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April 18, 2004

Ms. Magalie R. Sales, Secretary 

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

888 First Street, NE

Washington DC 20426

Re:  FERC Project 11866 – The Rock Creek Project  

Date: April 18th, 2004

Dear Madam: 

Enclosed please find as an attachment to this letter, the minutes form the first agency consultation meeting on this project that occurred on January 30th, 2004.  These notes were circulated as a draft to all attendees on February 18th, 2004 asking for any corrections or additions.  No responses were received, although we are in follow-up communication with most meeting attendees.  (The enclosed meeting notice and notes are as distributed, subject to typographical error corrections.)  We are also enclosing to the FERC copies of the audio recordings of this meeting as Enclosure 1. 

We are currently in the process of responding to the study and information requests.  A new project layout, “Design 2” has been presented primarily in response to PG&E’s requests and this has been circulated for review.  It can be seen on the Rock Creek Project document section of the davishydro.com website.

The applicant has no disagreement with any requested study or report, or PG&E’s requirements.

Further outreach will be made by sending electronic copies of this letter to all 1962 ERC  members.  We will bring their attention the “Design 2 plans” that are shown as PDF’s of the Davis Hydro Web site.  These respond primarily to PG&E’s concerns.

This letter and attachments are being copied electronically and physically to the enclosed service list.  The last page includes the associated core cover letter text.  Unless paper is requested by any party, this and future documents will be posted to the WEB site and distributed electronically whenever possible.

Respectfully

[image: image1.wmf]
Richard D. Ely

Principal

Enclosures:  
Attachment I 
Service List (Updated 4/12/04) 



Attachment II – Cover, notice and 1st stage meeting minutes  (6 Pages) 



Attachment III 
Cover to electronic e-mail recipients



Enclosure 1: Audio tapes 

cc: 11866 Service List (electronically), and with paper letter notice

Attachment I  Service List

Rock Creek Retrofit   Service List 






Last Updated   4/12/04

Active Distribution of all Materials 

	Mr. Tom Jereb, Cresta - Rock Creek Relicensing Manager 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company

245 Market Street. N11C

P.O. Box 770000

San Francisco, CA  94142

415-973-9320 Fax 973-5323

taj3@pge.com
	Mr. Jim Edmondson
California Trout

5436 Westview Court Road
Westlake Village, CA  91362
Ph. 818-865-2888  FAX 818-707-2459

Troutmd@earthlink.net

	Mr. Mark Madrid, Forest Supervisor

USDA Forest Service

Plumas National Forest

159 Lawrence Street

Quincy, CA  95971

Ph. 530-283-2050  FAX  530-283-7717

mmadrid@fs.fed.us
	Mr. Curtis Knight

California Trout

P. O. Box 650

Mt. Shasta, CA  96067

Ph. 530-926-3755  FAX 530-926-8909

CAKnight@JPS.net

	Mr. Jack Gipsman, Office of General Counsel, USDA

33 New Montgomery, 17th Floor

San Francisco, CA  94105

Ph. 415-744-3166, FAX  415-744-3170

jack.gipsman@usda.gov
	Mr. Kevin Lewis

Shasta Paddlers

4641 Hornbeck Lane

Anderson, CA  96007-2631

Ph. 530-2118722  FAX 530-221-5981

klewis@snowcrest.net

	Mr. Banky Curtis, Manager, Region 2

California Department of Fish and Game

1701 Nimbus Road, Suite A

Rancho Cordova, CA  95670

Ph. 916-358-2899,  FAX 916-358-2912

bcurtis@dfg.ca.gov
	Mr. Dave Steindorf

Chico Paddleheads

179 Valley Ridge Dr.
Paradise, CA  95964
Ph. 530-876-0430,  FAX 530-876-1335

dsteind@telis.org

	Mr. Matthew P. Kelly, Chief Redding Office

US Army Corps of Engineers

152 Hartnell Avenue

Redding, CA 96002 

530 223-9534

Matthew.p.kelley@usace.army.mil
	Mr. Nate Rangel
CA Outdoors
PO Box 401

Coloma, CA  95613-0401

Ph. 530-626-7385 x203  FAX 530-626-9268

nate@raftcalifornia.com

	Mr. Wayne S. White, Field Supervisor

United States Department of the Interior

Fish and Wildlife Service

2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605

Sacramento, CA  95825

Ph.
916-414 6610  FAX 916 414-6714

Wayne_white@fws.gov
	Jen Carville, Policy Advocate

Friends of the River

915 20th Street

Sacramento, CA  95814

Ph. 916-442-3155, FAX 916-442-3396

jen@friendsoftheriver.org


	Mr. Jim Canaday

State Water Resources Control Board

1001 I Street P.O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA  95814

Ph. 916-657-2208, Fax 916-657-1485

jcanaday@waterrights.swrcb.ca.gov
	Mr. John Gangemi

Conservation Director, American Whitewater

482 Electric Avenue

Bigfork, MT  59911

Ph. 406-837-3155, FAX 406-837-3156

jgangemi@digisys.net

	Mr. Rob Shulman, Plumas County Counsel

520 West Main St., Room 302

Quincy, CA 95971

Ph. 530-283-6240  FAX 

robshulman@countyofplumas.com
	Mr. Richard Roos-Collins

Natural Heritage Institute

2140 Shattuck Avenue, Suite 500

Berkeley, CA  94704-1222

Ph. 510-644-2900, FAX 510-644-4428

rrcollins@n-h-i.org

	Mr. Craig Bolger, DeSabla,  Hydro Superintendent

Pacific Gas and Electric Company

15449 Humbug Road

Magalia, CA  95954

Ph. 530-892-4512

chb2@pge.com
	Mr. Richard F. Locke, Esq. Attorney

PG&E Law Department

P.O. Box 7442

San Francisco, CA 94120

rfl6@pge.com


	Mr. Randy Livingston, 

Lead Director Hydro Generation

Pacific Gas and Electric Company

245 Market Street., N11E

P.O. Box 770000

San Francisco, CA  94142

Ph: 415–973-6950

FAX:  415-973-5323,

rsl3@pge.com
	Dr. Knox Mellon, State Hist. Pres. Officer 

CA Dept of Parks And Recreation

Office of Historic Preservation

P.O. Box 942896

Sacramento, CA, 94296-0001

(916) 653-6624 

FAX: (916) 653-9824 

kmell@ohp.parks.ca.gov

	Department of the Interior

Office of Environmental Affairs

Room 2340 MIB

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240 
	Director, Bureau of Land Management

Office of Lands

Attn: FERC Withdrawal Recordation

7450 Boston Blvd

Springfield, VA 22153

	Mr. Eric Theiss

FERC Coordinator  North Fork Feather River

National Marine Fisheries Service

650 Capitol Mall, Suite 8-300

Sacramento, CA 95814-4708

Ph:(916) 930-3600

Fax: (916) 930-3629

Eric.Theiss@noaa.gov
	Mr. Mike Taylor
Plumas National Forest
875 Mitchell Ave.
Oroville, CA 95965-4699

530-534-6500

mftaylor@fs.fed.us

	Mr. Harry B. Williamson

c/o BLM State Office

2800 Cottage Way

W-1843 CA 942

Sacramento, CA 95825

916 978-4316

916 978-4327 – Fax

Harry_Williamson@NPS.gov
	FERC Liaison Officer 

Environmental Protection Agency
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
http://www.epa.gov/region09/
Phone: (415) 947-8000
(866) EPA-WEST 
Fax: (415) 947-3553
Email: r9.info@epa.gov


Andy Cordone,  PG&E Rock Creek dam operator  
adc3@pge.com
· no physical address presently 

Attachment II - First Stage Consultation Transcript Summary 

Draft Notice Sent to Participants: 

Tom Jereb 

taj3@pge.com
Andy Cordone 

adc3@pge.com
Carson Cox 

ccox@dfg.ca.gov
Eric Thiess

Eric.Theiss@noaa.gov
Jim Canaday 

jcanaday@waterrights.swrcb.ca.gov

W. (Bill) Williamson 

Harry_Williamson@NPS.gov
Reg:  Draft Davis Hydro/ RC Retrofit Project Meeting Notes 

Sub:  FERC Stage 1 Consultation Meeting 

Ref:  Meeting Rancho Cordova, California Fish and Game 1/30/04 

Dear Sirs:

The enclosed notes are for attendees review and comment.  This draft is for distribution to meeting participants only, for their comments and review.  The purpose of these notes is to summarize the significant points raised during the Stage 1 Consultation Meeting.  When corrected, it will be made public and forwarded with the recordings to the FERC. 

Davis Hydro requests that any corrections for inadequacies, inaccuracies, or incompleteness be reported to the applicant within 30 days from this notice.  Please forward corrections by e-mail to hydro@davis.com .  Please request receipt on all significant e-mails due to spam filters.

Respectfully,

Davis Hydro

                                                 February 18th, 2004

Dick Ely,

Principal

Rock Creek Retrofit Project, FERC No. 11866

Stage 1 Consultation Session 

January 30, 2004

Notice:  

This meeting was held on January 30, 2004 to solicit directions for further studies from the state and federal agencies.  Study Plans were circulated to all appropriate state and federal agencies the site owner PG&E, and interveners in the Preliminary Permit.  CDs containing the plans and filing were sent or were offered to all Project 1962 ERC committee members, and a notice of the meeting was circulated to the entire Project 1962 service list (other than Legislators) directing their attention to the plans and documents on the Davis Hydro web site.  All were requested to submit their e-mail or physical addresses if they wished to be contacted further or to be placed on the service list.  Some did and the current service list is a composite of required agency officials, interveners, the dam owner, PG&E, and other entities asked to be included.  The current service list with addenda is posted on the Rock Creek Project part of the Davis Hydro’s web site: DavisHydro.com.

Transcript Summary and Notes

Meeting Objective and Meeting Summary

The meeting objective was to define studies needed to be completed prior to license application.  By extension, the meeting also elicited the dam owner and intervener, PG&E to air their responses and concerns to the submitted plans.

Meeting Participants:

PG&E
 
Tom Jereb and Andy Cordone (RC dam operator)

CDF&G

Carson Cox 

NOAA Fisheries

Eric Thiess

Davis Hydro, 

Richard Ely

State Water Control Board 
Jim Canaday

William Williamson 

National Park Service representing DOI

Discussion started that the meeting was recorded initial introductions were made for the record.  Ely reported briefly on correspondence and prior meetings.  A brief report was made by Mr. Ely on related correspondence:  Correspondence had been received from Mike Taylor of USFS and Eric Theiss of NOAA.  {additional correspondence had been received from Sharon Stone of SWRCB, and John Gangemi, Conservation Director of American Whitewater }.  Mr. Ely stated the intent of the meeting and the meeting opened for comments.  Mr. Jereb requested an agenda.  Mr. Ely indicated that this meeting has only one item  - the identification of studies needing undertaking at the request of the state and federal agencies prior to license application.

It was reported that the Forest Service had asked for assistance in defining the National Forest boundary in the project area as this project is half on PG&E’s land and half on Forest Service land, and a discussion of recreational benefits of increasing access were discussed.  Prior informal consultation was reported to have taken place by Davis Hydro including meetings with PG&E, Forest Service, NFWS, SWRCB, and several with different members of California Fish and Game.  Ely concluded opening remarks with a comment that fish appeared to be the key, of not sole issue, at this site for this retrofit project.

Mr. Williamson and Mr. Cox discussed the importance of the hardhead fish, which might be listed as an endangered species and the importance of not harming the game fish.  Mr. Williamson continued with a discussion of the need for and with questions about possible access for boat and angling opportunities below the dam.  A discussion of the same issue with Mike Taylor of the FS, and correspondence from interveners was reported by Ely on this subject.   Questions of boundaries and budgets were mentioned.

Mr. Jereb PG&E’s concerns opened with a substantive discussion with a description of the current releases from the dam.  A major concern was raised about insuring adequate flow through the 30“ center river release outlet to keep sediment from building in the area below and around the water intakes for the drum gates just above this inlet.  Currently, flows up to 140 CFS are needed for this task.  Mr. Jereb indicated that it was felt that the Rock Creek reservoir sediment profiles were in equilibrium at this time.  Extensive discussion of this fine sediment and the need for heavier sediments and gravels ensued.  The condition of the beds in the main stem habitat was discussed.

Principal Fish Discussion: 
Mr. Thiess indicated that anadromous fish might be returned to this river, and that “fish friendly turbines should be considered.  Mr. Ely reported on a conversation and a series of E-mails with Dr. Peter Moyle undertaken at the suggestion of Mr. Cox discussing the limiting factors for fish primarily hardhead and trout in these reaches.  Mr. Ely reported Dr. Moyle’s opinion the habitat for hardhead and game fish is limited by the lack of shoal gravel beds in the main stem of the River.  Further discussions with Dr. Moyle had indicated that the best us of these reaches were as a “Put and Take” Fishery.  Mr. Cox asked Mr. Ely for copies of the e-mails.  Mr. Ely indicated that they will be forwarded when permission from Dr. Moyle is obtained.

Mr. Theiss asked further about the riverbed, and a brief discussion of gravel ensued leading to agreement that the fines from the top of the settlement area under the upstream face of the dam were of limited value to augment stream habitat.  There was again consensus that there was little habitat in the main stem of the river and that for hardhead and trout alike, the main spawning areas were the tributaries.  Mr. Cox asked about ongoing and current fish studies covering this site.  Mr. Ely offered a brief summary of previous and ongoing work.  Mr. Cox asked that comprehensive report of all applicable studies and monitoring plans be prepared. 

Discussion continued on various aspects of fish in the river.  In regards to the proposed Rock Creek retrofit project, Mr. Theiss asked about what would be the effects of the project.  Mr. Ely suggested that there would be about a 10 % mortality of juveniles that passed through the turbines.  It was, in his opinion, unlikely that any healthy adult gamefish or hardhead would go near a trash rack due to its unnatural nature.  Discussion ensued on fish habitat in this area with fish breeding areas in the tributaries and the main stem rather barren.  Mr. Ely reported on his experience with small hydro on trout streams in the north east.  Mr. Theiss asked for a report on expected mortality of fish passing through the turbines.  Mr. Ely agreed to provide a report of that information.

Discussion ensued concerning current jet method of river release through the Rock Creek dam and possible disease from total dissolved gas supersaturation from the jet.  PG&E suggested most water landed on the dam.  Mr. Ely offered to sample informally the O2 partial pressures under the jet. 

An “adaptive management plan” was mentioned by Mr. Cox as a probable licensing path.

Discussion of Dam Operations:
Mr. Jereb asked for further specifics of what was proposed.  Ely responded that Davis Hydro was applying for up to about 2 MW of capacity with the actual amount and detailed design determined by factors that would come out of this and subsequent meetings.  Further discussion of the need for up to 140 cfs through the 30” fish release gates to keeping the 60 inch drum gate entrances clear.

Mr. Cordone offered a comprehensive description of the control systems within the dam to regulate the flow.  The operator problem is primarily the changing flow with the changing water level upstream of the dam.  The following methods are used:


The 30” release is controlled with a gate valve.  There is an ultrasonic flow meter on the pipe and the flow is controlled locally to maintain a constant flow through the dam below the 60” gate entrance inlets.
The sluice gate is controlled automatically in response to changing water level so as to maintain constant flow through the sluice gate.  Settings are changed about 10 times per year.

Extended discussion endued on how the Davis Hydro project would operate.  A synchronous bypass was requested of Davis hydro.  Ely stated that PG&E would {or could} operate their dam and the DH project at all times.  Concern was expressed about increased cost.  Ely suggested that it would be easier to maintain flow and that Davis Hydro would provide controls to operate all equipment remotely.  He stated that it would be easier to operate the dam with an additional “valve” for the operators.

Concern was briefly raised about reliability of controllers in moist areas.  There was further discussion on Davis Hydro’s offer to supply accurate sub-cfs accuracy metering of total flow through the dam.  PG&E expressed little interest in this precision of flow data.

Woody Debris / Trash Rack Debris:

There was a discussion of trash rack debris removal as currently practiced.  Debris taken to Rogers flat.  It was suggested during the meeting {and in later post meeting conversation} that woody trash will be minimal except during storms.  .  Davis Hydro expressed plan to return woody waste to stream for habitat.  

Brief discussion addressed the narrow space available on the dam top.  Limited space to return debris to stream or for other engineering.  Discussion about inundation and floods in general in the NFF valley was made with 100,000 cfs maximum observed flow data provided by Williamson.

Process & Policy 
Mr. Canaday indicated that it was the clear policy of the state to encourage retrofitting these dams for small hydro.  He discussed the CEQA exemption, and the “fast track” provisions in the State Water Plan. 

Mr. Canaday and Mr. Jereb discussed California Water Rights Permits.  It was discussed that Davis Hydro had applied for a water diversion permit at this site and it was pending.

In the course of the previous discussions Mr. Jereb, on behalf of PG&E, reiterated issues raised in prior discussions and letters:


A $ 5,000 deposit is needed to pay for engineering review


A transmission study to get power out of the valley is needed


Approximately 10 % dam-site lease fee will be expected

Operations and upgrading the dam control system needs addressing

Upcoming site improvements were discussed in general.

Further Work
The following work items and submittals have been requested at this point by or for agencies: 

· (CFG)

Comprehensive up to date Fish Studies Report

· (NOAA)
Fish Turbine Passage Mortality Report




Copies of NFF related  E-mails from Dr. Moyle


(USFS)
Assistance with cadastral boundary survey at and below dam

· (NOAA & CFG) 
Consideration of “fish friendly” turbines

{additional requests are expected from FS}

By or for PG&E as owner & intervener:


Funds for engineering review


Transmission Access Study


Addressing of sediment build-up near 60 inch gate conduits


Suggest a design for operations


Response to coming letter

{additional requests have been received from other interveners}

Handouts and Talking Documents

· PG&E – Black and Veatch Drawing 373182 with hand notes showing arrangement of outlets through dam were made available to all.

· Davis Hydro – single copies of additional small site photos and copies of plans were passed around.

· PG&E briefly showed a draft bathymetric map of the Rock Creek reservoir.

Attachment III 

Core text of E-mail and Paper letter to 11866 Service List

Sirs, madam:

You are receiving this distribution as part of Davis Hydro’s consultation with the FERC for a license to retrofit the Rock Creek dam with hydropower.  Please find attached the filing with the FERC of the notes from the 1st stage consultation on the Rock Creek Diversion Project,  FERC 11866.

All important documents and correspondence is available on the Rock Creek Section of the Davis Hydro Web site.                                       http://davishydro.com/rockcreek.htm.                         

A paper copy of this E-mail will be sent to current addresses of all people on the attached service list.


Future distribution to this service list will be electronic unless a paper copy is requested.
If there are any errors in the associated E-mail addresses in the service list, please let us know.  If there are others who should receive copies of these filings, please let me know by return E-mail.  If there are any questions, please give me a call at your convenience.  
Respectfully,

Richard Ely, 

Davis Hydro
Davis Hydro, LLC
27264 Meadowbrook Drive, Davis, California 95616
(530) 753-8864


