SECTION 4.0

Responses to Comments on the DEIS/EIR

The lead agencies distributed the DEIS/EIR on August 30, 2002, and provided a 60-day
period for public and agency review, which after a 30-day extension ended

December 6, 2002. In addition, the lead agencies held a public meeting on September 25,
2002, in Red Bluff, California, to receive oral comments on the DEIS/EIR. A meeting
transcript was prepared. On January 30, 2007, the NEPA lead agency (Reclamation)
published a Notice of Availability for the DEIS/EIR in the Federal Register (Volume 72,
No. 19), which began an additional comment period lasting through March 16, 2007.
Additional requests were made at this time to extend the comment period, and this request
was granted by Reclamation.

A number was assigned to each commentor, and comment numbers were assigned to each
comment within each letter or oral comment. Commentors” names from letters containing
handwritten signatures were interpreted with the hope that the interpretation was accurate,
although in some cases the commentors’ signatures on the comment letters were illegible.

RDD/071650001 (NLH3499.DOC) 41



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

1-1

@&)Q Mog;q;ﬂ\% %%%‘ﬁ 13

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)

Letter from D. Altmann

The cost of power to pump water at RBDD is discussed in detail in
DEIS/EIR Section 3.9 (page 3-271). For purposes of the EIS/EIR, it
was assumed that the CVP would continue to be operated to meet
authorized project purposes. Under each alternative, power usage
records were reviewed for both RBDD and CVP. Projected usage for
each alternative was compared to overall usage of CVP to determine
the scale of the effect. Page 3-280 of the DEIS/EIR, under
“Eligibility,” includes a discussion of exactly where the PUP is
generated and which facilities are eligible to use such power.

Salmon continue up the Sacramento River, and upstream tributaries
to the Sacramento River, after passing RBDD.

CDFG regulations currently do restrict sportfishing for salmon
upstream (and downstream) of RBDD. Among these restrictions, all
tributaries to the mainstem Sacramento River upstream of the
Feather River confluence (which includes those upstream of RBDD)
are closed to fishing for salmon year-round. Additionally, the bag
limit for salmon in the mainstem Sacramento River upstream of the
Deschutes Road Bridge in Anderson is zero salmon in possession,
year-round. Furthermore, the bag limit for salmon in the mainstem
Sacramento River from January 15 to July 31 from Deschutes Road
Bridge to Bend Bridge is zero salmon in possession. CDFG
vigorously enforces these regulations and other regulations to
maximize spawning opportunities for salmon in the reaches of the
Sacramento River upstream of RBDD.
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Letter from Drs. William and Karen Shea, Dated August 23, 2002

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

Public input received during the scoping and document develop-
ment phases of the EIS/EIR identified a number of concerns related
to potential impacts to recreational resources. In response to these
concerns, significance criteria were developed where applicable to
account for local and regional impacts. DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2
includes significance criteria on page 3-206 in response to public
concerns associated with the potential loss of recreational
opportunities. Subsequently, DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2 identifies the
anticipated impacts associated with the construction and operation
of each alternative. As described in DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2,
Alternatives 2A, 2B, and 3 would either reduce or eliminate the
amount of time the RBDD gates would be down and, thus, the
existence of Lake Red Bluff. Impacts to lake-dependent recreational
resources and use are anticipated to be greatest during the operation
of these three alternatives and, as identified in DEIS/EIR

Section 3.5.2, would be significant and unavoidable. Aesthetic and
visual resources were also evaluated in the EIS/EIR. The Sacramento
River and Lake Red Bluff were both identified during the scoping
and document development phases of the EIS/EIR as key visual and
aesthetic resources of concern. As described in DEIS/EIR Section
3.12.2, potential temporary and operational impacts for each
alternative were identified. Although some of the temporary impacts
are projected to be less than significant, the majority of anticipated
impacts, particularly with respect to operations, are projected to be
significant and unavoidable.
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Letter from Drs. William and Karen Shea, Continued
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ito_cgi ; Email from Dan Miller, Dated August 31, 2002
From: mailto_cgi@www.tccafishpassage.org N o 3
Sent: Saturday, August 31, 2002 11:02 PM .
To: Waldrop, Heather/RDD
Subject: MAILTO.CG! FORM DATA 3-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

Dan Mil No response is required.
name = Lan Miller

email = danimal@tco.net

comments = Men,women,and children gave their lives for this country.We are honor bound to do the right thing for

everyone. The dam gates should be left out permanantly. This magnificient river and all of its fish need to be protected

now. You know it and | know it. As far as I'm concerned, anyone who supports any other alternative, should spend some

time in hell for being 'a money grubbing, ignorant, dirtbag. Speaking of dirtbags what right does calparks company have to 3-1
list themselves as a link on this website. Those lowlifes are only interested in one thing, and thats making easy money off

public lands. Come to think of it their just like the Red Bluff chamber pot of commerce. Next time they start tatking about

mitigating an economic loss that the government will owe them; remember those individuals who gave thier lives for this

country. Have some guts,do the right thing, and tell them all to go to hell!

Submit = Send
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No. 4 Letter from Ed Connors, Dated September 2, 2002

Sept, 2, 02
322 Brearcliffe Dr,
Red Bluff, Ca. 96080

Max Stodolski, Project Manager
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
P.O. 159

Red Bluff, Ca. 96080

Dear Max; N
Enclosed is a copy of my latest version of my Spill Gate proposed
as an alternative in you upcoming EIS concerning the Fish Passage
Problems at the Red Bluff Diversion Dam. I hope you sill have

it evaluated along w~ith all other alternatives.

Copy to Mike Urkov
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No. 4

SPILL GATES (revised Sept.'02)
A Proposed Alternative for Fish Passage at RBDD
by
Ed Connors

The purpose of this proposed alternative is to present a
system by which migrating fish, both adult juvenjle can readily
pass through Lake Red Bluff and the Red Bluff Diversion Dam
(RBDD). Little or no delay in passage is predicted for either
adult or juvenile fish. Predation of juvenile fish should be
little or no sorse than that in an egqual length of the river.
This system has the potential to extend the period of RBDD gates
closed position, “lake up," beyond that now enjoyed.

Half of the proposed system is Nes or Improved fish ladders
to enable the adult fish to get up stream past the dam. These
ladders are in Alternatives in the forthcoming EIS. They are
#orthless if not paired with a means of getting the juvenile
fish dosn stream safely and expeditiously This T propose in
the followsing.

I propose installing rectangular wveir gates in ten of the
of the eleven existing gates in the RBDD. Sill level of each
weir gate is to be set at seven feet belos the normal water
level of Lake Red Bluff, 252.5 ft. elevation. The top line of
all weir openings ~ill be determined by shat ever opening above
the vater level the Agencies might reguire., The opening for
each seir sould be framed in an appropriate manner. The upper
eight to ten feet of each of the RBDD gates affected w~xould
require re-design and reconstruction to accommodate the weir
gates. All weir gates would be remotely controlled and powser
operated. The type gates used will be left to the design
engineers.

The capacity of the nes gates sere computed using the appro-
priate hydraulic formula. With a seven foot head of sater,

a #eir sould pass 100 cubic feet of sater per second (cfs) for
each foot of seir w#idth, For the purpose of this presentation,
Jeir gates 20 feet vide, each 4ith a capacity of 2,000 cubic
feet per second (cfs) is used. To obtain the required 40,000
cfs, specified by the Bureau of Reclamation (Bureau), for a
bypass alternatives during the summer irrigation season and
assuming that the same would apply with the seir gates, I suggest
the following:- Place two 2,000 cfs seir gates in ten of the
eleven RBBD gates. Gate number 6, in the center of the dam is
rescerved for a fish ladder as in current practice, The purpose
of this distribution of gates is to enable maintaining a near
equal flos in the two sides of the dam. To best serve the dousn
river migrating juvenile salmon #shich travel near the sides
of the river, and to be near the entrances to the fish ladders
for the up river migration of the adult salmon. Gate closure
to maintain lake level flows less the 40,000 cfs would be
successive starting with gate 5 and retreating tosard gate
1 and at gate 7 and retreating towsard gate 11. Keeping a near
balance between the tsoc sides seems advisable. A steel chute
P
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Letter from Ed Connors, Continued

The commentor proposes an engineered spill-gate alternative
specifically designed to safely pass juvenile fish in a downstream
direction. The commentor states that little or no delay is predicted
for juvenile fish, and predation of these fish should be little or no
worse that that of an equal length of river. The basis of the com-
mentor’s design is to attract, guide, and safely pass the juveniles
through RBDD and downstream of the dam. Vogel et al. (1988)
found that mortality attributable to physical injury during passage
under the RBDD gates was negligible. Johnson and Martin (1997)
stated that from the many investigations conducted at RBDD, the
problem of juvenile passage is two-fold: an accumulation of
piscivorous (predatory) fish downstream of RBDD and from
disorientation of juveniles passing under the dam gates. As ]ohnson
and Martin (1997) stated, the cause of mortality in juvenile Chinook
salmon is from the dysfunctional predator/prey relationship created
by RBDD, largely from Sacramento pikeminnow. The Commgntor’s
design to pass juveniles through RBDD does nothing to allev1at§ tbe
accumulation of piscivorous fish downstream of the dam nor within
Lake Red Bluff. The commentor acknowledges that unanswered
points of his design are the amount of turbulence, disorientation,
and predation that will occur when the streamflow returns to the
river. The commentor states that it certainly would be less than the
present and could be insignificant. However, that point is
speculative. Furthermore, the design creates a minimum of 5+
horizontal feet of fall for juvenile fish to endure as they are passed
through the dam and returned to the river. This fall could result in
significant disorientation and might be as great as that for the
existing scenario. Most importantly, the design would not reduce the
accumulation of predatory fish species downstream of RBDD and at
the point of return of these juveniles to the receiving river. Thu.s, the
dysfunctional predator/prey relationship, thought to be the primary
source of mortality to juveniles at RBDD, would continue.

48



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 4

#ill be provided for each individual deir. The side and bottom
of the chutes #ill match the weir opening. The sides match the
height of the wreir opening and taper in height to parallel the
surface of the wsater flow as it w~ill exist vhen operating at
capacity. The bottom of the chute #ill be curved as showsn on
the drasing of the weir gate and chute shown on page 3. The
chutes #ill be welded to the dam gates. The chutes and reir
gates are to move up and down as part of the dam gates. The
#eir gates are to be closed before raising the dam gates for
reason of clearance wsith the REBDD superstructure.

The total effective fall of sater from the lake to the river
level is 10.5 feet. (see page 3 ) The 10.5 foot fall is divided
intoc two equal fall distances of 5.25 feet. The average fall
distance of the seven foot head of rater to the seir sill level
is 3.5 feet, this is increasea by 1.75 feet for a total of 5.25
feet drop before reaching the end of the chute. The energy of
this 5.25 foot drop #ill be converted into horizontal wsater
velocity aimed dosn river. The inertia of this velocity xill
elongate the trajectory of the falling sater. The energy of
the 5.25 foot fall from the end of the chute #ill be converted
into dosnward vertical ~ater velocity. Thus the #ater, sith
equal horizontal and vertical vectors #ill enter the river at
a 45 degree angle belos the river surface in a dosn river
direction. The velocity of this sater will result in a rapids
shich #ill dissipate down river.

The sater flowsing from the lake through the wseir and chute
and falling to the river will be in laminar flox with some
turbulence upon entering the river. The juvenile salmon #ill
have a smooth ride to this point. They will encounter some
turbulence wshen the sater floyx changes from the 45 degree decline
to the near horizontal gradient of the river and decelerates.
It is expected to be less than that encountered when passing
under the RBDD gates. This wsould result in less trauma,
confusion, disorientation and predation suffered by the young
salmon passing through this system than sith the present system.

Note: T#o points not addressed by Fisheries:-—

Under the present system, during the summer irrigation season
the only current on the surface of the lake is induced by the
diversion flow and the fiowx through the fish ladders. The major
flow is the excess wsater Passing under the dam gates. With a
very wveak surface current to guide the juvenile fish and carry
them down stream they likely become confused. The only surface
outlets for them are through the fish ladders and through the
irrigation diversion. The fish are screened from the diversion
~#ater and sent back to the river belos the dam. Those not finding
those exits have a major problem. They normally find their Jay
by staying in the current near the surface. Here they are in
a side deep body of wsater «ith no near surface current. This
is an extremely unnatural circumsgtance, for shich these young
fish are not prepared. The Bureau says they "sound". (dive do
sn) They get to the flox under the gates some say, but after
hos much delay and panic, perhaps for days. During all of this

P2
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RED BLUFF DIVERSION DAM

Lake Elevation: 252.5 ) :

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)

WEIR-GA TE CONCEPT

In this drawing the lake level is at 252,

No. 4

feet above sea level. The weir crest is

seven feet lower at 245.5 feet elevation.

The average head of water driving the
water through the gate is 3.5 feet. This
point is 10.5 feet above the river, the
total effective fall distance from the
lake to the river. The spill way is

designed to split that fall into two egua

parts, 5.25 ft. each. The curved bottom

velocity aimed down river.
falls from the spill way to
the energy released become a

blend into a singl
degree downward sl

ope.

of the spill way drops the water a distan
of 1.75 £t below the crest for a total
fall of 5.25 ft, leaving a 5.25 ft fali
to the river. The energy released by the
fall from the lake to the end of the spil
way is converted into horizontal water
As the water
the river,
downward
water velocity exactly equal to the
horizontal velocity attained at the end
of the spill way. These two velocities
e velocity with a 45

4-1,
cont'd

Letter from Ed Connors, Continued
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T Letter from Ed Connors, Continued
No. 4

delay they are subject to predation during daylight, w~ith no
shelter available. No measure of the delay, nor loss to
predation, in the lake is available. Juvenile fish passing under
the dam gates experience a change in pressure from more than

14 feet of wsater to less than 3.5 feet of water in a fraction
of a second. This too contributes to their problems. Here they
meet the wsell documents turbulence, disorientation and predation.

The most of the foregoing points are avoided by the Weir Gate
System., The unanswered points are the amount of turbulence,
disorientation, and predation that #ill occur wshen this stream
meets the river level. Certainly it sould be much less than
at present and it could be insignificant.

The foregoing proposed alternative is a concept, a sound concept
shich in practice should remove most of the problems that
juvenile salmon nos have in passing the RBDD, Study and
engineering are needed to turn it into a plan of operation.

Attributes of
Weir Gate/Spillway/ Fish Ladder System

1) It is the most secure means of delivering sater into the
Tehama-Colusa (TC) Canal. (gravity floa)
2) It would have the losest capitol cost of any proposed system.

3) It would have the lowsest operating cost. 4-1,

4) It has the potential of extending the period of gravity ,
delivery of sater into the T C Canal beyond the present 4 months cont’d
per year.

5} It ~ould be the least vulnerable to fluctuating operating

and maintenance costs.

6) Tt has the potential to deliver wvater into the T-C canal
during periods of heavy w~inter river flos for off canal storage
for use during periods of inadequate supply from the river.

7) It leaves the present flood channel available for development
of a salmon spasning area as w~as the original purpose, shen

that area was purchased before the dam sas built. Alternatively
it could be developed into a canoe/ kayak course. Possibly

both could be developed.

8) Lake Red Bluff sith all of its attributes could be extended
from the present four months each year so long as it serves

the salmon passage in a satisfactory degree. If it serves the
salmon sell then 'gates open' sould apply only shen the river

is in flood stage or longer, if needed to flush out accumulation
of sediment.

9) The spill of sater from the lake to the river, a falls, sould
be a great attraction.

Comment: The Agencies involved argue that there is no such system
in existence. True, there is no exact replica. Hosever On the
Sacramento River about 32 miles upriver from Red Bluff is the

P 4
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Anderson/ Cottonsood Irrigation Dam (ACID). Twso state-of-the-art
fish ladders sere installed there in the past year. The river
spills uncontrolled over the dam. The spill here is quite
turbulent. On the St. Joseph River in Michigan and Indiana there
are a series of low head hydro-electric dams. Each is equipped
w#ith a single fish ladder. On each the river floss uncontrolled
over the dam, The Chinook salmon navigate both up and down river
4ith no noted problems. These are the same Chinocks as navigate
the Sacramento. They sere transplanted from the Sacramento River
to the Great Lakes.

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)
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09/08/02 MON 13:04 FAX 918 529 3895

I No. 5 Fax from Dan Miller, Dated September 9, 2002

There Is No Honor In Saving Lake Red Bluff 5-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for

comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
Men, womet, and ohildren served and died for this country, and they didn't give DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, and Section 3.4, Biological

» . ) - . ent.
up their lives so one group of peaple could explott a resource that belongs to everyane! I Resources, for further information pertaining to this comm

understand that some people are not capable of really appreciating nature or wildlife, What
I don’t understand is their indifference to it, that “l den’t care” attitude is what is wrong
with the world today. So on this issue, everyone is going to be held accountable, one wity
or the other. o

Don’t be fooled by what you hear or see. What your being told is that a great
injustice is being perpetrated on Red Bluff. That the loss of the lake will hurt business and
recreation. What your being allowed to see is a grass roots effort portraying the
government as-the bad guy. The only problem with this Is, it isn’t the truth. The real truth } 5.1
is, the dam is killing the river,

The reality here in Red BhuiTis that we have some corrupt lobbyists masquerading
as a local business organization. What they arc trying to do is increase their own personal
wealth, improve their private business interests, and lock out the competition, all while
claiming to be ¢hampioning the rights of their town. The most disgusting part of this iz,

- - they want you to believe they are defending the people of Red Bluff. The truth is that
these people couldn®t care less about the citizens of Red Bluff. They are in it for the
money, and they don’t care what they have to say or do to get it. They buy and sell
political influence every day. Its a real shame that the City Couneil lacked the intellipence,
forethought, and moral courage needed to stop this hinacy. The last thing this town needs
is any more wasteful and embarrassing litigation!

Anyone wha supports lake Red Bluff should be ashamed of themselves; What your

saying is, your willing to pad your wallets and recreate, while the Sacramento River and its

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)
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08709702 MON 13:05 FAX 916 528 3895

check it out for Slourself.

USBR RED BLUFF NO. 5
There Is No Honor In Saving Lake Red Bluff

magnificent migratory fish runs are beaten up and killed needlessly. I can’t think of
anything more un~American than thar.

Any thetoric about how a new state of the art fish ladder will correct the fish
passage problem is a joke. There are no alternatives. Anytime that the gates on the dam 5-2
are down they create an improved habitat for predatory fish, both above and befow the
dam. All the professional resource firms money can buy won't be able to refute that fact.

You want some facts, okay. The dam was built in 1964, the fish Jadders have only \
had limited success. The dam created habitat for species that prey on juvenile salmon. The
Steelhead was listed as threaténed in 1998. The Chinook Salmon was listed as threatened
in 1999 The Red Bluff Diversion Dam is the most significant problem for fish passage in
the Sacramento Valley. The Red Bluff Diversion Dam creates a delay and blocking of > 5.3
migrating adults, and is an impedance of returning juveniles, it has reduced spawning rates.
Studies in 1987 showed a delay from 1 o 40 days, and more than 26% never passed.
Above the dam Lake Red Bluff provides habitat that enhances predation on juvenile
salmon. All of these facts were found on the Tehama-Colusa Canal Authority website, go j_,

A ftee flowing river creates more open spaces, better fishing access for kids, 3
better areas to hike in and enjoy the outdoors. A free flowing river gives everyone the
chance to have a quality outdoor experience anytime of the year. A free flowing river
means the return of the Striped Bass and the Shad to the town of Red Bluff. A free > >4

flowing river means that for the first time in almost forty years, the Salmon can regain

their strength in numbers, and that slone will make us “all” a more honorable people. P,

D W Mreer

/QL—'O BLUFF
J9/0% foa
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5-3

5-4

Fax from Dan Miller, Continued

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, and Section 3.5,
Recreational Resources, for further information pertaining to this
comment.
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| oMwame O 1305 FAX 910 526 2885 S No. 5 Fax from Dan Miller, Continued
THE ROW BOAT OF DECEPTION 5-5 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
There are people in this community who want you to believe that without the dam DEIS/EIR Section 3.12, Aesthetic and Visual Resources, for further
the tiver will always look like a gravel pit. Thoy want you to believe that the town of Red 5-5 information pertaining to this comment.
Bluffis weak and helpless, and could never return the river to ifs tre lined grace. They 5-6 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for

comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.5, Recreation, and Section 3.10, Socioeconomics,
for further information pertaining to this comment.

want you 10 believe that without the dam nobody will be able to fish from a boat in the
river again. They want you to believe that without the dam there will be an end to all 5-6
recreation, property values will plummiet, and business will suffer.

Well, my first question to them is, after forty years ‘of being poisoned, polluted, rip
rapped, and dammed are they surprised that the river looks like & gravel pit! How do they
explain all of the fishing from boats, and the recteation that goes on below the dam. Don’t
they know that property values are at there highest growth rate ever. Don’t they know
that business in Red Bluff will suffer with or without the dam because of 2 lack of jobs and
low wages. Their attitude that the town of Red Bluf¥is helpless to change things is an
insult, but they don’t care, because they have a different agenda.

Anyone who rides in the row boat of deception has a specific agenda. Their agenda
is to protect at all costs, their ability 1o sell alcahol and concessions on public lands aud

malee huge profits. Their agenda inchides anything that will enhance their personal and

private business dealings They want to continue to exploit public resources at the expense
of the citizens of Red Bluff,

The average citizen in Red Blufl doesn’t make one red cent off any lake related
business. Only a very small group of people make money off the lake, and its big money,
made with very little investment. These people think that because they have money, they
can do whatever they want. They will stop at nothing to get their way. They want to keep

their little gold mine because without it, they might have to work like everyone else

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC) 4-15



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

08,0802 ¥ON 19106 Fa o6 528 sa0s eSBR RED BLFE No. 5 Fax from Dan Miller, Continued

THE ROW BOAT OF DECEPTION

These peaple are very good at covering up the truth, and making themselves out to
be the good guys. They hire peaple 10 do their bidding so sometimes its hard to make the
real culprits responsible. These people are so manipulative that they have pressured the
Red Bluff City Council into using city funds to support a legal position that will only aid
their own private business interests.

The Chamber of Commerce, the Red Bluff City Council, and their supporters can
mitigate and litigate all they want to. The truth is, all the government owes anyone is to
restore the river bed back to its natural state. The Chamber of Commerce, the ity council
and their supporters all failed the citizens of Red Bluff. They never addressed the real
issues of illegal business practices, corrupt officials, poor planning, and the lack of good
paying jobs.

These people tell kids to stay in schoal, stay away from alcohol and drugs, and
take care of the environument. Then they turn around and ridicule science, make enormous
profits selling aleohol, and advoaate for the continued destruction of the largest river in
Californis. Anyone, even remotely related tn;:: the row boat of deception, has a specific
agenda, and that agenda does not include an environment where children or fish and.

= e e e

wildlife can run free!

Dy Mruer
Reg Bever
09 /o503,

4-16
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name = Pat Johnston N o 6
email = pmj@tehamacountynews.com "

comments = Pat Johnston
13020 Hoy Road

Red BIuff, CA 96080

Home (530) 529-0873
Business (530) 527-8956
pmj@tehamacountynews.com
September 18, 2002

Dear Editor,

Finally after fifteen years the City of Red BIuff, under the excellent leadership of City Manager Susan Price, the Chamber
have finally woke up to the fact we are going to lose our lake, but where have they been for the last 15 years?
Unfortunately by not attending historic meetings, many of these well intentioned people are pushing for the Option of the
dam gates in four months. That option has never been viewed as a permanent solution, because it is killing the river.

Dan Miller is right about one thing. The constant drowning and dehydrating of the river and its banks is creating silt to pile
up In the river, where gravel and channels should be fish need. Important habitat is being destroyed and replaced with
weeds. Howaver, because of the economic and quality of life we have bacome dependent on, removing the dam is not an
option either.

Saving Lake Red Bluff for needed water storage and opening up all of the bypasses would meet ali river user's needs. The
farmers wouid have plenty enough water to meet our local demands. The recreational users would still have full use of the
river. With a properly constructed screen at the just above the bypasses would give baby salmon fry the opportunity to
reach there destination free from the frenzied teeth of the squaw fish. The money to do this has been piddied away by
govemment in many different ways. For instance why has the California Park Service been fixing up and investing in a
campground that may have a mud hole instead of a Lake. The Bureau of Reclamation has already spent millions on
ineffective and costly pumps instead of investing in opening up the bypasses. ‘

It's easier for the National Marine Fisheries to pick on the community of Red Bluff, instead of going after commercial
fisheries. The Bureau of Reclamation has always wanted the dam removed and they want to build 35 more pumps.
What will they do with all of that water? Build the Westside Canal and ship it South.
Both of these agencies are using the fear of losing water to take advantage of the farmers and the Tehama County
Colusa Canal Authority, under the leadership of Supervisor Bill Borror, to get our water. How much water is going to reach
Tehama County farms, with 40 screw pumps operating at 2000cfs per second ?A trickle. Farmers dependent on the river
below the dam will have a hard time meeting there allotments, if these agencies have anything to do with it.
The City Council and Chamber do need to be applauded for their efforts, especially hiring a lawyer, but we must come up
with a real plan to fight them in court. The 4-month option has and only should be a band-aid.
Don't think the Board of Supervisors will back the Chamber's Resolution. Remember Borror and TCCA want the dam
removed. When the Supervisors finally do vote, according to Supervisor Mclver, it will be after the Public Hearing on
Septamber 25 and when they do vote, it will be a split vote with one Supervisor absent so they won't have to publicly sign
on or off.
The Public is suppose to know what the EIR contains by the meeting. The Supervisors should be able to also. They should
take a vote now, so we know exactly where they stand on the 25th.
Opening the bypasses and using Lake Red Bluff for storage is the only sensible, fair and cost effective way to deal with
this problem. Unfortunately the Bureau has never wanted to seriously look at it or do a real study on this option, because
ultimately they want our water. If they can't get our water honestly through the front door, then they will get it dishonestly
through the back and it appears as if the Board of Supervisors and TCCA, because of their fears of losing the water for
farmers are giving the burglars permission to steal it from all of us.

Sincerely

Pat Johnston

Submit = Send
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Email from Pat Johnston, Dated September 18, 2002

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 2.0, Description of Alternatives, for further
information pertaining to this comment.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.8, Agricultural Resources, for further
information pertaining to this comment.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.8, Agricultural Resources, for further
information pertaining to this comment.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 2.0, Description of Alternatives, for further
information pertaining to this comment.
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----- Original Message-----

From: Bill Treat [mailto:btreat@rbuhsd.k12.ca.us]
Sent: Seprember 18, 2002 8:43 AM

To: tcewatermandaol.com

Subject: RBDD

No. 7

Good morning Mr. Bullock,

Concerning RBDD and Alternative 1A: .
1. what does ".... The right and left abutment fish ladders
would be expanded and improved.® mean? Do you have a description of
the improvements proposed. Originally RBDD was to have had one 7-1
ladder centrally located between the middle 3 or 4 gates. The Dam
was built with the two on either side to save money.

?. Where will the pumping facilities be located in the "....
offsite pumping facilities.,..* ? Does this imply bringing in water
for the TCCA from other sources? 7-2
Thank you for your time and consideration.

Bill Treat

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)
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Email from Bill Treat, Dated September 18, 2002

Improving and expanding fish ladders refers to the effort to upgrade
the weirs within the ladders and construct additional conveyance for
water to attract fish to the ladder (sometimes called an “auxiliary
water system” or “AWS”). Specific details regarding the potential
changes to the ladder are detailed on page 2-18 of the DEIS/EIR
under Section 2.2.2, Fish Ladders. A portable center ladder has been
periodically installed in the center gate to enhance fish passage and
would continue to be installed under the 4-month Gates-in
Alternatives. Several concepts were considered in the original
designs for fish ladders; it is difficult to determine why a permanent
center ladder was not included in the original construction.

The pumping facilities would be constructed on the Mill Site across
Red Bank Creek from the RBDD diversion facilities. The facilities are
described on page 2-12 of the DEIS/EIR under Section 2.2.1, Mill Site
Pump Station. Figure 2.3-1 includes an aerial photo showing the
potential facility footprint. The pump station would divert water
from the same basic source as RBDD, the Sacramento River. All of
the alternatives considered in the DEIS/EIR include the assumption
that diversions from Stony Creek (which currently provides water
during the gates-out period) would cease.
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9-17-2002
Art Bullock/Tehama-Colusa Canal Autherity
Dear Mr. Bullock:

Attached are copies of correspondence | have sent to U.S.Senators Boxer and
Feinstein expressing my thoughts about the planned removal of the Red Bluff Diversion
Dam (RBDD). These thoughts, although not in there entirity, reflect the opinions of
thousands of residents of Red Biuff and Tehama Co. Signed patitions are available for
your review.

To capsulate these letters, the RBDD was built in the 1960's and for forty plus years has

effeciently supplied water to the Tehama/Colusa canal and by this canal to farmers on

the west side of the Sacramento valley. Through out these years the water was

supplied without the need of giant irigation pumps. Secendly, since Shasta dam was

built in the 1930's, the King salmon population has never been better in the

Sacramento river. The Coleman fish hatchery above Red Bluff, on the Sacramento 8-1
river, is running at maximun capacity for processing salmon eggs for future generations

of King salmon.

It is my understanding that the RBDD is to be removed because of possible
endangement of the King salmon and to ensure the availability of irragation water to } 8-2
our farming communities. We have more fish now and there has never been a

shortage of irragation water. What part of this scenario don't | understand?

If - for whatever reason - it is an absolute must to install the giant irragation pumps, } 8-3
needed or not, the dam should be left in for emergency energy crisis situations. The

natural flow of water will aiways be there. Once the dam is removed and it is found that

the great improvements to the fish and water supplys are not forthcoming it will be too

late to admit the plan was flawed from the start. If it's not broken, don't try to fix it.

%Fhank you for your conslgerxti:n.

basaore Fued

P.O.Box 815
Red Bliuff, Ca. 96080
530-529-2325
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Letter from Kenneth Hill, Dated September 17, 2002

The first statement is misleading and inaccurate. In the years since
escapement estimates have been made for the Sacramento River
upstream of RBDD by CDFG using spawning area surveys (1956
through 2001), the fall Chinook salmon estimates have averaged
approximately 70,000 in the mainstem river. The fall Chinook
spawner escapement estimates for the same period for the CNFH
and Battle Creek downstream of CNFH have averaged 30,000 fall
Chinook for a total of 100,000 spawners. In the most recent 11-year
period (1991-2001), spawner escapement in the mainstem
Sacramento River has averaged 46,000 fall Chinook, and the CNFH
and Battle Creek spawners (mostly CNFH origin) have averaged
69,000 fall Chinook for a total of 115,000 spawners. During that
period, the total number of fall Chinook spawners has increased
approximately 15 percent compared to that for all years since 1956.
However, the proportion of mainstem (mostly natural) spawners in
relation to hatchery origin (CNFH and Battle Creek estimates) has
shifted from 70 percent of the total to 40 percent of the total, a

30 percent decrease in naturally produced spawners. Furthermore,
the estimated number of winter-, spring-, and late-fall-run Chinook
salmon spawners has dramatically decreased throughout the period
since 1970, and continues to the present, as shown on Figure 3.2-1 in
the DEIS/EIR. In summary, the fall Chinook salmon population in
the Sacramento River may be larger, in the period since Shasta Dam
was built, but the most recent trend has been a change from a
predominance of natural fall-run Chinook to a dominance of
hatchery-origin fall-run fish. The other populations of Chinook
salmon (late-fall-run, winter-run and spring-run) have precipitously
declined since at least 1970, necessitating state and federal protection
under the CESA and the federal ESA.

This statement is accurate, CNFH currently has an annual produc-
tion goal of 12,000,000 fall-run Chinook salmon smolts. Recent
(brood-year 1998-release for 1999) production was 13,030,993 fall-
run Chinook salmon smolts and 755,073 fry (CDFG/NMEFS, 2001).
Note: Fall-run fry-release program was discontinued after the 1999
release. For winter-run Chinook salmon, currently the annual
production goal is 200,000 winter-run Chinook salmon smolts.
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No. 8

Pat Hill

From: "Pat Hill" <rioahso@snowcrest.net>
To: "dianne feinstein”

Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2002 10:50 AM
Subject:  Priscilla Owens appointment
Senator Feinstein:

If the article in the 7-23-02 S.F. Chroricle is only half correct in its staterents, | do not think Pricilla Owens is
deserving of your approval. It does sound like she has a record of “rewriting" the law. Her opposition to
reproductive and women's rights is also a concern. | question the active roll that government now plays in women's
right to begin with. 1 feel this is a conflict of church and state in that the: battle lines are drawn between religious
organizations the pro-choice women. Just my feelings.

Also, hopefully you have had a chance to come up to speed on the Red Bluff divarsion dam, Its removal will not
have a positive environmental impact on the Sacramento river salmon as the Bureau of Reclamation is claiming, in
fact, the placing of 10 to 12 massive irrigation pumps to supply water to an already existing canal will more
detrimental fo the salmon population than the dam has ever been.

Thanks again for your support.

Sincerely, Kenneth Hill

7/23/2002
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cont'd

Letter from Kenneth Hill, Continued

Recent (brood-year 1998-release for 1999) production was 153,000
smolts. The CNFH currently has an annual production goal of
1,000,000 late-fall-run Chinook salmon smolts. Recent (brood-year
1998-release for 1999) production was 1,102,540 late-fall-run
Chinook salmon smolts.

(See Response to Comment 8-1 regarding the relative numbers of
Chinook salmon today versus in previous periods.) The statement
regarding “possible (emphasis added by responder) endangerment
of the king salmon” is inaccurate. The winter-run Chinook salmon,
1 of 4 runs (=races) of Chinook salmon within the Sacramento River
is, in fact, currently listed as endangered, having been listed as
federal endangered on February 3, 1994, and by the state on
September 22, 1989. Additionally, spring-run Chinook salmon also
affected by operations of RBDD were listed as federal threatened on
November 15, 1999, and by the state on February 5, 1999.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information
pertaining to this comment.
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No. 8

7-15-2002

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer
112 Hart Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 20001
1700 Montgomery St., Suite 240, San Francisco, Ca. 94111

Dear Senator Boxer:

The Federal government is again planning to usurp California states rights,
against the wishes of many northern California voters, and remove a small dam
from the Sacramento River.

The Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) is planning the removal of the Red Bluff

Diversion Dam (RBDD) in the very near future. The BOR along with the Dept of

Fish and Game have been led to believe that the RBDD is the cause of the

decline and possible endangerment of the King salmon from the Sacramento

River. They are basing their beliefs on inaccurate and outdated statistics and 8-5
appear to be unyielding in their determination to flollow thru with the dams

removal in difference to thousands of citizens who have signed petitions

inprotest of its removal and to the updated facts that show it is not the cause of

salmon decreases.

The RBDD was huilt over 40 years age in the 1960's. It raises the river level } 8-6
anly 22 feet and with the fish ladders on both sides of the dam it has never been

a deterrent to fish migration. A back up of migrating salmon below the dam has } 87
never been reported in all these years. It should be noted that the Coleman fish

hatchery north of Red Blulff, on the Sacramento River, in 1999,2000,2001, had } 8-8
more salmon arrive via the river, past the dam, than could be processed, and the

hatchery processes thousands of salmon a season. To process, the eggs are

striped from the female salmon and fertilized with the male salmon sperm. The

excess fish are given to canaries which package the salmon and the hatchery in

return is given one of every three cans packaged, which are in turn given to

state and federal institutions for their consumption. There is no shortage of } 8-9
salmon in the Sacramento River.

The BOR now proposes to remove the diversion dam, install ten to twelve high
intake irrigation pumps, dig a very large forebay in the river botton, under the
pumps to supply them with river water, turn on the electricity, and send water
down the already existing diversion canal. A giant step forward claims the BOR.
We now just open the gates to the diversion canal and let the law of gravity do
its thing. The BOR has already ilnstalled 3 test pumps at a cost of $50 million
dollars (the projected cost was 5 to 25 mil) and has already experienced
mechanical difficulties and shut downs, and incured electrical bills that are
astronomical in a time of energy shortages and budget deficits. Putting more
high pressure pumps that will require daily shut down to remove the dead fish
that have been sucked into the protective screen, the very fish that they are
trying to protect, is not the answer. If it's not broken, don't try to fix it. The
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Letter from Kenneth Hill, Continued

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

This statement is incorrect. Numerous studies conducted since at
least 1979 have evaluated the effects of RBDD on passage of salmon
at the dam (Reclamation, 1985). Delay in salmon migration past the
dam was shown to generally increase as both the number of gates
open and the flow increases (Reclamation, 1985). Hallock (1982),
using radio-tagged salmon, substantiated the problem of delay and
blockage of salmon by the dam. During investigations by Hallock
(1982) and Vogel et al. (1988), more than one-third of radio-tagged
late-fall-run, greater than 40 percent of radio-tagged winter-run, and
from 18 to 33 percent of spring-run Chinook salmon were blocked at
RBDD. Vogel et al. (1988) determined that the blockage of these
salmon ranged, on average, from 78 hours (late-fall-run) to 320
hours (spring-run). Recently conducted (1999-2001) radio-tagging
studies using fall-run salmon at RBDD have indicated that the delay
of migration past RBDD averages approximately 21 days.

This statement is incorrect. Reclamation, USFWS, and CDFG
personnel at RBDD routinely observe congregations of salmon and
other species downstream of RBDD when the dam gates are in.
Additionally, photographic and videographic evidence is available
documenting congregations of salmon, Sacramento pikeminnows,
Pacific lampreys, and green sturgeon downstream of RBDD.

The statement is misleading. The large number of salmon processed
at CNFH to which the commentor refers are fall-run Chinook
salmon that largely migrate past RBDD following removal of the
gates in September. It is true that CNFH processes thousands of
these hatchery fall-run salmon annually, and does, in fact, provide
the excess fish to federal programs.

The statement is misleading and inaccurate. (See Response to
Comment 8-1.)



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

present system of delivering water to the water districts below Red Bluff has
been very effective for aver 40 years, it is low maintainance, it requires very little
energy, and is low cost to operate. PLEASE HELP KEEP IT THAT WAY.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Hill
Box 815
Red BIuff, Ca. 96080

Enc: A cry for help from the Red Bluff Chamber of Commerce.

No. 8

} 8-10
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Letter from Kenneth Hill, Continued

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 2.1.1, Existing Conditions, for further information
pertaining to this comment.
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Subject:
Save Lake Red Bluff

From:

Rita R

Ysgfar

9/15/02

- Reed

195 Howell Ave.
Red Bluff,Ca 96080

My husband and I fell in love with Lake Red Bluff 20 years ago

on our travels. We always made Red Bluff our over night stay.

Sixteen years ago I retired from the Sacramento City Unified

School District. We moved imediately to a home on beautiful

No.9

Lake Red Bluff. Knowing the river would ke back to its original

state in the winter, it was still worth it to have the enjoyment

0f the lake in the summer. Our friends, our children and their

spouses and our nine grandchildren visit regularly tc enjoy the

recreational convenience our home provides.

We bought a smzall

fishing boat and a patio boat for all of our visitors to enjoy

along with us. Our home is called Reeds Resort because we con-

stantly have company. Two of our children and their families

moved to Red Bluff because we did.

We have contracted and gone through twa docks erected by two

different local contractors. We prefer to keep our shopping,

repairs, etc. locally. We have gladly supported ocur town in all

of our needs.

Water skiing, jet skiing, boating,

fishing, the boat drags and

the 4th of July fireworks has brought hundreds of our family and

friends to town to stay with us through the years.

If Lake Red Bluff is taken away from us,

to stay here.

Sincerely,

oo W

Rita R.

Reed

s0 1s our strong desire
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Letter from Rita R. Reed, Dated September 15, 2002

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

Public input received during the scoping and document develop-
ment phases of the EIS/EIR identified a number of concerns related
to potential impacts to recreational resources. In response to these
concerns, significance criteria were developed where applicable to
account for local and regional impacts. DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2
includes significance criteria on page 3-206 in response to public
concerns associated with the potential loss of recreational
opportunities. Subsequently, DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2 identifies the
anticipated impacts associated with the construction and operation
of each alternative. As described in DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2,
Alternatives 2A, 2B, and 3 would either reduce or eliminate the
amount of time the RBDD gates would be down and, thus, the
existence of Lake Red Bluff. Impacts to lake-dependent recreational
resources and use are anticipated to be greatest during the operation
of these three alternatives, and, as identified in DEIS/EIR

Section 3.5.2, would be significant and unavoidable.
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No. 10 10-1

Subj: Public Comment

Date: 9/9/2002 11:15:46 AM Pacific Daylight Time
From: fred4b@pachell.net

To: towaterman@ao!.com

Sent from the internet (Details)

Dear Mr. Bullock
I'm writing with a concern regarding the proposals to eliminate the diversion dam in Red BIuff. 10 2

Elimination of the dam would have a financial impact on me regarding the value of my property. | have invested

several hundred thousand dollars in my home which is on Lake Red Bluff just south of Adobe Park. I've spent

hundreds of hours developing my river front. It's bad enough that | only get to enjoy the lake for the current 4 10-1
months.

By eliminating the dam it renders my river frontage useless. This in turn would devalue my property dramically.

In reviewing the available literature, it [ooks like there are alternatives that would save the lake and still

acomodate the salmon. The by-pass option seems like @ no brainer to me, but | am not an engineer or

enviromentalist.

1 urge whoever makes the final deciscion to reconsider the removat of the dam. Even if they put in pumps |

cannot see why the dam should be removed. What if the pumps break? The dam works off gravity. There's no 10-2
mechanics or power involved, It would seem to be *fool proof” to me.

Regards

Fred Fourby

21625 Mayfair Drive
Red Bluff, CA 96080

Mondav Sentemher 10 2002 America Online Tewaterman
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Email from Fred Fourby, Dated September 9, 2002

Thank you for your comment. As discussed on DEIS/EIR

pages 3-313 through 3-315, property values adjacent to the river
where the lake is formed are anticipated to decrease from operation
of Alternative 2A, 2B, or 3, even though the properties will
continue to have a direct view of the river. Social impacts under
Alternative 2A, 2B, or 3 are also anticipated.

Thank you for your comment. RBDD will not be physically removed
from the river. Under Alternative 3, the gates would be permanently
raised.

424
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No. 11

Mr. & Mrs. Roy E. Lewis
21870 Cttman Ave Red Blulf, CA 96080-8781
Home Phone (530) 385-1700
Email RoyRoberta@juno.com

- August 26, 2002
TCCA

P.O. Box 1028

Willows, CA 95988

Dear Mr, Bullock:

We are writing und making a plea for the Red Bluff Lake to remain a lake for the (4) four months of the year.

We feel the loss of Lake Red Bluff would be harmful to the city of Red Bluff and the money lost to motels,

and stores because of the loss of the Hydro boat races and other activities would be significant, } L
‘We are members of the Northern California RadioContrel Unlimited Fliers, and our club hosts a regional

float fly at the Red Bluff Diversion Dam, every June, it is something we all look forward to, and people come

from all over , including other states to participate in this activity, it is clean, good fan and it gencrates

business for all the local businesses, we would very much hate to loase our float fly. people taik about how

lovely Red Bluff and the river arc whenever we travel to their float flies, please keep this in mind before you

make a choice to end our beautiful river area, it is important to us and to the comniunity it serves.

Thanking you in advance for your time atid help in this matter, we remain, respectfully yours.

Mr.& Mrs. Roy E. Lewis

EGEIVENR

e 2 g R

S
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Letter from Mr. and Mrs. Roy E. Lewis, Dated August 26, 2002

Operation of many of the alternatives would result in some level of
economic impact. As described in DEIS/EIR Section 3.10,
Socioeconomics, potential impacts to the local economy of Red Bluff
and Tehama County in general were identified as a key concern
during the scoping and document development phases of the
EIS/EIR. Potential impacts associated with the following key
issues/concerns were evaluated: economic losses from reduced lake-
dependent recreation and tourism spending (beginning on

page 3-307), loss of the Nitro Nationals drag boat races (beginning
on page 3-310), property value impacts (beginning on page 3-313),
fiscal impacts to City of Red Bluff (beginning on page 3-315), and
reduced quality of life and loss of community cohesion (beginning
on page 3-317). Potential direct, indirect, and induced effects were
evaluated using Implan, a model developed by the U.S. Forest
Service (USFS) and commonly used to analyze potential economic
impacts. As described on DEIS/EIR pages 3-305 and 3-306, this
model was used to evaluate potential economic effects in Tehama
County. The anticipated construction and operation impacts
associated with each alternative are further discussed beginning

on DEIS/EIR page 3-318 with a summary table of impacts

(Table 3.10-14) followed by a discussion by alternative. As discussed
on DEIS/EIR pages 3-319 through 3-322, potential socioeconomic
impacts associated with each alternative are anticipated to range
from positive economic benefits during the construction phase of
each alternative, to significant unavoidable impacts for some
alternatives during operation. Depending on the alternative, impacts
are identified as being less than significant in the context of the
local /county economy or, in the case of Alternative 3 (Gates-out
Alternative), operations-related socioeconomic impacts would be
significant and unavoidable. As identified in DEIS/EIR

Table 3.10-14, the combined impact of reduced recreation and
tourism, as well as the loss of the Nitro Nationals, from the
operation of Alternative 3 would result in an annual loss of

$4.2 million/ year; operation of Alternative 2A or 2B would result in
an annual loss of $3.5 million/year. This loss represents less than

1 percent of annual sales in Tehama County, and approximately

1.9 percent or 1.1 percent, respectively, of the City of Red Bluff’s
total revenues from sales and taxes. Although local economic
impacts are projected to occur through the loss of sales and
employment in the case of Alternatives 2A, 2B, and 3, it is not
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No. 11

11-1,
cont'd

Letter from Mr. and Mrs. Roy E. Lewis, Continued

anticipated that a loss of 1.9 percent of the City of Red Bluff’s total
revenues from sales and taxes would initiate an economic chain
reaction that would cause a large number of business closures.
Therefore, no resultant permanent or long-term vacancy of retail
space, or eventual physical deterioration, decay, or urban blight
within the downtown area is projected. Page 3-321 of the DEIS/EIR,
Impact 3-S2, states that “the sum total of the various impacts of this
alternative would result in a significant economic impact to the local
community.”



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Mabel No. 12

; 12-1
Subj: lake red bluff
Date: 9/23/2002 11,29:22 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: chfive@snewecrest.net
To: tewaterman@aol.com

Sent from the internet (Detafls)

- e e N S e, W

I think we need to do all we can to save lake red bluff, the government is trying all over the
country to take control of private and county business, i think the local goverment here 12-1
knows what is best for the people of red bluff.

thank you

Glen Ransford

Tuesdav. Sentember 24. 2002 America Online: Tewaterman

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)

Email from Glen Ransford, Dated September 23, 2002

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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Subj: Lake Red Bluff

Date: 9/24/2002 10:54:10 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: abalmy@snowcrest.net

To: tewaterman@aol.com

Sent from the Intemet (Details)

econnomically for Tehema County., as well as an important source of
education for our youth. The Discovery Center and surrounding activities
would not be enhanced as they are now. The recreation and special events } 132

We are in full accord that Lake Red Bluff be retained. It has been a boast } 1341

which depend on Lake Red Biuff would grind to a halt. This beautiful
waterway should not be taken from the North Valley.

Please, add our names to the list of supporters.

Thank you,

Anatole and Adele U. Balmy

Tuesdav, September 24, 2002 America Online: Tcwaterman

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)

No. 13

Email from Anatole and Adele U. Balmy, Dated September 24, 2002

13-1
13-2

See Response to Comment 11-1.

See Response to Comment 2-1.
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No. 14 Email from Leland J. and Dixie Lee Rice, Dated September 24, 2002

e 14-1 See Response to Comment 2-1.
Date: 9/24/2002 11:35:13 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: ctilly@rtr.net

To: tewaterman@aol.com

Sent from the internet (Details)

Art Bullock:
Dear Art:
You may add our own names to support you: in your endeavor to save Lake Red Bluff. To lose such a beautifu! } 14-1
amusement area would be devastating to one and all.
Lefand J. and Dixie Lee Rice
Box 5317
Carning, Ca. 96021

Tuesdav. Sentember 24, 2002 America Onling; Tcwaterman
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No. 15 Letter from Sandra Hayes, Dated September 23, 2002

15-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.

on May 07, 2002. E believe this alternative will serve in the best interest of all parties

T support alternative 14 endorsed by the Red Bluff City Council in its resolution adopted
; 15-1
involved. You may accept and count this notice as my vote for alternative 1a. }

Sandra Hayes
20060 Live Oak Road
Red Bluff, CA 96080

BTN N
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..... Original Message----- : Email from Hank Bowen, Dated September 24, 2002

From: mailto_cgi@www.tccafishpassage.org No. 16
(mailto:mailto_cgiéwww.tccafishpassage.org]
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2002 11:19 PM
To: Waldrcp, Heather/RDD 16-1

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
Subject: MAILTO.CGI FORM DATA

No response is required.

name = Hank Bowen

email = hbowen@cwnet.com

comments = After reviewing the draft EIS/EIR I feel the alternate la would best satisfy

the needs of the fish passage and providing for the irrigation needs of the farmers in

this vital agricultural region of our nation. Plus, it also provides the additional 16'1
benefits of recreational opportunities for many.lease state directly if your comment

pertains to the Draft EIS/EIR.

Submit = Send

4-31
RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)
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No. 17

Younkers, Sharon/RDD

From: Waldrop, Heather/RDD

Sent: September 26, 2002 10:23 AM
To: Younkers, Sharon/RDD
Subject: FW: MAILTO.CGI FORM DATA
Comment .

77777 Original Message—————

From: mailto_cgi@www.tccafishpassage.org
fmailto:mailto cgi@www.tccafishpassage.org)
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2002 5:16 PM
To: Waldrop, Heather/RDD

Subject: MAILTO.CGI FORM DATA

name = Juliet Lamont

email = jandp@dnai.com I am writing in to voice my opposition to the Red Bluff Diversion
Dam operations.

The dam prevents fish passage. and negatively impacts fish habitat in a critical salmon-
run river,

Please operate the dam to a *gates out" system AT ALL times, with the eventual removal of
the dam altogether.

Thank you.

Sincerely.

Juliet Lamont

Ph.D., Environmental PLanaing
2248 Glemn Ave.

Berkeley, CA 94709

Submit = Send

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)

17-1
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Email from Juliet Lamont, Dated September 25, 2002

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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Art Bullock/TCCA No. 18
P.O.Box 1025

X g :
Willows, CA 95988 18-1

RE: Draft EIS/EIR Fish Passage Study q-24 92

After review of Draft EIS/EIR, I would like to express my support for alternative 1A

As indicated in the study. I believe this alternative best meets the purposes of the

study. Namely, an improved ladder will mitigate the concerns for the fish passage, 18-1
and by lowering the gates for the 4 month period will help supply the needed water

supply for our area farmers. Plus, this alternative provides much need recreational

Benefits for the area.

J args:es A. Bowen

180 S. Main St. #49
Red Bluff, CA 96080

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)

Letter from James A. Bowen, Dated September 24, 2002

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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No. 19
September 25, 2002

We need balance wher_l evaluating the concern over the Red Bluff Diversion Dam. All
aspects must be taken into consideration: the economy, public entertainment, recreation,
public access, as well as the fish.

Without the dam, Red Bluff will lose more of its economic base, and there is not much
left to lose. We need the revenue from events such as the boat drags that bring tourists to
our town where they fill up our hotels and spend money. Red Bluff lost so much when
we fost the timber industry. We cannot afford 1o see that happen again.

Removing the dam will not restore the river to its original state. To do that, you would
need to remove all dams, including Shasta Dam. Anything that draws water out of the 19-1
river, like pumps, also affects the fish. We nced water for farmers in our state, and that
Tequires reservoirs,
If the fish are in such short supply:
< Why do we still sell fishing licenses? (By the way — 1 do fish) b 192
< Why are there more salmon at Coleman Fish Hatchery than can be processed? } 19-3
These fish have to come through the fish ladder.
< Why can Native American tribes take an uniimited number of fish? Tt doesn’t 19-4
matter where the fish are going if there’s a shortage. } -

These are just some of the factors that also contribute to dwindling numbers of salmon.
They are not right or wrong, they just other factors that won’t change by removing the
dam.

For my family personally, losing Lake Red Bluff means lost opportunities for some

special family time. We keep our boat in the water for the entire four months the dam is

closed. We have dinner on river almost every night. This is wonderful time for usas a 19-5
family to be together, fish, or just watch the wildlife as we float down the river. The day-

to-day distractions such as TV and telephones are gone. Our farnily, along with many

others will lose this opportunity,

We are concemed about maintaining fish populations. However, we also believe that

there needs to be a balance between fish concerns and people concerns. That is where

we will finid the best answer. We should learn from the past that one extreme or the other

does not solve the problem. 19-6

We strongly believe that maintaining the current time that the gates of the Red Bluff
Diversion Dam are closed keeps that balance,

Matt and Sue Ampi
115 Corona Ave
Red Bluff, CA
530-527-5716

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)
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Letter from Matt and Sue Ampi, Dated September 25, 2002

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

Many species are fished for in the upper Sacramento River in addi-
tion to salmon. Californians as a whole demand sportfishing
opportunities, and the Fish and Game Commission (FGC) and
CDFG are funded and obligated under state regulations to provide
that opportunity. The CDFG, under direction of the FGC, regulates
the sportfisheries in California for all species, including salmon in
inland waters. The CDFG regulations provide angling restrictions
that prohibit angling for listed species (e.g., winter- and spring-run
Chinook salmon, and steelhead) within inland waters where those
species occur. In addition, ocean recreational angling (legally
conducted with a valid California sportfishing license) are regulated
by the Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) in cooperation
with the FGC. Limiting the sales of fishing licenses would not
provide additional protection beyond the regulations currently in
effect for those fish species of concern.

The overabundance of fall-run Chinook salmon returning to CNFH
are as a result of many factors, including, but not limited to,
hatchery operations, freshwater and habitat conditions in the ocean,
and commercial and recreational fishing efforts. Only a fraction
(approximately 25 percent) of adult fall-run Chinook salmon return-
ing to the upper Sacramento River, including those returning to
CNFH, pass through RBDD during the period when the ladders are
in operation. The remaining 75 percent of those fall-run fish pass
RBDD during the period after September 15 when the RBDD gates
are out of the river and the ladders are not functioning or necessary.

In no instance nor at any location can Native American tribes take an
unlimited number of fish. In the Sacramento River, Native American
tribes do not have any additional allocation or right to harvest fish
beyond that regulated by CDFG under the inland sportfishing
regulations. In the ocean, recreational angling and commercial
harvest are regulated by PFMC in cooperation with the FGC.

434
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RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)

No. 19

19-4,
cont'd

19-5
19-6

Letter from Matt and Sue Ampi, Continued

In management of the mixed-stock ocean salmon fishery, Native
American tribal fishing allocations are assigned to the terminal
watersheds to which the salmon escape (i.e., the Klamath River). In
those terminal fisheries in which there is an assigned Native
American tribal allotment, in no case do the tribes have the right to
take an unlimited number of salmon. The Sacramento River does not
have a tribal allocation for harvest of salmon. As stated above, the
ocean fishery is regulated as a mixed-stock fishery, and the
following management objectives specifically address harvest of
listed salmon species in California: (1) Escapements of salmon stocks
listed under ESA will meet or exceed NMFS's jeopardy standards of
the objectives of the NMFS's recovery plans. (2) In managing mixed-
stock salmon fishing, PFMC will establish maximum exploitation
rates based on the level than can be sustained by the weakest natural
spawning stocks for which specific management objectives have
been defined in the Plan and which are consistent with NMFS
jeopardy standards or recovery plans for stocks listed under ESA.

See Response to Comment 9-1.

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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No. 20

September 25, 2002

Stephen Downey
20902 Pebblestone Dr.
Red Bluff, CA 96080

Mr. Art Bullock

Dear Mr. Bullock:

| 'am writing to express my concern about the proposed permanent closing of the Red Bluff Diversion Dam as
we now know it. My wife and | are Los Angeles transplants who moved up te Red Bluff in 1981 in large part
because of the beauty of the town and the fact that the Sacramento River runs right through it

When | was growing up, my family would come to Red BIuff every summer to visit our aunt and uncle and their
family. | have MANY fond memories of days spent on the slough with my cousins, boating and swimming in the
river. | learned to water-ski on this river when | was just in grade school. My cousin, Joe Dominick, was a part
of the group that put in the original water ski course in the slough. The fun I had during those summers left a
lasting impression on me, forming my desire to move to Red Bluff when | reached adulthood. That desire to
relocate was sfill strong when I met the girl who would become my wife. After a year of dating, | sat her down
and explained to her that | was going to live in Red Bluff someday and if that was not acceptable to her, then we
needed to break it off right then. i brought her to Red Bluif to show her all the wanderful aspects of small town
living, especially the river, and she was hooked. A few years later we settled in Red Bluff to start our family.

Cur kids have all been strapped into their vests for boat rides even before their little heads reached out the top
of their vests. Whenever, we have out-of town visitors, our favorite activity is to wait until a bit before sunset,
then Jaunch the boat, drive it up to the top of the Surrey Village area, kili the motor and float all the way back
down, sipping liguid refreshments and nibbling on a light snack. We have found no better way to explain to
some of our “big city" friends why we live here than to give them a tour of the river.

Having the river in town is so convenient. Going all the way to Whiskeytown or Shasta Lake to go skiing means } 20-1
a full day commitment. Having the river in town means a quick 2 hour ski run after work or a mid moming tubing

venture with the kids before naptime. The convenience of being in town means the expensive watercraft we

own actuaily gets used!

| am a gereral contractor and have built a lot of home for people who have recently moved to this area.
Conversations with these clients have revealed that the river piays a large part in setting the tone for a much
more peaceful and serene lifestyle than they are accustomed to in the Bay Area,

The river as we all know it means a lot of different things to different people. Some enjoy it for its beauty, some
for it's recreation, some for it's fishing. Others enjoy it for the tourism dollars it brings to Red Bluff every year.
The Boat Drags, for example, is a highly attended event that brings in a lot of visitors from out of town that
spend their money in Red Biuffs motels, restaurants and shops.

will lose—the peaceful, beautiful river; the boating and skiing tion; the decrease in fishing and the loss of
revenue from the decrease in tourism.

The closing of the dam year round would forever alter the town. There will be no way to gain back all that we } 202

Please, save our Lake!!!

Sincerely,

Stephen Downey

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)

20-1

20-2

Letter from Stephen Downey, Dated September 25, 2002

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

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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No. 21

September 25, 2002

Good evening. My name is Teri Downey and | have been a resident of Red Bluff for 11 years.

1 am here tonight to express my concern about the proposed permanent closing of Lake Red Bluff
as we now know it. My husband and | are Los Angeles transplants who moved up here in 1991

in large part because of the beauty of the town and the fact that the Sacramente River runs right
through it. Back when | was dating my husband, he began to talk about moving to Red Bluff. He
drove me up here to show me all the wonderful aspects of small town living, especially the river,
and | was hooked. A few years later we settled in Red BIuff to start our family.

Qur kids have all been strapped into their vests for boat rides even before their little heads

reached out the top of their vests. Having the river in town is so convenient. Going all the way to } 21-1
Whiskeytown ar Shasta Lake to go skiing means a full day commitment. Having the river in town

means a quick 2 hour ski run after werk or a mid-morning tubing venture with the kids before

naptime. The convenience of the Lake being in town means the expensive watercraft we own

actually gets used!

Whenever, we have out-of town visitors, our favorite activity is to wait until a bit before sunset,
then Iaunch the boat, drlve it up to the top of the Surfey V|l|age area, kill the motor and float all
the way back down, siys-Herd o htgaadk We have found no
better way to exptain to some of our “blg cny fnends why we Iuve here than to give them a tour of
the river.

The river as we all know it means a lot of different things to different people. Some enjoy it for its
beauty, some for it's recreation, some for it's fishing. Others enjoy it for the tourism dollars it
brings to Red Bluff every year. The Boat Drags, for example, is a highly attended event that
brings in a lot of visiters from out of town that spend their money in Red Biuff's motels,
restaurants and shops

The closing of the dam year round would forever alter this town. There will be no way to gain

back all that we will lose—the peaceful, beautiful river; the boating and skiing recreation; the

decrease in fishing and the loss of revenue from the decrease in tourism.

Certainly all of us concerned citizens here tonight deserve to have our rights protected. We pay 21-2
our taxes and we should not be discounted by governmental agencies that do not seem
interested in frying to work out a solution acceptable to all parties involved. The river is the heart
of this town—please, do not break our heart. Save Lake Red Bluff!

&ri Downey
20902 Pebbiestone Drive
Red Bluff, CA 96080
{530) 527-1207

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)

Letter from Teri Downey, Dated September 25, 2002

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

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

Public input received during the scoping and document develop-
ment phases of the EIS/EIR identified a number of concerns related
to potential impacts to recreational resources. In response to these
concerns, significance criteria were developed where applicable to
account for local and regional impacts. DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2
includes significance criteria on page 3-206 in response to public
concerns associated with the potential loss of recreational
opportunities. Subsequently, DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2 identifies the
anticipated impacts associated with the construction and operation
of each alternative. As described in Section 3.5.2, Alternatives 2A, 2B,
and 3 would either reduce or eliminate the amount of time the
RBDD gates would be down and, thus, the existence of Lake Red
Bluff. Impacts to lake-dependent recreational resources and use are
anticipated to be greatest during the operation of these three
alternatives and, as identified in Section 3.5.2, would be significant
and unavoidable.

In addition to the anticipated impacts to recreational uses, operation
of many of the alternatives would result in some level of economic
impact. As described in DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics,
potential impacts to the local economy of Red Bluff and Tehama
County in general were identified as a key concern during the
scoping and document development phases of the EIS/EIR.
Potential impacts associated with the following key issues/concerns
were evaluated: economic losses from reduced lake-dependent
recreation and tourism spending (beginning on page 3-307), loss of
the Nitro Nationals drag boat races (beginning on page 3-310),
property value impacts (beginning on page 3-313), fiscal impacts to
City of Red Bluff (beginning on page 3-315), and reduced quality of
life and loss of community cohesion (beginning on page 3-317).
Potential direct, indirect, and induced effects were evaluated using
Implan, a model developed by USFS and commonly used to analyze
potential economic impacts. As described on DEIS/EIR pages 3-305
and 3-306, this model was used to evaluate potential economic
effects in Tehama County. The anticipated construction and
operation impacts associated with each alternative are further
discussed beginning on DEIS/EIR page 3-318 with a summary table
of impacts (Table 3.10-14) followed by a discussion by alternative.
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Letter from Teri Downey, Continued
No. 21 &
21-2, As discussed on DEIS/EIR pages 3-319 through 3-322, potential
cont’d socioeconomic impacts associated with each alternative are

anticipated to range from positive economic benefits during the
construction phase of each alternative, to significant unavoidable
impacts for some alternatives during operation. Depending on the
alternative, impacts are identified as being less than significant in the
context of the local/county economy or, in the case of Alternative 3
(Gates-out Alternative), operations-related socioeconomic impacts
would be significant and unavoidable. As identified in DEIS/EIR
Table 3.10-14, the combined impact of reduced recreation and
tourism, as well as the loss of the Nitro Nationals, from the
operation of Alternative 3 would result in an annual loss of

$4.2 million/ year; operation of Alternative 2A or 2B would result in
an annual loss of $3.5 million/year. This loss represents less than

1 percent of annual sales in Tehama County, and approximately

1.9 percent or 1.1 percent, respectively, of the City of Red Bluff’s
total revenues from sales and taxes. Although local economic
impacts are projected to occur through the loss of sales and
employment in the case of Alternatives 2A, 2B, and 3, it is not
anticipated that a loss of 1.9 percent of the City of Red Bluff’s total
revenues from sales and taxes would initiate an economic chain
reaction that would cause a large number of business closures.
Therefore, no resultant permanent or long-term vacancy of retail
space, or eventual physical deterioration, decay, or urban blight
within the downtown area is projected. Additionally, as discussed
on DEIS/EIR pages 3-313 through 3-315, property values adjacent to
the river where the lake is formed are anticipated to decrease from
operation of Alternative 2A, 2B, or 3, even though the properties will
continue to have a direct view of the river. Social impacts under
Alternative 2A, 2B, or 3 are also anticipated.

Aesthetic and visual resources were also evaluated in the EIS/EIR.
The Sacramento River and Lake Red Bluff were both identified
during the scoping and document development phases of the
EIS/EIR as key visual and aesthetic resources of concern. As
described in DEIS/EIR Section 3.12.2, potential temporary and
operational impacts for each alternative were identified. Although
some of the temporary impacts are projected to be less than
significant, the majority of anticipated impacts, particularly with
respect to operations, are projected to be significant and
unavoidable.

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC) 4-38
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LINDAUER RIVER RANCH, INC.
11790 TYLER ROAD
RED BLUFF, CA 96080

September 25, 2002

To: The Bureau of Reclamation and the Tehama Colusa Canal Authority
From: Ken Lindauer Owner/Operator Lindauer River Ranch
RE: Diversion Dam Options

I am in favor of leaving the gates down for the four month period as you are now
currently operating the system.

During the past 45 years or so that the Dam has been extant, the Red Bluff community
has built up enterprises, homes and recreation activity based on the annual presence of
the lake. I feel there is not enough environmental justification to now take this lake away
from the community that is now making such good use of Lake Red Bluff. I present
several comments to justify my position.

First, the TCCA Board seems to favor leaving the gates up because they say they do not
want to battle the Fish and Wildlife and envitomental advocates ad infinitem over this
gate issue. Good point, but I feel that as farmers we will continue to have to justify our
existence, gates up or down, and we will need to continually build on our solid basis as
good stewards of the land.

The TCCA Board is of the opinion that it will be less expensive to pump than to maintain
the Dam because of low electric rates for pumping and the high cost of'the Dam
maintenance. This may be true now, but over the next 50 years 1 think gravity flow water
has to be the least expensive delivery method. Also, the Dam has to be maintained, and
someone will foot the bill; probably the BOR, if they can’t justify charging the TCCA.
Maintenance of a large pumping unit is a real cost too. Lastly, we recently spent miltions
of dollars ($23 million as I recall) for the rotary screen and inlet system for the canal that
we should continue to use until absolute better systems are developed. 1 think it is wrong
to now to just turn around and spend millions more, again, to put in pumps and a new
screening and intake system. It’s working, don’t “fix” it.

In addressing the fish in relation to the dam, T first want to point out the great
improvement in the volume of cold, clean water that now runs in the river year around
compared to the years prior to 1945 when there was no Shasta dam. This supply of cold,
clear water has greatly enhanced the fish habitat in the Sacramento River. The river now
has several runs of Salmon and good trout fishing year around. Much better than before
the 40s, in spite of what some old timers may expound. Sure, the diversion dam may
impede salmon migration a little but its significance, [ feel, is incidental compared to the
huge improvement in water quantity and quality caused by Shasta Dam. Without Shasta

RDD/022600001 (CAH2167.DOC)
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Letter from Ken Lindauer, Dated September 25, 2002

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

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 2.1.1, Existing Conditions, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

Reclamation anticipates a gates-in period between July 1 and the
end of Labor Day weekend; TCCA has no position on changes in
gate operations. Maintenance costs for the new facilities will be
TCCA'’s responsibility. Maintenance costs for the existing RBDD
facilities are not known at this time. Table A-11 in Appendix A (page
A-58) of the DEIS/EIR lists the projected maintenance costs for
various alternatives at the dam.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 2.1.1, Existing Conditions, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

The Sacramento River has always had several runs (four) of salmon
and trout (steelhead). These runs occurred prior to the construction
of Shasta Dam and RBDD. No habitat benefits to salmonid species
were derived from the construction of Shasta or Keswick Dam. For
example, gravel recruitment necessary for Chinook salmon spawn-
ing has been cut off by the placement of the dams on the upper
Sacramento River. Since the construction of Shasta and Keswick
Dams, it has been necessary to place large volumes of spawning
gravel into the river downstream of Keswick Dam to replace these
gravels. During a period after the construction of Shasta Dam, some
of the salmon runs (winter-run Chinook) in the Sacramento River
benefited from the presence of cold water in months when it was not
historically available (June through August). Following the
construction of Shasta Dam, the numbers of winter-run Chinook
salmon spawners returning to the upper Sacramento River peaked at
approximately 119,000 in 1969. However, since 1969, winter-run
Chinook salmon and other Chinook runs’ spawner escapements
have declined precipitously despite the perceived “benefits” in
water quantity and quality, and fish habitat accruing from the
construction of Shasta Dam and RBDD.

This statement is incorrect. See Response to Comment 8-6.
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No. 22

Dam, what do you suppose the Sacramento River would now look like, environmentally,
with the population we now have in its watershed?

I question whether the fish preservation advocates have any case at all that the diversion } 22.7

dam is significantly affecting fish populations when one looks at the larger river
watershed environment.

than needed playing around with new engineering and environmental ideas like the 3 2
mile dual purpose canal section. Let’s leave well enough alone now.

fr B,&pu/r

Ken Lindauer

The dam is built, it’s there. it’s working, and we have already spent way more money } 208
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Letter from Ken Lindauer, Continued

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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Letter from Don Polson

No.23

California
445 Main Street  Red Bluff, California 96080 ¢ (530) 529-1331 * Fax (330) 529-1336 Investm ents

23-1 See Response to Comment 10-1.

“Just a note to thank you so very much for taking care of the i

sale of my home. I never had a doubt!” Mary J. R

“Don was the only one whe hung in there til we found the right place.”
Jim and Charlene J.

To Whom 1t May Concern:

As a Realtor with over 8 years of {ull time experience listing and selling
homes, land, apartments and businesses in Tehama County; as a past
president of the Tehama County Association of Realtors and as a property
owner 1 want to weigh in on the possible effects of removing the Red Bluff
Diversion dam from the Sacramento River.

The value of homes along the river would suffer the greatest impact on their

value, due 10 the declining appeal of visual beauty as well as losing the

utility and enjoyment of the lake in the summer. There would be a ripple 23-1
effect on the overall value and desirability of homes in greater Red Bluff due

to the overail decline of a market for homes in the surrounding area.

I have listed and sold homes on the River and Lake Red Bluff and can state
utiequivocally that those homes would have had a much harder time in any

kind of market if the lake ceased to exist in the summer months.

1 would be happy to provide further data if anyone were to contact me.

Sincerels
I
{‘/’;7(7 / g ,,{/(g R
Don Polson
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Letter from Barbara Ramey, Dated September 25, 2002
No. 24
24-1 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
Barbara Ramey comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
325 Brearcliffe Drive DEIS/EIR Section 2.0, Description of Alternatives, for further
Red gl(;lgfz?_ ‘2779 36 080 information pertaining to this comment.
jimboy(@snowcrest.net 24-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
September 25, 2002

RE: EIS/EIR Fish Passage Improvement Project at the
Red Bluff Diversion Dam

As a member of the Red Bluff Community I have been attending meetings
regarding the Red Bluff Diversion Dam for ten years. 1 have attended public
forum meetings and focus group meetings. During these meetings members
of the Red Bluff Community have consistently stated that their preference
was the Dam gates remain down creating Lake Red Bluff year-round.

have ignored our input. There has been little, to no, effort put into tinding a
solution that would maintain the Lake year-round. The Bureaucrats have
done such a good job of ignoring the preference of the public that we are
now down to only options that all involve the loss of the Lake fora
minimum of eight menths annually. 1t is my opinion that the Bureau had
made the determination ten years ago that pumps were the solution (the only
solution) to the problems at the RBDD and their actions since have been
designed to fulfill this vision. As a member of the community who has spent
ten years attempting to impact the outcome of a government agency 1 wish
to go on record as stating that I am disappointed and disillusioned in the
process.

The Bureau of Reclamation and the Bureaucrats involved in this process
} 24-1
24-2

As our options to save our Lake have been limited by the manipulation of
the system I reluctantly support option 1A, as the least odious of the options.

Sincerely,

Barbara Ramey

¥
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No. 25 Letter from Butch and Terry Shaw

“WE ALL HAVE FAVORITE PLACES” 25-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

No response is required.

Dear Sits;

We have lived here since the 70’s and have enjoyed the river for many years. Whether
looking at its beauty from afar or boating it after a long days work or waiting for the \
weekend, to drop the boat in the water at the City Park to run up river and see the early
motning light just hitting the bluffs and trees and all the wild life out at the first part of the
day. How can you change the joy we have in the simple pleasure of just going fishing right
here in our area, without having to fight the mass of people at our lakes and saving gasoline
to get to another body of water when we just go to the local City Park and put in for a few
months of pleasure and relaxation. We spend our dollars locally on supplies instead of
spending in another county. Red Bluff has been a jewel to live in for many people and for
many years. We can make a good living hete and have a good life, and a big part of that

good life has been the use of the river to enjoy its beauty and calming effects. Just take 3 > 25-1
kayak out and float down river or just float in a boat . It can fake all the stress away from the

busy life we all seem to have now. Everybody needs the river, whether you have that big

boat or are just a family that has children that just want to cool off in the summer on the

edge of our beautiful river. We all have the right to enjoy it. As a tax payer, we have seen 3

lot of money going toward the fish population, are we going to see all that go down the

drain because of your dicession. | don't know where you people are from, you might even

be from around here, but we have a beauty here in the very hot summers that can't be

replaced. The seer joy and the visual majesty of having our river still here ~ even if only for a
few months of the year to just float and enjoy life, you rea”y just don’t khow how

important it is to many of us here. People need rights too. j

“THIS IS OUR FAVORITE PLACE"

Thank you,

Butch and Terry Shaw
P.O. Box 8762
Red Bluff. California 96080
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No. 25 Letter from Butch and Terry Shaw, Continued
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e |28

No. 26

September 25, 2002

Bureau of Reclamation
% Max Stodolski

P.O. Box 159

Red Bluff, CA 96080

Dear Sir:

1 came to Red Bluff in the early 1960°s and have worked for the City of Red Bluff Parks
and Recreation Department for over 27 years. [n that time I have come to know what the
Red Bluff Lake area has meant to this community.

Members of the park crew then and now are reminded on a daily basis by travelers of the
I-5 corridor what a beautiful area Lake Red Bluff has created at our River Park. These
people who are traveling through are looking for a quiet, peaceful place to stop where
they can relax, stretch their legs and maybe even have something to cat. Lake Red Bluff
provides this environment and in so doing, benefits the economic well being of our
community.

In 1976, the City of Red Bluff celebrated its Centennial. River Park and Lake Red Bluff
were chosen as the venue for this 100-year celebration because it reflected what the
residents of our community feel attracted them to this area which are the natural
resources that are available which provide a multitude of recreational activities for each
and every member of their families. A variety of programs and activities were offered
that day, many involved the waters of Lake Red Bluff.

The calm waters of Lake Red Bluff have provided memories for many generations of our
community, so much so that many families have purchased and placed memorial benches
along the shoreline of Lake Red Bluff. This in an effort to preserve not only the memory
of the family members but of an area they enjoyed and hopefully would provide pleasure
and memories for future generations to come. I'm sure they did not envision a setting
overlooking a gravel bar,

The Parks and Recreation Departinent receive hundreds of requests each year for events
to take place at River Park. They include BBQ's, birthday parties, car shows, craft events,
company picnics, social gatherings, promotions, annual 4th of July celebration, service
club events and band concerts. Each year various youth groups for Santa Clara and Santa
Cruz canoe the Sacramento River and make a point to stop and camp at River Park. An
elderly couple each year apply for the proper permits so during the evenings they can
walk along the River Park and enjoy a glass of wine. AIl mainly due to the fact that this
park provides an attractive setting and is adjacent to Lake Red Bluff.

provided, we have approximately 50,000 daily visitations to this area, therefore providing

Each year in the four-month period when the dam gates are down and Lake Red Bluff is } 261
recreational pursuits for many and an economic stimulus for our community.
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Letter from Rob Gibbs, Dated September 25, 2002

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

Public input received during the scoping and document develop-
ment phases of the EIS/EIR identified a number of concerns related
to potential impacts to recreational resources. In response to these
concerns, significance criteria were developed where applicable to
account for local and regional impacts. DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2
includes significance criteria on page 3-206 in response to public
concerns associated with the potential loss of recreational
opportunities. Subsequently, DEIS/EIR Section 3.5.2 identifies the
anticipated impacts associated with the construction and operation
of each alternative. As described in Section 3.5.2, Alternatives 2A, 2B,
and 3 would either reduce or eliminate the amount of time the
RBDD gates would be down and, thus, the existence of Lake Red
Bluff. Impacts to lake-dependent recreational resources and use are
anticipated to be greatest during the operation of these three
alternatives and, as identified in Section 3.5.2, would be significant
and unavoidable.

In addition to the anticipated impacts to recreational uses, operation
of many of the alternatives would result in some level of economic
impact. As described in DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics,
potential impacts to the local economy of Red Bluff and Tehama
County in general were identified as a key concern during the
scoping and document development phases of the EIS/EIR.
Potential impacts associated with the following key issues/concerns
were evaluated: economic losses from reduced lake-dependent
recreation and tourism spending (beginning on page 3-307), loss of
the Nitro Nationals drag boat races (beginning on page 3-310),
property value impacts (beginning on page 3-313), fiscal impacts to
City of Red Bluff (beginning on page 3-315), and reduced quality of
life and loss of community cohesion (beginning on page 3-317).
Potential direct, indirect, and induced effects were evaluated using
Implan, a model developed by USFS and commonly used to analyze
potential economic impacts. As described on DEIS/EIR pages 3-305
and 3-306, this model was used to evaluate potential economic
effects in Tehama County. The anticipated construction and
operation impacts associated with each alternative are further
discussed beginning on page 3-318 with a summary table of impacts
(Table 3.10-14) followed by a discussion by alternative. As discussed
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No. 26

26-1,
cont'd

Letter from Rob Gibbs, Continued

on DEIS/EIR pages 3-319 through 3-322, potential socioeconomic
impacts associated with each alternative are anticipated to range
from positive economic benefits during the construction phase of
each alternative, to significant unavoidable impacts for some
alternatives during operation. Depending on the alternative, impacts
are identified as being less than significant in the context of the
local/county economy or, in the case of Alternative 3 (Gates-out
Alternative), operations-related socioeconomic impacts would be
significant and unavoidable. As identified in DEIS/EIR

Table 3.10-14, the combined impact of reduced recreation and
tourism, as well as the loss of the Nitro Nationals, from the
operation of Alternative 3 would result in an annual loss of

$4.2 million/ year; operation of Alternative 2A or 2B would result in
an annual loss of $3.5 million/year. This loss represents less than

1 percent of annual sales in Tehama County, and approximately

1.9 percent or 1.1 percent, respectively, of the City of Red Bluff’s
total revenues from sales and taxes. Although local economic
impacts are projected to occur through the loss of sales and
employment in the case of Alternatives 2A, 2B, and 3, it is not
anticipated that a loss of 1.9 percent of the City of Red Bluff’s total
revenues from sales and taxes would initiate an economic chain
reaction that would cause a large number of business closures.
Therefore, no resultant permanent or long-term vacancy of retail
space, or eventual physical deterioration, decay, or urban blight
within the downtown area is projected. Additionally, as discussed
on DEIS/EIR pages 3-313 through 3-315, property values adjacent to
the river where the lake is formed are anticipated to decrease from
operation of Alternative 2A, 2B, or 3, even though the properties will
continue to have a direct view of the river. Social impacts under
Alternative 2A, 2B, or 3 are also anticipated.
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Ty No. 26 Letter from Rob Gibbs, Continued
0.
26-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
Lake Red Bluff has become an integral part of the lives of thousands of our local N . ired
tesidents of which a price tag cannot be put. Because of this, 1 believe the powers to be O response 1s required.
can and should develop a plan to meet the needs of all those involved without sacrificing
the four-month period that establishes Lake Red Blufl, 26-2

What makes this Country great is the fact that each individual has a right to be heard and
I hope that the voice of our community is heard and that Alternative 1A is chosen and
Lake Red Bluff'is preserved.

Sincerely,

e 2

Rob Gibbs

City of Red Bluff

Director of Parks and Recreation
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No. 27 Letter from Susan R. Price, Dated September 25, 2002
EITY OF REB BLUF F 27-1 See Response to Comment 21-2.

556 Washington Street Red Biuft, Califomia 96080 (530) 527-2605 Fax (530) 529-6878 www.ci.red-biuff.ca.us 27-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.

September 25, 2002

Art Bullock

Tehama Colusa Canal Authority
P.O. Box 1025

Willows, California 95988

Re:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
Fish Passage Improvement Project at the Red Bluff Diversion Dam

Dear Mr. Bullock:
PRESERVE LAKE RED BLUFF.

The potential economic, recreational, and quality of life cost to the City of Red Bluff from 271
the loss of Lake Red BIuff will, over time, run into the millions of dollars. -

The City of Red Bluff expresses its strong support of Alternative 1A - an alternative that

provides reliable agricultural water supply, improvements to fish passage, and continued

economic, recreational, and quality of life benefits to all stakeholders. Alternative 1A

would allow for the Diversion Dam to operate four months. Alternative 1A would allow 27-2
for improved fish passage through the construction of new, state of the art, fish ladders.

Alternative 1A would allow for water to be provided to agricultural users through a

combination of gravity flow when the gates are in and by a pumping facility farge enough

to meet peak water demands in the spring and fall.

According to the Draft Environmental impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
(Draft EIS/EIR), the negative effects of the loss of Lake Red Bluff on the City of Red Bluff
include:

* Reductions of income and jobs associated with:

s Loss of Lake-dependent recreation and tourism activity
* Loss of the annual Nitro National boat drag races

* Reductions in property values resuiting from the loss of the Lake
+ Fiscal impacts to the City of Red Bluff

* Loss of quality of life and community cohesion
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No. 27

According to the Draft EIS/EIR, between $134,000 and $402,000 in City Transient
Occupancy Tax (hotel and lodging sales) per year would be foregone.  This is an
amount between 2% and 8% of the City’s General Fund budget. At a time of declining
State budget revenues and continued future economic uncertainty, this loss will
negatively affect the City’s ability to provide basic services to the public and continue
existing operations.

According to the Draft EIS/EIR, between $363,000 and $1,000,000 in City sales tax
would be lost. This is between 7% and 21% of the City’s General Fund budget. Sales
tax is the largest saurce of revenue for the City of Red Bluff. Itis a direct reflection of
the City’s business climate and health.

According to the Draft EIS/EIR, other extensive spending losses would result from the
loss of the Nitro National boat drags event.

Property tax losses as well would occur, as approximately 18% of the City’s General
Fund revenues are from property taxes.

All told, the above amounts equate to a large loss of City General Fund revenue.
IS THIS WHAT YOU WOULD CALL INSIGNIFICANT?

And what about the impacts on a largely low and moderate income community with a
significant proportion of retired persons, senior citizens, and young families just starting
out in their working careers while working at low wages?

These populations not only attend the boat drags but also enjoy the Lake benefits
without having to travel and expend funds to have the same recreational and quality of
life enjoyment.

The City of Red Bluff purports that the preferred alternative needs to be one that not only
continues the economic, recreational, and quality of life benefits to the City, but also
allows for the co-existence of opportunities for the provision of reliable agricultural water
availability and improved fish passage. THAT ALTERNATIVE IS 1A.

The City of Red Bluff City Council summed it up when they adopted the attached
Resolution No. 37-2002, which in part says:

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Red Bluff
hereby expresses its strong, unequivocal support for leaving in the gates at the Red
Bluff Diversion Dam from May 15™ to September 15" of every year thus preserving
Lake Red Bluff and its economic and recreational benefits for the community.
PRESERVE |AKE RED BLUFF.
Since;eh)r};’//)
7

Susan’R: Pricé
City Manager

Attachment — Resolution 37-2002
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Letter from Susan R. Price, Continued

See Response to Comment 11-1.

Page 3-300 of the DEIS/EIR states that “Incomes in Tehama County
are much lower than other areas of the state. In the County, 1999
median per capita income was $22,378, which ranked 515t of the

58 counties in California.”

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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. No. 27 Letter from Susan R. Price, Continued

RESOLUTION NQ. 37-2002

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED BLUFF
EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR LAKE RED BLUFF

WHEREAS, the Fish Passage Improvement Project at the Red Bluff Diversion Dam will
affect the preservation of Lake Red Bluff; and

WHEREAS, the City of Red BIuff has been participating as a stakeholder in the Red
Bluff Diversion Dam Stakeholder Working Group; and

WHEREAS, the City of Red BIuff, along with the Red Bluff-Tehama County Chamber of
Commerce and recreational interest groups, are prime stakeholders in seeing that the
Red BIuff Diversion Dam’s gates are left in for a four-month period; and

WHEREAS, Lake Red Bluff, which exists as a result of the gates being left in for the
sour-monith period of May 15" to September 15" of every year, provides important
economic and recreational benefits to the community; and

WHEREAS, the preservation of Lake Red Bluff is contained as an implementation goal
of the City's Downtown Revitalization Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City believes that the economic and recreational benefits lost as a result
of the gates being left _out will be substantial; and

WHEREAS, any potential mitigation for loss of these economic and recreational benefits
will run into the milliens of dollars;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Red Bluff
hereby expresses its strong, unequivocal support for leaving in the gates at the Red BlUff
Divergion Dam from May 15™ to September 15 of every year thus preserving Lake Red
Biuff and its economic and recreational benefits for the community.

The foregaing resolution was adopted at a regular mesting of the City Council of the City
of Red bluff held on May 7, 2002 and adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Avilla, Cherveny, Flynn, Houghton and Stevens

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT OR NOT VOTING: Councilmembers; None
()

ATTES
]

This is to cértify that the annexet
document is a true and corract copy

-
i /1 of the original on file in my office.
El Odhiofe et .
Gibria Bhepherd, City Clerk 7

A S
Cheryl Smith, Deputy City Clerk

City of Red 9
County of Tenama, State of Califomia
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COMMENT SHEET
Draft Environmental impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
Public Hearing
September 25, 2002

Name /%” (\alir'flfir/
Address  1Y79¢ Payner Creet R
Led B ca GLogs

Please add my name to your mailing list. - Yes /}C i No | |

T howe /c’J/(\,/eJ e ReJ Blubf_for gl)%ﬂ,u» MW jz Mﬁi
Cams e GO arr cre becrran Pod Bluff rohio ﬂhemmo U/}fw—/zq,,‘?
ot S by My /ffﬁu redicnd ece 4o sttt -u Qtnncay dnd seforrn rn S
A fanly 50‘41«44— (e retuonid o ruide oy 7&»1 @dmd 66?7

bn o 44 worvar T hare Seen pilly clor , mriapr ({W//Z(JJ?J
cloge (4 t’ﬂmt sk | Fornge udiy | PV, Lucky], Safecey , Aoyl sant, foglessete )
L hah? Seep [bmn’/Srj/’n 4 Klwuw e Caru ,,»'cw/

Cum S i lone pnd Kimball 5&4/-/:4;,,. 1y ﬁmd&%u ice ained T
bae seen Bd Bluft sutfe L oy mot oun 4 resibuvont or a prdtes
dr a4 ﬂ-ﬁd}' fA-/nm bk T Aane cortrmers afhy Lo smd If'afrrmae

. ; ¢ Gy
We have hid prne Ve puc rhac /h[gdfﬁa The boat- chy_x are.
ohe of 1 4/ /@wi irtome_Lrters v The Cobm’l{;; :?/ﬂz. ulﬁ #e
bull _sute | srocded; gnd Moysten trachs, WHhout Sourisme or /ﬂJuJ—ﬁfq e 28-1
QL‘ ﬂuiir@?&mﬂ. ARy A & mﬁ, Wl prrt 5/%7
]21 Fhrentsy 2 Swotrin ﬂmrauﬂ 2z vpfnw‘l«. EC LI I Dppar-ﬁzﬂ %L'

. s 2. 1hboc ,;,4 T S

- ; C :

The purlmrta‘gl ISSe s 1hy 75}4 o g, Continued)
= heaol Fret and Salnrop,, We

Submit comments at this meeting or send comments to: Art BullockiTehama-Colusa Canal
Authority, P.O. Bax 1025, Willows, CA 95988, Fax 530.934.2355, E-mail tcwaterman@aol.com.

The public comment period ends November 5, 2002,
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Comment Sheet from Bill Gaumer

See Response to Comment 11-1.
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Submit comments at this meeting or send comments to: Art Bullock/Teama- Colusa Canal
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The public comment period ends November 5, 2602.
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Comment Sheet from Bill Gaumer, Continued

Salmonid species on the West Coast of the United States, including those
within the Sacramento River watershed, have experienced dramatic
declines in abundance during the past several decades as a result of
many human-induced and natural factors. Commercial trawler or other
offshore commercial fishing activities might be one of numerous causes
for these declines. However, such fisheries cannot account for the total
declines in salmon abundance. No single factor is solely responsible for
these declines. Given the complexity of the salmon species’ life history
and the ecosystem in which they reside, it is difficult to precisely
quantify the relative contribution of any one factor to the decline of a
given species. Factors that might or might not be directly (or indirectly)
responsible for the declines in anadromous salmonids in the Sacramento
River watershed include the following;:

e Dams, water storage, and development projects

¢  Flows (quantity and timing)

*  Habitat modification

* Land use activities

e  Alteration of streambanks and channel morphology

®  Alteration of stream water temperatures and water quality
e  Reduction in available food supply

e  Elimination of spawning and rearing habitat

e Fragmentation of available habitats

¢  Elimination of downstream recruitment of spawning gravels and
large woody debris

® Removal of riparian vegetation
¢ Loss of wetlands habitat

Other factors likely responsible for the declines in anadromous
salmonids in the Sacramento River watershed include the following:

®  Recreational fishing and commercial fishing on unlisted stocks

e Illegal high-seas driftnet fishing in past years
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28-2,
cont'd

Comment Sheet from Bill Gaumer, Continued

Introduction of non-native species, including increased predator
populations

e Predation by sea lions and harbor seals

¢  Natural environmental conditions (recent floods and persistent
drought conditions)

*  Climatic shifts
e  Extensive hatchery operations

These are but examples of the potential causes for declining salmon
populations. The exact subset of these factors that are the responsible
causes for the declines of salmon and steelhead in the Sacramento River
are unknown. The current 4-month gates-in operation of RBDD most
certainly did not “cause” the decline in the populations of anadromous
salmonids in the Sacramento River. However, the current 4-month gates-
in operation at RBDD was mandated as a Reasonable and Prudent
Alternative, as a result of a Jeopardy Opinion finding in the 1993 BO for
Winter-run Chinook Salmon for the Long-term CVP/SWP OCAP
(NMFS, 1993). The implementation of this Reasonable and Prudent
Alternative for the protection of winter-run Chinook salmon, while
meeting the needs to reduce adverse impacts of CVP operations at
RBDD, might not have been sufficiently protective of Sacramento River
spring-run Chinook salmon or green sturgeon.
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Comment Sheet from Robert E. Douglas

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

Operation of many of the alternatives would result in some level of
economic impact. As described in DEIS/EIR Section 3.10,
Socioeconomics, potential impacts to the local economy of Red Bluff
and Tehama County in general were identified as a key concern
during the scoping and document development phases of the
EIS/EIR. Potential impacts associated with the following key
issues/concerns were evaluated: economic losses from reduced lake-
dependent recreation and tourism spending (beginning on

page 3-307), loss of the Nitro Nationals drag boat races (beginning
on page 3-310), property value impacts (beginning on page 3-313),
fiscal impacts to City of Red Bluff (beginning on page 3-315), and
reduced quality of life and loss of community cohesion (beginning
on page 3-317).

Potential direct, indirect, and induced effects were evaluated using
Implan, a model developed by USFS and commonly used to analyze
potential economic impacts. As described on DEIS/EIR pages 3-305
and 3-306, this model was used to evaluate potential economic
effects in Tehama County. The anticipated construction and
operation impacts associated with each alternative are further
discussed beginning on DEIS/EIR page 3-318 with a summary table
of impacts (Table 3.10-14) followed by a discussion by alternative.
As discussed on DEIS/EIR pages 3-319 through 3-322, potential
socioeconomic impacts associated with each alternative are
anticipated to range from positive economic benefits during the
construction phase of each alternative, to significant unavoidable
impacts for some alternatives during operation. Depending on the
alternative, impacts are identified as being less than significant in the
context of the local/county economy or, in the case of Alternative 3
(Gates-out Alternative), operations-related socioeconomic impacts
would be significant and unavoidable. As identified in Table 3.10-14,
the combined impact of reduced recreation and tourism, as well as
the loss of the Nitro Nationals, from the operation of Alternative 3
would result in an annual loss of $4.2 million/ year; operation of
Alternative 2A or 2B would result in an annual loss of $3.5 million/
year. This loss represents less than 1 percent of annual sales in
Tehama County, and approximately 1.9 percent or 1.1 percent,
respectively, of the City of Red Bluff’s total revenues from sales and
taxes. Although local economic impacts are projected to occur

454
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29-1,
cont'd

29-2

Comment Sheet from Robert E. Douglas, Continued

through the loss of sales and employment in the case of

Alternatives 2A, 2B, and 3, it is not anticipated that a loss of

1.9 percent of the City of Red Bluff’s total revenues from sales

and taxes would initiate an economic chain reaction that would
cause a large number of business closures. Therefore, no resultant
permanent or long-term vacancy of retail space, or eventual physical
deterioration, decay, or urban blight within the downtown area

is projected.

Additionally, as discussed on DEIS/EIR pages 3-313 through 3-315,
property values adjacent to the river where the lake is formed are
anticipated to decrease from operation of Alternative 2A, 2B, or 3,
even though the properties will continue to have a direct view of the
river. Social impacts under Alternative 24, 2B, or 3 are also
anticipated.

Aesthetic and visual resources were also evaluated in the EIS/EIR.
The Sacramento River and Lake Red Bluff were both identified
during the scoping and document development phases of the
EIS/EIR as key visual and aesthetic resources of concern. As
described in DEIS/EIR Section 3.12.2, potential temporary and
operational impacts for each alternative were identified. Although
some of the temporary impacts are projected to be less than
significant, the majority of anticipated impacts, particularly with
respect to operations, are projected to be significant and
unavoidable.

See Response to Comment 9-1.
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Comment Sheet from Robert E. Douglas, Continued

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 1.2.2, Similarities and Differences between NEPA
and CEQA, for further information pertaining to this comment.
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Comment Sheet from Leland George

It is assumed that the commentor is referring to pumps that currently
exist at RBDD, namely the Research Pumping Plant (RPP) Archimedes
and helical pumps and the “temporary” pumps in the right bank fish
ladder. In answer to that question, yes, all pumps will be screened
during any pumping operation to prevent their entrainment into the
Tehama-Colusa (TC) Canal. The temporary pumps in the right bank fish
ladder will be removed. Therefore, no fish will be entrained or
impinged by these pumps. The four existing pumps at RPP are designed
to lift diverted water and any fish contained in that water into the fish
protection facility (fish screens) presently operating at RPP. These
screens are currently operating to the satisfaction of CDFG and NMFS,
and are fully protective of salmon fry entrained into the RPP pumps.
The large and long-term cooperative effort between the state and the
federal government is titled “CALFED-Bay Delta Program.” This effort
has an element titled “Ecosystem Restoration Program,” in which plans
are being made and projects being implemented that attempt to arrest
and reverse adverse habitat conditions and passage problems in the
Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and the San Francisco Bay Estuary.
The goals of this program are as follows:

*  Recover 19 at-risk native species and contribute to the recovery of
25 additional species

*  Rehabilitate natural processes related to hydrology, stream
channels, sediment, floodplains, and ecosystem water quality

*  Maintain and enhance fish populations critical to commercial,
sport, and recreational fisheries

*  Protect and restore functional habitats, including aquatic, upland,
and riparian, to allow species to thrive

*  Reduce the negative impacts of invasive species and prevent
additional introductions that compete with and destroy native
species

¢ Improve and maintain water and sediment quality to better support
ecosystem health and allow species to flourish
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Comment Sheet from Leland George, Continued

Thank you for your comment. It is possible that new ladders might be
less costly than the long-term costs of operating a pumping station;
however, it is not known if a ladder can be designed to safely pass the
now-threatened green sturgeon.

Plans to remove Shasta Dam are not currently under consideration.
See Response to Comment 1-1.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for comments
that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See DEIS/EIR Section
3.9, Power Resources, and Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, for further
information pertaining to this comment.

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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Comment Sheet from Leland George, Continued

Several programs are in effect that are helping to restore the San
Francisco Bay/Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Estuary, including the
CVPIA and the CALFED Bay-Delta Program. For a description of
these programs and how they relate to the EIS/EIR, see DEIS/EIR
Section 4.1, Cumulative Conditions.

The water diverted through the TC and Corning Canals is intended
for agricultural use by the 18 water districts. Transport of water
outside of these districts is not within the scope of this environ-
mental document, and is therefore not discussed.
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Comment Sheet from Douglas and Cheryl Schreter

The funding sources for the project have not yet been identified.
See Response to Comment 1-1.

Eighteen water districts contract with the federal government for
water deliveries from the TC and Corning Canals. These districts
then sell the water to customers.

DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, provides an analysis of the
potential impact to property values based on the different
alternatives. However, property taxes are based on assessments as
determined by the County assessor and are not within the scope of
this document.

The property that is rightfully owned by the property owner, as
described in the legal description of the property owner’s deed, will
remain that of the property owner. This legal description will not
change, regardless of the gate operations.

The EIS/EIR documents the life history and current status of salmon
in the Sacramento river system near Red Bluff. (See DEIS/EIR
Section 3.2, Fishery Resources.)

The impacts and declines in anadromous fisheries in California,
specifically the Sacramento River watershed, has been documented
in the recent literature. The role of RBDD and it’s impact to the
salmonid fisheries is found throughout the publicly available
literature including, but not limited to, The Sacramento River
Chinook Salmon Recovery Plan (1997), 1993 BO for Winter-run
Chinook Salmon for the Long-term CVP/SWP OCAP (1993), RBDD
Fish Passage Appraisal Report (1992), and CDFG'’s Steelhead
Management Plan (1996), among others.
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Comment Sheet from Douglas and Cheryl Schreter, Continued

The objectives of CEQA are as follows: (1) To disclose to decision-
makers and the public the significant environmental effects of
proposed activities. (2) To identify ways to avoid or reduce
environmental damage. (3) To prevent environmental damage by
requiring implementation of feasible alternatives or mitigation
measures. (4) To disclose to the public reasons for agency approval
or projects with significant environmental effects. (5) To foster
interagency coordination in the review of projects. (6) To enhance
public participation in the planning process.

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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Submit comments at this meeting or send comments to: Art BullockiTehama-Colusa Canal
Authority, P.O. Box 1025, Willows, CA 95988, Fax 530.934.2355, E-mail tcwaterman@gaol.com.
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Comment Sheet from Lori Leepin

See Response to Comment 9-1.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, for further information
pertaining to this comment.
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33-1 See Response to Comment 9-1.

COMMENT SHEET
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
Public Hearing
September 25, 2002

Name | )¥f1(Se RU rmafs
Address l‘*l—\ 85 \l)ﬁf’ 4 DUDDd FDT'

Please add my name to your mailing list. Yes | Xl No | I

T am Lo not P«‘Hﬁz Jhe [pte &lO TDue o the } 31
Mot of Yedwafion " - bmmi o s ﬂmﬂmzw/jﬂ

(Continued)

Submit comments at this meeting or send comments to: Art BullockiTehama-Colusa Canal
Authority, P.O. Box 1025, Willows, CA 95988, Fax 530.934.2355, E-mail tewaterman@aol.com.

The public comment period ends November 5, 2002.

RDD/022820001 (NLH2139.DOC) 4-63



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

Comment Sheet from Fred Lowndes

i?HA:’SﬁA&:OLUSQ ENIOAL U THORITY ol No. 34

sEiSh Passage Improven

%&@L B "4l the Red Biutf Diversion Dam 34-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

No response is required.
COMMENT SHEET
Draft Environmental impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
Public Hearing
September 25, 2002

Name F2epn Lo PE S
Address 3 20 AL A @ AV E
Kep Biy s, (g Glopr- 28

Please add my name to your mailing list. Yes |“/ ' No | |

4 —~ — 4 A - = _ IR,
S A A FRveR CF &gy TP S B AR \
DPERfp BT HE Sl Lol e RATTSOWS T

¢ AR ECSTRICTED FisH [Usshge /S ViIWl re THe
LiFe oF TWE L7k FUD 70 THe L (FE o ¢ TR
Eivek
e AT H CPEL Sares THE pasH il Sppion FRarak
L PIHE B o B (o da® (CATER JRUD Flrac .
Lesses Ve TS ATTCA
o THE So-InrLep S LADDER S e AT Seppr e T
Alote SPH A 1E o5t T e BEreR Aeci s
BN T Dver Copas DA
© TTHE JRpese o T HE Yrsp fse pGe
LT IRV C et SR T S g RO RE e, T
& T HE FUSH,
»THE L ve 0T THE SISH 7S BATRIE Basm £

34-1

oIl DESTREey G A AL § TRNER
° CENes O fHENSEAR IS Ay forss | (Continued) j

Submit comments at this meeting or send comments to: Art Bullock/Tehama-Colusa Canal
Authority, P.O. Box 1025, Willows, CA 95988, Fax 530.934.2355, E-mail tcwaterman@aol.com.
The public comment period ends November 5, 2002.

RDD/022820001 (NLH2139.DOC) 4-64



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 35 Comment Sheet from L.E. Capilla

‘At the Red Bluff Diversion Dam

35-1 See Response to Comment 26-1.

COMMENT SHEET
Draft Envitonmental Impact Statement/Environmental impact Report
Public Hearing
September 25, 2002

o S E el

Address - Z)\({S/ﬂi' L—éel&J 5(DM Lv/(

T

7////\2,/,,.,be¢,} ~CAh.

Please add my name to your mailing list. Yes M No | E
7

Mlo, ¢riehne O </€hb frepl
Lo pehy ~  pree 8 STk Talce
GL/asd S vt Aves adin
Lore fi B2 g L do] Q/Lc..zrv(ddw( 35-1

bk [ oidon w/ a0ee sleak o
fuviiud | el pug

/ A e lax b s l»'Lﬂ/le/-a/(L/L_,
C,L[ worr 2 Lake L cedt ]

T e V] ! D
5

A

{Continued)

Submit comments at this meeting or send comments to: Art Bullock/Tehama-Colusa Canal
Aunthority, P.O. Box 1025, Willows, CA 95988, Fax 530.934.2355, E-mail tcwaterman@aol.con.
The public comment period ends November 5, 2002,

RDD/022820001 (NLH2139.DOC) 4-65



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 36

20 i
at the Red Bluft Diversion Bam

COMMENT SHEET
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
Public Hearing
September 25, 2002

Name :TM @)@'\/W
Address 37 S c‘k& 6/\0&"7 M
Reak Dlugh CH G000

Please add my name to your mailing list. Yes | | No l - I

DXML@@ N LHG{/M JO,UM\ wataShunta (MM%ZLLF&*
WA Ounoly ) Yh\u) A %MMJW ~) Gk M/w /MJM/d
Wosd o &Zcxﬁta\rjuz Denitgm Dam . )Xxm, : ng {Caetr.
Wtk 3m0 MWW&(@M«W i, Wlﬂ‘ﬁk‘—a/wd %4 W /
sbokiin e e v Mo proc ol g i ﬂ&uU\//w
wivd o Dided e Md@ i M/
SERNY WY Jm f)mqﬁ WLM,L\.%W @ hota. anpondd
e s o Sadl bud pud Braed wosa oo e
e e Noae 5 Fhpw Areko pu e Aoctir Qg
Soitloe Fpaing, 2T ey el te lwadl He il
Wil s natma L (coted - odd Dol e ietiny V- St
A poocl Ji«ww@ Lliein o .
e nbscec gl Aozl i 2 bracZipt
MAey fn RB. e o fpceth phal et it 36.1
e pivitn 4 W V(R precbalii -
4 WWLZL wheed _Boing it fA,
L Rz o Ared (028 e _Jelperre | fho
WM\M (oo pak Fiep eey Yo pr@nMHed> 36-2
Qe Mo Oring Nbrdnce .

Submit comments at this meeting of send comments to: Art BullockiTehama-Colusa Canal
Authority, P.O. Box 1025, Willows, CA 95988, Fax 530.934.2355, E-mail tcwaterman@aol.com.
The public comment period ends November 5, 2002.

RDD/022820001 (NLH2139.DOC)

36-1
36-2

Comment Sheet from Jan Correa

See Response to Comment 21-2.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources; Section 3.8, Agricultural
Resources; and Section 3.10, Socioeconomics, for further information
pertaining to this comment.
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Comment Sheet from Laurence D’Alberti

These requirements would be counterproductive to recovering the
state- and federal-listed winter-run and spring-run Chinook salmon
and steelhead. Extending the operational period of RBDD beyond
the existing mid-May through mid-September period and thereby
“permanently” creating Lake Red Bluff for additional economic
development would hinder efforts to restore state- and federal-listed
winter-run and spring-run Chinook salmon and federal-listed
steelhead. By extending the RBDD gates-in operation period and
potentially increasing the water temperature of the Sacramento
River, years of effort to reverse the declining populations of these
and other anadromous species would be sacrificed. Furthermore,
these actions would be contrary to the law under ESA, Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, and CESA,
among others.
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Comment Sheet from Robert M. Stoufor

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. Page A-21
of the DEIS/EIR indicates that the final cost estimate for this project
will be available pending technical review of the design.
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at the Red BIuff Diversion Dam 39-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

No response is required.
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t the Red Bluft Diversion Dam 40-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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Comment Sheet from Claude Nielson

An alternative that included new ladders, a new pump station and
screening facility, and continued operation and maintenance (O&M)
costs for RBDD was deemed too costly for consideration. Only
options that are realistic and viable are normally included in the
alternatives under consideration.

The CDFG currently provides regulations that restrict and prohibit
angling harvest for species of concern (e.g., winter- and spring-run
Chinook salmon, and steelhead) within inland waters where those
species occur. Limiting fishing licenses would not provide
additional protection beyond the regulations currently in effect for
those fish species of concern.

In DEIS/EIR Table ES-4, under Socioeconomic, the Gates-out option
lists impacts to Fish Runs/Spending/Property Value/Quality of Life
and Community Cohesion as significant. No mitigation is available.
The purpose of the EIS/EIR is to disclose project impact and invite
public participation and identify mitigation measure where feasible.
To date, no mitigation has been identified that would directly
compensate the City of Red Bluff for economic impacts.
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Comment Sheet from Larry Frash

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.2, Fishery Resources, for further information
pertaining to this comment.

See Response to Comment 26-1.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 2.0, Description of Alternatives, for further
information pertaining to this comment.
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Comment Sheet from Louie Bilotto

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

Operation of many of the alternatives would result in some level

of economic impact. As described in DEIS/EIR Section 3.10,
Socioeconomics, potential impacts to the local economy of Red Bluff
and Tehama County in general were identified as a key concern
during the scoping and document development phases of the
EIS/EIR. Potential impacts associated with the following key
issues/concerns were evaluated: economic losses from reduced lake-
dependent recreation and tourism spending (beginning on

page 3-307), loss of the Nitro Nationals drag boat races (beginning
on page 3-310), property value impacts (beginning on page 3-313),
fiscal impacts to City of Red Bluff (beginning on page 3-315), and
reduced quality of life and loss of community cohesion (beginning
on page 3-317).

As discussed on DEIS/EIR pages 3-319 through 3-322, potential
socioeconomic impacts associated with each alternative are
anticipated to range from positive economic benefits during the
construction phase of each alternative, to significant unavoidable
impacts for some alternatives during operation. As discussed on
DEIS/EIR pages 3-313 through 3-315, property values adjacent to the
river where the lake is formed are anticipated to decrease from
operation of Alternative 2A, 2B, or 3, even though the properties will
continue to have a direct view of the river. Social impacts under
Alternative 2A, 2B, or 3 are also anticipated. Aesthetic and visual
resources were also evaluated in the EIS/EIR. The Sacramento River
and Lake Red Bluff were both identified during the scoping and
document development phases of the EIS/EIR as key visual and
aesthetic resources of concern. As described in DEIS/EIR

Section 3.12.2, potential temporary and operational impacts for each
alternative were identified. Although some of the temporary impacts
are projected to be less than significant, the majority of anticipated
impacts, particularly with respect to operations, are projected to be
significant and unavoidable.
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Comment Sheet from Kari Lyford

See Response to Comment 26-1.
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Submit comments at this meeting or send comments to: Art BullockiTehama-Colusa Canal
Authority, P.O. Box 1025, Willows, CA 95988, Fax 530.934.2355, E-mail tcwaterman@aol.com.
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Comment Sheet from Dale Lyford

See Response to Comment 9-1.

Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
DEIS/EIR Section 3.8, Agricultural Resources, for further
information pertaining to this comment.
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Comment Sheet from Hank Bowen

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.

No response is required.





