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August 10, 2015

Becky Victorine

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
2800 Cottage Way, MP-170
Sacramento, CA 95823

Christopher Huitt, Senior Environmental Scientist
California State Lands Commission

100 Howe Ave., Suite 100 South

Sacramento, CA 95825

VIA EMAIL TO Reach2B EISEIR Comments@restoresir.net

Re: Comments on Draft Mendota Pool Bypass and Reach 2B Channel Improvements Project
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Victorine:

Wonderful Orchards (formerly Paramount Farming Company), on behalf of Wonderful Nut Orchards
who owns New Calumbia Ranch (“*Wonderful™), located on the east side of Reach 2B of the San
Joaquin River upstream of the Mendota Pool between River Miles 205 and 216 submits the fallowing
comments. Wonderful holds and exercises rights to divert the water of the San Joaquin River and its
sloughs for use on the New Columbia Ranch. The Mendota Pool Bypass and Reach 2B Channel
Improvements Project (“Project”™) includes the construction, operation, and maintenance of the
Mendota Pool Bypass and improvements in the San Joaquin River channel in Reach 2B. The
purpose of the Project is to provide increased channel capacity and floodplain and riparian habitat in
Reach 2B in support of achieving the Restoration Goal, including conveyance of at least 4,500 cubic
feet per second (“cfs™) from Reach 2B downstream to Reach 3. The Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report for the Project (the “DEIS/DEIR™) identifies Alternative B
(Compact Bypass with Consensus-Based Floodplain and Bifurcation Structure) as the Preferred
Alternative,

Wonderful will be directly affected by each of the Project alternatives in 2 number of ways and
therefore submits the following comments on the DEIS/DEIR for the Project.

Il Land Use Planning and Agricultural Resources

Impacts LU-1 through LU-3 relale to the loss of agricultural land caused by the Project and are
characterized as significant and unavoidable impacts. Each Project Alternative will result in the
permanent loss of over 1,000 acres currently devoted to high-value agricultural production. Under
Alternative B, the Preferred Alternative, Wonderful anticipates that permanent losses to productive
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farmland on the New Columbia Ranch will total approximately 560 gross acres at a minimum and an
additional approximately 1,060 gross acres of Wonderful acreage is identified as potential borrow
areas, which could substantially increase the impacts to our land uses.

The only mitigation measure evaluated in the Draft is the “minimization” of impacts LU-1 through
LU-3, The Final EIS/EIR must identify whether other potential mitigation measures for these
impacts were considered and indicate why they were rejected. Ifno other mitigation measures were
considered for these significant impacts, Reclamation should attempt to develop additional mitigation
measures, and tharoughly explain why any such measures have been rejected. Specifically,
Reclamation must analyze the feasibility of purchasing agricultural conservation easements or
donating in-lieu mitigation fees to mitigate for the impacts of the Project on agricultural lands. See
Masonite Corp. v. County of Mendocino (2013) 218 Cal.App.4th 230, 241-42.

[Similarly, Mitigation Measure LU-5 cannot mitigate Impact LU-5 to a less than significant level.
Impact LU-5 finds impacts to existing land use plans to be potentially significant because nearly all
of the Jand in the Project area is zoned for agricultural use. As the DEIS/DEIR makes clear, the
Project will take a significant amount of agricultural land out of production, conflicting with the
predominant zoning designation in the Project area. Without any explanation, Reclamation asserts
that “notifying affected planning agencies of conflicts with current land use plans” can reduce Impact
LU-5 to a less than significant level. It is unclear how notification alone can effectively mitigate the
effects of this impact, and Reclamation must support its determination in the Final EIS/EIR with
|_substantial evidence.

0-WO-3

Furthermore, Reclamation’s finding that impacts to agricultural land productivity due to seepage
(Impact LU-4) will be less than significant is not sufficiently supported. Reclamation’s finding
0-W0-4 | appears to be premised an the implementation of seepage-related measures discussed in Section 2.2.4
of the DEIS/DEIR. Yet groundwater seepage will only be addressed during levee design and through
the SJIRRP’s seepage management activities in separate environmental analyses. DEIS/DEIR at ES-
30. If Reclamation intends to rely on seepage management measures to reduce the Impact LU-4 to a
less than significant level, it must thoroughly analyze those measures in this environmental analysis.'
Banning Ranch Conservancy v. Cily of Newport Beach (2012) 211 Cal. App.4th 1209, 1220-23
(explaining CEQA’s prohibition of piecemealing projects).

Finally, Reclamation’s determination that Impact LU-6 is less than significant ignores both the
context of the Project and the intense adverse effects that would result from increased disease in the
Project area. As the DEIS/DEIR acknowledges, approximately 4,212 acres of land are currently in
agricultural production in the Praject area. Most of this acreage is planted to grapes and nut crops.
The DEIS/DEIR observes that additional riparian vegetation and floodplain area could transmit
diseases to fruit and nut crops, but downplays the seriousness of these diseases by asserting that
existing crops may already act as carriers for diseases. Nothing in the DEIS/DEIR demonstrates that
fiuit and nut crops in the Project area already carry diseases, or that farmers in the Project area
engage in management practices that might increase the susceptibility of their crops to discase.
| Without such evidence, Reclamation’s less than significant finding is inappropriate.

O-WO0-5

owos |Reclamation also wrongly premises its less than significant finding on the fact that disease is only
one of many factors affecting agricultural productivity. It may be true that disease plays a

" In addition, Wonderful hereby incorporates by reference its prior comment letters submitted to Reclamation
regarding groundwater seepage issues, copies of which are attached hereto as Attachment A.
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comparatively small role in productivity when such factors are analyzed on a global scale. But when
diseases are introduced into a new area, they frequently become the most important factor in
agricultural productivity. Here, Reclamation intends to introduce over a thousand acres of additional
hosts for orchard and vineyard diseases in an area overwhelmingly devoted to agriculture.
Reclamation cannot credibly assert that the introduction of new hosts for such diseases is a less than
significant impact. Accordingly, Reclamation must reexamine its finding for Impact LU-6.

2% Hydrology — Flood Management

The DEIS/DEIR concludes that the Project will have a less than significant impact with respect to the
exposure of people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding. The
less-than-significant finding is predicated upon the assumption that an increase in the frequency of
smaller, low-risk flood events will be offset or partially offset by a decrease in larger, high-risk flood
events. See DEIS/DEIR at 12-18; 12-21. It is not clear from the DEIS/DEIR how Reclamation
determined that the decreasing frequency of high-risk events would result in an offset of more
frequent low-risk events such that the effect could be characterized as “neutral” and “less than
significant.”

As a practical matter, numerous low-risk flood events have the potential to stress physical
groundwater seepage projects to the point that they become less effective. Furthermore, it is not
clear to Wonderful that the decrease in high-risk flood events associated with the Preferred
Alternative will actually offset the increased frequency of low-risk flood events to a less than
significant level, nor that sufficient scientific evidence or modeling has been conducted by
Reclamation to support the assertion that high-risk flood events will decrease. Wonderful
accordingly requests that the Final EIS/EIR include a more thorough explanation of how the
determination of a decrease in high-risk flood events was determined and how the increase in low-
risk events will be offset by the decrease in high-risk events, including greater discussion of the
potential impacts of lower-risk events on landowners like Wonderful. The Final EIS/EIR should also
more thoroughly analyze the type and degree of monitoring and maintenance efforts to repair levee
erosion from Restoration flows, and provide a clear explanation of how such maintenance will keep
| levee erosion from having a significant impact on the environment.

The DEIS/DEIR also notes that the Lower San Joaquin Levee District (“LJSLD™) is responsible for
state flood control facilities within the Project vicinity, but is not responsible for the operation and
maintenance of privately owned levees. DEIS/DEIR at 12-11. The DEIS/DEIR does not sufficiently
address how Reclamation and the SIRRP will work with private levee owners to ensure that the
Project does not have a significant impact on hydrology and flood management. It is also unclear
whether LSJLD will have the responsibility for newly constructed levees contemplated by the

P_rojecl.

Wonderful continues to be concerned about the intended division of responsibilities for levee
construction, operations, and maintenance in Reach 2B. Clarification of which agencies will be
responsible for canstructing, operating, and maintaining the contemplated setback levees and existing
levees and the funding (construction funding and future replacement, repair, operations and
maintenance costs) sources for such activities must be clearly stated in the Final EIS/EIR.

Wonderful therefore requests that the Final EIS/EIR include a more detailed deseription of the
entities that will be responsible for maintaining new levees associated with the Project. It should also
more thoroughly delineate how Reclamation will work with private levee owners to avoid significant
impacts to the environment.
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Reclamation further observes that, with the exception of the No-Action Alternative, each Project
Alternative poses a less-than-significant risk of substantially altering existing drainage patterns or
substantially increasing the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on or off-site (Impact FLD-3). The DEIS/DEIR asserts that the construction of seepage
o-wo-10 | control measures, along with surface drainage ditches, will reduce potential effects of this impact to
“negligible levels.” This conclusion is wholly unsupported. There is no discussion in the
DEIS/DEIR of where surface drainage ditches will be located or how many will be needed to reduce
the impact of landward side ponding to a less than significant level. Furthermore, it is unclear how
seepage control measures, which are designed to prevent increases in groundwater table levels due Lo
the implementation of Restoration Flows, will prevent surface flooding on the landward side of
levees. Without more support, Reclamation’s analysis of Impact FLD-3 cannot and will not be

| sulficient to support certification of a Final EIS/EIR.

Finally, and relatedly, Reclamation’s decision to not analyze the impacts of contemplated seepage
management projects in the DEIS/DEIR appears to be improper piecemealing of the Project.
o-wo-11 |DEIS/DEIR at ES-30; 13-22 — [3-23. The DEIS/DEIR makes it clear that seepage management
projects will be constructed concurrently with the setback levees contemplated by each of the Project
Alternatives, DEIS/DEIR at 13-22 - 13-23. Accordingly, seepage management projects are
effectively part of the same course of action as the Project itself, and should be analyzed in the Final
EIS/EIR for the Project. Banning Ranch Conservancy v, City of Newport Beach (2012) 211
Cal.App.dth 1209, 1222.

Significant subsidence has occurred in areas nearby and downstream of Reach 2B which have
significantly altered the flood control and in-channel capacities of various stretches of the San
Joaquin River and the Chowchilla Bypass, Mariposa Bypass and Eastside Bypass. The impacts of
o-wo-12 | conveying 4,500 cfs in Reach 2B, in light of reduced capacities elsewhere, must be addressed by
Reclamation. Wonderful asks Reclamation to conduct updated technical studies and modeling and
issue updated channel capacities to properly reflect these significant changed circumstances and
ensure landowners within the SIRRP area are not impacted by Program flows due to reduced
capacities in other reaches or systems. Reclamation should conduet these updated technical studies
as soon as possible. Without such studies, neither Reclamation nor affected parties such as
Wonderful can adequately evaluate the impact of existing subsidence on the Project and the potential
impacts of the Project.

3, Hydrology — Groundwater®

The Draft finds that impacts to groundwater levels will be less than significant (Impact GRW-3).
Reclamation predicates this finding on the construction of seepage control measures (DEIS/DEIR at
0-wo-13 || 13-23), but fails to fully explain such measures or analyze their impacts in this environmental
document. /d. at ES-30; 13-22-—13-23. Given this improper piecemealing of the Project to exclude
analysis of seepage control measures, Reclamation’s less than significant {inding for Impact GRW-3
is improper. Nelson v. County of Kern (2010) 190 Cal.App.4th 252, 272. Accordingly, Reclamation
must either thoroughly analyze the effects and impacts of proposed seepage measures in the Final
EIS/EIR or revise its finding for Impact GRW-3.

? Wanderful incorporates by reference its prior comment letters on the groundwater impacts of the SIRRP into this
comment letter, copies of which are attached hereto as Attachment A.
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4. Hydrology — Surface Water

There are numerous ways in which the discussion of impacts on Surface Water could be improved.
First, the DEIS/DEIR’s discussion of water rights (see p. 14-28) does not include any discussion of
riparian rights or pre-1914 appropriative rights, such as those held by Wonderful. The DEIS/DEIR
must include a discussion of these types of water rights, and the Project’s impacts on such rights, in
order to be complete. In particular, the expansion of the floodplain area in Reach 2B may interfere
with Wonderful’s existing points of diversion along the River at Lone Willow Slough and near River

Mile 209 and potentially require construction of additional diversion and conveyance facilities.”
Second, it is unclear how Reclamation determined that the Action Alternatives will result in a less
than significant impact to channel instability within Reach 2B (Impact GEM-2). Channel bed
erosion *'is anticipated to be up to 7 to 8 feet deep near the upstrean: end of the Compact Bypass,”
resulting in sediment deposition up to 7 feet thick near the downstream end of the bypass.
DEIS/DEIR at 14-43. The evaluation of this impact conclusory states that this erosion will be
controlled by the Compact Bypass bifurcation structure as well as grade control structures in the
bypass channel, but does not indicate how such structures will do so or provide any way of
evaluating whether the DEIS/DEIR’s finding of a less-than-significant impact is actually supported
by substantial evidence.

Third, Impact GEM-3 appears to be significant because of the potential for bend cutoff immediately
downstream from the Chowchilla Bifurcation Structure, fd. at 14-44. Although levees will be set
back 300 feet from the river, erosion at this bend will have a greater environmental impact than mere
levee erosion. Indeed, it is difficult to understand how rapid bend cutoff, left unmitigated, would not
have a significant effect on the environment. Moreover, if bend cutoff does occur as rapidly as the
DEIS/DEIR indicates it might, it is unlikely that erosion protection techniques will be implemented
in time to avoid impacts on neighboring lands. Accordingly, Reclamation should reconsider whether
the finding of a less-than-significant impact for Impact GEM-3 is truly supportable.

In short, the DEIS/DEIR’s discussion of the Project’s impacts on surface water quality and
geomorphology of the river leaves much to be desired. This section of the DEIS/DEIR should be
substantially revised—and the impacts more robustly analyzed—before Reclamation certifies a Final
EIS/EIR.

5. Public Health and Hazardous Materials

Each Project alternative could have a potentially significant impact in terms of the exposure of
people to increased risk of diseases. /d. at 19-30. Wonderful is particularly concerned about the
potentially significant impact of exposing people to an increased risk of West Nile Virus (Impact
HAZ-5). Reclamation indicates that wetted portions of the San Joaquin River present a risk of
mosquito activity, and that the risk will primarily fall on SJRRP construction and maintenance
personnel. Wonderful believes that the risk of West Nile Virus-carrying mosquitos will also impact
agricultural workers who work on lands adjacent to the River, and that the increased risk of
mosquito-borne diseases will increase substantially as the floodplain channel is expanded and full
restoration flows begin moving through Reach 2B. Accordingly, the amount of analysis for this
impact is deficient in that it only addresses the impact as it relates to construction of the Chowehilla

* A map of the existing points of diversion for the New Columbia Ranch i¢ attached hereto as Attachment B,
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Bifurcation structure rather than the impact of restoring the floodplain channel and expanding the
o-wo-7 | San Joaquin River channel to support restoration flows.
cont.
Given this deficiency in analyzing Impact HAZ-5, it does not appear that Mitigation Measures HAZ-
5A, HAZ-5B. and HAZ-5C can mitigate the full extent of the increased risk of West Nile Virusto a
less than significant level. Workers using mosquito repellent and eliminating standing water in
buckets and cans cannot mitigate the impacts from a substantial increase in floodplain habitat and a
river channel that will be expanded to nearly three times its current size. Accordingly, Reclamation
must reevaluate its analysis of Impact HAZ-5 and either adopt more robust mitigation measures or
adopt a statement of overriding considerations in conjunction with the Final EIS/EIR.

6. Socioeconomics and Economics
The DEIS/DEIR concludes in impact ECON-1 that the Project will have a less than substantial
impact with respect 1o the change in agricultural production values. The less-than-substantial finding
is predicated upon the assumption “the direct economic effect on farmers would be negligible
because privately-owned farmland would be purchased and property owners compensated at fair
market value for their land, which is generally based on revenue polential for agricultural properties.”
DEIS/DEIR at 21-25. It is not clear from the DEIS/DEIR if only the revenue generating capability of
the land will the single factor of determine value or if Reclamation will use this in combination with
comparable sales in determining the fair market value of a property. The Final EIS/EIR should
consider both methods of determining value in order to capture the true value of this unique
combination of reliable water and good soils.

0-WOo-138

Thanlk you for considering and responding to the above comments, Wonderful appreciates
Reclamation’s ongoing cooperation and communication with landowners in the San Joaquin River
Restoration Program area. Should you have questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely, =

£Q T

Kimberly Brown
Senior Director, Water Resources

Hise102
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Wonderfulorchards.

June 15, 2015

Alicia Forsythe

SIRRP Program Manager, 1.S. Bureau of Reclamation
2800 Cottage Way, MP-170

Sacramento, CA 95825

VIA EMAIL TO FrameworkCotnments(@restoresir. net
June 15, 2015

Re: Comments on SIRRP 2015 Revised Framework for Implementation
Dear Ms. Forsythe:

Wonderful Orchards (formerly Paramount Farming Company) owns New Columbia Ranch,
located on the east side of Reach 2B of the San Jeaquin River upstream of the Mendota Pool, and
also holds rights to the water of the San Joaquin River and its sloughs and exercises those rights
to divert flows. Wonderful Orchards will be divectly affected by the ongoing implementation of
the San Joaquin River Restoration Program (“SJRRP” or “Program”) int a number of ways and
therefore submits the following comments on the Draft 2015 Revised Framework for
Implementation of the San Joaquin River Restoration Program (“Draft Framework™). The Draft
Framework is an update and revision to the Third Party Working Draft Framework for
Implementation dated June 19, 2012 (“2012 Framework”) and is intended to establish a realistic
schedule for the Frameworl’s core actions.

First, the Draft Framework’s discussion of seepage management projects appears to conflict with
previous Program documents that outlined ways to address seepage impacts. Wonderful
Orchards has long been concerned about groundwater seepage as a result of increased San
Joaquin River flows that could cause crop waterlogging and root zone salinity. In2014,
Reclamation issued a Seepage Management Plan that discussed numerous projects with the
potential to reduce or avoid SIRRP-induced seepage impacts along the San Joaquin River,
Reclamation specifically mentioned nine different projects that it could implement to reduce
seepage impacts on adjacent landowners, including cut-off walls, seepage plugs, interceptor
drains and ditches, building up the land surface, and conveyance improvements. The Draft
Framework’s Five Year Vision, however, analyzes the costs of implementing groundwater
seepage projects anly in terms of “interceptor lines, fee simple acquisition, and seepage
easements.” (Draft Framework, at 4-20:4), Wonderful Orchards st-ongly prefers the
construction of seepage management projects that will obviate any need for seepage easements
or outright acquisitions of privately owned property adjacent to the River.

G801 East Lerdo Highway, Shafter, California 923263 - 661.399.4456 - 661,290.1735
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Wonderful Orchards accordingly requests that the final Framework for Implementation include a
commitment to the Seepage Management Plan and incorporate a thorough discussion of the costs
of physical seepage projects such as seepage plugs and cut-off walls. In particular, Wonderful
Orchards asks that Reclamation confirm that it still intends to construct physical projects such as
those identified in the Seepage Management Plan to minimize groundwater seepage caused by
restoration flows and maintain, expand and repair as necessary with Program funding.

Second, Wonderful Orchards continues to be concerned about the intended division of
responsibilities for levee construction, operations, and maintenance in Reach 2B. The Draft
Framework’s discussion of the Ten Year Vision with respect to Reach 2B levees indicates that
setback levees are necessary to permit flows of up to 4,500 cfs. Unfortunately, the Draft
Frameworlk does not indicate which agencies will be responsible for constructing, operating, and
maintaining the contemplated setback levees. At a minimum, the final Framework for
Implementation should indicate which agencies will be responsible for setback levee
construction. It should also discuss which agencies may ultimately become responsible for levee
operations and maintenance, including capital funding and ongoing operations and maintenance
costs which are critical for a successful Program and to ensure therz are no impacts to
landowners or other third parties.

Furthermore, the discussion of land acquisition for the Reach 2B setback levees is inadequate.
The Draft Framework states that land acquisition costs are currently estimated at $37.21 million,
and that while the bulk of the acquisitions will oceur early in the Ten Year Vision, some
acquisitions could occur during the Five Year Vision. The final Framework for Implementation
should discuss more thoroughly how Reclamation developed this cost estimate for land
acquisition. It should also indicate, at least generally, which parcels may need to be acquired to
construct setback levees, and delineate whether those parcels will be purchased during the Five
Year Vision or the Ten Year Vision. Although Wonderful Orchards understands that definitive
statements regarding these issues cannot be made until the environmental review process is
complete, some preliminary discussion in the final Framework for implementation would be
helpful for planning purposes.

Perhaps most importantly, the Draft Framework fails to grapple with the uncertainties of federal
and state appropriations necessary to fund the core actions identified in the Draft Framework and
does not adequately address the lack of progress on mandated improvements. Throughout the
Draft Framework, Reclamation notes that federal and state appropriations will be necessary to
implement the SJRRP. While some appropriations will be available during the Five Year Vision,
Reclamation anticipates that these funds will be exhausted by Fiscal Year 2017. Although the
Draft Framework claims that reliance on appropriations will be reduced during the Ten Year
Vision, it still identifies a need for up to $55 million in federal appropriations, with uncertain
funding levels from the state. Significant federal appropriations are also required for
implementation of the Fifteen Year Vision.

As Reclamation is well aware, legislative appropriations are highly uncertain, and there is no
guarantee that Congress or the California legislature will continue to fund the SIRRP. Indeed,
the current Speaker of the House has questioned the value of the SIRRP and supported
legislation that would have temporarily halted the SIRRP, In light of the uncertainty
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surrounding future appropriations of funding for the SIRRP, Woncerful Orchards respectfully
requests that the final Framework for Implementation include a mere detailed discussion of other
potential sources of funds and a commitment to halt Program flows should the funding not he
secured or specific Program components not completed. Wonderful Orchards further requests
that the final Framework for Implementation attempt to prioritize which SJIRRP projects it will
construct in the event that anticipated appropriations are not available in future years. In
attempting to address these contingencies, Reclamation and the SJRRP must ensure that
landowners are not materially and adversely affected by SIRRP activities.

Thank you for considering and responding to the above comments. Should you have questions,
please contact me at any time.

Sincerely,

Kimbe.réy M. Brown

Senior Director, Water Resources

Final Mendota Pool Bypass and Reach 2B Improvements Project
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“*®

PARAMOUNT

FARMING

SENT VIA E-MAIL
November 03, 2014

Alexis R. Phillips-Dowell, Senior Engineer

Department of Water Resources, South Central Region Office
3374 East Shields Avenue

Fresno, CA 93726

aphillips(@water.ca.cov

Re: Comments on the Draft Channel Capacity Report for the 2015 Restoration Year

Dear Ms. Phillips-Dowell:

Paramount Farming Company, as agent for Paramount Land Company LLC and Paramount
Pomegranate Orchards LLC (Paramount) submits the following comments on the Draft
Technical Memorandum and Channel Capacity Report for the 2015 Restoration Year (2015
Draft Report). The Draft Report is issued as part of the San Joaquin River Restoration Program
(SJRRP) to determine and update estimates of then-existing channel capacities along the San
Joaquin River.

Paramount owns New Columbia Ranch, located on the east side of Reach 2B of the San Joaquin
River, upstream of the Mendota Pool and also holds rights to the water of the San Joaquin River
and its sloughs and exercises those rights to divert flows. Paramount will be directly affected by
the STRRP in a number of ways and appreciates the opportunity to submit the following
comments.

The Program Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (PEIS/R) for the
SJRRP included in-channel flow limits based on estimated in-channel capacities along the San
Joaquin River. The PEIS/R in-channel flow limit for Reach 2B was 810cfs. Based on various
technical studies and analysis, the Draft Report for the 2014 Restoration Year (2014 Report)
increased the recommended then-existing channel capacity in Reach 2B to 1,120cfs. Five studies
were conducted, however two studies, the In-channel Capacity Study completed in 2013 and the
Middle Eastside Geotechnical Assessment, generated the basis for the 2014 recommendation.
The Draft Report utilizes these same two studies and maintains the capacity recommendation of
1,120cf5. See Draft Report, Section 8.0. There have been no additional studies completed to
refine the 2014 Report recommendations, however significant subsidence issues have become
apparent in various reaches of the STRRP areas since 2013, which could significantly reduce
existing channel capacities. Paramount asks Reclamation to conduct updated technical studies
and issue updated channel capacities to properly reflect these significant changed circumstances
and ensure landowners within the STRRP area are not impacted,
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As expressed in our comment letter regarding the 2014 Report, Paramount is specifically
concerned about the impacts of the increased then-existing channel capacity in Reach 2B on its-
adjacent property. In particular, the presence of & flow at 1,120¢fs in Reach 2B for an extended
veriod of time and under varying hydrologic conditions may cause adverse impacts to
Paramount's property through ponding and groundwater seepage. In order to avoid these impacts,
Reclamation must comply with its Physical Monitoring and Management Plan, Seepage
Management Plan and the thresholds established by such plans. Reclamation should address