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Introduction and Overview

Introduction and Overview

The Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the Proposed Extension
Petition for the Interim Instream Flow Requirements Under State Water Resources Control
Board Revised Water Right Decision 1644 (Proposed Project) has been prepared, and includes
the following items:

» Introduction and Overview

o Mitigated Negative Declaration

¢ Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

e Responses to Comments Received on the Public Draft IS/MND
e Revisions to the Public Draft IS/Proposed MND (Errata)

The IS/MND was prepared to assess the environmental impacts associated with Yuba County
Water Agency’s (YCWA) submittal of a petition to modify the terms of YCWA’s water right
permits to change the effective date of RD-1644 long-term instream flow requirements from
April 21, 2006 to March 1, 2007. Additionally, pursuant to Water Code §1725, YCWA and the
California Department of Water Resources (DWR) propose to conduct a one-year water transfer
for 2006 (April 2006 through February 2007). The proposed project would enable a one-year
water transfer of up to 125,000 acre-feet of water from YCWA to DWR, which would provide
YCWA a source of revenue and assist DWR in meeting a substantial portion of the
Environmental Water Account Program asset acquisition 'goal for 2006. The proposed project
involves YCWA transferring water from New Bullards Bar Reservoir via the Yuba River
Development Project (Yuba Project) facilities to DWR via the lower Yuba River, lower Feather
River, Sacramento River, and the Delta.

All of the five items listed above, including: (1) this introduction and overview; (2) the mitigated
negative declaration; (3) the mitigation monitoring and reporting program; (4) the comment
letters identifying specific comments and responses to these comments; and (5) the errata sheet
describing revisions to the Draft IS/Proposed MND, together with the Draft IS/Proposed
MND, constitute the Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Proposed
Project.

In compliance with Section 15074 of the California Environmental Quality Act, the complete
package of information comprising the Final IS/MND has been provided to the YCWA
decision-making body for review and consideration as part of the decision-making process used
to determine whether to adopt the MND and implement the Proposed Project.

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006
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Mitigated Negative Declaration

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PrROJECT TITLE: PROPOSED EXTENSION PETITION FOR THE INTERIM INSTREAM
FLOW REQUIREMENTS UNDER STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL
BOARD REVISED WATER RIGHT DECISION 1644

DATE: January 9, 2006

PROJECT APPLICANT:  Yuba County Water Agency

LEAD AGENCY: Yuba County Water Agency

CONTACT PERSON: Curt Aikens, General Manager (530/741-6278)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Yuba County Water Agency (YCWA) is submitting a petition to modify the terms of YCWA's
water right permits to change the effective date of RD-1644 long-term instream flow
requirements from April 21, 2006 to March 1, 2007. Additionally, pursuant to Water Code
§1725, YCWA and the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) propose to conduct a
one-year water transfer for 2006 (April 2006 through February 2007). The proposed project
would enable a one-year water transfer of up to 125,000 acre-feet of water from YCWA to DWR,
which would provide YCWA a source of revenue and assist DWR in meeting a substantial
portion of the Environmental Water Account Program asset acquisition goal for 2006. The
proposed project involves YCWA transferring water from New Bullards Bar Reservoir via the
Yuba River Development Project (Yuba Project) facilities to DWR via the lower Yuba River,
lower Feather River, Sacramento River, and the Delta.

DECLARATION

Yuba County Water Agency has determined that, although the above project could have a
significant impact on the environment, mitigation measures described in the Initial Study and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program have been incorporated into the project that
avoid the potential of significant impacts or mitigate the impacts to a point where clearly no
significant impacts would occur. The determination is based on the attached Initial Study (SCH
#2005122008), the whole record before the Agency, and the following findings:

1. The project will not degrade environmental quality, substantially reduce habitat, cause a
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, reduce the number or restrict
the range of special-status species, or eliminate important examples of California history
or prehistory.

o

The project does not have the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to tl
1

disadvantage of long-term environmental goals.

3. The project will not have impacts that are individually limited but cumulatively
considerable.

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006
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Mitigated Negative Declaration

The project will not have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

No substantial evidence exists that the project will have a negative or adverse effect on
the environment.

The project incorporates all applicable mitigation measures or environmental
commitments identified in the Initial Study (attached).

This Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the independent judgment of the lead
agency.

The following environmental commitments (mitigation measures) will be implemented by the
agency as part of the proposed project. Implementation of these measures would reduce any
potential impacts to a less-than-significant level.

(]

a

Q

Air Quality - YCWA and Member Units No Net Increase Air Quality Mitigation Plan
Fisheries Resources - River Management Team/YCWA coordination and consultation
regarding 2006 Pilot Program Fisheries Agreement

Terrestrial Resources- EWA EIS/EIR Mitigation Plan (SCH # 2001072046) for Reservoir
Drawdown

Cultural Resources- EWA EIS/EIR Mitigation Plan (SCH # 2001072046) for Reservoir
Drawdown

Groundwater Resources- YCWA Groundwater Monitoring and Reporting Plan

The mitigation measures are described in more detail in the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program, which is adopted concurrent with this Mitigated Negative Declaration.

The public review period for the Draft Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
expired on December 22, 2005. YCWA is not required to respond to any comments received
after this date.

The Initial Study, documents referenced in the Initial Study, Proposal to Adopt Mitigated
Negative Declaration, comments on the Proposal, and other documents concerning the Project
are on file and available for public review at the Yuba County Water Agency office, 1402 D
Street Marysville, CA 95091, (530) 741-6278. Curt Aikens, Agency General Manager (same
address and phone), is the custodian of the documents that constitute the record of proceedings
upon which the decision in this matter is based.

(T Lo sy

Curt Aikens Date*

1T Ax

General Manager
Yuba County Water Agency

(*To be signed upon adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration by the decision-making
body of the Yuba County Water Agency.)

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

1.1 Introduction

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that a public agency adopt a
mitigation monitoring and reporting program for any project approved based on an
Environmental Impact Report or a mitigated negative declaration (PRC § 21081.6). This
program must ensure compliance with mitigation measures during project implementation.
Agencies must adopt a program if they adopt findings, including mitigation measures, as a part
of the project approval. The approving agency then has the discretion to decide whether it
implements a reporting program, monitoring program, or some combination of both. A
reporting program consists of written compliance review and guarantees that the approving
agency is informed of compliance. A monitoring program consists of a project oversight process
and guarantees that compliance is checked regularly.

Yuba County Water Agency (YCWA) is thelead agency and project proponent for CEQA
compliance purposes. The California Department of Water Resources (DWR) is a CEQA
responsible agency as a party to the “Amendment No. 1 to Agreement for the Temporary Transfer of
Water from Yuba County Water Agency to the Department of Water Resources” (one-year water
transfer agreement). For the proposed project, YCWA and DWR will be responsible for
implementation of this Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP).

1.1.1 Purpose and Objectives of the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program

YCWA, as the lead agency, has developed this document to guide mitigation compliance prior
to, during and after implementation of the proposed project, as required by CEQA. Project
approvals include environmental protection and mitigation measures to minimize or eliminate
potentially adverse impacts to the project area. These measures have been described in the
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND).

Compliance monitoring and evaluation will be performed by either YCWA or DWR, as
indicated in the description of each measure. The objectives of this MMRP are to provide the
following:

. Compliance requirements for.the environmental protection and mitigation measures on
which the proposed project was approved;

1 A reference document containing the environmental protection and mitigation measures
involving operation of the proposed project;

1 Alist of lead agency and responsible agency contacts; and

The timing of mitigation measure implementation.

1.1.2 Project Location

YCWA will release water from New Bullards Bar Reservoir and through Englebright Reservoir
into the lower Yuba River in Yuba County to implement the 2006 Pilot Program Fisheries
Agreement instream flow schedules and the 2006 water transfer to DWR. DWR will receive and
convey YCWA transfer water in the Sacramento River and the Delta, and potentially may store
a portion of the transfer water in San Luis Reservoir or groundwater banks south of the Delta

(Figure 1-1).

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

1.1.3 Project Description

YCWA and DWR propose to conduct a one-year water transfer for 2006 in a manner that would
serve as a “pilot program” for the Proposed Yuba Accord. The 2006 Pilot Program Fisheries
Agreement specifies instream flows in the lower Yuba River for the period of April 1, 2006
through February 28, 2007. Implementation of the proposed project would result in YCWA's
operation of the Yuba Project to meet the 2006 Pilot Program Fisheries Agreement instream flow
schedules, resulting in the potential for DWR to acquire a minimum of 62,000 acre-feet and a
maximum of 125,000 acre-feet of transfer water. Water released by YCWA would pass from
New Bullards Bar Reservoir through Englebright Reservoir and over Daguerre Point Dam.
New Bullards Bar Reservoir storage levels during the proposed project would remain within
normal operating limits for the Yuba Project. YCWA would not change its historical practices of
providing irrigation water to its Member Units, potentially including implementation of a
groundwater substitution program. YCWA releases would flow from the lower Yuba River
into the Feather River, and the Sacramento River, and downstream to the Delta. DWR would
use the transfer water for environmental purposes in the Delta or would convey the water via
the pumping plants at Clifton Court Forebay into conveyance channels. The acquired transfer
water would then either be stored in San Luis Reservoir or transported through the California
Aqueduct directly to groundwater storage banks or to state or federal water contractors
pursuant to the provisions of the EWA or Dry Year Water Purchase programs.

1.14 Summary of Project Purpose, Need, and Objectives

The proposed project involves YCWA's submittal of a petition to modify the terms of YCWA’s
water right permits to change the effective date of RD-1644 long-term instream flow
requirements from April 21, 2006 to March 1, 2007. Additionally, pursuant to Water Code §1725,
YCWA and DWR propose to conduct a one-year water transfer for 2006 (April 2006 through
February 2007). The proposed project includes the requested Extension Petition as well as the
Transfer Petition that would enable implementation of the 2006 Pilot Program involving a one-
year water transfer of up to 125,000 acre-feet of water from YCWA to DWR and changes in
YCWA operations of the Yuba Project to meet the instream flow schedules of the 2006 Pilot
Program Fisheries Agreement. The 2006 Pilot Program would provide YCWA revenue, assist
DWR in meeting a substantial portion of the Environmental Water Account (EWA) Program
asset acquisition goal for 2006, and provide both agencies with a forum to test key elements of
the Proposed Yuba Accord.

DWR is a CALFED Project Agency responsible for administering the EWA Program, including
banking, borrowing, transferring, selling, and arranging for the conveyance of EWA water
supply and EWA assets. DWR and the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) are responsible for
seeking to acquire approximately 200,000 acre-feet of water on behalf of the EWA Program
annually. DWR also acquires water for its annual Dry Year Water Purchase Program for use in
the State Water Project (SWP) and Central Valley Project (CVP) service areas. If a portion of the
YCWA transfer water is not needed for the EWA, then DWR may elect to use the water for the
2006 Dry Year Water Purchase Program. Implementation of the 2006 water transfer by YCWA
to DWR is subject to State Water Resources Control Board approval of the Extension Petition.

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

1.1.5 Responsible Parties

YCWA and DWR are responsible for implementation of the environmental commitments and
mitigation measures identified in this MMRP. YCWA, as the CEQA lead agency, would be
primarily responsible for MMRP elements that apply to the proposed one-year water transfer
and that would occur in the Yuba River Basin. DWR, as a CEQA responsible agency for the
proposed project, would be responsible for the MMRP elements that relate to the EWA

Program.

Representatives of each agency are listed below:

Yuba County Water Agency California Department of Water Resources
Mzr. Curt Aikens Ms. Delores Brown

General Manager DWR Environmental Specialist

Yuba County Water Agency Department of Water Resources

1402 D Street 3251 S Street

Marysville, CA 95091 Sacramento, CA 95816

(530) 741-6278 (916) 227-2407

1.2 Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures

Environmental commitments are measures or practices adopted by a project proponent to
reduce or avoid adverse effects that could result from project operations. The following
sections describe the environmental commitments, including impact avoidance or mitigation
measures that will be implemented by either YCWA or DWR to ensure no significant impacts
result from the proposed 2006 Pilot Program, including the Extension Petition.

The identification of environmental commitments below includes those that are included as
part of the EWA Program and would apply to the proposed one-year transfer from YCWA to
DWR. The lead and responsible agencies have adopted these measures and incorporated them
as part of the proposed project in compliance with applicable federal, state, and local policies or
regulations that apply to the project activities. These measures will ensure that the proposed
project will minimize or avoid potentially significant environmental impacts, to the extent
feasible. These measures include YCWA monitoring commitments that were developed during
the preliminary planning and design phases of the proposed project, mitigation and monitoring
commitments identified by DWR in the Final EWA Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) (Reclamation et al. 2004), as well as measures
considered in response to public comments received on the Draft IS/MND.

YCWA proposes to transfer water to DWR, through implementation of the 2006 Pilot Program
Fisheries Agreement instream flow schedules and changes in project operations and possibly
through supplemental surface water or groundwater transfers. As discussed in the Draft
IS/MND, the CEQA Environmental Checklist identifies the conditions under which a proposed
project evaluation may rely upon an earlier analysis of potential impacts. Reliance upon an
earlier analysis of a proposed project must indicate that the potential impacts were within the
scope of the previous analysis and that the impacts were adequately addressed.

Reclamation, DWR, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) and California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) (Reclamation ef al. 2003)
completed an environmental analysis of the EWA Program, including characterization of
probable water transfer volumes from YCWA. EWA agencies acquire and manage assets to

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

maximize benefits to at-risk native fish species, but asset management can change river flows,
Delta outflows and the amount of seasonal wetlands within agricultural areas. The manner in
which EWA agencies apply, acquire, and manage assets will be monitored to ensure that EWA
fisheries benefit objectives are met while adverse effects to other species and their habitats
because of EWA actions are being minimized or avoided. To address these considerations,
compliance and effectiveness monitoring components (Mitigation Plan) were identified in the
Final EWA EIS/EIR (Reclamation et al. 2004). Data associated with EWA monitoring efforts are
used to support adaptive management decisions that could change how some assets are
managed should the overall goals of the EWA program related to fish species, habitats, and
terrestrial species not be met. Because the EWA Mitigation Plan (2004) identified several
environmental protection and mitigation measures related to the YCWA component of EWA
acquisitions (e.g., proposed project), these EWA measures also have been incorporated into this

MMRP, and are discussed below.

A summary of the environmental protection and mitigation measures described in this MMRP is
provided in Table 1-1.

Table 1-1. Summary of Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures Incorporated into the
Proposed Project

Mitigation Measure Implementing Agency Timing'
AIR QUALITY
1.2.1-1 Implement a no net increase air YCWA/ Monthly, if groundwater substitution
quality mitigation plan Member Units operations occur

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES - FISHERIES AND AQUATIC RESOURCES

1.2.2-1 Install and operate automated
water temperature recorders in YCWA Continuous, year-round

the lower Yuba River

As appropriate, during the Chinook

1.2.2-2 Conduct redd dewatering and
fry stranding studies in the YCWA salmon and ste(_elhead gdult d
lower Yuba River spawning, gmbryq moubgtlon, an
juvenile rearing periods

1.2.2-3 Consult with River
Management Team to establish
a flow schedule to provide
maximum fisheries benefits YCWA Prior to transfer
associated with a :
Supplemental Surface Water
Transfer (if implemented)

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES —~ TERRESTRIAL RESOURCES (WILDLIFE AND VEGETATION)

1.2.3-1 Monitor EWA-related water DWR Prior to, and during transfer
releases

1.2.3-2 Coordinate EWA actions with

federal, state, other CALFED DWR Ongoing, and prior to transfer
agencies and regional
programs

January 2006
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Mitigation Measure

~ Implementing Agency Timing'

1.2.3-3 Comply with EWA-related

reservoir drawdown provisions

identified for San Luis
Reservoir

DWR Late summer and fall

CULTURAL RESOURCES

1.2.4-1 Comply with EWA-related YOWA
drawdown provisions for New Reclamation/ Prior to and after transfer
Bullards Bar Reservoir DWR
HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - GROUNDWATER RESOURCES
1 1.2.5-1 Comply with EWA-related Yews
groundwater substitution DWR/ Prior to, during and after transfer
provisions Member Units
YCWA/
1.2.5-2 Prepare a Groundwater DWR/ Prior to, during and after transfer

Monitoring and Reporting

Plan
Member Units

' The proposed project would be implemented from April 1, 2006 through February 28, 2007.

1.2.1 Air Quality

Mitigation Measure 1.2.1-1: Implement a no net increase air quality mitigation plan (page 4-15

of the IS/MND).

Commitment:

Responsible Parties:

Location:

Timing:

Monitoring:

Reporting Requirements:

YCWA and the Member Units would implement a no net increase
air quality mitigation plan to ensure no significant or adverse
impacts associated with groundwater substitution pumping
would result during the 2006 Pilot Program.

YCWA and the Member Units

Project Area (Sacramento Valley Air Basin - Feather River Air
Quality Management District)

Monthly, if groundwater substitution operations occur

Verify that water pumped for the 2006 Pilot Program either would
be obtained: (1) from electric-powered motors; or (2) from diesel-
powered motors operating according to an emission offset.
YCWA would obtain readings from the groundwater pump flow
meters through monthly site visits to the participating Member
Unit wells during groundwater substitution operations of the 2006
Pilot Program.

YCWA would note the type of power used for the groundwater
substitution operations pumping during the monthly site visits.
Member Units utilizing a diesel-powered motor for the 2006 Pilot
Program would be required to show that a diesel engine (likely a

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Description of Activities:

Effectiveness Criteria:

diesel-powered ditch pump) that normally would have been in
use, instead is not being used, thereby providing an emission
offset.

YCWA and the Member Units propose to undertake several
activities described in the no net increase air quality mitigation
plan, including well inventories, estimating pumping capacity,
and assessing the adequacy of mitigated pumping capacity.

Concentration levels of any state or federal criteria pollutants do
not increase due to implementation of the 2006 Pilot Program.

1.2.2 Biological Resources — Fisheries and Aquatic Resources

Mitigation Measure 1.2.2-1:
lower Yuba River (page 13
Appendix 2 to the IS/MND]).

Commitment:

Responsible Parties:
Location:

Timing:

Monitoring:

Reporting Requirements:

Description of Activities:

Effectiveness Criteria:

Mitigation Measure 1.2.2-2:

Install and operate automated water temperature recorders in the
of the 2006 Pilot Program Fisheries Agreement [Appendix A of

YCWA will implement a water temperature monitoring and
reporting program that will consist of monitoring sites at a
minimum of three locations in the lower Yuba River: (1)
Smartville; (2) immediately upstream from Daguerre Point Dam;
and (3) Marysville.

YCWA

Project area (lower Yuba River)

Continuous, year-round

Record lower Yuba River water temperatures

Annual report to the Chief of the Division of Water Rights

Site visits will be conducted on a regular basis to offload data,
inspect recorders and perform maintenance, as required. YCWA
will prepare an annual report that summarizes the results of water
temperature monitoring for the previous water year at the
specified locations. The monitoring report covering the previous
water year will be submitted to the Chief of the Division of Water
Rights by December 31 of each year. '

Through communication with the Division of Water Rights and
other regulatory and management agencies (e.g., USFWS, NMFS,
CDFG), use reporting mechanism to determine whether current
water temperature regimes provide adequate protection to
Chinook salmon and steelhead in the lower Yuba River.

Conduct redd dewatering and fry stranding studies in the lower

Yuba Rive (page 13 of the 2006 Pilot Program Fisheries Agreement [Appendix A of Appendix 2

to the IS/MND]).

Commitment:

YCWA will implement the “Lower Yuba River Redd Dewatering and
Fry Stranding Monitoring and Evaluation Plan (November 2003),”
which has been revised and updated based on resource agency
input, following SWRCB approval of the March 2002 plan. The

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Responsible Parties:
Location:

Timing:

Monitoring;:

Reporting Requirements:

Description of Activities:

Effectiveness Criteria:

primary objective of the plan is to determine whether current flow
fluctuation and reduction criteria adequately protect Chinook
salmon and steelhead redds from dewatering and fry from
stranding or isolation.

YCWA
Project area (lower Yuba River)

During the Chinook salmon and steelhead adult spawning,
embryo incubation, and juvenile rearing periods (see Section
4.3.2.3 of the Draft IS/MND).

YCWA will monitor specific locations in the lower Yuba River,
which have been identified through an evaluation of specific
criteria, during flow fluctuation and ramping events to evaluate
potential redd dewatering and fry stranding associated with
implementation of flow fluctuation and reduction criteria.

Annual reports will be submitted to the SWRCB, DFG, NMFS, and
USFWS at the end of each year, and a final report will be
submitted following the completion of the plan.

Annual reports will be prepared to summarize the results of each
year's monitoring and evaluation tasks, agency coordination
efforts, and any modifications to the plan that may be proposed in
response to new information. A final report will be prepared and
will include detailed descriptions of the methods and final results
of each task, discussions and conclusions regarding the
effectiveness of the flow fluctuation and ramping criteria, and
recommended additional measures to protect redds and fry from
fluctuations, if warranted.

Through communication with regulatory and management
agencies, use reporting mechanisms to determine whether current
flow fluctuation and reduction criteria adequately protect
Chinook salmon and steelhead redds from dewatering and fry
from stranding or isolation.

Mitigation Measure 1.2.2-3: Consult with River Management Team to establish a flow schedule
to provide maximum fisheries benefits associated with a Supplemental Surface Water Transfer
(if implemented) (page 11 of the 2006 Pilot Program Fisheries Agreement [Appendix A of

Appendix 2 to the IS/MND)]).

Commitment:

Responsible Parties:
Location:

Timing:

In the event that a Supplemental Surface Water Transfer should
occur during the term of the proposed project, then the flow
schedule for the water involved in the Supplemental Surface
Water Transfer would be set to achieve maximum fisheries benefit
during the transfer period, as determined by YCWA in
consultation with the River Management Team (RMT).

YCWA
Project area (lower Yuba River)

Prior to transfer; specific timing patterns (e.g., duration,
frequency) would be determined by the RMT

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Monitoring;:

Reporting Requirements:

Description of Activities:

Effectiveness Criteria:

Specific monitoring parameters and procedures would be
determined by the RMT

Reporting procedures would be determined by the RMT

Through communication with RMT, develop a focused and
prioritized approach, including implementation protocols, and
final study plan describing supplemental actions designed to
maximize benefits to fisheries resources in the lower Yuba River.

Effectiveness criteria would be developed in coordination with the
RMT.

1.2.3 Biological Resources — Terrestrial Resources (Wildlife and |

Vegetation)

Mitigation Measure 1.2.3-1: Monitor EWA-related water releases (page 4-59 of the ISIMND).

Commitment:

Responsible Parties:
Location:

Timing;:

Monitoring:

Reporting Requirements:

Description of Activities:

Effectiveness Criteria:

Mitigation Measure 1.2.3-2:

Monitor EWA-related water releases to ensure that EWA actions
minimize or avoid potentially significantly impacts to the
California red-legged frog and the foothill yellow-legged frog, as
described in the EWA EIS/EIR Mitigation Plan (2004).

DWR

Project area

Prior to and during transfer

Monitor releases into the lower Yuba River
No reporting requirements required

Releases will be monitored to ensure that that significantly higher
flows associated with EWA actions do not occur for long periods
of time. If significant adverse effects could occur, EWA agencies
have committed to institute changes to quantities of water
released through adaptive management processes to avoid or
minimize any adverse effects (Reclamation et al. 2003).

Avoid or reduce significant impacts to the California red-legged
frog and the foothill yellow-legged frog

Coordinate EWA actions with federal, state, other CALFED

agencies and regional programs (page 4-59 of the IS/MND).

Commitment:

Responsible Parties:
Location:
Timing:

Monitoring:

Coordinate EWA actions with federal, state, other CALFED
agencies and regional programs to avoid conflicts among
management objectives for evaluated species, as described in the
EWA EIS/EIR Mitigation Plan (2004).

DWR
Project area
Ongoing, and prior to transfer

No specific monitoring requirements

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Reporting Requirements:

Description of Activities:

Effectiveness Criteria:

No specific reporting requirements

EWA agencies coordinate with federal, state, other CALFED
agencies and regional programs regarding EWA actions

Avoid or reduce significant impacts to evaluated species

Mitigation Measure 1.2.3-3: Comply with EWA-related reservoir drawdown provisions for
San Luis Reservoir (page 4-62 of the ISIMND).

Commitment:

Responsible Parties:
Location:

Timing:

Monitoring:

Reporting Requirements:

Description of Activities:

Effectiveness Criteria:

1.2.4

Comply with San Luis Reservoir drawdown provisions identified
to minimize or avoid low point problems, as described in the
EWA EIS/EIR Mitigation Plan (2004).

DWR

Project area (San Luis Reservoir)
Late summer and fall

No specific monitoring requirements
No specific reporting requirements

Manage EWA actions to prevent contributing to or aggravating
the low point problem

Minimal impacts to reservoir drawdown levels affecting the low
point problem in San Luis Reservoir

Cultural Resources

Mitigation Measure 1.2.4-1: Comply with EWA-related drawdown provisions for New Bullards
Bar Reservoir (page 4-66 of the IS/MND).

Commitment:

Responsible Parties:
Location:
Timing:

Monitoring:

Reporting Requirements:

Description of Activities:

Monthly mean water surface elevations in New Bullards Bar
Reservoir would not fall below the historic lower bound of 1,711
feet (ft) mean sea level (msl), as described in the EWA EIS/EIR
Mitigation Plan (2004).

YCWA, Reclamation and DWR
Project area (New Bullards Bar Reservoir)
Prior to and after transfer

Monitoring of New Bullards Bar Reservoir water surface
elevations after the 2006 Pilot Program water transfer

Inventory and evaluation of previously unsurveyed areas should
the 2006 Pilot Program cause New Bullards Bar Reservoir water
surface elevations to decrease below the historic lower bound.

YCWA would monitor New Bullards Bar Reservoir water surface
elevations to ensure that they remain above the historic minimum
water surface elevation (i.e., 1,711 ft msl). Water transfers that
draw down surface elevations beyond historically low levels
could result in a potentially significant effect, and in such cases,
Reclamation would require inventory and evaluation of
unsurveyed areas.

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord
Final 2006 Pilot Program Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Effectiveness Criteria: Maintain water surface elevations at or above 1,711 ft in New
Bullards Bar Reservoir

1.25 Hydrology and Water Quality — Groundwater Resources

Mitigation Measure 1.2.5-1: Comply with EWA-related groundwater substitution provisions
(page 4-82 of the ISIMND).

Commitment: Adhere to the groundwater substitution provisions, including
well review, pre-purchase groundwater evaluation and
monitoring program development, identified in the EWA EIS/EIR

Mitigation Plan (2004).
Responsible Parties: YCWA, DWR, and the Member Units
Location: | Project Area (North and South Yuba groundwater subbasins)
Timing: Prior to, and after transfer, with an intermediate measurement

two months into the proposed project

Monitoring: Conduct well reviews to ensure that proposed production wells
meet well depth and water quality criteria.

Reporting Requirements:  Record the water levels and water quality of the subbasins.

Description of Activities: YCWA, as the willing seller, would be required to establish
monitoring programs for EWA-related transfers, which would
include groundwater well assessments and reviews. YCWA also
would coordinate with Reclamation and DWR hydrologists
during program development, pursuant to EWA requirements.

Effectiveness Criteria: No decline in groundwater levels, which could prevent: (1)
increased groundwater pumping cost due to increased pumping
depth, (2) decreased yield from groundwater wells due to
reduction in the saturated thickness of the aquifer, (3) reduced
groundwater in storage, and (4) decrease of the groundwater table
to a level below the vegetative root zone.

Mitigation Measure 1.2.5-2 Prepare a Groundwater Monitoring and Reporting Plan (page
4-84 of the ISIMND,).

Commitment: Adhere to the provisions of the YCWA/DWR Groundwater
Monitoring and Reporting Program described in Appendix 3 of
the Draft IS/MND. As part of this program, YCWA will prepare a
Groundwater Monitoring Report.

Responsible Parties: YCWA, DWR,'and Member Units
Location: Project Area (North and South Yuba groundwater subbasins)
Timing: Prior to, and after transfer, with an intermediate measurement

two months into the proposed project

Monitoring;: Record groundwater level measurements in the North and South
Yuba subbasins before and after groundwater pumping associated
with the proposed project would begin. Measure electrical

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006
Final 2006 Pilot Program Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 11



Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

conductivity before and after pumping begins, and intermediately
two months into the proposed project.

In the event that groundwater levels fall below those that would
have occurred in the absence of the water transfer, monthly
monitoring would be implemented until the groundwater level
returns to the pre-pumping level.

Reporting Requirements: YCWA and DWR would report monitoring data every other
month and prepare a final summary report that evaluates the
impacts of the water transfer.

Description of Activities: YCWA and DWR would continue implementation of a
Groundwater Monitoring and Reporting Program to monitor
groundwater level fluctuations within the local pumping area.

Effectiveness Criteria: Groundwater transfers should not result in unmitigated third
party impacts or cause overdraft.

1.3 Conservation Measures

YCWA and DWR both participate in other activities and programs that serve to protect or
enhance the natural environment within their respective project and service areas. These
activities include YCWA and DWR involvement in lower Yuba River flow monitoring activities
and annual adult salmonid escapement surveys. These activities do not serve as mitigation for
the proposed project, but do assist in supporting fisheries management activities in the Yuba
River Basin.

Conservation Measure 1.3-1: Annual Adult Chinook Salmon Escapement Surveys

YCWA committed funds for CDFG to develop the “Lower Yuba River Chinook Salmon Escapement
Survey Plan,” and YCWA will continue to annually fund implementation of this plan. The
primary objective of this plan is to collect the appropriate data to estimate monthly, seasonal,
and annual Chinook salmon escapement. Field data collection activities for the escapement
survey will be conducted annually, approximately October through December. A data
summary report that details methods and results will be prepared each year following the
conclusion of the field survey.

Conservation Measure 1.3-2: Yuba River Flow Monitoring

YCWA will continue to monitor lower Yuba River flows at the Smartville and Marysville gages.
In accordance with the 2006 Pilot Program Fisheries Agreement, YCWA will continue to update
the RMT regarding current Yuba River Index water year conditions, as appropriate.

1.4 References

Reclamation, DWR, USEWS, NMFS, and CDFG. 2004. Environmental Water Account Final
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report. Prepared by Camp Dresser &
McKee and Surface Water Resources, Inc. State Clearinghouse No.1996032083.

Reclamation, DWR, USFWS, NMFS, and CDFG. 2003. Environmental Water Account Draft
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report. State Clearinghouse No.
1996032083.
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Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

FINAL

INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PROPOSED EXTENSION PETITION FOR THE INTERIM INSTREAM FLOW REQUIREMENTS
UNDER STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
REVISED WATER RIGHT DECISION 1644

DATE: January 6, 2006

RE: A Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Proposed Extension Petition for the
Interim Instream Flow Requirements Under State Water Resources Control
Board Revised Water Right Decision 1644.

SUMMARY

Yuba County Water Agency (YCWA) is submitting a petition to modify the terms of YCWA's
water right permits to change the effective date of RD-1644 long-term instream flow
requirements from April 21, 2006 to March 1, 2007. Additionally, pursuant to Water Code

- §1725, YCWA and the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) propose to conduct a
one-year water transfer for 2006 (April 2006 through February 2007). The proposed project
would enable a one-year water transfer of up to 125,000 acre-feet of water from YCWA to DWR,
which would provide YCWA a source of revenue and assist DWR in meeting a substantial
portion of the Environmental Water Account (EWA) Program asset acquisition goal for 2006.
The proposed project involves YCWA transferring water from New Bullards Bar Reservoir via
the Yuba River Development Project (Yuba Project) facilities to DWR via the lower Yuba River,
lower Feather River, Sacramento River, and the Delta.

DOCUMENT REVIEW AND AVAILABILITY

The public comment period extended from December 2, 2005 through December 22, 2005. The
Draft Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration was available for public review at
the following locations:

0 Yuba County Library, 303 2nd St., Marysville, CA 95901
0 Yuba County Water Agency, 1402 D Street Marysville, CA 95091
A Sacramento Public Library, 828 I Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

In addition, the Draft Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration was distributed to
parties listed in Attachment 1.

Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration January 2006
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Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The Notice of Intent to Adopt the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration dated
December 2, 2005 stated that questions could be directed to:

Curt Aikens

Yuba County Water Agency

1402 D Street

Marysville, CA 95091 (530/741-6278).

The Notice of Intent to Adopt the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration dated
December 2, 2005 stated that comments could be directed to:

Debra Hoek

Surface Water Resources, Inc.

2031 Howe Avenue, Suite 110
Sacramento, CA 95825 (916/563-6360)

COMMENTS RECEIVED

A total of two comment letters were received on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration. The California Farm Bureau federation submitted comments on December 23, 2005
via facsimile. The California Sportfishing Protection Alliance submitted comments on
December 22, 2005 via U.S. mail. The comment letters are attached.

January 2006

Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Page 2



Attachment 1
Proposed Yuba Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration

Distribution List
First Name Last Name Company
Brophy Water District
Browns Valley Irrigation District
Christopher Reeves Bureau of Indian Affairs
L. Ryan Broddrick California Department of Fish and Game
Nancee Murray California Department of Fish and Game
Syd Brown California Department of Parks
Robert Aldridge California Department of Water Resources
Delores Brown California Department of Water Resources
Cathy Crothers California Department of Water Resources
Teresa Geimer California Department of Water Resources
Lester Snow California Department of Water Resources
Richard Keene California State Assembly Chico District Office
Sam Aanestad California State Senate Nevada City District Office
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
Charles Mathews Cordua Irrigation District
Department of Environmental Review and Assessment
Jerry Johns Department of Water Resources
Curtis Spencer Department of Water Resources

Dry Creek Mutual Water Company
Feather River Air Quality Management District

Ronald Stork Friends of the River

Hallwood Irrigation Company
Wally Herger House of Representatives

Marysville Planning Department
Carissa Dunn Metropolitan Water District
Dave Fullerton Metropolitan Water District
Tim Quinn Metropolitan Water District
Mike Tucker National Marine Fisheries Service
Michael Aceituno National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries)
Robert Leggett Nevada County Planning Department
Alan Zepp Northern California Power Agency
David Guy Northern California Water Association

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance

Office of Historic Preservation

Pacific Gas & Electric Company

Ramirez Water District

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District

Don Burns Sacramento Public Library

Janet Cohan South Yuba River Citizens League
John Belza South Yuba Water District

Michael Rue South Yuba Water District

Isabel Baer State Water Resources Control Board
Celeste Cantu State Water Resources Control Board
Jane Farwell State Water Resources Control Board
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Proposed Yuba Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration

Attachment 1

Distribution List (continued)

First Name  Last Name Company

Dan Frink State Water Resources Control Board

Gita Kapahi State Water Resources Control Board

Michael Lauffer State Water Resources Control Board

Lewis Moeller State Water Resources Control Board

Ernie Mona State Water Resources Control Board

Victoria Whitney State Water Resources Control Board

Greg Wilson State Water Resources Control Board

Gary Bobker The Bay Institute of San Francisco

Chuck Bonham Trout Unlimited

Matt Davis U. S. Army Corps of Engineers

John Davis U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

Mary Grim U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

Mike Heaton U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

Sue Ramos U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

Cay Goude U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

David Harlow U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Jennifer Hobbs U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

John Doolittle US House of Representatives

Earl Nelson Western Area Power Administrat

Thomas Birmingham  Westlands Water District

Marilyn Waltz Wheatland Water District

James Manning Yuba County Community Development Department
Yuba County Library

Patricia Beecham Yuba County Office of Emergency Services

Curt Aikens Yuba County Water Agency

Page Hensley Yuba County Water Agency

Kevin Mallen Yuba County Water Agency

Eric Miller Yuba County Water Agency

Steve Onken Yuba County Water Agency

Jeanene Upton Yuba County Water Agency

Tib Belza Yuba County Water Agency, Board of Directors

Mary Jane  Griego Yuba County Water Agency, Board of Directors

Don Schrader Yuba County Water Agency, Board of Directors

Hal Stocker Yuba County Water Agency, Board of Directors

Dennis Parker Yuba County Water District
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NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL DIVISTON

"Bl CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
g~ 2300 River Plaza Drve, Sacramento, CA 95833-3293

D

SENT VIA FACSIMILE

December 273, 2003

Na, Drchra Lhock

Surface Waler Kesourees, Ine.
3 Howe Avenue, Suite TT0
Sucrarento, CA 93825

Re: Request for Commeuts on the Mitigated Negative Declavation for the
Proposed Extension Petition for the luterim Instream Flow Reguirements
Under SWRCB Revised Water Right Decision 1644

Dear Ms, [ lock:

The California Farm Burean Federation (“Fama Burcau’) appreciates this
appurienity o provide comments and suggestions pertaining o the above-referenced
matteated  negative declaration. Farm Bureau is a non-governmental. non profit,
oluntany membership Californs corporation based 1 Sacramento and represents mare
Ui SXU00 members throughout California, inctuding more than 34,000 farm lamihics.
The Farm Buyea’s purposc is Lo protect and improve the ability of farmers and ranchers
cnpaped in production agricullure to provide a reliable food and fiber supply through
reaponsible stewardship of California's resources.  Qur members are sery concerned .
about the loss of agricultural resources, o particular jand and wuter. becuse apricultural CFBF ~ 1
Lcsourecs are finite resources whosc loss creates w significant environmental inypct
whicly jost be avoided, reduced or mitigated o a levet of insigmilicance.

Based on our review of the Drall Initial Study, Mitigation Negutive Declabon,
v iromuentad Anadysis, and other publicly avartable documents relating o Yuba County
Witer Ageney’s (CYCOWA™) proposed 2006 Pilot Pragram, the Farm Burcau concurs that
(e proposed one-year pilot program will not likely result inany significant nantigated
adverse mipacts on the cnviromuent. Furthermore. the Farm Bureau concurs in prnciple
Uaat i nlerest-based  negotialed arrangement, similar ta fong-lerm Accord whose
feasibiliny e pilet program is intended to test, is preferable in this case o the ripd and
one-sidud repulatory approach and the protracted litigation that would take s place. To
e extent. however, (he 2006 pilot program appears to be a dress rehearsal” for
siniicant mulli-year water wansfer potentially extending through 2025 YOWA's June
2. 2005 {ower Yuba Accord NOP at 5 and 13), Farm Bureau has cortarn unallayed
coneerns. 10is ia this forward: Jooking sensc that we offer the following comments.
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Tiering of the Environmental Document

According to the Miligated Negative Declaration, the environmental analysis tiers
Gom e Pnvironmental Water Account EIS/EIR and Record of Decision (or the Short-
Lern Unvironmental Waler Account. However, the Short-Term EWA LIS BIR and ROD
lered from the CALFED Bay-Delta Program Final Programmatic EIS/EIR and Record of
Decision dited August 28, 2000 (*CATFED Final EIS/EIR™). {Sec EWA Dralt LIS/EIR
alChapiars 1.6 Tand 3.7))

Ploase he advised thal in Lawb, et al. v. Davis, et al., California Court of Appedl
for e Thind Appellate District, Docket No. (044267044377 (consolidated as In Re.
Koy Dedie Prosranvnatic Environmental Impact Repar! Coardinated Proceedings), 1he
Cowrt of Appeal reversed the trial court’s decision (upholding the CALURD Final
LTS 1710 and ordered the trial court to decertity the CALFED Final EIS/LIR. The new

document must, i part, provide an adequate discussion of the environmental bupacts of

dyverting: waler [rom various potential sources (o mect the CALFED Program’s goals,

and st include a more detailed deseription of the Enviroamental Water Account. the

Court denicd Ohe State’s and other parties’ petitions for 4 re-hearing. The State and other

partics have further appealed to the California Supreme Court. [t the Supreme Court
refuses (o hear the appeal, the Court of Appeal’s opinion will remain final.

Caven tie Court of Appeal decision, and the pending petitions belore the

Califorony Supreme Court, any actions taken in relisnce on the CALFLDY Foal EISALIR,
and the € WA Tinal EIS/FR and Record of Decision for the Shon-Term Eunvitonmental
Woter Acconnt that ticred from that document, should be evaluated and analyzed on that

Brisis

Proposed Groundwater Pumping

According to the Mitigated Negative Declaration, a portion ol the Pilot Program’s
transler of e 125,000 acre feet of water may bhe {rom substitution of up to 85000 acie
[eet of groundwater for surface water deliveries. Appendix 3 concludes, “The extraction
o this ameunt of water witl result in conditions that are within an acceplable range for
the proundwater basin,” While (hat may be the case for the onc-year pilot transfer, it
would he nnreasonable to assume that there would be no tnpacts fron up 1o twenty
additionad years of similar groundwater extractions,

Both YCWA’s initial studies and the 2003 EWA EIS/R it purporls o tier from
pote that. prior to the onsel of surface water deliverics from a compleled South Yuba
Canal i 1983, historic reliance on groundwater for irtigation had pushed the Soulhy Yuba
wib-busin into uverdrafl. (See Draft Initial Study at 4-81, A3-8; see dalso DWRs 2007
IWA 1IN'R a1 6-80.) Thanks net rocharge from surface water mrgation since that time,
the Initial Stady reports that the groundwater levels n the South Yuba subbasm have
visen 1o near “pre-devetopnient cra” levels. (See id) Furthcrmore, it appears tial this
overall upward teend has not so far been disturbed by past transfers volying sipniticant
groundwater substitution  including, most potably, YCWA's 2001 and 2002 transfurs Lo

CFBF -2

CFBF -3
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e WA involving roughly 58 TAF of groundwater in either casc, and its 1991 wunste
o DWR's Drought Year Program involving KS TAF. (See DWR's 2003 FWA LISR at
6 XU throngh 681 The maximum amount of groundwater substitution required Lo
support YCOWA's propased 2006 Pilot Program is cqual 1o the 85 TAE ransferred within
toletuhle parameters in 1991 and is, us in yeuars past, a temporary transfer limited to o
aiple water year, Thus, reasonahly, the inital study concludes that any proundwaler
nopact associted with the 2000 transfer would have no environmental impact that could
rof he mitigated o a less-than-sigmficant level. (See Draft Initial Study a1 4-800 A3~
P A ISR at 6-80 through 6-83.) This concluston, howevcer, obscures <omewhat the
et thie (he Mot Program is, very probably, the first in a serics of similar annual
(eansiers that would repeat Jou as long as twenty years.

As the documents show, adverse third-party or Basin-wide hnpacts {ronr past
{eamslers, though localized ov alleviated by recharge (1 the ensuing non-lransier (or "non-
substinution’) years, were observed immedialcly in cach of the aforemuentioned transfer
vens of relerence (1991, 2000 and 2002). (See Drall Initial Study at WA BIS/R at 6-81
or 0 %21 In particular, the DWR's 2003 EWA EIS/R notes that, while groundwater
levels i the North Yuba subbasin did recover “subsequently” atler YOWA's 1991
cubsiitntion of %35 TAF in support of its 1991 Dry Year Program transfer. they fad not
recovared [ully to pre-transfer fevels by the following spring. in fact, such tmpacls seen
quite foresecable given the apparent discrepancy boetween the volumes of grovwndwater
that, wider o long-term ransfer, might potentially be extracted 1n conseeutive years, and
Ure physical limitations of a basin whose rate of recharge in the South Yuha zone the
butial Study acknowledges to be just 15 to 21 TAF per year. (See Inittal Study at 481,
AN

Nor is this conclision drastically altered by the fact that (he burden ol [uture
Lansters would be sharcd 40760 between the North anck South subbasins. xince historical
Quctuitions show both subbasins ure susceptible {in varyiug deyrees) o aggressive
grotiidwater pumping without adequate surfuce water recharge, as wull as dry and
drought conditions. (dec Inital Dratl at 4-81, 4-82 and A3-7 through AZR EWA HIS/R
a6 80 0-81 and 6-86.) Indeed, the EWA EIS/R from which YCWA s Inital Study
pueports to Lier concludes wiequivocally that the cumulative impact on the North and
South Y uba groundwater subbasins of ropeating transters over u namber of years s be
potentially sipnificant. (See EWA FIS/R at -6, 6-133; see ety Diaft niual Study at 4-
a1

As miligation for this potentially signilicant impact, the EWA EIS'R relies
primarily on the discretion of a potential sellet, following consultation with a "Review
feane and a “Pre-Purchase Groundwater Cvaluation.” as to whether conditions I a
given year would allow u proposed (ransfer in that year to procecd. (See EWA HIS/R at
6-141 tduouph 0-147.)  In addition, there 15 a significant monitonng componenl 1o the
WA 1SR which scems to tigure prominently in YCWA'™S Pilot Program us well,
whercas short-ierm impacts (fom the 2006 transfer fessentially, pumping impacls on
ndividunl wells) would be addressed as YCWA has addressed such impacts in the
context ol olier onc-year transfers - thal is. by decpening affocted wells or lowering the

PAGE 4
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pumps. (P WA TIN/R at 6-147 through 6-150; Drafl Initial Study at 481, 4-82,4-84) In
coming years, however, 4 the 2006 Pilot Program transsiions 1010 a potential twenty year
proyram onder the binding terms ol the proposed Waler Acquisition Agrechient, &
putenual problem we perceive is that YCWA and its member uiils will not have any
“pre-purchase’ option as o whether if transfers specified amounts ol water us proposed
i WA ISR [FOOTNQTLE?], while merely monitoring and retrofitting individual
wolle will be insutficient to address potential basin-wide effects over a period of yeurs.

While under certain hydrological conditians, the proposed loog-ien Accord, hike
the proposed 2006 Pilot Program, vould require as little 60 TAF. in dry and critically
yers particatarly YOWA would be comstrained 1o rely on extensive groundwater
substitution to produce al leasl double this amount. (See Drafl nitial Study at 2-50 June
S0 2005 Lower Yuba Accord NOP at 10 through 13.) Beyond this, o so-called
s§hedute 6 years under the proposed long-temm Accord. YCWA's membur units would
be ushed 1o offsel forcgone surface water deliveries by pumping an addittopal 30 UAT

(See Lower Yuba Accord NOP at 9) From here it daes not lake w large leap of

imagination to cavision a scenario, such as the multi-year drought of the carly 1990s, in
which heavy reliance on groundwater pumping might severely impact the busin. AS
proundwaler levels dropped, various “secondary effects” might oceur as duseribed in the
WA LIS from increased pumping costs and decreased yields, 0 oot vone mmpacts
and possible overdraft, Lo a possible upward migration of saline water i the South Yuba
cubbasin, (See Draft initial Study at 4-81, 4-83; EWA EIS/R ) The EWA LISR notes
(. as with YOWA 1991 Dry Year transter involving substitution of roughly &0 TAF,
“EWA roundwater substitution transfers could result in groundwater declines in exeess
ol seasonal variation and these cffects on groundwater levels could be powentially
sipmshicant 7 (See EWA EIS/R at 6-81; swe alsn Praft Inttial Study at 4-81.)

hi pariicular, DWR's Short-term EWA analysis notes (hal “lejroundwalter
Gansfors over several cunseeutive years may increase the nalential for adverse cffcets by
causing nel sroundwater level[] declines.™ [aee il al 6-86: see also id at 6153 ("Multi-
yeil urodndwater acquisiton 1y areas that have rcpeatedly transferved groundwater may
1] be miore susceptible to adverse [cumulative] ellicts [from various trans{or progrs|.
It these areas groundwater levels may not fully recover following a transfer and may
vxperience <t substantial net decline in groundwaler fcvels over several years."yf As
mtensificd compelition from existing and proposed, on-going and drought-ycar programs
pushed the upper limits of system (EWA EIS/R at 6-152, 6-153, 22-9, 22-16.). member
districts und landowners would resort to crop idling in leu of groundwater. leading 1n
turn o lund use and socio-cconomic and impacts. Additionally. rapid growth i Yuba
County and along the Tighway 65 corvidor over the twenty-year lifetinie of the program
would compound the situation, placing further demand on the basin

While such considerations may exceed the seape of the presently proposed action,
our point with respect W goundwater in particular is that YCWA's cventual long-term
mitigation strategy for 2007 and heyand must go well beyond what is beog currently
proposud for the 2006 Pilol Progrem (or, for that matier, what has already heen made u
part o the “Shorterm EWA'). If these observalions seent over-reaching. we hope

PAGE 5
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YUWA will lake them under submission, nonetheless, 23 a commeniary not anly on the
JU06 Pilot Program, but as a supplemental scoping suggestion for the leng-lerny Lower
Yuha Aceord FIS/EIR in preparation. In an even broader sense, our comments i this
fornm may be of potential interest to the responsible and cooperating ageneies on the
proposed Accord us they formulate alternatives and prepare an eventual Dralt FIS'EIR on
e proposed long-term EW A, '

In it initial study for the 2006 Pilot Program {and in past transfers), YOWA has
reiied on « combination of what appears to be a responsible and well-coordinated fevel at
e proundwater managenient and rapid-response remediation ol locatized thid-panty
supacts as they are detected, Under a long-term Accord, however, the compiox mierplay
1 the proposed Water Purchase, Fisheries and Conjunctive Use Agrcements imay reguire
niuch more aggressive action o mitigate potenial widespread impacts on the basin - [or
cxample, the potential need for dedicared recharye and conjunctive usc faciiies and
rmprovements or other necessary infrastructure (including a possible Feather River
diversion, i appropriate and environmentally acceplable); groundwaler conservation:
landowner compensation or other mitigation to offset increased pumping costs. decreased
vichls and water quality impacts, as well as funding for expensive on-farm clliciencies.
where necessary, laeluding tail water collection and recovery systems. Such mcaswes (0
mitigale potential groundwater impacts should be expressly identificd i the cventual
[ower Yuba Accord EIS/EIR and adequate funding provisions included in any
inderving tegal agreements.

CFBF -3

Whereas the 2006 Pilot Program sets the stage for the proposed long-tenm
program, that long-term program must in turn set an adequate siandard as botls the first
long-tenn transfer of walter to a presumpiive long-term EWA, wald the frst mualhe year
transler ot agneultural water [rom the Sacramento Valley that would rely so heavily on
aroundwaler substilution and conjunctive usce.

Once again we would like to cxpress our thanks to Surface Water Resources, Ine,
e cansidering these comments. I we can provide any further inlormation or
Chardication, please do not hesibitte Lo call John R, Weech at D16-561-5663.

Stncerely,

i
- ohn R, Weech

TRW:
co Douy Moschar

Gearge Gonies
Yuba-Sutter County Farm Burcau



RESPONSES TO CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU COMMENTS

Comment CFBF-1: Comments noted

Comment CFBF-2: YCWA will consider these comments when it prepares the draft
environmental impact report/environmental impact statement (EIR/EIS) for the Proposed
Lower Yuba River Accord (Proposed Yuba Accord). YCWA notes that the Short Term EWA
EIS/EIR and Record of Decision (ROD) were not challenged in the referenced litigation and
therefore still are legally valid documents.

Comment CFBF-3: As this comment correctly states, YCWA will carefully monitor
groundwater conditions during the 2006 Pilot Program to determine the effects of any
groundwater pumping associated with the 2006 Pilot Program. YCWA will consider the results
of this monitoring program when it prepares the draft EIR/EIS for the Proposed Yuba Accord.
The Agency does not intend to allow groundwater substitution transfers under the Proposed
Yuba Accord to include groundwater pumping at levels that would lead to groundwater
overdrafts. Instead, such groundwater pumping will be limited to levels that do not exceed the
safe yields of the groundwater basins. The proposed levels of groundwater pumping and their
estimated effects on groundwater levels will be analyzed in detail in the draft EIR/EIS for the
Proposed Yuba Accord.



Ms. Debra Hoek December 18, 2008

Surface Water Resources. Inc
2037 Howe Avenue, Suite 110
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: Comments on Initial Study/Mitgated Negative Declaration for the
Proposed Extension Petition for the Interim Instream Flow Requirements Under RD

1644

The California Sportfishing Protection Alliance has the following comments on the

subject document.

The proposed project will have unreasonable and significant adverse impacts to
aquatic resources of the Yuba River including but not Jimited to Steethead rainbow
trout, Spring and Fall run Chinook Salmon. The project will continue RD 1644
interim flows in place of RD 1644 Long Term flows which are recognizes as
providing significantly greater habitat conditions. Such action will have significant
adverse impacts through habitat reduction. increased predation, increased loss at
diversions and increased water temperature.

The proposed project will have unreasonable and sigmficantly adverse impacts on
benthic macroinvertebrates upon which juvenile salmon and steelhead are
dependent for food. These impacts will occur through ecologically undesirable
changes in flow timing, fluctuation and quantity which are greatly different than the
naturally occurring conditions which these species evolved. The project will result
in a reverse flow regime where summer flows are higher than spring and fall flows.
Such a condition is contrary to the ecological conditions under which these species
evolved and can result in significant changes in population structure, species

composition and species diversity.

The proposed project will cause unreasonable and significant adverse impacts to
Steelhead spawning and rearing habitat through undesirable flow levels and

changes and unsuitable water velocities,

The Project will cause unreasonable and significant adverse impacts 1o aquatic life
and State and Federally listed species in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta as a

result of increased diversions.

The proposed project will cause unreasonable and significant adverse impacts to
fisheries and recreational use of New Bullards Bar Reservoir. These impacts will
occur due to reductions in storage and changes to minimum pool levels as the result

of added releases for transfer.

CSPA -

CSPA -2

CSPA -4

CSPA -5



The Proposed Project is a part of a larger project which will have significant and
adverse cumulative impacts and is dependent on separate actions and decistons
which have not received the legally required environmental documentation or
public review. The Yuba Accord project is identified as having several components
including groundwater transfers, conjunctive groundwater use programs. additional
points of diversion, added areas of use and long term water sales and transfers. The
proposed project is a critical element and future actions are dependent on the
proposed project (Pilot Project Transfer) for funding. The IS/ND siates that funding
from the Pilot Project is necessary 10 pay for future elements of the Accord and that
it cannot occur without funding from water sales and changes in flow requirements.

The Proposed Project incorrectly uses RD 1644 Interim flows as the baseline. As
the Project is dependent upon and proposes changes to RD 1644 Long Term Hows
RD 1644 Long Term flows should serve as the baseline for comparison and
analvsis. The repeated use of RD 1644 Interim as a basis for comparison 1s
incorrect. misleading and misrepresents the actual river conditions which are
scheduled to occur in early 2006. The time frame for this Project is encompassed
nearly in its entirety bv flows required under RD 1644 Long term and not the

[nterim flows.

Actual flows which may occur under the project are unknown and subject to
arbitrary and ondefined change without specified criteria or basis and subject to the
arbitrary decision of an undefined group without jegal basis or standing. Such a
decision process may cause unreasonable and significant adverse impacts to fish

and wildlife resources.

Numecrous elements of the Proposed Project are long term and the entire project 1s
dependent on such multi year and long term actions. The impacts of these actions

may be significant and adverse.

The IS/ND repeatedly refers to Appendix 2 Section 4.4. No such appendix occurs
within the document or material provided. This results in an mcomplete document
and prevents a complete review of impacts. CSPA requests that a full and complete
document be provided and that the “Review Period™ be extended to allow for
review of the entire document and supporting information.

3.7 :
JerryMénsch for
California Sportfishing Protection Alliance
1673 Kendall Street
Roseburg. OR 97470

i

CSPA -6

CSPA -7

CSPA -8

CSPA -9

CSPA - 10



RESPONSES TO CALIFORNIA SPORTFISHING PROTECTION ALLIANCE
COMMENTS ON THE INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Comment CSPA-1: The commenter does not accurately describe the 2006 Pilot Program.
Specifically, the petition submitted to the SWRCB is to modify the terms of YCWA's water right
permits to change the effective date of RD-1644 long-term instream flow requirements from
April 21, 2006 to March 1, 2007. Additionally, pursuant to Water Code §1725, YCWA and DWR
propose to conduct a one-year water transfer for 2006 (April 1, 2006 through February 28, 2007).
Moreover, YCWA proposes to release water (including water transferred) according to the
instream flow schedules that are specified in the “Fisheries Agreement for the 2006 Lower Yuba
River Pilot Program (2006 Pilot Program Fisheries Agreement),” which is included in the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Appendix 2. Thus, the commenter incorrectly implies
that YCWA would operate to RD-1644 interim minimum flow requirements during the
approximate 1-year duration of the proposed project.

Besides neglecting to address the entirety of the proposed project (i.e., 2006 Pilot Program
instream flow schedules and resultant flows), the conclusionary statements alleging adverse
impacts also are not supported by scientific evaluation, documentation, or rationale.

Comment CSPA-2: The commenter suggests that the proposed project will adversely affect the
lower Yuba River macroinvertebrate population because resultant flows will be different than
“naturally occurring” (presumably unimpaired) flows under which these species evolved.

First, although the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration did not directly evaluate
seasonal macroinvertebrate abundance or prey availability in relationship to instream flows, the
impacts of the proposed project on all salmonid life stages occurring in the lower Yuba River
(Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Section 4.3.2.3) were evaluated using a habitat-
based approach. This approach included evaluations of potential flow and water temperature
changes that could occur from April 1, 2006 through February 28, 2007. The resultant changes
in flows and water temperatures are expected to be within recent historical ranges, it therefore
is unlikely that there would be any significant changes to lower Yuba River macroinvertebrate
community structure, composition, or diversity given the nature and duration of the proposed
project. The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the effect of the
proposed project, relative to the basis of comparison, would not result in adverse or
unreasonable impacts to lower Yuba River salmonid populations (including the juvenile rearing
life stage).

Second, the conclusionary statements alleging adverse impacts are not supported by scientific
evaluation, documentation, or rationale.

Third, the commenter mistakenly assumes that “...naturally occurring conditions” are the basis of
comparison for the proposed project. The appropriate basis of comparison under CEQA
guidelines is existing conditions. Furthermore, “naturally occurring conditions” under which
these species evolved have not occurred in the lower Yuba River since the mid-1800"s with the



advent of hydraulic mining and resultant sedimentation, the construction of Daguerre Point
Dam in 1910, Englebright Dam in 1941, and completion of the Yuba Project in 1970. The lower
Yuba River macroinvertebrate species population structure, composition and diversity reflect
recent historical activities leading up to the present day. These present day/existing conditions
are the appropriate basis of comparison under CEQA guidelines.

Fourth, the commenter states that flows during summer (June, July and August) will be higher
than flows in spring (April and May) and fall (September, October, November). However,
examination of the exceedance plots of simulated actual flows for each month clearly show
(Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Appendix 4) that flows under the proposed
project at the Smartville and Marysville gages are not expected to be higher in summer than
they would be during spring months. Exceptions could occur under the proposed project
during the approximately 5 percent lowest portion of the cumulative flow distribution. If the
lowest 5 percent of possible flows were to occur, flows in June could be higher (up to 300 cfs)
than flows that could potentially occur in April. Simulated flows during late July and August
are generally (depending on hydrologic conditions) expected to be higher than flows during
September and October with the proposed project, as well as with RD-1644 interim and long-
term.

Comment CSPA-3: The comment is a conclusionary statement alleging adverse impacts that
are not supported by scientific evaluation, documentation, or rationale.

Also, in the absence of a reliable spawning habitat-discharge relationship for steelhead in the
lower Yuba River (Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Appendix 6), the best
available information from the California Department of Fish and Game (1991) “Lower Yuba
River Fisheries Management Plan,” suggests that during peak adult steelhead spawning months
(February through April), flows under the proposed project, relative to the basis of comparison
(Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Appendlx 6), are closer to the optimum flow
reported (800 cfs).

Comment CSPA-4: Provision of the YCWA transfer water through either the EWA Program or
a Dry Year Water Purchase Program, if implemented in 2006, would be within permitted and
authorized operational and regulatory requirements (or constraints). Consequently, the
proposed project would become part of the overall SWP and/or CVP water supply with
attendant environmental limitations for exporting water from the Delta. The impacts on the
Delta aquatic resources from SWP/CVP utilizing (within prescribed constraints) its pumping
capacities and any necessary mitigation have been documented. Potential Delta impacts
associated with EWA Program asset acquisitions were addressed through separate
environmental compliance processes (i.e., NEPA, CEQA, and ESA), which included preparation
of an EIS/EIR and corresponding Action Specific Implementation Plan (ASIP) for the Interim
EWA Program. Based on the analyses, conclusions and mitigation measures presented in the
EWA EIS/EIR and ASIP, an ROD was issued by the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) and
DWR certified the EIR, which concluded that its implementation would result in less-than-
significant impacts on fisheries and aquatic resources within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta
Region. These conclusions apply to the Delta effects of the proposed project and refute the
unsupported conclusionary statements in this comment.



Comment CSPA-5: Throughout the period of operations of New Bullards Bar Reservoir (1969
through present), which encompasses the most extreme critically dry year on record, the
coldwater pool in New Bullards Bar Reservoir has not been depleted. Therefore, potential
reductions in coldwater pool storage would not be expected to adversely affect New Bullards
Bar Reservoir’s coldwater fisheries because: (1) coldwater habitat would remain available in the
reservoir during all months of the proposed project; (2) physical habitat availability is not
believed to be among the primary factors limiting coldwater reservoir fish populations; and (3)
anticipated seasonal reductions in storage would not be expected to adversely affect the
primary prey species utilized by coldwater fish.

Decreases in water surface elevation of New Bullards Bar Reservoir of more than 6 feet per
month from March through June are 10 percent more likely to occur under the proposed
project, relative to the basis of comparison. These reductions in water surface elevation would
not be anticipated to result in substantial reductions in warmwater fish spawning success
because results presented in the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (Section 4.3.2.3)
suggest that these potential decreases in water surface elevation would not be expected to occur
during more than two months in any given spawning season. In addition, a 60 percent nest
success rate would be achieved during some months of any annual spawning season, which
would be expected to provide sufficient recruitment of individuals into the population over the
83-year simulation period evaluated.

Recreational resources for New Bullards Bar Reservoir were evaluated in the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (Section 4.10.3.2). Results of an 83-year simulation of
water surface elevations of New Bullards Bar Reservoir indicate that there is less than a
3 percent increased probability with the proposed project that, relative to the basis of
comparison, the Dark Day and Cottage Creek boat ramps would become unusable during the
recreation season (May through mid-October). Shoreline recreational opportunities would not
be expected to be affected by the proposed project.

Comment CSPA-6: While the proposed project and the Proposed Yuba Accord contain similar
provisions, they are separate projects, with non-overlapping timeframes. The impacts,
including the cumulative impacts, of the Proposed Yuba Accord will be analyzed in the Draft
EIR/EIS. Although some of the revenues that YCWA receives from the 2006 Pilot Program will
be used to help pay the costs of preparing the Draft EIR/EIS for the Proposed Yuba Accord,
these revenues will not be used to fund future activities under the Proposed Yuba Accord. If
the Proposed Yuba Accord proceeds, then funding of future Proposed Yuba Accord activities
will occur from revenues YCWA receives under the Proposed Yuba Accord.

Comment CSPA-7: YCWA operates its facilities, including the Yuba Project, to meet, at a
minimum, the SWRCB RD-1644 interim instream flow requirements until April 21, 2006, at
which time the RD-1644 long-term flow requirements are scheduled to go into effect. For the
purposes of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, as required by CEQA,
implementation of the proposed project is evaluated with respect to existing conditions.
Therefore, the proposed project is evaluated compared to the RD-1644 interim instream flow
requirements.



However, a summary of the potential for impacts upon resources identified in the CEQA
Environmental Checklist associated with implementation of the proposed project, relative to
RD-1644 long-term instream flow requirements is provided in Section 4.12 of the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. Although not required by CEQA, this information
nevertheless is provided so that decision makers will have another comparison of potential
conditions that could exist in the proposed project area associated with implementation of the
2006 Pilot Program. This section is intended to supplement the evaluation of potential impacts
relative to RD-1644 interim. Thus, potential impacts of the proposed project, relative to either
RD-1644 interim or long-term, are fully evaluated in the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration.

Comment CSPA-8: This comment is unclear. However, it is acknowledged that actual flows in
the Yuba River that may occur during the proposed project are uncertain. The simulated flow
analysis presented in the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is intended for use in the
evaluation and comparison of potential impacts under the proposed project relative to the basis
of comparison. Changes in actual lower Yuba River instream flows during the proposed project
would be made based on the calculation of the North Yuba Index (Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration, Section 2.4.2.1) and the rules and guidelines presented in the "2006 Pilot
Program Fisheries Agreement” (Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Appendix A of
Appendix 2). In addition, YCWA will continue to operate Yuba Project facilities according to
the legal terms described in its water rights permits issued by the SWRCB.

Comment CSPA-9: The proposed project will implement 2006 Pilot Program Fisheries
Agreement Flow Schedules and transfer water to DWR from April 1, 2006 through February 28,
2007 (Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, Section 2.4).

Comment CSPA-10: The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration includes Appendix 2,
which is titled “Environmental Analysis for the Proposed Yuba County Water Agency One-
Year Water Transfer to the California Department of Water Resources and 2006 Pilot Program
Fisheries Agreement”. Section 4.4 begins on page 4-16 of Appendix 2.
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REVISIONS TO THE PUBLIC DRAFT 2006 PILOT PROGRAM INITIAL
STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The purpose of public review of the Draft 2006 Pilot Program Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) was to receive comments from interested parties on its completeness and
adequacy in dlsclosmg the envuonmental 1mpacts of the proposed pro]ect Fe}lewmg—the—elese

information regardmg revisions to the Draft IS/ MND contamed herem this document

comprises one component of the materials that comprise the Final IS/MND, which has been
prepared following the close of the Draft IS/MND public review period in December 2005. The
Final IS/MND prepared-containging, among other items, -the comments received on the Draft
IS/MND and responses to those comments, and clarifications or further explanations of
information provided in the Draft IS/MND. Yuba County Water Agency (YCWA), as the lead
agency for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) compliance purposes, is responsible
for certifying the IS as adequate in compliance with CEQA. After making this determination
and certification, YCWA will use the IS in making its decision on whether to approve the 2606

Pilet Program{proposed projecty.

This errata sheet identifies certain the-modifications and corrections to the Draft IS/MND
Pecember-2005), which-that have been identified in response to public and agency comments
received during the public review and comment period. A compilation of the revisions to the
Draft IS/MND is presented in Table 1. The changes to the Draft IS/MND presented below are
intended to acknowledgeidentify items inadvertently omitted from a particular section of the
document, provide additional clarification regarding proposed project elements_and/or
analyses, incorporate additional detail regarding proposed project features or mitigation
measures and correct other minor errors found during the public review and preparation of the
final document. The changes to the document do not alter the impact conclusions that were
presented in the Draft IS/MND.

Table 14. Fable3-—Public Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Errata.

Page No. Errorlssue Correction Justification
2 Environmental commitment Terrestrial resources added to | Inadvertently omitted from the
(mitigation measures) for list of environmental list.
terrestrial resources not commitments (mitigation
included. measures).
Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006

Final 2006 Pilot Program Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 1




Revisions to the Public Draft 2006 Pilot Program

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Table-of-Contents
Page No. Errorlssue Correction Justification
Chapter 4
*Global Edit* Steelhead populations Steelhead populations As of December 23, 2005,
delineated by ESU delineated by DPS (dDistinct NOAA-Fisheries-Service
(eEvolutionarily Ssignificant pPopulation Ssegments). National Marine Fisheries
aUnit). Service changed its

application of the ESU policy
to delineate steelhead
populations byte-the DPS

*Global Edit* Years in which Yuba County Yuba County Water Agency Some vyears-{-6--2000:2001
Water Agency conducted conducted water transfer and-2003) were-inadvertently

water transfer monitoring | mmonitoring studies in included-oromitted from
studies. 2001, 2002, and 2004 cotain-sections-otthe
» 2002, an ’ text-Certain sections of the

text incorrectly identified the
years in which YCWA
conducted monitoring during
water transfers.

inadvertentlyincludedand-the
year2003-was-inadvertently
omitted

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006
Final 2006 Pilot Program Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 2
Rroposed-lLower Yuba River Accord January-2006




Revisions to the Public Draft 2006 Pilot Program

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Table-of Contents

Page No.

Issue

Correction

Justification

Typographical error found in

Replaced Table 4-1 with

Table 4-1,

updated Table 4-1 presented

Revised Table 4-1 to correct
typographical error and

below. Reference to values

updated calculations to reflect

presented in Table 4-1
updated throughout document

(e.q., pages 4-75 and 4-89).

corrected numerical values.

4-35

American Shad immigration
and spawning life stage not
included in list of Species,
Runs and Life Stages
Occurring during the month of
April.

American Shad immigration
and spawning life stage
included in list of Species,
Runs and Life Stages
Occurring during the month of
April.

Inadvertently omitted from the
list, but included in impacts
considerations.

4-40

Steethead smolt outmigration
life stage not included in list o
f Species, Runs and Life
Stages Occurring during the
month of October.

Steelhead smolt outmigration
life stage not included on list
of Species, Runs and Life
Stages Occurring during the
month of October.

Inadvertently omitted from the
list, but included in impacts
considerations. tradvertontly

4-40

Spring-run Chinook salmon
immigration and holding life
stage was included in list of
Species, Runs and Life
Stages Occurring during the
month of October.

Spring-run Chinook salmon
immigration and holding life
stage omitted from list of
Species, Runs and Life
Stages Occurring during the
month of October.

Inadvertently omitted from the
list, but included in impacts
considerations.lpadvertontly

4-41

Steelhead spawning and
embryo incubation life stage
was included on list of
Species, Runs and Life
Stages Occurring during the
month of December.

Steelhead spawning and
embryo incubation life stage
omitted from list of Species,
Runs and Life Stages
Occurring during the month of
December.

Inadvertently omitted from the
list, but included in impacts
considerations thadverently
ineludod-on tholist

4-41

Steelhead spawning and
embryo incubation life stage
not included on list of Species,
Runs and Life Stages
Occurring during the month of
January.

Steelhead spawning and
embryo incubation life stage
included on list of Species,
Runs and Life Stages
Occurring during the month of
January.

inadvertently omitted from the
list, but included in impacts
considerations radvertently

4-41

Steelhead smolt emigration
life stage not included on list
of Species, Runs and Life
Stages Occurring during the
month of January.

Steelhead smolt emigration
life stage included on list of
Species, Runs and Life
Stages Occurring during the
month of January.

Inadvertently omitted from the
list, but included in impacts
considerations tradverently

4-41

Steelhead spawning and
embryo incubation life stage

Steelhead spawning and
embryo incubation life stage

Inadvertently omitted from the
list, but included in impacts

not included on list of Species, | included on list of Species, considerations.nadverdently
Runs and Life Stages Runs and Life Stages omitted-fromthe-list
Oceurring during the month of | Occurring during the month of
January. January.
Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006
Final 2006 Pilot Program Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 3
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Revisions to the Public Draft 2006 Pilot Program

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Table-of Contents

Justification

Page No. Issue Correction

4-46 Also, lower water Also, lower water Sentence clarification.
temperatures could increase temperatures could increase
the guality of available adult the quality of available adult
holding habitat and, thus, holding habitat.
potentially decrease overall
adult steelhead holding habitat
densities.

4-54 Page number citation 9-284 Replace page 9-284 with Typoaraphical error corrected
does not refer to correct pages 9-250 through 9-261 by removing italics from first
section of the EWA EIS/EIR. and pages 9-261 through 9- sentence in last paragraph;

271. updated page number
citations to the EWA EIS/EIR.
Appendix 2

2-10 End of September water End of September water Error Updated in-equation
surface elevation of NBBR is surface elevation is 1868 ft- used to calculate NBBR
1866 ft-msl msl surface water elevations

2-10 End of February water End of February water Updated equation Errer-ir
surface elevation of NBBR is surface elevation is 1883 ft- eguation-used to calculate
1902 ft-msl msl NBBR surface water

elevations

2-10 End of February 2007 storage | End of February 2007 storage | February 2006 end of month
volume for NBBR is 684,344 volume for NBBR is 663,130 storage volume was used
TAF under the proposed TAF under the proposed
project. project.

4-3 Typoaraphical error found in Replaced Table 4-1 with Revised Table 4-1 o correct
Table 4-1. updated table presented typographical error and

below. References to values updated calculations to reflect
presented in Table 4-1 corrected numerical values.
updated throughout appendix

2.

4-36 End of September water End of September water Updated equation Errerin
surface elevation of NBBR is surface elevation is 1868 ft- eguatien-used to calculate
1866 ft-msl under the msl under the proposed NBBR surface water
proposed project project elevations

4-36 End of September water End of September water Updated equation Etrerin
surface elevation of NBBR is surface elevation is 1882 ft- eguation-used to calculate
1890 ft-msl under RD-1644 msl under under RD-1644 NBBR surface water
long-term long-term elevations

4-37 March through June March through June Updated equation Etrerin
decreases in NBBR water decreases in NBBR water eguatien-used to calculate
surface elevations are 7 surface elevations are 8 NBBR surface water
percent more likely to occur percent more likely to occur elevations
under the proposed project. under the proposed project.

4-77 NBBR end of April water NBBR end of April water Updated equation Errorin
surface elevation would be surface elevation would be eguation-used to calculate
approximately 11 ft lower approximately 4 ft fower NBBR surface water
under the proposed project under the proposed project elevations

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord January 2006

Final 2006 Pilot Program Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 5
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Revisions to the Public Draft 2006 Pilot Program

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Table ofContents

Page No.

Issue

Correction

Justification

4-46

Also, lower water
temperatures could increase

Also, lower water
temperatures could increase

the quality of available adult

the quality of available adult

holding habitat and, thus,

holding habitat.

potentially decrease overall
adult steelhead holding habitat
densities.

Sentence clarification.

>
o
S

|

Page number citation 9-284

Replace page 9-284 with

does not refer to correct
section of the EWA EIS/EIR.

pages 9-250 through 9-261

Typographical error corrected
by removing italics from first

and pages 9-261 through 9-

sentence in last paragraph;

271.

updated page number
citations to the EWA EIS/EIR.

relative to the basis of
comparison.,

relative to the basis of
comparison.

4-77

NBBR end of September
water surface elevation would
be approximately 24 ft lower
under the proposed project
relative to the basis of
comparison.

NBBR end of September
water surface elevation would
be approximately 14 ft lower
under the proposed project
relative to the basis of
comparison.

Updated equation Exorin
eguation-used to calculate
NBBR surface water
elevations

NBBR water surface
elevations during the
recreation season would be
1.5 percent more likely to
drop below 1798 ft-msl under
the proposed project relative
to the basis of comparison.

NBBR water surface
elevations during the
recreation season would be
0.2 percent more likely to
drop below 1798 ft-msl under
the proposed project relative
to the basis of comparison.

Updated equation Evrorin
eguation-used to calculate
NBBR surface water
elevations

P
[0
w

NBBR water surface
elevations during the
recreation season would be 2

NBBR water surface
elevations during the
recreation season would be 1

Updated egquation used to
calculate NBBR surface water
clevations

percent more likely to drop

percent more likely to drop

below 1822 ft-msl under the

below 1822 ft-msl under the

proposed project relative to

proposed project relative o

the basis of comparison.

the basis of comparison.

* Correction appears throughout chapter.

Proposed Lower Yuba River Accord

January 2006

Final 2006 Pilot Program Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Page 6
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Table 4-21. _Average Difference in Simulated Monthly Mean Flows for the Lower Yuba River

Replacement Table for Chapter 4 of the IS/MND

(Marysville) Between the Proposed Project and RD-1644 Interim, Compared to the Total Volume of

Average Feather River Flows at Gridley During

the April through February Period (cfs)

Apr

May

Jun

dJul

Aug | Sep

Oct

Nov

Dec

dan

Feb

Average
Difference in

Monthly Mean

Flows

(O8]
(o]
4]

9]
[
)]

|

-347*

-368*

**Feather River
Average Monthly

4,418

4,069

4,003

5,302

4,293 | 3,060

2,366

1,979

4,937

5713

6,931

Flow

Percent Difference
in Proportional
Flow (Proposed
Project vs. BD-
1644 Long-term)

to Feather River

Flows (cfs)

Ico

o

|_L
le>}
lon

I

(e

' Differences in simulated mean monthly flows between the proposed project and RD-1644 interim include both uncontrolled flow

releases during flood control operations during wetter water years, and controlled flow releases during drier water years to meet

minimum _flow requirements on the lower Yuba River.

Therefore, reductions in the average difference in monthly mean flows

presented in the table above represent simulated changes that are expected to occur between the proposed project and RD-1644

interim flows only: these modeled reductions would not result in flow reductions under the proposed project that would cause

actual flows to fall below RD-1644 interim minimum instream flow requirements.

*Average monthly flow volume less than under RD-1644 interim

** Source: CDEC, period of record 1993 through 2005
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Revisions to the Public Draft 2006 Pilot Program
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Table-of Contenis

Replacement Table for Chapter 4 of Appendix 2

Table 4-1. Difference in_Average Simulated Monthly Mean Flows for the Lower Yuba River
(Marysville) Between the Proposed Project and RD-1644 Long-term, and the Perceniage of These
Flows to Average Feather River Flows at Gridley During the April through February Period.

Apr | May | Jun | Jul | Aug | Sep | Oct | Nov | Dec | Jan | Feb

Average Difference

in_ Monthly Mean
Flows (cfs)

-296 | -282* 9

w2
N
Qo
N
[{e]
—
o)
w
O
©
t
[oe]
Q0
*

-205* | 256 33

|
|
|
|

**Feather River

Average Monthly
Flow 4.418 | 4,069 | 4,003 | 5302 | 4,293 | 3,060 | 2,366 | 1,979 | 4,937 | 5,713 | 6,931

cls

Percent Difference
in_ Proportional Flow
{Proposed Project
vs. RD-1644 Long-
term) to Feather
River Flows (cfs)

*Average monthly flow volume less than RD-1644 long-term

** Source;: CDEC, period of record 1993 through 2005
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