March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I'am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

Name) (77117 Wt §7

L

i 45
[Address] 2 3.7 /ﬂﬁjq Lz:) /Qﬁe‘ (b/fa 1-%/ /fiCPC)\

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water issues/pro grams/water quality_cert/unffr ferc2105

eir.shtml
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March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes ‘

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal r%i,in / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community. /

Sincerely, M/‘LZ [;\ T/ 2L P

Name] (WY Shinimens
[Address] 0. Bow G4 o, AL QL0

' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swreb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/ water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml ' '
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Peter Barnes MG MAD 96 AM E g . E i
State Water Resources Control Board bSEE Jatnke B0 BT RIE 19
P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 CSheh,
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

[ am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

[Name] /) e K 0 = Cﬂ/‘/\—i/{‘g/}

[Address] ¥ O G (O Z (o _
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! The EIR is available online at;
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/pro grams/water_quality_cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml




March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not i gnore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,
[Name] £ )“’“‘“‘/_BM (A% J/Qcavv\/g,:f‘"-
[Address] 2o, | Proow 5711

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/ water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml




March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,
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[Name] -
[Address] ,}' y,
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Peter Barnes MISHAR 26 AMII: 16
State Water Resources Control Board v
P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not i gnore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, )
C,&L \\»@#Nqﬂ
[Name] ({0 X Dlweers
[Address] Py Loy 214 LC&\{’S\(/L O/L\ >0

' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/pro grams/water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105_
eir.shtml - ' '
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Peter Barnes MNI5HAR 26 AM11: 16
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 2000 RIGHTS
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 SACRAMENTO

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? [ thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thgrmal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

4 4

Sincerely, //i’ /%ﬁ
[Name] ‘ljz{f’f’fﬂfy E. [ESER ~
[Address] 7{{(:) //,éf’\ AVE, (//C_:;“}E%fy AT éoﬁ d

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water issues/programs/ water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml




March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes 2010 HAR ¢
State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes(@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of'its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, / ﬁ L&JL ?Q_VL CW

afﬂii]ss] / 26 /I Mcﬁw @Z C(_’/ /\ ﬁ({? ﬂ‘ /=
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! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml




March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes 7

State Water Resources Control Board
P.0. Box 2000 1 o WATER
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 SACRAMENTO
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, 4{ I S \
[Name] E '
[Address] L S' \ (

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/Waterrights/water i ssues/programs/water_quality cert/unffr ferc21 05_
eir.shtml ' ‘
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Peter Barnes 0ISHAR 26 AM |[:
State Water Resources Control Board WIsHAR 26 AW 1I: 16
P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 Y
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services, The EIR should not i gnore this issue.

I request u reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor surrounding community.

Sin Y,

] ]iéﬂm Caou
b«Q& s &CL

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/Waterri ghts/water_issues/programs/water_quality cert/unffr ferc21 05_
eir.shtml ' ‘




March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes _

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? [ thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and -
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

ey E T BT
[Address][ 4 eu/a‘s vﬂ 171'/‘7'- [‘7"*’2‘4\

' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/pro grams/water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml ' :
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State Water Resources Control Board RN <o AM1T: 16
P.O. Box 2000
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000.
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and -
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I'request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerelyg)KQ:&L\.Q' R 5. W &C\

[Name] #Aartiale e i \"f”ﬂ"“gﬁ“"
[Address] Beb - DM eapacione ol [’“""‘F‘

%‘tto Q .
! The EIR is available online at: ' Teeze
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March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 2000 i b
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 SACH
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™)." In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

e e S

' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water _issues/programs/ water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml




March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.
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' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/pro grams/water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
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March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not i gnore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, ! , %

[Name]

[Address] g} 7C PZ in g?fb@ﬂﬂz cA 2"‘)‘3 /Q\.J ?f S'Lé

' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/pro grams/water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml
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Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? [ thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, .-~ ¢ -{/’!’//;’2:”/”";" —
[Name] /\_/’L:?&‘t {‘/\ t% ev 5/
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! The EIR is available online at:
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Feter Bames MISHAR 26 AM1: 17
State Water Resources Control Board =i ERvG REED
P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

[ am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not i gnore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,
" el o
[Name]
[Address] % éf’ & . ﬁbo@b

' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/pro grams/water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml
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Peter Barnes apy
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, . A

P
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[Name] = s
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Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™)." In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, 7]/, é{/ﬂ/////k’

[Name] } .
[Address) 5 g/ gony— 11 (OR LAKe Aleaaok <4

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/ water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105

eir.shtml




FB
FFE:‘%(CO{

STATE WATES T atudo
WoEM: L H i § ">

March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes 1D HAR 26 AM 17

State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 2000 1ER RIGHTS
Cigd

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 NTO

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

. ./f’ /) |
Sincerely, f/ /’2/0 Q%
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March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

[Name]

Address] .. < TTEmmeasT o oy / = o , o i
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Peter Barnes ANIE MAD
State Water Resources Control Board B
P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

[ am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I'request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

[Name] NS Ny € gm.J('_“ \Xrgu-« =

Address ) : e
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March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes 19
State Water Resources Control Board !
P.O. Box 2000 o ATER RIGHTS
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000  SACRAMENTD.

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of'its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake

Almanor and the surrounding commpm?ﬁ i
T
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March 26, 2015 STAT

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I'am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are agny alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,
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March 26, 2015 STATE WATER RESOURT!

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, 4~ ¥ ;’"7 L
Qosl, Ropepir?
[Name] =-7q_) ol AJ%
[Address] // Y -~ CL’/ P o s
ol o, CA 7))
"' The EIR is available online at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/ water quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml
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State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

[ am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™)." In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely -§ (z WW }waﬂ

[Name]

[Address] Mh ) C_)% 960 40

' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105_
eir.shtml
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State Water Resources Control Board
P.0. Box 2000 ¢ e
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 PR

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov
Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

- - ¢ &gﬁ/@% b
[Addrets L, i

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water issues/programs/water _quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml




PR

R 105
March 26, 2015 S :
Peter Barnes 015HAR 26 RMI1I: 19
State Water Resources Control Board
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E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outtlow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, /&Q_/

[Name] SA_&/I n }/ OD'H_@ STO fQ
[Address]

"B pex 199, CHesTEA CA ALDOO

"' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water _quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml
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State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 2000
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 SA
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincergly, .
[éé’m Lo tste
P8y 1310 W Ce—

' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water issues/programs/water_quality _cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml
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State Water Resources Control Board e

P.O. Box 2000 ¢ bb WAL é}v"\}[%h ]
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Sacramento, CA 95812-2000
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

. .
Sincerely,— 7 . "
[Name] ;. ;
[Address]

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml
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State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 2000 iy bt
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that ifs recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surroundmg commumt

Sincerely, «//

[Name]

Address L p &

A Mohie. Doupwissic 492 Baile Y Crzew D

! The EIR is available online at: <AL /447/470 OR2, CFl & 4; 7

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water issues/programs/water quality cert/unffr ferc21()5
eir.shtml
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State Water Resources Control Board N R ’
P.O. Box 2000 I GF W
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™)." In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surroun. 1ng community.

ke ﬁ%f“' e

[Address] (3"/{/%[%/ é{ ~ /é/?ﬂ

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml

Sincerely,




Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 2000
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 Y
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

O DICUT
ten RIGHTS

GAENTO

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

Dear Mr. Barnes:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the
State Water Resources Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric
Project Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). It is my understanding that the Water
Board'’s function is to help protect the environment, and that an EIR is intended to ensure
that environmental damage is avoided. However, what | find in this particular document
seems to be contrary to that fundamental direction.

| object to increased cold water removal from Lake Almanor. Whether it would
reduce river temperatures to the desired level many miles downstream is an unproven
theory, but it would absolutely damage the cold water fishery in the lake. Spoiling one
part of the environment for a potential improvement in another part does not seem like a
rational action for a State agency.

| believe that it would be irresponsible for the State Water Resources Control Board
to require either of the two alternatives found in the DEIR. They both ignore the true
upstream environmental impact, as well as the social and financial impacts. In my
opinion, the State review process has failed to address the key issues in a reasonable
manner. The DEIR should be rejected.

Sincerely,

(3 faheAbroonat JoN
O&\@ CA Tpeno
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State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding communi

[Name]
i (‘fawaz_ CH %@zd

! The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water issues/programs/water quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml
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Sacramento, CA 95812-2000
E-Mail: Peter.Barmes(@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake

Almanor and the surrounding community
Sincerely, ¢ ﬂ(;j//l)’?( /%/
[Name C,’b@ %L[‘gg @a"}\(")/(ﬁ{ ]L
N 20 EY Deyton el (hiCO 9S8

"' The EIR is available online at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml
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Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

. '
Sincerely, I __9\9
' ’

[Name] 102 q?""‘ L boe
[ Address] Cuices a.
" The EIR is available online at: C\ﬁlﬁa

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water_quality cert/unffr ferc2105
eir.shtml
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Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™)." In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surro dmg comm )
Sincerely, f .
[Name] éCHECV“]L C /“é) GV‘%O?/O/]L
A 238G peyton Re Chico (o

' The EIR is available online at: (? ED\Z
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/waterrights/water _issues/programs/water quality ¢ rt/unffr erc2105_
eir.shtml
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Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely, §
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Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 , SALRATLE
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

[Name]
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E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™)." In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community:.

Sincerely,
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Re: Upper North Fork Feathey River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
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Re: Upper North Fopy Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
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Report (“EIR”).1 In general, I find the EIR confusing apnq unclear, [ ake Almanor has been Operated fop

Important €Conomic drjyer in this region. Harm to the fish means harm ¢, the Community because fewer
people will vig;y and fish the lake. Thjg will Probably regyjs in closed ang abandoned businesseg and
homes, ang declining funds for public Services. The EIR shoujqg not ignore thig 1Ssue,

' The EIR ;g available on]jpe at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/ ate 'ghts/water_issues/programS/Water_qualityhcert/unfﬂ_fecm105
eir.shtm] ;




March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes 15 HAR 26 AMII: 19
State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

[Name] W 2?} %’72—" o
[Address] mp T G, Mfl( o W
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Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,
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Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 SACRAMENTO
E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”)." In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake

Almanor and the surronx ) g community.
Sincerely, /[;/
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March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”)." In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? 1thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

[ request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

[Name] CURTISS 8 NoAd

[Address] 3L7( (LLinG)S AVE

! The EIR is available online at:
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Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes(@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

[ am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As | understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? Ithought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer

people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

[Name
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eir.shtml




J_ZIDS'

March 26, 2015 3TA

Peter Barnes WISHAR 26 AM1I: 19
State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000 CiY BF WATER RIGHTS
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 SACRAMENTO

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov
Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™)." In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives™ that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

[Name] (sectl Fess &W—%

[Address] /e Dox 178 Ciwsl,
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March 26, 2015

Peter Barnes

State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

[ request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake
Almanor and the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

t cQ,L CQ
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Peter Barnes 015 HAR
State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

E-Mail: Peter.Barnes@waterboards.ca.gov

Re:  Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of Plumas County, writing to express my concerns regarding the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Upper North Fork Feather River Hydroelectric Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR™).! In general, I find the EIR confusing and unclear. Lake Almanor has been operated for
the last 50-some years as a hydroproject. The environment and community has adjusted to this. Now
significant changes are being proposed. As I understand it, PG&E, the county, and other stakeholders
held extensive negotiations and developed a settlement agreement in 2004. That settlement provided
more cold water flows down the river while maintaining enough cold water and suitable lake levels at
Lake Almanor so that its recreational benefits would be preserved. For some reason the EIR includes
two project “alternatives” that involve thermal curtains and even more water releases that would
significantly impact Lake Almanor. Why are any alternatives necessary when the proposal to operate
per the settlement already provides beneficial changes that will cool the river downstream?

Those that live in and visit Plumas County value the natural resources of Lake Almanor. The EIR’s
thermal curtain and increased cold water outflow alternatives will significantly impact the fisheries and
visual beauty of Lake Almanor. The EIR admits that these alternatives will significantly impact Lake
Almanor’s fisheries and potentially cause a massive fish kill. Why would the State Water Board
consider alternatives that will harm Lake Almanor’s beneficial uses by draining the lake of its cold
water? I thought CEQA prevented public agencies from harming the environment. This is bad policy.

The EIR also fails to evaluate the recreational economy that is tied to the Lake Almanor fisheries — an
important economic driver in this region. Harm to the fish means harm to the community because fewer
people will visit and fish the lake. This will probably result in closed and abandoned businesses and
homes, and declining funds for public services. The EIR should not ignore this issue.

I request that you reject the thermal curtain / increased release alternatives and ensure protection of Lake

Almanor and the surrounding community.
Sincerely, W’] %6’% \1 280 6 As ]
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