o Beduce bank revetment at the Mall Creck site 8o the minimuzn length needed for
htraulic performance and structural imegrity of the fish screen

o Avoid deedping and mstream cover removal

6. Develop and implement, in cooperation with the Service, National Oceanic and
Amsospheric Administrations Natianal Marine Fisheries Servies (NOAMA Fishenes),

RDD/071790007 (NLH3519.DOC)

No. 547

547-1,
cont’'d

547-2

> 547-3

> 547-4

547-2

547-3

547-4
547-5

547-6

Fax from A. Leigh Bartoo, Continued

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

As provided in DEIS/EIR Section 3.4.3, Mitigation (pages 3-183
through 3-187), areas of riparian vegetation and freshwater marsh
habitats temporarily disturbed during construction would be
planted with native riparian trees and shrubs, or freshwater marsh
vegetation as appropriate; and any permanent removal of riparian
or freshwater marsh vegetation would be mitigated by creating
riparian or marsh habitat at a 3:1 ratio for that area impacted. As
stated on those pages, these mitigations would be planned in
conjunction with CDFG and USFWS to identify appropriate
locations for riparian and freshwater marsh habitats. These
mitigations would go a long way toward mitigating any adverse
effects as well as restoring the riverbank and associated riparian
habitats resulting from the loss of Lake Red Bluff.

See Responses to Comments 465-3 and 478-13.

Your comment has been noted. As discussed in Response to
Comment 547-3, any habitat areas temporarily disturbed or
permanently lost, including habitat compensation for valley
elderberry longhorn beetle, because of construction/demolition
would be mitigated for through revegetation, restoration. and/or
habitat creation as well as compensations outlined in the DEIS/EIR.
Because of construction costs, costs for revegetation/restoration, and
mitigation replacement costs, it is prudent and necessary because of
budget constraints to limit the construction impacts to the least
amount of affected area feasible. Concerning the recommendation
regarding avoiding dredging, depending on results of the
bathymetric surveys conducted during the pump station design
process, it might be necessary to dredge areas within the project
footprints within the Sacramento River and Red Bank Creek. During
the environmental review and permitting process for implementa-
tion of the project, consultations with the resource trust agencies
including the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, USFWS, NMFS, and
CDFG, it would be necessary to develop project impact minimi-
zation and mitigation measures to reduce adverse impacts of
dredging.

See Responses to Comments 547-1, 547-3, and 547-5. Similar to that
mentioned in Response to Comment 547-5, during the environ-
mental review and permitting process for implementation of the
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No. 547

California Departmsent of Fish and Game (CDFG), Depastment of Water Resources, and
the Tehama-Colusa Canal Authonty (TCCA), a mutigation plan for aguatic and termestrial \
habiats adversely affected by the project

o Minimize and avond 10 the exten! practicable impacts to SHA Caver. Compensale
for umavoidable habiat losses, including mpacts o ERA Cover off-mte st a 3:1
ratio in addition 1o revegetating bank revetment on-site. Compensation for SRA
Cover losses should be based on linear fect of SRA Cover shoreline impacied and
replaced on non-vegetated natunldly erodible shorelne. A full discussion of
compensation measines and ratios can be found in the Draft FWCA Report

547-6,
cont’d

o Compensation for SRA Cover kosses should be done in conjunction with the
compensation for habitat losses to the valley elderberry longhom beetle.

Implement the selected mitigation optbons prior 1o or concurnent with project
construction io expedite replacement of habitat values lost due to the project.

= Binlogical monjtoring of terresirial and aquatic habitat compensation should
oecur for a minimam of 10 years in combination with the mitigation monilorisg
far valley elderberry longhom beetle. Photographic reference pomnts shoald be
establizhed 1o docwment on- and off-site compensation area habital conditons.
An anmal repost of monitoning for verrestral and aquatic hebitat mibgation
should be provided to the Service within 45 days of the end of the cabendas year.,
Compensation azeas should be self-sustainiag for a pened of three years wilhow j
imtervention to be determaned successful

7. Develap and implement, in cooperation with the Ssonce, NOAA Fisheries; CDFG, and N\
TCCA, an evaluation and meniionng plan 1o assess the adequacy of the fish screen in
mecting biological and enginecring design criteria and propose corrective medsures,

& Menilor screen criteria for the period of time pecessary 1o cvaluale sciedn
erformance  a range of nver flows and pamping raies
’ > 5477
& Identify operationa] flexibilities that would provide the greatest level of fisherics
protection 21 various fiver flows and pumping rales.

o Perform biological evaluations using available technology (direct observation,
vidpa, acoustic/sonar, eic) as appropaate, 1o evaluals ihe effecthivensss andfor
impacts of the scresns to juvenile salmonids and other target spocies

-

8. Initiate Endangered Species Act section 7 consubtation with the Service's Sacramento
Fisk and Wildlife Office acd MOAA Fishenies 1o determine potential project effects ea
listed and other specinl siatus species, and iRCOTPpoTAle ApPrOPriale COMSETVAEON MEASIrE
for affocted species Mo projoct implementation Tt also may be necessary 1o consibl with 547-8
CDEG for State listed species

9. For alternatives thal incorporate o gates-in condition, the Service contitnies 1o recommend
thiat Reclamation assume responsibility for the Operations and Maintenance of the fish

RDD/071790007 (NLH3519.DOC)

547-6,
cont'd

547-7

547-8

Fax from A. Leigh Bartoo, Continued

project, consultation with the resource trust agencies, including the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, USFWS, NMFS, and CDFG, it would
be necessary to develop project impact minimization and
mitigations plan. Additionally, biological monitoring necessary for
assessing the success of any recommended revegetation, restoration,
or compensation mitigations or minimization measures could be
further addressed and adopted into practice as part of the Adaptive
Management and Monitoring Process.

Your comment has been noted. Following design and prior to the
project’s construction, a fish screen evaluation and monitoring plan
could be developed as part of the project environmental permitting
and/or through the ESA consultation process. Additionally,
hydraulic and biological monitoring plans or programs necessary for
assessing the efficacy of project fish screens for the protection of
juvenile salmonids or other target species could be further addressed
and adopted into practice as part of the project Adaptive
Management and Monitoring Process outlined in Appendix H.

Following project final design and prior to construction,
environmental permitting will be necessary. It is likely that ESA
consultation would be initiated for the project, and a BA would be
submitted to USFWS and NMFS. A BA would provide an evaluation
of potential impacts and proposed mitigations and minimization
measures. Through the process of consultation, specific conservation
measures would be developed, refined, and included in a BO that
would be issued by USFWS and NMFS prior to construction and
operation of the project facilities. Simultaneous to these
consultations, CDFG would be engaged for state species covered
under CESA.
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547-9

Iadiders (including the temporary center kadder) o the REDD, and for perforening the fish

counting work dunng the pates-in pericds. Curmenlly, these responsibilities are held by B 547-10
the Service cont’d

In ike Service's 2002 Deaft FWCA Report, the Senvice presonitod recommedations to peientially

improve mitigaton for Altemative 2B (page 28). The Service continues 1o recommend that

Reclamation persist in researching operational modifications that weald improve fish passage

during the 2-menths gates-in period

In the Draft ETR/EIS, Altemnative 28 i3 deseribod as having the RBDD gates in the down
position from July | through August 31 of cach year. The Service reco d5 that Recl
comduct a separate analysis for elfects of the new gates dawn operation on fish and wilidlife
resources if the propased gate operations are modified owtside the stated peried of Taly | throagh
August 31,

547-10

The Service appreciates early involvement in project planning, & i provides us the oppartunity
1o provide early recommendations for the protection and restoration of fish and wildhfe
resousces, [ you have any questions regarding this memorandum, please coptact

A Leiph Bagtoo at (916) 414-6729,

o

Dan Castleberry, CNO, Sacramento, California :
Jimn Srmith, Red BT Fish and Wildlife Office, Red Blufl, Cahfornia
Buford Holt, Reclamation, Hedding, California )

Paal Freeman, Reclamation, Red BlufT, Califormda

Michael Tucker, NOAA Fisheries, Sacramento, Califomia

Randy Benthin, COFG, Redding, Califormia

Mike Heery, CDFG, Redding, Califoreia

Jeff Sutbon, TCCA, Willows, Californsa

Mike Uricov, CHZMHIIL Red Bluil, Califorma
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Fax from A. Leigh Bartoo, Continued

Thank you for your comment. Operational modifications to RBDD
likely will be made following the release of the OCAP.

The commentor is correct. Additional analysis will be needed if
Reclamation chooses a flexible gate alternative that was not
reviewed as a part of the environmental review process. Additional
study will be needed.
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