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Postcards from Roland Mata, Alicia Mata, and Matthew Mata

4032-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4033-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4034-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcards from Clarissa Mata and Adel Vita

4035-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4036-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Letter from Thomas H. and Barbara S. Peters Dated January 4, 2000
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Letter from Thomas H. and Barbara S. Peters continued

4037-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Letter from Thomas H. and Barbara S. Peters continued
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Letter from Rick Dimick Dated January 7, 2000

4038-1 Regarding the preferred threshold flows for white-water activities,
please see Response 410-3, as well as Chapter 2 of the FEIS/ EIR,
Changes to the DEIS/EIR.

4038-2 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4038-3 The DEIS/EIR discloses potential impacts within a number of
dissimilar issue and resource areas. As the commentor points out, a
direct comparison across each of these issue areas is not feasible,
given the difference in the analysis approach used for each issue
area, as well as the units of comparison. Accordingly, potential
beneficial and adverse impacts are summarized in the context of
each issue area; no direct comparison is made. However, some
readers may choose to interpret the results on a dollar-for-dollar
basis. The “spiritual” value of the fishery is discussed extensively in
Section 3.6 Tribal Trust, and the commercial value, as well as
recreational economic values associated with the fishery, are
addressed in Sections 3.5 Fishery Resources, 3.8 Recreation, and 3.11
Socioeconomics.
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Letter from Rick Dimick continued

4038-4 The DEIS/EIR provides an objective disclosure of the anticipated
beneficial and adverse impacts of each alternative. Just as the
beneficial and adverse impacts of increased flows were projected
with regard to fish production, recreation, tribal trust, and other
issue areas within the Trinity River Basin, the potential effect on
Central Valley resources were also assessed as required by NEPA
and CEQA. With regard to federally and state-listed winter salmon,
the CVP is currently operated in accordance with the CVP OCAP to
meet the provisions of the Biological Opinion (BO) addressing
winter salmon. CEQA, in particular, requires that impacts to listed
species be analyzed; impacts to listed species are considered signi-
ficant and accordingly identified as such on page 3-173 of the
DEIS/EIR. Given the winter-run BO specifies a temperature com-
pliance requirement as well as Shasta carryover storage requirement,
each alternative that would result in decreased exports was analyzed
using Reclamation’s Sacramento River Water Temperature Model, as
described on page 3-172 of the DEIS/EIR. Differences in estimated
modeled mortalities of greater than 2 percent compared to the No
Action Alternative were identified as significant.

4038-5 Please see Responses 4038-3 and 4038-4. Potential impacts to
groundwater resources are based on models and assumptions
identified in Section 3.3.2 Groundwater and are primarily a result of
an assumed increase in groundwater use associated with the
decreased availability of CVP surface-water supplies. Again, no
comparison across issue areas is made given the inherent differences
between each of the issue areas, resources, and communities.

4038-6 Thank you for your comment. Comment noted.

4038-7 Regarding fisheries restoration, please see thematic responses titled
“Fisheries.” Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response
titled “Tribal Trust.”

4038-3
cont’d
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Letter from Rick Dimick continued

4038-8 Comment noted. Please see related responses above.

4038-7
cont’d
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Letter from George Strauss Dated January 3, 2000

4039-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4039-1

4039-1
cont’d
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Letter from Aida Parkinson Dated January 7, 2000

4040-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4040-2 Please see thematic response titled “No Action Alternative/Existing
Conditions Scenario and Range of Alternatives.”

4040-3 Regarding dam removal, please see Response 1389-4. Please also see
thematic responses titled “No Action Alternative/Existing Condi-
tions Scenario and Range of Alternatives” and “Purpose and Need
for Action.”
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Letter from Aida Parkinson continued

4040-4 Regarding the preferred threshold flows for white-water activities,
please see Response 410-3, as well as Chapter 2 of the FEIS/EIR,
Changes to the DEIS/EIR.

4040-3
cont’d
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Letter from Joseph M. Thornhill, Attorney at Law, Dated January 3, 2000

4041-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4041

4041
cont’d
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Letter from Robert S. Nicksin, Esq. Dated January 4, 2000

4042-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.
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Letter from Salmon and Steelhead Recovery Coalition
Dated January 4, 2000

Duplicate of Letter 3875. Please see Letter 3875 and associated
responses.
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Letter from Salmon and Steelhead Recovery Coalition continued
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Letter from Salmon and Steelhead Recovery Coalition continued
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Letter from William C. Landreth Dated January 3, 2000

4044-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4044-1
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