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American River Pump Station Project C2-1 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-1 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-2 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

A 

A. Commenter provides correction to description of the Placer County
Water Agency and Northridge Water District (recently renamed
Sacramento Suburban Water District) Long-term Groundwater
Stabilization Project.  This correction is reflected in Chapter 3.0, Section
3.3.1.2, Placer County Water Agency/Northridge Water District
Groundwater Stabilization Project.  This change does not alter the
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

L-2 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-3 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

A 

L-3 

A. As described in the Draft EIS/EIR (p. 3-210), the public river access trail
improvements would be designed to minimize user conflicts among
pedestrians, equestrians and vehicles.  The recreation use designations
for existing trails would not be changed as a result of the Proposed
Project.  The Proposed Project would not include development or
designation of additional trails for mountain bike use.  The Pioneer
Express Trail and Cardiac Hill Bypass Trail would remain designated for
equestrian/pedestrian use.  To the extent that alternate trail routes
would be provided as part of the Proposed Project (i.e., during
construction) the alternate routes would retain the designations of the
existing trails.  Therefore, as described in the Draft EIS/EIR, the
bifurcation of the Auburn-to-Cool Trail would be considered a significant
impact upon mountain bikers.  However, comprehensive recreation
planning for the Auburn SRA will be undertaken by CDPR and
Reclamation in the near future.  These efforts would include public
participation opportunities to assess recreation user and facility needs
including consideration of mountain bike access through the Auburn
SRA.   

 
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master
Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access During Construction. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-4 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

B 

C 

D 

L-3, pg. 2 B. Please refer to Response L-3.A and Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
C. The proposed public river access features would generate a relatively limited level of activity 

within the project area, when compared to other river access areas within the Auburn SRA.  
However, in response to public comments regarding river access feature design, the lead 
agencies and CDPR reduced the total number of parking spaces that would be provided in the 
project area (from 70 to 53) by reducing the riverside parking lot (formerly 20 spaces) to 
provide only a turnaround area and 3 handicap accessible spaces.  Please see Master 
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features for additional description. 

Additionally, project-related vehicular air emission estimates for pollutants of concern were re-
evaluated using updated methodologies recommended and provided by the Placer County 
and El Dorado County air pollution control districts (APCDs).  The assessment of project-
related trips and air quality emissions is based on the combined total level of travel on a peak 
river access use day.  On a peak day, the lead agencies and CDPR estimate that the 50-
space parking lot would fill twice (3 handicap spaces once), resulting in a total of 206 trips (trip 
is one-way travel).  Additionally, PCWA personnel would make up to 8 operations and 
maintenance trips (4 site visits) per day.  The total peak day travel to the site would be 214 
trips.  This value was used to re-assess vehicular air emissions for a peak, or "worst-case" 
condition.  The El Dorado County APCD threshold of significance for ROG and NOx emissions 
is 82 pounds per day (lbs/day); Placer County's threshold is 85 lbs/day.  El Dorado County 
APCD evaluates PM10 emissions  on the likelihood such emissions would cause or contribute 
significantly to a violation of the applicable state or national ambient air quality standards.  
Placer County uses a threshold of 275 lbs/day.  The results for ROG, NOx and PM10 emission 
assessment  are displayed below. 

Estimated Daily Air Emissions for 2005, 2010 and 2015 
Associated With Peak Public River Access Trips1 to the American River Near Auburn 
 Air Pollutant (pounds per day) 

Analysis Year ROG NOx PM10 
2005 5.5 4.13 0.25 
2010 3.42 2.41 0.241 
2015 2.2 1.43 0.254 

Source:  El Dorado County APCD - CEQA Guide, First Edition, February 2002 
1 The 214 trips are determined by adding the 8 daily project operations trips to the peak 206 

river access trips.  See Final EIS/EIR Air Quality discussion. 

As indicated by the results, ROG and NOx emissions would be well below the more restrictive 
El Dorado County APCD 82 lbs/day significance threshold for all years evaluated.  The 
estimated peak day or "worst-case" PM10 emission levels also would be quite low, well below 
the Placer County threshold, and would not result in or contribute significantly to a violation of 
applicable air quality standards.  Generally, because peak travel conditions would only occur 
on a limited number of days of the year, the expected daily project-related air pollutant 
emissions would be less than indicated by these results.  This updated evaluation is included 
in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15, Air Quality.  This information does not alter the 
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

D. Please see Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station Project Funding. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-5 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-4 

A 
A.  Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-6 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

B 

C 

D 

L-4, pg. 2 

B. The Commenter is correct, construction and operation of the Proposed
Project would not directly affect the conduct of the Western States
Endurance Run or the Tevis Cup Western States Trail Ride.
Clarification of the Proposed Project and Upstream Diversion Alternative
impacts upon these trail events is provided in the Final EIS/EIR,
Chapter 3.0, Section 3.8, Recreation.  These changes do not alter the
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access During
Construction. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-7 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

D 
(cont.) 

L-4, pg. 3 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-8 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

A 

B 

C 

D 

L-5 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass
Tunnel. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master
Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access During Construction. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-9 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

E 

H 

L-5, pg. 2 

F 

G 

I 

H
(cont)

E. Comment noted.  As the commenter points out, the Draft EIS/EIR recognizes that the changes in
MFP operations potentially result in significant and unavoidable impacts to whitewater boating on the
Middle Fork American River.  The impact call recognizes that the up to 8 hours of reduced boatable
flows significantly affects whitewater enthusiasts who use the Middle Fork and potentially results in
effects upon commercial rafting opportunities.  These impacts, however, are considered unavoidable
as the reduction in peak flow duration is necessary to enable PCWA to obtain its needed water
supply.  It is noted, however, that the evaluation of Proposed Project impacts upon boating
opportunities of the Middle Fork American River is considered a conservative assessment due to the
nature of the assumptions required to perform the hydrologic modeling.  It is likely that, even under
full build-out of the Proposed Project (diversion of up to 100 cfs), the reduction in the number of
boatable hours would be less than reported in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

The analysis of potential changes to instream river flows and impacts upon whitewater boating
opportunities was based on a nine-year period of record, extending from October 1, 1978 through
September 30, 1996.  This data represented the best available and complete information at the time
the analysis was performed.  This period of record, however, is, on average, drier than the
approximately 30-year average of impaired flows with the MFP in place.  Use of this data set,
therefore, provides a more conservative result, as the reduced duration of peak hydropower releases
would have a greater impact during dry water years as compared to wet or average years.  It is
considered likely that if the data set was not skewed toward dry or drier year conditions that the
results would have indicated fewer hours of reduced recreation boating opportunity. 

Additionally, the modeling analysis did not incorporate system flow gains or losses.  The results
therefore potentially reflect a higher need to re-operate to meet minimum instream flow requirements
than may actually occur.  Additionally, due to the speculative nature of gains/losses for the analysis
period of record, a contingency factor of 10 percent was assumed to evaluate minimum instream
flow conditions.  Use of the contingency factor increased the modeled instream flow requirement,
ensuring the minimum instream flow would be met.  The combination of these assumptions
potentially result in the model indicating a greater need for re-operation to meet minimum instream
flows, thereby reducing the duration of peak hydropower releases more frequently than may actually
occur. 

The Draft EIS/EIR also notes that restoration of the North Fork American River in the vicinity of
Auburn Dam would provide additional public boating opportunities which would be considered a
beneficial aspect of the Proposed Project relative to the existing condition, No Action/No Project or
Upstream Diversion alternatives.  The commenter correctly notes that the restoration of this
opportunity in the project area would provide a different type of boating experience (ranging from
Class I to easy Class III, suitable for beginners) and would not be considered a replacement for the
loss of more challenging whitewater boating opportunities described for the Middle Fork American
River. Boating miles for commercial rafting would not increase as a result of this project nor is it the
intent of the lead agencies or CDPR to open this section of river up to commercial boating; but
rather, to provide more boatable river miles and greater public accessibility. The section of river
upstream of the Proposed Project area is more suitable to slightly inexperienced or family orientated
rafters seeking boating opportunities on a manageable stretch of river appropriate to their skill level.
The Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.8, Recreation, includes changes to clarify the nature of the
analysis assumptions and to distinguish between the different types of boating opportunities.  These
changes do not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-10 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

Letter 5, page 2 responses continued. 
 
Response F 
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.8, Ralston Afterbay. 
 
Response G 
The Draft EIS/EIR includes the Middle Fork American River from below Ralston Afterbay to the confluence with the North Fork American River within the direct effects 
project study area (Section 3.3.3 Project Area Setting at page 3-6 and Figure 2-2, Project Area Setting at page 2-3). The evaluation of potential impacts of the Proposed 
Project and alternatives upon the environmental resources of the Middle Fork American River are described in each of the resource sections of Chapter 3, Affected 
Environment and Environmental Consequences (Sections 3.4 through 3.17) as determined relevant to the individual topic.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.6, 
Public River Access Features and Response L-5.E. 
 
Response H 
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel. 
 
Response I 
The American River Pump Station Project Draft EIS/EIR describes boating conditions of the North Fork American River in Section 3.8.1.2, Project Area Setting, under the 
subheadings North Fork American River and Project Area River Use (page 3-202).  The stretch above the dam site is an easy class I to class II river trip through a narrow 
canyon appropriate for novice boaters, families and unguided trips.  The trip begins with a little warm up directly into a fairly long cobble bar type rapids with swift water 
and a tricky left turn against a rock face near the bottom.  This rapid would give novices trouble.  This section is called Tamaroo Bar.  The water flow is considered a class 
II rapid caused by a bedrock constriction in the river.  This information is included in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.8, Recreation.  This change does not alter 
the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 
 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-11 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

J 

K 

L 

N 

Q 

R 

L-5, pg. 3 

H(cont) 

M 

O 
P 

M. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.  It is
noted that project area roadway design considerations include anticipated
multiple users and incorporate means of reducing user conflicts through
provision of separate parallel trails where needed and permitted use signage. 

J. Boating activities below the Middle Fork/North Fork American River confluence are
limited; CDPR's posted order (No. 318-02-91) prohibits boating ½ mile above and
½ mile below the Auburn Dam construction site.  Further, until recently, CDPR had
a posted sign noting no boating beyond the Highway 49 Bridge at the North
Fork/Middle Fork American River confluence due to limited availability of suitable
boating take-out locations between the confluence and Auburn Dam site.
Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project including rewatering of the
North Fork American River near Auburn and official opening of the stretch of river
from the Middle Fork/North Fork confluence through the project site and to Folsom
Reservoir would substantially increase the total number of boatable miles for public
recreationists.  It is recognized that the boating miles for commercial rafting would
not increase as CDPR would not issue commercial boating permits as part of this
project.   

 
Please also refer to Response L-5.E. 

K. The American River Pump Station Project Draft EIS/EIR evaluates the potential for
the Proposed Project and alternatives to impact lower American River and Folsom
Reservoir recreation activities (3.8, Recreation, Section 3.8.2.3, Impact Analysis)
and describes the degree of such impacts, including cumulative conditions, using
established thresholds and significance criteria.  

L. It is unclear what is meant by "recreation development plans."  The Proposed
Project includes public river access features to mitigate for anticipated increased
North Fork American River use in the project area.  These features are proposed to
be consistent with the goals and design considerations of the Auburn State
Recreation Area (SRA) Interim Resources Management Plan (1992), and would fall
under the management responsibility of CDPR through it's contractual arrangement
with Reclamation. Reclamation and CDPR are responsible for providing long-range
planning for the Auburn SRA including preparation of a comprehensive study public
participation, and environmental review.  Reclamation recently appropriated funding
for the update to the Auburn SRA IRMP.  Initial study efforts are expected to be
underway in 2002. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-12 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

Letter 5, page 3 responses continued. 
 
Response N 
In response to public comments received on the Draft EIS/EIR, the lead agencies and CDPR have modified the proposed public river access parking lot design.  The 20-
car river-side parking area has been redesigned.  A vehicle turnaround area and three handicap accessible (including one sized for vans) would be created instead.  This 
change minimizes potential congestion, noise, and dust concerns.  The access road would be designed to adequately accommodate these uses.  These changes are 
described the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15.2.4, Impact Analysis, Operation.  These modifications do not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.  
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
 
Response O 
The preliminary parking lot design described and evaluated in the Draft EIS/EIR (page 2-81) included two separate parking areas with space for up to 70 vehicles.  As 
described on page 2-26 in Section 2.2.2.1, the preliminary proposal included a 20-space lot adjacent to the river, and a 50-space lot in the flat area above Oregon Bar 
(former Auburn Dam concrete batch plant site).  
 
Response P 
The final design of the tunnel closure features remains under development.  These efforts include consideration of slope stability and project area aesthetics as they 
relate to the overall project river restoration design objectives.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration and Response L-5.Q. 
 
Response Q 
Vegetation is expected to grow on the slopes and benches over time, much as has already occurred in the existing disturbed reach.  Reclamation would be responsible 
for the long-term monitoring of natural vegetation growth in the project area and would evaluate the need and appropriateness of strategic native vegetation planting 
should natural growth appear inadequate.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
 
Response R 
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access During Construction.  Reclamation and CDPR recognize existing concerns regarding recreation use at 
the confluence and will address these issues in their long-term comprehensive planning studies for the Auburn SRA later this year. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-13 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

S 

U 

L-5, pg. 4 

R (cont) 

T 

S. The lead agencies could not pursue closure of the bypass tunnel and
return of river flows to the river channel under the No Action/No Project
Alternative.  These modifications to the project area would require
relocation of the seasonal pump station facilities and would be more
extensive than what is permitted under existing conditions or what would
occur under the No Action/No Project Alternative.  Please also refer to
Response L-5.Y. 

T. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn to Cool Trail. 

U. Construction blasting is considered a public safety hazard and would be
confined to relatively small areas.  The public would not be allowed into
any areas where preparations for blasting or blasting operations were
taking place.  Reclamation's construction contractor would manage the
area to control and minimize potential safety hazards within the specific
area where blasting operations would be performed.  The tunnel and
access to it cannot be reasonably controlled; therefore, it remains a
hazard.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam
Construction Bypass Tunnel.  
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American River Pump Station Project C2-14 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

V 

W 

X 

Y 

Z 

L-5, pg. 5 

U 
(cont)

W. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.7, Tamaroo Bar. 

V. The regional and project area settings considered in the Draft EIS/EIR impact
evaluations are described in Chapter 3, Section 3.2.1, Regional Setting and 3.2.2,
Project Area Setting (pages 3-5 and 3-6) and shown on Figures 2-1, Regional
Setting (page 2-2) and 2-2, Project Area Setting (page 2-3).  The potential effects of
reduced Folsom Reservoir elevations includes the reservoir up to its high water line,
upstream of Oregon Bar (Figure 2-2).  The potential effects of the Proposed Project
and alternatives upon terrestrial recreation and other resources due to fluctuations
in Folsom Reservoir elevations are presented in the diversion-related analyses in
Chapter 3. 

X. The Proposed Project would have two channels that provide boat passage.  The main (river
right) channel would contain the water diversion intakes.  These intakes would be integrated
into boat chutes whose geometry creates favorable hydraulics for recreational boating, such as
standing wave and mild hydraulic jumps.  The geometry of the chutes was developed
specifically for recreation and has been employed successfully at several sites, notably the
Horseshoe Bend Hydroelectric project.  The overall difficulty of the rapids through the diversion
would be Class II, and Class III on the international scale, depending on the water level.  At
lower flows, difficulty would be Class II and at higher flows, difficulty would increase to Class III.
This level of difficulty is comparable to the first rapid that occurs in the river just below the
project site, downstream of the bypass tunnel outlet and upstream of Oregon Bar.  The primary
water intakes would be located on the invert of the boat chutes.  These intakes would be
appropriately screened to prevent trapping boaters; the intake screening also would meet
CDFG fish screening criteria.  A third boat chute would be constructed below grade,
downstream of the two other boat chutes.  Construction of this structure anticipates the
lowering of the riverbed with time and would provide a variable transition for the diversion
structure to the downstream riverbed. 

 
At higher river stages (greater than 2,000 cfs) whitewater craft would be able to pass through a
bypass channel on the river left (east) side.  The total drop of the secondary channel would be
roughly 8 feet over a distance of approximately 400 feet.  This would produce a bottom
gradient of little more than two percent.  The bypass channel would be separated by a berm (a
rock divider), which would be overtopped during high water (about 4,000 cfs), thereby joining
the two channels.  The river left (east) bank adjacent to the diversion would be graded at a
slope of 5:1 (or less) for some distance above the anticipated high water level of 4,000 cfs.
Boaters would be able to use this bank to scout the rapids and portage.  Regarding present
recreation needs, a report prepared by John Anderson for Montgomery Watson in 1997
addressed the recreation potential of the river.  The report identified potential river uses, in
detail, with reference to various stretches of the river.  The stretch from the confluence to Robie
Point would be appropriate for an easy family float trip.  From the dam site to Oregon Bar, the
whitewater is more challenging and more suitable for advanced beginning and intermediate
whitewater boaters.  Use from Oregon Bar to Rattlesnake Bar would depend on Folsom
reservoir levels.  During the high pool season, the trip to Rattlesnake Bar would be a long, flat
water paddle.  

AA 

BB
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American River Pump Station Project C2-15 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

Letter 5, page 5 responses continued. 
Response Y 
The alternative suggested by the commenter was not included as a separate alternative because it was not workable or feasible.  In any event, consideration of these 
elements in relation to the project purpose, needs and objectives are addressed in Tables 2-1 and 2-2 of the alternatives, although each issue was evaluated separately. 
Health and safety factors associated with the tunnel closure were considered under the No Action/No project Alternative. Additionally, the seasonal pumps that are 
currently used to withdraw water in this section of the American River could not function if the river was re-watered and the tunnel closed because water levels at the 
point of diversion would be too low.  
As discussed on page 2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR, key features of the Proposed Project (Mid-Channel Diversion) include the intake/diversion location and the pump station 
site. The intake/diversion structures would remain situated on the outside curve of the natural channel to take advantage of the narrowed portion of the river channel 
created by the northwestern bank. The narrow channel formed by the cofferdam remnant creates a natural pooling of the river flow and permits control for the diversion. It 
would not be feasible to use the intake structures at the existing point of diversion that are associated with the seasonal pump station operations because, once the river 
is restored to its natural channel, flows will progress through the widened streambed and this will not provide adequate instream water depths to for the intake/diversion to 
function properly. 
In order to adequately restore the river channel, approximately 700,000 cubic yards of cofferdam debris, alluvium and large rocks would be excavated from the dry river 
channel. Under the Proposed Project, this material along with an estimated 300,000 cubic yards of material generated from construction activity would be used to (a) 
build and reshape the river channel, (b) stabilize, fill and create barriers to the upstream and downstream tunnel openings, (c) fill holes in the keyway associated with past 
disturbance during the original construction of Auburn Dam as well as (d) provide building and fill material for the pump station facility.  
Funding allocations for the river restoration efforts are tied to mitigation elements associated with the pump station expansion. There are currently no funding sources 
available to solely provide for an isolated river restoration project of this magnitude. It would not be economically feasible to remove such a vast quantity of material to a 
location far off-site, nor are there presently the financial means in place to do so. Therefore, this alternative was eliminated from further consideration because it did not 
meet the two primary criteria that would merit additional consideration and analysis which were: (a) meeting most of the project objectives; and (b) being technically, 
economically, and environmentally feasible.  
Response Z 
The impacts for land development within Placer County are appropriately addressed programmatically  through the County's General Plan preparation and environmental 
review process and then by subsequent project-specific environmental evaluations and review by county or city planning departments and other permitting or regulatory 
agencies.  PCWA has no land use approval or decision-making authority within the county, but recognizes the supply of water supports new development, as planned by 
the County and cities within its service area.  As described in the Draft EIS/EIR, PCWA's delivery of raw water supplies to agricultural lands within western Placer County 
is not expected to change substantially from the existing condition.  Also refer to Placer County Water Agency Surface Water Supply Update for Western Placer County 
(PCWA 2001) and Response L-21.A.  As described in the Draft EIS/EIR, other sources of water and groundwater do not offer cost-efficient means for PCWA to obtain 
water supplies within the short-term, as compared to gaining reliable access to its existing permitted MFP water entitlement. 
Response AA 
The Draft EIS/EIR addresses the potential impacts upon river recreation above the project site (Chapter 3, Section 3.8, Recreation).  Additional clarification is provided in 
Response L-5.E. 
Response BB 
Comment noted.
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American River Pump Station Project C2-16 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

CC

DD

L-5, pg. 6 
CC. Breakdown for the major components of the Proposed Project are as

follows:   
 Pump station/diversion facilities $18.1 million 
 Auburn Dam construction bypass tunnel $ 1.0 million 
 North Fork American River channel excavation & 
 public river access features $11.9 million 
  Total $31.0 million 

This information is included in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 2.0, Section
2.2.2, Proposed Project – Mid Channel Diversion Alternative.  This
change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.
The original authorization for Auburn Dame was $411,170,000 (House
Document No. 171, 88th Congress, first session). 

DD. The Draft EIS/EIR (Chapter 4.0, Section 4.2 Public Involvement) provides
a summary of all public and agency scoping comments received at public
scoping and informational meetings related to preparation of the Draft
EIS/EIR.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam
Construction Bypass Tunnel for information related to the tunnel hazard. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-17 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-6 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-18 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-7 

A 

B 

A.  Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-19 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-8 

A 

B 

A. The Draft EIS/EIR Air Quality impact analysis (Chapter 3, Section 3.15)
focuses on the potential effects of construction and operation upon
sensitive receptors within the project study area.  A sensitive receptor
distance of ½ mile is used, although both the Placer County and El
Dorado County air pollution control districts suggest an approximate ¼-
mile distance for identification of sensitive receptors for air pollutant
emissions.  The analysis of NOX and other air pollutants described for
Placer County applies to El Dorado County as well.  The Draft EIS/EIR
identifies several sensitive receptors within the ½-mile range within
Placer County; however, none were identified within the El Dorado
County portion of the study area.  Therefore, the focus of the analysis is
appropriately within Placer County.  The Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0,
Section 3.15.2.1, Methodology, provides this additional information
explaining the focus of the air quality analysis.  This information does
not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

B. The commenter requests that the EIS/EIR include reference to the Cool
air monitoring site in El Dorado County.  Information summarizing ozone
level data from the Cool monitoring station, for the period 1995 through
1999 has been added to the Air Quality setting, as identified in the Final
EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15.1.2, Project Area Setting, Air Quality
Monitoring.  This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the
Draft EIS/EIR. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-20 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-8, pg. 2 

C 

C. The commenter requests that the EIS/EIR indicate the Proposed
Project's compliance with El Dorado County Ordinance Number 4548,
Naturally Occurring Asbestos and Dust Protection Ordinance and the
California Air Resources Board's Asbestos Air Toxics Control Measure
for Construction, Grading, Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations.
The environmental protection measures included in the Draft EIS/EIR
satisfy the requirements of El Dorado County Ordinance 4548.
Additionally, measures recommended in the referenced CARB Air
Toxics Control Measure would be implemented by the construction
contractor if asbestos is found at the project site (see Mitigation Plan,
Appendix D to the Final EIS/EIR).  This information is included in the
Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15, Air Quality.  These changes
do not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

 
Note: This comment letter included a copy of El Dorado County
Ordinance 4548, The Naturally Occurring Asbestos and Dust Protection
Ordinance as an attachment.  A copy of this attachment can be
reviewed at PCWA or Reclamation offices. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-21 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-9 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.
The entrance to the area would include a staffed entrance booth and
gate.  The gate would be closed and locked at night and at other times
vehicular access to the site would not be permitted.  It is undetermined
whether CDPR would charge a user fee at the public river access
entrance. 
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L-10 

A 

B 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-11 

A 

A. Please refer to Response L-4.B and Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-
Cool Trail. 
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L-12 

A 

B 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-13 

A A. Comment noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-26 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-14 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-15 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-16 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and 3.1.4,
Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel. 
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L-17 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail 
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L-18 

A 

B 

C 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.7, Tamaroo Bar. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-19 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.7, Tamaroo Bar. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-20 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-21 

A 

B 

A. The Draft EIS/EIR acknowledges that rapid growth has occurred in
Placer County since the mid-1980s, and that growth demands have
pushed the limits of PCWA’s existing water supply delivery means from
both the Drum-Spaulding Project and the MFP seasonal pump station
(page 1-6). Future growth and development have been approved through
local planning processes (i.e., different City and County General Plans).  

PCWA’s need for a larger pump station and the added capacity
associated with it does not increase the quantity of PCWA’s existing
water entitlement. The proposed larger pump station facility would only
enable PCWA to withdraw the quantity of water to which it is rightly
entitled under the law, in accordance with its FERC license and two
Water Rights Permits granted by the State Water Resources Control
Board.   

It is the responsibility of planning agencies to foresee future needs and
try to develop land use development alternatives that will meet impending
demands while being environmentally sound and beneficial to the overall
needs of the community. PCWA does not possess land use regulating
authority; however, it is PCWA’s mandate to meet water demand within
its service area. Provisions in existing state and county planning efforts
running through 2030 have anticipated what future water supply
demands will be under mid-range growth and build-out projections, and
have established alternative water supply sources within the Central
Valley as well as other combinations of efforts including reduction over
time in the amount of MFP water supplied to Sacramento Suburban
Water District.   

 
Response A continued on the following pages. 

C 
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Response A (cont.) 
PCWA's legal duties arise in part from the Placer County Water Agency Act, which is found in section 81-1, et seq., of the appendices to the California Water Code.  
Section 81-4 of that enabling legislation gives PCWA the power "to do any and every lawful act necessary in order that sufficient water may be available for any present 
or future beneficial use or uses of the lands or inhabitants within the agency, including, but not limited, to, irrigation, domestic, fire protection, municipal, commercial, 
industrial and all other beneficial uses and purposes."  (Emphasis added.)  Section 81-4.3 gives PCWA the authority to "appropriate and acquire water and...[to] 
utilize…water for any purpose useful to the agency."  Section 81-6 gives PCWA the authority to cooperate and contract with Reclamation with respect to the "construction 
of works" for "water supply" and other purposes. 
 
PCWA also is subject to the Urban Water Management Planning Act (Water Code, Section 10610 et seq.) as amended in 2001 in response to the Legislature's concern 
that California's water supply agencies might not be engaged in adequate long-term planning.  That Act requires PCWA, as an "urban water supplier," to maintain an 
"urban water management plan" that must identify existing water supply and demand, and must identify any new water sources required to satisfy demand as projected 
at least 20 years into the future.  The projected 20-year water supply must account for "average, single-dry, and multiple-dry water years." 
 
In predicting 20-year water demands, PCWA, like other urban water agencies, must rely on "data from the state, regional, or local service agency population 
projections[.]"  Thus, to the extent that Placer County and its incorporated cities (e.g., Roseville, Rocklin, Lincoln, Auburn, and Loomis) anticipate large population 
increases in their adopted general plans, PCWA is required to identify water sources necessary to serve such planned development, and is not in a position to refuse to 
comply with that legal obligation as a means of reducing the "growth-inducing" effects of obtaining new water supplies. 
 
The Draft EIS/EIR provides a summary of PCWA’s estimated future water supply needs (pages 1-5 to 1-7) as determined by the Placer County Water Agency Surface 
Water Supply Update for Western Placer County (PCWA 2001). The Surface Water Supply Update contains an evaluation of the build-out demands under the existing 
General Plans of the Cities and the County within its present service area, based on a mid-range estimate of probable growth rates (PCWA 2001). The existing General 
Plans permit development as indicated by the plans, without further evaluation. The Surface Water Supply Update indicates that the build-out demands that that are 
documented in those plans extend to 2030 and require an additional 70,000 AF of water to be supplied by PCWA.  
 
The water demand projections utilized in the Draft EIS/EIR have been prepared based upon data from several sources, including City and County General Plans, as 
described on pages 3-30 and 3-31. Table 3.4-2 in the Draft EIS/EIR shows incremental projected water demands up to the year 2020. The projections assume PCWA’s 
continued implementation and support for water use efficiency measures, as stated on page 1-6 of the Draft EIS/EIR.  
 
Surface water projections through 2030 indicate an increased water supply demand throughout the service area. This is consistent with PCWA’s Surface Water Supply 
Update report, which shows PCWA’s long-term need for the construction of new diversion, treatment, transmission and distribution infrastructure facilities, from both the 
American and Sacramento Rivers, of equal capacity to PCWA’s existing water supply entitlements in order to meet the future demands of Placer County. Ultimately, the 
size of these facilities may be smaller in their final phases as PCWA moves forward with planned conservation and water use efficiency measures and others move 
forward with planned reclamation projects. However, nothing except a building moratorium in Placer County will allay the need to construct the American River Pump 
Station now. 
 
It is unlikely that a precedent will be set allowing further construction of larger pump stations along the Middle Fork of the American River in the future, because this would 
require an increase in PCWA’s overall water entitlements from a river whose water is already in high demand and highly regulated. Any future request for an increase in 
water rights allocations or alterations to annual use patterns from existing sources would require extensive and long-term adjudication affecting a multitude of numerous 
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planning policies and regulatory actions.  This would include new water rights permits, which would be opposed by downstream users, Reclamation, the Water Forum 
and other environmental groups.   
 
Response B 
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
 
Response C 
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-22 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-23 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-24 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-25 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-26 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master
Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel. 
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L-27 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-28 

A 

B 

C 

A. El Dorado County APCD was consulted during preparation of the Draft
EIS/EIR (page 3-298); however, the air quality impact analysis focused
on potential effects on sensitive receptors.  No sensitive receptors were
identified in El Dorado County within ½ mile of the project site so the
analysis focused on sensitive receptors identified within Placer County.
Please refer to Response L-8.A.  Please refer to Response L-8.C
regarding the Proposed Project's compliance within the referenced
asbestos rules.  Establishment of a vegetative cover is one option for
post-construction stabilization of disturbed areas and will be employed
as determined appropriate at the project site.  Please also refer to
Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

B. Air quality monitoring and inspections are included in the Mitigation Plan
(Final EIS/EIR, Appendix D), as required by Placer and El Dorado
county APCDs. 

C. With the exception of NOx emissions during construction, the Proposed
Project would not generate air pollutant emission levels in excess of the
local APCD significance thresholds.  As such, the Proposed Project’s
incremental contribution to the cumulative impacts would be considered
less-than-significant for ROG and PM10. 

 
 As discussed in the Draft EIS/EIR (page 3-307), the lead agencies

acknowledge that the Proposed Project would result in a potentially
considerable contribution to the cumulative NOx emissions condition.  As
part of the air emissions control efforts, Reclamation's construction
contractor would implement all feasible NOx emission reduction
measures.  These measures would be implemented in consultation with
Placer APCD and El Dorado APCD. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-43 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-28, pg. 2 

D 

E 

F 

D. Reclamation and CDPR will evaluate the long-term impacts associated
with future changes to facilities throughout the Auburn SRA. The
Proposed Project would not be expected to affect use at locations
identified by the commenter, other than providing an alternative river
access location. 

E. As noted in the Draft EIS/EIR and in Master Response 3.1.6, Public River
Access Features, the proposed public river access features were incorporated
into the Proposed Project as a short-term interim solution to mitigate potential
public health and safety impacts created by closing the Auburn Dam
construction bypass tunnel and rewatering the North Fork American River
channel near Auburn.  The incorporation of these features is within the lead
agencies' discretion over Proposed Project elements.  The development of
these features as part of the Proposed Project does not affect future decision
making relevant to other activities within the Auburn SRA or at the project site.
Reclamation and CDPR have plans to initiate their comprehensive planning
studies, including public involvement activities, for the entire Auburn SRA in
2002.   

F. The El Dorado County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) recommends
evaluating sensitive receptors located within a 1,000-foot radius of project
construction activity.  Placer County APCD recommends consideration of
sensitive receptors within one-quarter mile (1,320 feet). 
The Draft EIS/EIR considers the potential for air quality impacts upon receptors
within one-half mile of the proposed construction activity, and therefore
encompasses a larger region and provides a more conservative evaluation of
potential project impacts than required by the El Dorado County APCD or the
Placer County APCD.  The community of Cool is located over 2 miles east of
the proposed project area, and therefore residents and schools within the
community do not fall within the sensitive receptor study area, as recommended
by these agencies. 
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L-28, pg. 3 

G 

H 

I 

J 

G. CARB installed the Cool monitoring station to measure ozone levels in El
Dorado County based on the results of a 1990 Sacramento Air Quality Field
Study that indicated the potential for high ozone levels near Cool.  The need
for PM10 monitoring at Cool was not identified in this study or since then.
CARB has no plans to upgrade the station as it finds existing monitoring
locations are better-suited for capturing high PM levels and that the Cool site
would not substantially improve their data or planning efforts.  It is outside the
responsibilities of the lead agencies to pursue such action. 

H. It is recognized that people cross the river in many locations throughout the
Auburn SRA.  CDPR does not officially designate the locations cited in the
comment letter as official trail crossings of the river and does not maintain any
specific goals or objectives for the use or management of use in those areas
that differ from other areas in the Auburn SRA.  CDPR is committed to
providing the public with information about the inherent dangers associated
with river recreation of all types, including swimming, boating, and river
crossings, while also providing access and opportunities for the public to enjoy
the river in a safe manner.  CDPR does not recommend, condone, or prohibit
individuals' attempts to cross the river at these locations; however, crossing
the river is done at one’s own risk.  The referenced federal law RS 2477 is not
known to apply to the crossings identified in the comment letter.  Please refer
to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail, for more information
regarding tail access and possible river crossings. 
CDPR finds that there are sufficient trail miles and access locations for the
public to enjoy the North and Middle forks of the American River without
crossing.  Sliger Mine and Cock Robin Point are accessible by roads or trails
on either side of the Middle Fork.  The Western States Trail crossing at Poverty
Bar may be considered easier to ford that other locations; however, as
indicated previously, CDPR does not consider this an official river crossing
location.  It is recognized that river flows are regulated at the Oxbow
Powerhouse to permit crossing in this location during specially-permitted
annual trail events.  Maximum increase in releases from Oxbow would be 100
cfs during summer when flows would generally be otherwise low.  The project
would not result in increased flows below the pump station. 
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Response I 
The El Dorado County General Plan lists non-motorized transportation systems as one of six closely related components that play a vital role in the County’s attempt to 
achieve a balanced and sustainable transportation system. Goal 3.11 of the plan seeks to “develop and implement a comprehensive bikeway, hiking, and equestrian 
trails plan that maximizes the opportunities for non-motorized transportation and meets the recreation and local community needs of El Dorado County residents."  The El 
Dorado County Trails Master Plan includes goals, policies, and implementation strategies to guide trail development and maintenance throughout the County.  The 
Master Plan does not identify detailed trail alignments but has objectives and policies related to the goals of creating a network of trails to serve multiple users and 
provide inter-connections throughout the county. 
The Placer County General Plan states that one of its recreational goals is “To develop a system of interconnected hiking, riding, and bicycling trails and paths suitable 
for active recreation and transportation and circulation.” Multi-purpose trails also are linked to Goal 3.D, “To provide a safe, comprehensive, and integrated system of 
facilities for non-motorized transportation." 
The City of Auburn distinguishes between independent trails and pedestrian/cyclist trails in its 1994 General Plan. The plan recognizes three trail types for 
Pedestrian/Cyclist trails. One of these, a "route," uses existing roadway and is not designated as a separate facility. It is signed for user information as well as to inform 
the driving public that the road is a designated route for non-motorized transportation.  
Neither the El Dorado County General Plan, the El Dorado County Trails Master plan, Placer County General Plan, nor the City of Auburn General Plan specifically refer 
to the Auburn-to-Cool Trail or its use designation within the project study area or elsewhere. 
The general plan goals and policies information related to trails is included in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.8.2.2, Applicable Laws, Ordinances, Regulations. 
This information does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIR/EIS. 
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L-28, pg. 4 

J (cont) 
J. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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K 

L 

M 

J (cont) 

K. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

L. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.12, Project Area Wildlife. 

M. The Draft EIS/EIR includes a qualitative assessment of the potential
impacts associated with future increases in water supply diversions from
the American River at the project site, including consideration of higher
releases from Ralston Afterbay that may affect the Middle Fork American
River.  Evaluation of the Proposed Project assumes diversion of up to 100
cfs for use by PCWA.  The cumulative analysis including an assumed
increased diversion of up to 225 cfs to meet future demands from PCWA
(100 cfs) and GDPUD (25 cfs).  At this time however, it is unknown
whether either PCWA or GDPUD would obtain additional future water
supplies from the American River pump station location.  Future
environmental documentation to evaluate specific project impacts would be
required prior to initiation of a pump station expansion project. 
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L-28, pg. 6 

M (cont) 

N 

K 
(Repeat) 

N. The lead agencies are unaware of any officially designated or protected
migratory bird refuge along the North Fork American River in the project
study area.  There is a sign along Auburn-Folsom Road in the City of
Auburn that is believed to be a promotional statement for the city, and
not a reference to a specific designated refuge area.  Anderson Island
Natural Preserve, located within the Folsom Lake State Recreation Area
is a designated State Natural Preserve.  Herons and egrets have been
known to roost on Anderson Island (which at some lake levels is a
peninsula).  However, Anderson Island is located downstream of
Rattlesnake Bar on the North Fork arm of Folsom Lake, well below the
project area. 
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L-28, pg. 7 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-50 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-29 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-30 

A 

B 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-52 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-31 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Leaving the river "as is" would not meet the objectives of the lead or
responsible agencies.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn
Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel. 
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L-32 

A 

B 

C 

A.  Project support noted. 
B.  Please refer to Response L-21.A. 

C. Visually the project study area is considered substantially degraded
when compared to the appearance of river reaches upstream and
downstream of the Auburn Dam construction area.  Although the
Proposed Project features would be visible to recreationists at the
canyon floor, along portions of the recreation trails, and at glimpses
from homes adjacent to the ridge top in Auburn, the overall influence of
the Proposed Project upon the study area viewshed would be
considered beneficial due to restoration of river flows to the channel.
The appearance of the river channel would be enhanced by creation of
features that are found in natural streams, such as pools, riffles, and
variations in the channel cross section.  The design process for the river
restoration element includes reference to photographs and other historic
information (prior to Auburn Dam) to aid in the hydraulic and visual re-
connection of the currently dewatered segment with upstream and
downstream reaches of the river.  Additionally, the design of other
project elements, such as tunnel closure, river access facilities, and
pump station housing, would be such that the project features blend
with the surrounding area and do not introduce other sources of glare or
other visual distractions.  The pump house would be constructed of a
neutral tone split-face block.  River access features would be minimal
and "rustic," similar to those at other locations within the Auburn SRA. 
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L-33 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-55 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-34 

A 

B 
B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

A. Project support noted. 
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L-35 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-36 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-37 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.

C. Increased recreational use in the project area would have minimal
impact on water quality since only non-motorized watercraft would be
permitted on this stretch of the North Fork American River.  

D. Please refer to Responses L-37.A, L-37.B, and L-37.C. 
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L-38 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-39 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-40 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-41 

A 

A. The Draft EIS/EIR recognizes that use of the public river access
facilities would result in increased public activity in the area and
associated potential increased fire risk. (Section 2.3, page 2-43).  Since
publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, the Fuels Management Action Plan of
the Auburn State Recreation Area Prefire Management Plan being
prepared by Reclamation, the California Department of Forestry and
Fire Protection,  CDPR, and in coordination with the City of Auburn, has
been completed.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire
Management. 
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L-42 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-43 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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L-44 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

A 
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L-45 

A 

B 

C 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features;
and Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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L-45, pg. 2 

E 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

A 
(Repeat) 

D 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
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L-46 

A 

C 

A.  Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. B 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.
It is noted that CDPR park aides and rangers would enforce rules
prohibiting alcohol at the proposed facilities.  Additionally, CDPR is
authorized to ticket drivers speeding within the Auburn SRA; Placer
County and City of Auburn law enforcement would address these
concerns within their respective jurisdictions and have indicated ability
to provide these services. 
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L-47 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-48 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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L-49 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-50 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-51 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-52 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-75 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-53 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-76 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-54 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.11, Placer County Water Agency's 
Water Conservation Program. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-77 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-55 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-78 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-56 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-79 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-57 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master

Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel.  CDPR is not
proposing or permitting commercial rafting use in this section of the river
as part of this project.  Additionally, boating within the project area
currently is prohibited in the reach ½-mile upstream of the bypass tunnel
inlet to 1/2–mile downstream of the bypass tunnel outlet (CDPR posted
order No. 318-02-91). 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-80 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-57, pg. 2 

A 
(cont) 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-81 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-58 

A 
A.  Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-82 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-59 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-83 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-59, pg. 2 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-84 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-59, pg. 3 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-85 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-59, pg. 4 

A 
(cont)
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American River Pump Station Project C2-86 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-60 

A.  Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master
Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access During Construction. 

A

B
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American River Pump Station Project C2-87 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-60, pg. 2 

B 
(cont.)
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American River Pump Station Project C2-88 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-61 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-89 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-62 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-90 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-63 

A 

C 

D 

A. CDPR is not proposing or permitting commercial rafting use in this
section of the river as part of this project.  Please refer to Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features for additional
background regarding the provision of public river access upstream of
Rattlesnake Bar. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
and Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-91 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-64 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Leaving the river "as is" would not meet the objectives of the lead or
responsible agencies. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-92 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-65 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
and Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-93 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-66 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
and Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-94 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-66, pg. 2 

A 

B 
B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-95 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-67 

A A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-96 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-68 

A 
A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-97 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-69 

A 

A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-98 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-70 

A 
A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-99 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-71 

A A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-100 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-72 

A 
A.  Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-101 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-73 

A 

A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-102 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-74 

A A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-103 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-75 

A A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-104 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-76 

A A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-105 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-77 

A A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-106 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-78 

A 
A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-107 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-79 

A 
A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-108 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-80 

A 
B 

A.  Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-109 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-81 

A 
A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-110 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-82 

A

B

C

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-111 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-82, pg. 2 

D

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
for an explanation regarding the State of California's interest in providing
a river take-out above Rattlesnake Bar. 

A,C 
(Repeat)
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American River Pump Station Project C2-112 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-83 

A A.  Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-113 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-84 

A 

B 

A.  Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-114 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-85 

A 

B 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and
Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-115 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-86 

A 

B 

A. Project support noted. 

B. As described in the Draft EIS/EIR (page 2-21) the bypass tunnel closure
design would allow closure for an indefinite period of time; however, it
would allow for readily reopening the tunnel in the event that Congress
reauthorizes the Auburn Dam project.  Filling the tunnel, or installing a
concrete plug would accomplish the safety objectives, but would make it
more difficult and more costly to reopen the tunnel at a later date, if
needed.   

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-116 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-87 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-117 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-87, pg. 2 

A (cont)

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-118 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-88 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump
Station Project Funding. 

B. The lead agency decision-makers have the option of selecting the Proposed
Project, one of the alternatives (including No Project/No Action) or some
other combination.  Downstream locations for a pump station were
considered and evaluated in the 1997 Value Planning Study.  These
alternatives were found to be either technically, economically, or
environmentally inferior to the alternatives selected for evaluation in the
Draft EIS/EIR.  Alternative ways of eliminating the safety hazards of the
tunnel were also evaluated in the value planning study, including protective
screens, and none of the alternatives were found satisfactory except for
blocking the tunnel.  Another safety concern associated with screening the
tunnel entrance is that the screen itself would be a hazard to boaters and
swimmers because people in the water could get stuck or tangled on  the
screen and trapped underwater.  Additionally, screening the tunnel would
not meet the federal and state project objective of restoring the river
channel.  Furthermore, any effort to screen the tunnel inlet would involve
constructing a “trash rack” of structural steel that would be strong enough to
withstand impacts from logs and the forces exerted when smaller debris
backs up.  Such a screening device would necessitate constant cleaning of
the debris that would collect at the tunnel inlet.  Furthermore, impacts from
logs and other debris have previously resulted in flow-related problems.
Accumulation of these materials in front of the tunnel would create a
potential public safety hazard. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-119 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-89 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-120 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-90 

A 
A.  Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-121 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-91 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-122 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-92 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-123 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-93 

A 

A. A discussion of the assumptions, limitations, and simplifications inherent in the modeling
techniques utilized in the fish resources impact analyses can be found in the Draft
EIS/EIR (pages 3-57 and 3-58). 

Modeling represents the traditional approach to analyzing complex, long-term water
distribution issues in California, but the modeling outputs can only serve as planning
tools.  The modeling outputs used in the Draft EIS/EIR analyses can be used only for
comparative purposes, in which the relative potential impacts of two management
actions (alternatives) can be evaluated.  As stated in the Draft EIS/EIR (pg. 357),
modeling outputs used in the analyses are not intended for predicting actual river
conditions at specific locations at specific times.  Therefore, the implication in the
comment that validation of modeling outputs with actual future river conditions is
inconsistent with the intended use of model ouputs solely as comparison of alternative
operational scenarios. 

B. The PROSIM and the water temperature models utilized in the impact analysis in the
Draft EIS/EIR use mean monthly flows and water temperatures.  The models do not
allow for the quantification of daily flow and water temperature changes.  While a model
using daily timesteps may provide a greater degree of sensitivity, at this time, such a
model does not exist.  Therefore, the flow and water temperature models are not
intended to predict actual conditions which may exist under a project scenario.  Rather,
the PROSIM and water temperature models are employed to provide a “relative index”
for the potential impacts of two separate project scenarios.  Biases are equal among
alternatives and therefore allow the public and decision-makers to make meaningful
comparisons of alternatives.  A description of the model assumptions, limitations, and
simplifications can be found in the Draft EIS/EIR on pages 3-57 and 3-58. 

The PROSIM and temperature models represent the best tool available and an
accepted method of comparing potential actions and alternatives.  For example,
resource agencies utilize similar monthly timestep models in their analyses of potential
impacts when preparing biological opinions.  In addition, USFWS recently utilized a
PROSIM modeling technique to evaluate water resources impacts in the Trinity River
Mainstem Fishery Restoration DEIS/EIR.   

The use of monthly timestep models is appropriate for the discussion of impacts in a
comparative manner.  Creating an entirely new approach, or to have analyzed impacts
in an entirely qualitative fashion would not have been sufficient.  Absent any suggested
better method, the extensive modeling of the project scenarios is adequate for the
NEPA and CEQA-related impact assessments of the Proposed Project and alternatives.
The materials and analysis presented in the Draft EIS/EIR utilize the best available
scientific information and methodologies to assess potential project-related impacts. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-124 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-93, pg. 2 

B 

C 

D 

E 

D. The goal presented in the Draft EIS/EIR (pg. 3-16, paragraph 1) is not
correct.  The actual goal of the lower American River Flow Management Plan
is to increase the minimum release requirement for the river in conjunction
with establishing an adaptive management process for Folsom Reservoir and
lower American River operations, geared toward the protection and
enhancement of fish species of priority management concern.  Chapter 3.0,
Section 3.3.2.1, Hydrologic Framework, Lower American River, (pages 3-15
to 3-16) includes this correction.  This change does not alter the conclusions
presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

E. Information regarding PCWA’s return flows has been corrected in the Final
EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.4, Water Supply.  This change does not
alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

C. Clarification regarding the impact and environmental protection measures
summary table is provided in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 2.0, Description of
Alternatives.  This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the
Draft EIS/EIR. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-125 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-93, pg. 3 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-126 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-93, pg. 4 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-127 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-94 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-128 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-94, pg. 2 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-129 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-94, pg. 3 

A 

A. Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-130 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-94, pg. 4 

B 

C 

D 

B. As indicated in the Draft EIS/EIR, the lead agencies acknowledge that the
Upstream Diversion Alternative would not meet the river restoration or public
river access objectives of the federal and state stakeholders.  However, the
lead agencies determined that the Upstream Diversion Alternative is an
appropriate and viable option because the bypass tunnel and dewatered reach
of the river remain part of an authorized federal action (Draft EIS/EIR, page 2-
6).  The Upstream Diversion is especially important for CEQA purposes.  As
CEQA lead agency, PCWA appropriately focused on the project purpose most
directly affecting its own interests:  the need for construction of a permanent
pump station.  Although PCWA has worked closely with Reclamation to
prepare a joint CEQA/NEPA document addressing the related impacts
associated with a joint program that involves a proposed tunnel closure, river
restoration, and the construction of a permanent pump station, PCWA has no
particular stake of its own in the first two of these objectives.  It therefore made
sense from a CEQA standpoint to address an alternative might be viable even
if, for whatever reason, Reclamation and the State of California chose not to
pursue the first two objectives.  Even so, PCWA decision makers are under no
obligation to insist upon an upstream diversion if they decide, after weighing
environmental factors and various policy considerations, that they want their
agency to help Reclamation and the State of California to pursue their goals of
restoring the river and closing the tunnel. 

C. Since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, the lead agencies and CDPR have
continued to work cooperatively to respond to public concerns raised regarding
the proposed public river access features of the Proposed Project.  CDPR and
Reclamation have participated in several public stakeholder sessions to further
discuss these concerns with residents and others in the community.  As a result
of these efforts, additional information and changes to the proposed public river
access facilities have been prepared and are part of the Final EIS/EIR.  Please
refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and Master
Response 3.1.9, Fire Management.  The updated description of the public river
access features is provided in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 2.0, Description of
Alternatives.  This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft
EIS/EIR. 

D. Additional information regarding Auburn SRA recreation use provided by CDPR
is presented in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.8, Recreation.  These
additions do not alter the conclusions in the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-131 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-94, pg. 5 

E 

F 

E. Updated project area trail and other recreation use information provided
by CDPR is included in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.8,
Recreation  These changes do not alter the conclusions presented in
the Draft EIS/EIR. 

F. The Draft EIS/EIR indicates that the public river access features
included as part of the Proposed Project are to serve as mitigation of
the anticipated impacts associated with increased use (boating) along
the North Fork American River due to rewatering the river channel
through the project study area.  It is stated in the Draft EIS/EIR that this
measure provides only an interim, temporary solution to the anticipated
increased recreational demands potentially associated with rewatering
the North Fork American River in the project area.  As permitted by
CEQA, the assessment of potential impacts associated with this
mitigative feature of the Proposed Project is not described in as much
detail as other recreation impacts.  It is ultimately the responsibility of
Reclamation and CDPR to provide further consideration, development,
and evaluation of the long-term recreation planning and facilities for the
Auburn SRA as these agencies are responsible for the management of
the Auburn Dam project lands for recreation purposes.  Please also
refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features for
additional discussion on inappropriate and illegal activities. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-132 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-94, pg. 6 

G 

H 

G. The 850 cfs minimum flow threshold was developed based on
information from "California Whitewater:  A Guide to the Rivers"
(Cassady & Calhoun 1995), which identifies recommended boating flow
levels of 800 to 2000 cfs and in consultation with John Anderson,
recreation consultant, and the Auburn Whitewater Recreation officer at
the time of analysis (T. Reed 1998).  Please also refer to Response L-
5.E for additional information explaining anticipated impacts on Middle
Fork American River whitewater boating opportunities.  As is evident
from Response L-5.E, the use of a baseline of 850 cfs was intended to
be conservative, and to avoid any possibility that the impact analysis
might understate the severity of environmental effects. 

H. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-133 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-94, pg. 7 

I 

J 

H

I. Based on further discussion with CDPR planning staff, regarding the
limited nature of public river access in the project area, the potential
increases in use at the North/Middle Fork confluence, relative to existing
conditions, would not be considered substantial.  However, as noted in the
Draft EIS/EIR on peak summer weekends, current user demand at the
confluence exceeds capacity.  
Reclamation and CDPR have indicated concern about the current level of
use and existing demands at the confluence, and will address these
issues in future long-term comprehensive planning studies. As part of this
future planning effort (i.e., a combined General Plan/Resource
Management Plan for Auburn SRA), CDPR would conduct recreation use
studies and surveys and gather recreation trend and demand information
to help determine existing use levels and patterns of recreation demand
for various activities. CDPR and Reclamation will begin collecting
recreation and resource information within Auburn SRA within the next
year. 

J. The City of Auburn Public Works Department was contacted during
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR to obtain all available project study area
roadway traffic counts.  Since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, the City has
developed updated counts on roads within the project study area
(December 2001 and January 2002).  This information has been
incorporated into Chapter 3.0, Section 3.14.2.4, Impact Analysis, of the
Final EIS/EIR.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River
Access Features for discussion of results from a supplemental traffic study
performed for the intersection of Maidu Drive/Burlin Way. This information
does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-134 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-94, pg. 8 

K 

L 

M 

K. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

L. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

M. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-135 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-94, pg. 9 

M 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-136 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-95 

B 

A

A. The public involvement activities including public information sessions and
environmental issue scoping for the project are described in the Draft EIS/EIR in
Chapter 4.0, Consultation and Coordination, Section 4.2, Public Involvement.  As
stated therein, the lead agencies have invited public involvement and participation in
the planning and environmental review process since 1995.  Public notices regarding
these opportunities and activities have been provided through local news media as
well as the Federal Register, as appropriate and required by CEQA and NEPA.  Public
notice of the availability of the Draft EIS/EIR included publication in the Federal
Register and media notices in four newspapers of general circulation within the project
study area.  These publications included:  The Sacramento Bee, Auburn Journal,
Press Tribune, and The Mountain Democrat.  Reclamation also published the Notice of
Availability and Notice of Public Meeting in the Federal Register on September 10,
2001.  Additionally, the public notice provided information regarding the availability of
the Draft EIS/EIR for viewing at the lead agencies offices and eight public libraries
throughout the study region.   

The Draft EIS/EIR was initially circulated for a 63-day public review period (September
10 to November 13, 2001).  Reclamation's NEPA handbook requires a 60-day public
review period and CEQA requires a 45-day review period.  In response to public
comments, and other requests, the public review comment period was extended
another 30 days and closed on December 13, 2001. The lead agencies provided
public notice of the review period extension as required by CEQA and NEPA.  The
Draft EIS/EIR public review comment period therefore extended 93 days, from
September 10, 2001 to December 13, 2001.  In addition, since publication of the Draft
EIS/EIR, lead agency and resource agency personnel have participated in numerous
public stakeholder meetings to provide additional information regarding the Proposed
Project.  

B. The Draft EIS/EIR presented the preliminary information regarding the public river
access facilities at the time of document publication (September 2001).  Since that time,
and in response to public concerns expressed in comment letters, at the October 11,
2001 public meeting, and at various public stakeholder sessions attended by
Reclamation and CDPR representatives, the lead agencies, in consultation with CDPR
have developed additional specific information related to the design, operations and
maintenance of the public river access facilities.  Please refer to Master Response
3.1.6, Public River Access Features and Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management.
These modifications have been incorporated into Chapter 2.0, Section 2.2.2, Proposed
Project Mid-Channel Diversion Alternative.  These changes do not alter the conclusions
presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-137 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-95, pg. 2 

C 
D 

G

H 

J 

E 

F 

I 

B 
(cont) 

K 
L 

M 

C. Additional information regarding the operation and management of the public river
access area and how this relates to the proximity of Skyridge Elementary School is
provided in Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. The proposed public river access parking area would be expected to reduce the
occurrence of off-site parking that occurs outside of the project area.  Please refer to
Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

E. The proposed public river access would not be anticipated to result in bumper-to-
bumper traffic along Maidu Drive or other project study area roadways.  Use of the
public river access features associated with the Proposed Project would occur under
limited hours of operation; no camping would be permitted. Please refer to Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

F. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

G. The proposed public river access features at the project site were developed by the
lead agencies in cooperation with CDPR to mitigate for the anticipated increase in
river boating due to rewatering of the North Fork American River near Auburn,
California.  These facilities provide only an interim solution for a specific need
identified by CDPR.  Convenience stores and services are located along Auburn-
Folsom Road, within one mile from the project area. 

H. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
I. The Draft EIS/EIR describes the phasing of proposed construction activities.

Construction of the Proposed Project primarily involves extensive earthwork activities
to prepare the area for placement of the water supply facilities and to excavate a
channel to accommodate flows that currently pass through the bypass tunnel.   

The estimate of 54 pieces of heavy construction equipment and 50 workers
represents a peak number that would only occur if access road construction, channel
excavation, and pumping plant site preparation were to occur simultaneously and
then only for a short period.  Based on preliminary construction and design phasing,
it is more likely that the access road construction and initial rough grading for the
river restoration would occur prior to any activity associated with pump station
construction, and the number of workers and pieces of equipment evaluated in the
Draft EIS/EIR represent a conservatively high estimate.  The number of trips
associated with construction worker travel therefore also is considered conservative;
the actual number of trips and related traffic impacts likely would be less than
described in the Draft EIS/EIR.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public
River Access Features. 
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J. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

K. The Draft EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15, Air Quality, describes potential
construction-related air pollutant emissions and the environmental protection
measures incorporated into the Proposed Project by the lead agencies to mitigate
such impacts to the extent feasible.  The determination of appropriate and adequate
mitigation for construction-related air quality impacts was done in consultation with
local air pollution control districts.  Because this element of the mitigation program
depends upon site-specific conditions throughout the construction period, some
uncertainty remains regarding the level of NOx emissions, therefore, the Draft
EIS/EIR makes a conservative impact statement.   

L. Please refer to Response L-3.C. 

M. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

N. The November 7, 2002 meeting referenced by the commenter was a specially-held
session to discuss Maidu Drive neighborhood concerns relative to the Proposed
Project and the public river access features, in particular.  The No Action/No Project
Alternative and Upstream Diversion Alternative do not include development of the
pubic river access features.  These alternatives are fully described and evaluated in
the Draft EIS/EIR. 

O. The Draft EIS/EIR provides an explanation of the State of California interest in closing
the Auburn Dam project bypass tunnel (page 1-5).  As described in the Draft EIS/EIR,
the Proposed Project would meet this objective of the State of California while also
addressing the needs and objectives of the lead agencies, Reclamation (federal) and
PCWA (local).  The agencies do not agree that there is any discrepancy, both federal
and state agencies are interested in remediating the hazards associated with the
bypass tunnel.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 
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A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access.  Houses
located along Pacific Avenue face the street, are not separated by
fencing, and have direct driveway access to the road.   
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B. The commenters' concerns regarding morning peak traffic periods and
cumulative development impacts are noted.  As more fully described in
Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features, the anticipated
travel periods associated with the proposed public river access area do
not overlap with peak commuter or school traffic trips.  

C. CDPR is not proposing or permitting commercial use in this section of
the river as part of this project. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6,
Public River Access Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

E. The City of Auburn requires payment of traffic impact mitigation fees to
put toward these expenses.  PCWA would provide mitigation fee payment
commensurate with a residential development that would generate a
similar level of travel along Maidu Drive (i.e., 214 trips).  Because the
projected number of project trips represents a peak number that would
occur seasonally rather than year-round, this mitigation is considered to
be an appropriate “fair share” contribution based upon the proportion of
neighborhood impacts that could be associated with the Proposed Project.
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

F. The proposed public river access facilities were developed by the lead
agencies, in cooperation with CDPR as an interim mitigation feature to
minimize safety concerns related to anticipated increased boating use of
the North Fork American River once it is rewatered.  Long-range planning
is within the authority and responsibility of CDPR and Reclamation.
CDPR is not proposing or permitting commercial use for the rewatered
stretch of the North Fork American River, as part of this project.
Consideration of commercial rafting activities within the Auburn SRA and
development of other recreation-related facilities falls under the
responsibility of CDPR and Reclamation, would be part of their long-term
comprehensive planning efforts, and not a part of the American River
Pump Station Project. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features;
Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management; and Master Response
3.1.10, Project Access. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
and Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A. Please refer to individual responses L-101.B through L-101.H. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. The construction access route for the Proposed Project as described in
the Draft EIS/EIR avoids Riverview Drive.  Additionally, the construction
contractor specifications would include stipulations that require
construction workers to only use the approved access route.  This
information is included in Chapter 3.0, Section 3.14.2.5, Environmental
Protection and Mitigation Measures and in the Mitigation Plan (Appendix
D).  This change does not alter the impact conclusions presented in the
Draft EIS/EIR. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

E. The Draft EIS/EIR recognizes that the Proposed Project would result in
potentially significant construction-related noise impacts upon residents
within the City of Auburn and proposes environmental protection and
mitigation measures, including noise monitoring and modification of
construction activities, when necessary, to ensure compliance with the
City of Auburn noise ordinance.  The evaluation of noise impacts
considers the anticipated noise level increase that might occur at the
Ridgetop Homes because these were determined nearest to the project
site; however, this evaluation does not dismiss the potential for impact at
homes further from the site such as those along Riverview Drive. The
proposed mitigation elements would benefit all residential areas affected
by the project. 

 
As described in the Draft EIS/EIR, the operational noise associated with
the Proposed Project would be less than under current conditions (page
3-317) for all areas within hearing range of the project. 
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F. Views selected for the visual analysis of the Proposed Project and
alternatives were meant to be representative, rather than all-inclusive.
Generally, the overall visual quality of the project site is expected to be
enhanced due to careful architectural consideration of materials selected
for construction of the pump station and related facilities, when compared
to the seasonal pump station facility and above-ground transmission
pipeline.  Additionally, implementation of the river restoration component
would be considered an improvement in overall visual quality, relative to
existing or No Action/No Project Alternative conditions.  The removal of
fuel loads, and the potential impacts upon visual resources within the
canyon are beyond the scope of this document and appropriately are
under consideration as part of the Fire Management environmental
review process. 

G. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

H. The lead agencies, in consultation with CDPR, have reduced the total
number of parking spaces proposed at the site.  Please refer to response
L-3.C for an updated analysis of vehicle-related air quality emissions. 
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I. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

J. Off-road vehicle use would not be permitted in the project area.  The
entrance booth would be staffed during all hours of operation and the
gate would be closed and locked at all other times.  Please refer to
Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

K. While it is recognized that the construction of the American River Pump
Station Project likely would create higher noise levels in the study area,
these are expected to be minimized by the implementation of the
extensive environmental protection measures incorporated into the
Proposed Project as described in the Draft EIS/EIR (Section 2.3, page 2-
31).  Implementation of these measures would include limited hours for
activities that generate high noise levels.  Excessive dust levels would not
be expected during construction due to the rocky nature of the ground at
the project site.  However, applicable dust control measures are included
in the Mitigation Plan (Appendix C) and identified in Chapter 2.0,
Description of Alternatives, Section 2.3, Environmental Protection and
Mitigation Measures in the Final EIS/EIR.  Additionally, mitigation
includes on-going monitoring for effectiveness of emission control
measures, inspections by local air pollution control district authorities, and
a public outreach element that would permit the public to obtain
information and provide input regarding project construction activities.   
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and
Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. The Draft EIS/EIR presents the threefold purpose of the project in Chapter
1.0, Introduction (page 1-1), which is not limited to the provision of a water
supply diversion for PCWA’s Middle Fork Project water entitlement, but also
includes elimination of the public safety hazard created by the Auburn Dam
bypass tunnel, and restoration of the river channel.  The Draft EIS/EIR
provides additional information supporting these project purposes in Section
1.3, Project Needs and Objectives (page 1-5).  Although PCWA's primary
purpose is to obtain a permanent pump station to divert American River
water, Reclamation and the State of California have two additional purposes.
Since the decision on where to locate the pump station would inevitably be
affected by these entities' decisions with respect to these latter two purposes,
it made sense to analyze possible alternative locations for the pump station
as part of the same overall environmental review process, intended to satisfy
by CEQA and NEPA. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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A. The public review period for the draft EIS/EIR was extended for an
additional 30 days, for a total public review period of 93 days. 
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A A. Project support noted 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. The commenter suggested that the EIS/EIR should be reissued to
accommodate recent state legislation to include the fourth alternative. Senate
Bill 221 (SB-221) prohibits a city or county from approving a residential
subdivision of more than 500 units unless there is written verification that a
sufficient water supply is or will be available for the development. None of the
alternatives discussed in the Draft EIS/EIR are proposing subdivision
development and therefore SB-221 is not within the scope of this project, nor
does its passage affect the analysis of the project or its alternatives. 
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C. The commenter also stated “holding state water rights does not
guarantee use of federal land and public trust resources for appropriation
of the water rights” and this comment has been noted. The purpose of
the proposed project is not simply to exercise water rights, but to utilize
those existing rights to meet the water needs of the residents of Placer
County and to prevent shortages or a building moratorium. Also, please
see Response L-21.A and Response L-112.B. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A. Project support noted. 

B. A list of acronyms and abbreviations is included in the List of Acronyms
and Abbreviations of the Final EIS/EIR.  This change does not alter the
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

C. Comment noted. 

D. Reclamation frequently includes the biological opinion in the Final EIS.
Ultimately, Reclamation cannot issue the Record of Decision for an action
until it has received the federal resource agencies' biological opinions.
Appendix G, National Marine Fisheries Service Coordination and
Consultation, is a placeholder for the agency’s biological opinion. 

E. Please refer to Response L-110.B. 

F. The suggested revision regarding the Project History section is included in
Chapter 1.0, Section 1.2, Project History of the Final EIS/EIR.  This change
does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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G. The text of the Draft EIS/EIR (page 3-5) provides further explanation of the
regional study area.  Key features of the study area (i.e., Folsom Reservoir and
the American River) are shown on Figure 2-2, page 2-3. 

H. Comment noted. 

I. Pages 2-8 and 2-17 of the Draft EIS/EIR state that the Proposed Project would be
built above the 100-year flood level at elevation 560 ft msl.  At this elevation, the
proposed pump station site is approximately 5 feet above the estimated 100-year
flood level.  This level of flood protection is considered the minimum requirement
for this type of facility under common engineering practices.  There are currently
no requirements to construct water supply infrastructure above the 500-year flood
level.  Although this specification, as noted by the commenter, is federally-required
for critical flood control infrastructure projects, the pump station is not a flood
control structure.  While PCWA considers the pump station to be critical
infrastructure necessary to supply water to customers in its service area, economic
considerations would prevent construction of the pump station above the 500-year
flood elevation.   It is more economical to design the pump station above the 100-
year flood level, and design the structure to tolerate inundation from infrequent
flood events.  To reduce the risk of damage due to flooding, all portions of the
diversion structure would be designed to tolerate inundation during flood events
greater than the 1½ year, bank-full event.  While damage during high flood events
may occur, the risks to water supply reliability would be significantly decreased or
eliminated, relative to the existing condition. 

J. As described in Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features, the lead
agencies, in coordination with CDPR, have revised the proposed public river
access features and propose only development of riverside parking to
accommodate 3 handicap-accessible spaces and a vehicle turnaround area for
loading and unloading equipment.  It is anticipated that minor maintenance will be
required each year. 

K. An updated list of acronyms and abbreviations is provided in the Final EIS/EIR.
The acronym DWR is used for the California Department of Water Resources.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   

L. The acronyms included on Figure S-9 are included in the updated acronym and
abbreviation list provided at the front of the Final EIS/EIR. 
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P. A revised trails map has been prepared and is included in Chapter 3.0,
Section 3.8, Recreation, 3.8.1.2, Project Area Setting.  This change does not
alter the conclusions presented in the EIS/EIR. 

Q. The correction to the description of the Central Valley Project hydropower
system is included in Chapter 3.0, Section 3.11.1, Affected Environment.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

R. The correction regarding the installed power capacity of the CVP hydropower
system is included in Chapter 3.0, Section 3.11.1, Affected Environment.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

M. This correction is noted in the Executive Summary to the Final EIS/EIR.  This
change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   

N. An updated list of acronyms and abbreviations is provided in the Final
EIS/EIR.  The acronym VELB is used for Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

O. The Draft EIS/EIR makes reference to Appendix H in Chapter 3.0, Section
3.3.2, Diversion-related Analysis Framework, paragraph 3, page 3-14.
Additionally, in most of the impact evaluation sections, Appendix H is indicated
the first time a figure or table located in that appendix is referenced.  However,
to provide additional clarification, an additional explanation is provided in
Chapter 3.0, Section 3.1.1.2, Environmental Consequences/Impact Analysis.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   
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S. Commenter's suggestion regarding clarification of the cumulative condition in
the introduction to Draft EIS/EIR Table 2-7 is included in the Final EIS/EIR,
Chapter 2.0, Section 2.4, Summary of Alternatives and Impacts.  This
change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   

T. An updated summary of impacts and environmental protection measures is
provided in Final EIS/EIR,  Chapter 2.0, Section 2.4, Summary of Alternatives
and Impacts.  Suggestions made by the commenter have been incorporated
into the updated table.  These changes do not alter the cumulative condition
impact conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   

U. The suggested edits and corrections indicated by the commenter have been
incorporated into the updated Summary of Impacts and Environmental
Protection Measures presented in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 2.0, Section 2.4,
Summary of Alternatives and Impacts.  These corrections do not alter the
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.  

V. The suggested revision to the discussion of "Short-term uses of the
Environment versus Long-term Productivity" are provided in the Final
EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.18.5, Short-Term Uses of the Environment
Versus Long-Term Productivity.  This change does not alter the conclusions
presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   
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(cont) 

W W. Please refer to Response L-94.I for a discussion of the North/Middle Fork
American River confluence topics. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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A. Please refer to responses noted below addressing specific comments. 
B. Conservation easements were not considered to be feasible alternatives to the project.

The only apparent source for water from such easements would be agricultural land in
western Placer County.  Reducing deliveries to such lands would be antagonistic to
Placer County's stated policy of protecting agriculture in the county.  Additionally, it would
likely induce or resort to groundwater pumping, exacerbating an existing overdraft in the
basin, and would reduce flows in Auburn Ravine, since Auburn Ravine is used for
conveyance of agricultural water supplies.  The level of implementation of temporary and
long-term land conversion in any alternative is dependent upon storage, conveyance, and
water quality components of the alternative, as well as conditions in particular service
areas (CALFED 2002).  Because these actions would not support Placer County policy
and have the potential to cause environmental degradation to groundwater and Auburn
Ravine flows, they are not viable options for this project.  While land fallowing and
conservation easements can be instrumental to meeting CALFED objectives under
certain conditions, they are not the sole means of achieving these goals. 
Furthermore, as is explained in detail in Response L-21.A, PCWA must operate within a
statutory framework that requires it to take steps to obtain all water supplies predicted to
be needed for planned growth in Placer County and its incorporated cities over the next
20 years.  The Proposed Project is not only necessary to serve that planned growth; it is
only one of two major new supplies that will be required, the other being a new diversion
of approximately 35,000 AFA from the Sacramento River.  Importantly, both such water
supplies are consistent with the Water Forum Agreement, which PCWA, along with other
water suppliers and local agencies in the Sacramento region, worked out with
representatives of the regional environmental community.  The Water Forum Agreement
provides a legal and contractual framework in which new American River diversion can
occur in a manner that protects, to the greatest degree feasible, the environmental and
recreational qualities of the lower American River. 
For all of these reasons, the lead agencies disagree with the commenter that either NEPA
or CEQA required them to define the primary project objective to be to "provide PCWA
with the desired quantity of water in the least environmentally damaging way."  Although
the two agencies agree that minimizing the environmental effects of any new diversion is
an extremely important consideration, and strongly believe that they are doing so through
various mitigation measures, PCWA simply does not have the legal authority or duty to
refuse to develop new water sources and instead to interfere with Placer County policies
favoring continued viable agricultural operations in the non-urban portions of the County.
If the commenter favors retiring agricultural land as a means of reducing long-term water
demand, the commenter can voice his concerns to Placer County itself, or can participate
in private-sector transactions in which a willing seller of agricultural land could agree to
convey his/her/its interest to another entity that would agree to not irrigate such property.
PCWA has an aggressive water conservation program; but its existence does not by any
means obviate PCWA's legal obligations to identify and develop sources of water for
planned growth within Placer County. 
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C. Please refer to Response L-93.B. 

D. Since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, the lead agencies have determined
that a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 404 Nationwide Permit No. 27 - Stream
and Wetland Restoration Activities may be required for the Proposed Project.
The permit application is pending completion of the Final EIS/EIR.  Table 2-
9, Anticipated Permits and Approvals for the Proposed Project is updated in
Chapter 2.0 of the Final EIS/EIR.  This change does not alter the conclusions
presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

E. The modeling found in the Draft EIS/EIR uses a period of record from 1922-
1992.  While the last nine years (i.e., 1993-2001) are not represented in the
data set, the period of record utilized is the standard for environmental
modeling for many reasons.  First, the period of record utilizes only the data
which has been determined reliable by experts; the hydrologic data available
from periods prior to 1922 was not adequate to conduct the modeling
exercises.  Second, the period of record represents a full range of water year
types and hydrologic and meteorological events, and captures certain
extreme years, which represent likely periodic events of the future.  The data
set is not just a collection of hydrographs from the period of record; the data
set has been normalized to account for the varied collection techniques and
water distributions of the past.  The normalization process is complex, and the
corrected water data after 1992 was not available at the time of the Draft
EIS/EIR analyses.  The 1922-1992 period of record is that which has been
approved for use in mass balance hydrologic modeling of CVP-wide actions.
In addition, fisheries resources agencies, USFWS and NMFS, were consulted
regarding the analysis period of record as part of the scoping for the project
and cumulative impact analysis, and approved use of the 1922 to 1992 period
of record. 

F. Groundwater is not a long-term viable solution for PCWA.  Please refer to
Response L-5.Z. 

G. Please refer to Response L-93.B. 
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H. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine.  Additionally, since
publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, the lead agencies and cooperating resource
agency representatives have participated in extensive coordination efforts
with commenters regarding their concerns surrounding Auburn Ravine,
including three evening stakeholder meetings. 

I. The commenter incorrectly states that water temperature index values used
to assess potential impacts to Nimbus Hatchery also were used to assess
impacts to salmonids in general for the lower American River.  Justification
for these threshold values can be found on page 3-61 of the Draft EIS/EIR. 

 
Contrary to the contention in the comment, water temperature index values
of 56ºF and 65ºF were used for impact assessment purposes for
anadromous salmonid spawning and rearing in the lower American River,
respectively. 

J. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine for an updated
discussion of Auburn Ravine flow conditions. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-173 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-112, pg. 4

K 

L 

M

K. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine.  Also see
Response L-112.L, below, regarding splittail. 

L. Because PCWA is no longer proposing to increase flows in Auburn Ravine
(please see Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine), the Proposed Project is
unlikely to cause a "false attraction" of spawning splittail.  In addition, the
continuing historical diversions for the North Fork American River into Auburn
Ravine will not occur during splittail immigration and spawning season, further
diminishing the potential for "false attraction" of splittail. 

 
While the Proposed Project no longer proposes to increase flows in Auburn
Ravine, the Lincoln Wastewater Treatment and Reclamation Facility
(WWTRF), which will receive a portion of the Proposed Project water, will
increase the flows in Auburn Ravine.  However, existing flows during splittail
immigration and spawning periods in Auburn Ravine will continue to be
adequate to allow passage to spawning habitat near the project area (i.e.,
Cross and East Side canals).  In addition, the City of Lincoln WWTRF Draft
Environmental Impact Report (1999) recognizes the increases in flow as a
potentially significant impact to spawning fall-run chinook salmon spawning,
and has proposed mitigation for the impact.  The PCWA Proposed Project will
contribute only a small fraction of the WWTRF discharges, which will not
significantly exacerbate the potential impact identified by the WWTRF.  For
further detail on the Proposed Project's contribution to the Lincoln WWTRF
discharges, please refer to the Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 

M. Please refer to Responses L-112.A through L-112.L. 
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L-113

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features;

Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail; Master Response 3.1.10,
Project Access; and Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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L-114

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and
Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

 
Additionally, it is noted that Maidu Drive was constructed by Reclamation to
serve as a major construction haul route and primary access to the Auburn
Dam area. Local approval and development of the residential area
surrounding Maidu Drive has occurred with the knowledge that the Auburn
Dam project could one day be re-authorized by Congress.  In any event, the
lead agencies, in formulating the Proposed Project and their objectives and
purposes, are not limited to restoring conditions that existed before
construction began on the Auburn Dam.  Rather, the agencies have
discretion to address safety considerations associated with the possibility
that river users could get trapped in a long stretch of the canyon from which
there is currently no easy means of departure.  Though the project might
result in increased public use of the river and canyon, the lead agencies
have carefully formulated a Auburn State Recreation Area Prefire
Management Plan that is intended to minimize any increased threat of
wildfires to the maximum extent possible. 
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L-115

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-116

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 
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L-117

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-118
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L-118, pg. 2

A A. Please refer to Response L-95.A.  The public comment review period was
extended for an additional 30 days for a total review period of 93 days. 
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A 
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L-119
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A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and

Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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L-120

A 

B 

C 

A. Project support noted.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River
Access Features and Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Response L-95.A regarding public notification and
involvement efforts associated with the American River Pump Station Project
environmental review process.  Additionally, it is noted that lead and
responsible agency representatives participated in several additional
meetings, including attendance with the Auburn City Council, with local
residents to hear and discuss their concerns. 
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L-121
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L-121, pg. 2

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Project support noted. 

B. The modeling performed for the diversion-related evaluation of cumulative
impacts within the American River Basin includes other American River and
regional water diversion, flood control, and water temperature management
actions that may affect environmental resources within the regional study
area.  The assumptions and parameters used in the modeling simulations
include hydrology/level of land use, water demands, CVP facilities and
operations (including flood control operations), CVP and SWP allocation
objectives and decisions, and all applicable regulatory standards.  These
topics are briefly described in the Draft EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Affected
Environment and Environmental Consequences, Section 3.3.2.4, Modeling
Assumptions (see pages 3-22 through 3-24) and in greater detail in Appendix
E, Technical Modeling Memorandum (see Table 1).  The cumulative analysis
assumed implementation of and incorporated operational information that was
available at the time of the analysis for all reasonably foreseeable future local,
state, and federal projects or actions. 
The Draft EIS/EIR reports that the cumulative condition would potentially
result in significant environmental impacts.  However, the incremental
contribution of the Proposed Project would not be cumulatively considerable,
and therefore, would be less than significant for all resources evaluated, with
the exception of potential impacts upon cultural resources at Shasta
Reservoir.  As a result of this determination, Reclamation is developing a
programmatic agreement with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
to fully mitigate this potential impact.  CEQA and NEPA only require or
recommend mitigation of a project’s contribution to a cumulative impact.
However, as identified in the Cumulative Report, both lead agencies are
actively involved in local and regional efforts, such as the Water Forum
Agreement, related to improving the condition of sensitive fisheries and
aquatic and terrestrial resources potentially affected by projected future
changes in water project operation. 
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Letter 121 (cont) 
 
Response C 
Reclamation recognizes that the water supplies in the American River Basin are fully committed.  Generally, American River Division CVP water contractors upstream of 
Folsom Dam already take their full water supply entitlements, except when water supply shortages are declared.  As part of the Sacramento Area Water Forum 
Agreement, the American River Division CVP contractors have agreed to reduce water supply diversions during drier years.  The American River Pump Station Project, 
however, involves use of water supplied by PCWA’s Middle Fork Project (subject to water right permit numbers 13586 and 13858, as authorized by the State Water 
Resources Control Board) and does not involve the diversion of CVP water entitlements.  Therefore, although the American River Basin as a whole may be fully 
committed, PCWA’s MFP water supplies are not. 
 
The Draft EIS/EIR describes Reclamation’s CVP water allocation decision-making in Chapter 3.0, Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences, Section 
3.3.2.4, Modeling Assumptions (see page 3-24) and in Appendix E, Technical Modeling Memorandum. 
 
Response D 
PCWA and Reclamation recently completed negotiation of PCWA’s CVP water contract amendment (PCWA/USBR 2002).  One of the provisions of the contract requires 
PCWA and Reclamation to evaluate an alternative point of diversion from the Sacramento River for PCWA’s CVP water entitlements (otherwise to be taken from the 
American River, at Folsom Dam/Reservoir).  Congress recently authorized and directed Reclamation to complete a feasibility study for this project consistent with the 
Sacramento Area Water Forum Agreement.  Study funding has been authorized and it is expected that the feasibility evaluation will be underway this year (2002).  
Development of the Sacramento River Diversion Project would enable PCWA to reduce the total amount of water it diverts from the American River, thereby minimizing 
its contribution to future influences on resources of the upper and lower American River.  Implementation of the Sacramento River Diversion Project would be subject to 
all applicable environmental review and regulatory permitting approval, including public involvement opportunities. 
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L-121, pg. 3

E 

F 

E. Many of the tools and programs suggested by the commenter have been
and continue to be considered, developed, and implemented through
regional and combined state/federal program efforts, such as the
Sacramento Area Water Forum and CALFED.  As participants in these
larger programs, PCWA and Reclamation fully support the development
and implementation of efforts to improve the balance between water
supply and environmental resource water needs. 

F. Additional detailed comments are addressed below, including specific
references to Chapter 3.0 of the Final EIS/EIR, which provide additional
clarification and information.  Please refer to Responses L-121.G through
L-121.P. 
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L-121, pg. 4

G 

H 

I 

G. The Draft EIS/EIR provides a summary of PCWA’s estimated future water
supply needs (pages 1-5 through 1-7) as determined through long-term
planning projections supported by projections in the general and specific
plans of Placer County and the cities or communities within PCWA’s water
service area (see also Draft EIS/EIR pages 3-30 to 3-31).  Draft EIS/EIR
Table 3.4-2 provides a summary of incremental water supply demand
increases projected through 2020. 

 
Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.11, PCWA’s Water Conservation
Program. 

H. The Draft EIS/EIR indicates the requirement to complete future
environmental review and approval prior to expansion of the pump station
(Chapter 2.0, Description of Alternatives, page 2-27).  The lead agencies
would not legally be able to expand the American River Pump Station
without completing all appropriate environmental review and regulatory
permitting processes, including public notification and involvement
opportunities.  Additionally, PCWA would only consider expansion of the
pump station in the event the Sacramento River Diversion Project does not
materialize. 

I. The American River Basin Cumulative Report includes all reasonably
foreseeable projects or actions that would potentially contribute to
cumulative impacts, not just Reclamation’s actions.  Please refer to
Appendix E of the Cumulative Report. 
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L-121, pg. 5

J 

K 

J. Appendix A, Conservation Measures, of the American River Basin
Cumulative Report, provides a list of ongoing or planned environmental
resource protection or enhancement programs of local and regional
agencies within the American River Basin.  Specific on-going and future
programs involving PCWA or Reclamation also are listed in Section 5.0 of
the Mitigation Plan (Appendix D of the Final EIS/EIR).  Conservation
measures being implemented within the study area include many of those
listed by the commenter. 

K. An updated acronym and abbreviations list is provided at the front of the Final
EIS/EIR.  The cumulative impacts are identified in the Summary of Impacts
and Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures, as revised and
presented in Chapter 2.0 of the Final EIS/EIR.  Available information
regarding each of Reclamation's reasonably foreseeable American River
actions is provided in Chapter 2.0 of the American River Basin Cumulative
Report and in the technical modeling memorandum.  These modifications do
not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR, including the
Cumulative Report. 

L. The Draft EIS/EIR, page 2-296, recognizes that the Proposed Project
study area is within a non-attainment area for ozone and particulate matter
(PM10).  However, based on the implementation of recommended air
pollutant control measures identified in the Draft EIS/EIR, it has been
determined through consultation with the local air pollution control districts
that the Proposed Project would be in conformity with the implementation
plan and would not be expected to cause or contribute to any new
violations or increase the frequency or severity of any existing violation of
any standards.  Information regarding the Proposed Project’s conformity
with the implementation plan, according to the General Conformity
Regulations, is provided in Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15, Air Quality of the
Final EIS/EIR.  This change does not alter the conclusions presented in
the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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K (cont)

L 

M 

M. The Draft EIS/EIR evaluates the potential impacts associated with emission of ozone precursors
(ROG and NOx) and of PM10 according to the available emission estimate calculations and
requirements of the local air pollution control districts.  While it is recognized that EPA has
issued standards for small particulate matter (PM2.5), monitoring data for this pollutant was not
available for locations within the study area at the time of Draft EIS/EIR preparation.  It is
expected that PM2.5 will begin to be collected at Placer County air monitoring stations within the
next year (D. Vintze January 2002).  The mitigation measures included for PM10 were developed
in consultation with the local air pollution control districts and are considered appropriate and
adequate to mitigate the potential construction-related fugitive dust emissions of the project.
Information regarding the new ozone and PM2.5 standards, their health effects, and the status of
monitoring and evaluation of these pollutants in the project area is provided in Chapter 3.0,
Section 3.15.12, Regional Setting, Air Pollutants of Concern.  This change does not alter the
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

The Draft EIS/EIR identifies receptors that may be sensitive to air pollutant emissions generated
by the Proposed Project (page 3-296).  These receptors were identified in consultation with the
Placer and El Dorado County air pollution control districts and are the focus of the air quality
impact evaluation. 

Mitigation measures identified to minimize ozone and particulate matter generation have been
identified in consultation with the Placer County Air Pollution Control District (PCAPCD).  The El
Dorado County Air Pollution Control District also was consulted during preparation of the Draft
EIS/EIR evaluation and during completion of the Final EIS/EIR.  However, because no sensitive
receptors were identified within the accepted sensitive receptor distance (1,000 feet in El
Dorado County), the focus of the air quality analysis is on the Placer County side of the project
study area. 

The Draft EIS/EIR provides mitigation for potential air quality impacts to the maximum extent
possible, as determined through consultation with local air pollution control districts.  Mitigation
measures for the construction-related air quality emission impacts are presented in the Draft
EIS/EIR Summary of Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures (Chapter 2.0, Section
2.3, pages 2-39 through 2-41) and in the Air Quality Analysis (Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15.2,
pages 3-298 through 3-307).  These measures include those mitigation approaches
recommended by the commenter.  Additionally, the lead agencies considered purchase of NOx
emission credits, but were advised during discussions with PCAPCD held during preparation of
the Draft EIS/EIR, that the purchase of NOx emission credits was not a feasible or appropriate
mitigation measure for this project.  Instead, PCAPCD recommended the measures included in
the Draft EIS/EIR (page 3-300, 3-301), including an ongoing adaptive approach involving weekly
construction air pollutant emission monitoring and evaluation of conditions throughout the
construction period.  These measures are considered adequate and appropriate for the
mitigation of potential impacts and would be expected to fully mitigate NOx emissions below the
PCAPCD quarterly threshold.  However, because there remains some uncertainty that NOx
emissions would consistently remain below the quarterly threshold, the Draft EIS/EIR indicates a
conservative impact call regarding the potential for a short-term exceedance. 
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M (cont) 

N 

O 

P 

Q 

N. Information regarding climate change is provided in Chapter 3.0,
Section 3.18, Other Impact Considerations, which has been revised to
include Section 3.18.6, Climate Change.  This change does not alter
the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

O. Reclamation presently monitors water deliveries and reports results
annually in the Water Use Report required under Section 3405(B) of the
CVPIA.  PCWA monitors and records water supply diversions and
deliveries associated with operation of the Middle Fork Project.  This
information is utilized by the individual agencies in their long-term water
supply planning efforts. 

P. The commenter requests a figure depicting the major features of the No
Action Alternative.  A figure showing the No Action/No Alternative has
been included in Chapter 2.0, Section 2.2.1, No Action/No Project
Alternative.  This additional information does not alter the conclusions
presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

Q. A description of the costs of major project elements has been developed in
response to this and other comments.  An estimated cost breakdown of
the Proposed Project has been included in Chapter 2.0, Section 2.2.2,
Proposed Project—Mid-Channel Diversion Alternative of the Final EIS/EIR.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the EIS/EIR. 
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L-122 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-123

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access

Features.  CDPR would not issue commercial rafting permits as part
of the Proposed Project. 
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L-124

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access

Features. 
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L-124, pg. 2

B 

C 

D 

E 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
regarding the need for public river access in the project area. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-198 Response to Comments 
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L-125

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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L-126

A A. Project support noted. 
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B 
B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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C 

D 

E 

F 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

F. A reference to the historical name of the Mountain Quarries Bridge is
provided in Chapter 3.0, Section 3.8.1.2, Project Area Setting.  This
change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.
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L-127
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A 

B 

C 

A. These items will be considered in the update to the Auburn SRA
Resources Management Plan, which is a separate project and will
require additional environmental review. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

C. Please refer to Response L-110.I. 
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L-128

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features.  The hours of operation would be limited and the gates at
the entrance road would be locked at night and off-hours. 

C. The Proposed Project Mitigation Plan includes payment of traffic
mitigation fees to the City of Auburn. 
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Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-129

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-130

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access.  Several
houses located along Pacific Avenue face the street, are not
separated by fencing, and have direct driveway access to the road. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features.  Local law enforcement agencies have indicated ability to
continue provision of law enforcement services in the project area;
increased river access would not be anticipated to create an undue
burden upon these agencies. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features.   
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L-131

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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L-132

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 
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L-133

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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L-134

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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L-135

A. Project support noted. 
A 
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L-136

A. Project support noted. A 
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L-137

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 
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L-138

A A. Please refer to Response L-95.A. 
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B 

C 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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C 
(cont) 
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D 

E 

C 
(cont) 

D. Informal consultation between the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) pursuant
to the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) have been ongoing since
1997, as described in the Draft EIS/EIR (Chapter 4, Section 4.1.1).  No
public documentation is produced during the informal consultation.  Formal
consultation between the agencies was requested by Reclamation at the
time the Draft EIS/EIR was published and publicly distributed.  The Draft
EIS/EIR was prepared to satisfy the federal ESA section 7 consultation
requirements and serves as a Biological Assessment.  The Biological
Opinion for the Proposed Project is prepared following NMFS review of the
Draft EIS/EIR.  Reclamation will not issue the Record of Decision for the
Proposed Project until the Biological Opinion is completed.  It is not a
requirement of either the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) or the
federal ESA that the consultation documentation be included in the
environmental documentation.  

 
Section 15089 of CEQA states that, “lead agencies may provide an
opportunity for review of final EIR by the public or by commenting agencies
before approving the project. The review of the final EIR should focus on the
responses to comments on the draft EIR.”  In accordance with NEPA
requirements, federal agencies must allow a 30-day review period on the
contents of the final EIS to receive public comments on how the final EIS
deals with the problems raised with the draft EIS.  The CEQA process
requires public review only at the draft EIR stage. The final EIR can be
submitted directly to the decision-making body of an agency for
consideration. 

E. In response to concern from interested parties, PCWA and Reclamation
have developed operational changes in order to avoid potential impacts to
the Auburn Ravine aquatic resources (see Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn
Ravine).  Therefore, the potential impacts to the riparian, fisheries, and
wildlife resources of the Auburn Ravine drainage would be avoided, and the
Proposed Project would not affect the CRMP plans.  PCWA looks forward to
working with the Watershed Group to protect and enhance the resources
within the Auburn Ravine drainage. 

F 
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L-138, pg. 5

F. The public review period for the American River Pump Station Project
Draft EIS/EIR was extended to December 13, 2001. 

Note:  The references attached to this comment
letter may be viewed at lead agency offices. 
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L-139

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-140

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 
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L-141

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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B (cont) 
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L-142

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction
Bypass Tunnel. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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D 

E 

F 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

E. The Proposed Project public river access facility design includes
handicapped designated parking spaces in compliance with the
American Disabilities Act.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6,
Public River Access Features. 

F. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-229 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-143

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-230 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-144

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Support of Representative John Doolittle’s proposal to build the
pumping station without the closure of the diversion tunnel has been
noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-231 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-145

A A. Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-232 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-146

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.12, Project Area Wildlife. 

C. The Proposed Project area is highly disturbed from past activities
associated with Auburn Dam project construction.  The Proposed
Project would provide restoration of the river channel, thus, eventually
allowing the return of improved natural river functions, relative to the
existing condition.  Additionally, the project access roads and public
river access features involve only minimal "rustic" improvements in
areas already disturbed by past human activity in the canyon. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-233 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-146, pg. 2

D 
D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access

Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-234 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-147

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-235 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-147, pg. 2

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-236 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-148

A A. Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-237 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

L-149

A A. Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-238 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-150

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access 
Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access 
Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-239 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

L-150, pg. 2

E 

D 
(cont) 

E. Please refer to Response L-95.A. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-240 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-151 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-241 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-151, pg. 2

A 

B 

C 

A 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-242 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-151, pg. 3

D 

E 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

E. The Draft EIS/EIR evaluated the potential air quality effects of the Proposed
Project and alternatives in Section 3.15, Air Quality (page 3-304).  The Final
EIS/EIR provides an updated assessment of vehicular emissions using recent
updated information from the Placer and El Dorado County APCDs (Chapter 3.0,
Section 3.15, Air Quality). 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-243 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-152 

A 

B 

C 

D 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. The Draft EIS/EIR addresses potential air quality impacts due to construction of the
Proposed Project.  Please refer to Response L-3.C for an update of air quality 
impacts related to public river access and project operation traffic. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-244 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-153 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management and Master Response
3.1.6, Public River Access features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-245 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-153, pg. 2

C 

D 

D. Please refer to Response L-3.C for a discussion of air quality relative to public river
access and project operations.  The Proposed Project does not involve a change in
use of the Reclamation buildings currently occupied by PCWA. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-246 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-154 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-247 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-155 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and Master
Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-248 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-156 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.7, Tamaroo Bar. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-249 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-157 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station Project
Funding. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-250 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

L-158 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

A 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-251 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-159 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-252 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-159, pg. 2

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-253 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-160 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-254 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-161 

A 

B 

C 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master Response
3.1.2, American River Pump Station Project Funding. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-255 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-162 

A 

B 

C 

D 

 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

D. Reclamation and CDPR will evaluate other recreation needs and facilities in the
update to the Auburn SRA recreation management plan later this year (2002).
Please also refer to Response Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-256 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-163 

A 

B 

C 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-257 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-164 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-258 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-165 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features; Master
Response 3.1.9, Fire Management; and Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

A. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-259 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-166 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and Master
Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-260 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-166, pg. 2

C 

A 

D 

E 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-261 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-167 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-262 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-167, pg. 2

A 

B 

C 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access.  It is noted that Pacific
Avenue, between Auburn-Folsom Road and the project area, is lined with multi-
family and single-family residences and a preschool.  These homes front on Pacific
Avenue, have direct driveway access, and have no fencing separating the front
yards from the street. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-263 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-168 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-264 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-168, pg. 2

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and Master

Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-265 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-169 

A 

B 

A. Project support for permanent pump station access noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-266 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-170 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-267 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-171 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. As stated in Section 1.1 of the Draft EIS/EIR, the project has three objectives: (1)
to provide permanent facilities for PCWA to convey its water entitlement to the
Auburn Ravine Tunnel; (2) to eliminate the safety issue with the Auburn Dam
bypass tunnel; and (3) to restore the river to its pre-construction channel to allow
all of the beneficial uses of the river in what is now a de-watered channel, including
recreation, navigation, fish passage and other beneficial uses.  

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. This project is not affiliated with the National Park System nor is the area under
consideration for any change in federal status to become a National Park since any
new designation of this nature would require Congressional action. As described in
the Draft EIS/EIR, the project study area is located within the Auburn SRA
managed by the CDPR under contractual agreement with Reclamation.   
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American River Pump Station Project C2-268 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-172 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.12, Project Area Wildlife. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-269 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-173 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. The Ford A Speed Technology (FAST) Gold County Hill Climb, is an annual or
semi-annul special event that CDPR permits within Auburn SRA.  The “climb” is an
event to test the performance of Model A Fords (1928-31 models).  The event
utilizes the portion of Maidu Drive within Reclamation property ownership.  The
actual climb runs from the area near the offices housing PCWA up to the building
now used by the City of Auburn Department of Parks and Recreation.  Event
organizers provide traffic control to allow anyone wishing to pass through the area
to do so.  The maximum number of people allowed is 250.  A food vendor does sell
sandwiches and coffee.  The event organizers provide insurance for the event,
provide trash containers and portable toilets, and pay a nominal fee and
percentage of vendor sales to the state.  In the past, the event has run from 7 a.m.
to 3 p.m.  The City of Auburn Police Department is notified about the event.  CDPR
is unaware of any neighborhood complaints about this event.  However, if
members of the community have concerns with this event, CDPR is interested in
hearing these concerns and in working to address them through the permit
process. 

D. Comment noted. 

E. The entrance gate would be closed and locked unless the entrance booth was
staffed to oversee public use of the area. 

F. The lead agencies have no authority regarding neighborhood speed limits. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station Project
Funding.  If there is insufficient funding for full implementation of these features,
CDPR would further reduce the hours of operation. 

A 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-270 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-174 

A 

B 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-271 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-175 

See following page for specific comments and responses. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-272 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-175, pg. 2

A 

B 

C 

D 

C 

E 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-273 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-175, pg. 3

F 

G 

H 

I 

J 

F. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

G. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

H. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel
and Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

I. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

J. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access.  It is noted that
residences along Pacific Avenue have direct driveway access to the street, and
have no fencing separating front yards from the street. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-274 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-176 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-275 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-177 

B 

C 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. The Proposed Project does not involve a change in use at the Reclamation
buildings currently occupied by PCWA.  No evaluation is required at this time. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-276 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-178 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-277 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-178, pg. 2

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. The Draft EIS/EIR evaluates potential air quality impacts due to construction and
operation of the Proposed Project (3.15, Air Quality).  Please also refer to
Response L-3.C for an update to the project operations and public access
evaluation. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-278 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-179 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-279 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-180 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-280 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-181 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.  CDPR has
not received any calls or complaints regarding activities near the Auburn Dam site
entrance along Maidu Drive.  Both the City of Auburn Police Department and
Placer County Sheriff's Department patrol the area regularly and will continue to do
so. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-281 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-182 

A 

B 

A 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. These uses would continue to be permitted in the project area.  The Proposed
Project includes design features to minimize potential trail and roadway user
conflicts.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-282 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-182, pg. 2

C 

D 

E 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-283 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-183 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel
and Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-284 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-184 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-285 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-185 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. PCWA does not own the property, but, has access easements along the raw water
conveyance canals throughout its service area.  Some portions of these canals fall
within the Auburn SRA and Reclamation/CDPR permit public use (hiking) along
these paths.  PCWA reports receiving only about three calls per year from
landowners concerned about public use on private lands.  

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-286 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-185, pg. 2

C 

D 

E 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features for
discussion of project-related noise. Noise issues arising from events held at
Railhead Park and the fairgrounds exceed the boundaries and jurisdiction of this
project and the matter should be referred to city or county officials.  

E. The lead agencies have provided public notice of meetings and environmental
documentation availability as required by CEQA and NEPA.  Please refer to
Response L-95.A. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-287 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-186 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.  CDPR is
not proposing or permitting commercial rafting use in this section of the river, as
part of this project.  It also is noted that CDPR would prohibit alcohol in the area. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-288 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-187 

A 
B 

C 
D 
E 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.  The City of
Auburn will install a traffic signal at the Maidu Drive/Auburn-Folsom Road
intersection later this year (2002). 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.  The lead
agencies, in consultation with CDPR, have reduced the total number of parking
spaces at the project site from 70 to 53.  This change results in an estimated peak
value of 206 river-related trips to the project site.  Specific hours of operation have
not been determined; however, it is anticipated that the area would have limited
and seasonal hours tied to boating uses through the area. 

E. Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS/EIR lists the agencies and companies involved in
preparation of the EIS/EIR and supporting documentation. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-289 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-188 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-290 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-189 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Comment noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and Master
Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-291 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-190 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-292 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-191 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-293 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-192 

A 

B 

A. Project support noted. 

B. The Draft EIS/EIR recognizes the potential for increased fire hazards associated
with the Proposed Project.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire
Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-294 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-192, pg. 2

B 

C 
C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access.   
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American River Pump Station Project C2-295 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-192, pg. 3

C 

D 

E 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-296 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-193 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and Master
Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-297 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-194 

A 

B 

C 

D 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-298 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-194, pg. 2

C 

E E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-299 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-195 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.  CDPR is
not proposing or permitting commercial rafting use in this section of the river, as
part of this project. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-300 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-196 

A 

B 

C 

A. Comment noted. 

B. Comment noted. 

C. The Proposed Project would not include any provisions for overnight parking or
camping.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-301 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-197 

A 

C 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-302 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-198 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-303 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-199 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access and Master Response
3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-304 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-200 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. The City of Auburn has plans to install a traffic signal at the Maidu Drive/Auburn-
Folsom Road intersection later this year (2002).  
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American River Pump Station Project C2-305 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

L-200, pg. 2

C 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-306 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-201 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features 
and Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-307 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-202 

A 

B 

A 

C 

D 

E 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.
The Proposed Project design includes extensive environmental
protection measures to minimize and avoid impacts. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

E. Please refer to Response L-95.A 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-308 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-203 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-309 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-203, pg. 2

Detailed comments labeled on following pages. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-310 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-203, pg. 3

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-311 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-203, pg. 4

C 

E 

C 

F 

C 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

F. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-312 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-203, pg. 5

G 

H 

I 

J 

K 

L 

G. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding.  It is noted that while the Upstream Diversion Alternative
would meet PCWA's primary project objective to obtain reliable, year-
round access to its Middle Fork American River Project water
entitlements, this alternative would not meet Reclamation's project
objectives to respond to the California State Attorney General's request of
the federal government that the Auburn Dam bypass tunnel be closed to
address public health and safety concerns and a return of all pre-Auburn
Dam construction beneficial uses to the North Fork American River.
Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction
Bypass Tunnel and Response L-103.C. 

H. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

I. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
J. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

K. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

L. The American River Pump Station Project Draft EIS/EIR is the first project
document prepared and circulated for public review; however, other
planning studies and materials also are available for viewing at either
PCWA or Reclamation offices. Interested members of the public may
contact the lead agencies at the addresses listed below if they wish to
make general inquiries or requests pertaining to the availability of any
additional project information and planning materials. 

 
Placer County Water Agency U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
144 Ferguson Road 7794 Folsom Dam Road 
Auburn, CA 95604   Folsom, CA 95630 
(530) 823-4882 (916) 988-1707 

 
The Final EIS/EIR was distributed to all responsible and trustee agencies
and a notice of its availability was provided to all agencies, individuals, and
interest groups who commented on the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-313 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-204 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
and Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-314 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-205 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-315 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-206 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.
The roads to the river access and pump station facilities would be
improved as part of the Proposed Project. 

Please see specific comments (D through H on following page). 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-316 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-206, pg. 2

A 

B 

C 

D 

A 

E 

F 

G 

H 

D. CDPR would be responsible for management and maintenance of the
proposed public river access features, including patrol and enforcement
of all applicable rules, regulations, and posted orders.  Parking would be
restricted to designated areas only; tickets would be issued to vehicles in
violation of parking or speeding limits.  Please refer to Master Response
3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

E. The Draft EIS/EIR addresses these issues in Chapter 3, Section 3.7,
Water Quality. 

F. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

G. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features 
and Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

H. The evaluation of potential impacts due to construction and project-
related air pollutant emissions was performed in accordance with
methods recommended by the local air pollution control districts and the
California Air Resources Board.  The results of the air emissions
calculations and further consultation with the APCDs indicate that, with
the exception of construction-related NOx emissions under the
Proposed Project, non-attainment pollutant emissions would be below
the impact significance thresholds, and therefore would be considered
to result in less-than-significant impacts. Additionally, during
construction, Reclamation’s construction contractor would be
responsible for implementation of extensive air pollutant emission
reduction measures.  These measures were developed with assistance
from the APCDs, and would be enforced through periodic inspection by
Reclamation and APCD.  The Draft EIS/EIR recognizes that project-
related NOx emissions would potentially contribute to cumulative
conditions during the construction period.  In consultation with APCDs,
the lead agencies have identified appropriate NOx emission reduction
measures and have incorporated these measures into the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program/Environmental Commitments Plan
for the Proposed Project (Appendix D to the Final EIS/EIR). 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-317 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-207 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. As discussed in Section 1.1 of the Draft EIS/EIR, one intent of the
Proposed Project is to eliminate the hazards associated with the
diversion tunnel and to restore the river to allow all beneficial uses of the
North Fork American River. Doing so would no longer prohibit
recreational use of the river above the project area and the river access
facilities will allow for safe and effective management of anticipated river
recreation uses.  

 
Water releases, particularly with regard to weekday and weekend use,
tend to generally follow prescribed release patterns based upon
previous hydropower generation service area demands. Members of the
public may obtain water release schedules from hydropower operators
to assist them in determining the timing and degree of flow regime
variations on managed rivers in which they have an interest in pursing
recreational activities.   

 
Rivers are dynamic systems regardless of management actions that are
imposed upon them and river users should note that water levels and
river flows may fluctuate suddenly and unexpectedly, potentially posing
a hazard risk. Although one of CDPR’s goals is to provide a safe
recreation experience, there is a certain degree of inherent risk
associated with these activities. Ultimately, members of the public
should check field conditions and verify current regulations prior to
entering the water and should use caution and judgment according to
individual skill levels and abilities.  

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-318 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-207, pg. 2

B 

E 

F 

G 

B 

H 

I 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

F. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

G. Please refer to Response L-3.C. 

H. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

I. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-319 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-208 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-320 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-208, pg. 2

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Reclamation constructed Maidu Drive to serve as a construction access
and haul route for the Auburn Dam project.  The City of Auburn General
Plan identifies Maidu Drive as a collector road.  The public river access
features associated with the Proposed Project do not include use of the
area by commercial rafting companies; CDPR is not proposing or
permitting commercial rafting use in this section of the river, as part of
this project.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River
Access Features. 

B. The Draft EIS/EIR describes the number of parking spaces and
associated vehicle trips.  A trip is defined as traveling one way to or
from the site, with the origination and destination points of each trip
located outside the City of Auburn (page 3-290); therefore, the estimate
of vehicle trips includes the ingress and egress movements.  Please
also refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. The City of Auburn plans to install a traffic signal at the Maidu
Drive/Auburn-Folsom Road intersection later this year (2002).
Additionally, it is noted that project-related traffic generally would not
coincide with peak commute and school-related traffic. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
and Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-321 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-209 

A 

B 

C 

D 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-322 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-209, pg. 2

C (cont) 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-323 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-210 

A 

C 

D 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction
Bypass Tunnel. 

B. PCWA demonstrates their need for increased surface water supplies,
including from their Middle Fork Project water entitlement on the
American River, in the Surface Water Supply Update for Western Placer
County Discussion Paper (March 2001).  Please also refer to Response
L-21.A. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-324 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-211 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-325 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-211, pg. 2

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Response L-185.B. 

B. As noted in the Draft EIS/EIR (Chapter 3, Section 3.16, Noise),
Reclamation's construction contractor would be required to comply with
current City of Auburn, Placer County, and El Dorado County noise
ordinance standards.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.6,
Public River Access Features. 

C. CDPR would be responsible for the management and enforcement of all
rules, regulations, and posted orders related to the public river access
features and public use of the area.  These activities would include
restricting vehicular access according to set hours of operation and
locking the entrance gate when the area is closed.  Please also refer to
Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-326 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-211, pg. 3

D 

E 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-327 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-212 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-328 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-212, pg. 2

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-329 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-212, pg. 3

A 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-330 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-213 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-331 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-214 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. The Proposed Project includes restoration of the river to the dewatered channel.
Design considerations include creation of riffles and pools to provide more natural
habitat conditions than currently exist at the site.  Additionally the project includes
installation of fish screens on the water supply intake structure.  The fish screens
are being designed in consultation with CDFG fish screen experts.  CDFG will
review and approve the final design and have the opportunity to inspect the facility
during and after construction, prior to initiation of project operations.  PCWA would
ensure that the fish screen and pumping plant facilities are operated and
maintained properly for acceptable fish screen performance.  PCWA would submit
quarterly fish screen operation/performance reports to CDFG for the first two years
of operation of the project.  Following the first two years, reports on the operation
and performance of the fish screen would be supplied to CDFG upon request.  This
information is included in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.5 Fish
Resources and Aquatic Habitat and in the Mitigation Plan (Appendix D to the Final
EIS/EIR).  This information does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft
EIS/EIR.  These design and operational considerations would result in an overall
improvement of project area conditions for fish resources.  No further mitigation is
required. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

C. PCWA would reoperate Middle Fork American River Project water releases at
Ralston Afterbay.  Preliminary project design information for the Proposed Project
indicates a minimum flow requirement of 175 cfs to meet both the minimum instream
flow requirement for fish (as required by both SWRCB and FERC) and to ensure
proper functioning of the pump station intake/diversion facility. 

PCWA must operate the MFP and the pumping plant at the Auburn Dam site to
satisfy the terms and conditions of their SWRCB water rights permits and their
FERC license.  Additionally, PCWA operates the MFP in accordance with their
agreements with Reclamation (storage and release of American River water) and
PG&E (operations for hydropower).  Therefore, PCWA must keep records of
reservoir releases and diversion intake amounts.  This information is reported to the
regulatory agencies as required by each permit, license, or agreement. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-332 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-215 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-333 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-216 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-334 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-217 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.2, American River Pump Station
Project Funding. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
and Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-335 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-218 

A 

A. The Proposed Project would not include development of a whitewater
park on the North Fork American River.  Future Auburn SRA planning
activities will be undertaken by Reclamation and CDPR later this year. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-336 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-218, pg. 2

A 

B 
C 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-337 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-219 

A. The Proposed Project would not include development of a whitewater
park on the North Fork American River.  Future Auburn SRA planning
activities will be undertaken by Reclamation and CDPR later this year
(2002). 

A 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-338 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-220 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

B. The Proposed Project would not include development of a whitewater
park on the North Fork American River.  Future Auburn SRA planning
activities will be undertaken by Reclamation and CDPR later this year
(2002). 

A. 

B 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-339 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-221 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-340 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-222 

A,B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
and Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-341 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-223 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-342 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-224 

A,B 

A 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.12, Project Area Wildlife. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-343 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-225 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-344 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-226 

A 

B 

C 

A. The project river restoration design engineers are developing models of
the river system to evaluate safety and operational aspects of the
diversion structure both for navigation and water supply needs. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.12, Project Area Wildlife. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-345 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-227 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-346 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-228 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-347 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-229 

A 

B 

B. As indicated in the Draft EIS/EIR (Chapter 3, Section 3.16, Noise), the
proposed pump station would be insulated to ensure compliance with
City of Auburn, Placer County, and El Dorado County noise ordinance
standards for nearby residential areas. 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-348 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-230 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-349 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-231 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. The California Resources Agency, CDPR, and CDFG have participated
in the development of proposed public river access features, river
channel restoration, and fish screen design considerations and related
impact mitigation measures. 

C 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-350 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-232 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. The City of Auburn plans to install a traffic signal at the intersection of
Maidu Drive/Auburn-Folsom Road later this year (2002). 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-351 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-233 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-352 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-234 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-353 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-235 

A 

A. Comment noted.  Commenter added to report distribution list.  Air
quality issues are evaluated in the Draft EIS/EIR and Final EIS/EIR,
Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-354 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-236 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-355 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-237 

A 

B 

D 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.12, Project Area Wildlife. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-356 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-238 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-357 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-239 

A 

A. Project support noted. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project
Access and Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-358 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-240 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access.  Houses along
Pacific Avenue face the street, have driveway access directly to Pacific
Avenue, and have no fencing separating the front yards from the street.
Houses near Maidu Drive do not face front-ways to the street; there are
no direct driveway access points; and all homes are set back and
behind wooden, brick or stone fencing. 

B. Since the time of the original proposal in 1995, the lead agencies and
responsible state agencies identified additional needs for the project study
area.  The Proposed Project would meet all of the stated objectives of the
lead agencies (See Draft EIS/EIR, Chapter 1, Introduction). 

C. The Proposed Project includes design and installation of fish screens on
the new intake/diversion structure.  CDFG fish screen experts would be
involved in the review and approval of the design and would have the
opportunity to inspect construction and operation of the facility.  The
Proposed Project does not require or involve a fish ladder. 
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L-241 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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L-243 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

A. The design consultant, together with Reclamation’s Folsom Area Office and PCWA,
are consulting with CDPR, CDFG, USFWS and NMFS to address and mitigate any
potential wildlife concerns that are related to or directly impacted by activity within the
construction area. It is intended that the bat habitat survey and any recommendation or
restrictions thereby generated would be concluded prior to issuance of specifications
for bidding so that the recommendations or restrictions can be incorporated into the
construction specifications for contractor bidding purposes.  If the consultation process
is not completed prior to invitation for bids, it will be completed before notice to
proceed is issued by Reclamation and any restrictions would be incorporated into the
construction contract by amendment.   

B. The lead agencies and the design consultant are currently in consultation with state
and federal agencies regarding permitting requirements.  It is intended that all permit
requirements will be known prior to solicitation and bidding, so that the contract
specifications can accurately reflect any necessary mitigation requirements to be
imposed on the construction contractor, and the contractor can likewise integrate any
additional costs associated with said requirements into bid prices.   

A storm water pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) would be a requirement in the
construction specifications.  Turbidity monitoring during storm periods or when in-river
work is taking place will be a requirement of the SWPPP.  If the extent of turbidity
monitoring is not accurately reflected by construction specifications, and only comes to
light after the contract has been awarded, a modification to the contract will be
necessary or the Reclamation construction manager could elect to perform any work
not required of the contractor, but required as a permit condition. 

C. The discussion regarding mitigation for the potentially significant cumulative cultural
resources effects at Shasta Reservoir are correct.  Reclamation is consulting with
SHPO regarding the content of the programmatic agreement. 

D. This information will be provided in the construction specifications. 

E. The construction contractor would be required to include all air pollution control
mitigation measures adopted by the lead agencies in the Mitigation Plan.  Such
measures would be included in the construction specifications. 

F. Reclamation has not performed any on-site asbestos monitoring. The asbestos
language in the Draft EIS/EIR is based upon the fact that some of the rock types at the
project site have the potential to contain asbestos deposits within them. As a
precautionary measure, the construction specifications would require the contractor to
obtain air samples periodically during earth moving and drilling operations to document
that no asbestos hazard exists.  Other control measures, as required by CARB and
APCDS, would be included in the Mitigation Plan.  The Mitigation Plan would be
incorporated into the constructions specifications. 
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F 

G 

H 

I 

J 

K 

L 

G. Construction specification requirements regarding water pollution
control plans and storm water pollution control plans will adequately
satisfy this requirement. 

H. Reclamation will be issuing the solicitation and specifications for bid.
Reclamation intends to make the development of the storm water
pollution prevention plan a requirement of the contractor. 

I. The commenter asks for clarification regarding the role of the contractor
and any associated duties relating to trail improvement including trail-
related construction activities and motorized equipment usage.  
The lead agencies, along with the design consultant and CDPR, have
decided that trail development will not be part of the construction
contract and will be accomplished by others, such as CDPR personnel.  
The Draft EIS/EIR has stated in the Action Alternatives (Table 2-7,
Section 3.9) that no motorized equipment will be introduced into the
area and all trail improvement work will be performed manually.
Therefore, no small motorized equipment such as a Bobcat or Compact
Excavator will be used during trail construction or improvement
activities. All of this work will be done outside of the construction
contract. 

J. Reclamation would be responsible for survey and mapping of
serpentine rock within the areas to be excavated and/or blasted.  

K. The design consultant is obtaining the necessary permits with
assistance from PCWA and Reclamation’s Folsom Area Office.  As
nearly as practicable, all permits will be acquired prior to issuance of
specifications for bidding so that the terms and conditions of the permits
can be reflected in the specifications. 

L. All aspects of the project design and issues raised in this comment letter
have been closely coordinated with Reclamation Willows construction
office. 
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L-244 

See Responses to Recommendations at L-244, page 8. 
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A A. PCWA has agreed to do so. 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.14, Cumulative Impact Analysis. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.14, Cumulative Impact Analysis. 

D. See following page for response. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.14, Cumulative Impact Analysis. 

F. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.14, Cumulative Impact Analysis. 
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Letter 244 Responses (cont.) 
Response D 
The Draft EIS/EIR provides significance criteria to evaluate each potential impact.  For instance, the following excerpt from Table 3.5-4 of the Draft EIS/EIR (page 3-79) 
describes the impact indicators and significance criteria utilized for the evaluation of the Delta resource parameters described in the comment letter. 
 

Impact Indicator Significance Criteria 
Monthly mean Delta outflow (cfs) for all months of the year. Decrease in Delta outflow, relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient magnitude and frequency 

to adversely affect Delta fish resources over the 70-year period of record. 
Monthly mean location of X2 and Delta export/inflow ratios 
for all months of the year, with an emphasis on the February 
through June period. 

Change in position of X2 and Delta export/inflow ratio, relative to the basis of comparison, of sufficient 
magnitude and frequency to adversely affect spawning and rearing habitat and downstream transport 
flows over the 70-year period of record. 

 
In addition to the criteria described in the table, the Draft EIS/EIR Assessment Methodologies section (page 3-70) outlines more specific standards involving the analysis 
of potential impacts to Delta resources.  For example, changes in monthly mean Delta outflow for the 70-year period of record under the Proposed Project and the 
cumulative condition were determined for each month of the year and were compared to monthly mean Delta outflow under the basis of comparison.  The frequency and 
magnitude of differences in Delta outflow were evaluated relative to life history requirements for fish species of priority management concern in the Delta.  Furthermore, 
changes in monthly mean X2 position were determined for all months of each year, with an emphasis on the February through June period, due to the potential effects on 
spawning and rearing habitat and downstream transport flows for delta smelt, longfin smelt, splittail, striped bass, salmonids, and other aquatic species in the Delta. 
Impacts to Delta smelt, splittail, striped bass, and other Delta fish resources were considered adverse if hydrology under the Proposed Project and the cumulative 
condition showed a substantial decrease in monthly mean Delta outflow, relative to hydrology under the basis of comparison, during one or more months of the February 
through June period, if a substantial shift in the long-term monthly mean X2 position occurred, or if Delta export/inflow ratios were increased to where allowable export 
limits would be exceeded.   
Using the indicated significance criteria, the Draft EIS/EIR (page 3-102) and the Final EIS/EIR revisions (Chapter 3.0, Section 3.5.2.4, Impact 3.5-34: Impacts to Delta 
Fish Populations) describe the potential diversion-related impacts of the Proposed Project relative to the existing condition.  The model outputs do not exceed the values 
and qualifications identified by the significance criteria. The model simulations conducted for the Action Alternatives also included conformance with X2 requirements set 
forth in the SWRCB Interim Water Quality Control Plan.  The Delta export-to-inflow ratios under the Action Alternatives would not exceed the maximum export ratio as set 
by the SWRCB Interim Water Quality Control Plan.  The Draft EIS/EIR deemed these impacts less than significant. 
The significance criteria utilized in the American River Pump Station Draft EIS/EIR to determine potentially significant impacts to Delta fish populations is very 
conservative (rigorous) relative to the significance criteria utilized by resource agencies in previous documents.  The USFWS, in their comment D in Letter 244, request 
additional potential impact significance determination substantiation regarding indicators (e.g., X2) that USFWS uses for impact evaluations.  The USFWS has prepared 
three important, relatively recent NEPA compliance documents including the Central Valley Project Improvement Act Draft Programmatic EIS (1997), the CALFED Bay-
Delta Program Programmatic EIS/EIR (1998), and the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Draft EIS/EIR (1999).  For each of these three documents, USFWS has 
utilized various significance criteria, particularly regarding evaluation of potential Delta (e.g., X2) impacts.  The various approaches and significance criteria utilized in 
these three documents are briefly described below, for comparative purposes relative to this EIS/EIR. 
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Letter 244 Responses (cont.) 
Response D (cont.) 
In the Central Valley Project Improvement Act Draft Programmatic EIS (1997), the USFWS does not definitively state significance criteria.  Instead, the evaluation of 
potential impacts relies on qualitative narrative descriptions based on the relationship between potential CVPIA actions and potential changes to environmental 
conditions.  These assessment relationships are used to describe the manner in which environmental conditions lead to responses by representative species (pg. IV-80).  
The impact analysis performed in the CALFED Bay-Delta Program Programmatic EIS/EIR (1998), although apparently somewhat more rigorous than the CVPIA analysis, 
also lacks definitive quantification of impacts to delta water quality parameters (e.g., movement in X2) and relies on qualitative and potentially subjective judgments to 
address potentially adverse impacts.  The CVPIA significance criteria states (pg. 7.1-30) "An effect is found to be significant if it substantially degrades aquatic ecosystem 
processes; substantially reduces structural characteristics of the aquatic ecosystem; substantially degrades conditions affecting or potentially affecting the abundance or 
range of a rare, threatened, and endangered species or a species having economic or social value; or has considerable effects when viewed with past, current, and 
reasonably foreseeable future projects."  Most recently, in the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Draft EIS/EIR (1999), the USFWS defined quantitative 
significance criteria to be used in the fisheries impact analysis.  The Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Draft EIS/EIR utilized criteria which considered impacts to 
Delta fisheries resources significant if the project created a “…10 percent modeled exceedance in the ratio of Delta inflows to exports, Delta outflows, and changes in X2 
position during the February through June period…over the 69-year simulation period….” The USFWS “judged [the 10 percent exceedance criteria] to be conservative 
given it would be applied over the entire analysis period” (pg. 3-182).  The USFWS Trinity River BO (pg. 30) states that the error of the model used in their analysis is +/- 
3%. 
 
The Proposed Project caused none of the 70 modeled years to result in a greater than 10% change (relative to the existing condition) in Delta outflow during the months 
of February through June (see table, below).  In fact, the 10% threshold utilized by USFWS was never exceeded during any month for the 70 modeled years.  In addition, 
the maximum upstream movement of X2 during the February through June period for any individual month was 0.2 km, representing a maximum change of 0.3%, far 
below the 10% threshold.  Finally, the Proposed Project did not result in a difference in the export/import (E/I) ratio of 10% relative to the existing condition in any year for 
the February through June period.   
 

Comparison of Proposed Project to Existing Condition (Baseline) 
 
 
 

Number of Years with a 
Difference in Delta Outflow of 

10% or more 

Number of Years with a 
Difference in Delta Outflow 

of 3% or more 

Maximum Upstream Movement 
for any Individual Month (out of 

70 years) of X2 (km) 

Maximum Percent 
Change in Upstream 

Movement of X2 

Number of Years with a 
Difference in E/I Ratio of 

10% or more 

February 0 0 0.1 0.2% 0 
March 0 0 0.2 0.3% 0 
April 0 0 0.1 0.2% 0 
May 0 0 0.1 0.2% 0 
June 0 0 0.2 0.3% 0 

 
The impacts on Delta resources were deemed less than significant in the American River Pump Station Project DEIS/EIR data analysis.  The USFWS criteria utilized in 
the Central Valley Project Improvement Act Draft Programmatic EIS (1997), the CALFED Bay-Delta Program Programmatic EIS/EIR (1998), and the Trinity River 
Mainstem Fishery Restoration Draft EIS/EIR (1999) further substantiates the significance criteria outlined in the American River Pump Station Project Draft EIS/EIR and 
the conclusion of less-than-significant impact.  Therefore, overall impacts to Delta fish populations would be less than significant.  

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-376 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-244, pg. 9

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-377 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 
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See Responses to Recommendations at L-244, page 29. 
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J 
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M 

G. This will be accomplished through the Mitigation Plan (Appendix D to the
Final EIS/EIR). 

H. The Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.6, Terrestrial Resources, provides
acres of wildlife habitat that would potentially be directly affected by the
Proposed Project, either temporarily due to construction or permanently due to
placement of project facilities.  Indirect habitat impacts due to land use
changes in the water service area are discussed in the Cumulative Report
(Appendix D to the Draft EIS/EIR).  This information does not alter the
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

I. The Mitigation Plan (Appendix D to the Final EIS/EIR) has measures to
minimize and avoid impacts upon wildlife and their habitat due to the direct
habitat impacts at the project site.  PCWA does not have land use authority
within its water service area.  However, PCWA has agreed to not supply retail
treated water service to new development with environmentally sensitive areas
of Western Placer County until USFWS has certified that the new development
is consistent with the interim conservation strategies of the Placer County
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).  The Placer County HCP is currently under
preparation.  The area preliminarily defined as environmentally sensitive refers
to the area within Placer County, west of Highway 65, south of the proposed
Highway 65 Lincoln Bypass, and north of Pleasant Grove Creek. 

J. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

K. The Mitigation Plan (Appendix D to the Final EIS/EIR) addresses wetland
impacts. 

L. The Mitigation Plan (Appendix D to the Final EIS/EIR) includes coordination
with resources agencies, as appropriate. 

M. Reclamation will retain a qualified biologist to monitor construction activity to
protect designated areas within the project area.  Such measures are
included in the Mitigation Plan (Appendix D to the Final EIS/EIR). 
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N 

O 

P 

N. The recent Judge Wanger decision requires that baseline Reclamation
operations of the Central Valley Project be consistent with D-893.  This
decision supercedes USFWS' previously assumed, and Reclamation's
voluntary operational goal of striving to implement the November 20,
1997 AFRP target flow objectives for various water year types.  In fact,
USFWS no longer recognizes AFRP flow objectives as appropriate
considerations, particularly regarding 3406(b)2 allocation. 

O. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.14, Cumulative Impact Analysis. 

P. PCWA does support and is participating in the regional development of
the Habitat Conservation Plan.  Please also refer to Response L-244.I. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-398 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-245 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. A. 
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L-246 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

A. The Draft EIS/EIR evaluated the construction and project-related air
emissions in Chapter 3, Section 3.15, Air Quality.  With the exception of
NOx emissions during construction, air pollutant emissions would be
below the local APCD significance thresholds. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

D. The Draft EIS/EIR describes the proposed public river access features,
including restroom and trash container placement and maintenance by
CDPR.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River
Access Features. 

E. All those commenting on the American River Pump Station Project Draft
EIS/EIR were notified of the availability of the Final EIS/EIR.  Those
interested in receiving information or notification regarding other
projects in Auburn need to contact the appropriate lead agencies, such
as the City of Auburn or Placer County. 
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A. Project support noted. A. 
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L-248 

A 

B 

C 

A. Restroom facilities would be provided and maintained by CDPR.
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
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A 

B 

A. Pump station plant construction, which would occur under either alternative,
would require the greatest amount of time to complete of any project
component.  Pump station construction would involve several steps, including
concrete form work and placement, completion of the pump station building,
and installation of pumps, other hardware, and electrical work.  Therefore, the
two alternatives would require a similar length of time to complete.  Additional
activities under the Mid-Channel Diversion Alternative include modification
and restoration of approximately 4,000 feet of the river channel.  Channel
excavation would be done concurrently with other pump station construction.
The Mid-Channel Diversion Alternative includes the creation of public river
access improvements, including access roads, trails, and parking areas.  The
Upstream Diversion Alternative would not require the extensive river channel
excavation work and would not provide public river access features.
Therefore, due to the increased amount of earth moving and public access-
related construction, the Mid-Channel Diversion Alternative would cost
substantially more than the Upstream Diversion Alternative.  

B. The Proposed Project would include post-construction erosion/sediment
control measures as required by the NPDES SWPPP (Draft EIS/EIR, Section
3.7, Water Quality, page 3-193).  As noted by the commenter, the NPDES
SWPPP shall include a description of the BMPs and control practices to be
used for both temporary and permanent erosion control measures.  The
SWPPP will describe all post-construction BMPs for the project, and show
the location of each BMP on a map.  Also, the SWPPP shall describe the
agency or parties responsible for the long-term maintenance of these BMPs.
Under the Proposed Project, the SWPPP would apply only to Proposed
Project construction area and not the initial Auburn Dam project construction
area.  Regarding vegetation at the project site, please refer to Master
Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
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D 

C. These measures are part of the Mitigation Plan. 

D. As described in the Draft EIS/EIR, page 2-21, the bypass tunnel closure
design will allow for reopening the tunnel in the event that Auburn Dam is
reauthorized.  As part of the 1997 Value Planning Study, alternative ways for
preventing boaters and swimmers from entering the tunnel, or being impinged
on screens, were evaluated with and without restoring the river channel.  It
was concluded that there is no safe way of accomplishing this without
directing the water around the tunnel.  The Proposed Project represents a
design that protects boaters and swimmers while providing a “temporary”
closure of the tunnel.  Filling the tunnel, or installing a concrete plug would
accomplish the safety objectives, but would make it more difficult to reopen
the tunnel at a later date, if needed. 

 
The lead agencies recognize concerns regarding the permanency and
specifications of the tunnel closure.  The tunnel closure, as designed, entails
placing sheet piles at the tunnel inlet and outlet.  The sheet piles would be
covered with shotcrete (Gunite) and covered with a stable engineered fill.
This method of closing the existing tunnel will be permanent (i.e., will not
require replacement) but would allow re-opening of the tunnel in the event
that a diversion tunnel is needed in the future.  Completely filling the existing
tunnel with grout or earth would preclude future access (except via
excavation), and would require approximately 84,000 cubic yards of material.
Although the tunnel will not be filled in completely as designed, there would
be no danger of caving in because the tunnel passes through rock and is
lined with structural grade concrete. 

 
Concerns over water permeating the engineered fill and sheet piles at the
tunnel inlet or outlet have been noted.  While water entering the tunnel is not
likely to occur under current design specifications, the design could be
augmented by using an impermeable membrane incorporated between two
layers of Gunite, in place of the single layer of Gunite.  A reinforced concrete
wall could also be constructed against the sheet piles.   
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E 

E. Overall, the Proposed Project, through restoration of the North Fork
American River to the dewatered channel and creation of a naturally
functioning river system would improve the existing visual resource
conditions at the project site. 
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E 

F F. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
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A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 
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A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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L-255 

A. Project support noted. 

A. 
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A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail.
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A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-419 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-260 

A 

B 

D 

B 

C 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-420 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-260, pg. 2 

E E. All comment letter authors were added to the project mailing list and
received notification of the availability of the Final EIS/EIR. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-421 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-261 

A 

B 

A. The Draft EIS/EIR presents an evaluation of lower American River
recreation (Chapter 3, Section 3.8). 

B. The Proposed Project would not include development of a whitewater 
park on the North Fork American River.  Future Auburn SRA planning 
activities will be undertaken by Reclamation and CDPR later this year 
(2002). 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-422 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-262 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River
Restoration. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-423 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-263 

A 
A. Project support for tunnel closure and river restoration noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-424 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-264 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-425 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-264, pg. 2 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-426 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-264, pg. 3 

B 

C 

A 

B. No additional diversions from Auburn Ravine would occur as a result
of the Proposed Project.  Please also refer to Master Response
3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 

C. There are currently no legally mandated minimum streamflow
requirements in Auburn Ravine.  Because the project, as modified, will
not adversely affect Auburn Ravine, will not alter existing diversions
from Auburn Ravine, and will not increase the number of existing
diversions from Auburn Ravine, the EIS/EIR need not provide the
requested information in order to fully account for the impacts of the
proposed action.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.13,
Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-427 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-264, pg. 4 

C 

B 

D 
D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-428 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-264, pg. 5 

D 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-429 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

E 

F 

L-264, pg. 6 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.8, Ralston Afterbay. 

F. All comment letter authors were added to the project mailing list and
received notification of the availability of the Final EIS/EIR. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-430 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-264, pg. 7 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-431 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-265 

Specific comments addressed on following pages. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-432 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-265, pg. 2 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.

B. Please refer to Response L-95.I. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-433 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-265, pg. 3 

C 

D 

E 

F 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.

F. Public stakeholder meetings held since release of the Draft EIS/EIR have
intentionally focused on the Proposed Project.  The alternatives are fully
evaluated in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

G. The lead agencies and CDPR representatives have held several additional
meetings and further consultations with local agencies, stakeholders and
residents to further define project-related issues and clarify operational
impacts and mitigation measures.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6,
Public River Access Features. 

G 

D. The air quality evaluation was prepared following Placer County and
El Dorado County air pollution control district guidelines and
requirements.  Please also refer to Response L-3.C. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-434 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-266 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Response L-95.A. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine.  Additionally,
it is noted that NEPA and CEQA procedures do not require the lead
agencies to conduct field investigations for the evaluation of
environmental impacts of a proposed project or action.  However,
PCWA voluntarily opted to develop a flow and water temperature
monitoring program for Auburn Ravine.  The details of these
monitoring programs can be found in the Mitigation Plan (Appendix D
of the Final EIS/EIR). 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-435 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-266, pg. 2 

B 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-436 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-266, pg. 3 

B 
(cont) 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-437 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-266, pg. 4 

Note:  The references attached to this comment 
letter may be viewed at lead agency offices. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-438 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-267 

A 

B 
C 

D 

E 

A. Project support for tunnel closure and pump station noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management.  CDPR
would not permit open fires at the public river access sites in the
project area.  Additionally, camping and after hours access will not be
permitted within the project area. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access and Master 
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-439 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-267, pg. 2 

E 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-440 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

A 

L-268 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine.  Please also
refer to individual responses to the following comment letters:  112,
138, 212, 266, and 281. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-441 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

A 

B 
C 

D 

E 
F 
G 
H 

L-269 A. Please refer to Response L-5.X. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. The Auburn Recreation District (ARD) Dam Overlook Campground is
referred to in several sections of the Draft EIS/EIR. In Section 2.3 it is
identified with regard to noise associated with the location of stationary
construction equipment. Section 3.3.1.2 provides a brief description of the
facility design, designated uses and management. As mentioned in Section
3.16.1.1 of the Draft EIS/EIR, recreationists at the ARD Auburn Dam
Overlook Campground have been identified as sensitive receptors to noise
within the study area.  

D. The lead agencies, in response to public comments on the Draft EIS/EIR
project design, have reduced the total number of parking spaces
associated with the public river access features.  The riverside parking lot
would have only 3 handicap-designated spaces and a turnaround area for
loading/unloading only.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public
River Access Features. 

E. The Draft EIS/EIR indicates that the Proposed Project facilities would be
designed according to current building code requirements, including
seismic specifications (Table 2-7, Section 3.13, page 2-113 and Section
3.13.2.3, page 3-385).  No additional assessments are required.   

F. Power supply is discussed in Section 2.2.2.1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Figure
2-5 illustrates both the existing and proposed power line placement for the
Proposed Project.  The power lines would be placed above ground to utilize
existing facilities. 

G. One motion sensor light would be placed on the west side door entrance of
the pump station.  The main lighting for the pump station pad (north side)
would be turned on/off via a manual switch.  Normal operations would not
require any night-time lighting; however, as needed, there may be occasions
where PCWA personnel perform night-time maintenance or repair. 

H. The Proposed Project includes revegetation of vegetated areas disturbed
by construction.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area
River Restoration. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-442 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

A 
B 
A 

C 

L-270 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.12, Project Area Wildlife 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-443 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-271 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.
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American River Pump Station Project C2-444 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-272 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-445 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-273 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.
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American River Pump Station Project C2-446 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-274 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.
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American River Pump Station Project C2-447 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-274, pg. 2 

A 

B 
B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-448 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-275 

A 

B 

C 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration
and Response L-5.X. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River
Restoration. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-449 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-275, pg. 2 

D 

E 

D. The American River Pump Station Project does not include restoration
of the Robie Beach area.  Development of such plans would be the
responsibility of CDPR as part of their future long-term planning efforts
for the Auburn SRA, not part of PCWA's water supply project planning.

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-450 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-276 

A 

B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-451 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-277 

A 

B 

C 

D 

A. The Proposed Project would provide water supply for both agriculture (raw
water) and municipal and industrial (treated water) uses. 

B. The North Fork American River Canyon in the project study area was
extensively modified from its natural state by human activities, including
construction activities associated with the Auburn Dam facilities. These past
actions were highly disruptive to the natural characteristics of the canyon and
as a result, the project area exhibits a high level of disturbance. From the
river, the canyon viewshed is further disturbed by roads, lights, power lines
and ridge top homes. The lands surrounding the canyon would not be
considered to fall under a wilderness designation due to these highly
disturbed characteristics and the proximity to surrounding communities. 

 
The project area’s designation within the Auburn SRA already provides for
and allows public access into the canyon via hiking, mountain biking, and
horseback riding. Proposed Project modifications regarding parking,
vehicular access restrictions and the fact that there is no proposed or
permitted commercial boating will help to ensure that the area remains, at a
minimum, in a condition representative of what it is at present.  However,
restoration of the river to its historical channel most likely would be
considered to be an improvement over existing conditions. Please also refer
to Master Response 3.1.12, Project Area Wildlife and Master Response
3.1.6, Public River Access Features.  

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.

E. All individuals commenting on the Draft EIS/EIR were added to the project
mailing list and received notification of the availability of the Final EIS/EIR. 

E 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-452 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-278 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-453 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-278, pg. 2 

A 

B B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-454 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-279 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-455 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-279, pg. 2 

A 

B B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features
and Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

A. Project support for the pump station and tunnel closure noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-456 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-280 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-457 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-280, pg. 2 

A 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-458 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-280, pg. 3 

B 
B. Please refer to Response L-95.A. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-459 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-280, pg. 4 

Repeat letter sent via email. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-460 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-280, pg. 5 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-461 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-280, pg. 6 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-462 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281 

A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-463 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 2 

B 

B. Please refer to Response L-95.A. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-464 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 3 

C 

D 

C. Please refer to Response L-112.B. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-465 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 4 

E 

F 

G 

D 

E. Please refer to Response L-112.B. 

F. Please refer to Response L-112.G. 

G. Please refer to Response L-112.H. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-466 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 5 

D 
D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-467 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 6 

D D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-468 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 7 

D 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-469 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 8 

D 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-470 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 9 

D 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-471 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 10

D 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-472 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 11

D 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-473 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 12

D 
D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-474 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 13

D 
D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-475 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 14

D 
D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-476 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 15

H 

I 

I. Please refer to above responses and references.  It is noted that the lead
agencies held three public stakeholder sessions with interested parties.
Additionally, PCWA modified its project operation plan to avoid potential
impacts related to release of raw American River water into Auburn Ravine
through a costly double-pumping procedure.  The lead agencies believe
that they have fully complied with all requirements of NEPA and CEQA,
and that the conclusions in the EIS/EIR reflect the best scientific judgment
of professional scientists with expertise in the areas addressed by the
document.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.13, Auburn Ravine. 

H. Please refer to Response L-112.O.  
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American River Pump Station Project C2-477 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-281, pg. 16
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American River Pump Station Project C2-478 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-282 

A

B

C

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-479 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-282, pg. 2 

D

E 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features.
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American River Pump Station Project C2-480 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-282, pg. 3 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-481 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-282, pg. 4 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-482 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-283 

A
B
C
D

E 

F 

G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 

D

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access During
Construction.  As noted in the Draft EIS/EIR, the project area from ½ mile upstream
of the bypass tunnel inlet to ½ mile downstream of the bypass tunnel outlet is
officially closed to water contact recreation. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

D. In an effort to protect public health and safety as described in Order #318-02-91,
CDPR limits recreation use in the Auburn Dam construction area, including one-half
mile upstream and one-half mile downstream from the Auburn Dam foundation. While
the order does have provisions that exempt specific trail routes from closure, all other
public uses are prohibited. While the present status of the sign on the Highway 49
bridge is unknown, all of the Auburn SRA posted orders are publicly displayed on a
signboard outside of the Auburn Sector office on Highway 49.  

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel. 

F. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.7, Tamaroo Bar.  The public river access
features are specifically designed for the purpose of providing safe boating
access at the project site. 

G. Please refer to Response L-5.X. 

H. Certain project-related documentation is available for public review at the
lead agency offices. 

I. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master
Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

J. CDPR anticipates that staff would patrol the vehicle access road, parking areas and
turn around twice per day during the season of use. To the extent possible CDPR
also would  utilize volunteer staff, such as the Canyon Keepers, to help patrol and
monitor the areas of vehicle access proposed as part of this project.  The public
access facilities would be closed at times when flooding was of concern for public
safety.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

K. The California State Lands Commission has not determined their limit of jurisdiction
in this section of the American River and does not require a lease at this time.  There
are no plans to determine this limit without a specific legislative request. In the event
that jurisdiction would be determined in the future, the lead agencies would be
required to obtain a navigational trust easement. 

L. Please refer to Response L-5.X. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-483 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-284 

No comment was stated. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-484 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-285 Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-485 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-286 

L-287 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-486 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-288 

L-289 

L-290 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-487 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-291 

L-292 

L-296 

L-293 

L-294 

L-295 

L-297 

L-298 

L-299 

L-300 Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Project support noted. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Project support noted. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-488 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-301 

L-302 

L-303 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-489 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-304 

L-305 

L-307 

L-306 

L-308 

L-309 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-490 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-310 

L-311 

L-312 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-491 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-313 Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-492 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-314 Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-493 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-315 

L-316 

L-317 

L-318 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-494 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-319 

L-323 

L-320 

L-321 

L-322 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-495 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-324 

L-325 

L-326 

L-327 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-496 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-328 

L-329 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-497 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-330 The Draft EIS/EIR includes an evaluation of potential recreation-related
impacts at Folsom Reservoir according to widely-used significance
criteria (Chapter 3.0, Section 3.8, Recreation). 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-498 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-331 Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-499 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-332 

L-333 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-500 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-334 

L-335 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-501 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-336 Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-502 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-337 

L-338 Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail.  

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-503 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-339 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-504 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-339, pg. 2 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-505 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-340 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 
A 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-506 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

L-341 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

A 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-507 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-508 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-509 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-510 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-511 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-512 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-513 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-514 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-515 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-516 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-517 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-518 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-519 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-520 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-521 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-1 Beginning of formal hearing and speaker comment session. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-522 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-1.A A. Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-523 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-524 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-525 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-2 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-526 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-2.A 

T-2.B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass
Tunnel. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-527 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-528 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-3 

T-3.B 

A. Reclamation and CDPR through the Auburn State Recreation Area Interim
Resource Management Plan (ASRA IRMP 1992) considered future
development of a bridge near the ruins of the Greenwood Bridge, which
was washed out in 1964 when the uncompleted Hell Hole Dam failed and
caused a wall of water to surge through the canyon. Today, the Ruck-a-
Chucky Campground borders the river where the bridge used to stand
(ASRA IRMP 1992) and the intent of the proposed bridge reconstruction
project was to provide hikers, bikers and equestrians access at the
Greenwood crossing. Construction of a bridge across the North Fork
American River near Auburn has not been part of the planning for the
American River Pump Station Project.  Please see Master Response
3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

T-3.A 

B. Please refer to Response L-28.J. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-529 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-3.C C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and
Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

T-4 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-530 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-4.A 
A. Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-531 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-4.B B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.11, Placer County Water Agency's
Water Conservation Program. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-532 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-5 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-533 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-5.A A. Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-534 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-6 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-535 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-6.A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-536 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-7.A 

T-7.B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access During
Construction. 

T-7 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-537 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-8.A A. Project support noted. 

T-8 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-538 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-539 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-540 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-8.B B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-541 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-9 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-542 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-9.A 

T-9.B 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

T-10 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-543 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-10.A A. Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-544 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-11.A 

T-12.A 

T-12.B 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

A. Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-545 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-13.A A. Project support noted. 

T-14 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-546 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-14.A A. Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-547 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-548 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-15 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-549 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-15.A 

T-15.B 

T-15.C 

T-15.D 

T-15.E 

A. Please refer to Response L-9.B. 

B. Comment noted. 

C. Please refer to Response L-110.I. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-550 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-16.A A. Project support noted. 

T-16 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-551 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-16.B 

T-17 

T-17.A 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-552 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-18 

T-18.A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

T-17.B 
B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access

During Construction. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-553 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-19 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-554 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-19.A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access During
Construction and Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
Project area trail use for the American River 50 running and equestrian
events will be coordinated with the CDPR event coordination and
Reclamation's construction contractor such that both events may occur,
without interruption, even during project construction phases.  Use of the
trails in the project area, once construction is completed, would be
coordinated with the CDPR event coordinator, as under current practices. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-555 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-20 

T-20.A 

A. Typically, restoration or creation of a waterway that provides resources
and habitat enhancement of fish and wildlife would be considered
beneficial. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-556 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-20.B 

T-20.C 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access During
Construction. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.7, Tamaroo Bar. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-557 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-20.D 
D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-558 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-20.E 

T-21 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

T-21.A A. Project support noted. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-559 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-21.B B. One of the goals of river channel restoration is to provide improved
fish resource and aquatic habitat conditions, relative to existing
conditions. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-560 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-22.A 

T-22 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-561 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-23.B 

A. Project support noted. 

T-23 

T-23.A 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-562 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-23.C 

T-23.D 

T-23.E 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-563 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-24 

T-24.A 

T-24.B 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-564 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-25 
T-25.A 

T-26 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-565 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-566 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-27 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-567 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-27.A 

T-28 

T-28.A 

A. Comment noted. 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-568 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-569 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

T-29 

A. Construction and operation of the Proposed Project would not include the
Old Cool Quarry or the mid-slope Old Railroad Grade that follows the river
from the Auburn Dam site to the Middle Fork/North Fork confluence.
Within the project area, the Old Railroad Grade lies between 300 and 500
feet above the canyon floor and is outside of the area that would be
disturbed by construction activities associated with the Proposed Project.  

T-29.A 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-570 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002  

PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-571 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

 
PCWA-045



American River Pump Station Project C2-572 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

F-1 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and
Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B 

C 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access
Features. 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.3, Recreation Trail Access
During Construction. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-573 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

F-1, pg. 2 

A 

B 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-574 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

F-2 

A 
B 

C 
D 
E 
F 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. CDPR would not issue commercial rafting permits for the project area
as part of the Proposed Project.   

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access.   

D. The water obtained from the Proposed Project would be used to serve
municipal, industrial, and commercial treated water customers within
PCWA's retail service Zone 1 and agricultural water customers within
PCWA service Zone 5.  The Draft EIS/EIR describes the service area
(Chapter 3, Section 3.2.3, page 3-6) and provides a map (Figure 3.2-1,
PCWA's Water Service Area to be served by the American River Pump
Station Project, page 3-7). 

E. The Draft EIS/EIR evaluates neighborhoods affected by the proposed
project and includes environmental protection measures to minimize
environmental impacts.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.6,
Public River Access Features. 

F. Please refer to Response L-95.A. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-575 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

F-2, pg. 2 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-576 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

F-3 

A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-577 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

F-4 

A 
A. Project support noted. 
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American River Pump Station Project C2-578 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

 

F-5 

A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public
River Access Features and Master Response
3.1.10, Project Access. 

 
PCWA-045




