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Magalie Roman Salag, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

888 First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20426

Re: Rock Creek - Cresta Project (FERC No. 1962)
Clarification of Report filed under License Article 401(b) and Condition 4D

Dear Secretary Salas:

By letter dated July 28, 2005 the Pacific Gas and Electnc Company (PG&E) filed a report
titled “Rock Creek — Cresta Project, FERC Project No. 1962 License Condition 4D Report on
Water Temperature Monitoring and Additional Reasonable Water Temperature Control
Measures” (Report).

PG&E wishes to clarify the purpose of the filing and asks the Commission not to take any
action on the filing except as noted below:

1) The filing of the Report is not to seek any Commission action at this time, and it
would be premature to use the Report for this purpose.

2) The Report represents the results to date of PG&E’s water temperature monitoring
and modeling, and evaluation of water tetnperature control options. It is intended as a
report for informational purposes.

3) The Report has been prepared by PG&E and its consultants, and reflects only PG&E's
views. As such, and in consideration of PG&E’s commitment to work cooperatively
with the Rock Creek — Cresta Ecological Resources Committes (ERC), the Report
and the data it contains are sebject to revision based on review and comment by
others.

4) Pursuant to Project No, 15962 License Condition 4D, the ERC is responsible for
working towards recommendations concerning flow releases and Project operation
that may be submitted to the Commission and, if feasible, for making any affirmative
determinations regarding water temperature control actions.

3} Itis PG&E’s intent to alse provide the Report to other appropriate forums which are
open {o the public and which are evaluating water temperature issues in the
watershed, including the relicensing collaborative groups for the Upper North Fork
Feather River Project (FERC Project Neo. 2105) and the Poe Project (FERC Project
No. 2147).

6} PG&E encourages all interested parties to actively engage in the discussion and
resoiution of the complex issues surrounding water temperatures on the North Fork
Feather River.
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8)

9)

The final compliance date under Project Ne. 1962 License Condition 4D for the ERC
to submit to the Commission recommendations for implementation of any additional
reasonable water temperature control measures is February 28, 2008. PG&E will
work collaboratively with the ERC to fry to meet the needs of all parties within this
timeframe. PG&E will provide to the Commission any additional data, comments,
concems, recommendations or determinations of the ERC within this timeframe prior
to requesting Comunission action regarding potential additional water temperature
control measures.
To clarify the intended purpose of the Report, PG&E has produced a revised cover
sheet, copy attached, with the statement shown below. PG&E will use this revised
cover sheet on any future distribution of the Report, In addition, PG&E herchy
requests that recipients of the Report filed by PG&E's July 28, 2005 letter either
replace the cover or place the new cover in their file with the Report.
“This report represents the results of PG&E’s evaluation of water temperature
monitoring, modeling and control options, reflects only PG&E’s views and is
being submitted to the Rock Creck — Cresta Ecological Resources Committee
(BRC) so that the ERC may review the report and begin working towards
recommendations concerning flow and Project operations and, if feasible, for
making any affirmative determinations concerning water temperature control
actions.”
To avoid any misunderstanding, the term “best scientific information available”, used
on page 67 of the report has been replaced with the term “best information available
to PG&E". PG&E hereby requests that recipients of the Repert filed by PG&E’s July
28, 2005 letter either replace this page or place a copy of this correspondence in their
file with the Report.

If you have any questions, please call me at (415) 973-1646,

Sincerely,

Bill Zemke
Senior License Coordinator

Qriginal and sight copies to FERC

Attachments: - Revised cover and page 67 for Report titled “Rock Creek — Cresta Project,

FERC Project No. 1962 License Condition 4D Report on Water
Temperature Menitoring and Additional Reasonable Water Temperature
Control Measures”
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Cc:

Mary Lisa Lynch

CA Dept. of Fish and Game

1701 Nimbus Road, Suite A

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Lori Powers

CA Dept. of Fish and Game
P.O. Box 1858

Portola, CA 96122

Curtis Knight
California Trout

P. 0. Box 650

Mit, Shasta, CA 96067

Terri Simon-Jackson
Phumas National Forest
159 Lawrence Street
Quingy, CA 96971

Dennis Smith

U. 8, Forest Serviee

650 Capitol Mall, Suite 8-200
Sacramento, CA 95814-4706

Mike Taylor

Plumas National Farest
875 Mitchell Ave.
Oroville, CA 35965-4699

Tina Hopkins

Plumas National Forest
39696 Highway 70
Quincy, CA 95971

Stephen Bowes
National Park Service
1111 Jackson Street
Dakland, CA 34607

Christi Goodman
Plumas County
1834 East Main
Quincy, CA 95571

Kelly Catlett

Policy Advocate
Friends of the River
915 20™ Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Kevin Lewis

Shasta Paddlers

4641 Hombeck Lane
Anderson, CA 96007-2631

Nate Rangel

CA Outdoors

PO Box 401

Coloma, CA 95613-0401

Dave Steindorf
American Whitewater
1325 Deadara Way
Paradise, CA 95969

Tom Hunter

Director of Public Works
Plumas County

1834 East Main

Quincy, CA 95971

Sharon Stohrer

State Water Res. Control Board
P, 0. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812

Jim Canaday

State Water Res. Control Board
P. 0. Bex 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812

Richard Roos-Collins

Natural Heritage Institute

2140 Shattuck Avenue, Suite 500
Berkeley, CA 94704-1222

Jerry Mensch

CA Sportfishing Frotection Alliance
1673 Kendall Street

Roseburg, OR 97470

Sue Norman

1. 8. Forest Service

Lake Tahoe Basin Management
3565 College Drive

South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

Deborah Giglio

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Sacramento, CA 95825

Robert Hughes
CA Dept of Fish and Game

Native Anadromous Fish and Watershed

Branch
%30 S Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
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Supervisor Bill Dennison
Board of Supervisors

Plumas County

520 West Main Street, Rm 309
Quincy, CA 95971

Mr. Jolm Mudre

Mail Code PJ-11.7

338 First Street, N.E.
Washington, DC 20426

Laura Norlander

California Hydropower Reform
Coalition

2140 Shattuck Ave, Suite 605

Berkeley, CA 94704

Attachments

Deborah Giglio

11.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
Room W-2605

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

William Foster

1.5, Fish and Wildlife Service
Room W-2605

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Richard Miles

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Mail Code DR-1

888 First Street, N.E.

Washington, DC 20426

Mr. Takeshi Yamashita

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

901 Market Street, Suite 350
San Francisco, CA 94103-1778

Bob Baiocchi, President
The Anglers Committee
P.O.Box 17490
Grasagle, CA 26103

Mr. Phil Scordelis

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

601 Market Street, Suite 350
San Francisco, CA 94103-1778
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WEZemke (223-1646) (4D dispute final 091905.dac)

Bee:  Craig Bolger
Janet Loduca
Andrew Cordone
Elizabeth Frantz
Teri Gorham
Chris Herrala
Tom Jereb
Michael Malloy
Bruce McGurk
David Moller
Stuart Moock
Angela Risdon
Stuart Running
Alan Soneda
Neil Wong
Scott Tu

File copy: Project 1962, 026.1191

Attachments



North Fork Feather River
Study Data and Taformational Report on
Water Temperature Monitoring
and _
Additional Reasonable Water Temperature Control Measures

Amended September 2005

This report represents the results of PG&E's evaluation of water temperature
monitoring, modeling and control options, reflects only PG&E’s views and is
being submitted to the Rock Creek — Cresta Ecological Resources Commites
(ERC) so that the ERC may review the report and begin working towards
recommendations concerning flow and Project operations and, if feasibfe, making
_any affirmative determinations coenceming water temperature control actions.

Pacific Gas and
Wz Electric Company.
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5 CONCLLUSIONS

Licensce conducted water temperature monitoring in the Rock Creek, Cresta, and several otheor
reachcs ol the NFFR during 2002, 2003 and 2004, Generally, water temperature menitoring
showed that water temperatures ot 20°C or Jess were achieved in all months exccpt July and
Augusl. During July and Aungust the water lemperatures at the warmest location in both the
Rock Creck and Cresta reaches exceeded 20°C most of the time,

Licensce hus identified and evaluated twently-[our potential alternatives for achieving colder
water for the NFFR. Twenly of the twenty-four altematives have potential application lo the
Rock Creek and Cresta reaches. Fvaluation of the twenty-four poteniial alternatives was
conducted using the best information available 10 PG&E, sound scientific methods, consideration
of the relative cost of the different alternatives and other relevant factors. The evaluation process
was comprehensive and scientific, at an aggresate cost to the Licensee of duta acquisition and
analysls in excess of $3 million te datc.

Licenses has found no polential water temperature control allermative for which the level of
waler temperature benefits is commensurate with the corresponding adverse cffects und costs,
Therefore, Licensee concludes that there are no additional reasonabie contrel measures for
achieving vear-round mean daily water temperature of 20°C or less in the Rock Creck und Cresta
reaches ol the NFFR.

Liccnsee's analysis of each of the twenly-four potential water temperature control altcrnatives
indicates the follewing.

The twenty-four palential alternatives were grouped nto three categories (Category 1,
Category 2, and Category 3).

Category | altcrnalives deal with obtaining cold water from Lake Almanor through the
use of thermal curtains or other means at the existing Prattville Intake located o the lake,
Among lhese allermatives, Alternative 4 (Install two thermal curtains in Butt Valley
Reservoir and onc thermal curlain at Pratrville Intake in Lake Almanor with dredging of
the Prattville Intake area) has the best potential to reduce water temperaturcs in the Rock
Creek and Cresta reaches. Licensee’s analysis indicatcs that water temperature reductions
of 1 io 3°C may be possible. However, sophisticated computer modeling (over Lhe thiree,
S-year test flow periods) shows that this alternative would only increase the cold water
trout habitat in the Rock Creck Reuch by about 3 to § percent and in the Cresta Reach by
ahout 0.5 to 2 percent in July and August of normal water vears. Additionally, the model
shows that in Junc und September, this alternative would cause a decredse in cold water
trout habitat in the upper Belden Reach of -14.7 percent for juveniles and -4.6 percent for
adults, while the rest of the reaches would generally show no change (0 to -0.4%) under
normal water ycar conditions, (ther fish species modeled, (hardhead, Sacramento
sucker, Sacramento pikeminnow, and smallmouth bass) all showed various levels of
decreased habitat for ail months modeled (Junc-Septemnber). The overall benefits of such
modest gains in troul habilat are expected Lo be very limited and not measurable given
nalural [ish population vartability. Also, this altemnative has the potennal for having a
corresponding eflect ol reducing cold water tish habitat in Lake Almanor and reducing
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[ish production in Butt Valley Reservoir, resuling in a decrease of the aqualic resources
and recreational value in each reservoir,

Catcgary 2 allernatives deal with obtaining cold water from Lakce Almanor by increasing
the magnitude of seasonal water releascs using the low-level gates in the cxisling Canyon
Dram Outlet structure located in the lake and/or re-operation of the Licensee’s Upper
NFFR, Rock Creck-Cresta, Poe, and Bucks Creek projects. Among these allcrnatives,
Aliernative 6 {Re-operate Butt Valley Powerhouse (o reduce Butt Valley Powerhouse
flows to draw colder water from Lake Almanor for releasc to the NFFR, combined with
increased magnitude water releases from Lake Almanor at Canyon Damy) has the
potential 1o reduce water temperatures in the Rock Creck and Cresta reaches. Licensec’s
analysis indicates that water temperaturc reductions of 1 to 2°C may be pussible.
Because the temperature henefits in the Rock Creek and Cresta reaches are sinmlar as
under the Category 1 aliernative (i.c., Alternative 4), the expected eftcets (positive and
negative) te both the eold water trout habitat and other fish species habitat for Allernative
6 are cssentially the same as described above (i.e., imcrcased trout habitat and decreased
habitat for other listed fish species [or July and August). The overall benefits of such
modest gains i trout habitat arc expected to be very limited and nol measurable given
nalural fish population variability, Also, this altcrnalive has a potential for having a
corresponding effect of reducing cold water fish habilat in Like Almanor, redicing fish
production in Butt Valley Reservoir, and reducing the quality of cold water fish habitat in
the Seneca Reach, resuliing in a decrease of the aquatic resources and recreational value
in each reservoir and the Sceneca Keach.

Catexory 3 alternatives dexl with ebtaining cold water [rotn sources other than Lake
Almanor. All of these altermatives are less effeclive in reducing the water temperatures in
the Rock Creek and Cresta reaches compured 1o the more favorable Category | and 2
allcrnatives, and have significant siting consrraints and corresponding adversc
environmentul eliects,

All of the alternatives identifled and evaluated have substanual costs in the range of Lens of
millions of dollars which, il implemented, would likely be borme by Licensee’s electric
customers. Other factors considercd in the evaluations include the effects of each alternativgon
other beneficial uses (irrigation, power, recreation, agsthetic enjoyment, warm and cold waith
habitat}, local cconomic considerations and public opinion expressed during the course of tﬁ%

evaluation. -
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