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Attachment A.
AQ1 Instream Flow Technical Study Report Response to Comments Table.

	Comment
Number
	Comment
	Response

	Foothills Water Network (FWN) (March 20, 2010)

	1
	The Instream Flow Study Report (IFIM Study) should include: Habitat Suitability Curves for Chinook and a desktop analysis of Chinook passage and instream flow relationship from Folsom Reservoir up to Ralston Reservoir. In our flow negotiations, we would like to discuss instream flows to enhance the planted and spawning Chinook fish population in Folsom Reservoir. As currently drafted, PCWA’s IFIM Study does not include Chinook.
	Clarification: Anadromous fish, either chinook salmon or steelhead trout, are no longer present in the American River upstream of Nimbus Dam/Folsom Dam complex.  Nimbus Dam was constructed in 1955 and has completely blocked upstream migration of all anadromous fish for the last 54 years.  Nimbus Dam is owned and operated by the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) and is located approximately 24.4 miles downstream of the nearest Middle Fork American River Project (MFP) facility.  Historically hatchery chinook salmon have been stocked in Folsom Reservoir as a put-and-take sport fish.  Currently, it is our understanding that this practice has been discontinued.
Chinook salmon was not identified as a management species by the resource agencies (e.g., California Department of Fish and Game [CDFG]) in the MFP nor were any chinook salmon observed during the three years of fish sampling in the MFP. 

Regarding fish passage, the fish passage report, AQ 6 Fish Passage Technical Study Report (AQ 6 – TSR), identifies the potential barriers to upstream fish movement in the MFP.  Two large barriers exist in the reach of river from Folsom Reservoir to Ralston Afterbay--Ruck-a-Chucky Falls (water fall) and Tunnel Chute (water fall created by historic mining) (see PCWA 2008) 

Response: Development of habitat suitability curves or a desktop analysis of Chinook passage and instream flow relationships in the MFP is not necessary for development of new license conditions based on the current resource management objectives of the MFP and, therefore, was not included in the AQ 1 Instream Flow Report (AQ 1 – TSR).


Attachment A.
AQ1 Instream Flow Technical Study Report Response to Comments Table. (continued)

	Comment
Number
	Comment
	Response

	Foothills Water Network (FWN) (March 20, 2010)

	2
	The Instream Flow Study Report (IFIM Study) should include: Winter-spawning O. mykiss in the analysis of weighted usable area (WUA) for spawning at different times of year. For winter-spawning O. mykiss, this analysis should inform management decisions for winter spawning flows, winter base flows and flows during fall and winter outage periods for the bypass and peaking reaches. In addition, the WUA analysis should inform management of flows for juvenile rearing habitat, for winter-spawning O. mykiss, which takes place earlier than for spring spawning O. mykiss. As currently written, PCWA’s Draft IFIM Study Report does not analyze flows for winter-spawning O. mykiss.
	Clarification: Rainbow trout spawning habitat versus flow relationships developed in the AQ1 – TSR are applicable to any time of the year.  These relationships show the amount of habitat for different discharges and are independent of time of the year.  Stakeholders can use these relationships to assess suitability of flows and spawning habitat during any time period.
In the AQ1 – TSR a secondary time series analysis was also included to compare fish habitat between impaired and unimpaired flows during several different seasons.  The management period identified for spawning rainbow trout was spring.  The comparative time series analysis focused on this time period.
Response: The rainbow trout spawning habitat versus flow relationship will be the primary tool that will be used to develop new license conditions regarding spawning flows; therefore, a time series comparison of rainbow trout spawning habitat for impaired and unimpaired flow was not included in the AQ1 – TSR for any time period other than spring. 
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