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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: 

• Biological resources; 

• Facilities; 

• Land management; 

• Noise;  

• Public health and safety; and  

• 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 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. 

F.2.2 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. 

F.2.3 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.” 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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 
• 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.”  

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

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

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

• 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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• 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.” 

• 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 
• 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.”  

• 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).” 

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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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• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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.” 

• 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 
• 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   

S-1 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research; State 
Clearinghouse and Planning Unit F-7 

S-2 California Department of Parks and Recreation F-8 
Organizations  
O-1 Mountain Democrat F-13 
O-2 American Whitewater F-14 
O-3 Nimbus Whitewater F-15 
Individuals  
I-1 Peter Gandesbery F-17 
I-2 John Hervey F-18 
I-3 Darrick Hilbert F-19 
I-4 David Long F-20 
I-5 Joanne Vinton F-21 
I-6 Bill Back F-22 
I-7 John Hervey F-24 
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