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F.1 Public Input on the Draft EIS/EIR

The Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR was released on October 1,
2010, and was made available for public review and comment until November 30, 2010.
On November 4, 2010, Reclamation and the CDFG held two open houses to obtain
public feedback on the alternatives and on the potential impacts that the alternatives
would have on resources in and near the hatchery and fish passage project area.
Individuals and representatives of organizations and agencies were invited to submit
written comments. All comments, as well as Reclamation and CDFG’s responses, are
included in this appendix.

Twenty-four comments were received by the close of the comment period, and 16 late
comments were received. All comments received have been incorporated into this
comment appendix.

Changes to the text of the Draft EIS/EIR were made, where applicable, in response to
comments received. An overview of revisions to the Draft EIS/EIR is included in Section
F.2.

In compliance with NEPA regulations, this appendix also includes a list of individuals
and agencies and organizations whose representatives commented on the Draft EIS/EIR,
copies of their comments, and the responses to these comments.

Reclamation and the CDFG appreciate the participation of all those who commented, and
while not all comments required changes to the Draft EIS/EIR, all comments are included
in this document, as part of the public record.

Twenty-three percent of the comments received focused on access to Nimbus Shoals, and
15 percent focused on boating. General comments, primarily those stating a preference
for a particular alternative, accounted for 33 percent of the comments received. A smaller
number of comments related to the following:

e Biological resources;

e Facilities;

e Land management;

e Noise;

e Public health and safety; and

e Recreation (fishing and fishing closures).

Most of these issues also were identified during the scoping process and addressed in the
Draft EIS/EIR. These and other impacts are thoroughly analyzed in the Final EIS/EIR.
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F.2

Overview of Revisions to the Draft EIS/EIR

Reclamation and the CDFG revised the Draft EIS/EIR to incorporate responses to public
comments. In addition, a number of revisions were incorporated into the Draft EIS/EIR to
create a more complete document for the Final EIS/EIR. These revisions are summarized
below. Throughout the document, typographical errors were changed to reflect correct
wording and grammar. In addition, several sentences were clarified by adding more
descriptive language.

F.2.1

F.2.2

F.2.3

Executive Summary

Text and Table ES-1. Revisions were made to the Executive Summary content,
consistent with changes made in other sections of the EIS/EIR, as described
below.

Chapter 1

Section 1.2. The following text was added to the Purpose and Need to clarify the
CDFG’s role in managing the Hatchery: “Reclamation formed a partnership with
the CDFG to operate and manage the Hatchery. The CDFG also has
responsibility statewide for overseeing fish hatchery operations and managing
fishery resources.”

Section 1.6. Text summarizing Native American consultations and the public
involvement process for the Draft EIS/EIR was added to the Public and Agency
Involvement Section.

Section 1.7.1. Text was added indicating that Reclamation has applied for Section
401 and 404 permits under the CWA, has begun Section 7 consultation under the
ESA, and has completed Section 106 consultation under the NHPA.

Section 1.7.2. Text was added indicating that a Streambed Alteration Agreement
will not be required for this project.

Chapter 2

Section 2.1. Text was revised in this section and throughout the document to
clarify that the fishing closure under Alternative 1C would involve an amendment
to existing regulations, not a new regulation.

Section 2.1. Text was revised in this section and throughout the document
indicating that Reclamation and the CDFG have identified Alternative 1C as the
preferred alternative.

Section 2.2. Text was revised in this section and throughout the document
correcting information presented in the Draft EIS/EIR regarding portions of the
project area closed to boating. The text in the Final EIS/EIR states “Boat
launching is not allowed between the Hazel Avenue Bridge and the Nimbus Dam,
in accordance with State Parks Superintendent’s Water Safety Order 690-004-
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2010... In addition, Sacramento County Code 13.24.010 prohibits boating,
swimming, rafting, and floating from Nimbus Dam to 150 feet downstream of the
dam.”

e Section 2.3.1. Clarifying details were added regarding certain components of the
extended fish ladder design.

e Section 2.3.2. A statement was added indicating that enhancing the streambed
and salmon habitat by top dressing the remaining angular rock foundation with
spawning gravels would be included in the final design criteria for removing the
weir foundation.

e Section 2.3.3 and Section 2.4.2. Text was added indicating that construction
would be conducted under the Annual Operations Forecast and Temperature
Management Plan, in accordance with the biological opinion and conference
opinion on long-term operations of the Central Valley Project and State Water
Project. This text also indicated that Reclamation would coordinate with the
American River Group to ensure that water temperature and flows would not be
negatively impacted by project construction.

e Section 2.3.5. Text was added indicating how the public would be informed of
the fishing regulation amendment under Alternative 1C and how enforcement
would be addressed.

e Section 2.5. A statement was added indicating that Reclamation has identified
public vehicle access with defined parking as the preferred public access scenario.
In addition, text was added about how the public would be informed of any
change in access to Nimbus Shoals and how enforcement would be addressed.

F.2.4 Chapter 3
e Section 3.1.2. The text pertaining to illegal fishing at Nimbus Shoals was revised
to say, “There is no readily available statistical data on the rate or volume of
citations issued specifically in the Nimbus Basin. However, it is clear from the
anecdotal evidence from seasoned game wardens, Delta Bay Enhancement
Enforcement Project wardens, and field training officers that the CDFG patrols
this area frequently and issues numerous citations for Nimbus Shoals each year.”

e Table 3-1. The likelihood of occurrence of the winter-run Chinook salmon in the
project area was changed to “unlikely.”

e Section 3.1.3. Central Valley Fall Run Chinook Salmon. Escapement data
related to early placement of the diversion weir was added.

e Section 3.1.3. Information on the southern green sturgeon was added under the
sensitive species heading in the Fisheries affected environment.

e Section 3.3.1. Boats. Text was revised in this section correcting information
presented in the Draft EIS/EIR about portions of the project area closed to
boating.
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e Section 3.4.6. This section was updated to include information on the
consultation with representatives of the Shingle Springs Rancheria, which
occurred after the release of the Draft EIS/EIR. The following text was added:
“Reclamation met with representatives of Shingle Springs Rancheria on October
8, 2010. The tribal members stated their interest in preserving their heritage and
asked that they be contacted to provide input on the appropriate course of action
if prehistoric cultural resources or human burials are inadvertently discovered
during construction. They did not raise any specific concerns regarding project
activities.”

e Section 3.8.1. Text was revised in this section correcting information presented in
the Draft EIS/EIR about portions of the project area closed to boating.

F.2.5 Chapter 4
e Section 4.1.1. The following statement was added pertaining to impacts on
fisheries from the loss of the riffle resulting from weir removal: “Included in the
final design criteria for removing the weir foundation is enhancing the streambed
and salmon habitat by top dressing the remaining angular rock foundation with
spawning gravels; this would minimize the impact from the loss of the riffle.”

e Section 4.1.1. The statement regarding mitigation for impacts on fisheries due to
increased sportfishing pressures under Alternative 1A was revised as follows:
“This impact would be mitigated to less than significant by Reclamation
restricting or closing public access to Nimbus Shoals, if the California State Fish
and Game Commission were not to close the area to fishing (under Alternative
1C).”

e Section 4.2.1. Wetlands and Sensitive Habitats. The acreages of impacts on
wetlands and other waters of the US were updated and additional information was
added about Section 401 and 404 permitting and proposed compensation for
impacts.

e Section 4.2.1. Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle. Additional text was added
about impacts on elderberry shrubs and proposed compensation for impacts.

e Section 4.3.1. Boating. Text was revised in this section correcting information
presented in the Draft EIS/EIR about portions of the project area closed to
boating.

e Section 4.4.1. Ethnographic Resources. This section was revised to include
information on the consultation with representatives of the Shingle Springs
Rancheria, which occurred after the release of the Draft EIS/EIR. Because the
representatives did not raise any specific concerns about project activities,
impacts on ethnographic resources are expected to be less than significant, and
the mitigation measure that was included in the Draft EIS/EIR was deleted. The
impacts on ethnographic resources were updated accordingly throughout Section
4.4,
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e Section 4.8.1 and 4.8.3. Operations and Maintenance. Text was revised in this
section correcting information presented in the Draft EIS/EIR about portions of
the project area closed to boating.

e Sections 4.12.1 and 4.12.3. Text was added to further explain why it is not
practical to provide noise shielding for equipment being operated on the riverbed.

e Section 4.18.1. The mitigation measure that previously stated Reclamation may
prohibit public access to Nimbus Shoals under Alternative 1A was revised as
follows: “If the State Fish and Game Commission does not close year-round
fishing from Nimbus Dam to the USGS Fair Oaks gaging station cable,
downstream of the Hatchery, Reclamation would restrict visitor access to Nimbus
Shoals to avoid significant impacts on fishery resources. These restrictions may
involve full-time or seasonal closures of Nimbus Shoals to the public or public
vehicle access.”

e Section 4.18.4. The mitigation measure to continue Native American consultation
was deleted because this process has been completed and impacts are expected to
be less than significant.

F.2.6 Chapter 5
e Sections 5.4 and 5.5. Revisions were made to the summary of environmental
impacts and conclusions, consistent with changes made in Chapter 4, as described
above.

F.3 Comments Received

Written comments received on the Draft EIS/EIR are presented in the pages that follow.
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INDEX OF COMMENTERS

Document Code Commentor Page No.
Federal Agencies
F-1 US Environmental Protection Agency F-1
State Agencies
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research; State
S-1 : . . F-7
Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
S-2 California Department of Parks and Recreation F-8
Organizations
O-1 Mountain Democrat F-13
0-2 American Whitewater F-14
0-3 Nimbus Whitewater F-15
Individuals
I-1 Peter Gandesbery F-17
I-2 John Hervey F-18
I-3 Darrick Hilbert F-19
-4 David Long F-20
I-5 Joanne Vinton F-21
1-6 Bill Back F-22
I-7 John Hervey F-24
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter F-1 Comments Responses
.f‘(:' Sap,
i ¢ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY F-1-1: Comment noted
e 4 REGION 1X : :
* g 75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105:3901 F-1-2: Comment noted.
David Robinson NOV 24 200
Central California Area Office
Bureau of Reclamation
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA. 95630-1799
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage
Project, Lower American River, Sacramento County, California.
[CEQ #20100392]

Dear Mr. Robinson:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the above project. Our comments are provided pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)
regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and our NEPA review authority under Section 309 of the
Clean Air Act.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) clearly demonstrates the need to
improve the existing weir and fish ladder for the Nimbus Fish Hatchery. EPA supports the
F-1-1 preferred alternative to construct a new fish passage and ladder with its entrance in the Nimbus
Dam stilling basin. This alternative would eliminate the existing weir, and its adverse effects,
and allow spawning and rearing of th d and endangered steelhead and Chinook salmon
within the Nimbus Dam stilling basin and Nimbus Shoals. These fish would benefit from the
proposed fish spawning gravel augmentation and side-channel habilat establishment sites
upstream of the USGS gaging cable, within the stilling basin, and at Nimbus Shoals (p. 4-106).

Based on our review of the DEIS, we have rated the project and document as Lack of
Objections (LO). Please see the enclosed “Summary of EPA Rating Definitions.” The enclosed
detailed comments provide recommendations for additional documentation regarding noise
mitigation, enforcement, and fisheries which would ensure full disclosure of proposed actions
and potential impacts.

We recommend serious consideration of a year-round fishing closure between Nimbus
F-1-2 | Dam and the USGS gaging station cable crossing. In addition, we recommend limited and

controlled visitor access to Nimbus Shoals. Implementation of these measures would
significantly reduce the occurrence of vandalism, vehicle break-ins, vehicle-related user
conflicts, trash, sanitation issues, lead sinker accumulation in the stilling basin, and risk of river
contamination by car oil, fuel, and sediment. Furthermore, limiting visitor and angler access to
Nimbus Shoals would reduce illegal take of Chinook salmon and off-road vehicle use within the
rock channel portion of the new fish passageway. The DEIS also identifies a significant concern
regarding the spread of the New Zealand Mud Snail (NZMS) which could adversely affect the
Lake Natoma water supply and American River Trout Hatchery which is used to stock areas free

Printed on Recycled Paper
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter F-1, Continued Comments Responses

of NZMS (p. 3-13). Limiting visitor and angler access to Nimbus Shoals would reduce the F-1-3: Comment noted.
possible spread of the invasive NZMS that attaches to anglers' gear and boots.

EPA encourages implementation of additional mitigation measures as described in
F-1-3 Section 4.18, “Mitigation Measures,” which may be implemented to further reduce the adverse
impacts identified for the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage project.

EPA appreciates the opportunity to provide input regarding the proposed project. When
the Final EIS is released for public review, please send one hard copy to the address above (Mail
Code: CED-2). If you have questions, please contact me at 415-972-3521, or contact Laura Fujii,
the lead reviewer for this project. Laura can be reached at 415-972-3852 or fujii.laura@epa.gov.

Sincerely,

G (o For

Kathleen M. Goforth, Manager
Environmental Review Office (CED-2)
Communities and Ecosystems Division

Enclosures:  Summary of EPA Rating Definitions
Detailed Comments

Cc:  Joe Johnson, CDFG
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter F-1, Continued Comments Responses

SUMMARY OF EPA RATING DEFINITIONS*

This rating system was developed as a means to summarize the U. S Envlronmentai Protection Agency’s (EPA)
level of concern with a proposed action. The ratings are a combi of alphabetical categories for evaluation of
the environmental impacts of the proposal and numerical categories for evaluation of the adequacy of the
Envir 1 Tmpact St (EIS).

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE ACTION

"LO" (Lack af Objections)
The EPA review has not identified any potential environmental impacts requiring substantive changes to the
proposal. The review may have disclosed opportunities for application of mitigation measures that could be
accomplished with no more than minor changes to the proposal,

"EC" (Environmental Concerns)
The EPA review has identified environmental impacts that should be avoided in order to fully protect the
environment, Corrective measures may require changes to the preferred alternative or application of mitigation
measures that can reduce the environmental impact. EPA would like to work with the lead agency to reduce these
1mpacﬂi,

"EQ" (Environmental Objections)
The EPA review has |denuﬁed significant environmental impacts that should be avoided in order to provide

p ion for the env Corrective measures may require substantial changes to the preferred

alternative or consideration of some other project aliernative (including the no action alternative or a new
alternative). EPA intends to work with the lead agency to reduce these impacts.

"EU" (Envir lly Unsatisfactory)
The EPA review has identified adverse environmental impacts that are of sufficient magnitude that they are
unsnl:sfactory from the standpoint of public health or welfare or environmental quality. EPA intends to work with
the lead agency to reduce these impacts. If the potentially unsatisfactory impacts are not corrected at the final EIS
stage, this proposal will be recommended for referral to the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ).

ADEQUACY OF THE IMPA

"Category 1" (Adegquate)
EPA believes the draft EIS adequately sets forth the environmental impact(s) of the preferred alternative and those of
the alternatives reasonably available to the project or action. No further analysis or data collection is necessary, but the
reviewer may suggest the addition of clarifying language or information.

"Category 2" (Insufficient Information)
The draft EIS does not contain sufficient information for EPA to fully assess environmental impacts that should be
avoided in order to fully protect the environment, or the EPA reviewer has identified new reasonably available
alternatives that are within the spectrum of alternatives analysed in the draft EIS, which could reduce the environmental
impacts of the action. The identified additional information, data, analyses, or di ion should be included in the final
EIS.
"Category 3" (Inadequate)

EPA does not believe that the draft EIS adequately assesses potentially significant environmental impacts of the action,
or the EPA reviewer has identified new, reasonably available alternatives that are outside of the spectrum of alternatives
analysed in the draft EIS, which should be analysed in order to reduce the potentially significant environmental impacts.
EPA believes that the identified additional information, data, analyses, or discussions are of such a magnitude that they
should have full public review at a draft stage. EPA does not believe that the draft EIS is adequate for the purposes of

the NEPA and/or Section 309 review, and thus should be formally revised and made available for public ina

supplemental or revised draft EIS. On the basis of the potential significant impacts involved, this proposal could be a

candidate for referral to the CEQ.

*From EPA Manual 1640, Poli igw ions Impacting the Environment.
3
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter F-1, Continued Comments

U.S. EPA DETAILED COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR
NIMBUS HATCHERY FISH PASSAGE PROJECT, SACRAMENTO COUNTY, CA., NOYEMBER 24, 2010

oise

Evaluate noise reduction and mitigation options. Significant adverse direct and cumulative
noise impacts are expected due to the close proximity of in-river demolition work to homes on
the north side of the American River (pps. 4-80, 4-116). Although the noise would be limited to
daytime hours, it is considered a significant and unavoidable adverse impact due to the difficulty
of providing noise shielding for equipment operating in the riverbed.

Recommendation: We recommend the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)
provide more definitive information demonstrating that noise shiclding is impractical. We
suggest evaluation and implementation of one or more of the following noise mitigation
measures:

Source Controls:

+ Time Constraints — prohibiting work during sensitive nighttime hours

* Scheduling — performing noisy work during less sensitive time periods

= Equipment Restrictions — restricting the type of equipment used

= Emission Restrictions — specifying stringent noise emission limits

* Substitute Methods — using quieter methods/equipment when possible

» Exhaust Mufflers — ensuring equipment have quality mufflers installed

* Lubrication & Maintenance — well maintained equipment is quieter

* Reduced Power Operation — use only necessary size and power

+ Limit Equipment On-Site — only have necessary equipment on-site

* Noise Compliance Monitoring — technician on site to ensure compliance

* Quieter Backup Alarms — manually-adjustable or ambient sensitive types

F-1-4

Path Controls:

* Noise Barriers — semi-permanent or portable wooden or concrete barriers
» Noise Curtains — flexible intervening curtain systems hung from supports
* Enclosures — encasing localized and stationary noise sources

Receptor Controls:

» Window Treatments — reinforcing the building’s noise reduction ability

« Community Participation — open dialog to involve affected residents

* Noise Complaint Process — ability to log and respond to noise complaints
» Temporary Relocation — in extreme otherwise unmitigatable cases

Enforcement

Describe enforcement measures to ensure compliance with new fishing and visitor use
regulations. The DEIS states that Nimbus Shoals and the Nimbus Fish Hatchery parking area
experience vandalism, vehicle break-ins, vehicle-related user conflicts, and one of the highest
citation rates for illegal take of salmon. While law enforcement is provided by California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) and California Department of Parks and Recreation
(CDPR) patrols, the occurrence of the above problems may indicate that the existing level of law

1

Responses

F-1-4: The suggested noise controls are either already assumed in

the analysis or are impractical for this project. Appropriate
noise controls on construction equipment is assumed as part of
the impact analysis. Receptor controls would do nothing to
reduce outdoor noise levels, and it is impractical to provide
path controls. The homes on the north side of the American
River are at the top of a bluff that is 125 feet above river level.
Figures 3-7 and 3-8 in the Draft EIS/EIR (Section 3.14, Aes-
thetic, Visual, and Scenic Resources) show views of the north
bank of the American River (and some of the homes at the top
of the bluff) from the south bank near the weir. The terrain of
the north bank is clearly not favorable for creating temporary
barriers to reduce noise levels at the homes along the top of the
bluff. It is not practical to provide shielding around mobile
equipment operating in a riverbed. The height of the bluff
makes any noise shielding on the river bank impractical. It
cannot be assumed that property owners would allow construc-
tion of temporary noise barriers on their property close to their
homes; consequently, noise impacts from the proposed project
are considered unavoidable.

Section 4.12 of the EIS/EIR has been edited to clarify the diffi-
culties in providing temporary noise barriers for the homes on
the north side of the river.
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter F-1, Continued Comments

enforcement is not sufficient. The action alternatives may change existing fishing regulations and
visitor access to Nimbus Shoals, including a fishing prohibition within 250 feet of the new fish
passageway entrance. This entrance would be on Nimbus Shoals which is currently open to
unrestricted public vehicle access. Given the ready access to Nimbus Shoals, an increase in
vandalism, illegal fishing, and parking and off-road vehicle use in the new rock channel portion
of the fish passageway is expected (p. 4-50).

Recommendation: The FEIS should describe the enforcement measures that will be
taken to ensure compliance with new fishing restrictions and Nimbus Shoals visitor use
regulations. Given the existing problems and projected increase of vandalism, vehicle

Responses

F-1-5: If the Fish and Game Commission closes the area to fishing,
then anyone observed fishing in area will be cited. Public no-
tice will be given through media outlets of the change in fish-
ing regulations, and there will be an implementation period
during which notice will be posted in the area. Reclamation's
management of Nimbus Shoals is guided by 43 CFR, Part 423
- Public Conduct on Bureau of Reclamation Facilities, Lands,
and Waterbodies. Subpart C states the rules of conduct that

F-1-5 break-ins, vehicle-related user conflicts, and citations for illegal take of salmon, the FEIS apply to persons on Reclamation facilities, lands, and water-
should describe additional enforcement, security, and educational measures that can be badissand addressessuchiissiies a5 tresnassine. vandalisi
taken to reduce these visitor use issues. : 2 P : g, 3 >

and theft. Reclamation would work with its managing partners

Fisheries for Nimbus Shoals to provide adequate enforcement and secu-

o . o rity. Should Reclamation decide to limit vehicle access by ei-
Constructing side channel habitat and the fish ladder at the same time, if feasible. A priority th Hefiried ki {esi iy : i
site for side channel habitat establishment is located on Nimbus Shoals on the south side of the er 406 m‘? parking area or walk-in on access,_s_lgns ndi-
American River. The side channel would start in the Nimbus Dam stilling basin north of the cating permissable access would be posted. In addition, should
proposed fish ladder and would cross the gravel bar to the river. Consuuctiun would occur after Reclamation decide to close Nimbus Shoals to access, the pro-
construction of the new Hatchery fish ladder (p. 4-106). Given the proximity of the side channel cedures for closing public lands under 43 CFR, 423.12, would
project to the proposed fish ladder, engineering and construction efficiencies, plus, a reduction of ; : : e
potential adverse environmental effects, may be gained by building these two features at the be followed, mCIUd_mg proper posting a_nd deln:“?atlon of the
same time, closed area and notification of the public. Additional text on

) ) ) enforcement has been added to Chapter 2.
Recommendation: We recommend the FEIS describe the proposed Nimbus Shoals side
F-1-6 channel habitat project and consider constructing the side channel at the same time as . . .
construction of the new fish ladder, if feasible. F-1-6: The SId_e cl'_lannel f_or Nimbus Shoals was described on page 4-
106, beginning on line 18, of the Draft EIS/EIR. These two
Evaluate predation pressure and disease incidence as a result of higher fish densities in the projects are facilitated through different processes and have
stilling basin. The preferred alternative would construct a new fish passageway and ladder with diff t Rt SN e N | t
its entrance in the Nimbus Dam stilling basin. Nimbus Dam would operate as the upstream 1Hcren 5 nding SOUI‘CCS. and priorn 1_es, CIe. 01‘?, C(_Jncurren
barrier/fish weir directing fish into the new entrance. The DEIS does not state whether there construction would not likely be feasible. Coordination be-
would be an increase in predation pressure or disease incidence as a result of higher fish densities tween the two projects would occur to identify opportunities to
in the stilling basin. work together
Recommendations: The FEIS should provide information on predatory fish and fish ] ) _ _
F-1.7 diseases that may affect fisheries in the American River and Nimbus Dam stilling basin. F-1-7: Adult salmonids are not typically subject to predation by oth-
TR Evaluate whether there would be an increase in Predaliﬂn pressure or disease incidence as er fish species in the American River. This would not change
a result of higher fish densities in the stilling basin. with project implementation. The hatchery would not be
changing its juvenile release operations, specifically its release
locations, due to this project. Wild production within the pro-
ject area is not expected to substantially increase. Consequent-
ly, densities of juvenile salmonids are not anticipated to change
significantly from current conditions. Predation in the
2 (Continued on next page.)
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Responses
(Continued from Previous Page)

F-1-7 (Cont.): project area is not expected to increase or to be any different from other spawning grounds in the American River. The habitat in the project area
consists of relatively cool water temperatures for the American River, ample food supply, and high dissolved oxygen. This creates a low stress environ-
ment for salmonids and as a result decreases the potential for disease. Allowing fish to move into and out of the shoals in the absence of the weir is antici-
pated to alleviate any crowding issues.
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter S-1 Comments Responses
@@uuN
STATE OF CALIFORNIA i*i% G T e R et
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research H a 3
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit s

Amold Schwarzenegger Cathleen Cox

Governor Acting Director

December 1, 2010

Joseph Johnson

California Department of Fish and Game
North Central Region

1701 Nimbus Road, Suite A

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Subject: Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project (NHFPP)
SCH#: 2009042050

Dear Joseph Johnson:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Joint Document to selected state agencies for review.

8-1-1 The review period closed on November 30, 2010, and no state agencies submitted comments by that date.
This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for
draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act,

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. [f you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse
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Letter S-2 Comments Responses

$-2-1: Comment noted.
State of California » Tha Resources Agency

Amnold Schwarzenegger, Governor

—— e

A DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Ruth Coleman, Director
Gold Flelds District

7806 Folsom Auburn Road

Folsom, CA 95630

January 7, 2010

David Robinson

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
Central California Area Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 95630

Dear Mr. Robinson,

The purpose of this letter is to provide comments and recommendations from the
California Department of Parks and Recreation (State Parks) regarding the Draft
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the
Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project. State Parks previously commented on this
project in a May 27, 2009 letter to the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation).

California State Parks manages Folsom Lake SRA, which includes the Nimbus Shoals
area, through an agreement with Reclamation. State Parks is also has been part of past
agreements between Reclamation, the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG)
and State Parks regarding the management of the Nimbus Shoals. A General
Plan/Resource Management Plan (GP/RMP) for Folsom Lake SRA was prepared by
State Parks and Reclamation and completed in October 2009. As noted on page 3-33 of
the Draft EIR/EIS, the GP/RMP anticipated the development of a new fish passage
facility at Nimbus Shoals and provides specific guidelines regarding the future
management of the Nimbus Shoals area.

Alternatives
State Parks supports Alternative 1C, which would replace the existing in-stream weir
with a fish passage channel across the Nimbus Shoals area and would implement a
year round restriction on fishing from Nimbus Dam to the USGS cable downstream of
§.2.1 | the Hazel Avenue Bridge. State Parks believes this fishing restriction option provides
the best protection for fish, would be the easiest option to clearly communicate to the
public and would be the best option with regards to enforcement. In addition to DFG
Game Wardens, State Park rangers also enforce fishing regulations and our rangers
regularly patrol the Nimbus Shoals area.

Visitor Management Options for Nimbus Shoals

California State Parks has undergone a number of budget reductions over the past
several years which has put a strain on our resources and staffing, including the number
of State Park Ranger positions we are able to maintain at Folsom Lake SRA. State
Parks has implemented seasonal service reductions in portions of Folsom Lake SRA as
a means of continuing park operations while absorbing budget reductions. The Nimbus
Shoals has been a management problem area in the past with regards to inappropriate
uses and illegal activity, including fishing violations and off road use which damages
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter S-2, Continued Comments

5-2-2

§-2-3

8-2-4

8-2-5

resources. Other than fishing, the area has not been used for a lot of other legitimate
recreational purposes.

In the shori-term, i fishing were no longer permitted at Nimbus Shoals as indicated in
Altemative 1C, due to the current staffing and budget challenges associated with the
State fiscal crisis, State Parks would not object to closing the Nimbus Shoals to public
vehicle access and allowing only walk-in access. If fishing were no longer permitted at
the Shoals, closing the area to public vehicle access would reduce the management
burden on State Parks without displacing a lot of public use.

However, in the long-term State Parks would like to preserve the opportunity to provide
different types of public use opportunities at the Nimbus Shoals, including allowing
vehicle access, providing designated and defined parking, and potentially hand
launching of boats just upstream of the Hazel Avenue Bridge. State Parks concurs with
the description of this option in the Draft EIR/EIS that the parking area would be
unpaved and would be defined by some type of barriers (e.g. large boulders) to contain
vehicles. State Parks believes that a parking lot sized to accommodate 15-20 vehicles
would be sufficient. The Draft EIR/EIS discusses other potential facilities for this area
including portable restrooms, picnic tables. Some of these facilities may be appropriate
for the area, others may not. This long term vision of visitor management at Nimbus
Shoals is consistent with the Folsom Lake SRA GP/RMP guidelines (which are listed on
page 3-33 of the Draft EIR/EIS).

A key piece of information to correct in the Draft EIR/EIS document is the County
regulation regarding boating restrictions on the American River in the vicinity of Nimbus
Dam. The document refers to a Sacramento County ordinance regarding boating
restrictions on the American River near Nimbus Dam in several sections including page
ES-7, 2-6 and 3-30. The document incorrectly states that this ordinance either prohibits
boating between the weir and Nimbus Dam or that the ordinance prohibits boating for
1,000 feet downstream of Nimbus Dam. Sacramente County Code 13.24.010 prohibits
boating swimming, rafting and floating within 150 feet of Nimbus Dam, not 1,000 feet as
stated in the Draft EIR/EIS. Here is the complete text of the ordinance:

“Boating, swimming, rafting and floating in any other manner, with or without the
use of an inflated tube or other flotation device, is prohibited on or in the waters
of the American River for a distance of one hundred fifty feet downstream from
the Nimbus Dam. (SCC 302 § 2, 1977.)"

State Parks has a Superintendent’'s Water Safety Order (Order No. 690-004-2010)
which prohibits “bathing” (which includes swimming, wading, floating, etc) on the
American River between the Hazel Avenue Bridge and Nimbus Dam and the order also
prohibits boat launching in this same area.

The existing weir structure is certainly a danger to boaters, however if the weir is
removed in the future, as anticipated in Alternatives 1A and 1C, hand launching of boats
from the Nimbus Shoals area is feasible and could be an attractive future use for the
area. The County ordinance is not an impediment to this potential future use and the
State Parks Superintendent’s order could be revised as necessary.

Responses

$-2-2: Comment noted.
$-2-3: Comment noted.

8-2-4: Thank you for the clarification. The information about the
boating ordinances in the EIS/EIR has been revised to present
the correct information.

8-2-5: Comment noted. The Proposed Action would not create ad-
ditional access for watercraft as it is not within Reclamation's
authority to change the State Parks Superintendent’s order.
However, Reclamation will consider boating interest in making
a decision on visitor management of Nimbus Shoals.
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter S-2, Continued Comments

8-2-6

8-2-7

5-2-8

5-2-9

8-2-10

Another important piece of information to consider when analyzing the visitor
management options for the Nimbus Shoals and the type of visitor access to be
permitted is the availability of public parking in the areas adjacent to the Shoals. The
paved parking lots adjacent to the Sacramento State Aquatic Center and located at the
top of the bluff above Nimbus Shoals are part of the area managed by the Aquatic
Center through an Operating Agreement with California State Parks and are, for the
most part, available only to those visiting the Aquatic Center and not the general public.

There is a gate at the top of the access road down to Nimbus Shoals, and as is the case
now, State Parks has the option to close the gate and prevent public vehicle access to
the Shoals for public safety purposes. State Parks has closed this gate during periods of
planned high releases at Nimbus Dam in order to protect public safety, including during
the recent storms which have resulted in higher releases from Nimbus. The ability to
close the gate during periods of high releases should mitigate most of the concerns
regarding public safety and vehicles on the Nimbus Shoals due to high flows. Similarly,
if there were concemns about the impact of public use at this location on fish during key
portions of the salmon or steelhead spawning season, the gate could be closed and
public vehicle access could be restricted during these periods.

On page 3-30 the Draft EIR/EIS notes a launching point for car-top drift boats on the
northern shore of the river northwest of the Hatchery. State Parks presumes this refers
to the Sailor Bar river access, managed by Sacramento County Regional Parks, which
is approximately one half mile downstream of the Hazel Avenue Bridge.

The Sacramento State Aquatic Center, which operates an array of water and boating
safety and instruction courses on Lake Natoma, has expressed interest in using Nimbus
Shoals as a launch site for river boating classes in the future if the weir is removed.

As stated in the Draft EIR/EIS, during the public involvement and meetings for the fish
diversion project in 2003, whitewater boating interests were promoting creating an
artificial whitewater course between Nimbus Shoals and the South Canal. Part of the
impetus for such a concept was the unsuccessful San Francisco Bay Area bid for the
2012 Olympics. State Parks was not and is not supportive of the concept of an artificial
whitewater course from the river to the top of Nimbus Dam (or the South Canal)ora
multi-purpose fish passage channel that would accommodate both fish and boats.
However, State Parks and Reclamation did meet with whitewater boating interests
during this time period as part of the Folsom Lake SRA GP/RMP process. Through
these meetings the idea of allowing boat launching at Nimbus Shoals in the future (if the
weir were removed) and the concept of providing some type of water feature attractive
to whitewater boating as part of the weir removal were discussed and explored. In the
long term, presuming Alternative 1A or 1C is adopted, State Parks believes these are
reasonable concepts 1o consider in order to accommodate boating interests, which
would not interfere with the fish passage channel or create any unusual public safety
issues. As noted above, these two concepts are articulated in guidelines in the Folsom
Lake SRA GP/RMP, which are referenced on page 3-33 of the Draft EIR/EIS.

Perhaps the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project, the purpose of which is to identify
the best option to replace the existing weir and fish ladder, is not the best project or
document to make long term public use decisions about the Nimbus Shoals. A
Resource Management Plan or Visitor Management Plan which analyzed the public use

Responses

8-2-6: Cf)mmmt noted. Reclamation will consider parking when
making a decision on visitor management of Nimbus Shoals.

8-2-7: Whi_le_closing the gate can help address public safety con-
cerns, it is uncertain if restricting vehicle access alone would

be enough to alleviate sportfishing pressure on fisheries under
Alternative 1A.

8-2-8: Comment noted. The Proposed Action would not create ad-
ditional access for watercraft as it is not within Reclamation's
authority to change the State Parks Superintendent's order
against launching boats between Hazel Avenue and Nimbus
Dam. However, Reclamation will consider boating interest in
making a decision on visitor management of Nimbus Shoals.

8-2-9: Comment noted. The Proposed Action would not create ad-
ditional access for watercraft as it is not within Reclamation's
authority to change the State Parks Superintendent's order
against launching boats between Hazel Avenue and Nimbus
Dam. However, Reclamation will consider boating interest in
making a decision on visitor management of Nimbus Shoals.

8-2-10: As stated in the EIS/EIR, visitor management is being eval-
uated at a programmatic level because the project, Alternative
1 in particular, could change the visitor dynamic at Nimbus
Shoals. Section 2.5 of the EIS/EIR states that under any of the
visitor management options, a Visitor Use Management Team
would be designated to coordinate on long-term management.
The team may include the CDFG, Reclamation, the CDPR, and
other agencies.
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter S-2, Continued Comments

§-2-10
(Cont.)

85-2-11

8-2-12

8-2-13

8-2-14

and visitation of the entire Nimbus Hatchery and Shoals area, including: the public
parking lot at the hatchery, hatchery visitation, various interpretive opportunities, and the
use of the Shoals, might be a more appropriate vehicle to evaluate and make these
decisions. If the existing weir is removed, future natural spawning by salmon and
steelhead in Nimbus Shoals reach might be an important interpretive opportunity.
Clarifying management responsibility for the Nimbus Shoals could be part of this project
and process.

Lastly, as noted in our May 2009 letter regarding this project, State Parks would like to
see a fence constructed along the north side of the river, below the paved bike trail
between the Hazel Avenue Bridge and the Dam, to help prevent fishing on this side of
the river. This area is an enforcement problem for State Park Rangers. State Parks
believes that a barrier fence along with the new fishing regulations would help prevent
illegal fishing in this location in the future. This steep embankment on the north side of
the river is not suitable for recreation activities such as swimming or boat launching.

Environmental Consequences
Page 4-5 of the Environmental Consequences section of the Draft EIR/EIS discusses

impacts to fisheries related to visitor use of the area. The document characterizes the
Nimbus Shoals as a “highly visited area®. Nimbus Shoals gets regularly use from
fisherman, but compared to other portions of the park unit, such as Nimbus Flat, the
nearby paved bike path or the Aquatic Center, Nimbus Shoals wouldn't be
characterized as a high use area. State Parks is uncertain whether or not the fish
passageway would increase use to the area, obviously this is also dependent on the
visitor management option selected and the fishing restrictions adopted.

Page 4-20 of the Environmental Consequences in the Draft EIR/EIS discusses the
effects of Alternative 1A on boating. As noted above in this letter, the document
incorrectly indicates that County ordinance prohibits boating within 1,000 feet of Nimbus
Dam; the ordinance prohibits boating within 150 feet of the Dam. The document states
that launching boats from Nimbus Shoals could result in user conflicts between boaters
and anglers. This seems like a somewhat speculative and unsupported statement and
the same statement could be made about any of the river access/boat launching points
along the entire length of the Lower American River.

Page 4-21 of the Environmental Consequences section of the Draft EIR/EIS discusses
the effects of the visitor management options on recreation. The document indicates
that the Walk-in Only management option would have the same beneficial effects as the
public vehicle access option. Walk-in option will not provide the same level of access
and range of potential activities as the public vehicle access with defined parking option,
particularly if the nearest parking option is the Hatchery parking lot.

If you have any further questions regarding this matter, please contact Gold Fields
District Planner Jim Micheaels at (916) 988-0513. Thank you.

Since,reif,
'/écoﬂ Nakaji L"Q\

Gold Fields District Superintendent

Responses

8-2-11: There is a fence at this location, but it is subject to frequent
vandalism. Reclamation would replace this fence under Alter-
native 1C or under the no public access visitor management
option. The EIS/EIR has been updated accordingly.

$-2-12: Comment noted.

8-2-13: The concern with user conflicts between boaters and an-
glers at Nimbus Shoals under Alternative 1A, as compared to
other river access/launching points along the lower American
River, is the potential concentration of these activities in a lim-
ited area, especially in consideration of an increase in fishing in
the area under Altemative 1A.

8-2-14: The referenced beneficial impacts on recreation pertain to
reduced user conflicts and other amenities, such as picnic ta-
bles and sanitation facilities, that may be provided. The impact
discussion text under the walk-in only option acknowledges
that the absence of parking spaces may be an inconvenience for
visitors.
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter O-1 Comments Responses

Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project 0-1-1: Co ent noted.
Comment Form for Draft EIS/EIR

Alu.;uim"*

Please provide written comments on the draft EIS/EIR using this form (attach additional sheets if necessary). This form 0-1-2: Comment noted. Reclamation will evaluate appropriate

may be left at the meeting registration table or mailed, e-mailed, or faxed using the contact information provided below. llghtmg iI‘l future P lann mg fOI‘ man agement Of Nimbus ShO als
Including your contact information is optional. Before including your name, address, phone number, e-mail address, or

other p | identifying inft ion in your comment, you should be aware that your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to 0-1-3: Comment noted
withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 3 t

Comment forms will be accepted until close of busi on Tuesday, N ber 30, 2010.

Yy

Contact matipn (Optional)
Name: oloet iz
Organization/Affiliation: /)/;l O ﬁ/ﬂ/r/fd’ f” 7745_6 /ﬂ?’jC}{ fgﬂ T-_
Address: __r?z/jf mo ) /i/ ¢ i
Loisen CA Y5530

FIS/H Are LocAl Feep

AT A Y
ALTERANATIVEO [ C -
Lotet Wi F 8 ¥l
FIVEH FRICAD & tég 7

0-1-1

iy

VIer 728, /I ANAGE1tie 1) v
0-1-2 .////'Jl-f = IV O AN

LM T frs

e.'_')' é;?,.?//_. D

BE r.“’w//’f 7 1BLE
0-1-3 700 MucH Ve itrers)
LG /¢ /
USE (S NET ot PAT 1/3L &
David Robinson
Bureau of Reclamation
Central California Area Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road

Folsom, CA 95630-1799
Phone: (916) 989-7179 | Fax: (916) 989-7208
HatchPass@usbr.gov
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Letter O-2

0-2-1

Comments

Dave Steindord
California Stewardship Director

4 LI NIE. “E‘ u u 4 Baroni Dnive
i (0 &
WHITEWATER  “3.0

dave @ ame ricamw hite waler. org

www.amencanwhilewater. org B

November 17, 2010

Mr. David Robinson

US Department of the Interior
Bureau of Reclamation
Mid-Pacific Regional Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 95630

Mr. Joe Johnson

California Department of Fish and Game
1416 9" Street, 13" Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: DEIS Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project
Dear Mr. Robinson and Mr. Johnson,

American Whitewater is a national non-profit 501(c)(3) river conservation organization
founded in 1954. We have over 5,000 members and 100 local-based affiliate clubs,
representing whitewater paddlers across the nation. American Whitewater’s mission is to
conserve and restore America’s whitewater resources and to enhance opportunities to
enjoy them safely. A significant percentage of American Whitewater members reside in
Central California—a short driving distance from the lower American River and the
Nimbus Fish Hatchery in Gold River, CA.

American Whitewater is writing in support of Alternative 1 for the Nimbus Hatchery Fish
Passage Project due to the improved recreational access. We have no comment on the
two alternatives (1A and 1C) proposed for study and comment by the California
Department of Fish and Game. We understand that the decision to select Alternative 1
does not by itself create any additional access for paddle watercraft, but is an important
first step to opening this section of the river,

Sincerely,

o

Dave Steindorf
California Stewardship Director

Responses

(0-2-1: Comment noted. The Proposed Action would not create
additional access for watercraft as it is not within Reclama-
tion's authority to change the State Parks Superintendent's or-
der against launching boats between Hazel Avenue and Nim-
bus Dam. However, Reclamation will consider boating interest
in making a decision on visitor management of Nimbus Shoals.
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Letter O-3 Comments

it ot
0102 F & AON

Nimbus Whitewater
alai T e Jiage)

2412 H Street = =
Sacramento, CA 95816 >

Mr. David Robinson,

US Department of the Interior

Bureau of Reclamation
Mid-Pacific Regional Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 95630

Mr. Joe Johnson,

California Department of Fish and Game
1416 9" Street, 13" Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Nimbus Whi C on Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Nimbus Whitewater is an informal association of recreational advocates whose members support additional
whitewater kayaking opportunities along the lower American River. In the past, we've discussed the potential
for a whitewater play spot if the Nimbus fish weir is removed, and down river whitewater boating access for
kayaks and canoes along the re-opened sections of the lower American newly accessible if the weir-obstructions
are removed.

We favor Alternative 1 on account of the improved recreational access, but are currently silent on the two
alternatives (1A and 1C) proposed for study and comment by the California Department of Fish and Game. Re-
opening this section of the Lower American River for navigation offers both recreational benefits and, with

Responses

(0-3-1: Comment noted. The Proposed Action would not create
additional access for watercraft as it is not in Reclamation's
authority to change the State Parks Superintendent's order
against launching boats between Hazel Avenue and Nimbus
Dam. However, Reclamation will consider boating interest in
making a decision on visitor management of Nimbus Shoals.

0_3_1 simple remedial actions, can provide additional spawning habitat.

We understand that the decision to select Alternative 1 does not by itseif create any additional access for paddle
watercraft, but is an impartant first step to opening this section of the river, We Inok forward to working with
you in the future.

Sincerely,

# /] B

1L

Michael Picker, Coordinator

On behalf of:

Terry Barton Theresa Simsimian : STV,

Marguerite Young Chris Tulley EM/-

Darrick Hilbert Kyle Hall A/
Josh White Mike Nerby

14141
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Appendix F: Comments Received on the Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Letter 1I-1 Comments

From: Peter Gandesbery [mailto:pgando99@jeffnet.org]
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2010 5:11 PM

To: BOR FOO Hatch Pass

Subject: weir removal options

Greetings,

As a kayaker who lives about 5 hours north of Sacramento it is seldom that | visit the area. However, |
Folu¥ sometimes visit friends since | used to live in the area and once in the area | would go out of my way to paddle a

feature such as a “play” wave below Nimbus Dam.

Peter Gandesbery

Responses

I-1-1: The Proposed Action does not create additional access for
paddle watercraft. Boating within 150 feet of Nimbus Dam is
prohibited by a Sacramento County ordinance. In addition, a
State Parks order prohibits boat launching between the Hazel
Avenue bridge and Nimbus Dam.
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Letter 1-2 Comments
\:‘E—_ﬂ/ g%f : Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project

Comment Form for Draft EIS/EIR

Please provide written comments on the draft EIS/EIR using this form (attach additional sheets if necessary). This form
may be left at the meeting registration table or mailed, e-mailed, or faxed using the contact information provided below.

Including your contact information is optional. Before including your name, address, phone number, e-mail address, or

other personal identifying information in your comment, you should be aware that your entire comment—including your

personal identifying information—may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to
withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Comment forms will be accepted until close of business on Tuesday, November 30, 2010.
Contact Information (Optional)
Name: T#i{ﬂ/ B _WHervey
Organization/Affiliation: SelAf

Address: __ 1| 2007 Tlew %f’ Flerece M’ rﬁ"d-/aafzr_

?J"Z(Zc

f”ttﬂ/nm'f,.'ve ¢ -
T vstead 5 =« errtanepl ';"}/\'-» d;-’-’bmfa_u Frox The

I-2-1 USGS cable 1o #WWJ‘J’M Darm “have JM“Z X SEgsonay
;.‘(A:A f’(b’_Svir‘f? Tﬂe i(azlc_s cau.!‘(f .bo_:- &L’;‘}@/gub
thun e &owir t: closur C Season/ v nrd Ll mnt
’}rar‘f z‘l\d hafoi\p/\},

Allerrutive |+ A —

Huue ety dre 2Z35v : [z - I the rve—
S{o‘ w rlrem dreprr N"Mb,c«‘- Auny, 53 z}'—:«»/- “
1-2-2 | Cable across the rives Yo ok bopunfor
Leave the resT of the arCe n,-x_s*z’fp“,;[
Jrorr FRazel Lyen Pte abl e Use awn l

55'{4?/’;/ &“-'I-(é’ 55&3 falLUGz\r-A//‘

David Robinson
Bureau of Reclamation
Central California Area Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 95630-1799
Phone: (016) 989-7179 | Fax: (916) 989-7208
HatchPass@usbr.gov

Responses

I-2-1: The Nimbus Shoals provides some of the highest quality
habitat in the American River downstream of Nimbus Dam.
For salmonids, the comparatively cool water temp eratures,
ample food supply, and high dissolved oxygen help create a
low stress environment and consequently arelatively low po-
tential for disease. Salmonids at various life stages are present
in the area all year and the shoals have a variety of habitats,
including deep pools and riffle complexes. Removing the weir
structure and restoring the streambed will alter the shoals envi-
ronment in a number of ways. Most notably this will increase
the ability of fish to make use of this environment and to po-
tentially increase the amount of available spawning habitat in
the area. Year-round, fish will be able to use the shoals for
rearing, holding, and spawning and as a migratory passageway
to the hatchery. The shoals is a unique area to access and to
fish; the CDFG recognizes this but is also aware of the great
potential to impact fish populations and habitat due to high
vigibility, accessibility, and intense fishing pressure in a con-
centrated urban area. There are no other places in the state
where fishing is allowed in next to a dam with an associated
fish passage structure. Similar environments, such as the river
near the fish barrier dam and the fish ladder for the Feather
River Hatchery, are all closed to fishing year-round. Increased
fishing and poaching pressure, along with the potential to in-
troduce aquatic invasive species into the shoals and into Nim-
bus and American River Trout Hatcheries (Section 2.2 of the
EIS/EIR), necessitate a y ear-round fishing closure to protect
the shoals habitat. This is consistent with the CDF&'s mission.

I-2-2: The 250-foot fishing closure area illustrated in the EIS/EIR
for Alternative 1A is in accordance with current Fish and
Game Code.
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Letter I-3 Comments Responses
I-3-1: Comment noted.
[
m ‘ Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project

Comment Form for Draft EIS/EIR

Please provide written comments on the draft EIS/EIR using this form (attach additional sheets if necessary). This form
may be left at the meeting registration table or mailed, e-mailed, or faxed using the contact information provided below,

Including your contact information is optional. Before including your name, address, phone ber, e-mail address, or

other personal identifying information in your comment, you should be aware that your entire comment—including your

personal identifying information—may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to
withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Comment forms will be accepted until close of busi on Tuesday, No ber 30, zo10.
Contact Information (Optional)
Name: aepic £ Iber"{'
Organization/Affiliation: _fergon / Kaya Ker
Address: 8061 CoCon Palr bmy [aicOnf (A

1-3-1| | My for 2C AMarpative

David Robinson
Bureau of Reclamation
Central California Area Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 95630-1799
Phone: (916) 989-7179 | Fax: (916) 98g9-7208
HatchPass@usbr.gov
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Letter 1-4 Comments Responses

m @ I-4-1: Comment noted.

Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project
Comment Form for Draft EIS/EIR

Please provide written comments on the draft EIS/EIR using this form (attach additional sheets if necessary). This form
may be left at the meeting registration table or mailed, e-mailed, or faxed using the contact information provided below.

“un‘umﬂ"‘

Including your contact information is optional. Before including your name, address, phone number, e-mail address, or

other personal identifying information in your comment, you should be aware that your entire comment—including your

personal identifying information—may be made publicly available at any time, While you can ask us in your comment to
withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Comment forms will be accepted until close of busi on Tuesday, Ni ber 30, 2010.
Contact Information (Optional)
Name: T o0 L owC ’/ Duechonw & C O‘ﬂ\(_(ui ' V\E‘t’
Org /Affiliation: i
Address: __FelSoas 22c rMOON  C AT D (ez0

DAVD WoRinNSon) PRoVINDED eacEliceT DeTailcD
| W TER PLE TATION 6F ALTECWATIVES. T WKaaw THE
Alea WELL AS WELLAS TS USE. ALTermaTIVE |C
I-4-1| | SEaas THE RBEST, GiIVen ALL THE STAKE Heldats

CINcLoDIne THEe EisH) AND THEik NEEHT,

David Robinson
Bureau of Reclamation
Central California Area Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 95630-1799
Phone: (916) 989-7179 | Fax: (916) 989-7208
HatchPass@usbr.gov
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Letter I-5 Comments

————— Original Message-----

From: Joanne Vinton [mailto:jmvinton@cmc.net]

Sent: Thursday, November 11, 2018 10:28 AM

To: BOR FOO Hatch Pass

Subject: Comments on Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Draft EIS/EIR

Dear Mr. Robinson,

i, |My concern is for the native fish, so I'd like to see the damns removed. The hatchery can
never make up for the loss of spawning habitat. On page 3 of Appendix A:

"Consider options for allowing the salmon to go around the dam and further upstream to access
more of their original habitat. This would address the original purpose of the hatchery,
which was to mitigate for the loss of salmon and steelhead habitat."

I 5 2 'I prefer an alternative that most benefits the fish. In the Draft EIS/EIR, I believe that's
T 1C with no public access.

It's heartbreaking to see salmon throwing themselves against the weir, so I'll be happy to
see it go.

Sincerely,

Joanne Vinton

1286 48th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819
916-254-8131
imvinton@cme.net

Responses

I-3-1: Upstream fish passage is beyond the scope of the Nimbus
Hatchery Fish Passage Project; however, removing the weir
under Altemative 1A or 1C would remove a barrier to up-
stream fish passage. In separate efforts, Reclamation and other
agencies are beginning to evaluate facilitating upstream fish
passage beyond the dams.

I-5-2: Comment noted.
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Letter 1-6 Comments

11/26/10
To David Robinson
From Bill Back

RE Nimbus Hatchery Passage Project

David

First | wanted to thank you for putting on the open house earlier this month at the CSUS Aguatic Center.
| enjoyed the time | spent there discussing this project with you and the DFG representatives. First |
would like to give you a little background on myself. | have been an active angler in the project area
since the early 70s. During that time | have become knowledgeable with many of the points brought
forth in the EIR.

| am definitely opposed to options 1A and 1C. First of all, | am opposed to these plans because | am not

Responses

I-6-1: In addition to the test performed to assess fish attraction, an
interagency team of qualified fish passage biologists and engi-
neers participated in the design formulation and review
(Reclamation 2006a). The attraction pipe at the entrance to the
fishway was included and will be operated to provide a signifi-
cant hydraulic signal in the tailrace of Nimbus Dam and to
create noise to ensure attraction. The interagency team of ex-
perts was confident that this feature would provide the attrac-
tion necessary to collect the fish needed to meet hatchery pro-
duction goals. Reclamation (2010) conducted a hydraulic study
and considered this data and the need for the fish ladder to be
able to withstand flood releases from Nimbus Dam in the fish
ladder design. Comment noted regarding concern over loss of
fishing opportunities.

I-6-2: The Nimbus Basin is patrolled frequently. It would be beyond
agency resources to have a warden patrol the area 24 hours a

I-6-1 convinced they will attract as many fish as the current weir system. | know that you assured me that day Game wardens are tasked with far more than proactive
tests were done by opening the gates at the end of the dam to about 50cfs and the salmon were angling patrol in the Nimbus Basin. Besides angling patrol,
attracted to that flow. 50cfs is nowhere near the amount flowing out of the generators which will be game wardens are tasked with required monthly training and
the major attractor of fish in the area. Currently with the gates all closed, fish will sit in a pretty large qualiﬁcations, administrative duties, Peace Officer Standards
school at the north end of the dam. The majority of these fish will try to find their way upstream by ol S : z .

i e LA and Training continuing education requirements, hunting and
heading into the current created by the powerhouse. A smaller number of fish will cruise back and forth - t ; . :
across the face of the dam. Once some of the gates are opened on the dam, most of the fish leave the ﬁShmg S_ea_sons’ habitat pl_‘otectlon, and other duties. The Nim-
powerhouse area and try to move upstream in the current created by the open gates. | don't believe bus Basin is a small area in Sacramento County that encom-
that enough fish will be attracted to go up this new proposed ladder especially with any type of passes numerous lakes, rivers, streams, and other areas of re-
increased flow from the dam itself. The addition of some sort of water jet being sprayed in front of the SpOﬂSibilit}’. The Basin is patrolled by more than the Squad that
opening supports my thoughts. Secondly, | feel that the need for maintenance on this new ladder covers Sacramento COUI‘lty. The area is frequented by Delta
system is being discounted by the planners. | have seen a lot of water flow through this basin a number Bay Enhanced Enforcement Project wardens and mary field
of times with the entire parking area being covered. | have also seen the changes created to the training officers who work the area due to the high level of
Iandsca;;e:y ;hese-::-}ows. Moving wztler;; and always I'Illas be;n a powerful f:rcfe. I am ;ure you are well activity and the history of violations. The Basin gets more at-
aware of this fact. This new proposed ladder system will not be immune to the forces of moving water. :

I-6-1 Lastly the implementation ofppla:s 1AoricC wi:rl result in the significant loss of angling opportu rfities in tention from CDFG Law EI:IfOII'C(‘TI'HCI'lt than I.TIOSt areas_ Ofthe.

i ) : e | county, but the work force is limited. There is no readily avail-
the project area. A large number of anglers use this area and have for many years. It is a unique i Sl X
opportunity to be able to fish so close to a dam. | know the DFG would like to see this area closed due able _statlstlc_al data C_'n the rate _Or volume of _C“fatlons issued
to the historical enforcement problems they have had in this area. The EIR indicates that this area has spemﬂcally in the Nimbus Basin. However, it 1s clear from the
one of the highest rates of citations in the area. | don't believe this statement to be accurate. | do anecdotal evidence from seasoned game wardens, Delta Bay

I-6-2 | believe it may have the highest number of citations but not the highest rate. Enforcement has always Enhancement Enforcement PI'Oj ect wardens, and field trainirlg
been an issue in this area. It is certainly hard to believe such a small area can’t be patrolled more officers that CDFG patrol of this area is frequent, and numer-
frequently with the region 2 offices so close by. There have been wardens in the past that have kept this ous citations are issued for Nimbus Shoals each year.
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Letter 1-6, Continued Comments

[-6-2

I-6-3

1-6-4

area in control with their frequent presence. The Wardens simply are not spending enough time in this
area when you look at the number of users. There are a large number of law abiding and resource
protecting users of this area. It would be wrong to take another area away from them.

| am conditionally supporting option 2. While | don’t think a new weir system is really needed, option 2
would place a weir that would work as well as the existing unit.

| am a supporter of the no action alternative. The current weir has done a fine job for a lot of years. A
lot of talk has taken place over the maintenance requirements of the existing weir. Approximately every
10 years historically there have been flows high enough to require maintenance to the weir. The last |
saw was the dumping of some pretty large rocks immediately upstream from the weir. | think this was a
good move and will hold up much longer than previous attempts. Once again, the power of moving
water will require future maintenance just like options 1A and 1C. There are comments in the EIR
indicating the existing weir impacts the ability of the hatchery to meet its mitigation goal. This is simply
not true. In the last few years any difficulties reaching hatchery goals can’t be blamed on this weir that
has worked so well for decades. Salmon stock levels are impacted throughout the Sacramento River
system by obvious ocean conditions. | feel that any money spent should be aimed at better controlling
river temperatures to a level that enhance spawning of Salmon and Steelhead.

| have been told that the price tag for options 1A and 1C are about 7 million dollars while the price for
option 2 is about 13 million dollars. With the current economic crisis we are facing in this state as well

as the nation, | feel we should not spend any money on a “nice to have-not needed” project.

William Back

williamback@att.net

Responses

I-6-3: Comment noted.

I-6-4: While ocean conditions are impacting fisheries, there are also
several ways in which the weir can affect the ability of the
hatchery to meet its mitigation goals and requirements, which
extend beyond the number of fish collected and include re-
quirements to preserve genetic diversity in the American River.
The Nimbus Hatchery Operation Goals and Constraints require
the CDFG to collect salmon throughout the entire run, which
typically begins late summer and continues through early win-
ter, in order to represent the genetic diversity through the entire
run. The new ladder design is intended to eliminate unneces-
sary environmental conditions that prevent or curtail the Nim-
bus Hatchery Goals and Constraints and to further ensure that
the mitigation goals are reached. Installation of the weir re-
quires that flows from Folsom Reservoir be lowered around
mid-September to around 1,500 cfs for several hours during
the installation process. Flows greater than 5,000 cfs require
that the weir be removed to prevent damage to the support
structure. Since the weir is put in place before adult Chinook
salmon reach spawning age, early arriving salmon can get
trapped upstream of the weir after its installation in September,
which eliminates them from contributing to the hatchery
spawning population. If there is damage done to the weir struc-
ture due to high flows, then the weir will not be able to func-
tion as intended and direct fish to the hatchery for collection.
Alternatively, weir removal to prevent damage from high flows
would not allow fish to be directed into the hatchery and could
also result in non-representation of the genetics of the latter
portion of the run. In addition to addressing operational con-
straints, the new design is intended to eliminate safety and
maintenance issues associated with the current weir.
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Letter I-7 Comments Responses
From: John B. Hervey [mailto:jbhervey@yahoo.com] I-7-1: Functional design constraints do not allow for the ladder to be
Sent: Friday, December 03, 2010 2:45 P11 placed closer to the hatchery. In recognition that the visitor
To: BOR FOO Hatch Pass; CDFG Region 2 . i &
Subject: Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project cexXpericnce at the hatCher would change, 4 new viewing plaza
] was included in the Proposed Action during the planning
US Bureau of Reclamation h
CA Department of Fish and Game phase.
RE: Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project

T have an additional comment since the project Open House in November.
Fish Ladder -

I recall the drawings at the open house showing the ladder portion of the fishway being in the
Nimbus Shoals area. Part of the experience of visiting the hatchery during the fall spawning season is
watching the fish jump the ladder going to the hatchery.

I would suggest the project design put the ladder portion of the fishway by the hatchery instead
of on the east side of Hazel Avenue. Or if site constraints don’t allow that then at least as much of the

I-7-1 ladder as feasible. This will improve the entire visitor experience by putting everything in one easily
accessible area.
John B. Hervey
August 2011 Nimbus Hatchery Fish Passage Project Final EIS/EIR

F-24



	_Appendix F - Complete.pdf
	Intro to comment app
	F.1 Public Input on the Draft EIS/EIR
	F.2 Overview of Revisions to the Draft EIS/EIR
	F.2.1 Executive Summary
	F.2.2 Chapter 1
	F.2.3 Chapter 2
	F.2.4 Chapter 3
	F.2.5 Chapter 4
	F.2.6 Chapter 5

	F.3 Comments Received

	01Comment-Responses - FedAGENCIES_01
	01Comment-Responses - FedAGENCIES_02
	01Comment-Responses - FedAGENCIES_03
	01Comment-Responses - FedAGENCIES_04
	01Comment-Responses - FedAGENCIES_05
	01Comment-Responses - FedAGENCIES_06
	01Comment-Responses - FedAGENCIES_07
	02Comment-Responses - StateAGENCIES-1
	02Comment-Responses - StateAGENCIES-2
	02Comment-Responses - StateAGENCIES-3
	02Comment-Responses - StateAGENCIES-4
	02Comment-Responses - StateAGENCIES-5
	02Comment-Responses - StateAGENCIES-6
	02Comment-Responses - StateAGENCIES-7
	03Comment-Responses - ORGANIZATIONS-1
	03Comment-Responses - ORGANIZATIONS-2
	03Comment-Responses - ORGANIZATIONS-3
	03Comment-Responses - ORGANIZATIONS-4
	03Comment-Responses - ORGANIZATIONS-5
	04Comment-Responses - INDIVIDUALS-1
	04Comment-Responses - INDIVIDUALS-2
	04Comment-Responses - INDIVIDUALS-3
	04Comment-Responses - INDIVIDUALS-4
	04Comment-Responses - INDIVIDUALS-5
	04Comment-Responses - INDIVIDUALS-6
	04Comment-Responses - INDIVIDUALS-7
	04Comment-Responses - INDIVIDUALS-8
	04Comment-Responses - INDIVIDUALS-9




