3.1.6 Organizations

035. Letter from Jason Weiner, Wishtoyo Foundation & Ventura Coastkeeper, dated
February 13, 2017

Comment No. 035-1.

Please accept and confirm receipt of Wishtoyo Foundation's Comments on the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA.
This is email 1 of 2.

Response No. 035-1:

CDFW confirms receipt of Wishtoyo’s supplemental email comments.

Comment No. 035-2:

Please note that Wishtoyo's full comments, with all attachments included that were too large to email, were
mailed today via the US Postal Service.

Response No. 035-2:

CDFW acknowledges that attachments were sent by mail. No further response is required because the
comment does not raise an issue regarding the adequacy of the Draft AEA.

Comment No. 035-3;

If you could confirm receipt of the two attachments in this email it would be much appreciated.

Response No. 035-3:

CDFW acknowledges receipt of the two attachments, but notes that the attachments often are not
connected to any Wishtoyo comment, therefore, making it extremely difficult for COFW to meaningfully
respond. However, in those cases where a direct connection to a specific attachment can be made, the
content of the attachment was addressed in the response to the comment that references the attachment.

Comment No. 035-4:

Please accept and confirm receipt of Wishtoyo Foundation's Comments on the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA.
This is email 2 of 2, and contains only attachments for Wishtoyo's cultural resources comments.
Response No. 035-4:

CDFW confirms receipt of Wishtoyo’s comments; however, the attachments provided by Wishtoyo are
comprised of an array of documents that often are not connected to any particular Wishtoyo comment,
therefore, making it extremely difficult for CDFW to meaningfully respond with regard to the attachments.
However, in those cases where a direct connection to a specific attachment can be made, the content of the
attachment was addressed in the response the comment that references the attachment.

Comment No. 035-5:

Please note that Wishtoyo's full comments, with all attachments included that were too large to email, were
mailed today via the US Postal Service.

Response No. 035-5:

CDFW acknowledges that attachments were sent by mail. No further response is required because the
comment does not raise an issue regarding the adequacy of the Draft AEA.
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Comment No. 035-6:

If you could confirm receipt of the two attachments in this email it would be much appreciated.

Response No. 035-6:

CDFW acknowledges receipt of two attachments, but notes that the attachments often are not connected to
any Wishtoyo comment, therefore, making it extremely difficult for CDFW to meaningfully respond. However,
in those cases where a direct connection to a specific attachment can be made, the content of the
attachment was addressed in the response the comment that references the attachment.

Comment No. 035-7:

Please accept and confirm receipt of Wishtoyo Foundation's Comments on the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA.
This is email 1 of 2.

Response No. 035-7:

CDFW confirms receipt of Wishtoyo’s supplemental email comments.

Comment No. 035-8:

Please note that Wishtoyo's full comments, with all attachments included that were too large to email, were
mailed today via the US Postal Service.

Response No. 035-8:

CDFW acknowledges that attachments were sent by mail. No further response is required because the
comment does not raise an issue regarding the adequacy of the Draft AEA.

Comment No. 035-9:

If you could confirm receipt of the two attachments in this email it would be much appreciated.

Response No. 035-9:

CDFW acknowledges receipt of the two attachments, but notes that the attachments often are not
connected to any Wishtoyo comment, therefore, making it extremely difficult for CDFW to meaningfully
respond. However, in those cases where a direct connection to a specific attachment can be made, the
content of the attachment was addressed in the response the comment that references the attachment.
Comment No. 035-10:

Thank you for confirming. Upon receipt, if there is a way to confirm receipt of the CD we mailed, plus the
attachments in the CD, it would be more than great.

Response No. 035-10:

CDFW received the CD; however, the above comment does not raise any environmental issues with regard to
the adequacy of the Draft AEA. Thus, no further response is required.

Comment No. 035-11:

Please accept and confirm receipt of Wishtoyo Foundation's Comments on the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA.
This is email 1 of 2.

Response No. 035-11:

CDFW confirms receipt of Wishtoyo’s supplemental email comments.
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Comment No. 035-12:

Please note that Wishtoyo's full comments, with all attachments included that were too large to email, were
mailed today via the US Postal Service.

Response No. 035-12:

CDFW acknowledges that attachments were sent by mail. No further response is required because the
comment does not raise an issue regarding the adequacy of the Draft AEA.

Comment No. 035-13:

If you could confirm receipt of the two attachments in this email it would be much appreciated.

Response No. 035-13:

CDFW acknowledges receipt of two attachments to Wishtoyo's supplemental email, but notes that the
attachments often are not connected to any Wishtoyo comment, therefore, making it extremely difficult for
CDFW to meaningfully respond. However, in those cases where a direct connection to a specific attachment
can be made, the content of the attachment was addressed in the response the comment that references
the attachment.

Comment No. 035-14:

Thank you for providing Wishtoyo Foundation (“Wishtoyo”) with the opportunity to submit comments on the
Newhall Ranch Draft AEA. Wishtoyo is a Chumash Native American non-profit organization that protects
Chumash cultural, and the natural resources all Peoples depend upon. These comments are specifically in
regards to the native, endangered, fully protected, and rapidly disappearing Unarmored Threespine
Stickleback important to the Chumash Peoples, Wishtoyo’s members, and the general public concerned with
loss of the planet’s and region’s native wildlife.

Response No. 035-14:

The comment describes the Wishtoyo Foundation as a “Chumash Native American non-profit organization
that protects Chumash cultural [sic], and the natural resources all Peoples depend upon.” The comment
states that comments to follow will be “in regard to the native, endangered, and fully protected, and rapidly
disappearing Unarmored Threespine Stickleback,” which, according to the comment, is “important to the
Chumash Peoples, Wishtoyo’s members, and the general public concerned with the loss of the planet’s and
the region’s native wildlife.”1

As explained in the Draft AEA, Section 3, Unarmored Threespine Stickleback, the previously certified 2010
Final EIR identified potentially significant impacts to the unarmored threespine stickleback, a fully-protected
fish species under Fish and Game Code section 5515, and included biota Mitigation Measures BIO-44 and
BIO-46 to allow for USFWS to divert the stream, and to collect and relocate fish, during construction of
bridges and bank stabilization in or near the Santa Clara River. CDFW adopted those two mitigation
measures as part of its approval of the project in December 2010.

The California Supreme Court held that the construction-related collection and relocation mitigation
measures (Bl0-44 and BIO-46) violated the Fish and Game Code section 5515 prohibition against
authorizing the take or possession of unarmored threespine stickleback. No other aspects of the biological
analysis or evaluation of unarmored threespine stickleback were overturned by the Supreme Court. As a
result of the Supreme Court decision, the project applicant has modified bridge design and construction
methods that do not require stream diversion or the collection and relocation of fish under Mitigation
Measures BlO-44 and BIO-46.

1 The comment does not identify which Chumash band(s) or People(s) the Wishtoyo represents, nor explain in what manner the Chumash, or any of
its bands, places special significance on the UTS.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-360 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Because the comment does not raise any issues within the Draft AEA or relate to a change in the project
bridge design or construction method from what was previously considered in the 2010 Final EIR, no
response is required. Nevertheless, the following response is included for information purposes.

CDFW also does not concur with the comment’s statement that the unarmored threespine stickleback is
“rapidly disappearing.” While recent drought years may have stressed known populations, CDFW is unaware
of any study or data that would support a conclusion that the species is rapidly disappearing. Since 1988,
focused fish surveys have been conducted by state and federal wildlife agencies, various independent
biologists, and several consulting firms to document the presence or absence of special-status fish species,
including unarmored threespine stickleback, within the project area and upstream of the project area within
the Santa Clara River (2010 Final EIR, Section 4.5, Biological Resources, pp. 4.5-680-681.) Those surveys
indicate that unarmored threespine stickleback presence is “quite variable (ranging from rare or absent in
certain reaches of the River to locally abundant in any given year) in the project reach in sections of the
Santa Clara River[.]” (2010 Final EIR, Section 4.5, Biological Resources, p. 4.5-681; and see pp. 4.5-59-60
[description of completed unarmored threespine stickleback surveys], p. 4.5-240 [observations during
surveys].)

Because the comment does not raise issues as to the adequacy of the Draft AEA, no further response is
required.

Comment No. 035-15:

As you know, the Unarmored Threespine Stickleback (“UTS”), a fully protected species under California law,
is rapidly disappearing along with the degradation of its habitat that must be protected and restored. Its
habitat exists in two locations in the Upper Santa Clara River mainstem (Newhall Ranch project area in a
stretch of the Santa Clara River upstream of the Dry Gap to about and around the Old Road Bridge; and a
stretch of the Santa Clara River near Soledad Canyon around the Stickleback Movie Ranch), a stretch of
Bouquet Creek, a stretch of Soledad Canyon Creek, and a stretch of San Francisquito Creek. The California
Department of Fish and Wildlife website as updated in June of 2015 (see attached) provides that the
occurrence of Unarmored Threespine Stickleback as of June 2015 in these habitats is as follows: Upper
Santa Clara River (extremely limited), Bouquet Creek (extremely limited), Soledad Canyon Creek (possibly
extirpated), San Francisquito Creek (recently translocated to this location after extirpation in 2005 at this
location).

Response No. 035-15:

The comment reiterates the protected status of the unarmored threespine stickleback under California law,
and states that the species is “rapidly disappearing along with the degradation of its habitat that must be
protected and restored [sic].” The comment states that unarmored threespine stickleback habitat exists at
“two locations” in the Upper Santa Clara River main stem - the “Newhall Ranch project area in a stretch of
the Santa Clara River upstream of the Dry Gap to about and around the Old Road Bridge; and a stretch of
the Santa Clara River near Soledad Canyon around the Stickleback Movie Ranch).” The comment identifies
three other locations where Wishtoyo believes unarmored threespine stickleback are present: “a stretch of
Bouquet Creek, a stretch of Soledad Canyon Creek, and a stretch of San Francisquito Creek. The comment
states that, according to CDFW’s website, as updated in June 2015, the occurrence of unarmored
threespine stickleback in these habitats is as follows: “Upper Santa Clara River (extremely limited), Bouquet
Creek (extremely limited), Soledad Canyon Creek (possibly extirpated), San Francisquito Creek (recently
translocated to this location after extirpation in 2005 at this location).”

As discussed in Response to Comment No. 035-14, because this comment does not raise any issues as to
the adequacy of the Draft AEA or relate to a change in the project bridge design or construction method from
what was previously considered in the 2010 Final EIR, no response is required. Nevertheless, the following
response is included for information purposes.

In regard to the “rapidly disappearing” status of unarmored threespine stickleback, the comment repeats
the issues and questions set forth previously in Comment 035-14. Accordingly, please refer to Response to
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Comment No. 035-14, above. Furthermore, the comment does not present new information with regard to
unarmored threespine stickleback.

In addition, CDFW’s website information does not present new or different data from what was previously
reported in the 2010 Final EIR. As reported by CDFW (website and 2010 Final EIR), unarmored threespine
stickleback is a state and federal listed endangered species and a fully protected species under the Fish and
Game Code. As previously reported, unarmored threespine stickleback have a very limited distribution, with
the southern California population represented in only three drainages in the Santa Clara River watershed:
Upper Santa Clara River (extremely limited), Bouquet Creek (extremely limited), and Soledad Canyon
(possibly extirpated) (CDFW’s website, https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Drought /Projects/Stickleback and 2010
Final EIR, Section 4.5, Biological Resources, p. 4.5-606 [unarmored threespine stickleback legal status], pp.
4.5-679-681 [life history].) Their naturally limited distribution, declining populations within the species
complete historic range that included the Los Angeles, Santa Ana and San Gabriel Rivers (USFWS 2009), as
well as known threats to the species, led to the federal listing of unarmored threespine stickleback as an
endangered species in October 1970 (35 Federal Register 16047), the state listing in California in June
1971 (Richmond et al. 2014), and the revised recovery plan in 1985 (2010 Final EIR, Section 4.5, Biological
Resources, p. 4.5-680.) A long-term standardized unarmored threespine stickleback population assessment
within the Upper Santa Clara River, focused on population trends, has never been performed; thus, it is not
possible to ascertain whether that population is declining, increasing, or remaining essentially stable.
Generally speaking, however, the numbers of unarmored threespine stickleback observed during any single
survey effort have been variable, most likely due to the average one-year unarmored threespine stickleback
life span and natural annual population variability, stochastic weather patterns (random, high weather
variation) and dynamic habitat conditions in the Santa Clara River. The commenter is directed to the 2009 5-
Year Review Report on Unarmored Threespine Stickleback for a more complete description of the species
range:

“Currently, the UTS are restricted to the upper Santa Clara River and its tributaries in Los Angeles
County, San Antonio Creek on Vandenberg Air Force Base (VAFB) in Santa Barbara County, and the
Shay Creek vicinity in San Bernardino County (Moyle 2002). A small, transplanted population of the
UTS may exist outside the native range in upper San Felipe Creek, a tributary to the Salton Sea, San
Diego County (Moyle 2002). The UTS were transplanted to San Felipe Creek from Soledad Canyon in
1972, 1973, and again in 1981(Swift et al. 1993, Service in litt. 2008a); however, the current status
of this population or whether it still exists is unknown at this time (Service in litt. 2008a).”

Because the comment does not raise issues as to the adequacy of the Draft AEA, no further response is
required.

Comment No. 035-16:

Just recently it was found by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife, and Los Angeles County that the population of Unarmored Threespine Stickleback in the Bouquet
Canyon reach has been lost, as this population has been hybridized with another Stickleback species. (See
attachments provided on CD and County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Notice of Intent to
Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for Bouquet Canyon Creek Restoration Project also provided on the
CD attached to this letter.) In addition, the habitat of one of the few remaining locations where Unarmored
Threespine Stickleback exists — an upstream reach of the Santa Clara River around Stickleback Movie
Ranch located at 9777 Soledad Canyon Rd, Santa Clarita, CA 91390, was just devastated by the July 24,
2016 Santa Clara River “Sand Fire” that burnt over 52 square mile of the Upper Santa Clara River
watershed. (See attachments on CD.) During this fire, the Stickleback Movie Ranch and the banks of the
Santa Clara River that contain Unarmored Threespine Stickleback were burnt to the ground. It is unknown
whether this population has been wiped out by the ash and toxins from the Sand Fire and firefighting effort
that have been flushed into the Santa Clara River during rain events in late 2016 and early 2017.
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Response No. 035-16:

The comment states that USFWS, CDFW, and the County of Los Angeles have recently determined that the
unarmored threespine stickleback population in the Bouquet Canyon reach “has been lost” due to
hybridizing with another stickleback species. The comment then describes the Sand Fire that occurred on
July 24, 2016, and states that the fire destroyed the unarmored threespine stickleback habitat near the
Stickleback Movie Ranch. According to the comment, it is unknown whether the unarmored threespine
stickleback population at this location “has been wiped out by the ash and toxins from the San Fire and
firefighting effort that have been flushed into the Santa Clara River during the rain events in late 2016 and
early 2017.”

The 2016 Sand Fire and its potential impacts on the unarmored threespine stickleback habitat and
population near the Stickleback Ranch is not related to the project under review and, therefore, is beyond
the scope of the Draft AEA. Unarmored threespine stickleback in Bouquet Canyon Creek is also not related to
the project under review and, therefore, is beyond the scope of the Draft AEA. CDFW will consider the
comment for the context it provides regarding unarmored threespine stickleback populations within the
Santa Clara River as a whole. However, the referenced fire does not pertain to any aspect of the project’s
modifications evaluated in the Draft AEA.

In addition, because this comment does not raise any issues within the scope of the Draft AEA or relate to a
change in the bridge design and construction methods from what was previously considered in the 2010
Final EIR, no further substantive response is required. For further responsive information, please refer to
Topical Response 1: Scope of the Additional Environmental Analysis.

Comment No. 035-17:

All of the aforementioned facts are important and relevant to the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA because, for the
first time, the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA indicates that surveys for Unarmored Threespine Stickleback

conducted between 2014 - 2015 on in the Upper Santa Clara River in the Newhall Ranch Project site from
the upstream edge of the Dry Gap to the Old Road found that:

“During the 2014 and 2015 surveys, no unarmored threespine stickleback or other species native to
the Santa Clara River were observed in the project area. During the habitat surveys, CDFW observed
unarmored threespine stickleback between the Old Road Bridge and the Valencia WRP discharge,
upstream of the project area in August 2015.”

1 The Newhall Ranch Draft AEA indicates these surveys were conducted on: 1.) August 2015 (CDFW
surveyed for unarmored threespine stickleback habitat at a reconnaissance level in the Santa Clara
River, from the Old Road downstream to just below the Valencia WRP discharge. This survey was
upstream of the project area); and 2.) “August 19, September 4, and September 5, 2014 and other
aquatic surveys were conducted on multiple dates from June 27 to September 1, 2015 (ICF
International 2016a)”

Response No. 035-17:

The comment states that “the aforementioned facts are important and relevant to the Newhall Ranch Draft
AEA because, for the first time, the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA indicates that surveys for Unarmored
Threespine Stickleback conducted between 2014-2015 on the Upper Santa Clara River in the Newhall
Ranch Project site from the upstream edge of the Dry Gap to The Old Road found that ... no unarmored
threespine stickleback or other species native to the Santa Clara River were observed in the project area.”
The comment acknowledges that, according to the Draft AEA, surveys “observed unarmored threespine
stickleback between the Old Road Bridge and the Valencia WRP discharge, upstream of the project area in
August 2015.”

This comment does not raise significant new information. While CDFW recognizes that the 2014 and 2015
reconnaissance fish surveys detected no unarmored threespine stickleback in the project reach of the Santa
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Clara River, these surveys are not inconsistent with the analysis in the 2010 Final EIR. Prior surveys also
showed that, during certain years, unarmored threespine stickleback were not detected in one or more
sections of the Santa Clara River within the project area, only to be found in those same areas during
surveys conducted in subsequent years. As indicated above, and as discussed in the 2010 Final EIR,
unarmored threespine stickleback presence is variable and appears to fluctuate according to changes in
environmental conditions (e.g., storm events) (see discussion of unarmored threespine stickleback
population assessment in Response to Comment 09-98). CDFW assumes presence of unarmored
threespine stickleback in the project area.

In addition, the 2014 and 2015 unarmored threespine stickleback surveys represent only two data points
and thus are insufficient to support any determination that the species no longer inhabits the project reach
of the Santa Clara River. A long-term standardized unarmored threespine stickleback population assessment
within the Upper Santa Clara River, focused on population trends, has never been performed. For this
reason, the Draft AEA - like the 2010 Final EIR before it - assumes unarmored threespine stickleback
presence throughout the project reach of the Santa Clara River; and, as a result, the 2010 Final EIR
incorporated, and CDFW adopted, a mitigation strategy that avoids or substantially lessens impacts to
unarmored threespine stickleback. (See 2010 Final EIR, Section 4.5, Biological Resources, pp. 4.5-693-
through 4.5-702.) To assume otherwise (i.e., to assume unarmored threespine stickleback no longer exist
within the project reach of the river) would mean that the project would not be capable of affecting the
species, even if bridge construction and other work were performed within the wetted channel of the Santa
Clara River where unarmored threespine stickleback have been documented in the past. In such case, there
would be no need to study the project’s impacts on unarmored threespine stickleback. In order to be
conservative, CDFW did not make that assumption and, in fact, assumed the opposite. The entire Draft AEA
analysis of potential bridge and bank stabilization impacts conservatively presumes, for purposes of the
analysis, that unarmored threespine stickleback are in the river at locations near proposed construction
sites. Said differently, the Draft AEA presumes unarmored threespine stickleback are present within the
wetted channel of the Santa Clara River for the entire reach of the river within the project site where RMDP
construction will occur in areas proximate to, but outside of, the wetted channel. The Draft AEA adopts a
comprehensive “no water contact” approach to constructing the bridges and bank stabilization, combined
with an array of additional protective mitigation measures, to specify that the construction of bridges and
bank stabilization within the project is performed consistent with Fish and Game Code section 5515. The
Draft AEA concludes that impacts to unarmored threespine stickleback will be less than significant.

Comment No. 035-18:

This new information, not available during EIR Certification in 2010, is consistent with the following
information Wishtoyo Foundation heard in 2014-2016 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service officials whom
were informed of these 2014 - 2015 survey results: That Unarmored Threespine Stickleback are present
upstream of the confluence of the Valencia Wastewater Treatment Plant’s (“Valencia WTP”) discharge to
around the Old Road, but it appears likely that Unarmored Threespine Stickleback are no longer present in
the Newhall Ranch project area from the Dry Gap to the confluence of the Valencia WTP effluent discharge.
Based on the scientific literature regarding Unarmored Threespine Stickleback habitat requirements,
Valencia WTP monitoring data of its effluent discharge and the Santa Clara River upstream and downstream
of its discharge, and Wishtoyo Foundation monitoring data of the Santa Clara River upstream and
downstream of the Valencia WTP effluent discharge, it is apparent that the Valencia WTP effluent discharge
is impairing Unarmored Threespine Stickleback habitat and causing adverse survival and reproductive
impacts to the Unarmored Threespine Stickleback from the confluence of the Valencia WTP effluent
discharge to the Dry Gap due to:

1.) the severe increases in temperature (the Valencia WTP is much hotter than the Santa Clara River and
levels that are tolerable for UTS survival and reproduction); and

2.) increases in the velocity of the River’s flow (the millions of gallons per day of Valencia WTP effluent
discharge causes the River to move too fast for UTS survival, presence, and reproduction, and eliminates the
slow moving water the species needs to be present, survive, and reproduce).
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(See data, studies, reports, and information in Attached in CD and discussed below to support all of these
assertions.)

Response No. 035-18:

The comment states that the 2014-2015 unarmored threespine stickleback survey results represents “new
information...not available during EIR certification in 2010.” The comment also contends that these data are
consistent with statements Wishtoyo claims to have received USFWS to the effect that “Unarmored
Threespine Stickleback are present upstream of the confluence of the Valencia Wastewater Treatment
Plant’s (‘Valencia WTP’) discharge to around the Old Road, but it appears likely that the Unarmored
Stickleback are no longer present in the Newhall Ranch project area from the Dry Gap to the confluence of
the Valencia WTP effluent discharge.” The comment claims that these data, when assessed in conjunction
with the scientific literature regarding the habitat needs of the unarmored threespine stickleback,
demonstrate that the Valencia WTP effluent discharge is impairing unarmored threespine stickleback habitat
and causing adverse impacts on unarmored threespine stickleback survival and reproduction. The comment
identifies two causes for this impact: (i) increases in the river's water temperature due to discharges from
the Valencia WTP into the wetted channel of the river; and (2) increases in flow velocity due to discharges
from the Valencia WTP into the river. According to the comment, the WTP effluent raises the river’'s water
temperature to levels that unarmored threespine stickleback cannot tolerate and “causes the River to move
too fast for unarmored threespine stickleback survival, presence, and reproduction, and eliminates the slow
moving water the species needs to be present, survive, and reproduce.” The comment states that the data,
studies, reports, and information on which it is relies are included on the CD attached to the comment letter.

First, CDFW recognizes that unarmored threespine stickleback presence is variable and the population
fluctuates, and therefore, CDFW assumes presence of unarmored threespine stickleback in the project area.
CDFW works closely with USFWS on matters concerning the unarmored threespine stickleback. CDFW
provided a copy of the Draft AEA to USFWS. At no time during its various communications with CDFW did
USFWS indicate that, in its opinion, unarmored threespine stickleback “are no longer present in the Newhall
Ranch project area from the Dry Gap to the confluence of the Valencia WTP effluent discharge.” Please refer
to Response to Comment No. 035-15 above for information related to the latest available 5-Year Review
Report on unarmored threespine stickleback by USFWS. In any case, as noted above, the Draft AEA assumes
unarmored threespine stickleback are present within the wetted channel of the Santa Clara River for the
entire reach of the river within the project site where RMDP construction will occur in areas proximate to, but
outside of, the wetted channel.

Second, the Valencia WTP (also known as the Valencia WRP) is an existing, fully-operative and permitted
facility operated by the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District (formerly, Sanitation District Nos. 26 and 32).
The Valencia WRP’s impacts on the unarmored threespine stickleback, if any, are beyond the scope of the
Draft AEA, which limits its evaluation to (i) the project’s GHG emissions, and (ii) the project’s modified bridge
design and construction approach which avoids contact with the wetted channel of the Santa Clara River.
Nothing in the comment shows any connection between the project’s modified bridge design and
construction methods for the bridges and bank stabilization features and the effluent from the upstream
Valencia WRP.2 The comment raises an issue that is not related to the change in bridge design or
construction methods analyzed in the Draft AEA. Said differently, the discharges from the Valencia WRP
(including flow velocity and water temperatures) are not generated by any aspect of the proposed project’s
modifications evaluated in the Draft AEA. Specifically, the Valencia WRP discharges are not generated by the
project’s modified design and construction approach with bridges and bank stabilization, which approach is
required by, and in response to, the corrective action required by the Supreme Court’s decision with regard
to unarmored threespine stickleback. In addition, the discharges are not generated by the project’s GHG
analysis, nor the new mitigation measures reducing the project’s GHG impacts to net zero in response to the
Supreme Court’s decision. Thus, the issues concerning the WRP discharges are issues that were raised or
could have been raised in response to the 2010 Final EIR and no further response is required. Nonetheless,
for further responsive information, please refer to Topical Response 1: Scope of the Additional

2 Nor does the comment draw any connection between the project’s GHG emissions and the Valencia WRP effluent, and there is no connection.
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Environmental Analysis. Therefore, the comment is beyond the scope of the AEA and need not be addressed.
In any instance, the revised bridge design would likely reduce concerns related to this issue because the
project’s modified construction approach contemplates construction of the bridges and bank stabilization
outside the wetted channel of the Santa Clara River (i.e., outside the receiving water of the WRP discharges),
and incorporates numerous other protective measures to require no impact to unarmored threespine
stickleback.

Third, the Valencia WRP, an existing facility, operates pursuant to: (i) the 1980 Upper Santa Clara River
Basin Facilities Plan, the associated certified EIR, and the 1987 Addendum, and (ii) the 2015 Santa Clarita
Valley Joint Sewerage System Facilities Plan and EIR. The time to challenge these previously certified
environmental documents has long since passed.

Fourth, the Valencia WRP and its effluent are subject to Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) and a
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit (Order R4-2015-0071; NPDES No.
CA0054216; “NPDES permit”), effective May 3, 2015. The Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
(LARWCB) adopted the NPDES permit pursuant to the California Water Code (commencing with section
13260) and section 402 of the federal Clean Water Act. The Valencia WRP WDRs identify several designated
beneficial uses for the Santa Clara River that protect aquatic species, such as unarmored threespine
stickleback. The designated beneficial uses for the Santa Clara River in the vicinity of the Valencia WRP that
are protective of unarmored threespine stickleback are as follows: rare, threatened, or endangered species
(RARE); warm freshwater habitat (WARM), wildlife habitat (WILD), and wetland habitat (WET). The discharge
permit reflects a consideration of the protection of those beneficial uses that are applicable to aquatic
species in the river, such as the unarmored threespine stickleback, with specific prohibition on any
discharge that causes impairment of any of these designated beneficial uses. Thus, the time to challenge
the NPDES permit itself has long passed.

Fifth, in the 2010 Final EIR, CDFW assessed the project’s cumulative impacts on the Santa Clara River and
the wildlife species that rely on it. This analysis took into account the current and ongoing effluent
discharges from the Valencia WRP, treating them as a component of existing conditions. The 2010 Final EIR
determined that the project’s cumulative impacts on the hydrology of the river would be less than significant.
Likewise, the 2010 Final EIR determined that the project’s cumulative impacts on unarmored threespine
stickleback habitat would be less than significant. Neither Wishtoyo nor any other party challenged these
determinations during the EIR review process or during the subsequent litigation. Thus, the issue cannot be
raised now, as it does not relate to the limited set of issues covered in the current Draft AEA. Therefore, the
comment is beyond the scope of the AEA and need not be addressed. For further responsive information
regarding the scope of the Draft AEA, please refer to Topical Response 1: Scope of the Additional
Environmental Analysis.

Comment No. 035-19:

Considering the information about the rapidly disappearing limited habitat for the Unarmored Threespine
Stickleback and its fragile and declining populations that have come to light after CDFW certification of the
project EIR in 2010 (see above and the documents in the attached CD); the new information in the Newhall
Ranch Draft AEA discovered in 2014 and 2015 regarding the lack of presence of the Unarmored Threespine
Stickleback downstream of the Valencia WTP; the fact that the Proposed Newhall Ranch Wastewater
Treatment Plant (“Proposed Newhall POTW2") part of this project will constantly discharge millions of gallons
of effluent during the wet season that will increase the velocity of the Santa Clara River thereby further
degrading Unarmored Threespine Stickleback habitat; and the fact that the Newhall Ranch Wastewater
Treatment Plant will discharge millions of gallons of effluent baking in the hot Santa Clarita Valley at levels
that are much hotter than the Santa Clara River’s natural temperature (and hotter than suitable for the
Unarmored Threespine Stickleback) thereby further degrading Unarmored Threespine Stickleback habitat, it
is essential that CDFW:
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2The EIR identifies this as the “Newhall Ranch WRP” or Newhall Ranch Water Reclamation Plant. The
Newhall Ranch WRP is the “Proposed Newhall POTW” or Proposed Newhall Publically Owned Treatment
Works.

1.) prepare a revised or supplemental EIR that fully examines and analyzes the impacts of the Proposed
Newhall POTW on the Unarmored Threespine Stickleback and its habitat from the water temperature and
flow velocity increases in the Santa Clara River caused by the Proposed Newhall POTW; and

2.) approves a revised or supplemental EIR that contains velocity and temperature protections from the
Proposed Newhall POTW consistent with California’s Fully Protected Species statute that protects and allows
for the restoration of Unarmored Threespine Stickleback from the discharge point of the Proposed Newhall
POTW downstream to the Dry Gap.

Response No. 035-19:

The comment states that, in light of (i) the information about the “rapidly disappearing limited habitat for the
Unarmored Threespine Stickleback and its fragile and declining populations that have come to light after
prior CDFW certification of the project EIR;” (ii) the “new information in the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA
discovered in 2014 and 2015” regarding the absence of stickleback downstream of the Valencia WRP; (iii)
the fact that “the Proposed Newhall Ranch Wastewater Treatment Plant . . . part of this project will
constantly discharge millions of gallons of effluent during the wet season that will increase the velocity of the
Santa Clara River thereby further degrading Unarmored Threespine Stickleback habitat”; and (iv) “the fact
that the Newhall Ranch Wastewater Treatment Plant will discharge millions of gallons of effluent baking in
the hot Santa Clarita Valley at levels that are much hotter than the Santa Clara River’s natural temperature
(and hotter than suitable for the unarmored threespine stickleback) thereby further degrading Unarmored
Threespine Stickleback habitat,” CDFW must:

1. “prepare a revised or supplemental EIR that fully examines and analyzes the impacts of the Proposed
Newhall POTW on the Unarmored Threespine Stickleback and its habitat from the water temperature
and flow velocity increases in the Santa Clara River caused by the Proposed Newhall POTW;” and

2. “approve a revised or supplemental EIR that contains velocity and temperature protections from the
Proposed Newhall POTW consistent with California’s Fully Protected Species statute that protects and
allows for the restoration of Unarmored Threespine Stickleback from the discharge point of the Proposed
Newhall POTW downstream to the Dry Gap.”

CDFW does not concur with the above comments for the following reasons:

First, the Newhall Ranch Wastewater Reclamation Plant - sometimes known as the Newhall Ranch publicly-
owned treatment works (POTW) or the Newhall Ranch WRP - was approved by the County of Los Angeles as
part of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan pursuant to a project-level EIR certified by the County in 2003. Thus,
no further review of the Newhall Ranch WRP is required; and any challenge to the Newhall Ranch WRP or its
underlying certified EIR is time-barred.

Second, because the County already approved the Newhall Ranch WRP, it is not part of the proposed project
now under consideration and review by CDFW in the Draft AEA.

Third, the Newhall Ranch WRP and its effluent - like the Valencia WRP - are subject to WDRs and a NPDES
permit (Order R4-2013-0180; NPDES No. CA0O064556; “NPDES permit”), effective February 1, 2014. The
Los Angeles Regional Water adopted the NPDES permit pursuant to the California Water Code (commencing
with section 13260) and section 402 of the federal Clean Water Act. The Newhall Ranch WRP WDRs identify
several designated beneficial uses for the Santa Clara River that protect aquatic species, such as
unarmored threespine stickleback. The designated beneficial uses for the Santa Clara River in the vicinity of
the Newhall Ranch WRP protective of unarmored threespine stickleback are as follows: rare, threatened, or
endangered species (RARE); warm freshwater habitat (WARM), wildlife habitat (WILD), and wetland habitat
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(WET). The discharge permit reflects a consideration of the protection of those beneficial uses that are
applicable to aquatic species in the river, such as the unarmored threespine stickleback, with specific
prohibition on any discharge that causes impairment of any of these desighated beneficial uses. Discharge
limitations go so far as to require protection of the natural hydrologic conditions necessary to support the
physical, chemical, and biological characteristics present in wetlands to prevent significant adverse effects
on: (a) natural temperature, pH, dissolved oxygen, and other natural physical and chemical conditions; (b)
movement of aquatic fauna; (c) survival and reproduction of aquatic flora and fauna; and (d) water levels.
The time to challenge the Newhall Ranch WRP NPDES permit is long-passed.

Fourth, the Newhall Ranch WRP will discharge treated effluent to the Santa Clara River only during the wet
season when discharges will be diluted by existing flow in the Santa Clara River. No discharge to the Santa
Clara River will occur during the dry season. As described previously, the effects of the Newhall Ranch WRP
were analyzed in the project-level EIR for the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan, which was certified by the County
in 2003. Further, the 2010 EIR analyzed potential effects of discharge by operation of the Newall WRP and
concluded that no significant impacts to unarmored threespine stickleback would occur.

Fifth, the Newhall Ranch WRP and the effect of its future effluent on unarmored threespine stickleback are
beyond the scope of the Draft AEA, which is limited to (i) the proposed project’s GHG emissions, and (ii)
impacts associated with the proposed “no water contact” approach to constructing bridges and installing
bank stabilization. Neither of these two issues affects, or is implicated by, the Newhall Ranch WRP.

Sixth, the 2010 Final EIR, when it evaluated the proposed project’s cumulative impacts on the hydrology and
biology of the Santa Clara River, took into account the future effluent discharges from the Newhall Ranch
WRP. The 2010 Final EIR determined that the proposed project’s contribution to such impacts, including
those on unarmored threespine stickleback, would be less than cumulatively considerable. Neither Wishtoyo
nor any other party challenged that determination during the 2010 EIR review process. Nor did any party
challenge that determination during the subsequent litigation. Thus, the claim is barred from further
consideration.

For these reasons, CDFW declines Wishtoyo’s request for a “revised or supplemental EIR” that addresses
the Newhall Ranch WRP’s water temperature and flow velocity impacts on the unarmored threespine
stickleback. CDFW also declines Wishtoyo’s request to impose “velocity and temperature protections” on the
Newhall Ranch WRP.

Comment No. 035-20:

Based on the increases in velocity from the Valencia WTP, it appears that a prohibition of any discharge from
the Proposed Newhall POTW is consistent with California’s Fully Protected Species statute. However if
science conclusively demonstrates some small discharge can occur from the Proposed Newhall POTW that
will not impact the velocity of river flows downstream of the Proposed Newhall POTW so as to impact the
Unarmored Threespine Stickleback’s ability to survive, utilize, and be present downstream of the Proposed
Newhall POTW'’s discharge, the effluent discharge from the Proposed Newhall POTW must be cooled prior to
discharge to a level equivalent to the naturally occurring temperatures of the River and that are suitable for
Unarmored Threespine Stickleback.

Response No. 035-20:

The comment states that, “[b]ased on the increases in velocity from the Valencia WTP, it appears that a
prohibition of any discharge from the Proposed Newhall POTW is consistent with California’s Fully Protected
statute.” The comment then contends that even if “some small discharge can occur” from the Newhall
Ranch WRP without affecting the velocity of the river flows or the unarmored threespine stickleback, the
effluent from the WRP must nevertheless “be cooled prior to discharge to a level equivalent to the naturally
occurring temperatures of the River and that are suitable for unarmored threespine stickleback.
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As pointed out in Response to Comment Nos. 035-18 and 035-19, above, the Newhall Ranch WRP,
including its effluent, is regulated under an existing and valid NPDES permit issued by the Los Angeles
Regional Board.

In addition, CDFW notes that the comment provides no evidence that the amount of effluent discharged
from the Valencia WRP into the Santa Clara River is beyond its facility permitted flow of 21.6 mgd. The
Newhall Ranch WRP, when it becomes operational, will discharge on average approximately 0.6 mgd during
the wet season and will not release any discharge to the Santa Clara River during the dry season. The
discharge amount to the Santa Clara River represents less than 1 percent of the river’s average wet season
flow (2010 Final EIR Section 4.4, p. 4.4-114). Also, because the Newhall Ranch WRP will only discharge to
the river when reclaimed water demand is low, which will be during wet conditions when flows are elevated
above natural base flow conditions, any effects to the reproductive development, behavior, and success of
unarmored threespine stickleback will be avoided. Unarmored threespine stickleback do not typically spawn
under wet season conditions (i.e., elevated base flows and colder water temperatures). During dry, low flow
years, the demand for reclaimed water is high, precluding the need to discharge water to the Santa Clara
River during these conditions.

The comment does not provide evidence of any connection between the Draft AEA’s GHG analysis or the
modified bridge design and construction methods to avoid impacts to unarmored threespine stickleback,
and the Valencia WRP’s discharges, flow rates, or discharge temperatures. As discussed in Response to
Comment No. 035-14, because the comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy of the Draft AEA,
no further response is required.

Comment No. 035-21:

Below are comments that in addition to the studies, documents, and data on the CD attached to this letter,
provide more information as to the temperature and flow velocity impacts from the Proposed Newhall POTW
that must be studied and prevented.

Response No. 035-21:

The comment alerts CDFW that what follows is more information as to the temperature and flow velocity
impacts from the proposed Newhall Ranch WRP.

As the comment is an introduction to further comments to follow, and because it raises no substantive issue
with regard to the adequacy of the Draft AEA, no further response is required.

Comment No. 035-22:

Additional Comments Providing More Information as to the Temperature and Flow Velocity Impacts to UTS
from the Proposed Newhall POTW that must be Studied and Prevented

1.) UTS Temperature Impacts (see all studies, information and data in the attached CD)

The USFWS 5 Year Review provides that high rates of mortality are likely to occur in situations where water
temperature is increasing rapidly or when temperatures exceed the critical thermal maximum, and that
Feldmeth and Baskin (1976) and Baskin (1975) found that UTS have a moderate tolerance (critical thermal
maximum of 30.5 degrees Celsius (86.9 degrees Fahrenheit)) when acclimated at 8 degrees Celsius (46.4
degrees Fahrenheit) and a critical thermal maximum of 34.6 degrees Celsius (94.3 degrees Fahrenheit)
when acclimated at 22.7 degrees Celsius (72.8 degrees Fahrenheit).

Response No. 035-22:

The comment introduces additional comments regarding the potential for the Newhall Ranch WRP to
adversely affect unarmored threespine stickleback due to effluent-related increases in the temperature and
velocity of the Santa Clara River. Specifically, the comment provides data from USFWS 5-Year Review of the
unarmored threespine stickleback indicating that “high rates of mortality are likely to occur in situations
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where water temperature is increasingly rapidly or when temperatures exceed the critical thermal
maximum.” The comment then states that “Feldmeth and Baskin (1976) and Baskin (1975) found that
unarmored threespine stickleback have a moderate tolerance (critical thermal maximum of 30.5 degrees
Celsius (86.9 degrees Fahrenheit)) when acclimated at 8 degrees Celsius (46.4 degrees Fahrenheit) and a
critical thermal maximum of 34.6 degrees Celsius (94.3 degrees Fahrenheit) when acclimated at 22.7
degrees Celsius (72.8 degrees Fahrenheit).”

As discussed in Response to Comment No. 035-14, because this comment does not raise any issues as to
the adequacy of the Draft AEA or relate to a change in the project bridge design or construction method from
what was previously considered in the 2010 Final EIR, no further response is required. Moreover, to the
extent that this comment relates to Wishtoyo’s concerns expressed in Comment Nos. 035-18, 035-19, and
035-20 regarding effluent released from the Newhall Ranch WRP, Responses to Comment Nos. 035-18,
035-19, and 035-20 above, the Newhall Ranch WRP including its effluent is regulated under an existing and
valid NPDES permit issued by the Los Angeles Regional Board and would be operated differently than the
Valencia WRP (see Response to Comment No. 0-35-20). Moreover, the issues concerning the Newhall Ranch
WRP discharges are issues that were raised or could have been raised in response to the 2010 Final EIR;
and, for further responsive information, please refer to Topical Response 1: Scope of the Additional
Environmental Analysis. Nonetheless, the following response is included for information purposes:

CDFW is aware of and has assessed the USFWS 5-Year Review for unarmored threespine stickleback, the
Feldmeth and Baskin (1976) study, and the Baskin (1975) study. CDFW agrees that the comment accurately
reproduces the critical thermal maximums described in Feldmeth and Baskin (1976) and in Baskin (1975).
As these benchmarks show, the critical thermal maximum shifts according to the “acclimation” temperature
used in the study. When the acclimation temperature is low (e.g., 46.4 degrees Fahrenheit3), the critical
thermal maximum is 86.9 degrees; but when that acclimation temperature is higher (e.g., 72.8 degrees), the
critical thermal maximum also goes up (e.g., to 94.3 degrees).

It is important to note, however, that the table on page five of the Wishtoyo comment letter includes point
temperature data from above and below the Valencia WRP. It is unknown if these were collected at a single
time during the day, as collection times were not provided. A natural fluctuation in river temperature would
be expected throughout the day, with maximum temperatures typically occurring in the afternoon.
Furthermore, these data were also collected above and below the Valencia WRP, representing temperatures
at those locations only, and may not represent water temperatures downstream at the proposed Newhall
Ranch WRP, especially since the discharge rate and timing of discharge are vastly different than that of the
Valencia WTP. See Response to Comment No. 09-98 for discussion of the Newhall Ranch WRP discharge.

It should also be noted that the critical thermal maximums were determined in laboratory conditions. Baskin
(1975) conducted a study on the upper Santa Clara River that was partially focused on thermal and oxygen
tolerances of unarmored threespine stickleback in the laboratory. The study authors found that water
temperatures in study pools ranged between 64.7 and 84.9 degrees and were well within the tolerance
limits determined in the laboratory of 86 degree maximum. Feldmeth and Baskin conducted a similar study
and developed Critical Thermal Maxima’s (CTM) between 86.9 degrees when acclimated to 46.4 degrees
and a CTM of 94.3 degrees when acclimated to 72.8 degrees. Critical Thermal Maximum (CTM) studies like
Baskin (1975) and Feldmeth and Baskin (1976) are important in evaluating and understanding what effects
upper and lower thermal tolerances can have on fish and what those thermal endpoints are. However, these
studies do have limitations and do not account for the reactive behavior fish will take when they encounter
adverse conditions. Fish in the wild will seek refuge, when available, from adverse conditions when they
occur. Animals used in these studies do not have the advantage to escape these adverse conditions. One
disadvantage of CTM procedures is that they cannot account for exposure time and potentially un-realistic
rates of temperature increase (Shultz and Bertrand 2011).

Irrespective of the applicability of these Critical Thermal Maxima to the Newhall Ranch WRP discharge, when
CTMs are applied to the water temperatures measured by Wishtoyo at the Valencia WRP, as summarized in

3 All temperatures from this point forward will be presented in Fahrenheit.
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the table on page 5 of the Wishtoyo letter, it can be demonstrated that the water temperature of the Santa
Clara River downstream of the Valencia WRP effluent discharge is below the critical thermal maximum for
unarmored threespine stickleback at both the 46.4 degree acclimation benchmark and the 72.8 degree
acclimation benchmark.

This can be shown using Wishtoyo’s data (which has not been verified). The table on page 5 of the comment
letter indicates that Wishtoyo’s temperature measurements of the Santa Clara River, upstream of the
Valencia WRP discharge, range between 61.5 degrees and 72.3 degrees, which means unarmored
threespine stickleback would be “acclimated” at temperatures slightly below the 72.8-degree acclimation
baseline discussed in Feldmeth and Baskin (1976) and Baskin (1975). This baseline generates a critical
thermal maximum for unarmored threespine stickleback of 94.3 degrees. As shown in Wishtoyo's table,
Wishtoyo's water temperature measurements of the River downstream of the WRP discharge range from
74.3 to 84 degrees, well below the critical thermal maximum.

Even if one were to assume the much lower acclimation temperature baseline of 46.4 degrees - i.e., an in-
river water temperature more than 14 degrees below the lowest in-river temperature actually recorded by
Wishtoyo (61.5 degrees) - the post-Valencia WRP discharge water temperature in the Santa Clara River, as
recorded by Wishtoyo, would still be below the critical thermal maximum described in Feldmeth and Baskin
(1976) and Baskin (1975). Specifically, with an assumed acclimation temperature of 46.4 degrees, the
critical thermal maximum, according to Feldmeth and Baskin, is 86.9 degrees Fahrenheit. However, the
highest in-river temperature recorded by Wishtoyo downstream of the Valencia WRP was 84 degrees
Fahrenheit, nearly 3 degrees below the critical thermal maximum. Thus, the analysis of Wishtoyo’s water
temperature readings shows that Wishtoyo’s data do not support their conclusion that effluent from the
Valencia WRP is causing the water temperature in the Santa Clara River to reach critical thermal maximums
for unarmored threespine stickleback.

Comment No. 035-23:

In addition Baskin 2000 (see attached CD) and Page 3 of October 19, 2016 letter from CDFW’s Tim E. Hovey
to Betty Courtney provides:

Aquatic vegetation is required by unarmored threespine stickleback to build nests. Nest building and
breeding begins as soon as the water warms in April and continues through July. Once the eggs are laid, the
embryos hatch in 6 to 8 days at 18 - 20 degrees Celsius (64.4 - 68 degrees Fahrenheit). CDFW evaluation
of the species life history determined instream flows, habitat, water quality and velocity are important factors
to the subsistence of unarmored threespine stickleback.

Response No. 035-23:

The comment reproduces an excerpt from a letter, dated October 19, 2016, from Tim E. Hovey (of CDFW) to
Betty Courtney (also of CDFW), which describes the habitat conditions that unarmored threespine
stickleback require to build nests and hatch eggs. The letter excerpt indicates that environmental conditions
such as instream flows, habitat, water quality, and velocity should be evaluated as they are “important
factors to the subsistence of unarmored threespine stickleback.”

CDFW has reviewed and considered Mr. Hovey’s letter. The excerpt set forth in the comment accurately
reproduces a portion of that letter. As neither the comment nor the excerpt raises issues as to the adequacy
of the Draft AEA, no further response is required.

Comment No. 035-24:

Wishtoyo Foundation and its Ventura Coastkeeper Program’s Watershed Monitoring Program Temperature
Field Results3 investigating the impacts of the Valencia WTP effluent discharge on Santa Clara River water
temperature are as follows:
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3 Wishtoyo Foundation and its Ventura Coastkeeper Program monitor in accordance with a Quality Assurance
Quality Control Plan approved by the State Water Resources Control Board (see attached CD), and calibrated
its thermometers used to collect this data with a NIST Traceable Calibrated Thermometer calibrated to the
following 5 calibration points 0, 15, 25, 30, 40 Degrees Celsius.

Date Location Degrees C Degrees F Location Degrees C DegreesF | Change Degrees C| Change Degrees F
3/20/14 RU1 179 64.2 RD1 235 74.3 5.6 10.1
5/27/14 RU1 21.5 70.7 RD1 26.8 80.2 53 9.5

6/2/14 RUL 219 714 RD1 26.5 79.7 46 8.3
6/23/14 RUL 21.0 69.8 RD1 215 815 6.5 117
8/22/14 RUL 224 72.3 RD1 289 84.0 6.5 117
11/22/14 RUL 16.4 615 RD1 25.5 779 9.1 16.4
5/26/15 RU1L 19.0 66.3 RD1 25.6 78.1 6.6 118

RU1 is located 300 feet Upstream of the Confluence of the Santa Clara River with the Valencia WTP Effluent Discharge
RD1 is located 300 feet Downstream of the Confluence of the Santa Clara River with the Valencia WTP Effluent Discharge

The monitoring data collected by Wishtoyo Foundation, the monitoring data collected by the Valencia WTP
from 2010 - 2014 (see attached CD), the monitoring data collected by the Valencia WTP from 2014 to the
present available from the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board and Los Angeles County (the
Valencia WTP owner and operator), the scientific literature in the attached CD, the findings in the Newhall
Ranch Draft AEA, the analysis of the Proposed Newhall POTW in the 2010 EIR, indicate that:

a.) By drastically increasing the temperature the Santa Clara River downstream of the confluence of the
Valencia WTP discharge and the Santa Clara River, the Valencia WTP discharge is creating a temperature
barrier to UTS migration thereby precluding the UTS from repopulating the Santa Clara River downstream of
the Valencia WTP and proposed Newhall POTW. The Proposed Newhall POTW will have the same effects
downstream of its confluence with the Santa Clara River to the Dry Gap.

b.) By drastically increasing the temperature the Santa Clara River downstream of the confluence of the
Valencia WTP discharge and the Santa Clara River, the Valencia WTP discharge is altering the temperature in
the Santa Clara River in a manner that results in the Santa Clara River approaching the critical thermal
maximum temperature for UTS that may result in mortality or other adverse effects to the UTS. The Proposed
Newhall POTW will have the same effects downstream of its confluence with the Santa Clara River to the Dry
Gap.

c.) By drastically increasing the of temperature the Santa Clara River downstream of the confluence of the
Valencia WTP discharge and the Santa Clara River, the Valencia WTP discharge is altering the temperature in
the Santa Clara River in a manner that results in changes in the normal embryo hatch rate that may be
detrimental to the species’ reproductive efforts and abilities. The Proposed Newhall POTW will have the
same effects downstream of its confluence with the Santa Clara River to the Dry Gap.

Response No. 035-24:

The comment provides a table reflecting the seven sets of water temperature readings taken by Wishtoyo
between March 20, 2014 and May 26, 2015. The water temperature readings were taken at one location
upstream of the Valencia WRP discharge point (RU1) and at one location downstream of the WRP discharge
point (RD1). According to the comment, these water temperature data, along with: (i) data maintained by the
Los Angeles RWQCB and the County of Los Angeles, (ii) the technical literature provided in Wishtoyo’s CD,
and (iii) the 2010 Final EIR’s analysis of the Newhall Ranch WRP indicate that the Valencia WRP is
“drastically increasing the temperature” of the Santa Clara River downstream of the WRP effluent discharge
point, thereby creating a “temperature barrier to UTS migration” and “precluding the UTS from repopulating
the Santa Clara River downstream of the Valencia WTP and the proposed Newhall POTW.”
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The comment states that the Newhall Ranch WRP “will have the same effects downstream of its confluence
with the Santa Clara River to the Dry Gap.” The comment also indicates that the Valencia WRP discharges
are “altering the temperature in the Santa Clara River in a manner that results in the Santa Clara River
approaching the critical maximum temperature for UTS,” which may lead to mortality and other adverse
effects on the species. The comment claims that the proposed Newhall Ranch WRP will have the same
impacts. Finally, the comment contends that the Valencia WRP effluent discharges increase the water
temperature “in a manner that results in changes in the normal embryo hatch rate” for unarmored
threespine stickleback, which “may be detrimental to the species’ reproductive efforts and abilities. The
comment claims the Newhall Ranch WRP will have the same impact on unarmored threespine stickleback
“downstream of its confluence with the Santa Clara River to the Dry Gap.”

As discussed in Response to Comment No. 035-14, this comment raises issues beyond the scope of the
Draft AEA, which scope is limited to GHG emissions and modified bridge design and construction methods to
protect unarmored threespine stickleback. Said differently, the comment raises issues unrelated to the
project’s GHG emissions and/or the proposed “no water contact” methodology to bridge and bank
stabilization construction. Instead, the comment focuses on the Valencia WRP, the Newhall Ranch WRP, and
the potential for plant discharges to alter the temperature of the Santa Clara River, thereby affecting
unarmored threespine stickleback. As such, no further response is required. Nevertheless, the following
response is included for informational purposes:

As stated above in Response to Comment No. 035-18, the Valencia WRP is an existing, operating plant with
its own NPDES permit issued by the LARWQCB. It is not a part of the proposed project currently under review.

To the extent that the comment claims the as-yet-unbuilt Newhall Ranch WRP will have similar adverse
effects on water temperature and unarmored threespine stickleback viability, COFW provides the same
response it provided above with respect to the Valencia WRP. Impacts from the Newhall Ranch WRP are
beyond the scope of the AEA. The Newhall Ranch WRP is not part of the proposed project. The Newhall
Ranch WRP was approved by the County in 2003 pursuant to a project-specific EIR, which the County
certified in 2003. Neither the Newhall Ranch WRP nor its EIR may be challenged at this point in time. Like
the Valencia WRP, the Newhall Ranch WRP is also regulated by its own NPDES permit issued by the
LARWQCB. That permit has been in place since February 2014; and it, too, is no longer subject to challenge.
The discharge rate and timing of discharge at the proposed Newhall Ranch WRP are vastly different than
that of the Valencia WRP. See Response to Comment No. 09-98for discussion of the Newhall Ranch WRP
discharge.

With respect to the comment’s substantive claims, the evidence does not support Wishtoyo’s position that
the Valencia WRP’s effluent discharge is (i) creating a “temperature barrier” to unarmored threespine
stickleback migration, (ii) causing the Santa Clara River to approach a critical thermal maximum for
unarmored threespine stickleback, and/or (iii) altering the temperature of the Santa Clara River in a manner
that adversely affects unarmored threespine stickleback embryo hatch rates or other aspects of the species’
breeding behavior.

Wishtoyo's water temperature data do not provide a sufficient technical basis for any of these three claims.
In fact, none of the data presented in Wishtoyo’s table provides a reliable basis for determining whether the
Valencia WRP is causing substantial changes in the water temperature of the river.

First, Wishtoyo's water temperature table data do not show that in-river water temperatures downstream of
the Valencia WRP discharge point are creating a “temperature barrier” or causing the Santa Clara River to
approach the critical maximum temperature for unarmored threespine stickleback.

Second, the sample size - 7 sets of temperature readings over the span of 14 months - is very small, given
that the Permittee - the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District - is required under its NPDES permit to take
and report temperature readings on a weekly basis.
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Third, water temperature readings, to be biologically relevant, must be provided in context as to the time of
day, as ambient air temperatures influence the water temperature readings; Wishtoyo’s comment letter does
not discuss the time of day when measurements were collected.

Fourth, as shown in Response to Comment No. 035-22, above, Wishtoyo’s data do not establish that the
Santa Clara River, downstream of the Valencia WRP discharge points, is reaching the critical thermal
maximum for unarmored threespine stickleback. To the contrary, they show that the river's water
temperature downstream of the discharge point is below the lowest critical thermal maximum of 86.9
degrees (Feldmeth and Baskin [1976] and Baskin [1975]). Furthermore, the Valencia WRP has a discharge
limit of 86 degrees, except as a result of external ambient temperatures. To CDFW’s knowledge, the Valencia
WRP has been and still is in compliance with this discharge limitation.

For these reasons, Wishtoyo’s data are insufficient to support its claim that the Valencia WRP is altering the
temperature of the Santa Clara River in a manner that precludes unarmored threespine stickleback from
completing key stages of its life history. For these same reasons, and because the Newhall Ranch WRP will
operate differently than the Valencia WRP, Wishtoyo’s data are insufficient to support its claim that the
Newhall Ranch WRP, when constructed and made operational, will alter the temperature of the Santa Clara
River in a manner that will preclude unarmored threespine stickleback from completing key stages of its life
history or prevent unarmored threespine stickleback from dispersing downstream.

Comment No. 035-25:
2.) UTS Velocity Impacts

The USFWS Recovery Plan provides that UTS builds its nests only in microhabitat with slow or negligible
water flow and within pools containing well established vegetation and a gentle current. (see attached CD).

Baskin 2000 (see attached CD) provides:

Two features of the stickleback's habitat appear to be essential for the survival of the young. First a
slow flow of clear water is necessary for the proper development of the eggs. Any form of pollution or
even small amounts of turbidity may interfere with normal development. Second, once the fry
emerge, aquatic vegetation must be present along the shoreline to supply cover and abundant
microscopic food organisms.

Page 3 of October 19, 2016 letter from CDFW’s Tim E. Hovey to Betty Courtney provides:

“[Unarmored threespine stickleback] require specific habitat conditions to support a healthy and
reproductive population. Unarmored threespine stickleback prefer shallow, quiet water with weedy
pools, water behind obstructions, and backwaters surrounded by emergent vegetation at stream
edges over bottoms of gravel, sand and mud. The water quality [turbidity] should be sufficiently clear
for aquatic vegetation to grow. Aquatic vegetation is required by unarmored threespine stickleback to
build nests. Nest building and breeding begins as soon as the water warms in April and continues
through July..... CDFW evaluation of the species life history determined instream flows, habitat, water
guality and velocity are important factors to the subsistence of unarmored threespine stickleback.

Pages 3-6 to 3-7 of the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA provides:

Unarmored threespine stickleback prefers slow-moving and standing water, usually shaded by dense
and abundant vegetation. In more open reaches, algal mats or instream structures such as boulders
or large woody debris provide refuge for the species. Similar to other threespine stickleback species,
male unarmored threespine sticklebacks build a nest in slow-moving water, by gluing together bits of
vegetation, such as grass and sticks, using a kidney-secreted protein, and will vigorously defend the
established nest territory. Unarmored threespine stickleback may breed throughout the year, with
less breeding occurring from October to January (USFWS 2009). Typically, unarmored threespine
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stickleback breed in spring to early summer and they are not likely to have eggs in August and
September (Tim Hovey, pers. comm., 2016). Unarmored threespine stickleback are not distributed
uniformly throughout the rivers in which they occur and breeding habitat is patchily distributed
(USFWS 2009). The amount of suitable breeding habitat may be a limiting factor in the population of
the unarmored threespine stickleback (USFWS 2009).

And that:

A study in a laboratory setting indicated that threespine stickleback can withstand flow velocities of
less than or equal to 60 centimeters per second (cm/s), which equates to 2 feet per second (fps),
provided a coarse substrate is present (Whoriskey and Wooton 1987.).

Response No. 035-25:

The comment provides information from the USFWS’s Recovery Plan for Unarmored Threespine Stickleback
and other technical documents, including the Draft AEA, which indicates that unarmored threespine
stickleback, for nesting and other life history stages, require a habitat with clear, slow moving water (i.e., less
than 2 fps), often within pools or behind obstructions, that is shaded by abundant vegetation. These same
technical documents indicate that unarmored threespine stickleback are not distributed uniformly
throughout the river and that breeding habitat is “patchily distributed.”

CDFW is aware of the information provided in the comment and used this information in its Draft AEA and
prior 2010 Final EIR. Because the comment does not raise any issue as to the adequacy of the Draft AEA, no
further response is required.

Comment No. 035-26:

As demonstrated in the photos taken, flow measurements recorded, and velocity measurements recorded by
Wishtoyo Foundation and its Ventura Coastkeeper Program’s Watershed Monitoring Program, all of which
are provided in Appendix A to this letter4, and as demonstrated by the monitoring data recorded by the
Valencia WTPS, the discharge of up to 21.6 million gallons per day of effluent from the Valencia WTP
drastically increases the velocity of the Santa Clara River downstream of the confluence of the Valencia WTP
effluent discharge and the Santa Clara River, thereby degrading unarmored threespine stickleback habitat
by eliminating slow gentle moving water, standing water, and pools all the way to the Dry Gap.

4 Wishtoyo Foundation and its Ventura Coastkeeper Program monitor in accordance with a Quality Assurance
Quality Control Plan approved by the State Water Resources Control Board (see attached CD), use the
Ventura Coastkeeper - River Flow Measurement Method to record and determine flow and velocity (see VCK
Flow Method in attached CD).

5 See attached CD for 2010 - 2014 flow data for the discharge and for the Santa Clara River upstream and
downstream of the confluence of the Valencia WTP and the Santa Clara River; The Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board and Los Angeles County have this information readily available for 2014 to the
present.)

Specifically, as can be demonstrated simply by looking at the photos in Appendix A, but also by examining
the velocity and flow measurements in Appendix A, the high velocity flows in the Santa Clara River created by
the Valencia WTP discharge, and the Proposed Newhall POTW discharge of millions of gallons per day of
effluent during the wet season that will contribute to and increase the velocity of flows, will:

1.) substantially reduce and or eliminate slow flow of water necessary for UTS breeding and nest building
downstream of the Proposed Newhall POTW discharge, thereby degrading UTS breeding and nesting habitat;

2.) substantially reduce and or eliminate slow flow of clear water necessary for the proper development of
UTS eggs downstream of the Proposed Newhall POTW dischargeg;
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3.) substantially reduce and or eliminate slow-moving and standing water the UTS desire to reside and
reproduce in within the Santa Clara River downstream of the Proposed Newhall POTW discharge; and

4.) create River migration barriers downstream of the Proposed Newhall POTW discharge precluding the UTS
from repopulating and accessing their habitat and maintaining their gene pools.

Response No. 035-26:

The comment states that photos taken by Wishtoyo (and attached to the comment letter), along with velocity
flow measurements made by Wishtoyo and its Ventura Coast Keeper’'s Watershed Monitoring Program, show
that discharges from the Valencia WRP “drastically increase[d] the velocity of the Santa Clara River”
downstream, “thereby degrading UTS habitat by eliminating slow gentle moving water, standing water, and
pools all the way to the Dry Gap.”

As an initial matter, as stated above, the comment raises issues beyond the scope of the Draft AEA and
addresses WRP discharges that are regulated by existing NPDES. In short, the comment relates to ongoing
activities of an existing, fully permitted water treatment facility that is not part of the proposed project.
Consequently, no further response is required.

Nevertheless, CDFW notes that the photographs attached to the comment letter do not support the claims
made in the comment. For example, the photographs are limited to only three of the seven recording events;
and from the photographs, it appears that these three flow velocity measurements were taken only in the
center of the channel. It is unknown if velocity measurements were taken along the edges or margins of the
stream flow.

As to future flows from the Newhall Ranch WRP, it should be noted that the Santa Clara River is “flashy,”
with highly-variable flows in response to winter storm events. The amount of water within the river during
these periods, and the velocity of the flows, can increase rapidly and overwhelm existing unarmored
threespine stickleback habitat, forcing the species to move to provisional areas of protection, known as
“refugia.” When the flood flows recede, the unarmored threespine stickleback habitat that existed prior to
the storm may be gone; however, new habitat areas may have formed. In other words, the morphology of the
river - and thus the location of unarmored threespine stickleback habitat — can change substantially in
response to natural weather events that have nothing to do with WRP discharges. In fact, the future Newhall
Ranch WRP winter season discharges are marginal when compared to the overall volume of water in the
river during the wet season and/or during storm events. The Newhall Ranch WRP discharge rate and timing
of discharge are vastly different than that of the Valencia WTP. See Response to Comment No. 09-98 for
discussion of the Newhall Ranch WRP discharge.

For these reasons, the data provided by Wishtoyo do not indicate that the Newhall Ranch WRP will increase
the flows of the Santa Clara River in such a manner or to such an extent as to substantially affect unarmored
threespine stickleback habitat.

Comment No. 035-27:

Impacts to UTS From Bridge Construction

In addition, Wishtoyo has these three concerns about the movement of the bridge columns as provided in
the Newhall Ranch Draft AEA that will result in harm, death, and other forms of take to the UTS:

Response No. 035-27:

The comment indicates that Wishtoyo has “three concerns about the movement of the bridge columns” as
provided in the Draft AEA that “will result in harm, death, and other forms of take to the UTS.”

First, the comment itself does not identify the specific concerns mentioned, making it impossible for CDFW
to respond to this comment with any specificity. Second, CDFW notes that the bridge columns have not been
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moved. The bridges themselves will be constructed in the same location identified previously in the 2010
Final EIR. However, the number and position of some of the bridge piers has changed to allow for wider
spans, thus enabling all bridge construction to take place outside the wetted channel of the Santa Clara
River. This revision to the construction method results in the number of bridge piers being reduced by 20
versus the 2010 Final EIR bridges.

Comment No. 035-28:

A.) The Newhall Ranch Draft AEA underestimates the width of the portion of the Santa Clara River at the
bridge locations that contains flows. Rivers also run just below the surface, and thus, the bridge
columns/piers must be placed outside of the portions of the Santa Clara River with flows just below the
surface. If this does not occur, upon excavation for and insertion of the bridge columns/piers, surface flows
could be drawn to these locations when the river gradient shifts to the location of pier/column installation.
This could potentially harm, Kill or attract UTS, and then also result in UTS stranding in pools by the
piers/columns that are disconnected from the River’s surface flows. In the areas of proposed bridge
construction, the EIR must determine how far away from the River’s surface flows the Santa Clara River
flows just under the surface, and the EIR must redesign the bridge construction accordingly - outside of the
portions of the Santa Clara River with flows just beneath the surface - to address the impacts in this
subparagraph.

Response No. 035-28:

The comment states that the Draft AEA “underestimates the width at the bridge locations that contains
flows.” In response, please refer to Response to Comment No. 035-30, below. As explained, the Draft AEA
does not assume a fixed or “given” location and width of the Santa Clara River’s wetted channel. The AEA
describes the wetted channel as variable and prone to fluctuation in response to seasonal changes in
precipitation. Flow data were used to estimate the maximum historical width of the wetted channel
(sometimes referred to as the inundation zone) at the two permanent bridge locations during the dry season
(i.e., when bridge construction is proposed to occur). This analysis was performed to demonstrate the
feasibility of installing the bridge piers pursuant to the “no water contact” construction approach. It was not,
however, intended to determine the precise location of the bridge piers. That determination will take place at
the time of construction when the exact width and alighment of the wetted channel is known. Importantly,
CDFW has conditioned the project so that under no circumstances may bridge construction activity, including
pier installation, take place in the wetted channel or result in contact with the wetted channel.

The comment also states that rivers “run just below the surface, and thus, the bridge columns/piers must be
placed outside of the portions of the Santa Clara River with flows just below the surface.” According to the
comment, if this is not done, “upon excavation for and insertion of bridge columns/piers, surface flows could
be drawn to these locations when the river gradient shifts to the location of pier/column location,” resulting
in harm to unarmored threespine stickleback. The comment contends that unarmored threespine
stickleback could become attracted to and stranded within pools near the piers that are disconnected from
the river’s surface flows. The comment states that the AEA must determine “how far away from the River’s
surface flows the Santa Clara River flows just under the surface,” and must “redesign the bridge
construction accordingly...”

CDFW is aware that the Santa Clara River, like most rivers, rests upon groundwater aquifers, which have
their own flow gradients, and that there are certain points in the bed of the river - known as hyporheic zones
- where groundwater from these large aquifers may enter and mix with surface water or surface water can
be lost to groundwater. The hyporheic zone is defined as a subsurface volume of sediment and porous
space adjacent to a stream through which stream water readily exchanges.

The pile supports and bridge columns would be installed outside of the wetted channel using a Cast-in-
Drilled Hole (CIDH) method (see Draft AEA, p. 3-16 for more details). Under the CIDH method, the bridge pile
holes would be fitted with a steel casing that isolates the bore hole from the immediately adjacent
groundwater table, and would prevent the ground water table from seeping laterally into the bore hole. This
would also prevent any surface water from seeping into the bore hole if it were in a hyporheic zone where
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groundwater and surface water interact. The casing will remain in place while the rebar and concrete for the
bridge pier are inserted. No dewatering of the groundwater will occur and no drawn-down of adjacent surface
water would occur. The steel casing provides a stable bore hole, precluding any surface depression at the
pile location during construction. For this reason, no pools of water will develop at the bridge pier locations
during installation. Nor will the pier holes hydraulically pull unarmored threespine stickleback into areas
where they could become stranded. Simply put, no evidence supports such a theory.

Comment No. 035-29:

B.) Clearing riparian vegetation close to the wetted boundary will harm UTS and UTS refuge habitat. The EIR
must provide sufficient riparian buffers between the flowing Santa Clara River and the places where
excavation will occur for bridge pier/column construction and insertion. The EIR must demonstrate that this
buffer is sufficient to protect the UTS from harm, habitat degradation, or any type of temporary or permanent
take.

Response No. 035-29:

The comments indicate that “[c]learing riparian vegetation close to the wetted channel will harm UTS and
UTS refuge habitat,” and requests that CDFW require “sufficient riparian buffers between the flowing Santa
Clara River and the places where excavation will occur for bridge/column construction and insertion.” The
comment states that the AEA “must demonstrate that this buffer is sufficient to protect the UTS from harm,
habitat degradation, or any type of temporary or permanent take.”

The comment does not explain how the clearing of riparian vegetation outside the wetted channel will harm
unarmored threespine stickleback or unarmored threespine stickleback refuge habitat. Nor does the
comment provide any evidence that such harm would occur. To gain access to the bridge construction area,
the applicant or its agent will have to clear vegetation within the entirety of the bridge construction work
zone defined in the 2010 Final EIR. However, vegetative clearing will not take place in the wetted channel.
Vegetation that could impede the completion of the overhead bridge decks would be trimmed or removed as
necessary to provide a safe work zone. Further, as described in the Draft AEA, the bridge construction areas
will be separated from the wetted channel by k-rail barriers, thus ensuring that no equipment, debris, or
personnel make contact with the surface water where unarmored threespine stickleback may be located.

Comment No. 035-30:

C.) The EIR assumes a given location and width of the portion of the Santa Clara River that contains surface
flows. However, it appears this assumption underestimates the potential width of the River after and during
a wet year with above average precipitation, and does not account for either a braided river or a river that
changes course after a wet year with above average precipitation. Thus, the EIR provides an insufficient
guarantee to ensure the bridge columns / piers are placed outside of UTS habitat and far enough away from
the flowing portion of the Santa Clara River.

Thank you for considering our comments. Please feel free to contact Wishtoyo with any questions.

Response No. 035-30:

The comment contends that the Draft AEA “assumes a given location and width of the portion of the Santa
Clara River that contains surface flows.” The comment claims that “this assumption underestimates the
potential width of the River after and during a wet year with above average precipitation, and does not
account for either a braided river or a river that changes course after a wet year with above average
precipitation.” According to the comment, the Draft AEA “provides an insufficient guarantee to ensure the
bridge columns/piers are placed outside the UTS habitat and far enough away from the flowing portions of
the Santa Clara River.”

CDFW does not concur that the Draft AEA assumes a fixed or “given” location and width of the Santa Clara
River’'s wetted channel. The AEA describes the wetted channel as variable and prone to fluctuation in
response to seasonal changes in precipitation. As explained in the Draft AEA, flow data were used to
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estimate the maximum historical width of the wetted channel (sometimes referred to as the inundation
zone) at the two permanent bridge locations during the summer dry season (i.e., when bridge construction is
proposed to occur). See Response to Comment No. 09-145, which also discusses issues related to this
comment. This analysis was performed to demonstrate the feasibility of installing the bridge piers pursuant
to the “no water contact” construction approach. It was not, however, intended to determine the precise
location of the bridge piers. That determination will take place at the time of construction when the exact
width and alignment of the wetted channel is known. Importantly, COFW has conditioned the project so that
under no circumstances may bridge construction activity, including pier installation, take place in the wetted
channel or result in contact with the wetted channel. Thus, regardless of the actual width and/or alignment
of the wetted channel, the project applicant must avoid it or defer construction until such time that the
bridge work can be conducted in compliance with this fundamental avoidance condition. CDFW specifies
that the project construction will not intrude upon, encroach into, or otherwise damage unarmored
threespine stickleback habitat.

Comment No. 035-31:

5/27/14 Santa Clara River Flow i ly 300 Feet of
Confluence of Valencia WTP effluent discharge and Santa Clara River
APPENDIX A
Al
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5/27/14 Santa Clara River Flow Approximately 300 Feet Downstream of Santa Clara River Flow Approximately 300 Feet Upstream of Confluence
Confluence of Valencia WTP effluent discharge and Santa Clara River of Valencis WTP effluent discharge and Sants Clara River on 6/2/14

A-2 A3
6/2/14 Santa Clara River Flow A i ly 300 Feet Dy of 6/23/14 Santa Clara River Flow Approximately 300 Feet Downstream of

Confluence of Valencia WTP effluent discharge and Santa Clara River Confluence of Valencia WTP effluent discharge and Santa Clara River

A4
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Santa Clara River Flow Just Upstream of Confluence of Valencia
WTP effluent discharge and Santa Clara River on 6/23/14
..‘,. :

3 ir : 4 -t

AS

6/23/14 Valencia WTP Effluent Discharge before Confl with the Santa
Clara River

A8

Santa Clara River Flow Approximately 300 Feet Upstream of Confluence
of Valencia WTP effluent discharge and Santa Clara River on 6/23/14

6/23/14 Santa Clara River Flow Approximately 300 Feet Downstream of
Confluence of Valencia WTP effluent discharge and Santa Clara River

A5
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6/23/14 Santa Clara River Flow Approximately 300 Feet Downstream of
Confluence of Valencia WTP effluent discharge and Santa Clara River

Response No. 035-31:

These comments consist of various dated photographs which, according to Wishtoyo, depict individuals
taking flow velocity readings at various locations in the Santa Clara River. CDFW has reviewed the
photographs and matched them to those portions of the comment letter that refer to them. The photographs
themselves do not raise any issue as to the adequacy of the Draft AEA. Therefore, no further response is

required.
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Comment No. 035-32:

Flow and Velodity Data Collected by Wishioyo Foundation and its Ventura Coastkeeper Program’s Watershied Monitoring Program

Vrlocty Hange in Welocthy fange in
Crows Sschon Cross Sechion Changs
Crate Location {itimec) * Flow [CFE] | Location e Flow (CFE) | Flow jCFS)
/30014 EU1 65 -16 131 RO na. na. n.a.
3/7/14 L1 | ¥-18 112 R .5-1.95 | =L 12.2
62114 RUl 1} 135145 | 08 R A-276 | M3l 19.4
6/23/14 L1 n.a. | A& Rl 10825 | 09 f.a.
Blr2f14 1T .54 [E ] R 1-35 11545 15.3
1122114 RU1 | i7-1.04 | 0s3 Rl J-1.42 | I 12.6
SPe/ts | mul | ma | ma | @01 | essss | 2305 | e

ria. indicates no megsurement availabie
BUL & locsted 300 feet Upstream of confluence of Santa Clara Rever with the Valenca WTP Effuent Discharge
ED1 is located 300 feer Downstreasn of confusroe of Santa Clara River with the Valencia WTP EMuent Discharge

* Weloctimy Range measurements ane the lowest and highest avergage veloories measured at points within a cnoss
saction, ard ot the point im the cross sschon whiene the measurerment was taken, the velooty = the saverage selooty
from the top to bottom of the waber column

A-12

Response No. 035-32:

This comment provides a table titled, “Flow and Velocity Data Collected by Wishtoyo Foundation and its
Ventura Coastkeeper Program’s Watershed Monitoring Program.” The table provides flow and velocity data
for the Santa Clara River, gathered on seven different days from one location upstream of the Valencia WRP
and one location downstream of the Valencia WRP. The data table itself does not raise issues as to the
adequacy of the Draft AEA and thus requires no substantive response. CDFW, however, has reviewed the
data in the table as it relates to comments made elsewhere in Wishtoyo’s letter.

As to the data themselves, the key factor is velocity. And the velocity ranges Wishtoyo recorded at the
upstream location (RU1) are not substantially different from those recorded at the downstream locations
(RD1). More importantly, the velocity ranges recorded at RD1 (i.e., downstream of the WRP) are largely
within the 2 feet per second (fps) threshold necessary to support unarmored threespine stickleback. For
example:

The RD1 velocities for May 27, 2014 ranged from 0.5 fps to 2.95 fps,

The RD1 velocities for June 2, 2014 ranged from 0.4 fps to 2.76 fps,

The RD1 velocities for June 23, 2014 ranged from 1.09 fps to 2.5 fps,

The RD1 velocities for August 22, 2014 ranged from 1 to 3.5 fps,

The RD1 velocities for November 22, 2014 ranged from 0.7 to 1.42 fps, and
The RD1 velocities for May 26, 2015 ranged from 0.63 to 2.85.

AANAKNAMANAN

Thus, Wishtoyo’s data indicate that downstream of the Valencia WRP discharge point, the river’s velocity was
low enough in parts of the RD1 cross-section to support unarmored threespine stickleback; and even the
velocities at the upper end of the recorded ranges were not substantially higher than 2 fps. Given that
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unarmored threespine stickleback typically reside in the slow-moving water at the river’s edges and not in
the middle of the wetted channel where velocities tend to be highest, the ranges that Wishtoyo recorded at
RD1 suggest that the WRP’s discharges are not causing river velocities to increase in a manner or to an
extent that would harm unarmored threespine stickleback or eliminate large areas of unarmored threespine
stickleback habitat.

Comment No. 035-33:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 1 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is available
on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 1
PAGE 10F 12

APPENDIX A

Response No. 035-33:

The commenter cited these photographs to support statements regarding water flow velocities and
measurements. Please see Response to Comment No. 035-24, above, for relevant information that
responds to this issue.
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Comment No.

035-34:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 2 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is available

on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 2
PAGE 1 OF 42

HAL O VEeLIVERED

i (€] @]
&
ittt COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS

OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workmon Ml Rood, Whitier, CA 906011400

Mailing Address PO Box 4998, Whier, CA 90607 4998 SITPHEN & MAGUIN
Telephone: 562] 699 7411 FAX (562) 699 5422 Crvel Engnecr ond Ganc et Monoger

www locsd org

AR 12 2010

File No: 32.04.01-55

Ms. Tracy Egoscue, Executive Officer

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

320 West 4* Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Attn: Technical Support Unit

Valencia Water Reclamation Plant

WQCB Order No. R4-2005-0032, R4-2003-0145, and R4-2009-0074 NPDES No. CA0054216
Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 4993

WQCB Order No. 87-48 and 97-072 (Reuse)

Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 6186

med NPD nd Reusc Ann fonutoning Repor

Herewith is transmitted a combined annual monitoring report. Rt fulfills the reporting
requirements for two permits, NPDES and Reuse, for the Valencia Water Reclamation Plant.

All analyses were conducted at a laboratory certified for such analyses by the Department of
Public Health, or approved by the Exccutive Officer in accordance with current EPA procedures, or as
specified in the Monitoring Program.

1 certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my
direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly
gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information
submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. 1 am aware that there
sre significant penalties for false including the of fine and
imprisonment for knowing violations.

ThomesWeiland ssiny stonny
Printed Name of Person Signing Official Title
A )
Torw = Wl ot 12, 2010
Signature Date Signed
TW:AJH
Enclosure
DOCHT AN,
[ or

Response No. 035-34:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.
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Comment No. 035-35:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 3 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is available

on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 3
PAGE 1 OF 50

) Q
N
e —— COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS

OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

7.4998 STEPHEN R. MAGUIN
Chiel Enginees and Generol Manag

APR 07 201
File No: 32.04.01.55

Mr. Sam Unger, Executive Officer

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

320 West 4* Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013

At Technical Support Unit

Valencia Water Reclamation Plant
WQCB Order No, R4-2009-0074 NPDES No. CA00S4216
Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 4993
WQCB Order No. §7-48 and 97072 (Reusc)
Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 6186
Combined NPDES and Keuse Annual Monitoring Report for 2010

Herewith is transmitted a combined annual monitoring report. It fulfills the reporting
requirements for two permits, NPDES and Reuse, for the Valencia Water Reclamation Plant

All analyses were conducted at a laboratory certified for such analyses by the Department of
Public Health, or approved by the Executive Officer in accordance with current EPA procedures, or as
specified in the Monitoring Program

| cortify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my
direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed 1o assure that qualified personnel properly
gather and cvaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information
submitted is, 1o the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there
are penalties for false , including the possibility of fine and
imprisonment for knowing violations

Ann_Heil Supstyiing Logmeer, Tashinial Sei s Depanment
Printed Name of Person Signing Official Title

%~ Zeseut W -*//
Signature Date Signed

AH A erc
Enclosure

DOC 41887987

Response No. 035-35:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.
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Comment No. 035-36:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 4 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is available
on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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e — COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workman Ml Rood, Whimer, CA 906011400 ;
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whitier, CA 906074998 JAN 12 2011 " ) ’:'""" MAGUIN

Telephone: (562) 6997411, FAX; (562) 6995422 eral Manog

www locsd org

File No.  32-04.01-55

Mr. Sam Unger, Executive Officer

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

320 W. 4% St Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Aun: Technical Support Unit

Valencia Water Reclamation Plant

WQCB Order No. R4-2009-0074

NPDES No. CA0054216

Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 4993

WQCB Orders No. 87-48 and 97-072 (Reuse)

Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 6186

Combined NPDES and Reuse Monitoring Report for October 2010

Enclosed please find the monthly Monitoring Report for the subject reporting period

All analyses were conducted at a laboratory certified for such analyses by the Department of Public
Health, or approved by the Executive Officer in accordance with current EPA procedures, or as specified in the
Monitoring Program

1 certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction
or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and
evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or
those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my
knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for
submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Ann Heil . - Supcrvising Engineer, Technical Service Department
Printed Name of Person Signing Official Title
/ . AV
/ / ,
(oo [Alrat
Signature Date Signed ‘
AH:AJH:ere
Enclosure
cc California Department of Public Health

Los Angeles County Department of Public Health
United WCD

D0CH1L7910

Response No. 035-36:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WPR. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-387



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-37:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 5 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is available
on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-37:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-388 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-38:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 6 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is available
on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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¢SMR PDF Report
Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for December 2010
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Response No. 035-38:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-389



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-39:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 7 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is available
on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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VALENCIA WATER RECLAMATION PLANT

NPDES Annual Monitoring Report

2011

NPDES No. CA0054216
Order No. R4-2009-0074

Monitoring & Reporting Program No. 4993

O r e et
SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

Response No. 035-39:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-390 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-40:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 8 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is available
on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-40:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-391



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-41:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 9 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is available
on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-41:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-392 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-42:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 10 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-42:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-393



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-43:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 11 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-43:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-394

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-44:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 12 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-44:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-395



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-45:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 13 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-45:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-396 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-46:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 14 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-46:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-397



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-47:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 15 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-47:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-398 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-48:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 16 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-48:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-399



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-49:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 17 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNI'D!

ATTACHMENT 17
PAGE 1 0¥ 292

©SMR PDF Report

Order Number: & 1

Case Worker: o

Ysm

Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for October 2011
ES ) roport for October 2011 submitted by Ann Heil(Supervising Engincer) on 011122012

‘ssorice Cucves-Alpocks, Fazsy

Report Effective Dates: 1601
No Discharsc Periods
j— Diies Comment
ST
Self-Deterusined Violations
Viokitien Type Description | Cervective Action | Occmrrence Dite
No Violatons Estered

File
i+ of cusbody fou s | fou VAWK Ocondoer

oy foewms = s VAWK vkt |

Toces 3 Tor VAWK toow

Cover Letter (Uploaded Fike)

faswion

Vs Mty Weesp TS 5T

Data Summary

Analytical Results

Tocation Farameter Al Vicibod Knalybs | Quatiier | Wevahi | Usils | Viethod | Winimsam | Reporiing | Keviw | QX Comments st Sowree
Date Detection | Levet it | Prioeity |Codes
Limit
T0T [Acw: Texaty TooTIT = o g g AN ESC: =
B0l [Ammone Yol s TeoTSIT =t T g

Arwewe, Towal
o eeable

Response No. 035-49:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

3.1.6-400

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-50:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 18 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-50:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-401



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-51:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 19 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-51:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-402

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-52:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 20 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-52:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-403



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-53:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 21 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-53:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-404 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-54:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 22 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-54:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-405



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-55:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 23 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-55:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-406

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-56:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 24 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-56:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-407



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-57:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 25 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-57:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-408 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-58:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 26 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-58:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-409



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-59:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 27 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-59:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-410

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-60:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 28 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-60:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-411



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-61:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 29 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 29
PAGE 1 OF 330

Valencia Water Reclamation Plant
Monthly Monitoring Report
October 2012

Order No. R4-2009-0074
NPDES No. CA0054216

Introduction

The waste discharge, and monitoring and reporting requirements for the Valencia Water Reclamation Plant
(WRP) are contained in the following documents:

1. Order No. R4-2009-0074, NPDES No. CA0054216, (Waste Discharge Requirements) adopted June
4, 2009 by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, I.os Angeles Region (Regional
Board), effective July 24, 2009.

~

Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP) No. 4993, ordered June 4, 2009 by the Regional Board,
effective July 24, 2009.

Compliance
There were no violations of NPDES waste discharge requirements in October 2012,

Remarks

Certified Laboratory

All analyses were conducted at a laboratory certified for such analyses by the Department of Public Health
(formerly known as the Department of Ilealth Services) or approved by the Executive Officer and in
accordance with current USEPA guidance procedures or as specified in the MRP.

Use of Significant Figures

For the purpose of determining compliance with limits, values are evaluated based on the significant digits
indicated in the Order and in accordance with appropriate usc of significant figures (i.e., per Standard
Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater, 20" ¢dition, 1998, scction 1050B).

Effluent Monitoring

This report includes the fourth quarter effluent monitoring results. No sampling occurred at discharge point
EFF-002 during the reporting period because there was no discharge.

Effluent Chloride Concentrations

Per Section IV.A.2.a. of Order No. R4-2009-0074, the eflluent chloride interim limit is equal to the sum of
the State Water Project treated water supply chloride concentration plus 134 mg/L, expressed as a 12-month
rolling average, not to exceed a daily maximum of 230 mg/I.. During October 2012, the State Water Project
treated water supply chloride concentration was 61 mg/1., and the resulting chloride interim limitation was
195 mg/L. &

Receiving Water Station Monitoring

This report includes the fourth quarter receiving waler monitoring results.

Response No. 035-61:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-412 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-62:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 30 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-62:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-413



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-63:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 31 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-63:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-414

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-64:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 32 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-64:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-415



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-65:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 33 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-65:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-416

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-66:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 34 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-66:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-417



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-67:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 35 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-67:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-418

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-68:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 36 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Response No. 035-68:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

3.1.6-419



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-69:
Provided below is the first page of Attachment 37 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 37
PAGE 1 0OF 229

eSMR PDF Report

Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for June 2013

Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for June 2013 submitted by Ann Heil (Monitoring Section Supervising Engineer) on 09/05/2013.
Facility Name: Valencia Water Reclamation Plant
Waterboad Office: Region 4 - Los Angeles

Report Effective Dates: 06/01/2013 - 06/30/2013

No Discharge Periods

Order Number: R4-2009-0074
Case Worker: Kristie Kao, Veronica Cuevas-Alpuche

Name C - — Desciption | | CTomments.
po1 ischarge point 001 to the Santa Clara River for Valencia Water Reclamation Plant
02 Discharge point 002 to the Santa Ciara River for Valencia Water Reciamation Plant OE/O1/2013 - Ot/ 30/2013
Self-Determined Violations
No Violations Entered
Attachments
File Name File Size
JAigal biomass.pdf WWgal biomass data VAWRP June 2013 09/04/2013 8478 bytes
MS-#2706559-v1-Valencia_COWQS POF Chain of custody forms 1 for VAWRP june 2013 08/26/2013 14096820 bytes
DMS-#2706584-v1-Valencia_COWQS_2 POF Chain of custody forms 2 for VAWRP june 2013 08/26/2013 18603052 bytes
MS-#2706592-v1-Valencia_QOWQS_3 POF Chain of custody forms 3 for VAWRP june 2013 08/26/2013 5010749 bytes
[DMS-#2708380-v1-VA201 306TOX POF 'oxicity Report for VAWRP June 2013 08/26/2013 2166361 bytes
DMS-#2708381-v1-VA201 30610X_COCS POF ‘oxicity chain of custody forms for VAWRP june 2013 08/26/2013 995647 bytes
'al 2013-06 flow data.paf low data summary for VAWRP june 2013 08/26/2013 6891 bytes
alencia_WRP_ETfuent_Discharge_Points_and_Receiving_water_s| itoring location map for VAWRP 08/26/2013 309613 bytes
Rations pdf
Cover Letter (Uploaded File)
Title
MS-#2715517-v1-2013_Valencia_Monthly_Write-up_june.pdf 09/05/2013 ] 17477 bytes ]

Data Summary
Analytical Results

Page 1 of 56

Response No. 035-69:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

3.1.6-420

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project

Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-70:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 38 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 38
PAGE 1 OF 537
eSMR PDF Report
Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for July 2013
Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for July 2013 submitted by Ann Heil (Monitoring Section Supervising Engineer) on 10/10/2013.

Facility Name: Valencia Water Reclamation Plant Order Number: R4-2009-0074
Waterboad Office: Region 4 - Los Angeles Case Worker: Kristie Kao, Veronica Cuevas-Alpuche
Report Effective Dates: 07/01/2013 - 07/31/2013

No Discharge Periods

po1 Discharge point 001 to the Santa Clara River for Valencia Water Reclamation Plant
po2 Discharge point 002 to the Santa Ciara River for Valencia Water Reciamation Plant 070172013 - 0773172013

Self-Determined Violations

No Violations Entered

Attachments
File Name File Description _________ Date Uploaded File Size

MS-#2683069-v1-Valencia_july_2013_River_Run_1.POF IChain of custody forms RR1 for VAWRP July 2013 09/25/2013 32979235 bytes
DMS-#2683124-v1-Valencia_july_2013_River_Run_2 POF IChain of custody forms RR 2 for VAWRP July 2013 09/25/2013 13962871 bytes
DMS-#2692166-v1-Valencia_july_2013_River_Run_3.POF IChain of custody forms RR3 for VAWRP July 2013 09/25/2013 22709531 bytes
MS-#2602169-v1-Valencia_july_2013_River_Run_4.POF IChain of custody forms RR4 for VAWRP July 2013 09/25/2013 13663839 bytes
[pMS-#2708161-vi-Valencia POF Chain of custody forms 1 for VAWRP July 2013 09/25/2013 338514 bytes
[DMS-#2729916-v2-VA201 307 TOX POF ‘Oxicity Report for VAWRP July 2013 09/26/2013 5754746 bytes
DMS-#2729917-v1-VA201307TOX_COCs POF ‘oxicity chain of custody forms for VAWRP July 2013 09/25/2013 2797763 bytes

al 2013-07 Flow data. pal low data summary for VAWRP july 2013 09/25/2013 6874 bytes
[Val 2013-07 comm lab COC paf IChain of custody forms 2 for VAWRP July 2013 09/25/2013 1513419 bytes
mvscharqe_m_and_hxmv\r\q_vTer_;rAa\Ronnq Tocation map for VAWRP 09/25/2013 297966 bytes
Eations pdf
Cover Letter (Uploaded File)

— Title Date Uploaded | Fllesize |
HMS-t2739292-v1-2013_Valencla_Mcmhly_Wn(e-up _July.pat | 10/10/2013 | 18325 bytes |
Data Summary

Page 1 of 130

Response No. 035-70:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-421



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-71:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 39 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 39
PAGE10F 213

eSMR PDF Report

Facility Name: Valencia Water Reclamation Plant Order Number: R4-2009-0074

Report Effective Dates: 08/01/2013 - 08/31/2013

No Discharge Periods

Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for August 2013
Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for August 2013 submitted by Ann Heil (Monitoring Section Supervising Engineer) on 11/13/2013.

Waterboad Office: Region 4 - Los Angeles Case Worker: Kristie Kao, Veronica Cuevas-Alpuche

Name Description Dates Comments
po1 - " Discharge point 001 to the Santa Clara River for Valencia Water Reclamation Plant T - 1 I
po2 Discharge point 002 to the Santa Clara River for Valencia Water Reciamation Plant. Oa/01/2013 - oa/31/2013
Self-Determined Violations
No Violations Entered
Attachments
File Name File Size
MS-#2761422-v1-Valencia_CIWQS. POF Chain of custody forms 1 for VAWRP August 2013 11/05/2013 14040060 bytes
BMSJ2761452-v1-va|enc-a_0W0$_2 POF Chain of custody forms 2 for VAWRP August 2013 11/05/2013 16435728 bytes
MS-#2763481-v1-VA201308TOX.POF oxicity Report for VAWRP August 2013 11/05/2013 277775 bytes
IOMS-#2763482-v1-VA201 308TOX_COCs.POF ‘'oxicity chain of custody forms for VAWRP August 2013 11/05/2013 326756 bytes
fal 2013-08 Flow data.pdf Flow data summary for VAWRP August 2013 10/18/2013 6879 bytes
alencia_WR P_Emueﬂt_ols(harqejmnts_and_ﬂxavmq_waterjrom(o’mq location map for VAWRP 10/18/2013 297966 bytes
Eations pdt
Cover Letter (Uploaded File)
Title
PMS—.2793288-v1~201Z‘Valencva_Monmly-wmeupvnuqusl pat l 11/08/2013 l 16951 bytes I

Data Summary
Analytical Results

Page 1 of 51

Response No. 035-71:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-422

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project

Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-72:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 40 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 40
PAGE10F 24

eSMR PDF Report

Facility Name: Valencia Water Reclamation Plant Order Number: R4-2009-0074
Waterboad Office: Region 4 - Los Angeles
Report Effective Dates: 09/01/2013 - 09/30/2013

No Discharge Periods

Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for September 2013
Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for Sep ber 2013 submitted by Ann Heil (Monitoring Section Supervising Engineer) on

Case Worker: Kristie Kao, Veronica Cuevas-Alpuche

Name Description T Dates | Comments.
poL o ~ Discharge point 001 to the Santa Clara River for Valencia Water Reclamation Pant o ) .
P02 Discharge point 002 to the Santa Ciara River for Valencia Water Reciamation Plant OO/0172013 - OW30/2013
Self-Determined Violations
No Violations Entered
Attachments
File Name File Size
MS-#2789586-v1-Valencia_CIWQS.POF Chain of custody forms 1 for VAWRP September 2013 12/03/2013 3336756 bytes
EMS—l2789593-v1-valencw_0w05_2 POF IChain of custody forms 2 for VAWRP September 2013 12/03/2013 2089583 bytes
DMS-#2796895-v1-VA201309TOX.POF ‘'oxicity Report for VAWRP September 2013 12/03/2013 374251 bytes
DMS-#2796896-v1-VA201309TOX_COCs.POF ‘'oxicity chain of custody forms for VAWRP September 2013 12/03/2013 945274 bytes
'al 2013-09 Flow data.pdf low data summary for VAWRP September 2013 12/03/2013 6869 bytes
alencla_WRP_Efluent_Discharge_Points_and_Recelving_Water_s itoring location map for VAWRP 12/03/2013 309613 bytes
Rations paf |
Cover Letter (Uploaded File)
Title
[PMS-#2812089-v1-2013_Valencia_Monthly_Write-up_September.pdf | 12/11/2013 1 17948 bytes |

Data Summary
Analytical Results

Page 1 of 57

Response No. 035-72:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

3.1.6-423



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-73:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 41 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 41
PAGE 1 OF 319

San Jose Creek Water Quality Laboratory
Ei\flp of Custody/Login Sheet

Collect Date: 10/0372013 BU: 3213001 UID: B664
Profile: 72-CiTenSR Project Manager: Troy Pe Ext. 3087
Collector: Steven Lajkowicz
Matrix/ . collect Containers /
Time Preservative
Prelogin # Location / Sample ID / WO Temp. Acodes
MR - e
3100300486 ~3 Vel I Tertiary Q Comp Md \ 5
Val_C1_Tertary Q Comp SAUG_VAL_WRP_Q - ::a li::;.':?:;:’;’ 1625, EPAGOS.
INOCONT/Nons 1-NOCONT(Now);
INHE Y
Val_C1_Tertiary Q Radio Comp 2:0 3%
13100300457 - 4 . 4.4 >
AUG VAL Wi e ] 2-AGS0OML(Nonc), SUB_E900.0,
Val_Cl_Tertiary O Radio Comp SAUG VAL WRF.Q 'j 1-NOCONT(Nonc), 1+ SUB_ES03 |
INOCONT/None P2SOML(None); 1+ SUB_ESO4 0,
P2LW-1(HNO3), 1- SUB_ESos 0,
P2LW-2(HNOJ). |- SUB_ES06.0,
P2LW-X(HNO3) SUB_ES08 0,
SUB_RADSUM,
LT v
AR TH Val_CI_Tertiary Q Grab \2 o\
13100300458 -6 F Yo 2E
Val_Cl_Tertary Q Gesb SAUG_VAL_WRP_Q — o B624; Total THMs,
€1 COHOMLI(Na25203)
/NOCONT/Nons : 1-NOCONT(Nonc),
Val_Trip_Blank Water
13100300459~ 7 Val_Trip_Blank Q SAU/VAL \ 08 .HS
Val_Trip_Blask Q SAWVAL SAUG_VAL_WRP_Q Lj_~\Q °C :“(»«Ml ey B ToNTHM,
/NOCONT/Nons ; 1-NOCONT(Nore),
Sample Inspection: (If "No™ selected for any parameter, copment on sample afler lognand notity PM)
{All Containers intact? Yes | No [WA |NOTES: T
IContainers labeled correctly (matchCOCY? ___ JYes I NoINA |
Proper containers for requested analyses? Yos || No |N/A
[Containers presorvedproperly? _____ [[Yes J No[N/A |
VOA viaks) free of headspace? Yos | No |N/A
Wetals sample preserved with HNO3?

| No If No, report to bench analyst immodiately
Special Handiing Instructions? - Yes, report to bench analyst

{Relinguished by sample collector? ¥! Do [NA R
meglhméugmn_@g_ requirements (0-6° C)? st No [N/A _[if No, use TMP code If applicable.
- Was proserved on Ico during Colection but had Nol yel reached the required lemperature range st ha ime of delvery 10 Sampie

Response No. 035-73:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-424

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-74:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 42 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 42
PAGE 1 OF 246

San Jose Creek Water Quality Laboratory
Chain of Custody/Login Sheet

| Collect Date:  11/07/2013 BU: 3213001 UID: B664
Profile: 72-CITertSR Project Manager: Syljohn Estil Ext.
Collector: Nguyen Dang ek
| Matrix/ Collect Containers /
| Receive Time Preservative
| Pratoain # Location / Sample ID / WO _Tomp Acodes
TSR e e
13110700473 -2 Val_C1_Tertiary M CHDH Comp 12: 03
Val_Cl_Torbary MCHOH Comp ¢\, vu1 wRP M 15.4°C 1-CG2LW(None); 1- 2008 W
INOCONT/None P 7 NOCONT(Nose), HARD2008_W
A -
Val_C M CHDH Hj 5
‘313.,.., M “—Wl s:llizl 7:\’?"\?\'” ] 5 asc 1-CG2LW(Neac), 1+ SUB_E1631
- ~ maden- NOCONT(Nooe). 5
/NOCONT/None
Sample Inspection: (M "No" selocted for any parameter, enter commant on sample after log-in and nosfy PM) o ihe s
All Containers Intact? = No |[N/A NOTE;':L
Containers labeled correctly (match COC)? Yes | No [NA | 4. recds fo gore. fa
Proper containers for requested analyses? _ [ No [NA 14 o
Containers preserved property? Yes | No fe.
VOA viaks) free of headspace? Yes | No|NA
Metals sample preserved with HNO3? fes | No [ /A [If No, report to bench analyst immediatel
[Special Handiing Instructions? | No If Yes, report to bench analyst
Relinquished by sample collector? No [NA | ¥ X
Does receipt meet requirements (0-6° C)? ‘es | No If No, use TMP code if applicable.
THIP - Samplo was preserved on e uring colection Bul had nol yol 6ached the reqURd lemperature range at the rime of deivery 1o Sampie
Receiving

Dy gty o o2 ol

Response No. 035-74:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-425



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-75:
Provided below is the first page of Attachment 43 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 43
PAGE 1 OF 264

San Jose Creek Water Quality Laboratory
Chain of Custody/Login Sheet

Collect Date:  12/05/2013 BU: 3213001 UID: B664

Profile: T2-CITenSR Project Manager: ~Syljohn Estil Ext.

Collector: ﬂuycn Dang o — |

Matrix/ " “coliect Contalners /

Prelogin # Location/ Sample 1D/ WO . Mo s v Acodes
T T T e e

131205004516 Val_C1_Tertiary M Grab _I_z_'_ls.
Val_CI_Tersary M Gras SAUG_VAL_WRF_M 22c 6 L E624; Totmi THMs
/NOCONT/None by

(T - e
13120500452 -7 Val_Trip_Blank M SAUG/VAL :

Val_Trip_Blask M SAUGIVAL  SAUG VAL WRP_M 32-c Coaarmency, 5
/NOCONT/None 1-NOCONT{Nune).
Sample Inspection: (f "No™ selecied for any parameter, enter comment on sample afler 1og-in and notify PM)
AR Containers Intact? No [WA_|[NOTES:
Containers labeled comectly (match COC)? No |NA
Proper contaners for sted a 7 No |NIA
[Containers preserved properly? o | No |NiA
VOA viaks) free of headspace? Neg/|[NofwA| _
ple p No If No, report to bench analyst immediate!
{Specisl Handiing Instructions? —_[Ves | No If Yes, report to bench analyst
1 Relinquished by sample collector? | No |N/A
[Does receipt temperature meet requirements (0-6° C)7 es/ | No |N/A_|If No, use TMP code If applicable.
THP - Sample was preserved on ice during collection but had nof yot d the fequired range at the rime of delivery fo Sample

:é:;“% M M: g5y .7‘{:;:7‘ ;;&;J_l/fyrl

Response No. 035-75:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

3.1.6-426

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-76:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 44 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 44
PAGE1OF3
Valencia Water Reclamation Plant

Monthly Monitoring Report
January 2014

Order No. R4-2009-0074, R4-2009-0074-A01
NPDES No. CA0054216
Introduction

“The waste discharge and monitoring and reporting requirements for the Valencia Water Reclamation Plant
(WRP) are contained in the following documents:

1. Order No. R4-2009-0074, NPDES No. CA0054216, (Waste Disch Requi s) adopted June
4, 2009 by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional
Board), effective July 24, 2009.

2. Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP) No. 4993, ordered June 4, 2009 by the Regional Board,
effective July 24, 2009.

3. Amended Order No. R4-2009-0074-A01, NPDES No. CA0054216, (Waste Discharge Requirements)
adopted December 5, 2013 by the Regional Board. This amended Order contains the Interconnection
Agreement with the Newhall Land and Farming Company.

Compliance

There were no violations of the waste discharge requirements during January 2014,

Remarks

Certified Laboratory

| All analyses were conducted at a laboratory certified for such analyses by the California Department of Public

Health (formerly known as the Department of Health Services) or approved by the Executive Officer and in

accordance with current USEPA guidance procedures or as specified in the MRP.

Use of Significant Figures

For the purpose of determining compliance with limits, values are evaluated based on the significant digits

indicated in the Order and in accordance with appropriate use of significant figures (i.e., per Standard

Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater, 22™ edition, 2012, section 1050B).

Additional Soluble Receiving Water Data

The NPDES permit for the Valencia WRP requires receiving water monitoring for antimony, arsenic,

beryllium, cadmi I ium II1, ¢k ium VI, total chromium, copper, iron, lead, mercury, nickel,
selenium, silver, thallium, and zinc. The NPDES permit additionally requires that all itoring for these
metals be | 1 using hods app d under 40 CFR Part 136, which specifies that the total

concentration of the metals must be quantified. However, water quality standards for metals are sct as
dissolved (soluble) concentrations, so a more accurate assessment of water quality is made by directly
comparing soluble metals concentrations to water quality standards. In order to better characterize the
receiving waler, beginning in July 2010 receiving waler metals samples were also analy zed for the soluble
melals concentrations.

Response No. 035-76:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-427



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-77:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 45 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 45
PAGE 1 OF 50

TOXICITY MONITORING REPORT

VALENCIA

JANUARY 2014

NPDES NO. CA0054216

SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY
1965 WORKMAN MILL ROAD
WHITTIER, CALIFORNIA 90601

List of Enclosures:

Definitions & Acronyms List (1)

Valencia WRP Effluent Chronic Bioassay Accelerated Report #8 (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary ~ Valencia WRP Effluent (1)
Water Quality Output - Valencia WRP Effluent (4)

Receiving Water Station RSW-002D (Station RD) Chronic Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary - Station RSW-0020 (1)
Water Quality Output — Station RSW-0020 (4)

Receiving Water Station RSW-001U (Station RC) Chronic Bioassay Report (2)
smuul Output and Data Summary - Station RSW-001U (1)

Output - Station RSW-001U (2)

Recevvmo wne: Station RSW-003D (Station RE) Chronic Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary - Station RSW-003D (1)
Water Quality Output ~ Station RSW-003D (2)

Valencia WRP Effluent Acute Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary - Valencia WRP Effiuent (1)
‘Water Quality Output — Valencia WRP Effiuent (1)

Receiving Water Station RSW-0020 (Station RD) Acute Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary — Station RSW-0020 (1)
Water Quality Output - Station RSW-002D (1)

Receiving Water Station RSW-001U (Station RC) Acute Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary — Station RSW-001U (1)
Water Quality Output — Station RSW-001U (1)

Receiving Water Station RSW-003D (Station RE) Acute Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary - Station RSW-0030 (1)
Water Quality Output — Station RSW-003D (1)

Response No. 035-77:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-428

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-78:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 46 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 46
PAGE 1 OF 150
eSMR PDF Report
Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for January 2014
Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for January 2014 submitted by Ann Heil (Monitoring Section Supervising Engineer) on 04/14/2014.

Facility Name: Valencia WRP Order Number: R4-2009-0074
Waterboad Office: Region 4 - Los Angeles Case Worker: Kristie Kao, Veronica Cuevas-Alpuche
Report Effective Dates: 01/01/2014 - 01/31/2014

‘ No Discharge Periods

Name | Description Dates T Comments
POl Discharge point 001 to the Santa Clara River for Valencia Water Reclamation Plant
P02 Discharge point 002 to the Santa Clara River for Valencia Water Reclamation Plant 01/01/2014 - 01/31/2014

‘ Self-Determined Violations

No Violations Entered

Attachments
File Name File Description ____ Date Uploaded File Size

JOMS-#2925986-v1-VA201401TOX POF [Toxicity Report for VAWRP January 2014 04/08/2014 713255 bytes
JOMS-#2925994-v1-VA201401TOX_COCs PDF [Toxicity chain of custody forms for VAWRP January 2014 04/08/2014 1083055 bytes
JOMS-#2938846-v1-Valencia_CIWQS.POF Chain of custody forms 1 for VAWRP January 2014 04/08/2014 1189649 bytes
IOMS-#2938866-v1-Valencia_CIWQS_2.POF IChain of custody forms 2 for VAWRP January 2014 04/08/2014 4602653 bytes
JOMS-#2938896-v1-Valencia_CIWQS_3_.PDF IChain of custody forms 3 for VAWRP January 2014 04/08/2014 2046836 bytes
Val 2014-01 Commercial Lab COCs pdf IChain of custody forms 4 for VAWRP January 2014 04/08/2014 2725874 bytes
Val 2014-01 flow data.pdf fFlow data summary for VAWRP January 2014 04/08/2014 6886 bytes
[Valencia_WRP_Effiuent_Discharge_Points_and_Recelving_water_sMonitoring location map for VAWRP 04/08/2014 300613 bytes
Rations pdf
Cover Letter (Uploaded File)
k Title Date Uploaded File Size ]

MS-#2943688-v2-2014_Valencia_Monthly_Write-up_January.pdf { 04/14/2014 | 19122 bytes |
Data Summary

Analytical Results

Page 1 of 150

Response No. 035-78:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22
and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-429



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-79:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 47 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 47
PAGE 1 OF 537

TOXICITY MONITORING REPORT
VALENCIA
JANUARY 2014
NPDES NO. CA0054216

SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY
1965 WORKMAN MILL ROAD
WHITTIER, CALIFORNIA 90601

List of Enclosures:

Definitions & Acronyms List (1)

Valencia WRP Effluent Chronic Bioassay Accelerated Report #8 (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary ~ Valencia WRP Effluent (1)
Water Quality Output ~ Valencia WRP Effluent (4)

Receiving Water Station RSW-0020 (Station RD) Chronic Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary - Station RSW-0020 (1)
Water Quality Output ~ Station RSW-0020 (4)

Receiving Water Station RSW-001U (Station RC) Chronic Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary - Station RSW-001U (1)
Water Quality Output - Station RSW-001U (2)

Receiving Water Station RSW-003D (Station RE) Chronic Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary - Station RSW-003D (1)
Water Quality Output ~ Station RSW-003D (2)

Valencla WRP Effluent Acute Bloassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary - Valencia WRP Effluent (1)
Water Quality Output ~ Valencia WRP Effluent (1)

Receiving Water Station RSW-0020 (Station RD) Acute Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary - Station RSW-0020 (1)
Water Quality Output - Station RSW-002D (1)

Receiving Water Station REW-001U (Station RC) Acute Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary ~ Station RSW-001U (1)
Water Quality Output - Station RSW-001U (1)

Receiving Water Station RSW-003D (Station RE) Acute Bioassay Report (2)
Statistical Output and Data Summary ~ Station RSW-0030 (1)
Water Quality Output - Station RSW-003D (1)

Response No. 035-79:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-430

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-80:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 48 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 48
PAGE 1 0F 48
@SMR PDF Report
y SMR ( MO ) report for February 2014

y
Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for February 2014 submitted by Ann Heil (Monitoring Section Supervising Engineer) on 05/13/2014.

Order Number: R&-2009-0074

Facility Name: Valencia WRP
: Case Worker: Kistie (a0, Veronks Cuevas Alouche
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Response No. 035-80:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-431



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-81:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 49 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 49
PAGE 1 OF 182

San Jose Creek Water Quality Laboratory
Chain of Custody/Login Sheet
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Profile: 72-ClTenSR Project Manager:  Syljohn Estil Ext
Collector: Nguyen Dang -
"“:::‘;: Collect Containors /
Prelogin ¥ Location / Sample ID /WO Tomp i Priarvatios Acodes

(VAALLIECTOPOGNY vt

140211004662 Val_C1_Tertiory M C1IDH Comp U 43
Val_CI_Tertiary M CHOW Comp  SAUG_VAL_WRP_M 2.3 «

1-CU2LW(Nome), | LW W,

/NOCONT/None NOCONT (None), HARDZ00K_W.
LTI
14021100464 - 2 Val_C1_Tertiery M CHDH Hg I 43
Val_CI_Teriary M CHON Wg SAUG_VAL_WRP_M 184 1-CCRAWOHCL ). | SUB F1631
INOCONT/None NOCONT{Nenex
Sample Inspection: (1 "No™ selected for any parameter, entor comment on sample after 109+ and nodfy PM)
[Ail Containers Intact? . TY¥és | No [NA TNOTES:
|Containers labeled correctly (match COC)? o _Jred No NAT| M, 7 needs fo [reserre e
| Proper containers for requested analyses? No |NA
Contaners preserved properiy? o No[NA | Seple
VOA viaks) free of Yes | No | I
Metals somple preserved with HNO37 Yos_| No [N/AT if No, report to bench analyst immediately
Special Handing Instructions? R Yes | No If Yos, report to bench analyst
Relinquishod by le collector? — ?_NAHWAH . -
Does recopt tomp meet (06'C)7 es | No [§TA [If No, use TMP code If applicable.

NP - Samplo was prosenved on 1o GUrng COROCIoN bl ad ol yel rached Ine required lemperaiure range o e (ime of delwe'y 1o Samp.e

Recening

Response No. 035-81:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-432

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-82:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 50 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACTIIMENT 50
PAGE 1 OF 51

eSMR PDF Report

Summary: Monthly SMR ( MONNPDES ) report for March 2014
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Response No. 035-82:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project

Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-433



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-83:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 51 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 51
PAGE 10F 191
eSMR PDF Report
Summary: Monthly SMR { MONNPDES ) report for March 2014
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Response No. 035-83:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-22

and 035-24, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
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Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-84:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 52 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 52
PAGE 1 OF 557

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

BOUQUET CANYON CREEK RESTORATION PROJECT

.P‘-BLI C WORKS|

Public Works proposes to implement the Bouquet Canyon Creek Restoration project. The
project site is located within an unincorporated area of northern Los Angeles County and
within the southern part of the Santa Clara portion of the United States Forest Service
Santa Clara/Mojave Rivers Ranger District of the Angeles National Forest,

The proposed project involves five predefined reaches of Bouquet Canyon Creek where
restoration activities would occur (from downstream to upstream, labeled as Sites 1 through 5),
and a sixth site in the abandoned Zuni Campground where a fish preserve would be
constructed. The primary purpose of this project is to restore in-stream and riparian habitat by
reestablishing creek flows along sections of the Bouquet Canyon Creek that currently are dry

Public Works has prepared an environmental document referred to as a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) and Initial Study to assess the Impact of the proposed project to the
environment and the community. Significant environmental impacts can be addressed through
mitigation. The draft MND and Initial Study are being circulated for a 30-day public review. The
review period will begin August 5, 2016, and will end September 4, 2016. The document is
available for review at the following URL: hitp.//dpw lacounty gov/go/becrproject. A copy of the
document is available for review at the following locations:

Canyon Country Jo Anne Darcy Library  County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
18601 Soledad Canyon Road Programs Development Division, 11th Floor
Santa Clarita, CA 91351 900 South Fremont Avenue

Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

Interested parties may submit their comments to:

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Programs Development Division, 11th Floor
Attention Mr. Ed Dingman
P.O. Box 1460
Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

The final MND will incorporate responses to written comments received during the public
review period. The final document will be considered by the County Board of Supervisors for
approval. Questions regarding this notice should be directed to Mr. Ed Dingman, Programs
Development Division, Environmental Planning and Assessments Section, at (626) 468-3933 or
edingman@dpw.lacounty gov.

S| necesita asistencia con la traduccion al espafiol, por favor comuniquese con el representante
del departamento de Obras Publicas del Condado de Los Angeles, Sr. At Correa al
(626) 458-3948,

Indviduale requirng ressonabie sccessiikty sccommodatcns may reaues wien materils I altemate fomats physice
accessivilty acccrmodaticns. sign language ntarpreters or other reas: by contacting our
Americans wih Deabilies Act Goordnal et (626) 458-4081. #om 7.90 & ™10 6 p.: Monday thrcugh Tharsday (excudng

holidays). Persans who are deaf or hard of hearing may make contact by first dialing the Calfornia Relay Service at
Roaueds shoukd be made 81 least 1 week in BBnoe 10 eneure availabiity. \When making @ reascnable ucommlm
request, please reference

PREPARED BY THE
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
FOLLOW US ON TWITTER @LAPublicWorks, @LACoGoModal
WEBSITE
August 2016

Response No. 035-84:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the status of the unarmored
threespine stickleback population in Bouquet Canyon. Please see Response to Comment No. 035-14,
above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.”

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-435



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-85:
Provided below is the first page of Attachment 53 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 53
PAGE10F9

Unarmored Three Spine Stickleback
Santa Clara River to Santa Francisquito

Creek Rescue / Relocation

hitps /Awww wildlife.ca.gov/Drought/Projects/Stickleback (last visited February 11, 2017)

Update (June 2015)

On April 29 and May 27 of 2015, CDFW staff surveyed one release site on San
Francisquito Creek where the majority of rescued Unarmored Three Spine
Stickleback (UTS) were released (see full story below). After surveying all
watered portions of the creek at and below where fish were released in 2014, no
UTS were observed. Due to heavy debris and the complexity of the creek, these

sections of San Francisquito Creek are difficult to completely survey. Additionally,

the amount of fish released compared to the length of water survey, may make
detection of UTS difficult unless breeding occurs over several seasons.

CDFW staff will continue to survey San Francisquito Creek in the coming years
to determine if the translocation of UTS was beneficial to the continuation of this
unique population

i~ CE9F Al
ﬁj;ﬁ,ﬂ}' /g 752 4 K4

| B2

N

Response No. 035-85:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the status of unarmored threespine
stickleback populations in the Upper Santa Clara River, Bouquet Creek, Soledad Canyon Creek, and San
Francisquito Creek. Please see Response to Comment No. 035-13, above, for relevant information that
responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

3.1.6-436

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-86:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 54 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 54
PAGE10F 2

Drought and wildfires threaten the endangered mountain
yellow-legged frog

1tain velloy I ne of the tanks that hold the captive "insurance

colony” of mountain yellow-legged frogs at the LA Zoo. (Katic Falkenberg

Iimes)

Louis Sahagun
August 20, 2016

A half-century ago, hundreds of streams cascading down the San Gabricl, San Bernardino
and San Jacinto mountains were packed with fist-sized mountain vellow-legged frogs
competing for mating rights.

‘Today, fewer than 400 of the federally endangered frogs are holed up in five hard-to-
reach streams, all of them reduced to ribbons of shrinking ponds afier five years of
drought.

Now, as the third major wildfire in a month strips slopes overlooking the frogs’ ancestral
habitats of vegetation. there is mounting concern that winter storms could inundate their
last outposts with mud, debris and ash.

“T'ven scen things this dry here before,” Adam Backlin, a U.S. Geological Survey
biologist. said on Wednesday as he surveyed the health of a small population of about 20
frogs in the upper reaches of the San Gabriel Mountains™ Big Rock Creek. “The last thing
these frogs need is drought and wildfire.™

Wildfire is a natural ecological phenomenon, biologists say. Decades ago. when yellow-
legged frogs and other rarc aquatic species were widespread, they survived over time by
recolonizing from neighboring populations.

Not anymore. Existing populations are descendants of a species pushed to the edge of
extinction by urbanization, disease and the appetites of voracious nonnative predators
including crayfish, bullfrogs and trout.

Small, isolated mountain yellow-legged frog populations were lost in the aftermath of the
OIld fire in 2003, the Station fire in 2009 and the Mountain fire in 2013. Backlin said
Three weeks ago, biologists watched with mounting alarm as the Sand fire ravaged
40.000 acres of northwestern San Gabriel Mountain watershed including portions of

Response No. 035-86:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the 2016 Sand Fire in the Upper
Santa Clara River watershed. Please see Response to Comment No. 035-13, above, for relevant information
that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-437



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-87:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 55 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 5§
PAGE10OF3

Print This Adicl

Movie ranches damaged by wildfire
Some uncertain about continued filming

By Jana Adkins
Signal Business Fditor
Jomaa@sigmal sev.com
July 25,2016

Movie ranch caretaker Raymond Hall told ranch owner Carey Lee Fernandez he thought
everything would be OK at the Stickleback River Ranch in Agua Dulce on Sunday.

Then he spotted a tree on fire. And in the very next moment Hall realized he had stayed too
long

Running over to the property’s water tank to douse himself, he planned to “gun it through
the flames” in his pickup truck, Fernandez recounted. A spotter from a helicopter saw him
and alerted firefighters, who came rushing in and “threw his butt into the fire truck,” she
said.

“Everything was ablaze; he said it looked like a war zone and the noise from the fire was
deafening as they drove out,” Fernandez said.

The last thing Hall saw as he was hauled out by a fire crew was his truck blazing in the Sand ‘
fire.

Raging fire

The fitful and irregular Sand fire has rained ash and embers onto the Santa Clarita Valley’s

film industry, forcing operators of the movie film ranches into defensive modes to protect

buildings and land that have served as backdrops to scores of TV shows and feature films. ‘

Not all have won the fight.

Santa Clarita’s Sable Ranch in Sand Canyon was severely damaged. The owners of
Stickleback River Ranch in Agua Dulce believe they lost everything, although they haven't
been allowed into the area to survey. And Koch’s Movie Ranch in Acton estimates 120 of its
160-acre ranch has been burned. The Koch ranch borders the Shambala wildlife preserve on
Soledad Canyon Road.

“We have a big cave that we lost and a barn, but our other structures are okay,” said owner
Teresa Koch. “The firefighters were able to save our house and some of the other structures
closer to the house.”

But with so much of the ranch’s vegetation burned, Koch said, she isn’t sure how future
filming will be affected - “unless we start doing a lot of post-apocalyptic films.”

In Santa Clarita, many of the outdoor film sets in the city’s movie ranch zone sit in Placerita |
Canyon, a scenic area ravaged by fires for the past three days and home to Disney’s Golden

Oaks Ranch, Sable Ranch and A Rancho Deluxe. Several others operate in the Agua Dulce

and Acton areas. which were chased bv the devilish fire Sundav.

Response No. 035-87:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the 2016 Sand Fire in the Upper
Santa Clara River watershed. Please see Response to Comment No. 035-13, above, for relevant information

that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-438

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-88:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 56 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

Response No. 035-88:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the 2016 Sand Fire in the Upper
Santa Clara River watershed. Please see Response to Comment No. 035-13, above, for relevant information

that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-439

Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-89:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 57 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT §7
PAGE 1 OF 4

Robin's Nest Acquisition Project

Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
Proposition 1 Competitive Grant Program
Application

Submitted by
The Trust for Public Land

November 2016

Response No. 035-89:

The commenter included this document among the attachments to its comment letter, but did not cite to the
document or indicate which comment the document supported.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-440 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-90:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 58 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 58
PAGE 1 OF 40
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5.5 South Coast Province

5.5.1 Geophysical and Ecological Description of the Province

California's South Coast Province encompasses more than eight million acres, extending along
the coast from the Santa Barbara County in the north to the Mexico border in the south (Figure
5.5-1). Inland, the region is bounded by the Peninsular Mountain Ranges and the transition to
the Mojave and Colorado Deserts on the east and by the Transverse Mountain Ranges on the
north, It is an area of strikingly varied landscapes, ranging from wetlands and beaches to
hillsides, rugged mountains, arid deserts, and densely populated metropolitan areas.

The region's coastal habitats include coastal strand,
lagoons, and river-mouth estuaries that transition
from riparian wetlands to fresh and saltwater
marshes, California least tern, western snowy plover,
light-footed Ridgway's rail, California brown pelican,
and other waterfowl and shorebirds depend on
these habitats. Moving inland, the predominant

and chaparral. Southern California’s coastal sage
Robb Hannawacker, NPS scrub is composed of a mix of drought-resistant
shrubs and forbs found no place else in the country, commonly including California sagebrush,
bush monkeyflower, buckwheat species, and black, purple, or white sage. Coastal sage scrub is a
globally endangered community whose worldwide distribution is a narrow coastal strip from

are characterized by a greater component of woody species, including chamise, manzanita,
California lilac, and scrub oak. Inhabitants of sage scrub and chaparral communities include the
Blainville's horned lizard, California gnatcatcher, San Diego cactus wren, Pacific pocket mouse, and
Quino checkerspot butterfly. Isolated grasslands and vernal pool habitats are interspersed in the
coastal landscape and support unique and endemic species such as Stephens’ kangaroo rat and
fairy shrimp species. Low- to mid-elevation uplands often feature oak woodlands, including
Engelmann oak. Higher-elevation mountainous areas are dominated by coniferous forests,
including Jeffrey pine, Ponderosa pine, big-cone Douglas fir, and white fir, and support sensitive
species such as long-eared and long-legged myotis bats. Along the Peninsular Mountain Range,
coniferous forests transition to the western edge of the Colorado and Mojave Desert ecosystems.

The province's largest river drainages include the Tijuana, San Diego, San Luis Rey, Santa
Margarita, Santa Ana, San Gabriel, Los Angeles, Santa Clara, Santa Ynez, and Ventura rivers,
Coniferous forests occur along high-elevation stream reaches, and some mountain drainages
host mountain yellow-legged frog, California red-legged frog, Santa Ana sucker, and Santa Ana

Province-Specific Conservation Strategies = South Coast

hillside and bluff communities are coastal sage scrub

Ventura County to El Rosario in northern Baja. Chaparral plant communities (also drought tolerant)

TATEW EACTION PLAN 2015 | A CONSERVATION LEGACY FOR CALIFORNIAN 55.1

Response No. 035-90:

The commenter included this document among the attachments to its comment letter, but did not cite to the

document or indicate which comment the document supported.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
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3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-91:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 59 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 59
PAGE 1 0F S3

RECCVERY FLAN [OR

UXARMORZD TEREESPINZ &

+ {(Gasterosteus aculeatus williamson

AN ENDANGEZRED Flsd

Prepared oy

narmecred Threespine Stickleback Recovery Team

Tear Members

Shoken Sasaki, Leader, California Dcpartment of Fish ard Came
Joenathan N. Baskin, Califernia State Polytechnic University, Porona
Sen Beall, U.S. Forest Service, Angeles Nalicral Forest

James A. 3. Amanz, California Department of Fish ancd Came

Camm Swift, Netural History Museum of Los Angeles County

Michael A. Bell, Team Advisor, Natural History ¥useum of Los Angeles County
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Response No. 035-91:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the nesting behavior of unarmored
threespine stickleback. Please see Response to Comment Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for

relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

3.1.6-442



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-92:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 60 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 60
PAGE 1 0OF 37

Unarmored Threespine Stickleback
(Gasterosteus aculeatus williamsoni)

5-Year Review:
Summary and Evaluation

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
Ventura, California

May 29, 2009

Response No. 035-92:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see Response to Comment Nos.
035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-443

Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-93:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 61 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 61
PAGE 10F 134
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FINAL REPORT ON THE STATUS OF THE
UNARMORED THREESPINE STICKLEBACK
(Gasterosteus aculeatus williamsoni)

IN THE UPPER SANTA CLARA RIVER, CALIFORNIA
(Reprint from USFWS File)

Prepared by:
Dr. Jonathan N, Baskin, Assistant Professor
California State Polytechnic College

Prepared for:
Unarmored Threespine Stickleback Recovery Team

June 11,1974
(Reprint from USFWS File)

Response No. 035-93:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-444 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-94:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 62 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Final Report for
Contract with California State
Department of Fish and Game

Contract AB-27

Biology and Habitat of the
Unarmored Threespine Stickleback
(Gasterosteus aculeatus williamsoni)

in the Upper Santa Clara River, California

Principle Investigator:
Dr, Jonathan N, Baskin
jate Professor of Biology
California State Polytechnic University, Pomona

29 September 1975

€

Response No. 035-94:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-445



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-95:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 63 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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Unarmored Threespine Stickleback
Survey a' ' Report
United States Department of ‘Agriculture
Forest Service
Contract No. 39-549§
Contractors
Jonathan N. Baskin, Ph.D.

Michael Bell, Ph.D.

30 July 1976

Response No. 035-95:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-446 Final Additional Environmental Analysis
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Comment No. 035-96:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 64 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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NUMBER 295
MAY 15, 1978
FISHES OF THE SANTA CLARA RIVER SYSTEM
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
By MicvakL A, Beur

NATURAL HISTORY MUSEUM OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

CONTRIBUTIONS IN SCIENCE

Published by the NATURAL HISTORY MUSE
900 Expositon Bouvlevard, Los Angele 3 2 90

Response No. 035-96:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds

to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-447

Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-97:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 65 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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CHAPTER 4
CLINAL VARIATION OF THREESPINE STICKLEBACKS IN THE

SANTA CLARA RIVER SYSTEM

99

Response No. 035-97:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-448 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-98:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 66 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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67, No. 180/ Tuesday, September 17,

2002/ Proposed Rules

umlmundmg this proposed rule so that
they can better evaluate its effects on

under the National Environmental
Policy Act ind therefore, an

them and 1 pato in the

If the rule would affect your small
business, organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concorning its provisions or options for
compliance, please call Joanne Petrie at
(202) 366-0315.

Collection of

| impact statement is not
required.
Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments

E.0. 13175 provides that government
agencies consult with tribes on issues
that impact the Indian community The
De

This proposed rule would call for no
now colloction of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1005 (44
U.S.C. 3501-3520).

Federalism

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under EO. 12612 and havo doterminod
that this rule does not have sufficient
implications for federalism to warrant
the preparation of a Federalism
Assessment.

Unfunded Mandates

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 US.C. 1531-1538) and E.O.
12875, Enhancing the Intergovernmental
Partnenship, (58 FR 58093; October 28,
1993) govern the issuance of Federal
regulations that require unfunded
mandates. An unfunded mandate is a
regulation that requires a State, local, or
tribal government or the private sector
to incur direct costs without the Federal
Govornment's having first provided the
funds o pay those costs. proposed
rule would ot imposo an unfunded
mandate

Taking of Private Property

pposed rule would not effect a
ale

have taking implications under E.O.
12630, Ft\\lvmmnnlal Actions and

has Ited with the

\mndlnu Rock Sioux and will continue
to do so as this rulomaking progrossos.
List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 71

Time zones.

For the reasons discussed sbove, the
Offico of tho Secrotary proposos to
revise Title 49 part 71 to read us follows:

PART 71—{AMENDED)]

1. The authority citation for part 71
would continue 1o read.

Authority: Secs. 1-4, 40 Stat. 450, as
e s 1, 41 Stal. 1440, wn amended;
L 80 Stat, 107, as amended; 100 Stat.
of Mar. 16, 1018, as amendad by the
nd Pub, L.
260-267; Pub. L. 96-35%; 46
CFR 15900), unless ofherwise noted.

2, Paragraph (8) of § 71.7, Boundary
line between central and

line to the southwest bounda
east along the southern county line to
the northwest comer of T. 140 N., R. 83
W.; thence south to the southwest
corner of T. 140 N, R. 82 W.; thence
east to the southeast corner of T, 140N,
R. 83 W.; thence south to the middle of
the Heart River; thence easterly and
northerly along the middle of that river
to the southern boundary of T. 139 N.,
R. 82 W_; thance aast to the middle of
the Heart River; thence southerly and
wasterly along the middle of that river
the northeast boundary of Sioux County:
thence west and south along the
northern boundary of Sioux County to
the canter of State Highway 31: thence
south along the center of State Highway
31 to the state bordor with South
Dakota; thence vast along the southern
boundary of Sioux County to the middle
of the Missouri Rivers.

lasued in Washington. DC. on September
12, 2002
Kirk K. Van Tine,
ol
3707 Filed 9-16-02; 8:45 am.

: thence

zones, would be revised to read as
follows:

§71.7 Boundary line between central and
mountain zones.

(a) Montana-North Dakota. Beginning
at tho junction of the Montana-North
Dukots boundary with the boundary of
the United States and Canada southerly
along the Montana-North Dakota
boundary to the Missouri River: thence
southerly and easterly slong the middle
ul that river to the midpoint of the
of the Missouri and

with C
Protwcted v...,mn Rights.
Civil Justice Reform

This proposed rule meets applicable
standards in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of
E.0. 12088, Civil Justice Reform, (o
minimize litigation, eliminate
ambiguity, and reduce burden.
Protection of Children

We have analyzod this proposed rulo
under E.0. 13045, Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safoty Risks. This rule is not
an economically significant rule and
doos not concern an environmental risk
to health or risk to safety that may
disproportionately affect children.
Environment

This rulemaking is not a major
Federal action significantly affecting the
quality of the human environmont

Yollowstone Kivers: thence southerly
and ecastorly along the middlo of the
Yellowstone River to the north
boundary of T. 150 N., R. 104 W.; thence
oast to the northwest corner of T. 150
N., R. 102 W.: thence south to the
southwest corner of T. 140 N., R. 102
W.: thence east to the northwest corner
of T. 148 N., R. 102 W.; thence south to
the northwest corner of 147 N, R. 102
W.: thence cast to the southwost cornor
of T. 148 N, R. 101 W,, thence south to
the middlo of the Littlo Missouri; thence
oasterly and northerly along tho middle
of that river to the midpoint of its
confluence with the Missouri River;
thence southerly and easterly along the
middle of the Missouri River to the
midpoint of its confluence with the
northern land boundary of Oliver
County; thence west along the northern
county line to the northwest boundary:
thance south along the western county

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service
50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Mulbﬂ of Critical
Habitat for the Unarmored Threespine
Stickleback

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior

ACTION: Finding that the designation of
critical habitat should not b made

SUMMARY: V! Fish and
Wildlife Mnuu [w\ ice), find that the
rm,a-ml designation of critical habitat
for the unarmored threespine
stickleback (Gasterosteus aculaetus
williamsoni) pursuant (o the
Endangered Spacies Act of 1073, as
amended, (Act) should not be made
final. On November 17, 1980, we
rmpuu-d designating approximately 51
ilometers (31.7 miles) of streams in Los
Angoles and Santa Barbara Countios,
California, as critical habitat for this
specios (45 FR 76012)
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chief, Branch of Listing, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Sarvice, 4401 N. Fairfax Drive
Room 420, Arlington, VA 22203
(telephone 703/358-2105).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Response No. 035-98:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-449



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-99:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 67 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 67
PAGE 1 OF 584

The Evolutionary Biology of the Threespine Stickleback

Response No. 035-99:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-450 Final Additional Environmental Analysis
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Comment No. 035-100:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 68 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ACADEMY OF SCIENCES
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= BULLETIN

Mazatlén, Volume 75 CARL L. HUBBS HONORARY 1SSUI Number 2

Tvopoda)
By David

By Mary

by Mucller and

ock Foundation

AUGUST 1976

BCASAT5(2) 57-224 (1976)

Response No. 035-100:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-451



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-101:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 69 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 69
PAGE 1 OF 32

Haglund, T.R., and J.N. Baskin, "Fish and Wildlife Survey and Habitat
Assessment of the Santa Clara River at Interstate 5" (October 2000)

Response No. 035-101:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-452 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-102:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 70 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 70
PAGE10OF 3

Federal Register / Vol. 61, No. 132 / Tuesday, July 9, 1996 / Proposed Rules 36021

1995, and prevented the Service from
making a final decision on these
proposals by the August 1995
administrative deadline. The
moratorium was lifted on April 26,
1996, when the appropriation for the
Department of the Interior for the
remainder of fiscal year 1996 was
enacted into law. In a Federal Register
document published on May 16, 1996
(61 FR 24722), the Service outlined In
detail the history of the moratorium and
indicated the priorities it would follow
In eliminating the listing program
backlog resulting from the moratorium,
Preparation of final rules for these
proposed species Is considered a Tier 2
priority - processing final decisions on
proposed listings. For more Information
on the moratorium and the priority for
backlogged listing actions, refer to the
May 15, 1996, Federal Register notice.

The Service hereby announces
another roopmmg of the comment
period until July 26, 1996. Reopening of
the comment period will allow the
Service (o accept information on
sclentfic studies conducted since the
comment perfod last closed on May 5,
1995. Any other comments from the
interested public will also be solicited
concerning these proposals,
Author

I'he primary author of this notice is
Robert S. Butler, Jacksonville Fleld
Omce, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
6620 Southpoint Drive South, Suite 310,
Jacksonville, Florida 32216 (904/232-
2580 or fax 904/232-2404).

Authority: The lulhonlv [u' his action is
lhc Endangered Species Act (16 US.C. 1361~

407: 16 US.C. 1531 15“ lﬁ US.C. 4201

4145: ub. L. 99 625, 100 Seat, 3500, unless
otherwise noted)

Dated: July 1, 1696
Noreen K. Clough.
Regional Director, Southeast Reglon, Fish and
Wildlife Service.
[FR Doc. 9617222 Filed 7-8-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-866-

50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants: 90-day Finding on a
Petition to List the Santa Ana Speckled
Dace, Santa Ana Sucker, and the Shay
Creek Threespine Stickleback as
Endangered

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of 90-day petition
finding.

finding on a petition to list three fish as
endangered, pursuant to the E

commenced in accordance with

Specles Act of 1973, as amended. The
Service finds that the petition did not
present substantial scientific or
commercial information indicating the
petitioned action may be warranted for
two of the three species because It does
not substantiate that the Santa Ana
speckled dace and Shay Creek
threespine stickleback are described
subspecies or distinct vertebrate
population segments as described In the
vice's vertebrate population policy.
Furthermore, the Service presently
regards the Shay Creek threespine
stickleback as a population of the
unarmored threespine stickleback
aculeatus a
spﬁ fes that is already listed as
endangered. Regarding the third fish
species, the Service finds that
substantial Information exists to support
a decision that listing may be warranted
for the Santa Ana sucker.
DATES: The finding announced In this
notice was made on June 28, 1996,
Comments and materials may be
submitted until further notice.
ADDRESSES: Data, Information,
comments, or questions concerning the
finding should be submitted to the Fleld
Supervisor, Carlsbad Fleld Office, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, 2730 Loker
Avenue West, Carlsbad, California
02008. The pettion, Inding, and
supporting data are available for public
inspection, by appointment, during
normal business hours at the above
address
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: P"aul
J. Barrett (sce ADDRESSES above),
telephone (619) 131 9440,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

Section 4(b) (3)(A) of the Endangered
Specles Act (Act) of 1973, as amended
(16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) requires that the
Service make a finding on whether a
petition to list, delist, or reclassify a
species presents substantial scientific or
commercial Information Indicating that
the petitioned action may be warranted.
To the maximum extent practicable, this
finding Is to be made within 90 days of
the recelpt of the petition, and the
finding 18 to be published promptly in
the Federal Register. This finding is
based on Information contained in the
petdtion, supporting inf
submitted with the petitior
otherwise avallable to the Service at the
time the finding is made. If the Service
determines that the action

priorities blished by the Service
Eummm to the May 16, 1996, Final

isting Priority Guidance (61 Fed Reg
24722).

On September 6, 1994, the Service
received a petition dated September 2,
1094, to list the Santa Ana speckled
dace (Rhinichthys osculus ssp.), Santa
Ana sucker (Catostomus santaanae),
and the Shay Creek threespine
stickleback (Casterosteus aculeatus ssp.)
as endangered species. The petition was
submitted by the Sierra Club Legal
Defense Fund, Inc., on behalf of seven
groups. The seven groups are the
California-Nevada Chapter of the
American Fisheres Society, The Nature
School, The California Sportfishing
Protection Alllance, Friends of the
River, Izaak Walton League of America,
Californfa Trout, and Trout Unlimited.
The letter clearly identified itself as a
petition and contained the names,
signatures, and addresses of the
petitioners. Accompanying the petition
was supporting information relating to
taxonomy, ccology, and past and
present disteibution of all three species

The petition, supporting
documentation, and other Information
avallable In the Secvice flles has been
reviewed o determine {f substantial
information is a le to Indicate that
the requested actions may be warranted.
On the basis of the best sclentific and
commercial information available, the
Service finds the petitioned action may
be warranted for the Santa Ana sucker
because of the threats o low population
numbers, and Is not warranted for the
Santa Ana speckled dace based on
taxonomic uncertainty, While the
pedtioners fafled (o present substantial
information Indicating that the Shay
Creek threespine stickleback should be
listed as a subspecies or distinct
vertebeate population segment, the Shay
Creek ll\rwsplm stickleback Is

RAr asa of
lho unarmorrd lhmplnr ‘stickleback
and already recefves the protections of
the Act. A status review will be
commenced In accordance with the
Final Listing Priority Guidance for the
Santa Ana sucker,

Santa Ana Sucker

T'he Santa Ana sucker (Catastomus
santaanae) is a member of the sucker
family (Catostomidae). The Santa Ana
sucker was originally described as
Pantosteus santa-anae by Snyder (1908,
as in Moyle 1976). The genus

Pantosteus was reduced to a subgenus

SUMMARY: The L. S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service) announces a 90 day

may be . the Seevice will
commence a review of the status of the
Involved specles. Status reviews will be

of and the hyphen omitted
from the specific name In a subsequent
revision of the nomenclature (Smith

1966). The American Fisherles Soclety

Response No. 035-102:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-453



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-103:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 71 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 71
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San Marino Environmental Associates

Habitat Conservation Plan for the
Federally Endangered Unarmored Threespine Stickleback
and Other Species of Special Concern
at The Newhall Land and Farming Company’s Crossings of the
Santa Clara River, Los Angeles and Ventura Counties, California

Prepared by

Thonas R. HNaglund, Ph.D.
Jonalhian N. Baukia, h f
San Marino Environmental Associates

On behalf of

Newhall Land and Farming Company
23823 Valencia Boulevard

Valencia, California 91356-2103

Submitted to:
ield Supervisox

United States Depar:mer ¢ =he Interio:
Fish and wWilidl.ife Service
noura Field
1 port v Road ite
Vent. alifornia
544
Revised February 2004
560 Scuth Greeawood Avence San Marino, California 91108+1270 (626) 792-2362 Fax (626) 792.§232

Response No. 035-103:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds

to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

3.1.6-454



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-104:

PrO\_/ided below is the first page of Attachment 72 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlite Service
50 CFR Part 17

ndangered and Threatened Wildiite
; Proposed Designation of

agency: Fish and Wildlife Service,
fnterior,
ACTION: I‘mpoid rule :

Haubitat for the

ATTACHMENT 72
PAGE 10K 3

r / Vo, 45, No. 223 / Monduy, November 17, 1980 / Proposed Rules

gradient portions of the nearby Los
Angeles, San Gubrlel and Santa Ana
Rivers, und [rom a few loculities in
Santa Barbura County, California, it has
been eliminated from most of its original
range. It was reported in 1917 to be
abundant throughout the Los Angeles
basin, By 1942 it wos no longer found,

0 be extinct there. In the
alnuge, populations
regarded as the unarmored threespine
stickleback (Gasterostous aculeatus
williamsoni) were repluced by another
stickleback (G. 0. microcaphalus) und
by Intermediute types, through

Gasterostous aculeatus willlamsoni, an
Endangered Fish™ was submitted to the
Fish and Wildlife Service in 1977 by a
recovery team lll?Md to this species.
m is headed by Shoken Sasaki of
fornia b::mmm of Fish and
d ncludes biologists and
lalists from other State and
The recovery team
the Service in 1977 &
proposal of essential hubitat
ommendations, which was reviewed
by the Bureau of Land Management,
Office of State Director for Culifornin:
by the Director of the California

stickleback (Gosterosteus aculeatus

lamsoni). This fish subspecies is
presently found only in northwestern
les County and western Sants
nty. Californiu, It was listed
red on Oclober 13,1970 (38
FR 16047), and is protected under the
provisions of the Endangered Species
Act of 1973 a9 amended. Its Critical
Habitat was not designated, pqmll:’
receipl and review by the Service
cecommendations made by the
Unarmored Throespine Stickleback
Recovery Team. The proposed rul
would (dentify habitat subject to Federal
#) y consultation under Section 7(a)
o the Act, Comments and data related
10 this proposul are solicited.

DATEs: Comments on this proposed rule
must be submitted by February 17, 1081
Public meetings on this proposal will be
held at 10:00 AM on Friday, December
10, 1680,

ADDRESSES: [nterested persons o
organizations are requested 10 submit
comments to Director (OES). US. Fish
and Wildlife Service. Department of the

Intarior. Washington. D.C. 20240,
Comments and materials relating o this
rule ure available for public inspection:
by appointment during normal business
hours at the Service’s Office of
Endangered Species. Suite 500, 1000
North Glebe Road, Arlington, Virginia.
Public meetings on this proposal will be
held at Los Angeles County Library, ~
23743 Valencia Boulevard, Valencia,
California,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
For further information on the proposed
rule contact Mr. John L. Spinks. Jr.
Chiel. Office of Endangered Species
(703/238-2771).
BUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION;
Background

The unarmored threespine sticklebuck
in o small, scaleless. freshwater fish
originally described from the
headwaters of the Santa Clara River in
northwestern Los Angeles County,
California. Previously found also in low

of both, following introduction of the
latter in trout plants, 8o far as known, it
persists only in the area whore it was
fiest found and (n one creek in Santu
Barbara County.

The uppor Soledad Canyon locality
from which this fish wus originally
named (n 1854,

Williamson'
1057 Pacific R rvey as

in some respects to its prosent condition,
A continuous flow of water tn the upper
canyon wos maintained in dry seasons
by several feeder springs, but water

the lower canyon then as now
d for much of the year below the
sui of the stream bed. Several
studies on the blology of California
sticklebucks suggest that a slow,
continuous Mlow of water (n a hendwuter
stream, isolated, excopt during rainy
periods, from the ocean by stretchos of
dry stream bed, {s necessary for this
particular form ta thrive. The

of Fish and Game: and by
the Regional Forester of the U.S. Forest
Setvice (San Francisco). The present
proposal (ncorporates recovery leam
recommendations,

Research commissioned or conducted
by the Unarmored Threespine
Stickleback Recovery Team indiceles
that the present status of this fish is
precarious, Negative impacts resulting in
or contributing to comj eliminution
of populations In various river systems
are documented from large scale
impoundments, stream channelization,
increased water turbidity, introduction
of non-native competitors and predutors.
and from water pollution of several
lany of these impacts ure

ngeles Basin area. In contrast,
ckloback lations h:

poared 10 bes rom certain kinds
of very small Impoundments. and
egally ted, limited but

m
sustained rolease of wator from storage
reservoirs.

evidently confers a necessary degroe of
isolation from other reluted sticklebacks
found in most lower stream segments
connected above ground with the ocenn,
A similar form of jsolution ix provided at
the mouth of San Antonio Creek by
beach sandbars formed by ocean
currents that block the entrance of all

ishes. except during periods of high
water and swift curronts thut could be
expected to provent entry of other
sticklebacks.

Apparently intolerunt of tucbidity,
since it is not found (n muddy wi
this stickleback also avoids zones ol
swilt current and those without any

y
of temperature tolerance.
A document entitled “Recovery Plan
for d Th

d status of the d
threespine stickleback under the
provisions of Section 4(a) of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, o8
umended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq ) 1s not
affected by this proposu! to determine
Critical Habitat
Critical Habitat

The Act defines “Critical Habitut” to
include (a) areas within the geographical
area ocoupied by the species at the time
1 the species is listed, which are
essential 1o the conservation of the
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management considerations ot
protection; and (b) specific arcas outside

of the species.
As specified in the rules for listing
wd species and

bitat {to be

FR Part 424 see 45 FR
13010), the Director shall consider (n
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Response No. 035-104:

The commenter cite_d this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see

sesr?onses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
o this issue.
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3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-105:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 73 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 73
PAGE 1 0F 88

UNARMORED THR
STICKLEBACIE(ESP'NE

Response No. 035-105:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds
to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-456 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-106:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 74 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

PAGE 1 OF 19
Ephemeral stream reaches preserve the
evolutionary and distributional history of
threespine stickleback in the Santa Clara
and Ventura River watersheds of southern
California
Jonathan Q. Richmond, David K. Jacobs,
Adam R. Backlin, Camm C. Swift, Chris

Dellith & Robert N. Fisher

Conservation Genetics

ISSN 1566 0621

Conserv Genet C OnSC'rVﬁtl\, Al
Genetics

B \
b‘i oy )

DOI 10.1007/510592-014-0643-7

@ Springer

Response No. 035-106:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding the adverse effects of high water
temperatures and high water velocities on unarmored threespine stickleback population. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-22, 035-23, and 035-25, above, for relevant information that responds

to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-457



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-107:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 75 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 78
PAGE10OF1

The Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Confrol Board presents this

Certificate qf Completion

p T

%é varee
To:

Jason A Weiner

For attending the Clean Water Team Program'’s
Training for Citizen Water Quality Monitors ‘
July 8-9, 2009
Los Angeles & Nicholas Canyon, California

Erick Bumres ‘
Citizen Monitoring Program Coordinator
State Water Resources Control Board

Response No. 035-107:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding Wishtoyo’s Ventura Coastkeeper
Program and its monitoring of water temperature and velocity in the Santa Clara River. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-24 and 035-26, above, for relevant information that responds to this
issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
3.1.6-458 Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-108:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 76 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 76
PAGE 1 OF 110

The Freshwater and Marine
Team Field Guide

Response No. 035-108:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding Wishtoyo’s Ventura Coastkeeper
Program and its monitoring of water temperature and velocity in the Santa Clara River. Please see
Responses to Comments Nos. 035-24 and 035-26, above, for relevant information that responds to this
issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis 3.1.6-459



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-109:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 77 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 77
PAGE 1 OF 1

/V-.i
VENTURA COASTKEEPER'

Ventura Coastkeeper - River Flow Measurement Method

I.  Equipment Used to Record Velocity (ft./sec):

A. FP101 Global Flow Probe: Calibrated and Inspected by Global Water globalw.com;
Accuracy: 0.1 FPS; Velocity Averaging: Computer on Flow Probe records true digital running
average. Readings taken once per second; Sensor Type: Protected Turbo-Prop propeller with
clectro-magnetic pickup; Weight: 2 Lbs.; Size: Length FP 101 3 feet; Material: PVC, anodized
aluminum, stainless steel bearing; Operating Temperature: 0-120 °F.

I1. Method to Calculate Flow:

A. Hornberger Discharge Method (see: Homberger, G.M. Elements of Physical Hydrology. The
John Hopkins University Press. 1998.)

i. Q=xqi=ShiwiUi

a. Q= discharge (streamflow); Qi = discharge in rectangle i (ft3/sec); hi = height of
rectangle i (ft); wi = width of rectangle i (ft); Ui = flow velocity in rectangle i (ft/sec)

b. Method for determining discharge in a stream. The stream is subdivided into a number
of rectangular clements. At the horizontal ends of each rectangle, The FP101 Global
Flow Probe is used to calculate average velocity throughout the water column by
moving the probe vertically from the top to bottom of the water column, spending an
equal amount of time at each depth throughout the water column.' The width of the
rectangle is recorded in feet. The river depth at each horizontal end of the rectangle is
recorded in feet. Discharge is calculated by multiplying the average velocity for each
rectangle by the area of that rectangle and summing across the stream,

! Absent a flow probe that calculates average velocity throughout the water column, a current meter is used
to measure the speed of the flow at a distance 0.4/ from the stream bottom in each rectangle. The water
velocity at this depth is approximately the average velocity for that segment, assuming that the logarithmic
velocity profile for turbul ent flow is valid.

Response No. 035-109:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding Wishtoyo’s Ventura Coastkeeper
Program and its monitoring of water velocity in the Santa Clara River. Please see Responses to Comments

035-24 and 035-26, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-460

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-110:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 78 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is
available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 78
PAGE 1 OF 32

1. Title and Approval Page
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Response No. 035-110:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding Wishtoyo’s Ventura Coastkeeper
Program and its monitoring of water temperature and velocity in the Santa Clara River. Please see

Responses to Comments Nos. 035-24 and 035-26, above, for relevant information that responds to this
issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

3.1.6-461



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-111:
Provided below is the first page of Attachment 79 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 79
PAGE10OF 1

Wishtoyo / VCK Temperature QAQC
Calibration

1.) Hold NIST Thermometer by rubber attachment before placing in clamp attached
10 bucket. NIST Thermometer is attached to clamp so that human heat from ones
hand does not distort the temperature reading

2.) Place Thermistor Thermometers / field thermometers at same height in water
column as NIST Thermometer. Try to position both in the middle of the water
column in the bucket. Take readings of Thermistor Thermometers / field
thermometers at same depth as NIST Thermometer.

3.) llold field thermometers by rubber cords to avoid heat transfer from humans

4.) Stir bucket with field thermometers to avoid temperature stratification, do not take
temperature while stirring. Let settle 1 minute after stabilization of temperature
before taking reading

5.) 5 calibration points in Degrees Celsius = 0, 15, 25, 30, 40 (Degrees Fahrenheit
32, 59, 77, 86, 104). Check Calibration every 3 - 4 months with this five-point
calibration.

In the Field

6.) In the field, measure temperature in middle of water column if possible: do not
rest thermometer on riverbed: upper portion of water column reading ok if current
is swill. For reading, wait until thermometer has stabilized and wait one minute
until taking the reading - record time; wait one more minute and take reading and
time again; and wait one more minute and take reading and time again. Try to
take a picture that digitally imprints the time and long lat on each photo. Record
all data in field sheet, including instrument number (YSI 85 #1, or YSI Pro #52)

Response No. 035-111:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding Wishtoyo’s Ventura Coastkeeper
Program and its monitoring of water temperature in the Santa Clara River. Please see Responses to
Comments Nos. 035-22 and 035-26, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

3.1.6-462

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-112:

Provided below is the first page of Attachment 80 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 80
PACEL1OFS

Calibration Form
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Response No. 035-112:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding Wishtoyo’s Ventura Coastkeeper
Program and its monitoring of water temperature in the Santa Clara River. Please see Responses to
Comments Nos. 035-24 and 035-26, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
Final Additional Environmental Analysis

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
3.1.6-463



3.1.6 Organizations

Comment No. 035-113:
Provided below is the first page of Attachment 81 to Letter No. 035. A full copy of the attachment is

available on the CD located on the inside cover of Volume 1 of the Final AEA.

ATTACHMENT 81
PAGE 1 0OF 142

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

320 West 4" Street, Sute 200, Los Angeles, CA 90013
(213)576-6600 + Fax (213)576-6660
hitp //www.waterboaros. ca. goviosangeles/

ORDER NO. R4-2009-0074

NPDES NO. CA0054216

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS

FOR THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY SANITATION DISTRICT OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY,

VALENCIA WATER RECLAMATION PLANT
DISCHARGE TO SANTA CLARA RIVER

The following Discharger is subject to waste discharge requirements as set forth in this

Order:

Table 1. Discharger Information

Discharger Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles County
Name of Facility Valencia Water Reclamation Plant

28185 The Old Road
Facility Address Santa Clarita, CA 91356

Los Angeles County

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the Regional Water Quality Control Board
(Regional Water Board) have classified this discharge as a major discharge

The discharge by the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles County from
the discharge points identified below is subject to waste discharge requirements as set
forth in this Order:

Table 2. Discharge Location

Discharge Di Point Disch Point
Point Effluent Description Lanlaudo Lo 7|ud. Receiving Water
001 Tertiary treated 349, 26", 496" N 1189, 35' 3337 W Santa Clara River
effluent
002 T"‘z;m:;’“’d 34°,26',4827°N | 118°,35,31.95 W | Santa Clara River

February 25, 2009

Revised: 04/07/09, 4/20/09, 5/14/09, and 6/4/09

Response No. 035-113:

The commenter cited this publication to support statements regarding water temperature and water flow
velocities upstream and downstream of the Valencia WRP. Please see Responses to Comment Nos. 035-24

and 035-26, above, for relevant information that responds to this issue.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
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Newhall Ranch RMDP/SCP Project
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