SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 509 Letter from Marshall W. Pike, Continued

509-3 The commentor states that the “no action baseline incorrectly starts at
the current conditions to measure improvement? “ and “...why is the
true baseline for analysis of improvements in the conditions of the
anadromous runs marginalized by this presentation?”. The No Action
Alternative must capture the conditions that would be expected to occur
without the project. In the case of the status of the populations of
anadromous fisheries or their habitats at RBDD, that condition must be
the current time or some reasonably expected time in the future without
implementation of the project, and not some time in the past. This is
essential so that any measurable changes that can be attributed to a
project alternative resulting from the No Action condition can be identi-
fied and quantified if possible. This not to say that historical actions
that resulted in benefits to the anadromous fisheries were ignored or
diminished. They were substantial, and this environmental document
simply looks at further feasible improvements. These actions have been
included into the No Action Alternative so as to establish the current
condition from which to measure impacts or benefits from proposed
alternatives. As stated in the DEIS/EIR, page 2-9, the No Action
Alternative represents ongoing activities and operations, and corre-
sponds to the No Project definition as outlined in CEQA Guidelines and
is a condition that would reasonably be expected to occur if the project
were not approved. Those things affecting anadromous fish populations
at RBDD included in the DEIS/EIR No Action Alternative (condition)
included (but are not limited to) the correct 4-months gates-in operating
condition at RBDD, actions that were implemented from the 10-Point
Action Program that was identified in Vogel and Hayes (1986), fish
ladder improvements, installation of the rotary drum screens at the
TC Canal headworks, and relocation of the fish screen bypass outfall,
among others.
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509-4

509-5

Letter from Marshall W. Pike, Continued

The commentor states that the biology of three species of concern, green
sturgeon, river lamprey, and Pacific lamprey is unknown for some
unexplained reason. It is true that knowledge of the life history and
ecological requirements of these species is less widely known than other
species, such as Pacific salmon. However, it is known that these species are
anadromous and migrate through the RBDD reach of the Sacramento River.
Furthermore, recent pertinent data have been collected via the juvenile
rotary screw trapping program conducted by USFWS at RBDD. From that
investigation, knowledge of the downstream timing of young lifestages of
these species at RBDD is beginning to be better understood, and these data
were used to develop the temporal presence of these species with some
measure of confidence, at RBDD. To say that scientists know everything
about each of these species would be premature. However, for the purposes
of distinguishing differences in the performance of the project alternatives
that were evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR, the knowledge gained from these
investigations was applied uniformally and is adequate for distinguishing
differences in the effects of the proposed alternatives on those species.

In response to the commentor’s statement of “gamesmanship with the
Endangered Species Act,” it is noted that both the federal and state
governments are bound to follow federal and state law regarding managing
public trust species, including all anadromous fish in the vicinity of RBDD.
The management responsibilities and policies of the state and federal
governments for those species protected by ESA and CESA are very clear
under the law. Under ESA, it is the policy of the Congress that all federal
departments and agencies seek to conserve endangered species and
threatened species and shall use their authorities in furtherance of the
purposes of ESA [Section 2C(1) of ESA]. By law, the policy of Congress is
that federal agencies shall cooperate with state and local agencies to resolve
water resource issues in concert with conservation of endangered species
[Section 2C(2) of ESA]. As stated in Subsection 2055 of the California Fish
and Game Code, it is the policy of the state that all state agencies shall seek
to conserve endangered and threatened species. In addition to species
protected under CESA and economically valuable species such as salmon
and steelhead, nongame and noneconomically exploited species such as
green sturgeon and river lamprey are managed under the state’s natural
resources conservation policy. Specifically, the policy of the state is to
maintain sufficient populations of all species of aquatic organisms to ensure
their continued existence (Subsection 1700[a] of Fish and Game Code).
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Letter from Marshall W. Pike, Continued

We accept that the commentor might be correct. The DEIS/EIR lists
impacts to recreation as significant and unavoidable if Alternative 3
is chosen. In addition, see Response to Comment 9-1. Alternative 3 is
not the selected project. As of November 2007, the selected project
includes a pumping facility with a maximum capacity of 2,500 cfs.
Reclamation anticipates a gates-in period between July 1 and the end
of Labor Day weekend; TCCA has no position on changes to gate
operations.

Impacts to recreation are significant and unavoidable according to
DEIS/EIR Section 4.3 and Table ES-4.

See Response to Comment 509-7.
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cont’'d
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509-10

Letter from Marshall W. Pike, Continued

The statement made on DEIS/EIR page 3-214 that the likelihood of
increased populations of fish is “speculative” refers to the following.
One assumption is that improving passage opportunities for
anadromous fish might improve access to preferred habitats
upstream of RBDD, and that improvement in access might result in
population increases. However, it would be speculative to state that
improvement of passage conditions would directly result in
increased populations. This is because of the many variables
affecting and limiting the populations of anadromous species native
to the Sacramento River, including variables occurring downstream
of RBDD and in the ocean environment. The objective of the project
is to improve passage conditions for anadromous species at RBDD.
In response to improved passage conditions at RBDD, it is prudent
to say that populations of these fish MAY increase, but to say that
they WOULD increase and how much they would increase, would
be speculative.

The DEIS/EIR states that losses to recreation and socioeconomics are
significant and unavoidable.
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509-10,
cont'd

> 509-11

>509-12

>509-13

509-14

RDD/023440002 (NLH2188.DOC)

509-11

509-12

509-13

509-14

Letter from Marshall W. Pike, Continued

Operations of the RBDD gates have been changed from 12 months to
the present 4 months over the past 4 decades. With the present
operation, the Sacramento River is free-flowing and meanders with
changes in flow regime and geomorphology. The DEIS/EIR did not
attempt to evaluate any proposed channel mitigation or realignment
because no such plan has been proposed to our knowledge. The
intent of the proposed action is to return the river to its natural flow
regime without attempting to reshape or alter the river channel in
the vicinity of Red Bluff.

The fish passage facilities could provide fish-viewing opportunities
and it may be possible to accommodate fish passage viewing into
the design of improved fish ladders should one of those alternatives
be selected for implementation. Depending on the type of fish ladder
or passage facility alternative chosen, opportunities for improving
public viewing could be increased. Certain fish ladder designs are
amenable to viewing of fish passing through the structure, and
others are not. For example, the “Ice Harbor” (vertical slot)-type
ladders selected for the north bank fish ladder design at the
Anderson-Cottonwood Irrigation District (ACID) Diversion Dam in
Redding easily allows for public viewing. However, the pool-and-
chute ladder design selected for the south bank at the same
diversion facility does not provide opportunities for viewing of
passing fish. These considerations would need to be evaluated at the
time of final design for any fish passage facility should one of those
alternatives be chosen for implementation.

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

See Response to Comment 483-3.
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Letter from Marshall W. Pike, Continued

The commentor is correct that Tehama County is one of the poorest
counties in the state. It is not clear how the beneficiaries of this
project would be urban and suburban water districts in the Bay
Area. This project is to improve fish passage and provide reliable
water to Tehama, Glenn, and Colusa County agricultural users.
TCCA is the CEQA lead for this project. There are no Bay Area
participants in this project.

No funds have been allocated to mitigation at this time. In fact, this
project has not received any construction funding to date.
Reclamation will be the entity to determine mitigation.

No funding source has been identified at this time.

We do not understand the question.

4-682



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 509

What beval ol enlagation b rypfeally progect relsim!™ Whar mkiaacon cagning and fndad by water

reaht suyaltin? Wins ASERSIAEL B vl o pumvaliy? } 509-16d
# Tie Wl BAT. Tehama Coucty Chamber of Commares ssd the City of R BrhadT bvors bven pequiend
¥ ussharamine slenificast oapoadiancs In order w peepsre SEMTd v el md aingies!
wplniens e the agencioa a1 o eauht of die D EISEIR publsteticn. Faimburssesss althe cos of
[AEIE Sadry Tt b i ludad In mny mitigetion poogadal

509-16e

Vhank yow fee ot fomiadctaton and sobmaraive peaponise b eac of thire remarks

Soeicly,
ﬁﬁuﬂ_w& 2ee

o Femaiul Barsars Beoter
Sanator Daze Feinmim

Congrescmas Dsag (ha

anpretimte Wally Hargey
Assimbivas Dick Didkersoa
Avacmb|yman- pleoy, Deag LaMalf

Se Seropss Mauricd Sohuimensm

ets Sonstor-clout Sun Aunestad
ecrstary of the kereries, Gala Noglon
Resnemeas Apetey Secretany, Muy Michels

ald dithl  C0OS BL ATH TRSR-E05-0R5: Y0 SIINGAND Sd 410

RDD/023440002 (NLH2188.DOC)

509-16d

509-16e

Letter from Marshall W. Pike, Continued

Mitigation costs vary widely from project to project. We are unable
to find a definition of water right royalty.

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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Letter from Marshall Pike, Dated November 19, 2002
No. 510

Page 1 a1 2 510-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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DATE: Novensber 19, 2002

510-4 This project is being driven by ESA and the need to protect
threatened species. Fish passage of RBDD may impact recreation
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Letter from Marshall Pike, Continued
No. 510 ’
Page 2 o 2 510-5 Fish passage issues are well documented at RBDD. Substantial
improvement would mean that all fish species could pass easily

imprave * Wha messures are Lsed b delermine whn “sustaniit Improverant” s schieved snd when ks et} 510-5 without delay both upstream and downstream of the diversion dam
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ot far e e e _ 510-6 Reliable water supplies are hard to determine; however, it would be

R D difficult to deny that a pumping plant would not improve reliability
Marahall Fiks over the present temporary CHO diversion at Stony Creek.

Cancerned Com, Red Bull, Calfomia

Tuesday, November 19, 2002 America Onling: Towaterman
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No. 511 Letter from Kirk Willard, Dated November 11, 2002

511-1 This comment letter is duplicate to Comment Letter 429.
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Kirk Wiclaed
(U river landowrer. down river citizen, wxpayer, dad, e )
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512-1

512-1

Letter from Arnold Wilhelmi

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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Letter from Kenneth Hill, Dated November 14, 2002

i No. 513

513-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
B TR0 - Al Ar Budiock N No response is required.
Date: 11142002 4.40:51 PM Pacific Standned Tima
From:  doshso@unowcrestoet | 513-2 See Response to Comment 31-6.
Eﬂhﬂhﬂmﬁ{m 513-3 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
N L No response is required.
Daar MY Bubick:

| Eaikod il I QOVWTITASE FeprRBaniEE VS Bl i Sapt 28m meagiing beld in Reed Bl posibly | spoka with you al Sl e, O
persan manning & chant In tha back of h room lefl quile an impression wils sseecal peopls whin he mada Be siatement “Fish ae mon
Impertzan thun preopl” s ki wies Do gossmimants priodes s in repandd &t Gz congem stout o commanily ind s

eftict v ramaril of T REDD would Rave on Mg srea. Fish am mone importan than people No masiar haw many Hmes | rapsal his

lalement, & jusl doasn’ peam s Be pousememant has i printies in the pmper order. Fish s mo imponisnd then peopls! | an a vy

enthuslast Rsherman, | lore bo calo fish, | lovo i eal igh, § lows b warkch fish in thisr natrsl Raoia, i fish farma, [n dah nascharen, aed 513-1
sl of il Thi AmRation, | GGt Ik | will mver ba able b sy that "Fish ane mors important then pecpla®. Perkaps tha government

gk Uit blemed s ramenL et In the keat of the morni ms tham ween marmy peopke dsagreing wilh his sland on T FEOD

ramoval, Maybe ha knoves mong abost whers Bie imvenes come Som that sepport This grast nation asd that fish do pay o, And ifhe

o, | hopu b will shane i kicrwhindgn with an average Cilzen Hice mysslf 00 | might pess iR alsag i e many olnass thal do ret think

"Fiah B8 mOrd IMportant Ten peogee”.

Thi cilzers of R bave hapeily ved wils e RE0D fof cver 40 years. Tha paiss wars cosed e many years shar s comiruciion ped
v fish popalation ramained staady with cnly S ups and down (el 6o with natmes whins. Whess first construsind i nol only chvaried 513-2
Frigatian water but wa going i ba @ sinte of fin ort Ssh spmening folity, 1 wie locally mkered & as he "Fih DIich® and ST ough masy

millions of doliars were spend b perfict P spawning aneas il was ancehar grand plan Frad wend asunder, You might recall the! the gravel

clnsning Gyl R 1ol Nnclica A3 UM, Trvi S8h TaCens manapinied s the diich Rad 1o bo maphund on B nast side of ho

damn and trucked theough RE, down HWY B9, thon over o the spawning area. Tim sure Bars i & good fsason R not puling he

eeilarfing and pounting pland on B wnal side of e dvir, w jusl Eaven’l Deen schised of L. Wi allo hoas hal b fish Isdders o' nol

sdequate, hat tha sh ate Faving Ciffcully going Up @ grand wotel of 14 fsat 1o te hake area. Possitly tha mxparts from tha Columbla Riar

araa showkd have been consulied. Trey wane able ko deign laddars. ihat snshia fish dimi up bundmds of feel. Epaweing nraas hal denl

apawn gnd Bsh |adders am said to be sadogeain but seem lo work.  Anolier mlf-rmillon dolar plan et kookid (ocd on paps Bul S

pan cul Lnam B RBDO in plaoe, Emprove M feh badders, cofsidar Waving thi gales down § monih io inclede May 24 even your chars:

st ko b B Pigh rabeed of inhigdtion wier macth, and pisas donT it ‘Fisk be mare impertant fn people’. Wi ol Goefs areahem, 513-3
atbeast pul us en equal loodng o B fsh.

Siaceraly,

Knnreth il

FOB1E
Red Biuf, Ca. 06080
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Letter from Mrs. John M. Hawker
No. 514
' hlll;;‘ ; ?\':l:i:lﬁtusl]:};;r 514-1 See Response to Comment 2-1.
Red Bluff CA 96080-3834

I live on Reed's Creek opposite the
River Park beoat ranp and have one of
the nost beautiful scenes in town

when we have water in the river. I
really miss it when the water is down-
so 1s Reed's Creek, in casc noone has
noticed--and hope this little check
will help in sone small way to let us
keep the 4 nmonths water we now have.

I doubt that many people in the area 3
really know how nuch the river is
used by boaters, canoers, rafters,
kiakers and those dangerous little
jet skiers. Whole families, little
groups, singles (most of whome I > 514-1
think of as selfish,want-to-be-alone
husbands) are constantly going in

and out, starting around 5;30 or 6300

in the morning and ending with lights

on at 9:00 or later. J

People cone to the park all day long
to watch the water activity, ete.,
and nuch more than the lake will be
lost 1f we do lose it.
(My M key is disappearing and turning
into N and that is ng ugiunpeltifg.]
{95eE g : -

Ty
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No. 515

: T
ik 515-1
A
515-2
i] Rﬂ‘- Drvggsioat DAV JS Feep prow RIVEE
By B Qﬂl,ﬁ &
%%Pa Wl 8 &DM& HogP0
G omval e Bt o W
Medara.
O Cumopay R e anl paalia fowes 5151
Qe Ylocoity Al g0 WS o B il Cuss } 5152
@Tﬂu &anq ﬂﬁjuw el NN
L L s s R ) o
Raaid bgpest  aud calii. B, T 515-4
‘CQA m%(-ﬁw o-tﬂc.o-aﬁ.n.ui%s.—f?
s 70 MQ"‘&’E}"
515-3
515-4
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Letter from David Altmann, Dated September 14, 2002

The commentor is correct. Pumping water is one of the largest single
power uses in California, and millions of dollars are spent each year
to move water throughout the state.

It is unclear what the commentor means when stating that “free
flowing river 50 miles will not cure the fish spawning problems.”
The alternatives analyzed in the DEIS/DEIR were evaluated for their
ability to allow free passage of anadromous fish to both habitats
upstream and downstream of the RBDD. Upstream of RBDD to
Keswick Dam, the barrier to anadromy in the mainstem Sacramento
River, there are 59 miles of valuable anadromous fish spawning,
incubation, and rearing habitat. These habitats are subject to water
temperature-controlled flows released from Shasta Dam, ensuring
more optimal habitat conditions for these fish. Since 1993, in those
59 miles of the mainstem Sacramento River, approximately

80 percent of mainstem Sacramento River fall-run Chinook,

97 percent of mainstem Sacramento River late-fall-run Chinook, and
nearly 100 percent of Sacramento River endangered winter-run
Chinook salmon have been documented to spawn. For spring-run
Chinook salmon, numerous tributaries to the mainstem Sacramento
River upstream of RBDD contain large areas suitable for these
salmon to spawn, incubate, and rear. These tributaries include Battle
Creek, where a huge restoration program (>$100 million dollars) is
being planned and implemented. In addition, Clear Creek, another
stream undergoing a large restoration project, contributes, or has the
potential to contribute, large numbers of naturally spawned fall-,
late-fall-, and spring-run Chinook salmon and steelhead to
Sacramento River salmonid populations. To say that the RBDD does
not affect or “cure the fish spawning for 50 miles of clear flowing
river” is inaccurate. Clearly, improving passage for all the
anadromous species at RBDD will likely greatly increase
opportunities to access historical upstream holding, spawning, and
rearing habits as well as improving migratory access to habitats
downstream of RBDD and the ocean. Access to these preferred
habitats could potentially result in large improvements to these
anadromous fish populations.

See Response to Comment 11-1.

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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-~ No. 516

HLP 111

Beptemnber 23, 2002

Ta: 115, Senmtor Diane Feinatein, U5, Senutor Bosbara Boxer, Congressman Doug
Ose, Congressmon Wally Herger, State Scnator Maurice Johannesen,
Assemblyman Dick Dickerson, Asscenblyrnan Sam Aanestad, and Candidate for
Asceinbly Doug Lohulli, Red BlufT-Tehama County Chamber of Comseree

RE:  Save Loke Red Blufft

We believe Lake Red Bluff must be saved. The removal of this lake will lave a hige
recreational, financial, and esthetic, it on the community of Red Bluif, Az the 516-1
owners of Rio Vista Estates Mobile Home Park, o retirernent mobile home park

comumunily buill in the environs of Lake Red Bluff, in a park like setting, we know that

muist of ws would agres that the recrestional opportunities and the economic benefits we

derive from having the like in the summers momths is. ., "priceless”,

We hnve a marinn thal jx wsed by our residents the four monhs s of (he yenr that Lake . o
b <Boed BITisfull. Mestof ein look' 56 Tirwird 10,1k vatér coming up on Mayd$% uhe ©

getting there lishing poles out, shinning up thene boats, maybe you should take a ook at

the beauty we have 1o offer?  Many of these tenants have reloented 10 Rio Vists o enjey

Lake Red Bluff and our on site marina. The river is an cconcmic asset that we =

despermely need in this community. The closure of the diversion dam would be a

tremendous [oss to our community and the town of Red Bhs¥. | can't imagine our

beautifial park hike setting with o dry rverbed running through it, Also, the propeny

values of our petired renams would be greatly affected

The federal agencics mvolved in this move to elaminate Lake Red Bluff should ke into

wunsideratiom the guality of life fir the residents of the Red Bluff and surrounding aress

Four month's cut of tee year {5 an extremely reasonable amount of time 1o salisfy the

loeal resident's ard the remsainisg cight manil's G the river 1o fow its normal course, 516-2
Druriing the Four month® it slse provides water sioege for the Camers and raschers that

provide the backbone of Califomia’s economy and resources, Wildlife and game

management. IF you sucored with removing the Diversion Dinm, then what next? The

Shasta am'?

B0 Tarkey Way
Fala Cics. CA 95624

| P 107858

RDD/023440002 (NLH2188.DOC)

516-1
516-2

Letter from James, Nellie, Steven, and Timothy Henson,
Dated September 25, 2002

See Response to Comment 21-2.

Table ES-4 indicates that impacts to quality of life could be
significant depending on the alternative selected. There is presently
no proposal to remove Shasta Dam.
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-~ No. 516

There ane giber aliematives that shoubd be tried, including review af extsting progrums (o

predect the fish. We are in Frvor of keving salmon (and other fishery's) thriving in the

Sacramenia Rlver. However, removing the dam i3 not the anawer for everyone, it is

obvious that there is a degign faw that has bhindered our fishery's but it 15 not the sole

reasun for depleting number's. Where are all the fish that used 1o spawm below the dam? } 516-3
The dam did not bnterfere with their life cycle and vet they have not returned in the

numbers of previous years. There ane other optons to be considered rather than

eliminnting Laks Red Bludy,

W arg writing yo i nsk for your help in Saving Lake Red Blulf and the quality of lile
oar wennnt enjoy 85 a result of the Sacramento River. There ane very few netivities for
the people in our area and 1o eliminate the heslihy outdoar recreation opportanities
provided by Lake Red Bluff would be a real disservice to all the citieens. We ane in favor
of keeping the Red Blaff [iversson Dam right whese it is!

Xincerely,

&E}‘I:: D%i’j}.fnwwu
P)attiec b G lossera

Bellie |, Henson

IS e T AEO = - S

Steven C. Hemaon

;ZA:-:.I T {3 ‘Fiv —_

Tinwrhy B. Henson
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Letter from James, Nellie, Steven, and Timothy Henson, Continued

516-3

Regarding the question as to “where are all the fish that used to spawn
below the dam?, the following provides explanation of changes in
spawning distributions in the Sacramento River. After RBDD became
operational in the 1960s and until the 1980s, the RBDD gates were placed
in the down position, creating an impediment to fish passage for a
majority of the year. Since 1970, the total annual number of fall-run
Chinook salmon spawning in the mainstem Sacramento River has
remained relatively constant (approximately 65,000 to 75,000 adults
annually). However, when comparing the geographic distribution of
Chinook salmon spawning since 1970, changes have occurred. For
example, the percentage of fall-run Chinook salmon that spawned
upstream and downstream of RBDD from 1970 through 1980, when the
RBDD gates were in most months of the year, was 56 percent upstream
and 44 percent downstream, respectively. From 1981 through 1992, when
gates were removed for up to 6 months per year, the percentage of fall-
run Chinook salmon that spawned upstream and downstream of RBDD
shifted to 63 percent upstream and 37 percent downstream. Finally, for
the years of 1993 through 2005, following the issuance of the NMFS’s
1993 BO for Winter-run Chinook Salmon for the CVP/SWP OCAP when
the RBDD gates were in just 4 months per year, the percentage of fall-run
Chinook salmon that spawned upstream and downstream of RBDD were
80 and 20 percent, respecttively. Clearly, during the period from 1970 to
2005, when the RBDD gates were removed for longer and longer
durations, greater percentages of fall-run Chinook salmon spawned
upstream of RBDD. Despite diminishing total numbers of spawning
salmon, similar trends of distributions for spawning spring-run Chinook
salmon have been observed for this species as well. The same trend in
distribution with fewer total numbers was observed for winter-run
Chinook salmon until the period of 1993 through 2005, when the total
number of spawners began to increase (in addition to the percentage of
those spawning upstream of RBDD increased).Thus, the changes in
spawning distribution and total numbers of spawners appear to
generally correlate with the gates-out operations of RBDD. Many of those
salmon that either were formerly forced or chose to spawn downstream
of RBDD are now either spawning upstream of RBDD because of
increased opportunities, or that portion of salmon that previously
spawned downstream of RBDD no longer exists in the same abundance.
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— No. 516

Pevition in support of letter dated September 25, 2007, sddressed 1o U5, Senstor Diane
Feinstein, U5, Senator Harburn Baxer, Congressman Dong Ose, Congressman Wally Herger,
State Senator Maurice Johannesen, Assemblyman Dick Dickerson, Assemblyman Sam
Aummestud, wmd Cundidute for Assembly Doug LaMalfa, Red Blafl-Tehama Caunty Chamber of
Commerce, requesting immediate help in Saving Lake Red Blaff and the quality of life we enjoy
as a resuli of the Sneramento Biver!

Name Adldress FPhane fEmnil
1 doian .':E“Eﬂ!l £ EE! &1£=é E:E: ﬂl ;-"Wﬂ_! Fa

s 157 s P £ S SOR Zgas
2 ;:Efm 420 (e Grndiy (242G 393>
it 109 Guea Yhaugly On $w 37 51y

bed Hasnis A, $30-Taq-ait

7 fﬁfﬁféﬂ—f !/ i i

s Tl '
Iﬁi ﬁw WA T TEY.,
%;m Cosa Hawda [d  S537-2655

£l ne- §2P-s5/5

152 Cn'r‘.n._ﬂ;'-_w,-nl. i::'L E 2‘?.11;..; g 4 ges. S$2E- 275
S, iFeids b Faddae okl S T g Ad am
.- p = ¢

G

&2 s
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R N
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& s fnf J:?.-a*‘ I
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Letter from James, Nellie, Steven, and Timothy Henson,

Attachment A
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No. 516 Letter from James, Nellie, Steven, and Timothy Henson,
) Attachment B
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No. 517 Letter from Shelby Ingersoll, Dated November 9, 2002

517-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.

517-2 Thank you for your comment. Responses are only given for
comments that directly relate to content in the DEIS/EIR. See
Art Bullock/Tehama-Coluss Cangl Autharity  November 9, 2007 DEIS/EIR Section 3.8, Agricultural Resources, for further
information pertaining to this comment.

PO Bax 1025
Wilbows, Ca 95958

Diear Mr Fallock:

W_hr.-n l_m!lk the streers of Red BIT, [ see whal a depressed area it is,
with buildings gmpty, the river very low, and now it seems thas Red Elafl
Lake will be canply lon

Hedd Bluff needs the rver for the econamic growth There nre jobs

provided to people thiough activities on the river, How can that be

discounted” Restmurants on the rver don't have [he stme activity as wisen 17-1
U rver is full. People dan't visit the park area waih water nod beiog up o 517-
the shore, the river is a gprcal sitraction. Chher areas and establichments

are not frequentod as often either Rod BlulT Lake is a draw

I thank Red Bluff needs *Red Blulf Lake® There are lsdders for the fish;

the dam is caly closed G those few months in the summer. As many

uiher people have staved “this whole issue is shoul moving the water 517-2
somih ™ [ hope you will be a paiiner, and a spokesperson 1o leave Red

Duft Lake abone

Thie comminity of Read Blull depends on |ake Red Bl
Sucwiely,

-f.z_'féc"’}f;-‘ ugjﬁ?-ﬁ..- &’

Shelby Ingersnlk
130 Agun Verdi Drive
Red Bibuff, Ca wo0s0
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Letter from Steven Hooper, California Integrated Waste Management

No. 518 Board, Dated December 6, 2002
Fi pil. § BIRDERSG P=e, 36 2D MOiIPR P
California Integrated Wase Manugement Board ) 518-1 Information regarding the status of the landfill was presented in
S .‘i.“é‘nﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ?ﬁf{m - DEIS/EIR Section 3.7, Geology. At the time of DEIS/EIR publication,
Muiting Address: F. € S 4025, Socramenio, =4 23800425 _— the site was identified as a Class III landfill owned and operated by
o s ok s s the Pactiv Corporation, and it was noted that additional site
e characterization was underway as part of a corrective action plan
Pt = and closure activities - likely through use of a geosynthetic cap or a
"‘E_lf?, B _||1.I_j|_ E_ 1L I':,LMM' designated containment zone. Overall, the proposed project was
Dieccmber 6, 2002 : M - nf;gfa-;b- : . : A
li' i | e considered to be consistent with these forecast activities. The lead
Mr. Art Bullock _ e : agencies determined that the unpermitted status of the landfill
I:?:Tllﬁau; Erm Authesity ll._-— ""FLEG_@UEE]' would be resolved through implementation of the corrective action
Willows, CA 95526 STAT F-_C'LE_F'LE'— _— plan or as part of the closure activities. Furthermore, the lead

agencies do not intend to operate the site as a landfill in the future.

Embject: SCH Na. 2002042075 Draft Exvironmenial Iepact StatementEnvisonmental Impact See Response to Comment 454-1 for an updated estimate of

R fur Lk Tehama-Colusa Antherd H .
e ot T UL PR ik B e excavation volumes.

Dear Mr. Bulleck:

‘The Califemin Inbegrafed Wasre Missgomens Poard®e (CTWIE or Bosrd) o120l hos roviewed the
envirnpmentnl dacumesn (T clted shave and offer the following proyect descripeion, s=slyzis,
and aur recommendations hased on staf's understanding of the propet. I the CTWHAE penject
description varics substamtially from the propee! s undosivod by the Lead Agency, Board siaff
Tewuests muneduais notificatum of any agnifcant diffsrences. We abo request that sy Project
Duescription changes be incorporated imro e ED peior 1o certification of the DEISMEIR and
Toca! mppraval of the proiess.

FROJECT DESCRIFTION

Aceording 10 the DETSMELR, the Fish Pasiags lmprovesmi Propect o the Red Bl Diversion
Erarn is iz response 1o e continued wiell-d | fish passage and agricofurl water
diversion reliability probiems assocrated with the operation of the Red Rhwfl Tiversion Dans
(RBOD). The propect would sultantially noprove the long-term shiline o rlisbly pass
anadromous fixh and otber species of concom, both upstream sad downstresn, past ths REDD,
The project would also sobstantially mnprave fc long-ferm sbility to reliably and cost-
effeutively move snfficiens water isto the TehamaoColes Canad and Cornmg Cranl syriems 1o
mect the nends of the waner districts served by the Tehama Cobusa Canal Ambonty.

Extsting Pactiv Corporatizn Landfill

Pape mlofﬂx DEISDER. Intreductson states “Pactiv Corporation (Pactiv) land oCCiEis am
£ 3-ncre site spprovimataly 1,400 feet vpsiressn of RBDD. The Pactiv Landfidl i3 used for the
dieposal of dricd paper sludpe penerated a1 the osife indayisial wastswarer réntment facility™ 518-1
Califorrcs Bpw IziPmIn:hﬂ_nﬂEE'u_-_
W Prinkd aa Becyclad Papes

Thow oy honSanced Eaging Cammamia b smsd Fiotvy Carsinn meey 13 [a iovroin acfin BT BT PR
T o B A VS0 0 PR sk ] CUF UL SARRTY SRS, ik mm.rn-‘tlyﬁm:-l-‘ i
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No. 518 Letter from Steven Hooper, California Integrated Waste Management
) Board, Continued

FROM ¢ CIUMR Fis MO, - Wlila18aen Dwe. i 2002 B9 1D P

S AT

Fiph Tesage Demperrmend Frogd . . . .y
Piecuribes §, 1007 518-2 Estimates of the excavated materials and their composition have

Pags 1 i ipti

ok been revised. See Response to Comment 454-1 for a description of
The CIWHME has an recasds af thie landfill being & ponnimted solid wasie land (il in accordancs N h . :
with Public Resmaree Cods (PRI) 44002 which smates “Tive cperation of & solid waste acality by the updated excavation estimates.
any person, execpt a8 sutborized parsuant 1o 2 solid waste facilitics permil issued by the
enforcement agency, is prohibited.” The Project Desormtion does not inchade sy relevant
techeical infosmation reganding the physical charasteristies of tve lendfill por cited > 518-1
investgations. As n resposeible agency for the poteatial permilting aod/or closume af the landBl, -
e CTWIME reuesrs fuss the lead agency clarify if the existing Pactiv Landfi1! would be affecled cont’'d
by the propased projezr. Also, specificaliy describe bow e existing Pactiv [ sedfil] would b
affected by the prapeacd project, W,

Dropeged Now Un-hite Landfill

The praposed fish screen and pumping sation described in the variows altamativas aro partially N
lucated on property referesd i sa the “mill it According to Section 2.1.1 of the DEISDER,
“Comstrastion eif ihe Mill Sive Pump Station would requine excavation of & large forebay.
Approximavely 750,000 CY of malerial would be exeavated under the Gater-oul Altermative, 11 518-2
is anticipated that o lange partian of thes materfal (3pproximately 590,000 C¥) would be -
dusproused of oevvite. The remainder of excavated natenal wind likely he hanled ofFsite 10 3
dispasal facflivy " Plears refer to the Board stalf camuments belrw for meeifle questions
regarding these aEpects (i.c. onnte and offute disposal af waste) of the propassd project Y,

Eundimgs snd Mirigation bn the DEISDELR,

Potintially l'wl.iﬁlflnt.md unarroidabile fmpacts in the srear af Fithery Resources, Water
Resources, Biological Fesourees, Recrearion, Land Use, Geology, Secicscvaomic, Culturs]
Frsources, Aeslhetics, Air Chmbity, Traffic and Cirenlston, bave been identified in the
DERDEIR. Mitgation mewnwes have boen propoted nbich the lead agency believes will
reduce these impacts 1o & level of less thap significant,

Thete buipacts thal ane found 1o be significant nnd maveidable would require TOCA o preparea

Halement of Overnding Considerasiens. The impacts fdentified a5 potestially signaficani and

ﬁmﬁb}n iscluds Fishery Resnurees, Biolapicsl Resources, Recreation, Power, Amihirtics,
Land Lo,

CTWME ROLE AS A RESPONSIBLE AGENCY

The CTWME regulates he permitting of solid wame facilitles (andfil, tansder stativns and
coimpesing operations) in Califorsia and wandd net sarmally somment o 2 fih pasagn
inpeonicient progect, However, the DELS/DIEIR devalapad by the lead apency appears b
describe 2 project where sach of the four Altematives inelades 3 pamp station te be lecated on an
excivaled porton of an existing liadfill, makiag the Board » nesponsible ageney for thoss
activitien reluted to the sxisting Lisdfill, excavation of the snisting landfill, re digposal of the
sabid waste, elosure of the exksting landfill, as well 2= potentis] evelapment of 3 few on ite
fand il T&M'# comments dind quiitions in this Intter facars o the on Tandfill celated
portizns o Wﬂ%mwhhmﬂﬂ:]ﬂwlnﬂm@mﬁ' ing significant
enviranmenral issues, dvd b fsalilale the evalmsion proces wder e Mational Prviresmental
Paliey Act (NEPA) sand the California Brrvirorenentad Cuality Act {CEQA).

Page 2
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Letter from Steven Hooper, California Integrated Waste Management

o @ Ciwmd FRX WD, I MESAIETY Des, B Z0RE 091N .

PP et i No. 518 Board, Continued

Phvariibess &, 2007

Page &

CTWMB STAFF COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS 518-3 The CIWMB will be a responsible agency for permitting the landfill.
) However, the project does not include operation of the landfill;

DEIS/PETR Mot Circula
wesleied 1o CTVME therefore, no permit will be required of the lead agencies.

I Bewid wlalfi comestly und L i 4 4

g o ol e phe it appemr thal e Shoued il b ) 5184  The CIWMB has been added to Section 1.6 of the EIS/EIR.

Feiponsibie ageney for sondtuming on = solid waste ficilities permit for the permatting, andier

pastial or fial) glogure of liwe existing, apparently wn-rermitied, porsibly il
well a3 concurring on 2 selid wasts faikitios permit fo :WM wiﬁl mﬁ Il'mlmtllu' = 518-5 At this time, technical information relating to the landfill is
; ’ controlled by the landowner, Pactiv. As currently constituted, the
g‘:’]'_"‘h" the lead agency #was ool aware of the Bowrd's rule s responsible agency for y . cias y .
Permiting of and clasure of solid waste facilities (L. lidfill, trangfer itioms, > 518-3 EIS/EIR was not intended to support permitting of the landfill
closure.

Eneilitics, ate ) The Bonrd did notl seceive a Noties of Freparaton
. '} (HOF) for the DETSIHETR
required by seotion 13082 of the CEQA Gajdelices, Az Guch, the Board w, i
Cpporhmity to it om Hhe dees i o i i i
comnmieit om the docameect during the carly developument singes 518-6 Lead agencies have determined that closure of the landfill is not part
The {:llﬂdﬂ_i:l available to comsult with the faad agency i clarify ous undersianding of the of the selected ProjeCt'
Projecr, the circidabion proces, adequasy o the doument us pirepared for lhe Baard's use, asd
the rext steps chat the besd aperey imends or necds fo wke ' )

Information 1o be sdded to the DE[S/DEIR Froject Description

T the BID is inferded o be nsed for the pesmstting andfor closure of solid waste facilit
0 ] ilithes, the
_H-nlni sl'_wllj'-d bec listed in Sectivn 1.6 Bequiped Permits apd Approvals of the DEIS/DELR und
in & secton that appes {0 be missing from the DEISDEIR, CFQA Guldelines tection
15 I_l‘ﬂdﬁl}{,l'l.} Al revuures  Bin of agencies that are expecied i nge the DELVDEIR in heir 5184
deceron-making. Please provide this information in the FEIS/FER

Upslearfinadequate Project Description

Iz erder for CIWME staff to cvaluate tod rocommend wheher e ED i adequale Tor nae in the
CIWME permitting procces, the proposed projeet mus be dascribed i subicient dewd] fiar Fuaard
etall ln understend apd cvaluate e propassd project, the potential suviranmenzsl impacts,
proposed muiligation measures, and fndings s preecated by the Joad ngeney,

Flease clanfy if the bead sgency intends to use the FEISFEIR 1o suppon the solid

pemmitting andior clogure of e exiting un-perminsd Pactiv Lusdfll of the -:Er; wﬁt

mrn;n&nn propased new ansite Pactiv Landfill. CEQA roquins thal the doeymbent preparcy 518-5
e lead agescy include "a stalement hriefly describing the istended uses of the EIR™ [CF

Gsidekines section 18124(4)]. Lo o

I 30, Borard atalf beliaves this dociment as writion, Soes nel contain » oo P
Drescription as requized in the CROA, Guldelines ieclion 15124, mwm;:mm W
expanded te include sufficiens deesdl in 1he foliowing anear:

1. Laestion snd bowndarmos of he existing Pactiv Landfill and the i
d o Fropoted cnsite new
Pactiv LandfilL To-scale mapds) shoald be i liuded that clearly identify the locatien o 518-6
the exisning end propused landfil] honndasies, Ilags should alss inelude 3 nowh arew
and relevam tapographic, physical feurimes apd stryctares.

Fage 4
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Letter from Steven Hooper, California Integrated Waste Management

Board, Continued

et 518-7 Additional information could be generated for CIWMB permitting
T GOV oA it DRI ot e N\ by the lanFlfill operator. Lead agencies are not initiating a permit
description of the project’s technical, ¢conomic, and enviromnenta] characreristice and process with CIWMB because they do not propose to operate the
azeociated ingmen; considering the preject’s principal enyineering propogals, and landfill.
supparting public servics facilitics relative 10 1he exigting Pactiv Landfill and propossd
onztre landAll in accordance with sectson 15124 of the CEQA Guidslines, 518-6, 518-8 Lead agencies do not concur with the commentor’s assertion that
Tha ED docs not ully describe the whole of the projectIn suffcieat detail for the cont’d the EIS/EIR should be recirculateFl bec.ause it has n(?t been .
LIWME's use in the permining o clagure of the cxisting landfill or permiting of the demonstrated that the lead agencies will be responsible for closing
proposed new onsite landfill, 1f the docusment s vertified with the current landfill or permitting the landfill at the Mill Site. However, lead agencies
#plicns, Board staff will recommend i the CTWMR that additional CEQA be acknowledge that the handling of waste from the landfill will need
required for any proposed solid waste faeility permits rednted to this project J ecs 8. ;
, o — to be disposed of properly, as disclosed in the EIS/EIR. See
:, “".’;"L‘;;ﬁm}hm is inlended 1 be used for the permitting amdior chosure of the existing Response to Comment 454-1 for an update on the estimates of
et ! o for the excavation of the cxisting Pactiv Landfill, or for the constmetion and the volume and character of excavation from the project.

ak»dmlﬂflm nmnclmw Landfill, the DESDEIR must be ravized to detanl the . .p Ject. ;

lechmical, econpmic, wd enviranmental charssteristics and asociated impacts considering the Representatives from the Tehama County Landfill have determined

praject’s prncipal engincering peoposals, and supponting pablse servioe facilities for landill that the revised estimates will be acceptable for disposal at the

design and operation 1n order to indicate the shility of the fcilityies) tw mest Siate Minkmum :

Standards for envirenmental protestion (see CCR Title 14, Chapeer 3, § 17200, et seq. and CCR, landfill.

Title 27, Divazon: 2, Chapter 1, § 20005, <t. seq.). The -ﬁ-'ll'-“‘"-'l.'a’. mirmer kink accessor

chiecklisls developed by Board mafl as 2 guide 1o lesd agencies in the preparation of EIRs fin

landfills, transfer statrons, material recovery facilites, and composting facilities:

h1I:D.J'-f‘lxww.1.iwiﬂLLLgLNJI.EJ\l_?mtml{',E‘Qm'djs;o;aLMm

Eich of the Bourd®s checklis! iterns vel=vant o the proposed project imst be sddressed in the ED

anddior the lead agency incorposate by referenie into the ED documenn(s) that contain prejest

speciiic informatian. Roard maff reeommends that the new information and'or information 518-7

mncarporaiod by refevencs into the ETY then be re-sirculated theaugh the Staze Cloaringhouss

{SCH) for public nd apeacy review and comment.

Besirculaticn of the B Required Under CEQA Gridelines, seetlon 15088

CEQA Guidclines section | $088.5(a) szates “A lead apency i reguired 1o recipeulate an EIR 3\

when significant new information i added to the EIR, after public potic is given of the
avaslatnhity of the drafl EIR for public teview under Sestion 15087 but before cortification. As
nsad in this section, the term “imformation” can imchads changes in the projest or edsonmental
seflmg as well ns addinonal data or other information. New information addad 1o an ETE i not
“gignificant” unless the BIR m changed m o wey thal depriver the public nf;mumjpgﬁﬂ
eppertuaily 10 commenl upon a substantinl adverse environmental effect of e project or a
feasihie way to miligate o avoid such an effect (including a feanible project alternative) that the
proieet’s propenents have declined to prplement. “Significant new information” requiring
recincnlation inciude, for example, 2 dischosure showing that:

{1} A new gignificant emviranmental mmanet would result from the progect ar figm n pew

it gaen measure propoased to be implemented
(2} A submantial increase tn the severity of an environmental inmart wrinld remils eises

RDD/023570002 (CAH2240.D0C) 4-700
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Letter from Steven Hooper, California Integrated Waste Management
Board, Continued

No. 518
518-9 Lead agencies intend to cooperate with the CIWMB in the characteri-
zation of excavated material from the landfill and in determining the
process for determining onsite versus offsite disposal of material.
Compliance with applicable landfill regulations is the responsibility
of the landowners and appropriate regulatory agencies.

h 518-10 Additional characterization of the site is available through
coordination with the RWQCB and the current landowners. Some
coordination has occurred among the landowners, lead agencies,

> 518-8, and their technical representatives.
cont'd

J

A

> 518-9
J
518-10
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SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

FROA - '.‘.Il.l'ﬂ“ S Fik p 1 SiE3S16%0 Dl 09 STNAD Ord: 1w
Fidk Fanagr Improveme 2 Pl
Prmbar b, 2000
Fage T

€¥) Pga-2: Califomis [Central Valiey] Repranal Wider Chasling Cortod Boded, 2000
Motice of Yielstion from RWOUB o Pacv Corparatien re: “Pactiv Paper Sludps
Lancfifl, Ome Dizmond Avenue, fed Biull, Tehansa Coninty ™ April 24,

{3) Pg &2 Pactiv Compomtion. 3001, Wtk plas for Supplements] Siee Charsctenizatio
Factiv Paper Shudge Landfill, Red Blufl, Cabiformis Fehruagy 6§, -

(4) Pro-B: RS Comporatran. 2000, (Feovmdvinier Monboring Datg § :
i Landfill. March iy cpaet, Pactiv Paper

Peumitting of Existing Pactiv Landfill and Provessd New On Site Lssdfi)

The CIWME has no recond of the exining laudhll being a i

new solid wasie famlities el J:ypbﬁuiﬂ being mﬁdﬁiﬂﬂimi il
l,:LE.-'I.} for a new Lagdfill in scconiance with Public Resouree Code {FRC) 44002 whick 15:!:
“Thé optaatian of a solid waste facilicy by any person, exoept & authomized paraust o 4 sabd
veaste facilities permit isssed by the enforeemet agency, is probibired * T Paoject Dieserlption
does 1ol ioclude any relevant teehmdes] infrmatian regerding the phytical chameterisres of the
landfill war cited investipations. As s respomihle sgeney S the Ppotential permining andio
clomure of tha landfill, the CIWMBE requests that the Tesd ety elanty the techsical a2 well ue
muw significant emvirpnmental impacts of the propossd project 1o the ex inting Pactiv

L:omeulintion with Local Enfarcoment Apeney (LEA)

Permitting requirements for solid wasie fncilities are & detemmination mads by the Local
Enfouscment Agency (LEA) for & given region. The LEA shenld be eonsalted o disouss splid
wista ropulatisng for landfills in Cabiforea as well 22 the requirements for SWFPs for all of the
propased project's landfill relued acrivides, Io sddition, if is recommended it e lead Bgeney
cwm.\]'aw:dﬂf:c Ll'._:l::n l&?mmcpq?mﬁu wiasde (ypes and quasmtives of waste that are present
om sile i i i i lim

e hpn;: cgm;lﬂ impacts affesting the pérmit Limits fir sach landfH0. The

Alan Fleming
Diepartment of Enviommentsl Healih
Courthouse Room 34

G135 Warkdegron S
Eed Bluff, Ca 96080

ET: Ié:lim;umm iting stafl for Tehama Cousitly and is available 15 assitt bt the
: agency address pooiect specific issues 1f assistance i N
e i (916 241 G485 pec 1f assi i requested. Cheistine"s phene

Clenupe of the Existipy Landfil

Fectron 5.7 of the DEMVDELR states that Factiv hay completed & cormective

edponie o the clovated levels of the comstinsents detceted in ulu:.:lh }:&:ll:]; m"m
currective setion phan [pdicabod thal Pactiv intesds o close the landfill, possibly by capping the

Page 7
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518-11
518-12
N
J

518-13

Letter from Steven Hooper, California Integrated Waste Management

Board, Continued

The Local Enforcement Agency is aware of the landfill’s current
status. The lead agencies will comply with applicable environmental
regulations, pursuant to requirements that might arise from title
transfer of the landfill. However, the lead agencies do not intend to
operate the facility as an active landfill.

The Local Enforcement Agency has been contacted regarding the
proposed project and has determined that a permit could be
required if the landfill is formally closed or if landfill material is
required to be stored onsite in a manner that would qualify as a
constructed landfill. Neither of these activities is proposed as part of
the project.

The lead agencies do not have the authority to compel the land-
owner to forward a current version of the corrective action plan to
the commentor.
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FROm 1 Filgd WO, @ FLEI41635% Care. O 2000 OF32100PM

T F ORI

Frik Faviige |Eanveness Prajeo
haambeer &, TOIT

Fape §

lundfalt wil a grosyuihenc clay lime: or drsignaiing  commamment zane. Ag pigtkined in the
February 2001 Work Plan, funber skie characierization |3 being perfonmed in prepacation lor ale
clasume. Pleaio provide Bannd saff with & copy of the comective stion plan

A preliminary and final closure plan may be required 1o be sibmined 16 the CTWME"s Closure,
Fameration, and Tecknical Assizance Branch  Whether oot or both of these plaes will be
requirsd i dependent upon te proposed praject and the Ahemative sebected, whach o this time
are got clearly descrrbed in the DEISMEM. 1 sanfal or fisll clodare iz anbicipsted for the
cxipting landll, Michas] Wochnick af the CTWME s Remediation, Cloare, & Techaical
b':r{ulr:m Branch should be conmaezad ae (916) 341-6318, He will be able 1o mnswer lechmdcal
questions for clomee pland, incloding waste teruval, cover marerial standards, slope siabyliry,
SPLRmEC HFUEE, post-Closure land wses, and ather related matters Al questiong related 1o mn-w.-
landfill status shemld be divscred to Clutstine Kad at the phons number previously identifisd
abave ar hey Supetvisor, Sue O'Leary af (9168) 341 4334

Leand Use Compaibility

The DEIR/DELR should idemiify the prepased project site's summoanding land wse, The
DEIRDEIS should be specific regarding (he distance 1o the neagest sensitive recepdnes) and
thn:lfd also indicate sive and sdjacent property ownership. The savounding lnd ngs must be
desigmated as compalible with the prapasedéeorrent land uees a the peject sites, The Jocal
Bovernment, in whose junsdiction the facilities will be located, must maks 3 finding that the
Facility ie contiztent with the General Plan end i3 ientiSed in the most vecent Comey
Iistegrateslfnld Waste Mazagement Plaa [FRC, Section 50001]

Lountywide Injegraced Wasts hanagement I'lan

Flonse sddress bmr the propascd changes in the faality’s operaiion s the Pactiv Landfill will
affect the Countywids bnbegrated Wasle Management Plan for Tehama Cosnty.

Harardons Waste

Mmdi_.l.u.!uil.ll commuery better dated September 26, 2002, from Mey Weng P E. with the
Califurnia Regmnal Water Quality Control Boasd, Central Vallay Repian, & site mvestigation
coniducted by CHIMIBY found layecs of bam ash mixed weih paper pulp waste that may contain
hazagdoos matenials, Flease larify if Bazardsus wastes have been discovened omegite, which
wastes have heen found, acd if the Jesd spency andlor landowner have netified the Departmesi
of Teate Substarces Coatrel or any other regulminey 2geacy, Plesst provide proaf of marificaton
and mny tachnical repoets relevant fo thas sssue.

Diffsite Dispozu] of Exeav gﬁm

Please describe in U recoeuluted BT the progpoded Gl dasprrsal Incation of

sxcavated and disposed of offite. The ED shoold analyse for impacts mﬁdtdﬁ:?bﬁ:::‘mll
of wame, For exammle. the irypacts to the permitied daily copasitles {lotmags o cubsc yards) af
proposed diaposal fanlrhes shanld be congidersd to undersiand if the proposnd facility hae the
capahility or capasity 1o secept thé wiate without vieluring the benms or condilings of their
SWFP. For example, re-disposal of the waste olfsie, 8 eiller the Tehams CountyBed Bluff

Fage B
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518-14

518-15

518-16

518-17

Letter from Steven Hooper, California Integrated Waste Management

518-14

518-15

518-16

518-17

Board, Continued

For a discussion of surrounding land uses, see DEIS/EIR Section 3.6,
Land Use.

Long-term operation of the proposed facility is not anticipated to
affect the Integrated Waste Management Plan of Tehama County.
During construction, it is anticipated that some proportion of
excavated material will be transported to a local landfill, likely either
in Tehama County or Shasta County. Specific volumes will be
determined following sampling of the excavated material and will
be coordinated with landfill representatives to ensure compliance
with operational permit requirements. Discussions with
representatives of the Tehama County Landfill indicate that the
estimated volume of material is within acceptable limits for disposal
at the landfill.

Results of site investigations have been reviewed by the lead
agencies in cooperation with the landowners and will form the basis
for discussions regarding site acquisition, at which time responsi-
bility for landfill closure will be determined. Results of these
investigations form the basis of the projected volume of materials
outlined in Response to Comment 454-1.

At this time, there are no plans to recirculate the environmental
document. See Response to Comment 454-1 for the updated estimate
of the volume of materials likely to be excavated. Offsite disposal of
the materials will be coordinated with the local landfills to ensure
compliance with their permitted daily capacities.
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518-18

518-17,
cont'd

518-19

518-18  518-20

> 518-19

> 518-20

Board, Continued

See DEIS/EIR Section 4.1 for a discussion of cumulative impacts of
the project. Traffic and circulation impacts of the project are
discussed in DEIS/EIR Section 3.14.

Operation of the facility is not anticipated to result in additional
traffic. See DEIS/EIR Section 3.14 for a discussion of the
construction-related impacts of the proposed project.

See DEIS/EIR Section 3.13, Air Quality, for a discussion of the
potential impacts to air quality that might result from the project.
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SUH FMEFPSAE

Ll Pazeaps inpruviomen Beeger)
Dwromber §, :.‘3;- =
Page 16

thazaughly dcscribed i e ED. The distance 10 the nesrent residential andler eommencial 518-21 A new Pactiv landfill is not part of the proposed project.

receptors dowewind shoubd be siontified and ssalyzed for in the IV 518-20

s &Y 518-22 For a discussion of noise-related impacts, see DEIS/EIR Section 3.15,
& ! "! HE! s

cont’'d Noise. For a discussion of aesthetics and visual characteristics of the

Tht ED ehon'd include » drainage plun, wiich idestifies i ) d project DEIS/EIR Section 3.12, Aesthetic and Visual
Ryt ainigs pla, = u:;: Tw‘:,::::m Landfill's 3 proposed project, see / ection , Aesthetic and Visua
dmrf;:um-rrrm's :i-::gm excavation of the cxisting Factiv LagdSll, The phnm ity Resources.
surface runaff, ereeks, nvers andior diversion chanmsly i -
auy msoeiened impacts. Indicate the leeagion e pm:m fmﬁ;'f;’;“’“‘.“m 518-23 See DEIS/EIR Section 3.15 for a discussion of noise impacts of the
:c?ﬂn which ru;!m:r#?w aeidy Fromzronnd the propased facitty md aty drainage basins 1o } 518-21 project. Operation of the Pactiv landfill is not part of the proposed
svnl? Bﬁrﬁ;wﬁau;mhﬂ ﬁﬂ;’fﬂ‘-’"""“‘* 4 IEyear, 24 bove sorm action

. 3 e Rgional Waser Gualty Contiol Buand (RWECE) be :
waulanied 1 deiering il 2 Reporr of Waro Dischacpe ey St
Elmimssiog, smnml'nﬂ}m“wmiﬂ Q'_Fm 9¢ MaGoual Pollsiea Discharge 518-24 See DEIS/EIR Section 3.7 for a discussion of geology and
Seasiiive Recet J hydrogeology in the project.area. Operation of the Pactiv landfill is
e o not part of the proposed action.
Flease provids information conceming the Jocation, darection amd distance 16 seumitive P —
mehudlng the sunber of residents 30 ERS saff Y 1 ]
impﬂtlndﬂhmhm;u. m:“gxt:m::;’;-:;ww £ polential envirarenents] 518-22
By

it impacts Sm canatruciion ted opcratons of the e Pastiv Landfill & well as cxcavation

and Uansportstion of waste from rhe sxisting Pactiv Landfill should be compared bo cusmnty mnise

dvdunianice requirements i cpder 16 déterming if nedse stmndsrds are beting exvenled. 4 naige

1rud_y'm13\'H oeveasary i 'mﬂwmmiwwﬁwmtmdm;am 518-23
or pighttins how, and shoald be insuded in the ED, Appeoprinte nasse-arlcnuating enitigation

Magxcuri, which can o implemented o redoce roiss lovels, shenld bs incocporabad into tha BT

Sheet term and cumulative impacts should be sscasod as well

Land il Geology and Hydropeobory

Fropased phyvical changes for lend {1l development regaine wie peeparation which would mvolve
ﬂtmnmm:ufyudinzuﬁhmdlmdmrkinmdt.-rmmﬂw.ﬁumlmu. The )
permasent alicration of the sopagraphic profile due fo landiill deve ponent Eaay ba idered 3

patestially gigniticint smpact thet cannot b mitigated 1o o sy than Fgnificact level. The T

thouid include 2 srie svsesemant and feasibility survey that inclides aa seal [and mok] berings

I dr_u-nmnenm types of kend Sl VASTE taanagement emits that might be fmasibily nanstructed,

1o what depth they might b considund. Unigee peolopleal featires mnd vatushle groundwater > 518-24
redources should ke !ﬂq‘:ru:ﬁbd Both vm and adisssnt 5o the propusad project area, The depth ta

disclowed, The I.'m-ul.'l.n'l' ol clay sl matenia] that can ba

wxpacted 80 be excavaled dari ]
developmerd as well a the clay's penersl hipdeaulic condetjvity could be very hnpqn::ih:ﬂ“
m the develogencnt of a landfill and should be disclosed i 1he £00, gid J

Page 10+

RDD/023570002 (CAH2240.D0C) 4-706



SECTION 4.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/EIR

No. 518 Letter from Steven Hooper, California Integrated Waste Management
) Board, Continued

518-25 No active faults are within the project vicinity. DEIS/EIR page 3-241
notes that the nearest mapped active fault is 65 miles to the

southeast.
518-25
518-26 Statements of overriding considerations will be available following

certification of the FEIS/EIR by the TCCA Board of Directors.

518-27 The commentor is correct in asserting that a Mitigation Monitoring
Plan will be necessary following certification of the FEIS/EIR.

518-28 The commentor has been provided with the requested documents
and has been added to the project mailing list. In addition, the
CIWMB will be included in consultations regarding the transfer of
title for the Mill Site, as that process moves forward.

518-26

> 518-27

> 518-28
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Fenautung and [nspecuan Branck, Bepon 3
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No. 519

USE CONFLICTS | SACRAMENTO RIVER BASIN
Editorinl: Lake Red Bluff should be saved in woter shuffle
Radding Recard Searchlight - 11/26/02

The debsale rmaging over the fnie of Lake Red Blufl embodies a clisac clash ni'g\mnpnmp'

merests. Figh, farmers and just everyday residents are viving for one preciows commadity ——
walber,

The Tehamu-Coluss Conal Authority (s collecring comments through Sarurday on propazals

intembed 1o provide more water for fish and crops. An extreme aliemative would iy up Lake

Fed Blufl, effectively leaving it a2 a peomanent gravel bar, and evicting the Nitre Nationals Drag 519-1
Hual Festival i the process. We beheve the answer hes in sharmg what water thene 15 —— osing

the macgs efflcient ways possible —— thereby proserving the seasonal luke and the recreation it

prravides.

The Red Blull Diversion Dam downstreom frem Roed Blull is an obvious barrier 1o the migration
of salmon, steelbead and sturgeon. Sca-poing Nsh read be gel upstoesm w spawn and then bead
hack down river 1 reach the acean. For masr of the year, the fish can swim back and fopth when
the LL5, Bustdu of Reclamation raiscs the dan's gates. Bul from mid-May o mad-September, the
hureau cloges the gates so warer can be divered ineo irrigation canals for thirsy crops.
Rastricting the Mow alsn raisen U chevation of the Sacrancnta Kiver, wiich Fams the fomile-
lemg Lake Red Bluff.

Migrating fish have theee fish ladécrs available, bat they're inadequate during cenain times, The
water that fhwws dimwm the Tehama-Colusn and Coming canals in'i_tml.-.s- wariely of crops ——— 519'2
framm alnvonds to alfalfa —— and farmers coubd use nhere waber,

Lake Fed Blull shoulds be a casualty m this tug-of - war over water. The lake provules
oppornunitics for swimming, water skiing or 2 xpot 10 5il and enjoy the ouldoors. Its 4 beautiful
settng for penics, children's birthday parties, hand conceris and car shows. Many familics hove
purchased memorial benches along the shore & remembrances to loved ones, The lake serves as
the backelrup for Fourth of July celebrutions aml the popolor deey, bout festival on Memorial Dy

The Fed Blail community would sufTer economically iMihe lake dried up completely, Revenue
rom gale taxes and hobel toces would Gl of tunism declined, amd omeswners near the lake's
shore would see propenty values drop, 1n all, the loss could amount 1o $4.2 million a year,

We favor Altemative LA in the environmental report prepared for the Burcas of Reclamation and

the Tiehnma-Colusa Canal Awhoerity. Under this plan, the diversion dam's gates would remadn

claged four montha of the yeas allowing Lake Bod Blafl o G, the fish ladders would bo 519-4
expanded and improved, and o pumping facility would send mone warer 1o farmers, This opalon

wiolld accomplish the goal of lelping Geh, proveding slale-of-Uw-art Gah ladders were ush and

fish screens i the pu'rnping simison were pmpﬂ'l\l |!.|-J=i;g'u-|l

The public's comements will be ineluded i the final environmental document, A decizion, due in
the spring, would requine the approval of te Bureau of Reclamation. 'We hope common sense
will prevail, Fish and furmces hove needs, but bet's not loge sight of the fact that residents have
real meeds too, §

RDD/023570002 (CAH2240.D0C)

519-1
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519-4

Editorial, Record Searchlight, Dated November 26, 2002

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 3.8, Agricultural Resources, for further
information pertaining to this comment.

See Response to Comment 11-1.

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted.
No response is required.
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FY1

——Origingl Message-—

Fram: recepiion [mailie: rbehamber@ion net]

Senl: Wlneday, March 14, 2007 12:19 PH

To: dbwd-faccansl com

Subject: Written Cormment on the Dvaft EIS/ETR for the fed Bluff Diversian Dam Fish Passage
Improvement Project

K. Jedl Bubion, Gerveral Marage:
Terama - Colusa Canal Authorsy
F.O. By 1035

Wilkres, TA BSEEE

Fe: Waitten Commant on the Draft ELS/EIR foe the Red Bl Civension Dmem Fish Passage
IergrnvnTriant Propect

Dt August 14, 2007

Dinar Mr, Satinn

O el of tne S00 pius membens of (he Red B - Tehama Courty Chambar of Commasce, | am
wiiling o officaady re-aflinm cur ciganizalion’s posdon, snd incidenially, 1l of aver 7,000 irdriduals
Trom throughou Mamnern Caléormia, wieh respect 1o the operabion of the Red Sl Dvesion Deem

Yoo wall recall that in 20032, cur Chamber, the City of Fed Do, and (nousands of mdnsduals and
busnesses comimuncated o he Buresu of Recismalion and the Tehama Colusa Canal Author iy o
colleciive suppon of ahernate -4 of the 6 Deersion Dam cpenstion aTemalves proposed ot (e hme
I-A was [and &) i allemadnee whah nelaing & gabes-in operabon lor 4 months from May 150
Esplomber 15), improves the fish laddors, nd provicies for 8 pumping fciley to meet the waser
reepcte Of 1he TOITA inko The futune

Ol possiion haes nol changed W slill Eneor ard recommensd allisimative 1-A smd slrongly oppose any

Bitemnie (M8 reoUsES The opamtian of the Dvarsion Dam Below 4 months which would causs an

wnacoeplalie fevel of economc and community development damage extercling well beyond Bhe

Incal commingy and incluces: ioes of Toursem and he bereft of Tounsm expandrunes (et generale

sales Lax ard ccoupancy Lax nevenus (o Mg Oy of Red Blull, oes of recrealonal benelits inchading 520'1
prpulnr comimLniy’ everss such B the Memaonal Dey Boat Orags, boat surching activity and

shoveline kesure; koss of property value, degradabion of T Cfy's main commundy - gatienng park

and negathe mpacts to the Downiown Red Biufl Revitalization prooess that inchides rivor front

Pl riandtsa:l pocess plans

In thad apgroomalely §1% of me 7 000 people who signed pelitions supposting the City of Red Bhuf's

Rasciuton Mo, 372002 expressng suppon fof Lake Fed EBuff, we feel il is exiremaly mmpostant that

conoem over (he loss of Lake Red Biulf goes well beyond the inferests of ool indriduals ard

busnesses, The regonal uss of this Lake cannol be mirimiaed and its loss amects pemons and

brsresses well beyorsd (e local comrmersty. Ekminabion or teduction in the gates operaling penod of

firetr ! B#! Ditviesraion Daem st ackiress The mygsonal imgacts, ot just e local impacts. We ask

whal aradysis does the DEFREIR provide 1o demcnsliate he impacls culsoe of The ooal oommundy, } 520_2
and what measures 1o magate regonal losses are contemplatod?
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Letter from Jay Harn, Red Bluff Tehama County Chamber of Commerce,

520-1

Dated August 14, 2007

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. Public
input received during the scoping and document development
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 of the
recreation discussion 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 (the selected project falls between
Alternatives 1 and 2). 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 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 on pages 3-319 through 3-322, potential socioeconomic

411
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No. 520 Letter from Jay Harn, Red Bluff Tehama County Chamber of Commerce,

520-1,
cont'd

520-2

Continued

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 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 pages 3-313 through 3-315, property values adjacent to
the river where the lake is formed are anticipated to decrease from
operation of Alternatives 2A, 2B, or 3, even though the properties
will continue to have a direct view of the river. Social impacts under
Alternatives 2A, 2B, or 3 are also anticipated. Aesthetic and visual
resources were also evaluated in the DEIS/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 520-1.
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Finady, we respectiully reguest thal e Geadiine for comments be exlernded i thal. e
annauncement of the me-circuiasan of the Dimf EISUER for the Fish Passage Improvemnaent Proges ot
Ky Foind BT Dhvvirnaaon Dam for puli feviiy oocumed during [ Meeght of the 200670 Holiday
Epasnn, publi meamrness of the svminblny of the document was (and is) extremaly low; and e
windo Of opporhuniy 1o comment wak axinremely shor

Wi belieeve thatl an extension would provide 8 gresten opporiurty ki mone peoge b neview Bie ssoe
BN PRoCE PR EmER ML

Thank yoe 1o 1his opporundy 10 comment once again on ths Dvafl DEISER
Einoeroly,

Sy Han, President-Elect Marshad Fike, Crak
Firrd Fusf - Tehama County R Bauft - Teharma County

Cramber of Commerce Comvention & Yaitons Bureau

. Paid Freeman, Buresy of Reciamabcn

Martin Mahots, Tty Manager, Sty of Fed Bt

RDD/071790004 (CAH3811.DOC)

520-3

Letter from Jay Harn, Red Bluff Tehama County Chamber of Commerce,

520-3

Continued

The comment period was extended an additional 30 days from
March 16, 2007 to April 17, 2007.
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| Mareh 2314, 2007
WIA UL MAIL AND E-MAL

Mr Diervicd Bird

General Manager
Tehdma-Colusa Cangl Aushorfy
P Bioe 1008

Willows, CA R

RE DRAFT ENVIROMMENTAL [IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIROHMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FiSH PASSAGE MIPROVEMENT PROJECT AT THE
RED BLUFF DIVERSION DAM

Dear Mi. Bard

The Cily of Fed Bll & replying 10 e Tehama Cokes Canal Authoty (TOTAT
ared Linfied Sintes. Bureau of Reclamafon ("LISERT) Oraft Envimnmenial impes
‘Satement! Envirgnmental Impact Repor Fish Fassage Improvermant Froect o ha
Red Bl Daversion Dam (DEISFEIRT). The Ciy finds thad the DEIREIS does not
comgly with the Calforna Ervironmental Chality Al ["CEOA") and me MNatonal
Ervironmental Poboy Acl ["MEPAT) in seversd essenfal respects. Because fhe City
of Rea Baufl and our Amomey of recofd on (RS project (Mr. Crabires] wene not
nobazed on he re-crculaled EISEIR, we abject o the shait deadboes for camements
ardd reques (Rl e comment depdine be exienced for 30 s

The City of Red Blull believes that the DEIREIS fnds o meet ihe mquinements of
fhe Calilormia Ervironeental Cuakly Act and The MNabonal Environmental Policy Act
The cocurment should e withdman and 8 eveed DEIREIS misased which
adeguataly addrestes all drecl and reasonably foreeeeabie IMQACIs, prowvces
adeqaie and fpasible miigation, corsiders the altematives der the cormeot
masumplions aDou the Current staie of Nish passage ot HEDD anrd avowds exoesig
ard unnecessary impacts bo (ke Sty of Red Bkl

| The oo -adedguale-smabss-ofl-eDEIREIS il in adeouaiel: addiess (he
mpsots o the Eﬁ ard communty of Red Bt of feduCing IFs gales in penod 5 2

manlhes inchading, wilhoul bmilaton, neceational impacts, blghling impadts b
axisting recreational faciifies And Breas, Bestnetic Impacts, safety impacts, and

RDD/071790004 (CAH3811.DOC)
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521-1

521-2

521-3

Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Dated March 14, 2007

521-1

521-2

521-3

The comment period was extended an additional 30 days from
March 16, 2007 to April 17, 2007.

Your comment has been noted. TCCA and Reclamation believe the
DEIS/EIR adequately addresses the requirements and spirit of
CEQA and NEPA, respectively. Numerous public meetings were
held to solicit public input in the preparation of the EIS/EIR,
including the development of alternatives. A broad range of
alternatives are included in the document, the impacts of the
implementation of each disclosed, and mitigation identified where
feasible. TCCA, Reclamation, NMFS, USFWS, DWR, and CDFG have
been intimately involved in the development, evaluation, and
feasibility of each alternative. These resource agencies are the
acknowledged experts in the current state of fish passage with
respect to salmon, sturgeon, and other fish in the vicinity of RBDD.

See Response to Comment 520-1.
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economic impacts to Red Bluff.  The economic impacts will inevitably lead t::r} 521-4
physical impacts which are not studied or addressed inthe DEISEIR

If the draft DEIS/EIR proceeds to the comment response phase please include this

letier and the attached letter of November 27, 28832002 (RE: Draft Envircnmental

Impact StatementErnvironmental Impact Report Fish Passage Improvement Project 521-5
at the Red Blufl Diversion Dam) from Mr. Richard Crabtree, in the comments o be

addressed in this final EIR/EIR and administrative record on this project

Respeciiully submitted,

Martin J. Nichols
City Manager

oo City Counail
City Attorney
Red Bluff Chamber of Commerce
Congressman Wally Herger

RDD/071790004 (CAH3811.DOC)
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521-5

Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued

See Response to Comment 520-1.

Comments are included in the project’s administrative record. The
additional attachment dated November 27, 2002, is duplicate to
Comment Letter 463.
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Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued
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Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued

Sm.l'nmem' |m;rj|eﬁll'ui Ihc frﬂtﬂﬁ (:-m .-‘l.]lnnml:wu wmﬂdm iche th H'u! mb_' RMQ
improwamtant 1o fish pesage sonditions, and misstales the necesaty for removing the

gglcam Igg,ﬂ of Ihr true I:m.s-:hnr fish F!:“"EE situton. fl“-lhi.’rt'l:ls, P 1-1.}
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Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued
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Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued
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No. 521 Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued
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No. 521 Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued
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No. 521 Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued

quality of life” and "loss of com mmﬂy cohesion” could be dev asmugg The impac

WMW

miitigation available
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Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued

government Erst 1o identify the environmental l:fl'ccl:i cll'pm‘}cl:!:l and H'lrn o mitigate No' 521
B L 1Y Jod bl 11N el &

o 3 by M, T 1
not enotigh unl:lr.r CEOA 1o merely conssder thee rm_pm'b ol the proposed project.
B mwes thit fessible env entally rior alternativies be ed

these humin impots miet occur wnder the mundates of CEOA,

All altermatves impeove witer supply delivenes over the No Action
scenano] waler deliveries conld be exceeded for |4 days duning the rneation season,
v 15 (DEISE 3258 1 239.) 7 3 Jurl

TJF["'i-'FIR ".ﬂ:.—ﬂmtn m:tlgghm uml"m mlu;!mn nf ||_|_:_:|]n_'1 alt:u nalive o avod m il

LE 2 R
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No. 521 Letter from Martin J. Nichols, City of Red Bluff, Continued

foreseenble impacts. provides adeguate and feasible mitigation. considers the

alternatives under the correct assumplions aboul
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the gurrent state of lish pas
mpacts 1o the City of R

e gt RBDDY and avouds excessive and unnecessary
(&} 2

Very Iv vou

SHEPHERLY & CRAR]REE

RICHARDN L CRABTREE

RLCac
& City of Red Bluff
Adtention: Swmn Price, Ciby Munager
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