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Response to Comment Letter Number 52 

Response to Comment Number 52-1 
Please see Master Response Need 1.  No taxpayer money is used in association 

with the project except the processing of the project application and long-term 

monitoring supervision if the project is approved. 

Response to Comment Number 52-2 
The Draft EIR analyzes the project in context of the restoration of Lahontan 

cutthroat trout.  Please see Master Responses Fish 1 and 3. 

Response to Comment Number 52-3 
Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 53 

Response to Comment Number 53-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to Comment Number 53-2 
Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 54 

Response to Comment Number 54-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Responses Alternative 1 and Need 1. 

Response to Comment Number 54-2 
Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 55 

Response to Comment Number 55-1 
Please see Master Response Fish 3. 

Response to Comment Number 55-2 
Please see Master Responses Need 1 and Need 1. 

Response to Comment Number 55-3 
Please see Master Response Cost 1. 



Jones Stokes


Jones Stokes


Jones Stokes


Jones Stokes


Jones Stokes
56-1

Jones Stokes
56-2

Jones Stokes
56-3

Jones Stokes
56-4

djew
Comment Letter Number 56



State Water Resources Control Board  Comment Letters and Responses

Farad Diversion Dam 
Replacement Project 
Final Environmental Impact Report 

3-139

March 2003

J&S 00-475

Response to Comment Letter Number 56 

Response to Comment Number 56-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Alternative 1 and Need 3. 

Response to Comment Number 56-2 
Issuance of the water quality certification will legally require SPPC to apply the 

mitigation measures approved by the SWRCB.  These measures provide for fish 

and recreational boater passage.  See Master Response Recreation 1, an 

additional mitigation measure has been added that if implemented will eliminate 

weekend boating flows. 

Response to Comment Number 56-3 
Please see Master Response Fish 3. 

Response to Comment Number 56-4 
Please see Master Response Recreation 2. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 57 

Response to Comment Number 57-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Responses  Need 1 and Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 57-2 
Issuance of the water quality certification will legally require SPPC to apply the 

mitigation measures approved by the SWRCB.  These measures provide for fish 

and recreational boater passage.  See Master Response Recreation 1, an 

additional mitigation measure has been added that if implemented will eliminate 

weekend boating flows.  Please see Master Responses Fish 3 and Recreation 2. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 58 

Response to Comment Number 58-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to Comment Number 58-2 
Please see Master Responses Alternative 1 and Need 3. 

Response to Comment Number 58-3 
Comment noted.   Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 59 

Response to Comment Number 59-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 59-2 
Please see Master Responses Need 1 and Need 2. 

Response to Comment Number 59-3 
It is SPPC’s decision to apply for water quality certification.  Please also see 

Master Response Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 60 

Response to Comment Number 60-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 60-2 
Measures are included in the project to ensure fish and boat passage.  The 

recreation mitigation has changed; please see Master Response Recreation 1. 

Response to Comment Number 60-3 
Please see Master Response Fish 3. 

Response to Comment Number 60-4 
Please see Master Responses Need 1 and Need 2. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 61 

Response to Comment Number 61-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 61-2 
SPPC has a high level of interest in making sure the dam functions properly once 

it is built.  Inflatable dams have been tested in freezing temperatures, and the 

Farad inflatable dam will be manufactured to design specifications for use in the 

specific climate of the Truckee River. 

Response to Comment Number 61-3 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Responses Need 1 and Need 3. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 62 

Response to Comment Number 62-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Responses Recreation 1 and Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 63 

Response to Comment Number 63-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 64 

Response to Comment Number 64-1 
Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 64-2 
Please see Master Responses Need 1 and Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 65 

Response to Comment Number 65-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Responses Alternative 1 and Need 1. 

Response to Comment Number 65-2 
Please see Master Response Fish 1. 

Response to Comment Number 65-3 
Please see Master Response Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 66 

Response to Comment Number 66-1 
Please see Master Response Master Responses Alternative 1 and Fish 3. 

Response to Comment Number 66-2 
Please see Master Response Fish 3. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 67 

Response to Comment Number 67-1 
Please see Master Responses Alternative 1, Cost 1, and Need 1. 

Response to Comment Number 67-2 
Measures are included in the project to ensure fish and boat passage.  The 

recreation mitigation has changed; please see Master Response Recreation 1. 

Response to Comment Number 67-3 
Construction and operational public access is addressed in Chapter 9.  Please see 

Master Response Recreation 2. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 68 

Response to Comment Number 68-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Need 3. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 69 

Response to Comment Number 69-1 
Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 69-2 
Measures are included in the project to ensure fish and boat passage.  The 

recreation mitigation has changed; please see Master Response Recreation 1. 

Response to Comment Number 69-3 
Please see Master Responses Fish 1 and Fish 3. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 70 

Response to Comment Number 70-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Responses Alternative 1 and Need 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 71 

Response to Comment Number 71-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 71-2 
Measures are included in the project to ensure fish and boat passage.  The 

recreation mitigation has changed; please see Master Response Recreation 1. 

Response to Comment Number 71-3 
Please see Master Response Fish 3. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 72 

Response to Comment Number 72-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 73 

Response to Comment Number 73-1 
Please see Master Responses Need 1, Need 3, and Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 74 

Response to Comment Number 74-1 
Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 74-2 
Measures are included in the project to ensure fish and boat passage.  The 

recreation mitigation has changed; please see Master Response Recreation 1.  

The fish passage facility is designed in accordance with National Marine Fishery 

Service specifications, and the boat/debris chute has been hydrologically 

modeled and tested to ensure passage. 

Response to Comment Number 74-3 
Please see Master Responses Fish 1 and Fish 3. 

Response to Comment Number 74-4 
Please see Master Response Need 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 75 

Response to Comment Number 75-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Responses Recreation 1 and Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 76 

Response to Comment Number 76-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 76-2 
Please see Master Responses Need 1 and Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 77 

Response to Comment Number 77-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 77-2 
The project is designed to ensure adequate fish passage and includes a fish screen 

to minimize entrainment into the flume.  These effects are described in the Draft 

EIR in Impacts 6-5 and 6-6.  No changes to the Final EIR are needed.  Diverting 

water downstream will not achieve the project objectives; please see Master 

Response Need 2. 

Response to Comment Number 77-3 
Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 78 

Response to Comment Number 78-1 
Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 78-2 
Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 79 

Response to Comment Number 79-1 
Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 79-2 
Please see Master Response Fish 3. 

Response to Comment Number 79-3 
Please see Master Response Recreation 2. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 80 

Response to Comment Number 80-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 80-2 
Comment noted. 



Jones Stokes


Jones Stokes
81-1

djew
Comment Letter Number 81



State Water Resources Control Board  Comment Letters and Responses

Farad Diversion Dam 
Replacement Project 
Final Environmental Impact Report 

3-189

March 2003

J&S 00-475

Response to Comment Letter Number 81 

Response to Comment Number 81-1 
Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 82 

Response to Comment Number 82-1 
The purpose of the EIR is to inform the decisionmaker and the public of a 

project’s significant environmental effects, ways to minimize those effects, and 

to describe reasonable alternatives to the project.  These effects have been fully 

disclosed in the EIR.  The SWRCB will review and consider the information in 

the Final EIR, including the comments it has received, before deciding whether 

or how to approve the project. 

Response to Comment Number 82-2 
The SWRCB’s consideration of the environmental impacts of the proposed 

project under CEQA is limited to the scope of the project that is the subject of the 

Clean Water Act Section 401 certification.  Thus, it was appropriate for the 

SWRCB to decide to consider the impacts on the project reach (and below) 

instead of addressing sedimentation issues in the river system above the project 

reach.  The project’s cumulative impacts on the Truckee River system watershed, 

however, were discussed in the Draft EIR. 

The Draft EIR concludes that the project’s impact on water quality 

(sedimentation) is less than significant.  CEQA requires mitigation only for the 

environmental effects considered to be significant.  This does not mean that any 

sedimentation issues are unaddressed.  As discussed in Appendix C of the Draft 

EIR, which provides information about sediment minimization measures, SPPC 

must submit documentation regarding sedimentation to the Lahonton Regional 

Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board).  Thus, sedimentation and 

siltation issues associated with the project are addressed through the 401 

certification process and the Regional Board’s regulatory oversight. 

Response to Comment Number 82-3 
Please see Master Response Fish 4 and Recreation 1.  The monitoring 

requirements in Mitigation Measures 6-5 and 9-1 have been increased in 

response to comments received. 

Response to Comment Number 82-4 
Please see Master Response Recreation 1.  A new Mitigation Measure (9-3) has 

been developed, and if implemented, will eliminate the mitigation requiring 

weekend boating flows. 

Response to Comment Number 82-5 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Response Fish 4. 

Response to Comment Number 82-6 
Please see Master Response Need 1 and Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 83 

Response to Comment Number 83-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to Comment Number 83-2 
Comment noted.  Please see Master Responses Need 1 and Cost 1. 
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Response to Comment Letter Number 84 

Response to Comment Number 84-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to Comment Number 84-2 
Please see Master Response Need 1. 

Response to Comment Number 84-3 
Please see Master Response Need 2. 

Response to Comment Number 84-4 
Please see Master Response Alternative 1. 

Response to Comment Number 84-5 
Please see Master Response Fish 3. 

Response to Comment Number 84-6 
See Master Response Recreation 1, an additional mitigation measure has been 

added that if implemented will eliminate weekend boating flows. 
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