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Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
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Jan 5 2000
Russell Hill
17 Oak Ra
Fairfax CA 94930
M. Joe Folos
U.5. Fish and Wikdilife Service
1125 16th St. Room 208
Arcata, (CA 9551
Dear Mr. Polos,

I am writing to urge that the Maximum Flow Altemative should be selected for
the Trinity River. ] also want fo go on record wging that the dedision not be delayed,
An Agril 2000 decision {s fang overdue.

The Trinity River Act of 1955 mandated that the fish and wiklife of the basin were
not io be harmed, but 35 years of ignoring that Congressional mandate has led to a
%0% decline in the fisheries. Coho saimon are now listed under the Endangered
Species Act and steelhead trout are tikely to follow,

During the past 35 years I have waiched cne species after another fall victim in the
war for California’s water. We humans, of course, are the final victims in any
degradation of the environment. It 15 heartening to e that within my lifetme 1
migitt see the restoration of the Trinity River and #s fishery. :

Returning 2 48% fiow to the Trinity 13 1ot an alternative that will satisfy the
cangressional mandate. Jurge you o exercise common sense in restoring a Califormia
Tesource that is part of a 560 billion recreation and tourism industry, And 1 urge you
1o act to restore the maxintm flow ta the Trinity, so that my grandchidren might
once again enjoy what I, as a boy, enjoyed.
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Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
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Letter from Michael Hart Dated January 3, 2000
14

4147-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
2050 East Lakeshaore Drive response is required.
Agoura, CA 91301
January 3, 2000
Mr. Jog Polos

11.8. Fish and Wiidlife Service
1125 16" Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA. 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:

When § was 9 and 10 years old (some 46 years ago) | went to surames camp in

the Trinity Aips on a tributary of the Trinity River. The fishing was great The

flows were plentiful. The uncontrolled logging was just beginning to ruin the

area. Dams_ wera not in place yet. Qver the years | have visited tha area on

mary occasions. [t is awful what has happened to the habitat over the yaars and

itis shameful that we humans could have permitied it to happan.

Nothing but the Maximum Flow Alternative shouid be selected for the Trinity

River and delays beyond April 2000 should not be tolerated. } 4147-1

Sincerely,

Michael Hart

K.N y Y _’l
V R 4 D3-1682
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Ky ¥ Letter from Paul Hendricks, Thomas & Hendricks Architects and

m THOMSON & HENDRICKS Planners Dated January 5, 2000

ARCHITECTS AND PLANNERS .
PAUL M. HENURICKS, ARCHITECT . ) 4148-1
LARATION DR., SUITE A » CHICD, CA 95973 » (530} 342-5669 » FAX [530) 342-7582 « E-MAIL tandh @3t t.com

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

January 5, 2000

Mr. Joa Polos

S Fish and Wildlife Service

1125 16" Street, Room 20§

Arcata, CA 95521

RE:  Trinity River Flows

Dear Mr, Polos,

I am writing in suppest of iaintaining the Teinity River st » minimum of 70% of its normal flow. In )
order for the sakmon and siselhead of the Trinity River to have the best chance for reproduction end (- 4148-1
survival, the River needs to be at keast 70% of its normal water flow.

As a person who has been involved with flyfishing and conservation projects for over 25 years, I know
that omee & species of fish is lost to an area, it is very hard te reintroduce it back mto the avironment.

Pleasemﬁkcitpuaﬂblcfwusmnotlose‘lhemenemﬁsheryﬂmcmnﬂyﬂdsisonml'ﬁtﬁtykiw.

Sincerely,

Paul icks
Thomson & Hendricks, Inc.
Architects and Plarners

oo: + TheInsids Angler —P.O. Box 3282, Sen Francisco, CA $4131-0282

<~ v AY
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Letter from Harold A. Keelen, Jr., Dated January 6, 2000

S t o 4149-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

? }p ‘_,Q__,;Z@m response is required.
MR Jog TOD S, AiHg
U5 - clg(,lwdz/c/;ﬁ_e&%

I REG 6T g Rm 288,
ﬂp\c nh) Cﬁ"- ‘?\5@'2/

Drar MR Joe Pelos 1
S0 For 35 U 2frRs Tf\slffm
o fwrter inte ’P?\‘IMI\{-\-( ?\UQ&
has been sfudmd D
torg ke () Mul&ﬂ(&nf
"-':_;'-ETP&-S‘FP" a 2000 ON/ MoLL /
defa f Time 10 qa*ﬂn‘r‘g
: \Q\QS gt woabers nck } srasa
vk \Jts, ww‘{\zkgﬁ}{ LRt
. Mo halF
necod Rlovas . "‘MJ‘ would
QN,(Lf (end To MOH\QK o
stydy o A5 35 yas ] (
I‘\I\fd(&—w\whl MMJL _R,
: ":'f:_ysi\ai wko(&_ @:\—(?ﬂqu (N ﬂﬁﬁ!/

iﬁ@ _ WOL Mﬂﬂ—x

oL

| om—

‘\

é%“\? é\% TN
RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D00C T b D3-1684

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from John Petersen Dated January 5, 2000

4150-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Hi50

January 5, 2000

Mr. Joe Poles

1.8, Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16th Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

RE: Draft Trinity River EIS/R
EI/R Team Members:

The Trinity River has been drained neasly to death, Its water has gone mainly 1o
benefit commercial users who neither pay a fair price nor have incentive to conserve its
use.

lsn:ppoﬂﬁwnewmummndaﬁmsasbeingheﬁefthanmﬂﬁng,bmmeydom
go far crough. Doubling the flow will help, but the Trinity teeds more than half its
nannalﬂowmremr_nasalivingstream. The new "Preferred Alternative” is not
adequate. Twould like to see 2 policy that diverts no more than one-third of the river's
water,

4150-1

Sincerely,
e

247 Wagle Lane
Fieldbrook, CA 95519
(707) 8390753

K.A " :l
V TR D3-1685

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C



COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from R. J. Hanavan Dated January 5, 2000

) ’—‘ 15] 4151-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
I nse is required.
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M52

219 Camal Avo”
Fledmont, Ca 94811

January 4, 2000

Mr. JoePolos

LS. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Room 208
Arcata, Ca 95521

Daar Mr. Polos,

| am not a ree hugging emvironmentalist, or in any way a fanatic. Whtt | am is a fitih generation
Califormian whe enjoys the great cukdaors, and has seen the mistakes made in the nere of progress
aMwmmmea%mmmmmwmnmm,mmm
all owr problems,

| atsn belisve that more often fhen not, we must sccept the fact dhat imes dhainge, and supporting
economically or environmentally wrisound pohuasﬂ'ﬂnﬁdesaneeﬁ&yyaa'sagum longer make
sanse in today’s workd.

Where | am going here is simpla: we mada some big mistakes in 1963, when dams diverted sa ruch
watar flow to the Trinity River, thet there was a massiva decling in the fisherias in that area. ’

Commitmenis by the Degt of the Interior to maintain a healthy fishery have been 2 joka. The recenty
completed draft EISEIR indicates that a primary factor in the decline of the Trinity River ecosystem is
the decreased water flows.

Lee would asy. | implore you to resist compromiss, and chacse the Maxinmm Flow Allsmative, which
allows for 2 maone etk recovery. Pleasa, have the courage b make the right decision, and prevent
axw mors delays, or politicad copnpromises.

Now 5 the tim 1o resist the pressiures of powerful lobbyists, and “Do The Right Thing”, s Sphke }

Sincerely, o

Thomas E. Pillshury

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C
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Letter from Thomas E. Pillsbury Dated January 4, 2000

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

response is required.
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Hi%3

Januagy 4, 2000

M. Joe Polos

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16" St., Room 209
Arcata, Calif, 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:
Re: Restoration of Water Flow on the Trinity River

1am writing to urge your suppost of the Maximum Flow Altemnative in the federal
goverament’s draft EIS/EIR report. It is clear that the major cause of our fisheries
deteriomtion on the Trinity has been due to the excessive water diversion to users in the
Ceniral Valley. We have witnessed the near collapse of several species, including salmon
and steelhead, while neglecting simple and fundamental changes that would aflow for
recovery. It is no longer accepiable o allow the decline and disappearance of a fishery for
the sake of econcmic interests distant to the fishery. Only by restoring the original flows
to the Trinity River can we expect the gradual return and recovery of the habitat and fish.
CalFed needs to incorporate plans independent of Trinity water. The federal government
needs © mandate the most effective solution, not a compromise that will have inherent
need for revision in the forth coming years. 1 support the plan for the Seerctary of the
Interior to make his decision by April 2000, and am supported in the request for the
Maximum Flow Alternative by our 150 member fly fishing club,

Yours truly,

/ (M 4’/)_{' o
Thomas R Decz, MD. . -
Conservation Chair, Santa Cruz Fly Fishemmet
244 Brodin Ln. )
Watsonville, Calif. 95076 |

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C
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cont'd

Letter from Thomas R. Deetz, MD, Conservation Chair, Santa Cruz Fly
Fishermen, Dated January 4, 2000
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Postcards from Marilyn Jasper and Shari A. Celador

4154-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

L] s L} 4155-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mermbers:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, M W
Mame:
Address: I ﬁﬁ.Ms Morilyn Jasper ——

City/State/Zip: mfﬁ;n cADJjesn _—

Official Public Comment JJ[ l 55

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

- support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural wezer flow
Tom the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppoit the science and study that
yroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
0 assumption a[?out the amount of water that could be available for the river,
_egxslan('m creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
© the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daes not go far enough o
.chu_cve a legally mandated rcstﬁélion of the ecosystem.

“hank You,

lame: S‘ﬁc\r] A 00 t(‘l :\Ar‘
wldress: {UBl Micose Lt

ity/State/Zip: i 4

AN V S .l

g D3-1689
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Postcards from Vince Jacobs and Shane Kohlbeck

4156-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

41571 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

e i

Official Public Comment l-‘ 15 b

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, l/ -
Name: iMex Jaey s

Address: Ig/JtJRUh Ponr Dy ﬂ.‘@‘;’/
Ciy/Srate/Zip: Sdergnedh <A SIS .

Officiel Pubtic Comment Ll [5 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
Jom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
sroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
m assuraption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
_egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
Jearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
& the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
whieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

- Sane fllhode

Address: Sip (jtun‘l CJ’&L ffi

City/State/Zip: ;ﬁaﬂ?rb‘.?l (4 gbs/

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C v S -y D3-1690
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Letter from Deanna Spooner Dated January 10, 2000

4158-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

) Immgtmynmmﬁamgammmphn&uwm Cen .
’ rm:plmnmtaﬂnwmgnmnfltkstmmofﬂmmmm The‘?:ﬁmd Co
Mmomumym«fmm ) :

TheTmnwawhnghsbemmgmzﬁasnmmmfmﬁdgwﬂdh&, T

&ndl people. Timoe supposted thriviig sieclead mes fSiinomg? P

the Wes:, SlmetthmlemdmmWhm,.

ﬁeTMymvu‘:ﬁaoﬂQﬁ mmﬁmmhmgledwamaﬂymmr

_+ decline in the fishéries. mmmmaﬂymmm Endmgﬂed
: SpemsAﬁmdﬁedhuﬁmamdldﬂeﬁxﬁmg, B

4158-1

RmmafﬁeTmyMumMﬁedmﬁgl%Shgﬂmm
mmometmmbmmemmmhmwﬂm -

) Ackof 1984, and the Central Valley Project Tmpsovement Act (CVPIA). -
_'_mmmﬁWsmmm&cMWﬂww

’ MyﬁsMMrﬂmﬁmﬁﬁsTﬂymﬁhm&dﬁe&mﬂ@eﬁdmﬂyﬁw ) "
’ m&mmm :

-Ih&dudwwsmwmahu&y&huymweTmﬁmbs
‘been disregarded for the Iast 36 yesrs, Izmmmwymmmmm :
_mmmmmm L )

"Ponoxsrss _
Albany, CA 94706
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3055 23rd. Avenue :
San Francisco, CA 94132-1533

415/681-0957

Januyary 10, 2000

Mr. Joe. Polos

U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service
1655 Herndon Road

Arcata, CA 95521

Subject: DEIS/EIR Comments on "Trinity River Mainstem Fishery
Restoration,”

Chapter 1.5 "Indian Tribes," PP. 1-14, 1-15;

Requires an explanation of why the tribes in the Lower
Klamath River Basin, of which the Trinity River is a major
tributary, are entitled to enough streanflow to return the salmon
to productivity 80 as to enable these tribes to be self-
supporting. They have, by virtue of treaties and other federal
enactments creating their reservatiocns, reserved water rights in
the Trinity and Kiamath rivers. They have prior rights as opposed
to secondary rightsg, their reservations having been establisghed.
prior to subsequent filings by white settlers in the Xlawath
River Basin. Although Chapter 1.5 ig enlarged upen in Chapter
3.6, many readers may miss, or declde to skip, a chapter titlegd
"Tribal Trust." Much of the information ino Chapter 3.6 might
better have been included in Chepter 3.5.4., "Ocean Fisheries
Economics”--the tribes will be involwved in commerial Fishing,
rage 3-192, if the salmon industry can be returned to
productivity to the extent required by the Klamath River Basin
Fishery Resources Restoration Act of 1986 (16 U.8.¢. 460ss.}

The Yurck reservation encompasses the Klamath River from the
mouth of the Trinity to the Pacific Ocean, a distance of 44
miles with a one-mile wide strip of land on each side of the
river. The Tribe was deprived of sufficient flows when the Bureau
-of Reclamation began delivering in 1964 up Lo 90 percent of the
flow of the Trinity--over a milllen acre-feet per year--to
Westlands Water District. Likewise deprived was the Hoopa Valley
Tribe. So was the Karuk Tribe of the Salmon River, alseo a
tributary of the Kiamath River. {The Karuk did not receive
reservation status until recently.) Although page 3-211 of the
DEIS-EIR refers to the advisory the Regional Soliciter gave the
Bureau of Reclamation on tribal and national wildlife refuge
rights in a memorandum dated July 25, 1995, the reference cmits
the month and date of the memorandum.

What I have had time to read of the 1113 pages of the DEIS-
EIR, including the alternatives, indlcates a bias in faver of
continuing to provide prestine water to marginal land on the west
side of San Joaguin Valley. The selection of references in the
bibliography also bears this cut. I feel that the record should
show that in 1563 Westlands signed a contract with Secretary
Stewart Udall which provided annual deliveries of 1,008,000 acre-
feet instead of 704,000 acre-feet, the Ligure in the 1962
contract which Westlands refused to sign. It is not well

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C

Letter from Doris Ostrander Dawdy Dated January 10, 2000

4159-1 Please read page 3-211 of the DEIS/EIR, “Water Rights” paragraph,
specifically the explanation of the Winters Doctrine.

4159-2 The format of the citation in the text is correct. The date for the
memorandum appears on page 6-12 of Chapter 6.0 References.

4159-1

4159-2

<N v =\
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‘__#7,,w;—-w1 )

'derstood'how the Bureau of Reclamation and Congressman Clair
ngle. at public hearings in Weaverville, left. the impression
with Trinity County residents that the Bureau had agreed to

1952 that the flow would never fall below 175 cubic feet per
second. Engle's revised bill, gpparently redrafted shortly before
it was passed by both houses in 1953, cazlled for omly 150 cfs,
which meant that during the summer months the temperature of the

and of salmen spawning areag eéven more pronounced. {(For more
details of what the reviged bill provided, see Trinity River
Division, Central Valley Project, 6% Stat. 719.) For the above
reasons I reccmmend that an annual Maximum Flow of 70 percént be
released to the Trinity River at Lewiston DPam by the Bureau of
Reclamation,

Before leaving office in 1981, Secretary Cecil Andrus
initiated an inerease in fiow and a flow study of the Trinity
River, His efforts resulted in 4 tentative increase in fiow to 25
percent., Apparently the highest Percentage of flow Trinity County

The Preferred Alternative in the DEIS-EIR anticipates that
raising Tripity Dam, restoring gpawning gravels to the channel
{the Bureau had been doing that until 1999), and reéshaping and
widening the channel will bring back the salmon, At the Augqust

Engineers, a Bureau employesa chargéd with revemping the channel.
showed slides of the equipment at work in the channel andg
candidly admitted failure. He looks te a technique called
"feathering” to produce results, but that technique has been the
butt of considerable criticism from private Sector sclentists of
good reputation.

A recent communication ro Trinity County from the Bureaun is
an agenda item of a meeting in Weaverville on January 12, 2000,
which reads: "Reclamation is working on an appraisal level report
to raise Trinity Dam which shows that it's infeasible to ralse
Trinity Dam wlith the Preferred Alternative." Why wasn't this

DEIS-EIR? The Bureay is credited by Ch2M Hill, its consultant whe
produced the DEIS-EIR, ag one of the authors. In Chapter 5.1,
"Lead and Participating Agencies," it is stated that the "co-
leads" are the Fish and Wildiife Serwice, the Bureau of
Reclamaticn, Trihity County, and the Hoopa Valley Tribe, in

that order. Were Trinity County and the Hoopa Valley Tribe
accorded the same amount of input to the DEIS-EIR as the Bureaun
a2nd the Pish and Wildiife Service? Or did the Bureau rule the
roost? . .

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C
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} 4159-3

4159-5

4159-4

4159-5

Main TOC

Letter from Doris Ostrander Dawdy continued

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Modifications to Trinity Dam are not required under .the Preferred
Alternative (only under the Maximum Flow Alterr?atlve). However,
Reclamation has studied the option of raising Trir.uty Dam asa
separate action. The question being explored is: given t'he 1mp1e-'
mentation of the Preferred Alternative, is there a benefit tF) be gained
by undertaking a project to raise Trinity Dam? The appraisal-level
report has indicated that it is not a feasible action; the hydrology of
the Trinity River would not support both the pl“oposed instream
flow regime and a larger reservoir capaci’Fy. This does not affect the
implementation of the Preferred Alternative.

Each agency was given the same deference regarding all decisions in
the preparation of the DEIS/EIR; Trinity County is the sole lead
agency for the CEQA portion of the document.

<:-'~\ V< ;:l
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-San'Jaaquih Rivef-}rl %oap- M,B“”

« Modesto Irrigation District P.0. Box 4068 « Mereed Errigation District

# Turlock Irrigation District ) Muodesto, CA 95352 « Oakidale Erripation District

* South Sz Joaruin Trrigatien District (209) 526-7405 » Friant Water Users Anthority
) » San Joaquin River Exchange C; {209) 526-7315 Fax * City and County af San

- Francisco

November 16, 1999 Faxels  WidkskoP W& ‘hlq
The Honorable Bruce Babbitt
U.S. Department of the Iterior NOY 3¢ 199
1849 C Street, NW Room 6151 |
Washington, DC 20240 QAQFOHNIAINEVADA

T ATIARID eI

Re:

Dear Secretary Babbin:

We have reoently received a copy of the Draft Environmental Empact Statement/Report (DEIS/EIR)
analymgandmakingmoonmndmimsforacﬁunsm“rmmd intain the natwral production of

anadromous fish ot the Trinity River mainstem downstream of Lewiston Dram™. ‘The scope of the
Dmmmemgxﬂwde of the adverse impacts resulting from execution: of the “preferred
alternative™ itate 4 very P ive and careful review of the data and analysis, We therefore
request a 90-day extension i the public comment period to allow for proper consideration of the facts and
alternatives for action.

Accomplishng Tnmty River environmenta? restoration goals ir: a reasonable, prudent, and feasible
manner that minimizes advfu'.se impacts and allows for concurrent resolution of CVPLA and CalFed
g%mmﬂ require additional data analysis and synthesis of alternatives not eovered by the

‘We understand that ather stakehelders intend ta prepare detziled consiruetive comments on the DELS/EIR
andmwurkwiﬂlyuummer&sponsiblesmwmd&ﬁmﬂagmmmactﬁm:hesegmls. In addition to
?wmqumawexmmofﬁepubﬁccummmtperind,waskthazyounmsidﬂholding

m&mmmpsmnphmmmmpubﬁcmﬁmmcymmmﬁﬁcmﬁfmemm
alternative and to engage in i ion of" at i

F ¥

Mr. Smmry,ymwdeﬁsimmTrin&yRimﬁﬁwmyimpmvmmwﬁmsﬁﬂimpamahmdspwmm
of individuals, busi and ities throughout the Cemtral Veley. We encourage collabarative
effarts between the Department of the Interior and stakeholders towards reslving emvironmerital and

water resoutes issues whenever possible, Extending the public comment period on the Draft EIS/EIR on

Trinity River Mai Fishery R ion will make a positive stride in that direction.
Sincerely,
ALLEN ST . ]
ALLE: ml_om' @EW@ HECEIVES
_ JAN 1 4 2000 JAN 12 2000
c Mike Spear UE Fish & Widlife Servfee:
Lester Snow CH2M HiLL Arcata, CL;
Dan Fults REDDING

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C

Letter from San Joaquin River Group Dated November 16, 1999

4160-1 Thank you for your comments. Your comments have been noted.
Regarding the length of the public comment period, the public
comment period was extended to January 20th, and additional pub-
lic workshops were held in Sacramento (December 6, 1999) and
Weaverville (December 7, 1999).

> 4160-1
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Letter from County of Del Norte, Board of Supervisors,
Hlel Dated December 15, 1999

P
COUNTY OF DEL NORTE 4161-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

response is required.
583 “G” Sireet, Suite #1
CITY, CALIPORNIA 85551

PHONE: (7077 454-T304
ED OF SUFERVISOES ) ° PAX: (07) 454-1166

December 15, 1999

HE@ ElVE
1 DEC 30 1999 ,
Secretary of the Interior Bruce Babbitt [ Al
United States Department of the Interior CALIFORNIA/NEVADA f

1849 C Sireet NW
Washington, D.C. 20240

1

OPERATIAMNC v ~p

RE: TRINITY RIVER FLOW
Dear Secretary Babbith:

The Del Norte County Board of Supervisors would like to take this opportunity to inform vou of its
action taken on December 7, 1999 to reaffirm the Board's previous resolution, whidh you will find
endlosed, supporting the maximun: flow for the Trinfty River.

As you may be aware, the Trinity River flows into the Klamath River, which is located in beautiful
De! Norte County. Since the damming of the Trinity River some thirty odd years ago, we have
seen a dechine in the fish runs, economic development along the river and to the aguatic [ife
supported by normal river flows. This Board has been very supportive of the maximum water
flows due in part to the economic benefit to the area. However, it has now become apparent that
the depravation to the aquatic life, flora and fauna of the normal water figws have now taken its
toll over and above the economic impacts to the aréas adjacent to the Trinity River tributaries.

This Board urge’s you bo return a decislon supporting the maximum waker fiow to the Trinity River 4161-1
thereby supporting the environmental concemns and the economic life of the Trinity River.

truly yours,
Davi _
Pel Narte rd of Supervisars REGEIVET
JAN 12 2080
BOS/kiw _ JJE Fish & Viildiife Serdice
’ Arcate, G

Enclosure
cc: Friends of the Trinity River
—9.5. Fish & Wildlife

<~ v =\
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Letter from County of Del Norte, Board of Supervisors, continued

COUNTY OF DEL NORTE
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

RESOLUTION NO. 96-59

A RESOLUTION OF THE DEL NOBRTE COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
IN SUPPORT OF RESTORATION OF THE TRINITY RIVER FISHERIES -
AND A PERMANENT TRINITY RIVER FLOW REGIME

WHEREAS, Del Norte County, Humboldt County and North Coast economies are
ectly linked and impacted by the heaith of the North Coast river systems,
duding the Trinity River; and

WHEREAS, Humboldt and Trinity Counties are, for the waters of the Trinity
rer, "areas of origin® under California State law; and

'WHEREAS » in 1955, Congress authorized the construction of the Trinity River
7isien, the purpose of which was to divert Trinity River Basin water to the Central
lley Project (CVP);: and

WHEREAS, Faderal agencies declared at the time that the project would enhance
+ Trinity River fisheries ; and .

WHEREAS, the authorizing legislation regarding the Trinity Division of the CVP
sonditional, providing specific statutory limitations on diversion directing that the
nity Division be operated to "do no harm™ to the Trinity River and those who
send on it; and

WHEREAS, the Trinity Dam was completed in 1964 and diversion began
nediately; and . .

WHEREAS, within a short period of time the fisheries began to decline and
hin a decade the fisheries were in crisis; and

WHEREAS, from 1964 to 1985, 31 million acre feet of water were diverted from
+ Trinfty Division to the Central Valley Project; and

WHEREAS, Del Norte nor any of the other North Coast Counties - ‘Frinity,
mboldt, or Mendocino received any financisl benefit - or any compensation from
‘erted Trinity River water; and

WHEREAS, in 1951, Secretary of the Interior Andrus recognized that operations
the Trinity Division had created a "severe decline” in aradromcus fish runs"; and

WHEREAS, in 1984, 1992 and 199§ legislation enacted to implement the Andrus

ammendations to restore the Trinity Fishery to pre-project conditions ncluded &
‘manent Trinity River Flow decision to be made by the end of 1996;

BOOK 25 PAGE /2.1

— G
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Letter from County of Del Norte, Board of Supervisors, continued

NOW THEREFORE, RE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the Coun
Del Norte that the Cc:t’mty in conjunction with its sister counties urges the v
eretary of the Interior to complete his work to establish a new flow regime as

juired by the Centr;nl Vfalley Improvement Act, pursuant to the law and policy, 4161-1
dch restores and maintains a naturally reproducing fish stock within the Trinity vd
sin below Lewiston Dam consistent with pre-project lavels of abundance; con

. PASSED AND ADOPTED on this 23rd day of July, 1996 by the following polled
el

'ES: Supervisers Reese, Clausen, Eller, Bark and Mellett

VES: . None

{STAIN: Rone

{SENT = None
MAREK A. MELLETT, Chairman
Del Norte County Board of
Suparvisom

'TEST:

{/mq»éﬁufaﬂ&/‘—"
REN L. WALSH, Clerk of the

ard of Supervisors, County of
i Norte, State of California

BOOK ->5 PAGE 2.2
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Letter from Jim Smith Dated December 15, 1999

1-06-00 10:57A P.O5

Memo

~ To:  Tom Stokley .
Fronw David Hemmer, County Coiursel & i
ce: . -

Date: Dacember 15, 1899 :
Re:  Trinity River Mainsiem Fishery Restoraion EIS/EIR

Attached s copy of the comments fiom former Supervisor Jim Smith daiied Decem
dated Docomber 14
:gg&; jm:sled-ﬂmto!evbwme.EISlElﬁandpmvidehkmnm As | ain sure you
3 Many ysars exparience in workin restoration i
was a member of the Task Force, g-?“the orie Ty River, end

Please contact Jim ﬁecﬂyifyou héva any questions regend his cotnments
he can usually be reached at his antiue store in e Morms Bubing v e ™S ™ 0

I am returming to you one copy of the EIS/EIR, in whi i ]
Jim has made somment ! _meh:duhaveunderlmadﬂnmaasbwhlch

DRHimmt

REGELYER
AN 12 2008

S Fish & Wildlife Sexnce
Arcatz, CA

<~ v AY

Rt D3-1698
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from Jim Smith continued

' 4162-1 Please see Response 3875-4.
(e
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4162-2

4162-2
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Letter from Jim Smith continued

With the current available information, we do not believe that this
flow reduction results in mortality of salmon eggs deposited in
redds prior to the flow reduction. During the development of the
flow recommendations of the Preferred Alternative (i.e., TRFES), the
Trinity River Flow Evaluation team evaluated the effects of reducing
dam releases from 450 to 300 cfs (identified in several alternatives)
on spawners (USFWS and HVT, 1999). They concluded that main-
taining a flow of 450 cfs until mid-October was necessary to ensure
suitable water temperatures for adult salmon as identified in the
North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Plan. Maintaining a
flow of 450 cfs until mid-October was also justified based upon
studies of spawner distribution at 450 cfs by the California Depart-
ment of Fish and Game (CDFG) (CDFG 1994, 1995, 1996a, 1996b).
They found that spawners to have a greater distribution as com-
pared to lesser flows, thereby reducing competitive interactions
including superimposition of redds (whereby salmon literally dig up
each others nests). In addition, an evaluation of depths at which chi-
nook spawn indicated that the shallowest of salmon redds (1 of 311
redds) was 4 inches deep (USFWS and HVT, 1999, page 105). At this
depth, a change in stage of 4 to 5 inches, which occurs when flows
are reduced from 450 to 300 cfs (Lewiston gage data, USGS), is not
great enough to dewater salmon eggs to cause mortality. This is
because salmon typically bury their eggs from 8 to 14 inches below
the streambed surface (Briggs, 1953), leaving 3 to 4 inches of water
depth to cover the eggs. However, reducing dam releases to below
300 cfs may result in risk of mortality by dewatering eggs.

Empirical and water temperature model data indicate water tem-
peratures can exceed the threshold for suitability for holding and
spawning adult fish (i.e., the Basin Plan Objectives or the North
Coast Regional Water Quality Control Plan). As an example, during
the first week of October 1993, a dam release of 300 cfs was not
sufficient to meet the Basin Plan objectives. However, dam releases
of approximately 450 cfs were sufficient to meet the Basin Plan
objectives in October 1992, 1994, and 1996 (see TRFES, page 200).
Empirical and model data show that when dam-released water is
relatively warm (53 degrees F), increased dam releases (e.g., 450 cfs)
can ensure that downstream target temperatures are met.

-
Comments TOC Next Page
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Letter from Jim Smith continued

4162-2 Because of the unpredictable nature of meteorology and variable

cont’d Lewiston Reservoir operations, which largely influence the
dam-release water temperature and meeting the downstream
objectives (see above response), we believe that scheduling water to
assure that suitable water temperatures exist for holding and
spawning adult salmon is the best restoration strategy.

Studies of the channel rehabilitation sites have indicated that higher
flows have caused positive changes to several of the sites. Recent
high flow events have been in conjunction with safety-of-dams
releases and not as implementation of a flow schedule to restore the
snowmelt portion of the hydrograph. Re-initiation of a snowmelt
portion of the hydrograph (peak and descending limb) under the
proposed flows of the Preferred Alternative will re-initiate processes
necessary to maintain a functioning alluvial river. This will allow for
the creation and maintenance of diverse salmonid habitats and will
prevent the future formation of sediment berms. There have been
some positive changes in habitat following high flow events.
Encroaching alders have been removed by high flows in some areas;
however, extensive sand berms and willow and blackberry stands
are still common in most areas and were little affected by the floods
of 1998, 1997, and 1995. There have been improvements to the
habitat at channel rehabilitation sites. Gallagher (1999) reported that
channel rehabilitation projects have resulted in an increased amount
of fry and juvenile salmonid habitat as well as an increase in habitat
diversity. McBain and Trush (1997) also found that high flow events
have increased geomorphological habitat complexity and initiated
functional floodplains at several channel rehabilitation sites. Some
side channels above Douglas City have improved following high
flow events as well. Several side channels have been used exten-
sively by juvenile salmonids for rearing and adults for spawning
(Glase, 1994). Part of the program for identifying and prioritizing
channel rehabilitation sites will be to assess the stranding potential
of each site.

N ‘j
) V\ °
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Letter from Jim Smith continued

The current problem of stranding of fry and juvenile salmonids is
due to the presence of the riparian berms, creating an unnatural
channel configuration. As flows fluctuate during the winter, espe-
cially during safety-of-dams releases, fry and juvenile salmonids
move to low-velocity habitat behind the berms. As flows are
reduced, fry and juveniles become stranded behind the berms.
Although some degree of stranding occurs on unregulated rivers,
restoration of the historic channel geometry will minimize the
amount of stranding that occurs on the Trinity River. The issue of

stranding will be one of the selection criteria in assessing the priority

of proposed channel rehabilitation projects.

The commentor questions why there would be a greater impact to
Central Valley chinook salmon from implementation of the
Preferred Alternative over the existing conditions than the Flow
Evaluation Alternative over the No Action Alternative, when the
only difference in these alternatives is the addition of watershed
restoration. The addition of watershed restoration would only occur
in the Trinity Basin. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative and the
Flow Evaluation Alternative have exactly the same impacts to fish-
ery resources in the Central Valley. For fishery resources in the Cen-
tral Valley, when compared to the No Action Alternative, there are
no differences in implementation of the Preferred or Flow Evalua-
tion Alternatives.

However, there are greater incremental impacts from the implemen-
tation of the No Action Alternative over existing conditions than
there are from the implementation of the Preferred/Flow Evaluation
Alternative (for Central Valley fisheries resources these alternatives
are the same) over the No Action Alternative. There would be a
much greater incremental reduction in Shasta Reservoir carryover
storage between the existing condition and the implementation of
the No Action Alternative than between the No Action Alternative
and implementation of the Preferred/Flow Evaluation Alternative.

The result would be that in the Central Valley, the implementation
of the Preferred/Flow Evaluation Alternative compared to existing
conditions would result in impacts on spring chinook salmon as a
result of higher water temperatures and increases in egg and fry
losses. However, the implementation of the Preferred/Flow Evalu-
ation Alternative would not significantly increase these impacts
further when compared to the No Action Alternative.

e V'i"w"\sl
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Letter from Jim Smith continued

»-0§-00 10:53A

4162-5 The commentor asks what the impacts on fishery resources are for
@ ) the various alternatives from temperature variations in Lewiston
] 3_ /gg- \ Reservoir. The commentor is referred to pages 8 through 13 in
! ' Attachment B17: Reservoir Fisheries Evaluation Report found in the
' ' Fishery Resources Technical Appendix B. The fishery in Lewiston is
almost entirely supported by fish stocked by CDFG. The reservoir
; ‘ ;1.' P Astlar ” - will continue to act as a re-regulation reservoir as it does now.
| .u-.&.. ‘%"J “‘1’; ibone, acstn Agpnt > 11605 Depg?din'g on the a}terpative, .there may be more or less thermal
: "?»-4-:. . bfg__ . Iu-.’ PR w stratlflcatlop occurring in Lew1§ton Reservoir. However, t.he )
. ol Lottt de W iipeed nr Tn A coldwater fish that would continue to occupy the reservoir will
| LA . MleriFison amid ' P’ actively seek the temperature they prefer. If there are more frequent
JL W ! . el & - releases from Trinity Reservoir into Lewiston Reservoir, then there
é"f f”"“’& e o 5 o -_7’4“' pasty ) would be more cold water and more suitable habitat for Lewiston’s

fishery. Less frequent releases of cold water from Trinity Reservoir
would result in more thermal stratification in Lewiston, resulting in

W-ﬁr 9 X A £ oof ' those coldwater fish seeking out that cold water. Either way, the
2. .. 3 3 fishery populations in Lewiston would remain relatively unaffected
om

by variations in operations as they are supported by annual stocking
by CDFG. Changes in operational releases would not disrupt

1" W alleonator wrk el aZion essential reproductive physiology or behavior, which would then

v

A ) iy ol loast o] Al AL _ adversely affect the populations of those reservoir species.

BREERALT L 7

. — W’\; D3-1703
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Letter from Denver Nelson Dated December 11, 1999
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Letter from Denver Nelson continued

TRINITY RIVER EIS and FLOW STUDY

DENVER NELSON
HUMBOLDT COUNTY FISH AND GAME COMMISSION

As you know, the Trinity River was devastated by the Trinity River Diversion
project. Many millions of dollars have been spent trying to restore the Trinity
River. The Trinity River has not been restored, and, in fact, has contimed to
- decline. Many years of studying the Trinity River has shown that rivers need
water to function. No amount of money without water will restore a river.

FISH

Much emphasis has been given to the decline of salmon and steethead
populations in our area. This decrease is well-documented by many sindies
and by my personal observations as a sport fishermen. Fish mmnbers are
certainly one indicator of the health of owr river environments. There are
many other factors that influence the health and wwmbers of the salmonid

populations.

A river is more than a naiural fish hatchery. We must not over emphasize
increasing fish pumbers as the ultimate goal of restoring the Trinity River. If
there are no fish returming to the Trinity River 20 years from now, does that
mean that the entire flow of the Trinity River can then be diverted to the
Ceniral Valley? I certainly hope not.

MOVING GRAVEL

The concept of making the Trinity River 1/2- the river it was by giving it 1/2
the natural flow and spending millions to move gravel around is a noble
experimént. The outcome of this experiment could be measured by the
numbers of fish returning. One could simply assume the goal would be to
have 1/2 of the pre-diversion fish return. If 3/4 of the pre-diversion fish

<N v =\
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Letter from Denver Nelson continued

return, does that mean that 3/4 of the pre-diversion flow would be returned,
and additeomal millions of dolfars would have to be spent moving gravel? Or
conversely if only 10 percent of the pre-diversion fish return, does that mean
that 10 percent of the natural Bow comes down the Trinity River, and fish
restoration money is sharply cut back?

GREEN PORK.

Between 1976 and 1998, $93,952,547 was spent on Trinity River restoration.
Dwuring the same time., 648,457 naturafly spawming chinook retwrned to the
Trinity River. This amounts to $144.89 being spent per fish. There appears
to be no cormrelation between dollars spent on restoration and numbers of fish
retwming to the Tomity River. A much better correlation is seen between

. river flows and fish retuming to the Trinity River. Fish responded better to
water than to doltars. It would be better to spend less money on fish
restoration and increase the Trinity River flows.

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENDITURES

I was not able to find a detailed accounting of administrative overhead
expendiures for the Trinity River restoration projects. There is an accounting
 of Klamath restoration fimds (Mid-term Evaluation; Klamath River Basin
Fisheries Restoration Program, April, 1999) which shows from 1989 to 1997
$7,968,468 was spent on Klamath River restoration expenditres. Of this
~ total, $627,103 was spent on planning and coordination and $3,215,429 was
spent on administration; leaving $4,125,936 spent on restoration projects.
This amounts to an administrative overhead of 48% which, fo this observer,
Seems very excessive. .

Adminisirative expenses for Trinity River restoration should be reported in

the EIS/EIR and analyzed as a percent of overall expenditures. An on-going

accomnting of admimistrative overhead should be mandated.  Am.
administrative overhead of 20% or less should be mandated.

) ) x ° s
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Letter from Denver Nelson continued

4163-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4163-2 Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and
Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA

HUMBO UNTY 50,000 ACRE
LDTCO g FEET Restoration Fund” and Response 5302-3.

Humboldt County was given 50,000 acre feet of water annually in the original
legislation establishing the Trinity River Diversion. This water allocation has
never been accounted for either by increasing the Trnity River flows or by
Humboldt County being compensated for our 50,000 acre feet flowing down
the Sacramenio River. One of the comerstones of the CalFed process is the
sale of water by those with excess water to those who need more water.
When the final Trinity River flow is selected, that flow number shonld be
increased by 50,000 acre feet 5o that we in Humboldt County can wse that
water to firther enhance our fisheries. Conversely, if our 50,000 acre feet is
going down the diversion, we should be compensated for ouwr water by the
users of that water.

FISH LADDER

The Trinity dam eliminated 109 miles of steelhead and salmon habitat above
the dam. The ideal restoration of this habitat would be to remove the dam.
The next best restoration would be to install a fish ladder to bypass the dam.
Serious consideration has not been given to this option. The fish ladder
would be a more cost-effective way of restoring fish habitat,

RIVER FLOW
My preferred ﬂon; alternative would be the restoration of the matural Trinity
River flows and diverting no more water to the Ceniral Valley, My next best .
flow would be that promised in the original legislaiion, The promised 4163-1
diversion originally was to be no more than 30 percent of the Trinity River

flow. The Preferred Flow as outlined in this EIS/ETR would be my third
choice. The other studied flows are inadequate.

No matfer which flow is chosen, finding must be available for the bridge and 4163-2
structural removals needed to allow these increased flows.

<~ Vv AY
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Letter from Denver Nelson continued

ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT

Adaptive management is the new buzzword of resource management. In this
project, adaptive mamagement should be the prime govemning force. If a
funded project does not increase the fish retumns, the project should not be
funded again. If a water flow pattern or volmme does not result in increased
fish returns, the flow should be changed. At a minimum, the outline of this
adaptive maragement plan should be in place before any other changes are
done.

FUBLIC TRUST

In section 1.5 of the EIS the Tribal Trust responsibility is well described. The
legal basis for Tribal Trust Responsibility is based on numerous court cases
and reaffirmed by the U.S. Supreme Court in 1983 in U.S. vs. Mitchell.

The public trust doctrine is not adequately described or dealt within the EIS.
It is mentioned three times. Sections 1.2, 1.7, and 5.1 make reference to the
public trust doctrine but there is no tie i to the Trinity River flows,

The public frust doctrine is remarkable both for its age and its vigor. Rooted
in the customs of the sea faring Greeks and Romans, it has evolved to
become one of the most effective safegnards of public rights. Basically, the
trust reflects an understanding of the ancient concept that navigable waters,
their beds and their banks, should be enjoyed by all the people becanse they
are too important to be reserved for private use.

From earliest times, socicties have recognized the importance of waterways
to their people. In Roman times tivers, the sea and its shore were held in
comimon. Amny person was at liberty to use the seashore to the highest tide, to
dry his nets on the shore and to fasten vessels to the banks. These principles
survived in Spanish a law (which once govemned California), in the civil law
in effect in the continental European countries and in England, where they
became incorporated into the Magra Carta.

<~ v ALY
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Letter from Denver Nelson continued
4163-3 Please see Response 3362-1.

In America, the concept of public rights to public waters was recognized
since the early days of the Massachusetts Bay Colony where the Great Pond
Ordinance of 1641 guaranteed the right to fish and foul in the ponds greater
than 10 acres, along with the freedom to pass-through private property to do
s0.

By 1821 the American courls were pronouncing the law of public trust as we
know it today. In Amold vs. Mundy, a New Jersey decision, it was held that
(1) the British crown had held the beds of navigabie waters in trust for the
common use of the people; (2) sees rights passed to the people of the
respective states after the revolution, and (3) grants purporting to divest the
citizens of these common rights were void.

In California, the public trust bas constitutional dimensions. Article X,
section 4 of the State Constitution gnarsmtees the free mavigation of our
state’s waters. In People Vs. Fl Dorado County an appellaie court 4163-3
invalidated a Co:mty ordinance prohibiting rafting on the American River "
because it demies the constitutional right of the public use and access to a
navigable stream "

The protections of the public trust go beyond the tide lands and the major
lakes and rivers. Obviously, if the tributaries serving a public trust water are
diverted, serious damage can occur. In WNational Audobon. Society Vs.
Department of Water and Power, Mono Lake was seriously threatened by
diversions from the streams feeding it. The California court held that the state
has an affirmative and continuing duty to evaluate the impact of water
allocations on trust resources, and to protect the public trust uses Whenever
feasible.

The public trust doctrine obviously applies to the Trinity River diversion and
should be incfuded and given as high a priority as the Tribal Trust Doctrine.

Denver Nelson
5240 Blackberry
Eureka, California 95503
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ot

Bear Secretary of the Interior,
_ Iam concerned about the Trinity River and the water that has been diverted
by the Central Valley Water Project, Here are some of my concerns. Can you please -

read these and add them éo the (EIS/R). Thank yoil for your time,

Lo

Lok b0 ﬂﬂ:w /&&\—f c«u~eﬂ
meagoe. A T g
Lt qla 4 M—(f?%q pod
Ziiady Biver Ard A0 19858, e sdoold
he Bramanmics o the fra l area.
bl Shaul) restve {he nlq],c,whcm PR LN

'U\e ”DGLI%AJ }Jrol(' fﬂké.
Stacerely,
REGEIVEE /@ ‘Cg/—
JAN 12 2008
Us Eish & Wiidlife. Servigs
Arcate, CA
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} 4164-2

4164-1

4164-2

Main TOC

Letter from lllegible Signature

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

Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

-
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Letter from lllegible Signature

HibS

4165-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal

Dear Secretary of the Interior, Trust.

I am concerned about the Trinity River and the water that llﬁs been diverted

by the Central Valley Water Project. Here are some of ray concerns, Can you please

read these and add them to the (ETS/R}. Thank you for your time.

REGEFVEY |

JAN 12 2amp

US Fish & Wildlife Servics
Arcata, CA )

<~ e AY
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Letter from lllegible Signature

Hivw 4166-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
: ] ' Trust.”
Dear Secretary of the Interior, _
1 am concertied about the Trinity River and the water that has been diverted 4166-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

by the Central Valley Water Project. Here are some of my concerns. Can you please

read these and add them to tlte (EIS/R). Thank you for your time,

“Voar Siver Madam,

| [t seema do e Yoy bave pn ohlmahcm
£ uphald ‘ﬂwfmmtu River At of 1955

\
\ 41661
Y . i "
olone, Yais vivers sheve . )
ledeve ader v RAving 3
-Hrve_ SV bmm-.m Woey hnﬁ]} i | 11660

BECEIyE

JAN 12 2095

Fish & Wildife i
B
Arcata, cg o8
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C1VE|

D J#4[a0

Dear Secretary of the Intexior,
Tam concerned about the Trinity River and the water that has been diverted
by the Centrat Valley Water Project. Here are some of my comcerns, Can you please

read these and add th.em to ike (EIS/R). Thank you for your time.

e TRINGT pNEr . AT OF
1995 4P NOT UPrenn i %\T}:
OF The AT e ek sin
WL W e Basin Apc
Beine Seveel sy Haeueh

e Fiow OF THE Pinew.

SHOULD Ay NEETSS D B

INCEEATIET

—Z0

JAN 2 2 2008
WS Fish & Wildlite Service BETH- VAo
Arcata, C&
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4167-1

Letter from Beth Evanco Dated December 4, 1999

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

response is required.

N
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no

‘4{5@5 Letter from L. Williams

. N . : - L 4168-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
Dear Secretary.of e Interior, .~ . .. . Lo e _ response is required.

Tam concerned abiomt thi Trinity River iiad the water thathns hiéen diveried
by the Central Valley Water Project. Here are suine of my concerns. Cn you please -

read these and add them ta the (E1S/R). Thank you for your time.

> 4168-1

REGEEVED
JAN 12 2000

US Fish & Wildlife Senvige
Arcata, CA

B D3-1714
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A4 |

Dear Secrefary of the Interior,
Tam concerned about the Trinity River and the watey that Bas been dwerted

by the Ceatral Valley Water Project. Here are same of my concerns, Can yon please

read these and add them to the (EIS/R). Thank yon for your time,

1 Feef Sl-ran‘j\'q Aot L»L,phb\du\"’d. (G177 gl
Promises Lp Bhe  Thdvaws . G bope +

See  wadve '96’91‘1'1‘\& r‘z--&nFaYr_\:m;-l- is >41691

Sar.-_%_(:?
Mgaolleg” Svnprs iy eg wlacvnn Fhat 4lepy

passed o oot the fost for the b
J‘?ﬂ;rmlaﬁ'an than ok dpnm‘@al\&l:nd;'gg;- J

RECEIvpp @ -

JAN 1 9 opgg
US Fish & Wildiife 5o,0m,
Arcata, oa Seniice
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Letter from lllegible Signature
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170 Letter from Dorothy Smond
nms“;.em ,,“he_‘lnm.;m., 4170-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”
I am concerned about the Trinity River amd the water that has been diverted
. : . o 4170-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
by the Ceniral ¥alley Water Project. Here are some of my concerns. Can you pl.ease response is require d.

read ihese and add them to the (EIS/R). Thank you for your time.

stotrbdl 5.5/ Sz [ega /(j_
v e lowy T el Lz e £ ey '/,',é_/‘:;/.f > 4170-1

REGEIVER

JAN 12 2060

US: Fish & Wildlife Sanvice -
Arcata, CA '
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HiT4

Dear Secretary of the Iaterjor,
~ Lam concerned about the Trinity River and fhe water that has been diverted
by the Central Valley Water Project, Here are some of my concerns. Can you plezse

read these and add them to the [EIS/R). Thauk yni-for your time,

\%B(ommwmm

Qbss Dundyio Sertpizcl,
At Lam brseisd VMMWLQ /wfé/z
an? s sam? s momieoay Mes
m + MM)_OW Lwaéé

A__Suadsszed, TEmaten FKiion)
alpi- Lad forqiong Lo M Lutl,
70, -/%Lz/ m}zfmc, CAL FED 0

JM

EGEIVED
JAN 12 2006

S Fish & Wildiife Serfice
Arcata, CA

4171-1

4171-2

> 4171-1

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C

4171-2

N

Main TOC

Letter from Nanette Wier

Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

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

2
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Letter from Colleen M. Ohlandt
KL

Dear Seeretary of the Interior, - Trust.”

Tam concerned about the Trinity River and the water that has been diverted 4172-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4172-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal

by the Central Valiey Water Project. Here are somg of my concerns. Can you please

read these and add them to the (E[SIR). Thank you for yoar time.

4,141 l/m;lu Livar Aol "P Mf‘)— %nﬁ.ﬂtcwllu
WMamdaded Urek W Flf)]’\ Y .

JIJM_ ﬂmkﬁ/p-h] H‘im}&uw Smpj 1963 J’ﬂL

4172-1

4172-2

HEGEItEL

JAR 12 200 :
usFen & \T;gﬁ Sardice 340\) ﬂ"ﬂ}o ; @ﬂ' ?ZD?-
reata,

<N v =\
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Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and

‘ e aiiro - s Research, Dated December 21, 1999
STATE OF CALIFORNIA - ,"'\
i *&
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research { N }
State Clearinghouse s
Lorerra Lynch
December 21, 1999
Tom Stokely
TRINITY COUNTY FLANNING DEPARTMENT
PO Box 156
Hayfork, C4 96041-0155

Subject: TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION
SCHE: 94123009

Dear Tom Stokely:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Joitt Docmment 1o-selecled state Sgencies for review.
that reviewed your document. The review period closed on Detember 20, 1999, and the comments from
therespondmgagency(m)w(m) Tosed. I this kage i3 not in order, please notify the

State Clearinghouse mmedjazely, Plemnferwﬂnemect’seigh‘b-digztsmdenmglmsemberm
future cotrespondence so that we may respond prompify,

P]easem&nSwﬁmﬂlM(c)ofﬂuCaliﬂmniaPubﬁmemCodemm

“A responsible or other public agency shall enly make substanfive comments regarding those
activities imvoived in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
required to be carried out o approved by the agency, Those comments shall be supported by

ecific d con”
ﬁmeommmmfmwdedfwusempmparmgywﬁmlmvmmmldmem Shm[dymnned
more infermeation or clarification of the encl "ﬂlatyunoonmthn

commenting agency dizectly.

This leser acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for
dnﬁmwronmmmldowmems,pmmmme&hfomuﬁnwomm]QuaInym Pleasecomnﬂm
State mmugmsea:(etsjus-nsls if you have any. questi garding the

progess.

Sincerely,

\.4(447,34%&,

JAN 12 2008

15 Fish & Widlife Service
Arcata, G

Enclosures
cc; Resources Agency

1400 TEXTH STREET FR.O. 30X 3044 SACBA.\.[EXTO, GALIFORNIA 95802-30a4
- BIG-445-0613 . FAX $36-323-3018- WW.OPE.CA.GO\'{CLE.-\EI.\EGHOUSE.H‘l’.\!l.

<~ v =\
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Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and

_ Pocument Details Report Research, continued
*Stats Clearighouse Data Base .

SCHE S4123009
Froject Title  TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHER'( RESI'DRATIGN
tLead Agency  Trintty County .

T)'P’jﬂ‘ Joint Docusment -

Dascription ,RMnthﬂMﬁmeWTmmmma .
Lewiston Dam through d flows d with mischianical rehabliftafion projects,

Lead Agency Contact
Name Tom Stokely
Ageney TRINI'I'YOO\NI’YPLANNING DEPARTMENT
FPhone §30.628.5048 | Fax
emall .
Address  P.O.Box 156 - -
City Hayfork . i State CA  Zip 96041-0156

Project Location
.County TRINITY
Ciy  Lewiston, Junction. City
. Reglon :
Cross Streets . . . M
Township - Range . Section Base

- Proximity to:
Higlmways - 200
Alports
Raflways : .
Waterways  Trikky River, Lewlston Reservor 8 Trinity, Lake
) Schools
Land Use OpenSpacelFloodHamd

Profsct Issues Ammwmmmummmm doic-Historic:: IAR SO
Jobs: Fiscal i Flocd PlainFlpoding; MQMMMS&
'_Mwwmommswmﬁm WildRfe;
Growih Inducing; me&:m.rlameEﬁads

Reviewing R Wr i ‘ofmmw ..r of Cons on; Dy
Agancies omshandsam miwdmmmmw«mw.
Hon; D of Water | Cattraine, District 2; Regional Water Qirality Control
'Boam,Rgg.um,Nam Hesitage C Stake Lands Comm

Duto Recelved 10221009 - StartcfReview 10R2M999  End of Review 122011999

) S ° 3
RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D00C V
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‘alornia - 7 The Resomroes Agetecy of Califoraia
lorandum

: | November 9, 1999

: | Mosie Boya
State Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 3044 -
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

: Mike Sotelo )

: | SCH#94123009 Trinity River Mainstein Fishery

‘We have reviewed the above refereniced ETR/S, pertaining to the restoration of the natural
] production of anadromous fish on the Trinity River mainsiem downstream of Lewiston Dam
through managed flows combined with mechanical rehabilitation projects, and we have the -
following comments to offer: ' )

As proposed mitigation lo minimize the impact on recreational boating (as noted in the
Execusive Summary, Table ES-4, under the heading, “Recreation™), the report indicates that
signs will be posted at river access points when flows are outside the preferred range for
beating. The signs will aiso be oﬁ'enng atoll-free telephone numbm' £0 recreationists can call
to obtain daily flow information. . : >

Hwaietwaymarknrsarembepostedmwamoradwsebomsoﬂow orlngh flows, etc.,
the applicant should receive 4 copy of the state’s waterways marking system regulations, i.e.,
Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Section 700, et seq_ (copy enclosed), to bé aware of )
Tequirernents to Flace waterways markess. :

1f you have any questions regarding these comments, please call me at (316) 263-0787

Mike Sotelo
Environmental Review/Regulations

RIVER R TAX Howaba b, 1999 1:2974

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and

4173-1

4173-1

Main TOC

Research, continued

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. If
waterway markers are to be posted to warn or advise boaters of low
or high flows, etc., the applicable co-lead agency should request a
copy of the state’s waterways marking system regulations, i.e., Title
14, California Code of Regulations, Section 700, et. seq., and be
aware of requirements to place waterways markers.

é/\l N ;3,
T b D3-1721
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Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued

- THILE I4  DEPARTMENT OF m.«'mdm wajﬁwus
‘Searchlighis or Other Blinding Lights.
for law enforcement or search and pescue aciiiti

trfere with the

Negligent Operation. .
plion 555 of the Harbors and Navigation
ts cndagger life, limb or property and

Pursuarit to'the provisions of -
Code, the following described 4

. NOTE: Authority cited: Section 655, Harbors and Navigation Code. Sections 650,
655 and 655.3, Habors. and Navigation Code, T

Asticle 6. Waterway Marking System

_ Pursuant to the avihority vested in &t by Section 659, Harbors and
vigation Code, the Dy t adopts rules and regulations for a uniform

sysiem for marking the Staws's waters; such rules and regulations to
mblish(a)asymmo{@guhmrynmdcersfwmnallwamoﬂﬁcSm
t0 meet nesds mot provided for by the [1S. Coast Guard system of
mavigational aids, and (b) a system of navigational aids for use on the waters
of the State not marked by the U.S. Coest Guard andfor nof defermined 1o be
United States navigable waters: provided that such rules.and regulations
Eh:ﬂmnmbeinmnﬂm_ ict with the markings prescribed by the 1.S. Coast
NOTE: Authority eited: Section 659, igati oe: Sections:
7001. Definition (25 Gsed in this article). .

. {2} Waterway marker is any device designed to be placed in, on or near
ﬂnwmmwnwymofﬁdn!mwtoabombp&amronmmwhhh

29
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Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued

§ 7002 DEPARTMENT OF BOATING AND WATERWAYS TITLE 14
miay affect health, safety, or well being, except that such devices of the
United States or an agency of the United States are excleded from the
meaning of this definition.

‘(b) Regulatory Marker is a waterway marker which has no equivalent in
the EL.S. Coast Guard system of navigational aids.

(e} State Aid to Navigation i5 & waterway marker which is theequwalent
of a U.S. Coast Guard aid to navigation. ’

(d) Buoy is any device designed to float which it anchored in the water
anﬂwhid:i_su‘sedlounnv:yamsage.

{2) Signis any device for camrying a age which is hed to anoth
object such as 2 piling, booy, structure or the land itself,

(3] ADssplayAmlsﬂlemonasggnorbuoyneededfnrdlsphyofa
waterway marker s

() Symbols arc geometric figures such as a diamond, circle, rectangte,
- used to cenvey 2 basic message.. }

(h} “Department” means the Department of Boating and Waterways.
NOTE: Awthority cited: Section 659, Harbors and Navigation Code, Referente; Sections 650 -
and 659, Harbors and Navigatioa Code.

Jooz. WatermerhssUsedonlheWamsnfﬁlsShleShanBeAx
Follows,

163 SmmdsmNavngumn.

{I) Amdbooyormgnshaﬂmdncmthﬂﬂdeofadnnmlwbckcptw
the right of a vessel when entering the channel from the main water body or
when proceeding upstream; a.green buoy or sign shall indicate that side of .
a channcl (0 be kept to- the left of a vessel when entering the channel from
the main water body or when proceeding upstream.

Thcscbwysors:gnsshaﬂmnnal}yb:usedmpausandun!yfwﬂn
purpose of marking a clearly defined channel.

@ Amdamiwhlmvmmllysmpodbunyors:gnslﬂ]lmcﬁutcm:ﬁwlnr -
of a navigable walerway.

(S)Aredmdg:unhmnmwsmpedbuwor,slgnsmnmd:ma-
jonction in the channel, or a wreck or obstuction which may be passed on
cither side. If the top band is red, the preferred channel is 1o the left when
proceeding upstream or Jeaving the main water body. If the top band is green
thepmfmedchmchswmenghlwhenpmmdmgupwwnmluhngme
main water body.

“) WhﬂﬂbﬂWSﬂﬂllmdmeamhomgcms. '

(S)Hcshapmofsmendswmwgamnshanﬁemmpm‘bkwuhﬂw
shapes establiched by Coast Guard regulations for the equivalent Coast
Guard aids 10 navigation.

(G)Whenllg}nsare.plawdonbuoysusanaldwnaﬂgmm their *

shall be ible with those designated by Federal Rego-

220
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Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued

. TITLE 34  DEPARTMENT OF BOATING AND WATERWAYS ©§ T2

lations for federal aids to navigation. Red lights for this purpose shali be
used only on red buoys and green Hghts only.on green buoys.

(b) - Regulatory Markers. .

{1} A di d shape of i jonal orange with white cemier shall
indicate danger. The nawre of the danger may be indicated by words or
well-known abbceviations in black letters inside the diamond shape, or
above andfor below it on white background.

(2) A di d shape of i ional orange with a cross of the same
color within it against 2 white center without qualifying explanation shall
indicate a zone from which all vessels are exclnded.

{3) A'circle of intemational orange with white center will indicate a
control or restriction, The paturc of the control or restriction shall' be
“indicated by words, nomerals, andfor well-known abbreviations in ‘black
letters inside the circle. Additional explanation may be given above andfor
bedow it in black leters on white background. :

(4) A reciangular shape of iniernational orange with white center will
indicate information, other than a danger, costrol or resiriction, which may
contribute to heaith, safety or well-being. The message will be presented
within the rectangle in black letters. T . N

{c} Letiers or Numbers on Wawrway Markers.

(1) Numbers, letters or words on a state aid to navigation or regulatory
marker shall be placed in-2 manner to enable them to be cleaily visible (0 an
approaching or passing vessel. They shail be block styie, well propoctioned
and as large as the available space permits. Mumbers and letters on red ar
black backgrounds shall be white; aumbers and letters on white backgrounds

- shail be black. : .

(2} State aids 10 navigation shall be numbcred or lettered for identifica-
tion. Red bugys and signs marking channels shall be idensified with even
numbers, and green buoys and signs marking channcls shall be identified
with ‘odd npmbers, the numbers increasing from the main water body or
proceeding upstream. Buoys and signs indicating the center of 2 waterway
or a channcl junction shall be identified by letters of the alphaber. All
numbers and letters wsed to identify state aids to mavigation shall e
preceded by the letiers “CE”

(d) Reflectorized Material. Where reflectonized materials are used, 2 red
reflector will be vsed on a red buoy, 2 green reflector on & green buoy, and
white reflectors only will be nsed on all other waterway markers, except that
orange reflectors may be used on Grange portions of regulatory ewrkers, and
yellow reflectors may be nsed on Special Markers, as defined in Section
7002 1.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sectivn 659, Harbors and Navigation Code. Reference: Sccsions 650
and 639, Hatbors and Navigation Code. .

]
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Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and

T ' : 3 : Research, continued

T §Vm::.1 D"EPA. RTMENT .;oﬁ'nbawm WATERWIANS " " XIFLE TFLE 14
: peml"l" marku\smmplmwﬂy dod to assist avigation; but arc

mfd-{'o indicate o speciil ares or featire {i.e., tinffic stgaration, anchorage

areas, drelging, fish net aress, etc.) whoss namre may be appanent from

reference to 2 chast. or other nantical docament. -

(a} Ails used to mark these’ areas or Systems will be all yellow.

655.3, a0 659; Harbors and Navigulen Code. .

6] N:wm'rwayg:pm‘két'shﬂl b placed on, in, or néar the waters of the
Stabe unless such plagement is authorized by the. apeacy or . political
mmmofmesumhavmgpowmg;wsmhwdmmmmu
the provisions of this section shall rot-apply to private 2ids to-navigation
S o e aesttary lemces oty et a1
\/ * 'stage agencies mmn% berein contained, sball be constered o

is known. K e
. )mdescﬁpﬁonatuipurposaofﬂiemﬂt_mmcludmgmmm
(2‘ if any, as required by. Section T002(=)(5), above. :
NOTE: Awthority citeid: Sectiom 639, Harbors. and Navigation Cods. Reforence: Secfions 650
1 #nd 639, Harbors aed Navigatios Code.
Wammynmtxrsﬂmﬂb:mhminadinmﬁmmmberephud
or removed N ) : o -
NOTE:; Authority cited: Sectioa 659, Hacbors jgation Code. R 650 -
7005, Display of Waterway Markers. B
(a) Awmwaymhumgybedispﬂayedasas:@onaﬁxodsuppoﬁ.as

: abuoybuli:lg‘aw:mmlmsfnm;pr_asa-agumom.edquaw. '

: (b)-WTma:Bdoyisusbdmgaqy-;symboiEmiusmnu!ﬂ[um

' udthabqndofinﬁmj@iaﬁglmjaﬂnwpm-am&wnm

: e e oopose. 152 above it will be marked

{c) Abwwamcsﬁkpnrpnseislpmr:g_as_ngn boy it ;

i withmmebmdsofinmnmibnﬂumgealmngwuh-two‘hmdsofﬁnw.
'eachlnndoccupyingapproximmelyom—ﬁﬁn_ofﬂnmﬁlmofmemny
| - .
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued

" TITLE 14 ° DEPARTMENT OF ECATING AND WATERWAYS § 7008
.abovqmewmlmvexceptwhuetlnsgg;umlfcauymaﬂngebmds,
however; nothing in these” i? will be ¢ d to prohibit the
- mwnnngol‘aﬂgnonabuoyw!ucllhasbeenplaeedforapumoscothenhan
T that of camying a sign.
() Whensymbdsmplmdmmgns.asuluﬂewhmbackgmnndmay
be wsed outside the symbol.
NOEAuumu:uatSemmm mmﬂawca;m“mﬁo :
and 659, HarbotsandNamgumO:da

7006, SpeuﬁuhousforWhmagMnrhers.

{a) The size, shape, material, mdeonsuuctmnofal]mrknrs,bmhﬁxed
and floating, shall be such as to be obstrvable under normal conditions of
visibility at a distance: such that the significance of the marker or aid will be
recognizable in time o avoid

: (b)Wamaynwkmsfmllb:madeofmmalswhachwﬂlmmn.
despite weather and- ather exposares, the charteristics essential to. their
basic significance; such as color, shape, legibility and position.

-NOTE: Authocity cited: Section 659, mumwmmmm
and 655, Harbors aed Navigation Code.

. FOOT. OMmeMzdngMm. :

{2) Momnanoys.Inerderﬂmmm,gbmoysshllmlbemsulwnfw
aids to g Y. !heyshallbewl'nm,mlllablue.
bmdcl:arlyvm'blcubwcthewmrhm.

i @)Hmmﬁmm“mmbwsmmlm
course markers will be sed in the as waterway markers.

(e} Suchnnrkﬂsshnllnmbeoflcolorshape.omﬁgmmonormrhng
which could result in their confusion with any federal or state aid. to
navigation or amy state regulatory marker, and shall niot be placed where they
will obstruct navigarion, cause corifusion, or constitute a hazard.
NOTE.AIllmycud_SemonSS‘? Husbors s Navigation Code. Refenence: Sections 650
7008 1'11:Dlversl?lag.

(n)Amdﬂngmmawrutedugomlmnmngfmmlheuppwkﬂhand

comer to the lower right hand comer (from masthead w lower oukide
cosmer) and known as the “'Divers Flag™shall when displayed on the wates,
md:calelhepmneeofapetmnemga:lmdmngmthewmmdn
immediate area.
: (b)Rﬁ:ogmtlonoflﬁlsﬂa,gbymgnlauonwﬁlmbcmnstmedis
" conferring any vights or privileges on its users, and-its prescce in a water
‘mawmwbeconsuuedlmtselfasmsmnsdn\mofﬂicmmamso
marked:

(£} Operators of vessels will, howe.m exmmepmmmonmmmmmmw
wlthooudluonsmdlcawd_
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

. Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and

§'ms9 DEPARTMENT OF BOATING AND WATERWAYS  TITLE 14 . Research, continued

" (d) This flag may be displayed only when dwmg is in progress, and its
display in a water arca when no:diving is in progress is-that arca will
constitute a violation of the regutation and of section 659-of the Harbors and
Navigation Code.

(e} Nothing in this scction will require the carriage of a divers flag for any

. NOTE: Authority cited: Section §59. Harbors and Navigaion Code. Beference: Scotions 650,
and £59, Harbors and Navigston Code.
7009. The Ski Flag.

{a) Aredororangeﬂagmuﬂmngnolt!m 12 inches o each side, in,
the shape of a square of rectangle, mounted or displayed in such a manner
as to be visible from every direction shall be known as a ski flag.

b Thcuseoftlusflagw;ll notl:eoonsu'ucdasoonfemngamrnghuor
privilcges on its users, and its display will not be construed in itself as
mmctmgtheumofthzwamrlnﬂwvmmyofthnvwscldisplaymgme

(c) Operators of vessels will, er, jse p
with conditions indicated.

) m:hﬂagshallhedlsplayed whenonzurmeoflhefoilomng
cowditions exists:

(1) A downed skier. i
. () A skier in the water preparing to sid.
(3} Aski line exicaded from the vessel.
(4} A ski in the water inthe vicinity of the vessél
The ski flag shall not be displayed at any other time.
NOTE: auwthority cined: Sections 652, 658, 658.7 and 659, Ha:ﬁusn:lNavlgmnnCode.r
xammmesu,ass.a 65%.7 and 6359, Harbors and Navigation Code.

Article 7. PorHlteVassclOpermsLlnenst_:

mAmmmmmmmm.mcmwaMMm7m
Hm'busandN:wgmmnCode.
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Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
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Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

=99 17:88 ‘DOC-O0GER # 916. 323 38 ND.Se8 %% )

State of Califomia The Remees Agency

MEMORANDUM

To:  ° Project Coordingior : W Date: Decembe
Resources Agancy ;ﬂ_llwh? ) "o 19?9
i
M. Tom Stolely - ' = G
Trinity County Planning Department R €6 El y 3
P.Q. Box 156
 Hayfork, CA 960410156 L

From:  Departrent ofconservaﬂdﬁ .
Office of Governmental and Environmental Relations

- Subject: Draft Environmental lmpac Report/Staternant (DEIR) for the Trinfty Ris
Mainstem Fishery Restoration Project — SoHe oa1zsons - Y e

‘Tha Caiifornia Department of Conservation's Division of Land Resource
Pgbtqum (I:)_w;suon)has reviewed the DEIR for the refarenced rostoration project. The
_Dlvi_smn administers several agricultural land conservation programs, including the
Agricultural Land Stewardship Program (ALSP). We affer the following comments on
the project's agricultural tand impacts for your consideration.

- - The DEIR has identified significant environmental impu;ns of the praject on -
agriculuval land resources. In perticular, the diversion of water for fishery restoration \
will result in the !oss of 7.5 percent of the highly productive agricultural lands of the
Central Valley Project's San Felipe Unit. The DEIR does not offer apparent mitigation
;:a ﬂs::' m::gl.a t;l;hnerefore. we t;‘acunmleml that the final EIR include a distussion of

-measures that would le: ignificance proj i
on SOt e . ss5en the significance of the project's impact

Amang the mitigation measures that should be explorad are: .1) the

enhancsment of the Unit's remaining iigated fermisnd. by providing geaater water > ‘
! 4173-2

availability and certalnty; and, 2) compensation for the loss-of imigated fapmiand b
puwchase qf conservation easemenits on cther irfigated farmiand of equivalent quality
and quantity. Tha latter approach to farmtand mitigation is being used by agencies at
state and local leveis of government, and hag been highlighted by a recent unpublished

court decision I Orange County f 58 ot al v. Count
of Orange, et al, San Diego Superior Court # 710123, QOctober 28, 1997). lfthe

Wsiﬁmofmmewaﬂmeammisﬂﬁposedasamiﬁ@mmmlaﬂsm-
wide should be considered for easement purchase, not striclly. lands within the San Felipe | |
Unit, Nso.meDlmsnon_sALSPDmgrammaysma'samitig;aﬁon'-barlmtminniﬁgaﬁon |
fundsmpedamsﬁedformmusehmiﬁngeasememsaadesigmtedbyma }

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.D0C
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4173-2 Please see thematic response titled “Mitigation for Significant
Impacts.”
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Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued

ND. 528 ~rd

Mymfwmeoppummityhmantmwspmpu’aDEIR. if you have
-q.lestsonsono!.ruotrrnenls oF require technical assistance or information en agricuttural .
lend consenvation, pleasecorladmbwmonatam K Street, MS 13-71, Sacramemto, CA
95814; phone.(913)3\24-0650 .

Marshali

Cc: Luree Stetson, Assistent Divector
Division of Land Resource Protection

TmilyCouﬂyRasmuecomawaumDmd
P.O.Box 1450 -
- Woavendlla, CA 9&093

SmBennoResouceCmsewaﬁthsm i . :
mTommlogyParimy.#c . ’ -
Hallister, CA 95023 . .

K.N f N _'l,
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