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Attn; Sharon Stohrer
Subj:  Scoping Gomments - EIR for FERC Project 2105 Water Quality Centification

Ref  (a) SWRCB letter of 14 September 2005, Invitation to Parlicipate
(0) Handouts from the 27 September 2005 CEQA EIR Scoping Mesting in Chasler, CA

Greefings:

Thank you for the rf (3} invitslion fo parficipate in the public scoping process for the
California Environmental Quadity Act (CEQA) environmental impact review (EIR) of the relicansing
of Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG8E) faciliies on the North Fork of the Feather River,
otharwise known as Federal Energy Regufatory Commission (FERGC) Project 2105, After
aitending the 27 Saptember maating and reflacting on the ref {(b) handouts provided there by the
EIR analysis contracior, | would Ike to take this opportunity to comment on what | believe lobe a
fundamental issue in this matter,

As a former analysis team leader for the Department of the Navy, | appreciate the
challenge facing the analysts involved in this important efforl. . The complexity of the problem and
the diverse nature of the postulated alternative solutions create a formidable matrix of issues to
be resolved. Fortunately, a great deal of relevant infwmation has already been acquited or
generated over the past months, which should assist the analyata in the initial screening process
and hopefully In the subssquent detalled assessments a6 well  But before the detailed
assessment stage is bagun, and indeed evan before the Inltial screening gets underway, there is
an important first step in any cradible sclentific analysis: examination of the basic question,
assumptions and conditions. It does little good to chase answers to the wrong question or o

apply inappropriate assumptions.

With that in mind, 1 noted some puzzling elements in the ref {b) handouls. First, on the
chart entitled "Basin Plan™ it was indicated that Lake Almancr is both a “warm freshwaler habitat”
ard a "cold freshwater habitat* I'm not quite sure how both temparature classiications can apply
simullanecusly 10 the same body of weter, but apparently this strange dual designation exists by
decraa If not by scientific reasoning. Even mere puzziing 1s tha designation of the North Fork of
the Feather River (NFFR), downstream of Lake Almanor, as only a “cold freshwater habilat™ |
am not aware of any natural processes that can take warm water fiowing out of a lake, chill it, and
send it on its way as s cold water stream. If the NFFR downstream of Lake Almanor Is indeed a
cold water habltat, wouldn't lts primary source {the lake) alsa ey stncﬂ'y & cold water habitat?

A bit later in the handout packags, wﬂwdﬁmﬂﬂed'lmpommwmﬂuﬁity
Objectives for Fishery ReSources.” thare are & series of water -temperature measurements
displayed that reflect conditions at: various lotations: down the NFFR. The measurements were
all taken in Jduly of 2002, and show '@ gradual.increage:in water {empaerature with downstream



distance. By the time ane geis o the Rock Creek - Cresta reaches, both the mean and
maximum measzurements exceed 20 degreas Celsius.

Located several degrees below those measurements is a dashed line identified as
"Estimated Matural Maan Daily Temperature based on July 2002 Observations.” The source for
thiz esiimate is not clear, and in fact the frend s puzziing when companed with watar temperature
measuraments Ekan on the Widdie Fork of tha Feather River (a stmeam which does not have
dams or other man-made Impoundments). This “estimate” of histowic conditions in tha NFFR
seams (o be at the heart of the entire water temperature issue. s it based on actual historic
summertime water smperalura meazursments of the NFFR before dams were constructed? K
our currant understanding of Festher River hydrology is brought into play, is the analyfical
process that developed the original eglimale stil considered valld? And how could the “natural”
North Fork be so much colder than the Middle Fark? Or was the "astimate” simply conjecture and
wishful thinking?

PGEE amd the participating agancies have bean striving to find a practical and affordable
way of lowering the summertimes water temperature in tha NFFR lower raaches to meat a
requirement levied by SWRCB, specifically that such temperaturas not exceed 20 deg. C. But
from what has been divulged to date, that temperature figure is not subsiantiated by scientific

measurament. Uniess the EIR can validate this apparently erbitrary temperaiure figure, by using
sound science and avoidmg spaculatan, the credibility of the entire enalysis effort is jeopardized.

If the 20 deg. C. figure was simply a noble goal and not a corroborated histotic
measurement, then now would be the time to make that clear. Pushing this fundamantal issue
astde and dsclaring the 20 deg. C. figure to be sacrosanct by fiat would move the EIR effort
outside the malm of science and place it cleardy in the politicel arena. The ¢hoica is up to
SWRCB and the EIR analysis team. The public wiil take note of how that choice is made,
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Dale E. Knutsan
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North State Resources, Inc.
5000 Bechelli Lane, Suite 203, Redding, CA 95002 (Attn: Paul Uncapher)

Fedaral Energy Regulatory Commission
BE8 First Street, NE, Washington, DC 20428 (Atin: FERC Project 2105)

Califomia Erwironmental Protection Agency
Dr. Alan Lloydd, Agency Secretary
P.O. Box 2815, Sacramento, CA 95812-2815

California Resources Agency
Mr. Mike Chrisman, Agency Secretary
1418 Ninth Street, Suite 1311, Sacramento, CA 85814

State Senator Sam Aanestod
200 Providence Mina Road, Suite 108, Nevada City, CA 95959



State Senator Dave Cox
2140 Professional Driva, Sulte 140, Roseville, CA 55861

State Assemblyman Rick Kesne
1550 Hurboldt Road, Chico, CA 85873

State Assemblyman Doug Labalfa
2365 Chumn Creek Road, Suite B, Redding, CA 56002

Stata Azsemblyman Tim Leshe
3300 Douglas Blvd., Suite 430, Roseville, CA 95851



