














Response to Hoopa Valley Tribal Council Comment Letter, January 20, 2012 
 
The comment letter from the Hoopa Valley Tribal Council provided comments on 
Environmental Assessment (EA)-11-049 Three Delta Division and Five San Luis Unit Water 
Service Interim Renewal Contracts 2012-2014  and EA-11-011 Central Valley Project Cross 
Valley Contractors Interim Renewal Contracts and Article 5 Exchanges, 2012-2014.  The 
response to comments provided below is specific to the comments addressing EA-11-049.  
Reclamation will address the Tribes comments on EA-11-011 in EA-11-011. 
 
Hoopa-1 System-wide effects of implementing fishery restoration on the Trinity River were 

the subjects of the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact 
Report for the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration (Trinity River Final 
EIS/EIR) and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) 
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS).  As can be seen from the 
description of the preferred alternative in the Trinity River Final EIS/EIR and 
Trinity River Record of Decision (ROD), commitments to protect Trinity River 
resources have been addressed, and these decisions operationally precede 
decisions regarding deliveries to the interim renewal contractors. 

 
This comment recommends specific contract content which is beyond the scope 
of this Environmental Assessment (EA) and does not change the environmental 
analysis of EA-11-049.   

 
Hoopa-2 The comment letter of February 14, 2008 addressed to Leslie Barbre of 

Reclamation’s Mid-Pacific Region’s Sacramento Office from the Hoopa Valley 
Tribe recommends specific contract content which is beyond the scope of this EA 
and does not change the environmental analysis of EA-11-049.   

 
Hoopa-3 See Response to Hoopa-1. 
 
Hoopa-4 Page 22 of the Final EA and Page 2 of Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) 

have been revised to clarify that water deliveries under the proposed contracts 
would not change baseline conditions and would therefore not adversely impact 
surface water supplies.   

 
EA-11-049 tiers off the CVPIA PEIS to evaluate potential site-specific 
environmental impacts of renewing the interim water service contracts for the 
three Delta Division and five San Luis Unit contracts.  The CVPIA PEIS provided 
a programmatic evaluation of the impacts of implementing the CVPIA.  Four 
alternatives, 17 supplemental analyses, the Preferred Alternative, and a No Action 
Alternative were evaluated in the PEIS.  In addition, the PEIS analyzed the 
region-wide and cumulative impacts of the CVPIA including the renewal of 
Central Valley Project (CVP) water service contracts.  The diversion of water for 
delivery under the interim contracts is an on-going action and the current 
conditions of that diversion are analyzed in the PEIS.  Water deliveries south of 
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the Delta are not made until all legal requirements have been met north of the 
Delta. 

 
This comment recommends specific contract content which is beyond the scope 
of this EA and does not change the environmental analysis of EA-11-049.   
 

Hoopa-5 See Response to Hoopa-1. 
 

This comment recommends specific contract content which is beyond the scope 
of this EA and does not change the environmental analysis of EA-11-049.   

 
Hoopa-6 The CVPIA, Public Law 102-575, Section 3406(b)(23), and the December 2000 

U.S. Department of the Interior’s ROD for the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery 
Restoration, with the Hoopa Valley Tribe’s concurrence, determined the water 
necessary in the Trinity River to restore fishery resources in order to meet the 
federal trust responsibility.  The Trinity ROD adopts the analysis contained in the 
Trinity River Final EIS/EIR and selects the Preferred Alternative as the necessary 
and appropriate action which best meets the statutory and trust obligations of the 
U.S. Department of the Interior to restore and maintain the Trinity River’s 
anadromous fishery resources.   

 
 
 




