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Acronyms and Abbreviations

Acronyms and Abbreviations

EOC
EOP
EPA
ESA
Fed/OSHA
FEMA
FMMP
FPD
ft/sec

g

GHG
gpd
apm
HAZWOPER
HCAOG
HCDEH
HDD
HDPE
HP

H,O

K-t NeT
kwh
Ldn

Leq
Lmax
Lmin
LOP
LOS
MAR
MBR
MBTA
MGD
MGI/L
mi

MMT
MtBE
MUN
NAAQS
NAHC
NCRWQCB
NCUAQMD
NFIP
NHPA

County Emergency Operations Center

Humboldt County Emergency Operations Plan
Environmental Protection Agency

Federal Endangered Species Act

Federal Occupational Safety and Health Administration
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program

Fire Protection District

feet per second

gravity

Greenhouse Gas

gallons per day

gallons per minute

Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response
Humboldt County Association of Governments
Humboldt County Division of Environmental Health
horizontal directional drilling

high-density polyethylene

horsepower

water vapor

Klamath Trinity Non-Emergency Transportation
kilowatt-hours

Day/Night Average Sound Level

equivalent noise level

maximum A-weighted noise level

minimum A-weighted noise level

Local Oversight Program

Level of Service

marine

membrane bioreactors

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

million gallons per day

Milligrams Per Liter

milliliter

million metric tons

methyl tertiary butyl ether

municipal supply

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

Native American Heritage Commission

North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board
North Coast Unified Air Quality Management District
National Flood Insurance Program

National Historic Preservation Act
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Acronyms and Abbreviations

N,O nitrous oxide

NOP Notice of Preparation

NOX nitrogen oxides

NO, nitrogen dioxide

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NRHP National Register of Historic Places

NSR New Source Review

NTU nephelometric turbidity unit

OB optical brighteners

OES Office of Emergency Services

OMR Office of Mine Reclamation

OWTS onsite wastewater treatment systems

O3 ozone

PAHs polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons

PGA peak ground acceleration

PG&E Pacific Gas & Electric

PM particulate matter

PMjg particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter
PM, 5 particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter
Ppm parts per million

PPV Peak Particle Velocity

PRC Public Resources Code

PS-1 pump station 1

PSD Prevention of Significant Deterioration

RGF recirculating gravel filter

RMS Root Mean Square

ROG reactive organic gases

ROW right of way

RTPA Regional Transportation Planning Agency

RWD Report of Waste Discharge

RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board

SAA Stream Alteration Agreement

SAL saline

SARA Superfund Amendment and Reauthorization Act
SBR sequencing batch reactor

SF square feet

SMARA Surface Mining and Reclamation Act

SMGB California Department of Conservation State Mining and Geology Board
SRA State Responsibility Areas

STED septic treatment effluent discharge

STEP septic tank effluent pumping

SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board

TACs Toxic Air Contaminants

TDH total dynamic head

TMDLs total maximum daily loads
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TPZ

TSS
TVES
uBC
ug/m®
USACE
USA North
U.S. EPA
USFWS
UST
WCCSD
WDP
WDR
Willow Creek CAP

Timberland Production Zone

total suspended solids

Trinity Valley Elementary School
Uniform Building Code

micrograms per cubic meter

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Underground Service Alert North

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
underground storage tank

Willow Creek Community Services District
Waste Discharge Permit

Waste Discharge Requirements
Willow Creek Community Action Plan

Acronyms and Abbreviations
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Introduction

1. Introduction

1.1  Purpose of the Final Environmental Impact Report

This document provides responses to comments received on the 2015 Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) for the proposed Downtown Wastewater Development Project (“project”), and includes necessary
revisions to the text and analysis in the DEIR. The DEIR identified the likely environmental consequences
associated with the project, and recommended mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant
impacts.

This document, together with the DEIR, constitutes the Final EIR (FEIR) for the project and will be
considered by the Willow Creek Community Services District (WCCSD) for certification under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

1.2 Environmental Review Process

CEQA requires lead agencies to consult with public agencies having jurisdiction over a proposed project,
and to provide the general public and project applicant with an opportunity to comment on the DEIR. This
FEIR has been prepared to respond to the significant environmental points raised in the written comments
received on the DEIR, to make modifications to the DEIR and to clarify some of the findings in the DEIR.

The DEIR was made available for public review on June 15, 2015, at the following locations: 1) WCCSD
office, 135 Willow Road, Willow Creek, CA 95573; 2) WCCSD website at: http://willowcreekcsd.com/. The
DEIR was distributed to local and State responsible and trustee agencies and the general public was
advised of the availability of the DEIR by posting of a public notice in the local newspaper. A public notice
was also posted by the County Clerk as required by law. A public hearing to receive comments on the
DEIR was held by the WCCSD on June 25, 2015. The 45-day public comment period closed on July 29,
2015 at 5 p.m.

Copies of all written comments received on the DEIR are contained in this document (Section 3).
Responses to each comment follow the comment letter.

This document will be provided to the WCCSD Board of Directors, together with the DEIR, for their review
prior to their consideration of resolutions certifying the EIR as a full disclosure of potential impacts,
mitigation measures and alternatives, and approving the project. If the project is approved, recommended
mitigation measures will be adopted and implemented as specified in the resolutions and an
accompanying mitigation monitoring and reporting program unless the Board find the measures infeasible
as specified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 (Findings).

1.3 Document Organization

This document is organized into the following chapters:

Chapter 1 — Introduction. This chapter discusses the use and organization of this document, and
summarizes the environmental review process to date for the project.

Chapter 2 — List of Commenters. This chapter includes the names of agencies and individuals who
commented on the DEIR.
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Introduction

Chapter 3 — Comments and Responses. This chapter reproduces all of the written comments received on
the DEIR from public agencies and members of the public and provides responses to those comments.

Chapter 4 — Revisions to the Draft EIR. This chapter includes revisions to the Draft EIR.

Chapter 5 — References. This chapter includes new references that were used in preparation of the FEIR.
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List of Commenters

2. List of Commenters

2.1 Comments Received

During the 45-day public comment period, the WCCSD received three written comments on the Draft EIR.
A list of the comment letters received, including the names and affiliations of the commenters, is shown
below in Table 2-1. The written comments that were received are coded alphabetically.

Table 2-1 Comments Received

.. Last First Letter/Email

Written Comments Received

A State Water Resources Control Board Dwyer Amanda July 3, 2015
B California Department of Transportation Schofield Jesse July 27, 2015
C California Department of Fish and Wildlife Babcock Curt July 20, 2015

GHD | Willow Creek Community Services District - Downtown Wastewater Development Project Final EIR | 2-1
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3. Comments and Responses

3.1  Written Comments and Response to Individual Comments

This section includes responses to specific comments received during the comment period. Included are
copies of the written comments received by the WCCSD through July 29, 2015. Comment letters are
labeled “A” through “C,” and each comment within each letter is coded (e.g., Response A-1 is in response
to comment letter A, comment 1). Responses to each comment follow the comment letter, with the
response and number corresponding with the comment letter and number. Comments which do not raise
environmental issues or comment on the adequacy of the DEIR, but merely provide information or
general support for/opposition to the project, will receive “comment noted” in the response.
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NATIVE AMERICAN
and INTERESTED PARTY CONSULTATION

« Native American and interested party consultation should
be initiated at the planning phase of the proposed project
to gather information to assist with the preparation of an
adequate Cultural Resources Report.

« The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) must be
contacted to obtain documentation of a search of the Sacred
Lands Files for or near the project APE.

« All local Native American tribal organizations or indiyidt_jais
identified by the NAHC must be contacted by ce‘rtiﬁéﬂ'mail,
and the letter should include a map and desc,r_ip.tio’nfofthe
proposed project. 5

« Follow-up contact should be made by telephone and a;'phone
log maintained to document the contacts and responses.

 Letters of inquiry seeking historical information on the: .
project area and local vicinity should be sent to llocal historic_al
sodieties, preservation organizations, or individual members
of the public with a demonstrated interest in the proposed ?-
project. ;

Copies of all documents mentioned above (project
description, map, phone log and letters sent to the
NAHC and Native American tribal organizations

or individuals and interested parties) must be
included in the Cultural Resources Report.

Contact Information: For mbre information related to the CWSRF Program
Cultural Resources and Requirments, please contact Mr. Ahmad Kashkoliat
916-341-5855 or Ahmad.Kashkoli@waterboards.ca.gov

REVISLD JAN 2014

Comment Letter A

PRECAUTIONS

A finding of “no known resources” without supporting

evidence is unacceptable. The Cultural Resources Report
must identify resources within the APE or demonstrate
with sufficient evidence that none are present.

“The area is sensitive for buried archaeological

resources,” followed by a statement that “monitoring is
recommended.” Monitoring is not an acceptable option
without good-faith effort to demonstrate that no known
resource is present.

If “the area is already disturbed by previous

construction” documentation is still required to demonstrate
that the proposed project will not affect“historic properties.”
An existing road can be protecting a buried archaeological
deposit or may itself be a “historic property.” Additionally,
previous construction may have impacted an archaeological
site that has not been previously documented.

SHPO CONSULTATION LETTER

Submit a draft consultation letter prepared by the qualified
researcher with the Cultural Resources Report to the State Water
Resources Control Board. A draft consultation letter template is
available for download on the State Water Board webpage at:
http.//www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/
grants_loans/cwsrf_requirements.shtml

..........

‘Water Boards

STATE WATER SESOURCES CONTROL BDARD
REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARCS

waterboards.ca.gov
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Comment Letter A
Continued

CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING FUND

Basic Criteria for Cultural Resources Report Preparatlon

State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Financial Assistance

For Section 106 Consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)
under the National Historic Preservation Act

CULTURAL RESOURCES REPORT RECORDS SEARCH
The Cultural Resources Report must be prepared by a « Arecords search (less than one year old) extending to a half-
qualified researcher that meets the Secretary of the Interior’s mile beyond the project APE from a geographically appropriate
Professional Qualifications Standards. Please see the Information Center is required. The records search should
Professional Qualifications Standards at the following website include maps that show all recorded sites and surveys in
at: http.//www.cr.nps.gov/local-law/arch_stnds_9.htm relation to the APE for the proposed project, and copies of the
confidential site records included as an appendix to the Cultural

The Cultural Resources Report should include one of the

Resources Report.
four “findings” listed in Section 106. These include: ;

« The APE is three-dimensional (depth, length and width) and
all areas (e.g., new construction, easements, staging areas, and
access roads) directly affected by the proposed project.

“No historic properties affected”
(no properties are within the area of potential
effect (APE; including below the ground).

“No effect to historic properties”
(properties may be near the APE, but the
project will not have any adverse effects).

“No adverse effect to historic properties”
(the project may affect “historic properties’,
but the effects will not be adverse).

“Adverse effect to historic properties”
Note: Consultation with the SHPO will be required if a
“no adverse effect to historic properties”or an “adverse
effect to historic properties” determination is made,
to develop and evaluate alternatives or modifications
to the proposed project that could avoid, minimize or
mitigate adverse effects on “historic properties.”

We've got the green...
to keep California’s water clean.

CLEAN \um 'STATE REVOLVING FUND
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
REQUIREMENTS

The Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF) Program is
partially funded by the United States Environmental Protection

Agency (EPA), and is subject to federal environmental requlations

as well as the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Al applicants seeking CWSRF financing must comply with

both CEQA and the federal cross-cutting requlations. The
“Environmental Package" provides the forms and instructions
needed to complete the environmental review requirements
for CWSRF financing. The forms and instructions are available
at: hitp://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/
programs/qgrants_loans/srf/srf_forms.shtml.

Lead Agency/Applicant

The applicant will generally act as the “Lead Agency" for
environmental review. It will prepare, circulate, and consider
the environmental documents prior to approving the
project. It also provides the State Water Board with copies

of the CEQA documents, and a completed “Environmental
Evaluation Form for Environmental Review and Federal
Coordination” (http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/
water_issues/programs/qrants_loans/srf/docs/forms/
application_environmental_package.pdf) with supporting
documents as part of the “Environmental Package."

Responsible Agency/State Water Board
The State Water Board acts on behalf of EPA to review and
consider the environmental documents before approving
financing. The State Water Board may require additional
studies or documentation to make its own CEQA findings, as
well as circulate CEQA documents and other environmental
reports to relevant federal agencies for consultation before
making a determination about the project financing.

The Applicant must address all relevant federal agencies'
comments before project financing is approved.

FEDERAL CROSS-CUTTING REGULATIONS Contnged

The CWSRF Program requires consultation with « Using population projections, applicants must explain
relevant federal agencies on the following federal how the proposed capacity increase was calculated.
environmental requlations, if applicable to the project: An air quality modeling analysisis necessary of

« (lean A Act all projects for the following riteria pollutants,

* Coastal Barriers Resources Act reqardless of attainment status:

« (oastal Zone Management Act

« Endangered Species Act + Carbon monoxide

« Environmental Justice g Legd .
« Farmland Protection Policy Act * Qe of i
 Ozone

« Floodplain Management

« Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation * Particulate matter (P53 and PM10)

o Sulfur dioxide

and Management Act
« Migratory Bird Treaty Act Endangered Species Act (ESA)
« National Historic Preservation Act The ESA requires an analysis of the effects on federally listed
« Protection of Wetlands species. The State Water Board will determine the project’s
 Safe Drinking Water Act, potential effects on federally listed species, and will initiate
Sole Source Aquifer Protection informal/formal consultation with the United States Fish
= Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and/or the National Marine

O . . Fisheries Service, as necessary under Section 7 of the ESA.
The following is a brief overview of requirements

for some of the key requlations. Required Documents:

Clean Air Act (CAA) o A species list, less than one year old, from the USFWS and
The CAA general conformity analysis only applies to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s Natural
projects in areas not meeting the National Ambient Air Diversity Database;

Quality Standards or subject to a maintenance plan. v A biological survey conducted during the appropriate
time of year;

If project emissions are below the federal “de minimis”levels
then:

« A general conformity analysis is not required.

v Maps or documents (biological reports or biological
assessments, if necessary); and .
v An assessment of the direct or indirect impacts to any
If project emissions are above the federal “de minimis*levels federally listed species and/or critical habitat. If no effects
then: are expected, explain why and provide the supporting
« A general conformity determination for the project must evidence.
be made. A general conformity determination can be
made if facilities are sized to meet the needs of current
population projections used in an approved State
Implementation Plan for air quality.
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National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)
Section 106 of the NHPA requires an analysis of the effects
on “historic properties.” The Section 106 process is designed
to accommodate historic preservation concerns for federal
actions with the potential to affect historic properties. Early
consultation with appropriate government agencies, Indian
tribes, and members of the public, will ensure that their

views and concerns are addressed during the planning phase.

Historic properties (i.e., buildings, structures, objects,
and archaeological sites 50 years or older) are properties
that are included in the National Register of Historic
Places or meet the criteria for the National Register.

Required Documents:

" A draft State Historic Preservation Officer consultation
request letter; and

v/ A cultural resources report on historic properties conducted
according to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards,
including:

» Aclearly defined Area of Potential Effect (APE),
specifying the length, width, and depth of excavation,
with a map clearly illustrating the project APE;

= Arecords search, less than one year old, extending to a
half-mile beyond the project APE;

» Written description of field methods;

» |dentification and evaluation of historic properties
within the project’s APE; and

« Documentation of consultation with the Native
American Heritage Commission and local Native
American tribes.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

If your project has the potential to affect biological resources
or historic properties, the consultation process can be
lengthy. Please contact the State Water Board staff early

in your planning process to discuss what additional
information may be needed for your specific project.

Please contact your State Water Board Project Manager

or Mr. Ahmad Kashkoli at (916) 341-5855 or
Ahmad.Kashkoli@waterboards.ca.gov for more
information related to the CWSRF Program environmental
review process and requirements.

We've got the green...
to keep California’s water clean.

CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING FUND

uuuuuuuuuu

Water Boards

STATE WATER RESOURGES GONTAOL BOARD
REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARDS

www.waterboards.ca.gov

¥L0Z ‘934 ‘035IAY

Comment Letter A
Continued

ER STATE REVOLVING FUND

ironmental
Review
quirements

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Financial Assistance
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Comments and Responses

Letter A — State Water Resources Control Board — Response to Comments

Response A-1

This comment includes an introductory statement, background information, and requirements for the
Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF) financing for the proposed project.

Response A-2

This comment discusses compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and
identification of the Area of Potential Effect (APE) for projects subject to CWSRF financing. As noted in
the cultural resources report prepared for the Draft EIR (Roscoe and Associates 2015) “The purpose of
this report is to document whether significant archaeological, tribal or historic period cultural resources are
present within the proposed project's Area of Potential Effects (APE) pursuant to Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR 800) and the California Environmental Quality Act (Section
15064.5).” Reference Section 3.5.1.4 of the Draft EIR for a discussion and definition of the APE.

Response A-3

This comment lists other federal requirements pertinent to the proposed project under the CWSRF
Program. This comment does not discuss the adequacy of the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is
necessary.

Response A-4

As outlined in Section 2.3.2.4 of the Draft EIR, the average daily flow of treated effluent to be discharged
is anticipated to be 38,000 gallons per day. The effluent will be discharged to the proposed leachfield as
detailed in Section 2.3.2.3 of the Draft EIR.

Response A-5

If the District pursues CWSRF funding for the proposed project then the District will provide the State
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) the required air quality modeling analysis with the application.
This comment does not discuss the adequacy of the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is
necessary.

Response A-6

If the District pursues CWSRF funding for the proposed project then the District will provide the SWRCB
the required species lists (reference Appendix E of the Draft EIR). This comment does not discuss the
adequacy of the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary.

Response A-7

As noted under Impact BIO-2 of the Draft EIR, the project footprint avoids impacts to riparian habitat or
other sensitive plant communities as defined by CDFW and/or the USFWS. This includes any potential
vegetation or trees that could be used for nesting by Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) protected species.
Most of the collection system would be within existing road right-of-way (ROW), and the sewage
treatment facility and disposal areas would be within empty fields, which have no shrubs or trees.
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Comments and Responses

However, Mitigation Measure Bio-1 has been added to reduce any potential impacts to nesting birds to a
less than significant level (see Chapter 4 — Revisions to the Draft EIR).

Response A-8

If the District pursues CWSRF funding for the proposed project then the District will provide the SWRCB
with the cultural resources study. This comment does not discuss the adequacy of the Draft EIR;
therefore, no further response is necessary.

Response A-9

A letter was sent to the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) requesting a search of the Sacred
Lands Inventory File and a current list of local Native American groups and individuals who may have
interests and/or concerns with the project. Letters were sent on January 5, 2015 to:

1. Hoopa Tribe - Danielle Vigil-Masten, Chairperson
2. Tsnungwe Council - Paul Ammon, Chairperson

Donald Verwayen and James Roscoe (Roscoe & Associates) consulted directly with Bob Benson,
representative of the Tsnungwe Council, who accompanied the authors to the project area on January 16,
2015. Maps of the project area were reviewed and Mr. Benson showed the authors the location of a
previously unrecorded Tsnungwe habitation site to the north of the APE. Project plans for the area were
reviewed and when it was determined that the project would have no impacts to the archaeological
deposit, Mr. Benson indicated that there were no concerns. The site was several hundred meters north of
the project APE, on private property, and was not formally recorded. No response has yet been received
from the Hoopa Tribe.

Response A-10

Yes, the one historical site and one historical feature mentioned in Section 3.5.1.4 were identified by
previous studies [CA-HUM-358 (Arnold and Benson 1976) and CA-HUM-1107 (Eidsness 2006)]. This
comment does not discuss the adequacy of the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary.

Response A-11

One prehistoric site (Native American village site) is located approximately 450 meters north of the APE
[CA-HUM-358 (Arnold and Benson 1976)] and a historic feature (an 1890’s road) was recorded outside
of, but near the westernmost portion of the APE [CA-HUM-1107 (Eidsness 2006)]. These references are
cited in Section 4 of this Final EIR. The two sites are not within the APE for the proposed project. This
comment does not discuss the adequacy of the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary.

Response A-12

As stated in the Draft EIR, no cultural resources were identified within the proposed project’'s APE, and
two, as noted above, were identified outside the proposed project's APE.

Response A-13

As shown in Figure 3.8-1 of the Draft EIR, there are no buildings located in the proposed wastewater
treatment plant and disposal areas. The former Pilot Lumber Mill no longer exists on the property.
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Response A-14

The species lists in Appendix D and E are used by project Biologists to help determine what species are
found in the region. Actual site visits and surveys determine the species potential to be impacted by the
proposed project. As noted in Section 3.4.5 of the Draft EIR, all potential impacts to special-status species
are less than significant.

Response A-15

If the District pursues CWSRF funding for the proposed project then the District will provide the SWRCB
with the documents listed on page 4 of the SWRCB's letter. This comment does not discuss the adequacy
of the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary.
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Comment Letter B

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr.. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 1, P.O. BOX 3700

EUREKA, CA 95502-3700

PHONE (707) 445-6409 =
FAX (707) 441-5869 Serious drought.

TTY 711 Help save water!
July 27, 2015
Lonnie Danel, General Manager 1-HUM-299-37.77/39.07
Willow Creek Community Services District 1-HUM-96-0.00/0.08
P.O. Box 8 Downtown Wastewater System Development Project
Willow Creek CA 95573 DB #19438

Dear Mr. Danel,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Draft Environmental Impact Report
(Draft EIR) for the Willow Creek Downtown Wastewater System Development Project. The
project elements within the State right-of-way consist of installation of up to two (2) pump B-1
stations and a gravity sewer along SR 299 from postmile 37.77 to 39.07 and along SR 96 from
postmile 0.00 to 0.08. Details of the project are yet to be finalized, pending award of Small
Community Wastewater Grant funds.

Once the plan is finalized, Caltrans requests to review the project, including the construction B-2
schedule, to avoid conflicts between project construction and regular highway maintenance.

As areminder, any work done within the State right-of-way will require an encroachment permit
from the Caltrans District 1 Permits Office. Encroachment permit applications are reviewed for
consistency with state standards and are subject to approval. Requests for Caltrans encroachment
permit application forms can be requested via phone at (707) 445-6389 or sent to:

Caltrans District 1 Permits Office
P.O. Box 3700 B-3
Eureka, CA 958502-3700

For additional information about encroachment permits, the Caltrans Permit Manual can be
found online at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/developserv/permits/.

We look forward to continuing to work with you as this project evolves. If you have any
questions regarding the comments outlined in this letter, please feel free to contact me at (707)
441-4693 or jesse.schofield@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

J Jesse Schojg:lEC/

Transportation Planner
District 1 System Planning

cc: Susan O’Gorman, Structural Project Manager, GHD

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Comments and Responses

Letter B — California Department of Transportation — Response to Comments

Response B-1

This comment includes an introductory statement and a summary of the project description.

Response B-2

WCCSD will work with Caltrans to avoid any conflicts between project construction and regular highway
maintenance. This comment does not discuss the adequacy of the Draft EIR; therefore, no further
response is necessary.

Response B-3

This is acknowledged in Section 1.3 of the Draft EIR.
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Comment Letter C

L‘AI.IFORNIA State of California — Naiural Resources Agency EDMUND G. BROWN JR. Governor |
et DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director [}

W";ﬁ Regionh 1 — Northern
601 Locust Street

Redding, CA 86007 o\ead. RECENVED

www.wildlife.ca.gov \qa\\ -
ﬁ'
July 20, 2015 " JUL 20 2015

T T

STATE CLEARING HOUSE

Mr. Lonnie Danel

Willow Creek Community Services District
PO Box 8

Willow Creek, CA 95573

Subject: Downtown Wastewater System Development Project
Draft Environmental Impact Report SCH #2015012014

Dear Mr. Danel:

On January 12, 2015, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received
from the Willow Creek Community Services District (WCCSD, Lead Agency) a Notice of
Preparation (NOP) for the Downtown Wastewater System Development Project (Project)
located in‘Willow Creek, Humboldt: County, California. CDFW submitted-a comment.-
letter on February 11, 2015, two days after the State Clearinghouse review period ended
on February 8, 2015. CDFW comments were not inzluded in the Draft Environmentai
Impact Report (DEIR), which we received on June 17, 2015. Thus, this letter reiterates
CDFW's previous comments that Comment Letter A in the DEIR. 1t is our
understanding that the Lead Agency will accept comments on the DEIR until 5:00 pm on
July 29, 2015. C-1

As a Trustee for the State’s fish and wildlife resources, COFW has jurisdiction over the
conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and their
habitat. As a Responsible Agency, CDFW administers the California Endangered
Species Act and other provisions of the Fish and Game Code (FGC) that conserve-the
State’s fish and wildlife public trust resources. We offer the following comments and
recommendations on this Project in eur role as a trustee and responsible agency
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, California Publlc Resources Code
section 21000 et seq. ; .

Pro;ect Descript[on

The purpose of the Prcuect is to address older and failing septic systems and leachfields
in the. downtown Willow Creek area, and to provide additional leachfield capacity to
facilitate further development or expansion of businesses in this area. The Project
includes a gravity wastewater collection s'ystem, up to two pump stations depending on
final design, a recirculating gravel filter treatment system, a subsurface disposal C-2
(leachfield) area, and onsite solids treatment consisting of a polymer injection system
and a roll-off style dewatering container. Solids wotild be hauled to a landfill or
composting operation after dewatering. Raw wastewater would be conveyed from the
downtown area to the treatment area via directional drilling through the hillside between
the two sites. The WCCSD is permitted to divert water from Willow Creek by the State

~

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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Comment Letter C
Continued

Mr. Lonnie Danel

Willow Creek Community Services District
July 20, 2015

Page 2

Water .Resour.ces Control Board (SWRCB),-- under water right number AOEBOQé, from
two infiltration galleries.and one surfage diversion at.a rate of up to 5.7 cubic feet per
second for municipal purposes. - . L, .

Ecological Significance of Willow Greek and the Trinity River.

The Trinity River is the receiving water body for Willow Creek and is a regionally
important fish-bearing stream that currently supports threé listed salmon species: coho
salmon (Oncorhynchus kisutch) is State-listed and federally listed as “threatened” and
Chinook salmon (O. tshawytscha) and steelhead trout (O. mykiss) are federally listed as
“threatened.” Coho salmon has undergone at least a 70 percent decline in abundance
since the 1960s and is currently at 6 percent to15 percent of its abundance during the
1940s (DFG 2004).

The Trinity River is also a State-designated Wild and Scenic River pursuant to the.
Public Resources Code section 5093.50 and is designated as a fully-appropriated - -
stream-aceording-to SWRCB. - Pursuant to-the .Clean Water Act.section-303(d), the.
North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board has identified the Trinity River as
sediment impaired and water quality limited due to impacts of sedimentation and
siltation on beneficial uses including maintenance of critical cold water aquatic habitat.

Willow Creek is also a regionally important fish-bearing stream that supports coho
salmon, Chinook salmon, and steelhead trout. Willow Creek contributes cool stream
flow to the Trinity River in warm months, and provides habitat for State Species’ of
Special Concern, including foothill yellow-legged frog (Rana boylii), northern red-legged
frog (R. aurora), coastal tailed frog (Ascaphus truei), and western pond turtle
(Actinemys marmorata).

Fish and Game Code Section 1602

FGC section 1602 states that a Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement (LSA) is
required to substantially divert water from a lake or stream. Based on information
provided in the DEIR, and historic gage data from United States Geological Survey gage
number 11529800 on Willow Creek {(which operated from August 1959 to October 1974),
it appears that WCCSD'’s diversion from Willow Creek Is substantial during the summer
low-flow period. The DEIR states that WCCSD's peak demand is 1,800 gallons per
minute, or four cublc feet per second. This rate of diversion is approximately 10 percent
to 30 percent of Willow Creek streamflow during the low-flow period between June and
October, based on the historic Willow Creek gage data. The DEIR should identify
mitigation measures to prevent impacts to listed and sensitive species from this

diversion, including:

. adherence to appropriate ramping rates and bypass flows to protect stranding
mortality of salmonids and other sensitive aquatic species, and ‘

« appropriate screening of the surface intake structure.

C-2
\
/ cont.

C-3

C-4
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Comment Letter C
Continued

Mr. Lonnie Danel .
Willow Creek Community Services District
July 20, 2015

Page 3

The WCCSD diversion may have unmitigated impacts to fish and wildlife resources.

CDFW has determined this diversion is substantial pursuant to FGC section 1602.
Thus, a notification pursuant to FGC section 1602(a) is required. The process for

notifying is administered through the CDFW office in Eureka, and further information on

this process and notification forms are available on the CDFW website at:

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/LSA.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this Project. Please contact Senior
Environmental Scientist (Specialist) Jane Arnold at 707-441-5671 or by e-mail at
jane.arnold@wildlife.ca.qov if you have any questions,

Sincerely,

Curt Babcock
Habitat Conservation Program Manager

gc:

Lonnie Danel
Willow Creek Community Services District
mail@willowcreekcsd.com

Margaret Tauzer
National Marine Fisheries Service
margaret.tauzer@nmfs.gov

Matthew McCarthy and Taro Murano
Division of Water Rights
Matthew. mccarthv@waterboards ca.gov, faro, murano@waterboards ca.gov

State Clearinghouse
Office of Planning and Research
state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov

Jane Arnold, Curt Babcock, Clare Golec, Laurie Harnsberger, Angela
Liebenberg, Gordon Leppig, David Manthorne, Jennifer Olson, and
Michael van Hattem

California Department of Fish and W|ldln‘e
Jane.Arnold@wildlife.ca.qov, Curt.Babcock@wildlife.ca.gov,

Clare.Golec@uwildlife.ca.gov, Laurie. Harnsberger@wildlife.ca.gov,
Angela.Liebenberg@wildlife.ca.gov, Gordon.Leppig@wildlife.ca.gov,

David.Manthorne@wildlife.ca.gov, Jennifer.Olson@wildlife.ca.gov,
Michael.vanHattem@uwildlife.ca.gov

/

C-41
cont.
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Comments and Responses

Letter C — California Department of Fish and Wildlife — Response to Comments

Response C-1

This comment includes an introductory statement, reiteration of previous comments, and the CDFW's role
as a responsible and trustee agency per CEQA.

Response C-2

This comment merely summarizes the project description. This comment does not discuss the adequacy
of the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary.

Response C-3

This comment identifies the significance of Willow Creek and the Trinity River to special status species in
the region. This comment does not discuss the adequacy of the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response
is necessary.

Response C-4

The proposed project does not include the diversion of any water from Willow Creek; therefore, no
additional mitigation is necessary.

Response C-5

This comment includes the CDFW contact’s name and phone number.
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